PRFEF
FE L b PNE LT

R e

Stenotrophomonas maltophilia 2. AmpH 3-v
11 Dose-Dependent = ;%3 3

L1 2 L2 B-lactamases 2. % 3R

AmpH Regulates the Expression of the Chromosomal L1
and L2 B-lactamases of Stenotrophomonas maltophilia

in a Does-Dependent Manner

hERECPRF B
Tsuey-Ching Yang, Ph.D

3‘_[7:\2/ 'ii‘ﬂ
l %i c B wp

Shao-Cheng Huang

PR R S NE R



SR F o Bip A - AT UM E FleEek o | j\ﬁ}jg[& D B F e
‘fl;%f; Lo > Bk~ Iss v B T&'fr e lj?‘;ﬁdg’_\%h;i\‘. i@}/@zgﬁ}; FAE &
RN T RS EE LIRS T R Sy P

I R pcal Iéflsz CPTE SR s B e R M S BEE ke

-.':1\L

Lo 2R EF% B  TA g eErArs AR B B X e > @A

—=
“1\:\'

T T R T ke A W M BEE 4 happy 0 F B & 583 - E\!ﬁ%‘{

A (eR A feim (R FRAN G FEESAR T o RAT]E
B E RAFE ISR E A PR AR E B RE > IR TR

Boeine o 5 BB R R BHRIRY EEF2 IR X R B E - L ¥
BEw FEURESP o AR HP R G RE 4 eF
PELFELEPEA TR LEL BT o THrE BB

Af LR apFiEsA - ot AT A3 ARAN- £ B nFEA

ER R AR LFL BT R E i FEEE S D

i



=
4
=
B
=
K
=
Ny
\3\
F_L

R F AL IR B RE 0@ A

%f%«“f“&ﬁvi%fﬁ?%zﬁﬁi— BhREDRRE B LB PALE

il



¢ g R

Stenotrophomonas maltophilia 3 — 3% 3|7 L2 B-lactamase » #
A MAF GAL T P ampR A TR E o A P o
%% %% PCR(QRT-PCR)- ¥ #45f¥ PCR(RT-PCR)~ ¥ %2 %% L2
A T2 2735 gmpH R F13) X - operon e @ ampH 3 Flek ik
F ampR A FIR et 3 (Pp) 2 B p e %z F (Popn) © FHE
S. maltophilia <3 F1R B 7] ¢ » ampH 3 Fla & & % putative Na'/H'
antipoter ; frF ILE # i HT ABEH BT M T2 < F @
AR ¥ L1 4o L2 B-lactamases 78 Flegg s 2 o @ AmpH F-v %
WA L] e L2 RTFeavE wF LA RERE G M 5 AmpH v £ R
AR L] AFA# 2 RE T AmpH 39 23RE = 5
g L2 AT EARE T T wEFKE 25 L 2
L2 B-lactamases F-v chd E % & 0 (XIT 12 L2-ampH operon £
A7tk # 1 AmpH -9 b Ppo fade S g T RE AR ph T H
4v L1 B-lactamase #7344 & 4r* # F|iE % 70 AmpH F-v % 2
24 > @ 374F L2 B-lactamase F-v 7343 € o #7140 14 L2-ampH operon
down-regulation # #7054 AmpH F-v 3 3 £ E Ui 4

L1 B-lactamase 734 % € e 7 ¢ j > L2 B-lactamase #1354 £ -

il



Abstract

The L2 B-lactamase gene of Stenotrophomonas maltophilia has been
shown to be involved in resistance of the -lactams and its expression is
regulated by the ampR gene, which divergently locates upstream of the
L2 gene. In this study, L2 and its downstream gene, ampH, has been
shown to be an operon as revealed by Quantitative Real-Time PCR
(QRT-PCR), Reverse Transcriptase-PCR (RT-PCT), and chromosomal
transcriptional fusion assay. The expression of ampH gene depends on the
ampR-regulated L2 promoter (P;) and its own promoter (Pg,,z). The
ampH gene previously annotated as a putative Na'/H' antiporter in the
genome project of S. maltophilia was found to be less involved in the
sodium homeostasis, but more prominent in the regulation of the
induction of L/ and L2 B-lactamase genes. The role of AmpH protein in
the regulation of L/ and L2 genes induction is does-dependent. The
induction of L/ gene in the absence of the AmpH protein proceeds to
fewer extents, indicating the optimal L/ induction occurs with the support
of sufficient AmpH. In contrast, the presence of surplus AmpH protein
reduces the induction of L2 gene, while hardly influences the induction of

L1 gene. Consequently, the optimal L/ and L2 induction is exquisitely
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controlled by an appropriate amount of AmpH protein, which may be

cleverly administered by the down-regulated L2-ampH operon.
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1.1.1 Stenotrophomonas maltophilia 4 %
Stenotrophomonas maltophilia &% J&Je 5. ¢ & 8 h k&> A2 G5

& ¢ % Pseudomonas maltophilia (Hugh R. et al., 1961) " 5 % ¢
KR & %5 Xanthomonas maltophilia  (Sutter VL. 1968) 1o 2 5)i7
BEZL 33 B Hh 2 > SHERETSITE R G T A
DNA & 7> & {8 * § & % Stenotrophomonas maltophilia (Palleroni NJ.
etal.,1993)P e S maltophilia >+ F 5 ¥E2L3 fE 13 fF 128 7
£FHEBES R LG BNREY cHFEFNE TR IR LY R
Bk v @t silverlined catheters (Ubeda P etal., 1998) M, # 4
R R FILA40TC » P B B 2 £R R K 35C S maltophilia

» Tt F AP > 54 Lo normal florae — % BB ch F A

E o}

\fﬂ

ARG B e F P AP R M dup A e
AHLNR O F D R AR E Y G AR ML BTG e F R
S. maltophilia g%}‘?d FLHAP o o P GVEAREE T A8
RIEE D ARE S AEFEFRE B Y 2 LRI ES
LA I RS o ‘*“""Iﬁﬁ%’T’ NN A A %'.—v(fﬁ% vt
GOE R A Rk s PR e B % (Maningo E. et al., 1995)
Blo — W@ g ins o S maltophilia T4 2 e * 3% 5 » ¥ it € &L

HEXR L mf_%ﬁ‘« - g R I F1F ( Windhorst S. et al., 2002 )



Vo S maltophilia ¥3% % 4 % % & ¥ H > 4o B-lactam »
aminoglycoside ~ macrolide #f > & (¥ S. maltophilia 525k io% *
- AR R AR o

B> S. maltophilia <% » P w3 & ¥k S maltophilia Fk
= = H A 1M 2B - - R i S.  maltophilia R551-3
( http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/ ) » G+C content » 66% > % 7| > & &
4544233 bp F e S.  maltophilia K279a

( http://www.sanger.ac.uk/Projects/S _maltophilia/) (Crossman, L.C., et

al., 2008) " » G+C content % 66.32% » B3] > & 5 4,851,126 bp °

1.1.2 2 F I AHE B-lactam #FHid § 2 ¥ LB
iR S A B-lactam FEdd P oW ¢ AvG ow fAIRE A o

o RBEAZT ABRAFIRE ZFEAELEE  HAc 2
B-lactamase » H ¥ gLk B-lactam &4 2 Z PR B H 0 S
maltophilia =; 43 #x#< B-lactam 4 % (hw 4 (Richmond MH. et
al, 1973) o p % ¢ & S maltophilia & & 315 &3 F A b
B-lactamases ° 4~ % 5 L1 4= L2 (Krueger TS. et al., 2001 ) Bl o
S RE LR p e il B R 4Rd FEL R T e e R

£% > i Klebsiella % & g ~IE {2 it 22 % w2 W1 5 porin > # 4o



4 % g2 EJIE ~ e h 3% (Valdezate S. et al., 2001) ' % = #& y
WA Em A p g FR ALY R ArPRLOR B 640 B-lactam
Mt R B FERILA & S d $2 % & w2 penicillin binding
protein (PBP) % & > i&m #rd| Fil e BEen g & > i DR Feik

% o@m mET B WA - 2% PBP (penicillin binding protein) .5
%

efflux pump (multidrug pump ) system % Tﬁ_ N oI SR AP I L
R Ll % d  pump #7 I fwm e otk 3% (Li XZ. et al., 2002;
Sanchez P. et al., 2002; Zhang L. et al, 2001) "™ - p % & S
maltophilia © #H? 8 5 £ BRI JF k5o » % 5 SmeABC v
SmeDEF & 4| (Morita Y. et al., 2006)"" - SmeABC £ SmeDEF :i#
T g R0 v PR mE AR P ATP sc 284 * 4p- g5
£ (gradient) Zpds §iF @ #-did F p A 201 AW o
SmeDEF st 79 ## macrolides ~ tetracyclines ~ chloramphenicol Fr

quinolones % % fafid F N A A E T2 5P o



1.1.3 p-lactamase 4 %

B 4 B-lactamase © B J13F S AME ks @ P w A B L
A f8 047 5 sho — £ 1986 # # 41 ¢h Bush 4 # (Bush K. et al., 1986)
Hel, 5 — # % 1980 & 3% 1 <7 Ambler 4 %#f (Ambler RP. 1980) '
Bush # #f/# 2 & £ i&35 % F (Substrate) fasg& 2 F 2 @ fAdrd
F  (Inhibitor) #r#lies i & > » = Group 1 ¥| Group4 =
<~ #g o % - % (Group 1) p%2% > cephalosporinase > H % %
B % cephaloridine f- cephalothin > ¥ % /%1% % clavulanic acid *7
frd) e %% (Group 2) & %1 B3] > 2a | 2e > Group 2a

*

penicillinases Group 2b B *t  broad-spectrum v
extended-broad-spectrum #f  P-lactamases Group 2¢ &
carbenicillin-hydrolyzing pB-lactamases * # % % % cephalosporins ;
Group 2d #_/ *% cloxacillin-hydrolyzing pB-lactamases > =% ' &
cloxacillin ; # s 2. Group 2e R|&_/*" cephalosporin-hydrolyzing
B-lactamases = @ Group 2a 3| 2e 3] B-lactamases & 1235 € 4%
clavulanic acid #7#r4] » % = % (Group 3) > metallo-B-lactamase °
Hpi Al 2 3 R B3 F e r > T 5 & B

metallo-enzyme )  * #f 4] e B-lactamase =1+ 7 % clavulanic acid
Yy 2

] 0w E_¢g 4 EDTA #73rd] o &t % w3 (Group 4) =



penicillin-hydrolyzing f-lactamases » H #F P i A = > Th o ™
Ambler 4 g% 3 & A ity P-lactamase VRAFL B F|iE 7 A
(Ambler RP. 1980) " » A~ % ClassA ¥| ClassD = #f:# ¢ Class A+
C v D = # &2 serine ¥ 5 - 4]2 f¥% (serine active site
enzyme ) 355§ S-X-X-Kmotif chiz4g o @ Class B RIAF & &4

¢ % EDTA #rdrd] o 8 % 1995 #
BioA fAD BRANZIFEFRLA - BREDRL TN E G %4 T

2. B-lactamase PFFEL A F] o H FORL AT s - o

1.1.4 B-lactam #|I2 3%
B-lactam A3 % £ - fER LAt @ ¥ i%«‘&%i st Zo@ A
B4 ¢ 7 P-lactam ring 2 F 353 B-lactam AldZ F o
B-lactam ZFieA & K A BB R I P e e e BE Y 9L
PRE PBE (peptidoglycan) &35 = » @ & S PXE MR 2 & transpeptidase
( penicillin-binding protein, PBP ) - carboxypeptidase v
transglycosylase % fi¥ % - # ¢ & lwpFiwre p 3+ 9 PBP i%z‘?\
B-lactam A)i4 % 0T * o P A B-lactam Ald2 21 &R A S v

sl

% - penicillin ~ cephalosporin ~ carbapenem 4r monobactam -

p.

Penicillin #f#12 % 3 benzylpenicillin ( penicillin G) ~ oxacillin -



ampicilli ~ carbenicillin ~ piperacillin...... % o Cephalosporin #f$t4

% # 3£ cephaloridine ~ cephalexin ~ cephalothin...... % o Carbapenem #f
w24 % B3 imipenem-meropenem-faropenem ...... ¥ o@m monobactam

Pt 2P oo R & §_ aztreonam o BEIZ AT FHAR - o

Bow g I B-lactam s s Z eng| T & IEIG R S B~
ARG CERR A (fHAKF) BFEREERFE Tl ona
AE L s i F Mok e B L o B-lactam 4 F 2
B-lactamase inhibiter = p¥i¢ * pF > B3 bba i A€ 5 R R fod L2
Ao fRrk b0 ¥ 10% s 4 3 B-lactam A F A 4 B0 9 5-10%

-~

4 R AR

mfﬁi/‘ﬂ'ﬁ WETA BRI E}‘%’ffﬁ'\ﬂ igl/fl‘ Tt &

X
F

2

¥
ot

P
Aax

F & o #70 § o B4 - 48 B-lactam 2t % § A 2

e
o
&

N

~

RE 0 ek TR AL A 8% H v B-lactam FEI E PFRE

7

FI 1
A ~

Jreh

E 4
kj
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& (RossiS. etal., 2004 )'*

1.1.5 8. maltophilia <7 L1 £ L2 p-lactamase

S. maltophilia % — £ A HEPEEF > PR L ALAS KT e A
(Denton M. et al, 1998) "« # ¥ 2 4 & # 7 4 3 % £ B 2
B-lactamases #-v¢ - & W 5 L1 39 v L2 v > Em & B S

maltophilia ¥+ B-lactam #gd<? 2% 2_ &+ (Alonso A. et al., 1997)



P e dod S maltophilia %4 ¢ %8+ 2 2 11 ke B-lactamase 2.
N =5+ 55 20 Br%ipk ann 5Lt (signal peptide) (Walsh TR. et al.,
1997) P o5 &t tw A w e A 4 ¢ B-lactamase B F_ 3 1 4B -
@ 3| & f8 & 3 A 0 B-lactamase € AR iE T ko 0O BB N T2 B o 3
g dnre pOWCRE > P-lactamase 77 signal peptide € i i3 AR IEH @ AR
7 % »signal peptide & 7 — % hydrophobic core region = if #-
secreted polypeptide #& » p % > %A hydrophobic core region =
N-terminal & 3 & T /el e > UV § 2wt F 5 f T i h
phospholipids ¥ 4ar% 31> @ core region ¥ — ## i1 C-terminal B+
Wt el fs o TEF LT Fakikft N 32 hydrophobic core
region ¢ A1) = & 5 ¥ a¢ {20 signal peptide > 7B {7 i3 AF (F % BF € 4%

signal peptidase *» &7 o

i

L1 p-lactamase 7 — 7 & = % &4+ (Zn*) 4 & 4 iElen

metallo-beta-lactamase - U ¥t #i4 % imipenem £ F {%5g KR

ke

Rt ZEEE < 3] EDTA #ifrd] o B w0 che }I?e:};] 41 L1 B-lactamase
- BAE (tetramer) 2. F-v A F oA - BLIF T UNEELE2 R Zn*" o

F)pt — B % & e L1 B-lactamase ¥ % & 8 B Zn®® ( Saino Y. et al.,

1982)1*1 o tx & Bush 4 #5;% » LI B-lactamase f** Group 3 o @ i



& Ambler & #fi% > Rl &4 L1 P-lactamase jf#f = Class B Ll
B-lactamase st K fEcnfid % 1 & 5 penicillin )34 £ > ez
cephalosporin %] #+* 4 % 12 %  carbapenem 7| F# # % - & LI
B-lactamase 7# &t ’K f# monobactam #A|3iA % o B @ v S. maltophilia
Tk A~ HLE R IR L1 A FE 5 8~12% h¥ R 2> B A FHR 7|
£ R ¥ 873-bp > i mAEd 290 BiRAPL 0 F9 ~ F £ X 115 kDa >
pl E% 5 7 Bt pett 39 F (Crowder MW. et al., 1998) *

A

@ L2 B-lactamase L & it 'K f% cephalosporins #fiw? % > F_

2,

serine active-site cephalosporinase ° # %% /# % ¢ < ¥| clavulanic acid
tazobactam ~ sulbactamn ... % i & ¥ #t$r4] (Crowder MW. et al., 1998)
(23]

o L2 B-lactamase # Bush 4 #g ¥ &>t Group 2e » it 'K fE s

% 1 & % cephalosporin A]#w2 % > {038 > penicillin 342 & %

i

monobactam F|Fi# % o 2 & ;2 KfE carbapenem AlILA E o @ AV
AR 7 A 457 3 3 L2 B-lactamase £ F S-T-D-K - S-D-N-K-T-G
B B %F B 5| (Walsh TR. et al., 1997)2 5 7 Ambler 2. A #f 4
Class A o B & & S. maltophilia T&5 ~ 3Fte? #FR L2 A FE 5
9~25% g B4t B AFIRE L R 5 909-bp v 5t $fg I 302 B =i
e v A FE 5 315kDa > pl 95 82 FBidkltio
(Avison MB. et al., 2001)*%- L/ /F*J% 3@ L1 £ L2 B-lactamases *%

9
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1.1.6 % p % 7 p-lactamase # .2 ampR-ampC, ampD, ampG
k2R
EWSEERAY 464 2 LysR A|#@&3 5%+ (LysR
transcriptional regulator ) 2_ & F]£ — ¥ 434 % & Reh f-lactamase Fh
Fl#rAs e thie & (ampR-f-lactamase module ) » 3§ ampR 2 F|& H
A0 #R e B-lactamase F Fld_w 4pF > F ampR 2 F1¥ B-lactamase #
FlP B AT R (IG) @ 75 A Fleofed+ 22 AmpR v % & %
# (Hanson N. et al., 1999)*1 3 @ 87 & Al e ampR-p-lactamase
e RIFE S - L ampR-ampC 2% - ¥ — i ampR-class A
B-lactamase ‘% (Lin, C.W., et al., 2009) 2% ©
2 4 %8253 e ampR-ampC & %ok % H_# Citrobacter freundii
(Lindbery F. et al., 1985) 7 ¢ 28 5.5 H 15 12 § & Enterobacter cloacae
(Honore N. et al., 1986 ) **'  Yersinia enterocolitica (Seoane A. et al.,
1992)*° Morganella morganii (Poirel L. et al., 1999)°°~  Hafuia alvei
(Girlich D. et al., 2000) ®"' ~  Ochrobactrum anthropi (Nadjar D. et al.,
2001)P* ~  Buttiauxella agrestis (Bauernfeind A. et al., 1996)® -

Serratia marcescens (Mahlen SD. et al., 2003)P* fe Pseudomonas

10



aeruginosa (Lodge IM. et al., 1990) ! ¢ FRHPMFE 2L H

A R T L A SO Y SR R R
(Jacobe C. et al., 1997; Lindberg F. et al., 1987; Normark S. et al., 1995;
Wiedemann B. et al., 1998)°°*V o 1 Citrobacter freundii % ] » &
ampR-ampC 2 FEvh A FI B ISR R M2 05 = A

A FASEE 5 BB A% 5 ampG, ampD fr ampR K F] o

s

ampG £ Fl1 A 4 - T W F-d o ¥V B wm e B fE (S ¢
anhMurNAc-peptide » & % fF B @i 3 oo B o ampD A F|A
4 - cytosolic N-acetyl-anhydromuramyl-L-alanine amidase > # #-
anhMurNAc-peptide -k f# T i& - 3% 4; = UDP-MurNAc-tripeptide
R R FRA Y o @ C freundii 0 ampC i P12 HF A A
FEWE 2 LysR A8 &3 42 F]F (LysR transcriptional
regulator) 4 i® 34 3 £ B 4 3 A F1Ap 485 f-lactamase F Flv G -

2 ] e3¢ o Lindquist et al. (Lindquist S. et al., 1989) ™ % 5. ampR

5. ligand (F %o # 4 ) & AmpR 3¢ efp 3 I8 % ¢ ;A2 ampC
#h Bl 2 Akl & A o UDP-MurNAc-pentapeptide 5 — 47+
ampC # %14 2. ligand ; ¥ 2. > anhMurNAc-peptide & ampC 2k

11



F]7E * (Hu RM. etal.,, 2008)*7e ampR # %14 4 - LysR | e £
Fl+ 0 B ¥ 4] ampC R Flehig s v* > @ LysR Al e 2 75 il

Ve s A AR FaoyedF > £ d - ] &3 (ligand) &
- %4 E 1 HAgpenk 7] (Schell MA. etal., 1993) ¥ e ¥ 4 47 4
oo ampR AT B ehd £ R AT 2R i~ R Bl e
$# 1+ 4 B (Kong KF. etal., 2005 ; Schell MA. et al., 1993)* 1, 7
LysR 4] ehd =%+ 2 82 &£ & DNA 5 7| T-NII-A }+ o 12
Citrobacter freundii & | > 2 ampR X Ffv ampC £ Flefzd 3 i
WA AFL ¢ FRBF(IG A w4pF 2 5 €42 R4 @ LysR-motif
T-N11-A 5 7| i=>% ampR # F]«xd> 3+ + (Lindquist S. et al., 1989 )
H1, 4 25 ampR £ Flenf + p A3 (negative autoregulation ) T
Footgt AP CAmMPR F-d i G dd F e RT 0T drdl o
Frdl ampC A FehE B @ F 82 05 o MIPFEET ampC
# Flend & (Jacobe C. etal., 1997 ; Lindbery F. et al., 1985 ; Lindberg

F.etal., 1987) 273637

1.1.7 S. maltophilia 1.1, L2 p-lactamases % F.2. ampR-ampC, ampDI,
ampG(?) % %
¥+ S maltophilia &% % <0 ampR ~ampDI % ampDII 35 7] >

12



hAFEHRT? D FLEFAT AT EEEMZE B4 o ampR A
HAFE - A3 By L1 32 L2 £ %43 5 AmpR 3-v
$190 L1 #1 L2 AFARATH WAL S S G R G HE e en
BT > AmpR F-v ¥ E Y LI R Fend B drd) L2 A Flend T
B fd B MR T > AmpR Bev 3¢ L1~ L2 A4 A F AR
PEEFFECFaEd o ¥ L] L2 3 AFOFEF ARG R % F
AmpR F-v %24 (AmpR-dependent)» @ ampR 2 Flenig4x it t H_
s v B AR ©E p A B E Ik % (Lin, C.W., et al., 2009) 2 o
@ ampDI Zk F1® & 4 3t a0 Bl E oK fR 82 AmpR F-9 5 & o
Ligand ; § 17 & H# i 27 ¥ AmpDI v # it & ¥ > AmpR
Fv @2 Ligand %6 @ LI 2 L2 AF2 2R, 523 FFH
T AmpDI F¢ A4 # i > AmpR 3¢ ¢ & Ligand % & #

LI 2 L2 A%~ % ¥R 4% (Yang, T.C, etal, 2009)* e ampDII

AFZ HA S P ArF5%3Y PR AE L] 2 [2 4
Fl L IB 272 P E o f ampG AR T2 H A fond i PR A

rr,{ﬂ VAR L

1.1.8 S. maltophilia % ¢ ¥} 2. ampR-L2-ampH-hp # 7% %
BT L1 3¢ 4o L2 F9 g 43 P4 LysR A8 4

13



# ¥x ¥1+  (LysR transcriptional regulator) AmpR 3-9 #7#
(Okazaki A. et al., 2008) ™ o @ ampR A Fliz» L2 A Fehlt 5, »
A A Flehd s 4 F 0352 - ampR-L2 ® % (HuRM. et al., 2008) !
FI* A Fas4r o L2 AFHT S5 5S BAFAS B L Na'/H'
antiporter (nha) 7 F14v hypothetical protein (hp) £ F] > @ L2-nha-hp
AF 2 Benff gL & fpiT 4 B 4pEE 85-bp % 53-bp > FptJuiplpt =
A FEkG P, - operon e A P oo Mg L2 & H TR
2. nha %A, - operon o I ¥ L2 T2 nha EF|EH G 0T
By At g e nha AF2Z L RFA G EHB2 T Hra P kg2 b
@ #_§3 P-lactamases % B3 B o F] 5 S maltophilia 2 B-lactamases
F Wik o ampR-L2, ampDI(l), ampG £ % p & 72 ampR-ampC,
ampD, ampG * i 48 02 > @ S, maltophilia 7 nha % F]x &
p-lactamases % G B o F]Ut 0 FHFH AR Feoe Lo B nha A

Flix e % ampH AT o

14



s

-8 FE3 P

Stenotrophomonas maltophilia % — & fF ~ 51248 7 & L3 &%

[
s

BEHF L Mg B 4 (Denton M. et al., 1998
BE e Ay oS Ald %Jd WA T 2 HF i 3] B-lactamases F-v
mwl i L1 ¥ L2 39 (Avison MB. et al., 2001 ; Saino Y. et al., 1984 ;
Saino Y. et al., 1982) P22%%1 o 4t 5 i3 B-lactamases & F]2_ 3 348 4]
C AR T AT Y P FP4H 7 f2 (Yang, T.C., et al, 2009 ; Lin,
26,44] _

C.W., etal., 2009) |

Ah> oy 188 28 28 f& L2-ampH-hp * 3 %2 %R

s
Y

= — operon’ ¥ ampH FAF|E H A Fr g (8- Wb 7 EF

15



o PR

d ** genome project #- S. maltophilia K279a 2_ L F1 5 7] > %%
B3 L2 A AT R Na-H' antiporter (ampH) %
hypothetical protein (hp) £ F] - % 7 & i L2-ampH-hp T &% -
operon > 1% ¥ % % ¢ 3 Ftk KJ~KIAR f= KJADI (£ pF 2 £ %
& fFi 4% ¥ & (Quantitative Real-Time PCR; QRT-PCR ) % & # 4%
& f=i 48 F & ( Reverse transcriptase PCR; RT-PCR ) - & # P
L2-ampH-hp E_F % — operon o

Fi1# 3k F]5F 4 (gene replacement ) 3 3% > P AR F13E ~ xyIE
#& %] (reporter gene) * A)= KIAmpH g 22 REHKR - LT HF © 7 F
th KIL2,e & KJAmpHye &2 F 3 4 %2 7 # 4 # (30ug/ml
cefoxitin ) g E T » plE C230 ensidbd Bz L2 ~ ampH 27
Fadh 3 ihd TL o

7 8F AmpH 30 H 2 & #5 £F 2 @4 B (NaCl) £ 5
a1 14tk KIKJAmpH,ye~KJIADI &% e ek 8 #8 (NaCl) 7%
BT oBRRIIEIRDLIE ZFEZTTF 10% glucose 3 XOLN
BARY Sor 2 RRAE SRR ST FHK KIL2ye fo KIAmpH,y e

“rE R C230 EH o 2 RFARERDHQBLT EHE L2 2

16



ampH 3 Flxds F ehd B o

Bfs 0 57 BF AmpH F-9 chrt il o 4 447 AmpH 39 A 3R
® # e e S maltophilia At H #1353 2. L1 % L2 B-lactamase & {%e
2B KI ~ KJAmpH,e ~ KI(pRKAmpH) 3 48 #|# 2 L1 2

L2 B-lactamase =75 14 o

-8 FTHE
221 @ HHRABZ LB FREFARIIL- -
222 PCR 31+
%P 4R * e PCR 513 B 2R 74 - » H P gtock
solution concentration % 100 uM ; @ working concentration 3 10
uM -
223 &4
rF B gz & A A MDBio,Inc. ( 4P Sambrook et al.
Molecular Cloning: A Laboratory Manual #7is§*2 fie > ) -
1. Luria-Bertani broth (LB): & 1 &2 gk #? 3
10 g tryptone
5 g yeast extract
10 g NaCl

17



pH: 7.0+0.05
2. Luria-Bertani agar (LA ) : Luria-Bertani broth = i» ¥ %g ¢} 4c »
1.5% agar.
3. Mueller Hinton 1T Agar : & 1 &2 gk 3
2 g beef extract
17.5 g acid hydrolysate of casein

1.5 g starch

4. XOL medium D& ] NP S

0.7 g K,HPO,
0.2 g KH,PO,
1.0g (NH4),SO4
0.1g FeSO, - 7TH,0
0.1g MgCl, - 6H,O
0.1 g MnCl,

5. 10% glucose-XOLN medium : XOL medium “cr » 0.0625% yeast

extract 2 0.0625% trypton’ £ 4r » 5 ml 40% Glucose °

18



224 REHRE R
AR B AT Y % 2.t Difco Laboratories 2 Accumedia
manufacturers, Inc. @ H s it B # 2.2 5 W3 H( AP E Merk, J. T.
Backer Company ~ Severva Frvafeinrobiochemica ~ Boehringer mannhrim
GmhH Biochemical ~ Pharmacia ~ Sigma Chemical Company ~ Biosolve
Zop Aok R o UFFF L 2 B v A% §pEp TaKaRa Shuzo Co.
Ltd. ~ New England Biolabs (NEB ) - promega company f= Bethesda
Research Laboratories - T4 DNA ligase F§ p promega Co. °
225 2 2
Erh A B S MP sigma 27 0 TR HRITTRE S F Ok
B o
2.2.6 FRBEFTER
1. %2 DNA 4 P~2_ 3274
4 P~ F 48 DNA 2 $isE f|* alkaline lysis method i& {7 #7F ;8 %4
T o
(1) Solution I :10 mM EDTA (pH 8.0)~50 mM Glucose % 25 mM
Tris-HCI (pH 8.0 ) °
(2) Solution I : 1% SDS % 0.2 N NaOH -
(3) Solution I : 3 M potassium acetate (pH 4.8) % 5 M glacial

19



acetic acid °
2. Fd W4 Pz A
(1) STE buffer : 10 mM Tris-HCI » 100 mM NaCl % 1 mM EDTA
(pH 8.0) «
(2) Proteinase K : 10 mg/ml -
3. Agarose gel 7 A 2 328
(1) TAE running buffer : g £ fe 9@ 50X Jk & ¢ TAE buffer » B~ 242
g Tris base > 57.1 ml galacial acetic acid »
100 ml 2. 0.5 M EDTA (pH 8.0)> 4’k %
ILe @@ prse kAT 1X 0 k& 5 40
mM Tris-acetate » 1 mM EDTA (pH 8.0) »
(2) 6Xloading dye : 2 & * % 0.25% xylene cyanol » 30% glycerol >
0.25% bromophenol blue °
(3) Staining buffer: >~ % 2 ¢ L4 » 2 3F 2. ZA7-K o> F 4o > Sl a3
ethidium bromide ( EtBr )~ 1 ml 1 mM EDTA ( pH
8.0) % 200 ul RNase A » s £ 4o ZAF-K T 4%
A S 150mly v ipRE o3 ig * pFL 2 ¢

z 7 0.5 pg/ml ethidium

20



227 REXH
L Rempmagr k3
2. EiRB &

3. iR i B

#-S. maltophilia Fj}R$ £ 3 2422 A DFER B AP g »
3TCHER A - il > PREACELHF5~T X >3 Ug* o
2K ¥ iR

MeA R AR AN T L FRARESE A
POSTCREB® - B MFRSE L # R a8 7 (log phase)
B~ 0.7ml 0% 40 ~ 0.3ml 879 & [ glycerol> i & 353 ¥ 3t Fufk #
P T g PR RAEP RS A AR P B0 3 310-80C
’,;E oo

21



2.3.2 DNA 2 #
1. %2 DNA 2 4 B~

R FRHZAREE 3Iml RERZAY > FARERA &
WERZFAENED A4 - S 3TCRATR B A RARDL L
R A2 E¥EID P (log phase) P11 > & % % 1.5 ml eppendorf

P 12 12,000 rpm 5 A 4BHE 0 2 "fi it 18 4~ 100 ul solution I

-

Bk REAMEFBIE FEVEEY 5 A #F L~ 200
solutionIl A% » EMWent T HE B Fis > E3k S5 pdeo2 (81
4v » 150 pl solution MMi% % » + F g ¥ ek fe £ B2tk F 10 445 -
F#F 12,000 rpm &g 10 4 480 & 5ik B~3 Rribeppendorf ¢ oo
£ 4c~ 1:1 2 phenol/chloroform 2 vortex ;& & 3#53 > % 12,000 rpm
oo 5 A &BisP~ b ik 1 ¥ - eppendorf P oo EAFEc=T o R AR AR
R & e is L 4 » & 2 chloroform 14 vortex /& £323 > 5 12,000
pm #s 5 A4 0 Pt ik 3 RTi0 eppendorf ¢ 4e » = B ERAR 2 95
%‘)Eﬁ% » % yortex R E3IDF (6FE AR 10 A4 fEF 12 12,000
pm s 10 448 0 2 “fT? EPE fs k2. DNA > FiFpiEs 2% &
A2 3F okwin g oo

2. 4 ¢ %2 DNA 2z 3 B~

;;g_p{f]fki, %% 3ml % Rk i% V'ﬁgﬂ ’ 370C%§fr'§‘&i%% ’ Zﬁ‘ﬁﬁé—

22



g4 Eaf B 4 & ¥ F (log phase )» # & 1.5 ml eppendorf ¥ >
2 8000 rpm s 5 A 4w 3 ",ﬁ%i ARt g T flEROFRRGS 5 A
s 4 “fi 7k o 4v~ Iml 2 IX STE buffer > ¥ vortex # Fi €
ATRE o 12,000 rpm B S A4 EAF- RSB I i
£ 4e »~ 200 pl 1X STE vortex 323 o & F F M 4 » 40 ul 10% SDS -
Mt T E % eppendorfr B X R c FEEFFE 65C 30 L4 (FUE
B 13 4 ~ Proteinase K (2 mg/ml) 20 ul (final conc. 40 ng/ml) ** 37°C
% 3~4 /| pF> 4&% 4v » 400 pl 1X STE buffer 2z~ 4 o 4 » 1:1
b 5| 2. phenol/chloroform * vortex R £33 » 2 12,000 rpm #.< 5
& ABIS Pt i 1Y - eppendorf * oo E AF gt SRl @Rk A R K
AR oL 4 » 2 £ 2 chloroform * vortex & &323 > 2 12,000 rpm
w10 & 48> P~ ik 2 ¥ - eppendorf ® ‘e~ = B2 95900
oo vortex R EFI L EAIKDT 10 #480 Bt tip 44
Wpri o 4o~ E2 8T K 200 pl w A 0 v 65C e A 30 A 4
“# DNase & > >0 4CH3 @ ¥ -
3.DNA " 2wt

DNA * B aw iz * GeneMark DNA Clean/Extraction Kit» #-%
¥yt DNA P ERAEERMT AL 8> EBr 24 10 445 >
BovE b Lo 7 PP Y KT K3~ eppendorf ¢ o

23



v

4v » 500 pl Binding solution ¥ %325 B 65°C 30 4 45 o £ 2By

iR

o

2 Spin column *® > Spin column T -ik#: Collection column > 2 12,000
rpm o 3 A48 o £ 4 > 500 pul Washing Solution 12,000 rpm . 5
Ahs o EAFRHFRS o 4B Spin column FF ¥ 3 A 4BRFE
LF > B fs e » i £ & /2 35 k3 Spincolumn ? o # ¥ fos B is
12 12,000 rpm s 10 A48 0 T E v A F o w82 DNA &
W A4CHF o
4.DNA *» 3| F Jis

EE AP NP o o £ R ERDE BN R  foirE RehE R
BT DNA 73k - F BPFIDNA ER X5 1pg/50ul: @
FRRFEFPAEE DU AR =S80 EERHMIT AL 77
B2 e
5.DNA %:4& & & (ligation )

Kot E B PG IEE S BRJR S 0 £ B F AP DNA Y B
AR BIR £393 > X 4o » e 23k o0 ligation buffer {v 1 ul T4
DNA ligase’ £ 4 F & )2 3+ K€ 51 R 5 20 uleiR £ 323 5 >

B2 16CT 8% 12~16 [ & > ¥ A 3E5 (T% o

24



233 FEEFHT AL

F=P~if € 2 agarose powder *v » 0.5X TAE buffer ¢ - | * jicid
Yo B 2 3 i3> agarose fRR REA T2 DNA P B @ T e
- it kR # 75 0.8%~2.0% (w/v) e & agarose %% "% 8 %
50°C~60°C pr#-2_ 5] » 459 7 36 + & 4= (comb) o F agarose % /%
BATER R B Iﬁ#ﬁ“/f # f5 0 I & agarose gel @i o # agarose gel
BART T AN AR T 4 » 0.5X TAE buffer I # 238 gel 5 o
jo 5k~ 472 DNA # &2 6X loading dye 17 5:1 R & 2 v GR35 14>
4e ~ agarosegel =AM (well) p o BELT R > ™2 5V/em 7 B
Rk AP DNA Y BRE AR %o FAR R &%
agarose gel ¥ *t 2 ethidium bromide (0.5 ug/ml) &% 2 # 4 ¢ 10~15
AABis > LR b B DNA A # e ¥ ¥ 27 DNA marker

L 3R DNA Y ERhs [ 2 ER o

234 B LpEshHF

B~ 1/10 X ## 7 DNA § Wit ,4r » 1/10 X # 4« dNTP
mixture (dATP, dGTP, dCTP, dTTP ) ~ 1/10 X #84# <7 10 X Taq buffer
MELu G V/I0X BAFESRLER [ umole shi ~F 3l 340 1/10 X

84 -7 DMSO £ 1 pl ¢ Taq DNA polymerase 2.5 U/ml > £ 15 4x & F

"

31
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2 B+ kIR 5 20 ple 1% GeneAmp PCR system 9600 & 7
ERF g F oK ETIEE 5 % - P8 94C> 10 » 45> @ ik DNA &
4 % (denaturation) ; & ™ % = FFE 94°C 0 1 A~ 455 (50C~65C)
JESNF2ZER L A& #51FEHH DNA 2746 iF*
(annealing); 72°C » 0.5 4~ 4235 4 45 (4 PCR amplicon % K&
K@ %) ie{7 DNA #f £ (% (extension) s & R E 4 25 5|35 ¥

B BiEFZFFET2C > 10 #48 DNA “er it o

2.3.5 Escherichia coli %% iz "¢ (competent cell) 2 #% %l

#- Escherichia coli Atk (DHSa & S17-1) 4#&44* 3 mlLB 2
R EITCREMRAE A 2162500 Fwd 20mlLB ¢ -
N3TCRER A 8% T ODgo 5 0.8~0.9 P> #-fi% > 8000 rpm
4CH < 5 Asmicb AWM -2 1 FR > 4~ 15ml 2 4C 0.1 M
CaCl, i FRER S 2 ¢ >4 % kik 30 A 4o 15 £ 12 8000 rpm 4°C
oo 10 A doql s imd iR B ti4er Iml 2 4C 0.1 M CaCl,
B TTLEET o R 2B T T L 87% U5 i B

b (Glycerol) T & ¥ kR 2 15% EER 3 8% »-80CT™ %3 4
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2.3.6 % ix P 2 %251t (transformation)

P~if £ 2 DNA & F &84 » 100 pl 2 izimre @ > 35k iE* 10
gt o Peid o 42°CRiEH ¢ BT A ks (heatshock) & &2 4
BoBRFLLESTAIEES A4 RiS4e~ 500l LB > 37C
BRIBAN 2 [P P fREAREN T EFRL FOAERER
PR 3TCIHRARBER Ak T A G lacZ A F] o PIARATE e~ 50
W IPTG (20 mg/ml) % 50 ul X-gal (20 mg/ml) =3 % &
FrEmA 2ot A AR A RGFEY % (Blue-white

selection ) °

23.7 £ £ i¥* (conjugation )

B L0 #-recipient FHR (S. maltophilia) £ donor Fix (E. coli
S17-1) &~ %2 3 ml 0 LB broth >* 37CR TR £ X 16 | FF > & {8
3= recipient Fi% & donor FiR Y 1.5 ml & W4 » 7 20 ml LB 5
= 445 (flask) # > 1 3TCRFR %I ER £ 9 5 ODysg 0.7~08 -
FF RS FIR A S s g 0 14 5000 rpm e 5 A SRS gL ‘}f;‘

#o L & 4v > 2ml LB broth w73 #%8 - 7% 5 % recipient:donor ™ 4 :

I 2GR & 1.5 ml 2 B ERCH > DRHAR LY o L 1

\Z

5000 rpm .o 5 A4 o «i%«’%f%\ bFiRts 0 AR Y > £ 0 LB broth

27



BER AR L R R R R L2 FRE LA A A
i 2 & P nitrocellulose membrane > ¥ 12 37 CHE RE R o Sk E
% {52 141 7 3 tetracycline (40 pg/ml) Fr norfloxacin (2.5
ug/ml) 32 % 38 "o32 % 2L (LB agar plate ) & {7 éF:8 o #7{8 g 78
Ft& (transconjugant) & 7 F *t K ¥ 2 S maltophilia Fk -

{# 2 eh isogenic R Rk FHRERLITY B2

ETTRS

5
F & (transconjugant) £ i&— 4 1 7 5 10% sucrose P LB I "33 &
#& (LBagar) &7 &5 > 2 £ 4]* PCR 4w DNA %A ke o

tl‘io

2.3.8 f#_ﬁ ¥4 pEXKJAmpH,,r * pRKKJAmpH,
(1) pEXKJAmpHyue ¢ 1 * PCR ¢33 3% » 140 primer
AmpH-F/AmpH-R #-fFtk KJ % ¢ %+ ampH A F|~ B4 » £ &

pEX18Tc 42 (73 & F & > 7 & pEXKJAmpH - £ # 7 %

fo

pEXKJAmpH £ pOKXTyjam 4~ %) ™ 4| s Sphl L is » & 74k
EF & B3E e F 8 pEXKJAmpH,ye (B 2) -

(2) pPRKKJAmpH,ip © #7548 pEXKJAmpH,,: £ pRK415 » &
¥4 AF - Bglll/Hindll, BamHI/Hindlll 32 is » 27466 F &0 73
€ 2 F 18 pRKKJAmpH,yk (B 3)

28



239 KJAmpH,r % #1h2 EF &R
F1#* #& & iv* (conjugation) #-# 2 H 48 pEXKJAmpH, ¥ »
S. maltophilia KJ ¢ > £ & S. maltophilia KJ ch% ¢ $8 A4 F1& € = F 48
i# 7 B R 3 4% (double homologous recombination) 7 & ¥
KIAmpHye % %1k > 2 14 1* PCR v DNA %A ks I 4%

tl‘io

2310 FiE{-it % B & feid 4 £ & (Colony PCR)
1. #&5% ~ %1% 7 (E. coli)

# ¥ PCRtube ® #v » dNTP2pl > 315 (primer-F, primer-R) %
2 ul > DMSO 2 ul » 10X Taq buffer 2 ul » Taq polymerase 1 pl » # {é 4
TEFAIAF LRSS 20 plo 28 I BEFT RIEBFRE A
PCR tube | Hcifds » #4527 PCR £ Js o £ o2 (65 PCR A
i# {7 agarose T A feEtBr 4 4 {58 2 ¥ A& e FE gl DNA 7
B oo
2. %ﬁﬁé}‘z‘%} ¥ 5 pE% 8w /) (S maltophilia)

# ¥ PCRtube *® 4v » dNTP4 pl> 3!+ (primer-F, primer-R) & 4
ul » DMSO 4 ul » 10X Taq buffer 4 ul > Taq polymerase 1 pl > ¥ #F » %
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£ F#TT 2200 Wl & F2 3+ kL~ 1.5 mleppendorf ¢ > I * &
77 #OEP )% feppendorf g FRk P B 0 2K 18 #- eppendorf
PR ARTWART 15 » 48 F #eppendorf 14 12,000 rpm H.u
20 & 48 o 2 {52~ pellet * = 2 Fi% 20 pl I ¢ & 4% < PCR tube » #

Bois i BIf L 40l AR5 PCR F e F E= {58 PCR A4 it

7 agarose ® Afr EtBr % ¢ {5 - WP Bt g bR pme 5

2.3.11 1% 42§ &k iz (Sonicator method ) 2L 7)< # P-lactamase

AR RIS & nFiR s % 2 20mILB ¥ (i i ik & i OD450 =
0.15) 2 37TCRFH A 30 A48t > 4c » E3f k& 0 B-lactam #f
Pt 2 A E S SE 3TCRT R A2 ) B EiR 2 S0ml 4
g 0 12012,000 rpm B 5 A &S 2 iR 0 % 50 mM pH 7.0
Sodium phosphate buffer % = =t o 3 % #-jz & HF48 ™ 2 ml Sodium
phosphate buffer w3 o 1 * vortex = FfEI=3 747 > #-FHig E ¥k
P ERAT AIFEE R e TR F R TIERE S W 5 &
g (10 4% 10 ) b2 Ffs » %R 12 12,000 rpm 4 30 A

& o T i b ik (cell extracts ) e
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2312 v FkR TR
2780 ul 13 3 -k 22 200 pl Bio-Rad protein assay dye reagent
¥4 8 & 151 curvet F blank > 2 f54c » 20 pl 5§ A2 cell

extract » *~ A5S95 BB HekE o

2.3.13 B-lactamase 7=+ 4 47

#- cell extract 14 = =t -k ﬁrﬁ IR EBEZ B B450u 3
F®EWw S F (cuvette) P W F (blank ) » B E 184~ S0pul 2 0.5 mM
nitrocefin 323 R & > = W E 3o kLB LY 27447 0 B E > A486
T B EEA kAR R o AT R AEE EF 10 £k &
kiE o RPIEPRFR S 3 A48 o A7{E 2 vx Sk iE & (Y 12 nitrocefin 2.
extinction coefficient % #c (£A486 = 20,500 M'ecm™) # 5 & 2 45
nitrocefin A% K f2eh§ o8 = 1Un 3 & 4 43 1 nmole nitrocefin #t
KfgorE & 2. %2 £ o . fé B-lactamase specific activity (Un/mg) 12
# 1 mg cell extracts protein ® 2z 7 % “prZ %4 (Un) &7 2 o
2.3.14 Catechol 2,3-dioxygenase (C230) #1447

C230 Feipl £ .7 F & B (Karkhoff-Schweizer et al.,
1994 ) » B F 2245 H_E &R FH* assay buffer (50mM sodium
phosphate buffer > 10% acetone) ¥ % » 4 0.1M catechol ¥ % X & >
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FI* & kR ODyys BIE > P72 7% @ % it 11 catechol 2
extinction coefficient ¥ #c (€A375 = 44,000 Mlem™) 3 5 & 42 45

catechol #-Kfzeh§ o754 H = 1Uc 5 &+ 4 4% 1 nmole catechol 4tk

o

fRerZ &2 pE 4 £ o B fé C230 specific activity (U/ ODasopm) ' #
3.6x10%cell * 54 % pe&iEt (Uc) % 7 2 o (A450nm p) 19 #ic &

14p %3¢ % 1ml 2 Bk} 3.6x10° cell)

23.15 TR I REPFEYF B (QRT-PCR)

B3TCHE "3 &2 Fprdafai 20ml 2 #7# LB broth » 17 7R
JE B OD4500.15 B 4nip % » & PFis 7 4343 4 (inducer) > £ 5 2
| PER & 1S B~ Iml 2 Fg * illustra RNAspin Mini RNA isolation Kit
3¢ 41 RNA o %4 21 ch RNA Bl E ODogonm v ODogonm 2= B 3% & % 5 i
RNA eh# B2 kR » L 1 2% %94  (agarose gel) & ic ki 2
RNA s #H o 4% & * MMLV Reverse Transriptase 1st Strand
cDNA Synthesis Kit #- 1ug & DNA # ¥ 2. RNA # = cDNA » #-pt
% QRT-PCR 2z #& & o 50ul ¢ QRT-PCR ¥ R &4 7 73 25ul
712X Smart Quant Green Master Mix > & ~ ¥ = 51+ £ 0.1 uM 4= 100
B cDNA-a PCR 2 F JgiF * & SHcE F - FERO5Co15 &
B E M HRZFFEOSTC 1S #)48:,60C > 1 A48 ot F BT 40 B
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Ja%k > #2141 *  ABI Prism 7000 SDS software 3% *7{% 2 #cdy Tt -
Q-PCR #i% 2 313 M52t 4 — o AP B ATERI2 & T4 AR ] *
comparative AACt method ¥ rRNA 2L %] 5 internal contral *3* & H

cDNA £ - 7 B BFHFE L4 S 2 edp 58 T o

2.3.16 # £ & 5 (growth curve)

¥ 37TCH "B &2 2 FlREFAEL 20 ml 2 37 # 10%
glucose-XOLN broth (& %] 5 0, 0.2%, 0.5% NaCl) * > ™ Fik kR
ODysonm=0.15 B 423 & > &I Lhr B2 diif & Fik 2 B8 ODyso s

JDIE 7?"53:]?]7}:% ,@'f'ﬁ@o
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YR FTER%

¥ - & L2-ampH 3 %23 5 — 3% % 2 (operon)

B LY gk 5 R TS, maltophilia 3 ¥ ) AmpR o
- BB oAk LI 5 L2 AF 4R (Linp CW., et al,
2009)% e @ A ¢ L2 A2 275 2 Na-H' antiporter (ampH)
% hypothetical protein (hp) & %] H @ & 2 intergenic region (IG)
T4 85bp % S3bp (B 1) #701 F BRI L2-ampH-hp = B £ F]¥
it = — i operon o
=0 Bt =2 AFIEE S - operon 0 TR OF v G
Quantitative Real-Time PCR (QRT-PCR) % Reverse transcriptase PCR
(RT-PCR) - QRT-PCR “p%]"’}% KJ, KJAR, KJADI : %8 > & %] &
¥Rt AR 3 A% (30pg/ml cefoxitin) ehiFiRT 0 L2, ampH %
hp 3 F12. RNA 4 E - Atk KI & wildtype Ftk; KIAR 3
S AP EFEFERT L2 AT R DR B K
(non-inducibility mutant) (Lin, C.W., et al., 2009)*°) ; KJADI % - t &3
FPAERT > L2 g AR R ¥4k (constitutive expression
mutant) ( Yang, T.C., etal.,, 2009) 5 #rrpb 3 2 47 175 L2 3 Flik
# 3 (promoter of L2 gene, Pry) # % B % #F § % Jeh negative v

positive controls o
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2% 4Bl 4 97 0 L2 £ %] RNA & & > A wild-type strain
KJ 3 PESHHERE 7 %% Fkk KIADI 2 KJAR ¢ » L2 &
] RNA e % 3 § 3, B] & 3 constititutive expression %
non-inducibility =% 3] » 2 0 % 4pe= & ( Yang, T.C,, et al., 2009)
e m ampH £ %) RNA % BEF257% % & KJ, KIADI & KJAR
Ftk® o R L2 AT R AL M85 F RS R ampH
AT L2 AT - fahF g e 5'}11?%’1/%\— operon Z_
o kA hp AF) RNA chi MEVRERZ Fhd % o 2% &
KJ, KIADI # KJAR the » hp A FIRNA 4 RE & j b7 F e
b Tt s hp A T8 L2 3 ampH FF)T A 3 - operon e

F] 1 it e QRT-PCR thit & £ 4% [2 ¢ ampH 4 %% -
operon 5 1 { P FEFE % L2-ampH RNA transcript =73 & #7021 #
RT-PCR i ¢ 3% - PCR 3l &  L2-ampH-F/L2-ampH-R %
ampH-hp-F/ampH-hp-R > 4 %] & &% L2-ampH % ampH-hp 1G % #

wr2k 2t a3l 3 igv}; L2-ampH % ampH-hp RNA # 5 & » R

5

RT-PCR :hi % &+ 8- 276-bp %2 365-bp :nPCR A4 - B 5 &

®F - 5 276-bp 7 RT-PCR A 4 5 x> #7001 { FEid L2 &

>

ampH 2k )7 = — operon °
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¥ = & ampH # %7 p @ éyd 3 (promoter)

a0 B% L2-ampH } operon shfk Fl& I o A1 * v A 4{#
A KIL2ye 2 KIAmpH,r R ¥tk > Bk NL2ye » L2 AFIM 6
» — xylE A ¥ (reporter gene) 1R ¥k Ftk KJAmpHe =
ampH R FIPN &~ - xplE A FenR SR A7t R FFRAT R IR 2
C230 #Fv it L2 AAF2 ampH A FIERE o M FHR KIL2yg
o KIAmpHui » %8 > A W A 45 it § # 8 5 2 1 % 4 4
(30pg/ml cefoxitin) /=™ » ot & FFRZ catechol 2,3-dioxygenase
(C230) thi g o Bhdok 297 b FFFiER T L2 AF
AR E P Y ampH AFIEARE S 0 & vt operon F
down-regulation IR % o € X F FH B DEIRT 0 ampH A F]
FIE B AR L2 TR S o FIP IR ampH A F|G F oG EE S
573 f o

7B ampH RFVEE G oEh S iny b TR Y 0 S
plasmid transcriptional fusion assay o 12 fF t&  KJ(pRK415) Fr
KJ(PRK567AmpH,ye) = &t > #8211 i3 A8+ %2 53 48
(30pg/ml cefoxitin) /=™ » o4& FFR2 catechol 2,3-dioxygenase
(C230) eh& & » Fh4rdk 3 %17 0 & RFFPF DERT A
KJ(pRK567AmpH,yp) C230 '’y & IR— ficg (h& 3R 5 & control
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Fith KI(RK415) 4p ot 415> 7 0205 Mt ampH 3k FIEcss + (Pyypn)

FR- #FH T 4R 5 non-inducibility e

¥ = & Stenotrophomonas maltophilia KJ ampH 3 %145 5

B e L;J%F‘ Vi3 H3 S maltophilia 2. ampH 7 %1% 8 &
PoehBr P 47 o S AT R S o S0 B ampH A F)A
H Ao AR KI5 %10 PCR 3!+ AmpH-F/AmpH-R >
F1* PCR #-ptk KJ 2304 L2 A F~ =B ampH A F|2 3R4L
hp AF et B A EAFRUTE T yT&A vector ¥ - - & e H
pTKJAmpH (B] 1) o £ ¥t € 2 TR 2 B 7 H R FER 7 (18 > % % 4o
6 %77 At Rt AmpH F9 5 - 5 404 Bz Az 12 3

TR hE R o 0 N s C st A (TMHMM

Server v. 2.0, http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/servicess TMHMM-2.0/) -

29— 7 3 AmpH B9 g j > #EHk KI 2 AmpH Fv A
g7 FAE BlastP 447 o B %40k 4 #75% > S. maltophilia KJ 2
AmpH 3-% 2 S. maltophilia K279a ¥ R551-3 Ftx Na'/H antiporter
F0 dpke B A w5 100% 2 98% o @ & Xylella fastidiosa 9a5c Ftk
Z. Na'/H" antiporter 3-v 48k B 5 70% o 2 & > gt Fd FiLF <
R S R RN LAY S AR Na'/H" antiporter
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Hihkeo ipF R F 3 (30 - 65%) ° 4 E. coli 2. NhaA, NhaB,
ChaA, 2 MdAfA ; Vibrio cholera 2. NhaA, NhaB, 2 NhaD ; P
aeruginosa 2. NhaP (Pinner, Kotler et al. 1993; Utsugi, Inaba et al.
1998; Lewinson, Padan et al. 2004)*"*1 o # & wjehgv 4o B 7 >0

23 <%0 Ftk KJ 2 AmpH 3 FFRIH 5 - § 3y ¥ 0 H

El

% ¥ & * #— Na'/H antiporter ©

& AmpH 3¢ 1 & énx it 2 £ B at X & (Sodium tolerance)
S. maltophilia KJ ¢ AmpH 3¢ w5 @ TR v ¥t > 4 -
i# putative Na'/H' antiporter » @ < }F*J% ¢ Na'/H antiporter i &
o R_BF RGP OT > ey B2 At (25 B (Pinner, Kotler et
al. 1993) 71

105 0 By AmpH Fed end Lo 0 £ F L BFREOTE

TR DR LBERBZIFRRARACT FHBIERT 0L LA
(growth curves) ° ™ Ftx S. maltophilia KJ ~ KIAmpH,e ~ KJADI &
8 o 32 %t 10% glucose-XOLN 4 & 2 3 0~ 0.2 4v 0.5 M NaCl
BEAY o Ftk KI ~ KJAmpH,,g - KJADI A4 % % & £ AmpH
B0 AMEDF Lt ARACE F A RAPER - LR Ao T R o F
Fi# I 53 NaCl e %@ » Ftk KJ ~ KIAmpHye
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KIADI éh2 £ 4§ F —@F W% 4 L& 0.5MNaCl hig 7 -

\H

PR LS o KA A bkR S NaCl B &7 > 0 = B
4 EW REApg o ¥t %3] NaCl kA g8 -

Flt > AmpH F-d 0 & i 00 2 £ F84 S maltophilia i

% 4B (NaCl) en3k 8 > @ S maltophilia s %@ >

Na'/H" antiporters % 44| §1 2 if B3 4 B ek

FI& 42 (NaCl) kR € B L2 fc ampH A Flcd 3 g &
h- BwmEd e H Na'/H' antiporter £ %z fx#s 3+ 33 33 &7
NaCl ek B = b o RG> ® e gmpH A FIAALAFHE 7P & 2
% Na'/H antiporter £ %] ¥ H 230 L2 - ampH Fcd 3 F4) o 4
7 2‘5,}3 ampH 5 F|fcds+ 5333 £ FEUNBER 3 B > 72 ¥ FEE WL
= chromosomal transcriptional fusion assay < %7z 5 10% glucose &7
XOLN B &% ® 4t » 2 R ER 4 B2 L 47 f?]’}% KIL2ig e
KJAmpHyyg #7# 3 C230 FEMo “TRIFETHPRFER 5 OM o 0.2
M NaCl o 3 #3427 #7p ¥ KIL2,yp 22 C230 EE 2 13 3
w ik 2T R F i KIAmpHye C230 B A & & L2 e
ampH # Flfct> 3 i i o 4ok 5 ft7 o F Ftk KIL2gp &1
G 3T 2 A 02MNaCl 82 % A ¢ #1743 C230 &

39



f2vv A 0 M NaCl # % A ¢ #14& R C230 B ME 5 Ftk
KIAmpH e 32§ #% 4+ chif 27 > 7 & Rgp b cAB %t o 3 % B 7
NaCl JER B2 L2 2 ampH A Fejfad 355k » Ra > i A¢
NaCl JE R 8 L2 2 ampH 25 Flfcd+ g B 2§ K v enfd T o i
BILG B2 Fehinivhd KB ER NaCl eIk T ¢ # 4 Na/H
antiporter & FlenA B E A fp P Lo d 4 £ d S Z chromosomal
transcriptional fusion assay 2. %% X #F AmpH ¥-v i R » &2
PRI R AN o T AT TR TR e R F A LS

Na'/H" antiporter £ F|7 i & * % 2 B ampH & FlengF o

= & AmpH 3¢ B L1 & L2 B-lactamase h% 3R

ol

-~

fm:

Lo o0 AmpH Fv 3 & 5 5 wT 2 S
maltophilia if J& % 4 B(NaCl) %8 - @ ampH £ F| =3 L2 A7)

T 535 — operon Ok Fllie gk s Fptda Rl AmpH F-v H_F &2
B-lactamase & ILE 5 B o 5 7 %-}%‘ AmpH 3¢ ezt iy o 97 * en
Wt 5 217 AmpH 3¢ £ E 7 F 0 S. maltophilia Ftk3 #73 %
2 B-lactamase # %+ ™ Ftk KJ ~ KIAmpH,yr ~ KJ(pPRKAmpH) %
i > 2 £ 472 B-lactamase 512 o FR KJ ~ KJAmpH,ye »
KJ(pRKAmpH) R4 % % & AmpH Fv 2R E T ¥ ~ X7 & Rir
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WA ARDEKk o B 5ok 6977 0 F{k KIAmpH, p 10338 KJ &
total B-lactamase =+ & T % > i2- H | * Nitrocefin-EDTA - ;2
A 453 WA L1 B-lactamase T % ; F#k KI(pRKAmpH) #p ¥+ KJ
e11 total PB-lactamase F it~ P E T 'R 5 2 H 3 AR A L2
B-lactamase T '} ot F S % & o I AmpH F-v &EGiEAE LI
* 2 IE,J,;"K ¢ B B-lactamase hE R ERFTHR mEF A o il

4 AmpH v fFRT > L1 i BT %, A f AmpH & £ i

TR o L2 ﬁﬂ%\,jﬁ_‘i"f L5
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A4

v ® itk

& e T_K 2. Stenotrophomonas maltophilia K279a # F1%8 5 7]
PR L2 p-lactamase AR FITT PG - ampH A F] o 7 A3 EP
L2-ampH 3 Flle % 5 — operon e f]* QRT-PCR { > 2 & A
tk KJ, KJAR, 2 KIJADI &3 &#F ™ » L2 2 ampH +
7 hypothetical protein # %] 2. RNA transcript 7 & - KJ %
wild-type @tk KJAR & - &5 F#FLFERT > L2 AF]* 7 ik
%% «hR %+ (non-inducibility mutant) (Lin, C.W., et al., 2009)"*®
KIADI 5 - A&8FFHHRT L2 " ¢BFFE2RDRER
(constitutive expression mutant) (Lin, C.W., et al., 2009)[26] o % AT
ampH A Fleh RNA 2 REEZHLFRAAKRY §8F L2 A TFo
RNA 2 E T i7ent 2 VT % (B 4) = hypothetical protein RNA
SRR PR o B R LT L2ampH R FE kS -
operon gk o 4t ¢h > RT-PCR % agarose & /x4~ 17# 7 to 7t~
FEF 73 &3 - RNA transcript £ ¥ ## L2 & ampH %> & F
L2-ampH 2_ intergenic region (IG) o #7r2 » ZF 7 L2-ampH # 7|k
kg 5 —  operon °

RiE- T fREE AH B AP > Ap v B-lactamase-ampH



operon % # - # L2 PB-lactamase F ¢ A 7| ] *  NCBI

(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) #e kit $F430% > v 43 5 £ FIE 4

¢ f+ 53 &2 L2 B-lactamase 4p 021 f-lactamase FF) (% 7) o @

- N AT ie e FfE f-lactamase 7 F12. T EAF] 0 ¥ A IME F

I

w3 %00 AmpH eh3-v o #7140 5 & S maltophilia 3 2. L2-ampH
operon & _— B jhiFenie L o

Operon = L3#@B 3 A L RPIAF 2 MG FF PARTIR > U
operon ki > & ZA B hBHAT] ) ol BHA T s
52— B 7 AFMEa mRNA - @ *’}ﬁg’\"]mP 5-4_ promoter =7
B 7 i %53 RNA polymerase #%& i & 8% 313 4% (Platt, T, et al.,
1970)°% o % - BAL .3 operon F <& Escherichia coli
lac-operon (Jacob, F., etal., 1960)°Y o 11384 et 2 & 35 £ F 4
operon i fj B x 0 (1) FFd BRBFAFE AT F R I
(intergenic region) # g i#| (Ermolaeva, White et al. 2001)P% ; (2) & 2
AR GAFIREIIGRAKRE 2470 7 - BATESET U EFTR

(OperonDB ; http://operondb.cbeb.umd.edu/cgi-bin/operondb/operons.cgi) (# 8) °

Bagme ¢ A% gt g2 72 3 3R] operon 0 A A7 2 TRRIE R AR
¥ L2-ampH-hp #£ %)% & - % operon - 2§ > FH L5 P H L3
L2-ampH ¢ & L %)= %1 & - operon °
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BEFWH L2 2 ampH A Feni B E s 70 3 7 f2 operon
E P o FHREERET LG HE P 0 E T Ak KIAmpH,ye
T4 IR C230 E e § 3 KIL2,e “74 3 C230 &1 (65vs 3
Uc/ODusonm > % 2)° $“ 3P ampH A F|F p o d¥xd+ o 5 A F 4
(30 pl/mg cefuroxime.) if i T » Fk KJL2p C230 E 2P &t
KIAmpH,yie % (411 vs 183 Uc/ODysonn > % 2) 0 i 4 L2 & F)éh
Z BE Y ampH £ F) % 5 P10 operon 1 JE T down
regulation #fit;V e #rrizkpt operon =N IRA|N A Z 0 L2 ¥ ampH
A Fz LB pFEL L2 promoter (Pr,) e5k@ » F Py, fads L2 &2
ampH #£ F]e0> ;8 L inducible * down-regulation o ¢t “t > ampH 2k
¥ 2. %\»IFL",%”J X Pp ke B ampH A F G Op L s 3
(Pamprr) > 2 ABF3T Ppy FdsF o Py Fx® F ch5g R P 8| 1% 5
(% 2)

B AR ampH 3% & % 5 Na'/H' antiporter » e 9 2k % 38 L4

&

PRI graip i T 2 P A o S maltophilia 2. L2 X F)H 3
Frdle arg%z Y A4 75 (Lin CW. et al, 2009)P% »
ampH R F12 B & $ ihw 5 FERRL G < IF*’%??P Hi o L A
bioinformatics 4 4~ 7 AmpH 3-v 5 7| » B¥3" ampH £ 7|32 H &

P 3 A7 e o 1% PCR #-Ftk KJ 2 ampH £ Fl#z 4k >
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FNH 3G BAE AN o AERE T AmpH 30 5 - B N =

B C R R T R0 0§ 404 B AREZ 12 B YW

Feoo 2 {8 F % AmpH 3¢ B 727 TR E BlastP »47 » %% & x

s F-0 &S maltophilia K279a ~ R551-3 fv Xylella fastidiosa 9aSc

Jin

TZ R F g 2 39 (homologues) 4p FF & (%% (100%~98%~70%
% 4 ) et = R mpﬂ"ﬁ FREIREBANEA T AETATIZH NP
ER IR i SR @15%6 ST AR T M2 9 o 4 E
coli 2. NhaA, NhaB, ChaA, % MAdfA ; Vibrio cholera z. NhaA,

NhaB, % NhaD ; P. aeruginosa 2. NhaP-> H 22 AmpH ¥-v 2 4plF B

(30-65% + 4 4) o ioH 2% 7 AmpH 3¢ chi & # i 3

a4 BTG A S maltophilia # &3 £ # ¢ Na'/H' antiporter
o AEHBE T b R T o m N €5 A5 B Na/H

antiporters ¥ }* % B4 g A pH & frdp @ T f7 o %?—,‘ d & 47 S
maltophilia K279a Ft A FIMEFFRI L5 Z BAFGF & &
Na'/H' antiporters » H A Fl %54 & 5 Smlt3721 ~ Smit1521 Hc
Smlt0555 » @ A%< ¢ 1 ampH 3 FF 5 SmI3721 o $#35 = & 7
3o RO ¥ IR Smit1521 fo Smlt0555 £ Smlt3721 hip ke & 4
WG 45% 2 29% o HAE G BALRER cZRAFN B
Na'/H" antiporters =2 J2Ehé § + ¥ it § 4 e en@ iz m 24 2 3
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AmpH F-v ezt 5o -7 &8 adF i Bap T TR 2 P A o
RFLEOE AmpH v 24 B2 Bl o {1% REZ B

AmpH #v %R E PR ¥ (F KJ, KIAAmpH, KJ(pRKAmpH) )

B FABEER T4 L d R (growth curve) o BXET 0 £H
AmpH 3v chZ REIZ T ¥ X3 2MAE £ 2R - H4A Lo &

FEGBERPEE (B T)e A 4 E W AP HEP AmpH F9
Gt i T B R A BT G 5 A A o

LRGN ) Tk i Na'/H' antiporter # F]z_ fxds + 55
s34 EpB? NaCl ok B = 1 o RA2h~ ¢ 1 ampH £ 714
AFIMA 7Y & %2 % Na'/H antiporter £ %> ¢ H L3 L2+ ampH
B+ frd] o FlPt B T RAABEEE R AT € I ampH A FlEd
=+ e3¢ 33 o 4 * chromosomal transcriptional fusion assay » % % %1 &
KIAmpH,yp #iX F 3% % 4 chig &7 5> C230 F i OM NaCl %+
02M NaCl % (21 vs 14 Uc/ODysonn * % 5) : tet % chig 57
KIL2g C230 =1 % OM NaCl ** 0.2M NaCl % (153 vs 120
Uc/ODysonm * % 5) ° 7 Mg 28 NaCl kR e ® 5 L2 2 ampH
AT F R o Rm o2 Y NaCl JERF L2 3 ampH # 7
Frde F g BRAP R R IR VR e ip BIR G BT 2w alAv ey R
)k B NaCl ¢IR 5 ™ ¢ # 4 Na'/H antiporter # F]:4 3 (Pinner,
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Kotler et al. 1993; Utsugi, Inaba et al. 1998; Lewinson, Padan et al. 2004)

Arrlisd bak = B %% % 0 (1) bioinformatics 4 15 (2) growth
curve & 7 (3) P2 % Py promotor 4~ 45> X 3F AmpH F-v i £
P AT A AphE oA AT TR FORE Y Bt KT 6

Zz % Na'/H' antiporter A F]7 if & % % 298 ampH L Fehss i 4+

R AmpH F-v ch# a2z v A RTFIMAS Y & 25 Na/H'
antiporter £ Flens it 7 2 & > X F| L ampH £ F| i3 L2 L FlenT
Mo B BRI E T AmpH F-v ch#t it 2 3F 22 B-lactamase & IR
Mo RFEET F R ¥R B-lactamase F LA 170 4 T 2 AmpH
$-v 22 P-lactamase B % o S % BT o b FF S G hiERT
AmpH 3¢ 23R & & ¥ «0kh 2 FthE P-lactamase 7542 AmpH
3o 24 4R $H (KIAAmpH) 3 (1076 vs 888 Un/mg » %
6 ) it-H3 L IRT FE Ll B-lactamase sEN L A R
Bp oG teniE T o AmpH R AR E D F R AL Hk
B-lactamase = £ » AmpH X v i B £ B R F
(KJ(pRKAmpH)) &% (1076 vs 665 Un/mg » % 6)» i&— % 4 A 455
LT ' eh g L2 B-lactamase AR o 11 0 2 F AmpH F-v P& R
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s

3 2B EAER AR € R P-lactamase AT o ) F
% £ ¥ AmpH F-v ehi & # i ¥ iy £ B-lactamase 4 IR o
FiE- kPP E o M L2-ampH A Fe K i - operon F
#t operon 2. %] L2 ¥ ampH 2. % I FFX L2 promoter (Pr;) 7
St 0 2 P, frd L2 ¥ ampH # Fleh > ;8 % inducible *
down-regulation ©° ¢t *t > ampH K F|2 % Rrf Py et B8
b ampH K FF op e dxdF (Puypm) > ® AmpH F-v i £ 7
it = B 58 B-lactamase & ILE o
BEFL UG AFF S DR REE Y operon 93 8] o 4o R

8 ¥+ T s ,&‘/; ‘jg@){ﬁ 15‘ v+ 5 P ,g.t‘v‘r—:—a-‘/t 2B e PampH )éiﬁ”‘j‘

[
3\

Mesip 2o A1 g 5 b B0 AmpH F-v AR Dk o @ gt b
AmpH 3F-v ¥t L1 % L2 B-lactamases #7:4% % J |+ (inducibility)
TG P REORE T ily FF L1 2 L2 B-lactamases &
3. non-inducibility 7% 4] o @ § F FBF P 3 AR T > P, fad
A B AR %0 ALK & L2 B-lactamase ‘F 0 R A IR EE
1 AmpH ¥-v - ¢t & & ¢ AmpH kv ¥ # L1 B-lactamase %%
FIER e o & Py frd»+ AR 223 AmpH 3¢ T > LI
B-lactamase 3% 2 1+ (inducibility) 7 X B3 > 4 % g B0
(% 7, induced KJ %2 KIJAAmpH 0 L1 E ) o w11 L2
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B-lactamase %% % & k—g » & d  ampR-dependent Py, kx#: 3 #73
e AmpH 3¢ £ % #i % > i 5 e AmpH Fv9 F 7 > 7 L2
B-lactamase 3F-v 4% £ (% 7, induced KJ %2 KIJ(pRKAmpH)
L2 7#4) o#rrimp At s 725 L1 2 L2 B-lactamases F-v ek
FAFE 0 (XITW 0 L2-ampH operon =77 3N e g s ¢ {F AmpH 3
v o P BadF g T K8 AR pt ¥ 34 L1 B-lactamase 73F 3
T o eFri i AmpH v A F A 2 > Al F @ ¢ 374 12
B-lactamase #-v =34 % £ © #7412 L2-ampH operon down-regulation
B ORC o d] AmpH 3-v A 3 € & 4 LI B-lactamase €97

#HEE 27 g2 L2 B-lactamase FiEH £ o
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ik
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Iy
ﬁ‘\‘

$- 8

PEHRESFEF L2-ampH K F)e & 5 - operon P M operon 2.
A F L28 ampH 2. % B pFx L2 promoter (Pr,) eh8%i¢ » ¥ Pp,
kxds L2 & ampH 3 F)e0> ;% 5 inducible ¥ down-regulation o pt

‘b ampH #L7F) 2 %\»IEJ‘%? X Pkt + B > ampH R FF p

i

B2 8K
X%

LS (Popr) *  AmpH Bt eh3 & 3 50 7 i

B-lactamase & JLE o

N © ¥ R FE T L2-ampH A FlEE €48 AmpR F-v Aipo i
E G HE AW AT WA T TE AmpH 39 ¢
P8 B-lactamase & RE 0 RN F M- ampH A F|OB R 2 ERT

NHEEY - BITERF Sm o oo
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_ ampR L2 . ampH . hp

v

< »

: | | | II I” ' | — 3949 bo
Pstl Stul Sphl ~ Sphl  Sphl
(A) PCR amplicon of
AmpH-F/AmpH-R
L2Q-F/L2Q-R E—
AmpHQ-F/AmpHQ-R —
HpQ-F/HpQ-R —
(B) Recombinant plasmid Bglll
pKJ567AmpH,yix S NS
(C) Mutants
O\
KJL2yE 1
Stul
R
KJAmpnylE :\\\\\\\\\S\
Sphl
KJAR —{ 1

Figl. Restriction enzyme maps of the S. maltophilia KJ chromosome
surrounding the L2-ampH operon. The empty box indicates the
deleted region. The directed of xylE gene is indicated by the arrow.
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LacZ

Ap'
T vector
AmpHLE AmpH-R 2.7 kb
—_— -
e
| |
v
HindlIll
sacB Te

pEX18Tc¢
6.3 kb

Lac

l Hindlll/Xbal

Sphl

: pOKXTHindIII
Tc® 5.0kb

pEXNaHxylE
10.6 kb

hp

ampH

Tc"

xylE
Fig2. Construction of pEXKJAmpH, g
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amHI/Hindl1

LacZ
pEXNaHxylE Hindlll / pRK415
10.6 kb hp —_— \ 10.7 kb
/
Bglll ampH
g L \
Tc" /
xylE
\ /
P
| pRKS567ApmHxylE
LampH

Fig3. Construction of pRKS67AmpH,g
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120

o~ 100 - EE L2
= — ampH
% — hp
S o0

<

pd 2!

X 4o A H

£ a5

o 2!

< a5

5

o a5

T -

0 Basal Induced Basal Induced Basal Induced

KJ KJADI KJAR

Fig4. The relative mRNA transcript in L2, ampH, and hp of the basal
and induced S. maltophilia KJ, KJADI, and KJAR. The bar indicates
the ratio of the mRNA transcript of a specific gene to that of the
strain KJ basal L2, as measured by QRT-PCR. The induced
condition is 30 pg/ml cefuroxime for 2 h. The mean value is based on
three independent experiments. The line indicates the standard
deviation.
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FigS. The amplicons of reverse transcriptase-PCR (RT-PCR) of the S.
maltophilia KJ. The template is the mRNA transcript of the induced
S. maltophilia KJ. The cefuroxime of 30 pg/ml was added as the
inducter. Primer sets for lane 1: L2-ampH-F / L2-ampH-R ; for lane
2: AmpH-Hp-F/ AmpH-Hp-R.
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TMHMM posterior probabilities for
12

08 |

06 |

n4

02 |
|I‘ ||'r||| |l|| ......... !Hl.

0 ||||||||I ............ |II| ....... |||‘| A LB, T Iﬂllllllllll 1l
'IUU 180 200 250 300 350 400

probability

transmembrane inside outside

Fig6. The predicted transmembrane domains of AmpH protein.
Prediction by tool TMHMM-2.0.
(http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/servicess TMHMM-2.0/ )
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LogOD y5gnm

—o— KIJ © M NacCl
—s— KJAmpH, = (0 M NaCl)
—+— KJADI (0 M Macl)
—a— KIJI (0.2 M NacCl
4 KJAmpH, (0.2 M NaCl]
—p— RJADI (02 M Naclj
—a— KJ (0.5 M NaCl
— KI&IHI}HK?]E{D S MAaCth
—m— KJADI (05 M Naclj
U.1 T T T T T T
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
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Fig7. The growth curves of strains KJ, KJAmpH,yz, and KJADI in
XOLN containing 10% glucose and 0 M, 0.2 M, and 0.5 M NaCl. Cell
growth was measured by recording O.D.,5) at an interval of 1 h. Each
experiment was repeated three times.
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Fig8. The proposed model for the B-lactamase expression in S.
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TABLE 1. Bacterial strains, plasmids, and primers used in this study

Strain or plasmid Genotype or properties
S. maltophilia
KJ Wild type, a clinical isolate from Taiwan
KJAR S. maltophilia KJ ampR 1sogenic mutant
KJADI S. maltophilia KJ ampDI isogenic mutant
KJAmpHyyg S. maltophilia KJ ampH isogenic mutant,
inserting a xy/E gene cassette into the ampH
gene

Escherichia coli

DH5a F- ®80dlacZAM 15 A(lacZY A-argF)U169 deoR
recAl endA1 hsdR17(rk'mk")
S17-1 phod supE44\- thi-1 gyrA96 relA1 A pir +

mating strain

Plasmids
pEX18Tc sacB oriT, Tc'
pRK415 oriV, oriT, Tc'
pKJAmpH pEX18Tc vector with a 2280-bp DNA
fragment, containing the partial 3’ terminus
of L2 gene, 1215-bp ampH gene and partial
5’ terminus of /p gene of S. maltophilia KJ ;
Ter
pKJAmpH,, g pEX18Tc vector with a 4271-bp DNA
fragment, inserting an xy/E cassette into the
Sphl site of ampH gene of pKJAmpH
plasmid
Primers
AmpH-F 5’ - ACAACACCGCCGCCAACC -3’
AmpH-R 5’ -TTCAGCCGCAGCCCGTTC - 3°
L2Q-F 5’ - AACGCACCCACCGATGCC -3’
L2Q-R 5’ - CGCCTGTCCAGCAATGCC - 3
NaQ-F 5’ - CCCCCATGAGCCATGAAC - 3°

NaQ-R 5" - GCGAACAGGAACAGCGAG - 3’
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3720-F
3720-R
L2-Nah-F
L2-Nah-R
Nah-Hp-F
16rDNAQ-F
16rDNAQ-R

5" - ATTGCCGTTGCCACTACC - 3’
5" - GTCCTCCACCACCTTGCC - 3’
5" - GCGATCAGCACGAGCAAC -3’
5" - ATGCCGATGATGCCGAAC - 3’
5’- CTGACCACGCTGTTGCCG - 3’
5’- GACCTTGCGCGATTGAATG - 3°
5’- CGGATCGTCGCCTTGGT - 3°
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TABLE 2. The basal and induced C230 activities of KJL2,, and
KJAmpHXy]E

C230 activity (Uc*/OD4s0nm)

Strain
Basal Induced
KJL2,yie 3 411
KJAmpHyyg 65 183

*One unit of catechol 2,3-dioxygenase is defined as one nanomole of
catechol hydrolyzed per minute. Results are geometric means of three
independent determinations. Standard derivations were within 10% of the
means in all cases.
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TABLE 3. The basal and induced C230 activities of KJ(pRK415)
and KJ(pRKS567NaH,yg)

C230 activity (Uc*/ODys0nm)

Strain
Basal Induced
KIJ(pRK415) 0 0
KJ(pRK567NaH k) 40 35

*One unit of catechol 2,3-dioxygenase is defined as one nanomole of
catechol hydrolyzed per minute. Results are geometric means of three
independent determinations. Standard derivations were within 10% of the
means in all cases.
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TABLE 4. The homologus protein of AmpH protein

Protein source
Strain/protein

No. of  Similarity

aa

(o)

Identity
(%)

S. maltophilia K279a
/putative transmembrane Na+/H+
antiporter (Smlt 3721)
S. maltophilia R551-3
/ sodium/hydrogen exchanger
(Smal 3135)
Xylella fastidiosa 9a5c¢
/ Na+/H+ exchange protein
(NP_298687)
Pseudomonas aeruginosa PAO1
/ NhaP (NP_252576)
Anaeromyxobacter sp. K
/ sodium/hydrogen exchanger
(AnaeK 0544)
Anaeromyxobacter dehalogenans 2CP-C
/ Sodium/hydrogen exchanger
(Adeh _0511)
Synechococcus sp. PCC 7335
/ transporter, CPA2 family
(S7335_1904)
Escherichia coli str. K-12 substr. MG1655
/ sodium-proton antiporter (NP_414560)
Vibrio cholerae O1
/ hypothetical protein (VC1510)
Xanthomonas campestris pv. campestris
str. ATCC 33913
/ NdvB protein (XCC4077)

404

404

406

424

407

410

683

388

140

798

100

99

80

65

64

62

46

39

54

40

100

98

70

65

47

46

28

30

41

26
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TABLE 5. The basal and induced C230 activities of KJL2,, and
KJAmpHXy]E

C230 activity (Uc/ODys0)

Strain 0 M NaCl 0.2 M NaCl
Basal Induced Basal Induced
KJL2,yie 5 153 3 120
KJAmpH,ye 21 109 14 69

*One unit of catechol 2,3-dioxygenase is defined as one nanomole of
catechol hydrolyzed per minute. Results are geometric means of three
independent determinations. Standard derivations were within 10% of the
means in all cases.
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TABLE 6. The basal and induced B-latamasa activities of KJ,
KJAmpH,yg, KJ(PRKAmpH)

B-lactamase activity (Un"/mg)

Strain(plasmid) Basal Induced®

L1+L2° L1° L2°
KJ 6 1076 241 835
KJAmpH, e 6 888 100 788
KJ(pRKAmpH) 11 665 236 429

*One unit of B-lactamase is defined as one nanomole of nitrocefin
hydrolyzed per minute. Results are geometric means of three independent
determinations. Standard derivations were within 10% of the means in all
cases.

®30 pg/ml cefuroxime as the inducer

“The total (L1 and L2), L1, and L2 B-lactamase activity is determined by
nitrocefin-EDTA method (Hu, R.M., et al., 2008) 531,
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TABLE. 7. Bioinformatics analysis of the possible homologue of the
B-lactamase

Stains B-lactamase Downstream of the Similarity Identity
homolog B-lactamase (%) (%)
Xanthomonas axonopodis NP 643470.1
pv. citri str: 306 (bla) NP_643469.1 69 54
Xanthomonas oryzae pv.  YP 200009.1 YP 200010.1 69 54
oryzae KACCI10331 (bla) ( xynB)
Xanthomonas campestris  YP 365024.1
pv. vesicatoria str. 85-10 (pe; P) YP_365023.1 69 >4
Burkholderia dolosa
AUO158 YP 002100403.1 - 67 53
Acidobacterium
capsulatum ATCC 51196 yp 002756419.1  YP_002756420.1 66 53
Rhodopseudomonas YP 532595.1  YP 532596.1 62 48
palustris BisB18 %
Caulobacter sp. K31 YP 001682625.1 YP 001682624.1 63 49
Yersinia enterocolitica b 661006271,1 YP_001006270.1
subsp. enterocolitica (blad) (Ta—) 65 51
8081 “ !
Nitrobacter YP 575797.1
YP 575796.1 —. 62 46
hamburgensis X14 57579 (Arginase)
Rhodopseudomonas NP 945716.1
NP _945715.1 -
palustris CGA009 ( e;?’) ! (endonuclease/ex 65 51
P onuclease)
Nitrobacter winogradskyi YP 316970.1 YP 316971.1 64 51

Nb-255 (Arginase)
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TABLE. 8. Bioinformatics analysis of the predicted operon.

Upstream Downstream

YP 001973422

YP 001973421 :
— putative transmembrane

hypothetical protein Nat/H-+ antiporter
YP 001973421 YP 001973423
hypothetical protein putative beta-lactamase

YP 001973422
putative transmembrane
Na+/H+ antiporter

YP 001973423
putative beta-lactamase

b
confidence® & n

confidence=56 n=1

confidence=56 n=1

confidence=56 n=1

*Confidence is an estimation of the lower boundary of the probability that
the two corresponding genes are located in the same operon
®n is a number of other genomes that have the same pair of genes located

in the same directon
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“t4— ~ P-lactamases ¥ Ambler - Bush 4 # 3% %

BJM  Molecular Preferred Inhibited by .
Representative enzyme
group class substrates CA EDTA
AmpC, plasmid-encoded
1 C cephalosporin - - cephalosporinases(Gram-negative
bacteria), CMY-1
24 A penicillin 3! ; Pemcl'lhnase from Gram-positive
bacteria
2b A penjCillub . TEM-1, TEM-2, SHV-1
cephalosporin
e A ol i?l‘;lslhg;m '’ TEM-3.... TEM-105, SHV-2...
| ool 1 SHV-39
,monobactam
TEM-30.....
2 A icilli +/- -
br PR TEM-39(IRT1-IRT-26), SHV-10
2¢ penicillin + - PSE-1, PSE-3, PSE-4
N OXA-1...0XA-40,
JL ¥ R
2d D penicillin / OXA-10=PSE.2
Inducible cephalosporinase from
2e A cephalosporin ~ + - P. vulgaris, SFO-1, L2 from S.
maltophilia
carbapenems, L1 from S. maltophilia,
3 B cephalosporin - + CfiA/CcrA from B. gragilis,
, penicillin VIM-1, IMP-1.... IMP-9
4 penicillin - - Penicillinase from B. cepacia
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“ték= -~ B-lactam F ek F| 2 ikl

B-lactam

Penicillins

Extended spectrum Aminopenicillins:

Narrow spectrum

Amoxicillin, Ampicillin (Pivampicillin, Hetacillin,
Bacampicillin, Metampicillin, Talampicillin), Epicillin
Carboxypenicillins:

Carbenicillin (Carindacillin) - Ticarcillin - Temocillin
Ureidopenicillins:

Azlocillin , Piperacillin, Mezlocillin

other:

Mecillinam (Pivmecillinam) - Sulbenicillin
Beta-lactamase sensitive

Benzylpenicillin :

Azidocillin , Penamecillin = Clometocillin, Benzathine
benzylpenicillin , Procaine benzylpenicillin

Phenoxymethylpenicillin :
Propicillin , Benzathine phenoxymethylpenicillin ,
Pheneticillin
Beta-lactamase resistant

Oxacillin, Cloxacillin , (Dicloxacillin,
Flucloxacillin) , Meticillin, Nafcillin

Carbapenems Biapenem , Doripenem , Ertapenem , Imipenem - Meropenem , Panipenem

Cephalosporins

1th generation
(PEcK)

2th generation

Cefacetrile , Cefadroxil , Cefalexin , Cefaloglycin ,
Cefalonium - Cefaloridine , Cefalotin , Cefapirin ,
Cefatrizine , Cefazedone - Cefazaflur, Cefazolin,
Cefradine , Cefroxadine , Ceftezole

Cefaclor , Cefamandole , Cefminox , Cefonicid -
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(HEN) Ceforanide , Cefotiam, Cefprozil , Cefbuperazone -
Cefuroxime , Cefuzonam , cephamycin (Cefoxirtin,
Cefotetan, Cefmetazole) , carbacephem (Loracarbef)

3th generation Cefcapene , Cefdaloxime , Cefdinir , Cefditoren ,
Cefetamet , Cefixime, Cefmenoxime , Cefodizime,
Cefoperazone , Cefotaxime , Cefpimizole ,
Cefpiramide, Cefpodoxime , Cefsulodin , Ceftazidime,
Cefteram , Ceftibuten , Ceftiolene , Ceftizoxime ,
Ceftriaxone, oxacephem (Flomoxef, Latamoxef)

4th generation Cefepime , Cefozopran , Cefpirome , Cefquinome

Sth generation Ceftobiprole

Monobactams  Aztreonam - Tigemonam
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"4 = ~ S. maltophilia 7 L1 4c L2 B-lactamase HgFd b &

L1? L.2°

Sequence analysis

Structural analysis

Substrate

Inhibitor
BJM classification

Ambler
classification

873 bp (G+C content: 68.4%) 909 bp (G+C content: 71.6%)

Dimer
molecular mass of 63 kDa/L.2
STXK active-site, SDN motif,

Tetramer
molecular mass of ca. 115 kDa
bound two Zn*" per monomer

KTG loop motif
Penicillin; cephalosporin; Cephalosporin; monobactam
carbapenem
EDTA Clavulanic acid
Group 3a enzyme Group 2e enzyme
Ambler class B Ambler class A

“This enzyme from S. maltophilia ULA-511 (Michael et al., 1998)
"This enzyme from S. maltophilia 1275 11D (Walsh TR et al.,1997)
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