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2 RN G 07 T 5, X 40 1 ) B0 L AR
BOE B R W gspl 255 APEC %0 39 () £
Sk Y, (H gspL /5 APEC B i 72 o 9 45 i LA R
gspl X APEC 14 3 35 X (0 18 #3354 WL M 5% 4R
W B, ABFFF ] Red T4 &S ™ 0k A S8 4
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APEC Il JK 7 & ¥k DE17, A 206 = R /7, T
2008 4F 7y B5 H 22 B 5L W SO g E. 5T R
pZeroBack /blunt vector K i #T Topl0 J& 52 74 4
J» JFORE /R B O GT) &  B B S R R AE A PR A
"o PR PE N Y] M EcoRI. HindIIl. DNA Taq & &
Wil T4 DNA &l 55 0 B KIE TaKaRa A R 2w .
ABI Power SYBR Green PCR Master Mix IlJ H ABI 2
] » Trizol 1 B Invitrogen 2 &), HE 422 F]3 W B
% H Sigma 2 F] .
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5, Fil Primer 5 3 AE W51 (£ 1) .

RLAHARFAATY

Table 1. Primers used in this study

Primer Sequence (5°—37) Size /bp
DE17gspL-UF ATGGCAATACCTACCCCCGT 827
DE17-gspL-UR CTGAAAAAATATCGCCCGCA

DE17—gspL-DF CCGGGAATGTAGAGTCGAAT 1132
DE17-gspL-DR ATCACCTCACCACCAAAA

lap-gspL-UR ACATTCCCGGCGCGTCGACCTGAAAAAATATCGCCCGCA 779
lap-gspL-DF ATTTTTTCAGGTCGACGCGCCGGGAATGTAGAGTCGAAT

pkD3Sall-F CGCGTCGACTGTAGGCTGGAGCTGCTTCGA 1013
pkD3-Sall-R CGCGTCGACCATAGAATATCCTCCTTAG

DE17gspL—IF ACCTACCCCCGTCCAAAC 2059
DE17-gspL—IR GCCAGCAAATCAACATCA

DE17gspL- F1 AAGAACTTTTTTTCCGCC 440
DE17gspl. R1 ATGTCCATTCCTTGTGGG

1.3 ELHFEH pZerogspL-U-CAT-D ¥

L DE17-gspL-UF/DE17—¢spL-UR F1 DEI17-
gspL-DF/DE17-gspL-DR J 51 4. & 4 gspl. b i
(827 bp) F1 Ky (1132 bp) /5 %1. LL DE17-gspL-
UF/DE17-gspL-DR 4 5] #, # 4T Overlap-PCR. [f]
. 4 ik, PCR 7= 4, T4 & ¥ pZeroBack/blunt
vector JJi i, 40 2 ToplO 57 2% 41 A, FH P 55 40 Jit
iy % 4 pZero—gspL-U-D.,

Bl pkD3-Sall F/pkD3-Sall F 3% 5|4, pkD3 Jii ki
R, 1Y SR R BT . H Sall B D) 1K) U
ZPUPE R BRI TRL pZero-gspL-U-D ¥E B 84k, BH M
T 41 JFURLfir 44 4 pZero-gspL-U-CAT-D .

1.4 gspL EERREKBIGE

LLJit ki pZero-gspL-U-CAT-D #i #, H] 51 #)

DE17-gspL-UF/DE17-gspL-DR ¥t 47 PCR ¥ 14 £3 5 77

A gspL HEDR 2 A [R] U5 ¥ G055 2 PPk AR I iy Bt
[P, 82k gspL FE A

Z RSk 91 167772 4% & 4 pKD46 ) DE17
AR BOZ A M. n A 500 ng 1) PCR =414 DE17
PR RO A AL b VAT B N 0.2 em HLEAL A
H BioRad ML L .l 4 1 i FH 200 Q,
ikt 25 wWF, & 2.5 kVe A 1 mL SOC Z Hi#44k
FEPHL3TCRE IR 1 hy Z R T &8 F PR (A%
FIRIE N 34 pg/mL) , i K5 FE 5, PCR 4% 5@ Bt
1.5 gspL B [F 5K #k i 1o bR

¥ pCP20 B Ny A7 &0 55 2 PR JE I 1) gspL
B AR, 28C KR 8 h J5, 42°C K IR ik, i
S FLP B 41§ % ik . PhEAE L Pt LB K % 3%
KO v B, A% e 9l 9 pkD3-Sall¥/pkD3-
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SallR fffi % & % F bu kW K 1y v B, i &40
DE17AgspL.
1.6 gspL SRR PR < th £ 89N 7E

DE17 1 DE17-gspL i 2 Bk B0 3% 1: 100 $:Fh
T LB Kigf He v, 37°C 52 % 55 9%, & k@ 1 h IURE I
OD g0 » ST HUE K WIS RERE 0.5 h I — VK, id % - &
Hdfa» 2216 DE17-gspL i R BR IR ZE K 2
1.7 gspL SRR FHBEFANR

2230k D01 11 77 5, % gspL i 2K bk 5 7 2F K
Sy B DF 4 e, Lh 4 2 4L (multiplicity of
infection, MOI) =200 f] DE17 & DE17—gspL il 2k ¥k
J&Ye DF 40, S AL H A2 3 Lo AR 250 LAY R 40
W, BT 37C 5% CO, %A TR 7% 1.5 ho Zif 4l
FEFLIN 0. 1% JBG 200 L 2535 A5 B 10 min, 2L i
A0, VBt Bk B AT A B0 AR AR AL I A
100 pg/mL K K% % ) DMEM 78 37°C F4EH] 1 h,
JC B PBS ¥E%& 3 ¥k, H 0.5% Triton X400 %Y fift 4
P » [ AT 20 TR U
1.8 gspL 5REMRE H EE R KFEHN

A 2 B SCHR [9 - 100 £ U APEC (935 4 5%
BEDA, ot 51 ), BEAT Realtime PCR. AJF 53kt 2K £k
AT A= bk 7 )k I 1 6 5 72 v 2 JROSCR (10 -
VL] 773k, AT & M s ROV A &R 20 pl:
SYBR Premix Ex Taql0 L, Primerl (10 p mol=L™")
0.5 pL,Primer2 (10 p mol* L") 0.5 wL, &kt 1 plL,
ddH,0 8 pL. #3844 £F:50°C 2 min, 95°C 10 min;
AFPE 95°C 15 s,60°C 1 min, {F ¥R X 3k 40 k. $IE
SRR 27 44T (Livak) MY, 142 % 0 JE IR 1
KK o
1.9 FHHEIE=E (LD,) NE

4 5F 42 ¥k DELT FIgk 2k Bk DE17 AgspL K5 7% &2
X HUE K, WA TE AR BUJE R PBS BEE 3 IR K
PBS H &k BV F 20 0606 FE V1 58 SO Rz R BE 1K) 0D
1B Hff S TURE 1A PR 1) BUEE 7

40 B 7 HPERE B 1Y, BENL 70 e S 4, R4 8
S SR FH R 5 AL 1A 35 5 A0 5 5 40 3 L 1071107 110°
10° F1 10° CFU ) % 2 7 5 LAk Bk DE17 A gspLL
AT Y. W S5 W% T H il M Hk A G 1) SR T
5 06 K H B R 5 IV o B K Bk DEL7 A gspLl 1
LD, [FJWf 2 M ik g7 % o 558 2B Bk DELT (1
LD

50 ©

2 4

2.1 gspL k% E

iZ H 814 pkD3-Sall- F/ pkD3-Sall-R %t DE17
S o gspL K& B K bR BEAT PCR %55, 45 R R W,
DEL7 Hf A BRoR 538 24T o] 45 4 (B 1 - 9kaE 1) 5 fi
AR B SRR PUER gspL BE R O Ak (B 1 - Jkid
2) figfE 1013 bp HIA B 31 2] S0 8 E vk MR
B FEPUPEN gspL JER B R Ak (& 1 - kol 3) Ko 1
FIEAT H 4% o

iz FHAMU S 52 514 DELTgspL—1F/ DE17-gspL~
IR %} DE17 J¢ Ho gspL 3 PR i 2K K E 4T PCR %3¢,
g5 R W] DELT BF A BRAE 2059 bp (47 B A H 1 4%
i (B 19k 1 5) ;DE17 (¥ gspL SR bk (5 &5 # Bt
M) o TSR E YU BB BRI gspL i BE K E
200 bp, A WAT— 4% 2293 bp 44l (& 19KIE 6)
ifi 7 DE17AgspL Fi 1 # B3 4k w5 i1 T 779 bp 1)
gspL 7 BOWlE 58 4% i B, T UL A5 1280 bp &b 7 — 4% 1
B g (B 1=k 7) 5 i B v 8 (P 15k 3 8)
B 40

s I % 5€ 519 DE17—gspL 41/ DE17-gspL
R1 Xf DE17 J 3L gspL JE Rk 2k Bk 24T PCR %5
g LR W] DE17 BF A vk (B 19K08 9) 7F 440 bp 47
B AT — 4 W] R ¥ 4% A, DE1T AgspL 5 U1
(B 19k 10) <DE17AgspL Ht 1k il b #k (Bl 139k i
11) Je B e (B 10k 0i 12) B3 | 401 .

& PCR %55 45 R R W, AW 50 B Ih 0

DE17AgspL &t 2K ¥k
bp M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

2059 bp e S 2293 bp
- 280 bp

ww 1013 bp

s 140 bp

1. DE17 gspL %Ktk PCR ¥ F

Figure 1. Identification of DE17 gspL mutant by PCR. M: DL5000
DNA molecular; lane 1: wild type DEI7 strain; lane 2:
chloromycetin—resistant clones; lane 3: the DE17AgspL. without
chloromycetin—resistant; lane 4 : negative control; lane 5: wild type
DE17 strain; lane 6: chloromycetin—resistant clones; lane 7: the
DE17Agspl. without chloromycetin—resistant; lane 8 : negative
control; lane 9: wild type DE17 strain; lane 10: chloromycetin—
resistant clones; lane 11: the DE17AgspL without chloromycetin—

resistant; lane 12 : Negative control.
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2.2 gspL SRRFRHE K 2%
o e 2 o Y A bR I AR Kl 2R o dr R T (K
2), DE17AgspL 5 DE17 (#2455 AR {47 —

B BA YR ESR
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Figure 2. The growth curve of E. coli DE17 and E. coli
DE17AgspL.

2.3 gspL BRI B FINGR

B 1 45 1 B (] 3) , B4R Kk DELT 1
KB BE Sk 7. 48 x 10° CFU /4L, 1My B & ¥k AgspL
4.92 x 10" CFU /4L, 15 B 7 ¥k AT LGRS B B 0 B 2% ok
55 (P <0.01) . NZIRI ML AL (K 4), B4
¥k DEL7 [ N2 68 1k 5.21 x 10* CFU /4L, T &k 2
Pk AgspL [ NAR BiE 71 4 2. 81 x 10* CFU/4L, JR 5 30
HE R (P <0.01) .
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3. DE17 1 DE17AgspL % DF4 FiMigi & R
Figure 3. The results of DE17 and DE17 AgspL. adherence to DF.

2.4 FSHHEXERMERESH

Real-Time PCR &4 %4t i} /5 (18 6) DE17AgspL Xf
luxS, pfs, fyuA, Rl iss 4 Ff 3E A mRNA [ K F Lk
DEL7 W] Tt s H pfs 1 fyud 18 K1 22 53 ik
53 (P <0.001), [uxS Fl iss % FKE 2 55 B #F
(P<0.01), 1sh % 3 & % BFAL (P <0.01), 48 1M
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Figure 4. The results of DE17 and DE17AgspL invasion to DF-.
DE17AgspL /1 ibeA, stx2f, ompA Fl vat 4 FhFE K 1 #%
K5 DELT R A1 TE W) 2 424K (P> 0. 05) o

251

E3 DEI7
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5 201
o
z
=4
E 151
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Figure 5. Changes of virulence genes transcriptional level in mutant

strain compared with the wild-type strain.

2.5 FHHFEE (LD,) ME

X T AE MR A DELT AgspL ) LD, 48 v &5 SRR W,
B4 Bk DE17 ) LDy {85 K 2. 91 x 10°CFU, fij &k 2% £k
DE17AgspL 1] LD, {ii & 2. 46 x 10* CFU, 5 B} 7 #k
DEL7 A LL, Stk ¥k DE17 AgspL (1 # 7 17 3 1 2 12

E]r‘ o
3 g

Red 41 4 AR J& 5 47 ok K& R ok (6 — Bl o #
A 7 VT LA K i R I R R AT s
SN L Y 4k (BAC) FLSORL HEAT s ™ o &
A8 435 (1) 4 DR 45 AH L B A B A 03 s [m) R 0 4
AE 7 B A5 5, (EL S 0 Red T 20 $5 AR DR A 78 B 2R
JE PR [R5 7 41 3 4 (40 — 60 bp) 25 AL, S 3L A
U7 N X (S v B AN T R L DU 2% R Tl Sl
J¥ %1 (1000 bp) f¥) & 41 5 ki, F) il Red 4175, B Ih
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% APEC ff) DEL7 B #k HEAT gspL JE D i K%, 3k 75
DE17 AgspL il Kk » g 3 — 20 Wb 50 % 3 DA 1) s fig

€ H: il -

% 2. B4 # DE17 fnik L4k DE17AgspL LD, I EE 45 R
Table 2. The LDy, of DE17 and DE17AgspL

E. coli Challenge No. of Living Mortality LDs,
Mortality

strains dosage ducks No. rate (CFU)
10® 8 8 0 100
107 8 8 0 100

DE17 10° 8 6 2 75 2.91 x10°
10° 8 1 7 12.5
10* 8 2 6 25
10® 8 8 0 100
107 8 7 1 87.5

A gspL 10° 8 8 0 100
10° 8 6 2 75 2.46 x10°
10* 8 3 5 37.5

gspL FE[R & T T0 B4 4% Wb AR 45, i 1T 4 43 ik R 45
JUEAEAE T 2 DG B A R R A R A i
AR — o LR 53 A 3% 45 T BL 1) 40 L 4 43 96 i Sb
i 7 2%V 5 0 R T4 % 0 B 1, O e i A K O
SRR i A M, AT Bk 412U B8 R A T
gspL HE TR & T 40 WA 28 K e, & 1] 4 3t 5 i 4 it 47 3R
B4, 3L GspF A1 GspM 5 1% - Py JI5 A 45 HE
5, 75 N B |, GspF, GspL, GspM PL M GspE #4 Ji% —
NG R TR R — A & 4% e 4 W
M H BT O RS I SE gspl B 2 5 APEC 1E
i AR IR R G i AR AR AR BT R S — B TS
gspL & K 75 APEC F0i i 72 v (9 46 J1T 5 AR BT 5 1k 20
W DEL7 B gspL JE DR Bk 2 bk o 97 oF e 5% Bk 10 AT
KA 2 VR AT BF T 0 X gspL B A Bk 2K Bk 5 5
P B IR A K R BT 9 45 R, gspL K B OF R %
W) DEL7 {4 K #0077 fig 2 gspll IR 5 540
T PRI 5 e N, AR K WL AT A A A

AW SR SE gspL 3 K 2 5 DE17T A A2 5 It
DF-1 40 /iy, 5 Bf 2k kk DEL7 HILL, B2k bk AgspL IIKG
B AT BE 1 W B (P <0.01) , H k35 AR fi
JIMIAE SR, phAh, O E R G R R, S
DE17 BF A= ¥k AH LG » DE17 AgspL i 2K B (1) 1sh 1) &
RIS esh HE DR S A0 AR R R S
5o 0T AT A I S FE % K M R 2 A AR
DRI gsp L 5 K] e 2K 7 51 A f9 DELT S 2% bk B B
12 B 77 RV 55 40 D00 T R e T esh S TR AR VA 4E T
FT 5L, 1% 45 9L 5 18 SO0 P K R 1 R0 A% B BR T 16 B

RT3 R U R

kLW gspL X APEC B¢ Jj (K 5% Wi, A< AJf
FUREHC APEC 9 Fh g Jy K& I8« AR AR O )] (fyuA)
B FONAZ Cesh) ~ L35 A7 55 Ciss) « B 2 (vat, stx2f)
HHE S (luxS, pfs» ibeA, ompA) %17 L 3& %8k 5@ i
PCR WS EF ¥k DE17 Mgk KKK AgspL 9 Fi 5k [A]
(R ST 2253, B BB W, luaS, pfss fyuA F iss 4
T I DA AE G R BR Agsp 7 (0 B s /K P24 2 2% T
M ibeA, stx2f, ompA Fl vat 4 PRI A BF Z 7%
KW FCE R R, gspL FEH AT HEZ 55 APEC X 15
14 B0 1 -

X i e Kk 5 B A BR A LD K g5 R R W, Bk
PRECHY B MR R B 08 T 12 f%, X 5 mRNA /K L
B AR uxS, pfs fyuA F iss 55 35 g R ) 3 5K
A B0 R WIAE DELT ), gspL (80K 5 5L
B ) 58 5 A3 ) B RV SRKOP B A K

ARWFFE S gspL e K6k 2k T 50 DE17 8 2% Bk &
BE A2 DEL 40 B RE 0 sk 55 > HLRE g A4 5 HE D
AR S5 R AR (1) 40V X A 3 40 i (R R B N AR
I AL 4w 0 BE ) — € BIE AR 5% BRLA R B 5N AR
SUIE 05 T TR G AL A4 1) 28— 2 5 g D T RS L AR 1) 2
i TN 2R Bh A 1T AR 52 m R A 2 0 Al
MR R R B LR B e i — AN B 3T (2) gspl
FLPR ok Kk T B ) B oK BT £E DELT
Fow PR 1 9 7 T AR HI 59 T BRNAR R B
RS B0 1 1) e o B AR BLSI S A o 2k — 22 it

Z5

It o
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AL SRR W], 42 APEC w1 gspL J DR FR d 2K

X A0 TR AR PR RN AR L R R Ty S e sk B
BE N, Ge 1Y iR APEC 18 ), ARk #E—
WH9T gspL JEIN D e $R 2% .
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Construction and characterization of a gspLL mutant of
avian pathogenic Escherichia coli

Guobo Fan', Yue Han', Yuxi Zhang'?, Xiangan Han'~, Shaohui Wang',
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Hao Bai ’“, Qingmei Meng , Kezong Qi", Chan Ding , Shengqing Yu
'Shanghai Veterinary Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences (CAAS) , Shanghai 200241, China
* Anhui Agricultural University, Anhui Province, Hefei 230036, Anhui Province, China

Abstract: [Objective] To study the role of gspl gene in avian pathogenic Escherichia coli. [Methods] The gspl. mutant
of Avian pathogenic Escherichia coli ( APEC) was constructed by homologous recombination assay. The growth
characteristics, the ability of adhesion and invasion to DF1 cells, the virulence genes transcription level and median lethal
dose (LD,,) were analyzed between the gspL. mutant strain and the wild strain. [Results] Compared with the wild strain,
the mutant strain had no significant difference in the growth status. However, its ability of adhesion and invasion was
significantly lower. The transcription of genes pfs, fyuA, iss and vat increased obviously, the ish decreased and the
transcription level of luxS, ibeA, six2f and ompA had no significant change. LD, showed that the gspL. mutant strain had
124old increase in virulence. [Conclusion] The deletion of gspL. gene could abate the ability of adhesion and invasion,
regulate and control some virulence gene transcription level, enhance the virulence of APEC. The results show that the
gspL gene play roles in pathogenicity of APEC.
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