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K ERINH MRSA 405 E 1 R HAE AHLHIT R

IR AT LR W 3 BT 400038 TP, B AL R (5 S K ) 2 S
BB R U S A A2 O RGBS o0, S B 2 O 5 154007 SRR HEA
i AT R 2 I PR R 2 B

(H=E] HA  Woe REZ P B & 78 M4 8 6% 25 3K # ( methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus
aureus , MRSA) A WA E FH X ILHLH . 5 TR RN R B D DR B R % MIRSA A ik J 5 AN [+]
b DX I PR 43 5 B 1Y) 35 (I AT 55 ¥k F ( minimum inhibitory concentration, MIC ) Fl 3% % 2% B € & ( minimum
bactericidal concentration, MBC) , % i 1 T th £k DV Al H 3 2540 B ROR 5 25 @ 58 g 600 5 o Rl
MRSA AE YRR R, 335 H B ATBOG I R AR BB X MRSA AR Y IR A5 120 5 26 € i PCR
Rl ica B2\ RE A Y R ak, 5 KE R XA MRSA B kAT MIC 2y 2 ~8 png/mL, MBC 2y 4 ~
16 wg/ml; KB T R0 MRSA ARG IR I, I 52 50 S RO OC 2R 3 R B 200 A W IR+ B A i IR
YERT, HSR & 38 1 AR RN SE A0 TR 1Y L35 98 B PCR 45 R4R KIER B T T ica $9\ FIEH
Wik, g5k KREREAME MRSA ALY A VE R, F FT REIE I T I ica #RI\ KPR 14 3k 9 i 40
AP

[REIA] BRI Y A PG bR A 3 8 R A K T 5 AR I s ica
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Inhibitory effect of emodin on MRSA biofilm and its mechanism
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[ Abstract | Objective  To investigate anti-biofilm activity and mechanisms of emodin against
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) in vitro. Methods Microbroth dilution was explored to
determine minimum inhibitory concentration ( MIC) and minimum bactericidal concentration ( MBC) of
emodin against MRSA252 strain and clinical isolations. Inhibitory curve were draw to estimate dynamic
bacteriostatic effect. Crystal violet staining was used to investigate the inhibitory effect of emodin against
MRSA biofilm. The effect of emodin on the morphology of MRSA biofilm was observed by scanning electron
microscopy (SEM) and laser scanning confocal microscopy (LSCM). The expression of intercellular adhesion
(ica) operon was detected by fluorescence quantitative PCR. Results The MICs of emodin against different
strains of MRSA ranged from 2 to 8 pg/mL, while MBCs were from 4 to 16 pwg/mL. Emodin obviously
inhibited the formation of biofilm in a dose-dependent manner. Besides, it destroyed biofilm structure and

increased the ratio of dead bacteria under biofilm. Fluorescence quantitative PCR showed that emodin

(ESTA] TP EAFEIES TAI H cste2020jcyj-udxmX0027) : 1% [ B 3E 4 1 A FH 94 (81603164)
[EE1EE] ZfI, E-mail;lihaibo@ tmmu. edu. cn
X B, E-mail;lm1859@ 163. com

2097-0927/ Copyright © 2022, BRI R (R =) o XRTFBURICCE A CC BY Lq;mwDZ(https.://creativecommons.orq/licens.es./by/4.0/)



http : //aammt. tmmu. edu. cn

Bl 4242 PR R 241, 2022,44(7) 685

significantly down-regulated the expression of ica operon. Conclusion Emodin can inhibit MRSA biofilm in

vitro, and may restrain the formation of bacterial biofilm by down-regulating the expression of ica operon.
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A AR 2R TR TR A — R AT DL B R B 2R
e LIRS 58 A6 58 R B AR A 2 PR Bk
B A P AR A W 0 A5 45 BR B ( methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA ) 52 & VLAY TR 256k &,
T 1961 AFAEYE [ P YA AL ), I AT B ok S
TR RIAAERZE A8 R S R R AU R 5
SRR AL R IR MRS 5 — &t
M F W2 i 25 (multi-drug resistance, MDR) 77/ | &
E MRSA B B 25 Y697 52 B IR PR, BR T PR
R 25250, Al B AE W IRAE y—Fh B AT 2 5% 3D 4544
H ISR G, DE— 2 BURS T HiE e ™ o B
TR A A0 PR RGBT e i R T S, D AR AR EREE, A B
SRR JR R ARSI A Sk
T 72 B 40 T R R BRI o T R 5 e A R A
()20 TR RERE I A T2 8 R e M B, XL Ak 2R i) ek
P 8 PR T [ Al 18 0 90 R, 0 RL Y 245 1 R X T i
B 10~ 1 000 /%1 . HATAFST % B : 80% L) | 1
NN PR A5 A0 B A R T i

REEK (emodin) 7440 1,3,8- =5 Fk-6 HI
FLEEE (1,3, 8-trihydroxy-6-methyl-anthraquinone ) |, J&
TREEMIAY, TR A P2 RERZE, W
TEAE T4 RSB Y ' . KRR AG
YU YU EE UM PR ORI O A PR S i
R R VS R 2 AR . R AT
T N B I RE i BIGT SRR A AT IR

SR AR AT, BB I ] < B A A BRI AR I, HL
ARG . BARE A DR R K ]
DASID ] 4 26 €0 A0 AT BR VA A R AT 1 AR B 3k
MRSA A= Wy IR f) 400 4 A Do AR e 2R 48 %5 460,
VEFPLEI A . FANT7ERTIOTTE Rl g 2R
BN MRSA AWt BAT VR T, A0 5 R S8 0F
MR B Z X MRSA AW IRTE Z5 A9 52 0, 5400 25 4R 58 H:
A AE IR AL , DT BB A P A S ik
TR pt R

1 #REFZ®

1.1 ##
MHB ¥ 3238 (R E) , A (RKE) , 5sH

(BBI) ,DMSO ( Sigma Aldrich) , K # % ( 4l =98%)
WA T bR PHE AR YRR A BR A A 20 B S8 A6k
7 & (L7012 live/dead Baclight Bacterial Viability Kit,
invitrogen ) , JGA% B TE buffer ( X B ) , 40 # & RNA
PP £ (KRR ) ,DEPC /K (B K) , i il (R K
F) KR R (Sigma Aldrich) , B-3ihk 21 (% Bl
F) L, ToK SN R4 ), vKES R (N A&k 1),
PrimeScript RT reagent kit ( RRO37A, Takara ), SYBR
Green Realtime PCR Master Mix ( TOYOBO ), MRSA
252 bR E B W T 3% ATCC ( 4 = Taxon
identifier282458) , MRSA IIfi /R /3 &5 #k (Jb 7% BJ005 . )~
M GZ024 %75 INOT5 LB KMO33 . Jk SA077) i
TR RN GRG0 B2 R AE W) 5 A A2~ 2
AL, a5 YRS EAEY) TRARA RS
Bo BT A ES B Bl 25 25 B2 R 2 22 A B s 2 R A
W) 55 HEA 2 2 B SR E At

1.2 7%

12,1 B FRJERCH] 24 g MHB B3 508 R Al
20 g NaCl R ImA 1 L&k IRA5)5 121 °C |
20 min 5 e K AR ESE IR 58 B T 4 CARTFR .
I 24 ¢ MHB B5 3300 K (20 g NaCl 5K F 1S g Biifig
MAMA 1 Lgik g JEBAEA )G 121 °C 20 min &
JER T, TR G 6 1A 4 77 15 73 10w ) 45 [ A 3%
FRHE R ENGERE S % 4 CIRAER .

1.2.2 K57 BUGR D B T, — 4R35 T 2%
NaCl MHB [ElfAREFREE |, BT 37 CHFRAE TSR 24 h,
A 4 COKFEPRAFE T o (P I P AR PR IR ER TR %
¥R T 2% NaCl MHB 3353 37 °C 220 r/min R
BEFR 33, PG AR 12100 427 T 2% NaCl MHB
Bk, 37 °C 220 v/ min $REESEESE 6 h FHT IR0

1.2.3 KM B Y (minimum inhibitory concentration
MIC) M 4% & 7 W& J& ( minimum bactericidal concen-
tration, MBC) M5E D(600) [ D(600)=1 B}, He &N
2.3x10° CFU/mL] , P83 # i W Bl 1x10° CFU/mL,
R PR PR B B i MIC, 8 15 57 24 h, 32HL
MIC, DA Ja 1 AN G LGk BE/E S MIC, BUFR A
EIRLRWIRR, f58 T 37 CHEMETE 24 h 5, L
AR AR A 25 Uk FE A D MBC

1.2.4 idhge R UOHEE R, 10100 A
2 IR AL SO 5 2 1 3R Ak P (0. 25XMIC #1 0. 50
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MIC) ,24 h P&EFE 2 h Jil5E 1 K D(600) , LA [E] A
AsFR, D(600) fE AL FRIEE

1.2.5  ghighsdutay; B UOELE R, I8 5 H
WP A 1x107 CFU/mL, Jill AAS AT K % 2 DMSO %
AT 2 A0 P 5 TR (2599 BE Dl 0. 125X MIC 0. 25%
MIC 0. S0xMIC) , A 37 C B IR 40 B 155 20 h, W
TRV, R 2B KT R 96 FLAR £ 4L 2 Ik, AR KT
4 hy LAY B 150 L 0. 19% %5 i 48 Y4 £5, 30 min;
We 2 a2, AR K B IRIE vE BRI oo (2 ~
3, W B AR K, KT 45 L4 A A 200 L
33%RHTR , T BV R, TR E IR TR ST, 590 nm i
KE D(590)1H.

1.2.6 HOLLRERA i Gt SE X =R N R
ATk BE R 107 CFU/mL, %8 3 41 2 @lfL, 4 51
B2 mL.1999.376 pL.1 998.75 pL B (1. 0x
107 CFU/mL) F26 1,23 U8R M A ;25 1 41/E s
% B ZH ( Control ) , %5 2 3 4143 BIMA 3. 2 mg/mL &
BRBMW 0.625,1.25 pL, /58] 1.2 pg/mlL KR#EE
(0.25xMIC 0. 50xMIC) A3 . ¥ 3L R ILE T 37 C
TER AR 7 7 48 ho 117 f5 W HH TR, 218 A 2 mL A= 7
ERKIFVEBR L, B IEUE 2, W T K o, % B
{fi ] L-7012 Live/Dead BacLight Bacterial Viability Kit
R &b PLAT SYTO9 W Fh %€ S YL IGEE G UL €4 10 min;
W HH 2 SEY I, e A 1 mL Az BRER K 1 PR BRI,
HAIHUE 2 8, WK 53 S T AR 2L % I L LA 3kE
e, BOCHRET BRGNS Ok LR bR A 53 5]
BT 40 RO R B TS, Hrb s
VoE SER I IEAR

1.2.7 His  HIRKH A 24 LR, 05
NG SRR OGS R AR B 48 h W R, 2218
AT mL A= FRER KV 24 FLAR , T UE 2 3, T
KA s BALIMA 1 mL 2. 5% — [ @ FEAS 4 C ik
154E o BlJG W R % —E, 0. 9% A B EL K I ¥k 2 WK,
5 min/ IR ; & BEAR MR BE 2 5 VK B2 (50% . 70% ., 80%

90% ) Bt /K 45 1 1% ,100% S BB /K 2 ¥R, 7 min/ P AUT
PG Mk B 22 = ik B (50% . 70% . 90% ,95% ) ‘& e £
1R, 100% 80T g 2 Y, 7 min/ IR ¥ Bk 5
IR CIFIR R i 2R HE L, CO, R VR T8 S h,
BRI TE 25 551 R B 4 5 A L B LR
1.2.8 SEEPZOGER PCRAGI UGG RE
W REE N 1.0x107 CFU/mL, 43 5182 B 10 mL #f B 1
W 15 mL EP &, 55 1 F/E RS A x|
( Control) , % 2 .3 /43528 0. 25XMIC 0. 50xMIC 5
FALFWL,220 r/min, 37 CHGHEFE 6 h, A KA
B RNA 2B A A& vd B 5 $#2 B0 RNA, PrimeSeript
RT reagent kit ( TaKaRa) Ui B 5 e % 55 cDNA, & )5
R#E SYBR Green Real-time PCR Master Mix i57) & 14
T I AHH S | %68 JHE 5 DRLRE 6 28 3k K A 70, 51
YRR RPHNER 1 R,
1.3 %t

TR RBEELL 2+ F7n, K GraphPad Prism 9.0
YE,SPSS 16. 0 Geit B AT 8 43 47, PIAH LL R
FHASEAEAS ¢ K, P<0. 05 IA 22 A Geit 5

2 H#R

2.1 K& Z s MRSA 644k oM 37 8 75 )

SR PR A R R R A K8 R X% MRSA252
FRUERRAY MIC 2 4 pg/mL,MBC 3y 8 pg/mlL; R i T
5T I BFRS R R PR ML X Y 5 1~ MRSA Il
JREE Y MIC JEFH 2 ~8 pg/mL, MBC i [l 4 ~
16 pg/mL(#£2) , Z5REN . KERNUEETERS
T 24511 PRARAE P 1) MRSA B R HLA S8 35 A A o

HAEMBEIML TR (K1) :6~24 h K HEET
2% 51 pe/mL(0. 25xXMIC) K # K AL H4] MRSA 4= K
iy & &S] A5, D (600 ) 8 B4 X BRAL, 5 4l 18 2
K@i, 2 pe/mL(0. 50xMIC) K # 2 4b Fi4] MRSA
AR R — A 25 SR R R ] Frakd
il MRSA A=K, AKX R .

&1 RT-PCREXIMER

K Bkl EIkd 1B KGR BE/C PR /bp
5'-GAGGTAAAGCCAACGCACTC-3'

icaA AF086783 60 151
5'-CCTGTAACCGCACCAAGTTT-3’
5'-ACCCAACGCTAAAATCATCG-3’

icaD AF086783 60 211
5'-GCGAAAATGCCCATAGTTTC-3'
5'-ATACCGGCGACTGGGTTTAT-3’

icaB AF086783 60 140
5'-TTGCAAATCGTGGGTATGTGT-3'
5'-CTTGGGTATTTGCACGCATT-3’

icaC AF086783 60 209
5'-GCAATATCATGCCGACACCT-3'
5'-GGGACCCGCACAAGCGGTGG-3'

16S rRNA L37597.1 60 191

5'-GGGTTGCGCTCGTTGCGGGA-3'
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&2 AEFEESIMT MRSA EE(ng/mL)

s K MICa5% MIC g% MBC o
MRSA252 512 4 8
BJ005 Jba 128 4 16
7024 7N 32 8 16
INO75 ] 512 2 4
KM033 EA] 1024 8 16
SA077 BN 1024 4 8

2.0 - —&- Xf 4]

B O AL (0.25%MIC)
—A— R Z AL PEZH (0.50xMIC)
1.5 4
fu
S 1.0+
=
0.5 4
0 1 1 1 1 1 1

4 8 12 16 20 24
s 18] /h

B 1 G HAEZNME MRSA252 £ £k

2.2 K3FFEx MRSA A 4 8 6 1K sh 40 &

T3 5 S Y €5 I R A [V B K 3R %) MRSA
AEYIER RSN P, W 2 s 8555 24 h ),
0. 25xMIC K ¥ ZAb HE 4 45 i S5 b 35 D (590) {E A
BALTXHREZH (P<0. 05) ,0. SOXMIC o 3 Ab BHEZH %
P B WA T X R (P<0. 05 ) , F W] K 25 K X MRSA

4 000x

X HRZH

0.25xMIC K% Z AL

0.50xMIC K8 2 hb FZe

Ay LA VR LR BRI O R .
TR B0, 25XMIC F1 0. SOXMIC ¥ i R A4 25 %
A R B R R 5k 27. 12%F01 42. 50%

2.0 80+
&
154 . a & 60 a
S 1.0 = £ 404 a
n o =
- = .
05 20
0 T 0-

T T
XFHAZL 025xMIC 0.50xMIC

YHRZH  025xMIC 0.50xMIC
JHFALRAL KR A

g Kgnmg B
a:P<0.05, 5 %} p8 48 pb 3
A sE B g & )6 &40 D(590) 18 ;B &40 & 4y 5 ) &

2 FREFBMUEARREXEZX MRSA £HIREH
RSN EIEME(n=3)

2.3 K& MRSA A4 25 H304 %vh

UL K B R 4 MRSA A=y S 45 44 1) 52
M), 485 S AP 3 BT < 0 HR 4 A B Sk () A ST B,
YIRS B, K i R RS, R R A
£ 50. 25X MIC JCHE 2 40 B AE W RSB IR, 40 1 4
B DECRE A SR, TR 2 . Bl 25 250 8
B0, 0. 50XMIC 4 A= ) Bt — 25 W IR, 40 v 2
1%, BLAT HORHRAT

8 000x 12 000x

--
~
p
: € £ (.

3 PFHEBHRENRKXEERN MRSA &£ REHHRIT
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2.4 KEES MRSA AYBEAWEE NG
WOt IR B I — %Wmﬁﬁ%ﬁM%A

IR R T B, R B AR B 4 IR Rk i Y
WA T RE(P<0.05 ) , HLAR B R B AR, $7m KB

A IR 285 A e 5% P9 A0 A 30 B S D,  SR N 1R 4A ORGP I LA 40 i £ RT ES T 3 ica R 51
IR 5% A AR LG, RECR A B A MRS M gih ok R T IEDIAROG

LIS B RRARR 200 7 2 R S ARG T 0 B A 5 AR A [+) 2 3 i
{IOEIRFEHER AT :0. 25XMIC H1 0. SOXMIC ¥ Z T

R Z AL RZH A Py 5 P B0 L Py BE AR R 124 L 451 331 H1 T MRSA JEL 7 42 BRI YA 8 2090 R M

52. 419%F01 82. 98% , 1 15 T X%} HR2H (31. 67%) ,0. 50 MIC
A FP I 25 57 (P<0. 05, 5] 4B) .
2.5 REFZATHAET T ica £ 7
2y BE T A%,
F T ERGTIR B Z 1 MRSA A= W B TE 1% 1 AL o
K H RT-qPCR 46 ] ¥ 28 X 4l 7 icaA | icaB | icaC .
icaD 4 55 R W) Y JAH OG 36 R 23k i 2 ), &l 5

Syto 9

HE KA kA7)

X HRZH

ZRFRY] 0.25xMIC K ZEAbFIL]

H

PEAR 2017 4 B 31 o 57 TR 240 41 (WHO ) % fii
e B A 26 19 22 24 T 25 (MDR) 5 SR 447 7 3% [
2021 4F |2 AE 20 B T 245 Wa I 45 45 7, MRSA. £ 1 %
WA 30.3% ™ B HLAE R )T B4 BT 25
BRI IR L A 0 5 10 L1 0085 75 4 141 R 0% A A0 3k
B RS0 RGEFZEY) , H5R T AR BT AR S 7,
FRLRG TYVAIF', IF & 5 B4 MRSA 25 1y 30 76 JE B

Merge(3D)

100 1

50

FEANTH LI (%)

1 1
XHHRZL  025xMIC

1
0.50xMIC

0.50xMIC Kk

pNEYELPNTE Y B

B

AHOE AR BEZMBNER(X40) HEAEFR ,LEARE ;B LA PT &L a.P<0.05, 5 xF B LR
B4 BAHBREBMEWRKNERI MRSA £YERNAEE NN (n=3)
1.5+ icaA 154 icaB 1.5 icaC 15+ icaD
i s s i)
) 1.0 ) 1.0 # 1.0 4 1.0
i & & &
S = B 2
fanss faens oo juuas
= = = =
K 0.5 0.5 K 0.5 0.5
by 4 Y b
a a
) a a ) a a
0- r 0- 0- a 0
XFHRZH 025xMIC 050xMIC SFHRZE 025xMIC  0.50xMIC YTHRZL 025xMIC  0.50xMIC XHIEAL 025xMIC  0.50xMIC
PN e Y IEPN T Y] N Y TIPS PN e YL ZIPN VS| PN Y5 i N - s il
a:P<0.05, 5 #f #8 28 rh A%
5 RT-qPCR &K ERIHE ica RINEFREHMZEIT(n=3)
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KE RN RIRBOL ST, BA B r) &4k, HE#
TEWIR 5 5 S 4 B A A BRI P 2R M 254 A 1
Pt MRSA gk 25340 it — 20 58 AN (B

YIRS AR, 2 R R I A5 1 22 15 B
(VN3 ey T (TR N 3L i B 1 BRI
2 R FE AL HE J5 MRSA A W) B 25 #0445 B AL L 1
W, HLFE 4 2 1S, 45 6 i e ol D), T (T
RO RL . AW B ) A 3 s T B A YRR i
PO PET AL B L 2 o ARG Sl e e 4%
SRR S KEF G MRSA A P 25 44 A5 15
B , A YRR E BE AT, ELAE W R P 3% TR LA s 2
R IER KRB R TEAR SR AT T MRSA AR WG Bk B 3
AU VE FH 5 22 B B A s

MRSA (1) EEPIRE I 7= A 52— A 2 2 A5 5 P 2% A
P, 2 A8 AE 30 s i A W IERE S B o3 I R
Agr RS SarA HARE Sk A+ oB [F5HF
F4¢ LuxS/AL2 SRR T2 5 T A YRR R
4t (quorumsensing, QS) (R JJ K431 A= W) 2 53 T
BEAEERAT P atlE bap sasG ica 45 R 5 T %
TR A MR RAEERAY 2 A X AT BEAEAE ML
HATHIEFES A9 T i B 58 T A A W IR 45 b A
FE PRI Z———ica YT, ica I\ F K
AIFE icaA (icaB .icaC .icaD 4 PIHEFREFE AN 1 M7 3k
icaR, 3= S5 b T I A WE e 5 2 B A 2 7 AR 1 20
At fL (A1 G BRT 2R (PTA) A5 R A ) A= ) B AR T G, >4
ek Rk R, PIA 5 Sy A Py 5 Jog v i 32 %2
ZWERAY, A R AR TR A W R Y L Semh e
JEAE B PCR KGN 25 5 7R s ica 2 51 AH G R 45 3L R AR
XFFRIRIKHERR I T S B A 25k T
TR S B G, S I v AR 1A DR R
BEFN A P B A B0 1V AT 82 R R dca R AN
PRIk, i PTA & R SEBERY o

TEA Ja It gE rh, FRATT IR 37 3 ) S o A A 55
W 2R AR A 2 Ak A R0 3 0 2 Pk e 1 S 0
Bt g A=A bR DU 2 Al 22 A i o o R
B BRI A5 S 4 By [ YL SO/ T BOE A BT H A4
A SO s R HARPE L 2 — 20 5T, PRI HOE 15 AT e
FELEILAAE P o, - e B LBV E FE ML)

Sk
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