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HEA SR U e, 458158 B 7EE—HUESE CHR Hi IR 2 BB B 2 sk O B OV BRI B E IR . ik 1R
CLSI-M27-A3 2577 ¥ CHR X VEUERZS T MR 4B AR BT , Bk H80E & XTT HAERIE CHR 26HEE
WAV L RUVE R, 30068 CHR X BB 22 BERE B B BICs, i3 B 74 E0E M8 B IS IESE CHR SLE B MER , 3
{8} qRT-PCR KRS 3L Hwp 1 WA TEBNTTHE — B BIEHAE A8 FHLH . SR . CHR SHRFRRES R LB B
MIC {54 10~20 pmol/L, FFiF 5 CHR ELA B 1 R 44 B R A= WD BB Y HUAE A , BICs, 1% 80~160 pmol/L, BLEA He BEH M ;
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Inhibiting effect of CHR on biofilm formation of Candida albicans

and its mechanism
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[ Abstract | Objective : To further confirm if CGA,_g(chromofungin, CHR) plays an inhibitory role on Candida albicans biofilm forma—
tion, and to explore its [;ossible mechanism. Methods : MIC, of CHR on floating state Candida albicans was detected by M27-A3 ref-
erence method. BICs, of CHR on biofilm formation was observed by XTT colorimetric assay;colony counting method and XTT colori-
metric assay were employed to validate whether CHR had an inhibitory function on Candida albicans biofilm formation,then the anti-

fungal adhesion function of CHR was tested by colony counting method combined with inverted microscope. The further molec—

ular mechanism,and the expressions of adhesion gene Huwpl
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were measured by qRT-PCR. Results : Our study firstly demon—
strated that CHR could inhibit biofilm formation in a dose de—
pendent manner;the BICy, was 80 to 160 pmol/L;the MICs,
value of CHR on floating state Candida albicans was 10 to 20
pmol/L. CHR could down regulate the expression of adhesion
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gene Hupl. The relative expression fold of CHR group was (0.089 5 +0.036 0),the expression of gene Hup! in control group was
11.17 times than that in the CHR group, and the difference had statistical significance (:=44.008 ,P=0.001). Conclusion:CHR has the

inhibitory effect on Candida albicans biofilm formation,the mechanism may related to reducing adherent ability of Candida albicans.

This study provides theoretical basis for the application of CHR in the field of antifungal materials.
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BT A DR 18 R 0 B AR R
WE S EBA LA MERE , SRR
257 H , B AT, ICU BBt B P ER AR
JEES 3 A, LH R FRZLBEELTE (Candida albicans),

HAE S R B R R A R S BRI R T

HeBIHRE L 50%%4, B4R, REEEEBRR L
Hg—ERPIR AR Z — SR, SE TR A
RIS 30%~50%2+7, BRAWRLEERIHIR T & EE
FAM k1 oA 208 3 T 9T 1A 0 8 9, T B
PR W R BT X FUR P (fluconazole ,FLC) A
2% ¥ (caspofungin, CAS) . i P£ 2 & B (amphotericin
B, AMB) 45T BB 254y ¥ 2 A [R] 72 BE T 257, MIC
fHECZ R HEIN 1 000 £5, BRIAFF R, 4 W IRE
T R BT 24 ) (R 22 B B T B RO AR e

LY — B AL, TR BEIRIT BN BT
R, BESB I A M 0 BRI T BB L P 24 ) iR oy
ER, BHTHEREEZ AR ARY BRI EE
fik (antimicrobial peptides, AMPs) ,AMPs 2] {ZfZ1E
T HRAN—LKEFHAEENE G SRS, Ak
HAZE R Z WY, AMPs USRI &R,
BAYARBIER/DN ARG5S =AM,
AMPs IEAERYETZHIT, ©F 959 P EH AMPs
HITTEE FIBESE , BAT RN BLHRTR .

CGA 4 (chromofungin, CHR) 2 B 4E AL H A
(chromograinin protein A, CGA) 7K B A=) TE 1
FEBRARERATER., H—REWER.F A
SFEMRPTELMAT, EEBRFHH RILSILRHQ-
NLLKELQDLAL, % 88 & 8.75, S FRE /N, J 2
386.87 DU, Metz—Boutigue %5 i 2% B £ iF B
CHR B HLEEERM, & CCA K@Y hREEH
EEBON BB, B BB B 4 R IE s
CHR 7E % 53 A4 Y19 B8 BT T WPV . ABE5T
B 7Ei#E—F B CHR B9HT R B8 Ak 0k Y P
BB AT BERIAE RS, S Ho bt B P R I R
R R IR TR

1 MRERE

11 B kbt i

BB 2B R HE AR ATCC10231 (U TR KIS R4 Y
HABARAR), WRE B 4 Bk (R S5008 1.2,17.18,
KETFERKEMKREBRLFRESNLRE); —HETN
(dimethyl-sulfoxide, DMSOQ) , FF Z5ER  BL{L A BE (propidiam lo—
dide,PI) \RPMI1640 3EFFHEIT Sigma 24 ] (FIFERH, 3EM);
3,3’ -[I-CEEBEE)-3,4- TR M- — (4-F EHE-6-F5E )%
BRI (XTDH B T E RERE PR ARAR (L3R, +
B ) ; YPD (yeast extract peptone dextrose medium ) {55 2
R BEREE 10 g B%00E 20 g, BREIR 20 o BIBK 1 L0
I B B5 37 & (Sabourand’ s agar medium,SDA )28 %, : % %54
40 g BEE ORI WAL BB SERIES
10 g B30 15 g AALfk/K 1000 mL, B IR KBS B¥AR  FLC .
CAS.AMB Z W THKER A #M B E—ERERA, CHR
B EERRAE R BA R A A BR( L8, F ), HWPI 5|
Y FEET SR EE, P E), R BLEE T RNA
B &EWT OMEGA A (RH), # ¥ 7 f qRT-PCR X5
BT LBARAYRIEARAR (g, 7E),
1.2 EBFE

BRI R B AR 2 BB B R T SDA,37.0 °C
35 24~48 h, HIRMB HEEEE RS, kB~ EaE%E
R TEH 2 mL YPD e R00iRE , B THK P 37.0 C,
100 r/min 3% 5% 24 h IMRIEREMRALEE 5B S, B0 (1000
r/min, 10 min)J5 5Bk YPD 3E5R %, 0 A 2 mL PBS ERIER
FREW YPD 55 E  EE 2 WS MA RPMI1640 B3R5 4
R AR HEATEEHE T 4 CTRA.
121 W5E CHR Xt IS 18 22 Ff 13 B A 55 10 0 o v B
(minimum inhibitory concentration, MIC){f ##EIRZAFCHR
Xof B £ P A T ) MICEL I < 4K BB 2% G PR SE IR & b i b
ERRARBISE = AR M27-A3 2% ik YPD BFEMBHEAR
BIZ5 9 1E I M B 55 . CHR ¥ & 2.5~160 pmol/L,FLC AMB,
CAS ¥ 0.031 25~16 pg/mL, 1fiF YPD I AR REE
R Z 1 x 10°~5 x 10%mL, B B B 80 % i M 40 B2
WITE: . FEMBIEIT .96 FLARHEILIA 100 WL B, %
ERBERK A 100 pL 2§ ZELTL, 100 pL YPD 3555
BIA 100 WL BAE Sy PP BB AL (PE AR 0.5 x 108~
2.5 x 10°f~/mL),200 wL YPD B552E61E K Bt BEAL, 1HIR
FH 37 CHEFR 24 h MBS R,
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1.2.2 W% CHR M CB BB WA W ETE AER (8
F XTT b (BB V& THE0R (CFU) 3 7 45 R 25 4 400 46 14
iR 2& BB T AR 4 B BT R VE P, ) RPMITL640 557 0 B
ZYAE FHY B, CHR ¥R 20 20~320 pmol/L,FLC,AMB CAS
WBEHIR 0.031 25~16 pg/mL, Jy ik FIARANT : M40 A 4R
7& RPMI1640 35555 i35 B E £ 10° MmL, 96 FLAR
ZFIA 100 pL AIRZBEREBR, FHRABEHBRRK
WA 100 uL Z3 2450, B S BEFL AR Am A 100 WL RP-
MI1640 F5 5571 100 wL BV, (REEBEUETE R EHF5E
JEHBUE FIEIRFE P 37 CHE9% 24 h LUERAEY B, 8
BAR/D DR ERKEMF 96 FLARUR M E T , 3-8 PBS &kt
2 WEABR = 5L B A B85 i BB J5 2R B LA R O 5 07
WS RER, XTT k. SFUIMA 100 uL XTT
(0.5 pg/mL) X HZERE S (1 wmol ) f5 B F1E 37 CIRAH
FHEA 2 h B A Z TR 490 nm 4b B4 E
(absorbance , A ) A3+ B 4 LR FLIABIEHE . RBHEH
(%) =5Z 30 FL Ao o/ FRPEXT BBFL Asg) o X 100% , 4RI BN
T 50%8FA K3 A WD Rk RETE A K, LA R 102 A 25 vk
BP A3 50% 1R 22 B R B4 A 40 0 BT o, 190 o 1K 00 1 9
J¥ (50% biofilm inhibitory concentration, BICs)", K B E 3
MNERALIHFEIEFR—KEER 3 K, EEHEEE K 96 FLEJK
B YR SR ER T SDA ¥R L, BT 37 C
fEIRA A1 24~48 hiTEL,

123 CHR HiEBRLEREMHMERY OBR4LBEFEE
W B R HER 122, 8B 4WHE2 R 320,160
80 pmol/L, 96 FLARHAIA 100 wL ¥R EH 106 N/mL B
#1100 pL 254, A 37 CIEBAPIER 4 h J& PBS ik 2
WUBRZSIRMMA BB ER , S HEosMEE
B T E AR MHER

1.2.4 qRT-PCR 44T Hupl BIFRiE RARLERY
R BRI R 4t (real-time quantitative PCR detecting system,
qRT-PCR)ZMTH R Hupl HFEE, AR R
HERMR ATCC10231,96 FLARFHIA 100 pL ¥RE A 10°~/mL
BB WM 100 wl BIZ54H R RPMI1640 35355, CHR b FE4H
WREEBEE 7 160 wmol/L, il A RPMI1640 ¥ & Ry % B LH , Hemi
TRAN A Y BT LS I A B R I A B, B DI
#E AR 2ER AT RNA R GEBRGTE RNA 25
RN A VLIAFAT) , B 5 (BB qRT-PCR X7 &) 5 A

Bio—-Rad Laboratories 2> G145 P21 SmartSpec™Plus K ssDNA
WE, MAB BFEH G F LIZA R4 T=H) CFX96 Touch
IXES R A4 C L 22 (EHHERFEANT RS E, Bk
WHEIANEEL, —I 3R, WBRIEN ACT], 3 YHEFF
BRBZEIUNTF :HuplF:GCTCAACTTATTGCTATCGCTTA -
TTACA ; Hwp 1-R: GACCGTCTACCTGTGGGACAGT, ACTI-F,
GCTGGTAGAGACTTGACCAACCA ;A CTI-R:GACAATTTCTC
TTTCAGCACTAGTAGTGA,

1.3 %itF%

K SPSS 16.0 BTG 047 , BT B HERHRA
B+ A EE (a 25 ) TR, REYIRG MIC (EHIRLK A
HR 5 FRPAERT B AL LB TS U SR B M B/ N IR B, BIRR
B 3INERAHERR —-RER 3 0GXTT BABRLEBEEE
RBHE /N T 50%BF CHR ¥R EERI R BICs, BRI E 3 5L
BfLHEIER-—XKEX 3k, CHR WH FHRLBEEEEY
BB B FISE R K AT T CHR Sl R4 B
K TERZ R S AR BB AR E R 2047, 1HHH
P 1SD— 35 ;qRT-PCR 31 CHR TG RBERE
Huwpl BHRXZLH P A CHR AhHALRERA 16
B HEA T IR L3 , RIS HE 0=0.05, £ R R H graphpad prism3
e,
g R
2.1 CHR EA ¥4 &8 48 1 & WAk BE T R AF A
2.1.1 CHR XFHRREORZENENG MICH CHR 2A
Ve RE QB LB EEYE, AR EZH, CHR XiERE
MRIF IR AR L BERE B MIC {28 10~20 pmol L, XARuE
FAEREY MIC {24 10 wmoV/L, Wi R #E- S HnHEEERR Y MIC (&
212 CHR MHBBLBEEN BIC,H FHRAEHN,
CHR & T XHRWRRA AR LB B B B A B TE YRS, RS
Seag b R BE A IS A s R PR (R 1), 4 XTT 3%
YESE, CHR X R R 22 B B B R BICs 25 80~160 pmol/L,
FRAEREMR A 80 pwmol/L,

2.1.3  CHR 10l (o iR 22 e R A1 A ik BT ey ok P Rk
S T CHR 06 A W0 B BT B PE Pl R 75 78 TR B Mt

%1 CHREREZGWNARLEEBHENEEN
Tab.1 Anti-C.albicans activity of CHR and antimicrobial agents

FLC(pg/mL) AMB(pg/mL) CAS(pg/mL) CHR (pumol/L)
itk MIC BICs MIC BICq, MIG BICy MIC BICs,
1 0.25 4 0.03125 05 0.031 25 0.25 10 160
2 0.25 4 0.031 25 0.5 0.03125 025 20 160
17 0.50 2 0.03125 05 0.03125 025 20 160
18 0.50 2 0.03125 0.5 0.031 25 0.25 20 80
ATCC10231 0.25 2 0.031 25 05 0.03125 0.25 10 80

. MIC FR I8 M27-A3 257 IS0 & 25 YXT ER RS T ISR 42 BE B B AR (I BAVR BE 5 BIC, R ARIB XTT 1 MAS 8030 509918

JELE S S B U0 i
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P B A 25 B S AR XTT BAG I 25 2 . CHR A€
160 wmol/L VRIS P B2 RE A PR G 1 4 (34.34 =
4.92)% ,CHR Y& 7 80,40 .20 .10 wmol/L s F) A8 35 %
435K (42.77 + 4.62)%  (53.47 +5.26)% . (68.39 + 7.92) %,
(80.85 £ 14.61)%; i it /M &8, ARV E CHR A FI {4
B B A 4 0 AR B TS PRI I BB O R S 2 R (F=
45.743,P=0.000) , I B /-1 454 : 160 wmol/L. CHR ZbBRZH AR
WHEPEIHIBE 15T 80 wmol/L £ (P=0.039),80 wmol/L. CHR
A2b FRA A A P S 1 BB ) 5 F 40 wmol/L 21 (P=0.010) ,40
wmol/L. CHR &b 2 21 1R 1§ 7% 140 il BE 7 155 F 20,10 wmol/L
20 (P=0.001,P=000), W& 1A iR, W& IHEES, A%
CHR g B % BE 2 B 750k (702 498.00 + 39 189.96) CFU,
160.80.,40 pmol/L ¥ J& CHR #H 43 51 g (119 008.00 + 11
673.88) CFU. (276 607.00 +39 517.54) CFU (490 424.00 + 46
355.00) CFU;&titoHr &3, AR CHR 4bBRALH0 6] A1
R ZZBERE A I A E R A G225 7 (F=615.760,
P=0.000), PiF/HT45 5160 wmol/L CHR AbFRZH 5 7% 5k
F 80 pmol/L 4 BE 4 ( P=0.000) ,80 pmol/L Ab AL 17 7% KUK
T 40 pmol/L AbFEZH (P=0.000) , 4N& 1B iR, £ XTT iLHI
VA TTHEGIESE CHR 1) A IR 22 19 B 1 A= ) 4 IO m R A )
FLAT W b e g

a

W& THEL(10%)
S B & o

ARG (%)

160 80 40 20 10 0 160 80 40
CHR¥EHE (pumol /1) CHR&HE (pmol /1)

a.b.c.d.e FR F M L a.b.c Fon G0 A A
WRA G2 P S5, HMM LA 458

¥/hF 0.05 iter R, PAEA/INT 0.05
A. XTT 460044 B. WV THECHIBA
BRI S B BRI 1

1 CHR M BRLEBREEMMERRAIIER
Fig.1 Inhibitory role of CHR on C.albicans biofilm formation

2.2 CHR #p#) 18 2 B 1 & A LY s AR A AL

2.2.1 B WM MBS CHR AT 1 1B 22 o B 3RS FA 4
FH T EOE K XTT B ¥ESE T CHR HAG B i 41 il
BRI, A T 4 T Ve RIPLE] , e 8
B 1M T LSS CHR X 1 R 2 B RE B RS B E RO e . 45

S W2 Xk HE L (BRI + 15 70 35 ) v O B 1 Bt 2 T A 6 R e
F 96 LA, 22 R AR PR K (] 2A) 5 LA 40 wmol/L
9 CHR 100 wl, #1740 kb | 522 ATE USRS (P
2B); A 80 pmol/L i) CHR 100 wL. ihFHct it —40 0
LA UL B G 1 224 K (18 2€) 5160 wmol/L 1) CHR AbFHHY
L HL T RGBT 96 FLAR (1] 2D), W] CHR REAT R il
UL BERE DR T 96 FLAR , I FLIZAE RIAAZEVR B Ol

A, B 100 WL+ 1640 HEFEIE
100 L., 1B A4 RER 20 K
e, R RARA: K

B. & 100 pL+40 wmol/L. CHR
100 pL, 14 22 F98 A K i b,
RIE K F AR EE

el

D. H 100 pL+160 pmol/L
CHR 100 L, A VLW 5 i 22
AR RO b

2 CHRImBRLEBEIHER
Fig.2 Inhibitory effect of CHR on C.albicans adhesion

222 WEIETHBOEKI CHR Ft IR 2421 B RS MHER A
TR CHR HATHL IR 2R RE BRORS B E T A9 R T B v
HBE T BOR[FHR BE CHR Ab B R BT 96 FLAR i) FL 1A
B, K B R AH (R 3% 7R 58 ) I IR ZZ BERE R AR I 4 h
RGBT 96 FLAR LAY ELERCN (12 497.000 + 2 732.936) CFU,
160.,80.40 pwmol/L. CHR AbHRJ5 1 FL IR %551 R (4 105.600 +
657.486) CFU (7 671.700 + 839.532) CFU (8 895.900 =
1 118.511) CFU, it & B, 45 BRI E A e it 222
S (F=43.778,P=0.000) , P 9 LLAEAS L . Xof BEAURN B 281 7% 5500
F 160,80 .40 pmol/L ) CHR 4t B ZH (P=0.000,P=0.000 ,P=
0.000), 160 pmol/I. CHR AbFRLHTHIFMEE 1152 T 80,40 pmol/L
25 (P=0.000,P=0.000) ,

C. T 100 wL+80 wmol/L.
CHR 100 pL, A& WL B & i
K

154
.

< 104 c

= b

=

;4] a

=

0 T

0 160 80 40

HHE (pmol /1)
a.b.c: 5 HEZHAM L, P < 0.05, HB M LLEL,
WA F25,P<0.05
B3 BEEITEZEAN CHR AR EMEMIER
Fig.3 Inhibitory effect of CHR on C.albicans adhesion detected
by colony counting

223 qRT-PCR A&l CHR T (B2 IR Hup 1 SRR
F£ik  WFIER I CHR EATHE 1 I 22 B B BORG BEAE 1 400 6
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A YRR R, i — R B H T4, 81 qRT-PCR
T ER R R Hupl BHREHBH, ERE/R CHR TR
C.albicans ¥iMIEE Hwpl ik, 2118 CHR AL HH M HXT
FIRHHF(0.089 5+ 0.036 0), X LT Hupl 933X E CHR
APPEAA AT 11.17 7% ;CHR ZAhBAA 53 BAM L, ZFEHS
THEEE X (1=44.008, P=0.001) . £5R 7R CHR BEd T Tk
WA Huwp ! BIRIBZAFLEBREMAE A, 1% C.albicans
BRI

1.01

0.8

3

X 0.64

#

< .

= 0.4

§ 0.2 a

=

00 . mln
po g CHR#

a;CHR 2bHE4 5% BB EE , P<0.05

4 CHR T8 C.albicans BMIEE Hwp! RikmER
Fig.4 Down-regulatory role of CHR on expression of adhesion
gene Hwp1 of C.albicans

3 3 i

B R A B = AT M E
BLRPR0S, A g AR v s TRAAORS B T A AR 1
S AR R T S B B2 Y 40 A0 J2E T (B 3R
W R eDNA %) BT ) =4 AR G54,
ARG AR BUREESEZ FESY 5
BERBWEEIRGFERKES, \THEIER %
PERGES , e PR B A Tt 24 Ay 3 ™, 7] 5| e e i
FERNETT RN, BN R B BB T3R0S, AMPs 1R A#L
ERRGE RGN EEH RIS, T YR
YupysE— B PR, T SRR R B AR B
G3U, QR BRFERE SOE MARIE R HSE B
HELAREWEY, KA YRR 5%, TiEa
YER, R 515 SR R IR = AR T 25 14, 3R 3R M 7T
BERRTBIBT BB SR Wi 25

e BB T EER A —FF AMPs,CHR ZCGA
RAEWMWEERERER , HEWBERF, 0 T8
IN AR E . Metz—~Boutigue U B 45 R
7R CHR X BB R K MIC {524 2~15 pmol/L,
AP EZH CHR SRR A RABREEDY
MIC {6} 10~20 pmol/L, B% %= T Metz—Boutigue 2

ISR, X 0] BB 5 A 55 S BB e PR B AR 38 R
TE B VIR RE 1 1) R £ BE B B A o6, X SE B A
XHLE AT Z S E R RS T AR LB E R
R, ’

AR E R A CHR HAME AR LB
YT BPE R, H BICs, 4 80~160 wmol/L, .
BARKBRENE, 530 E b B A s At
W & BK M H |, Tyrocidines 5 % #9 BICs, 29 12.5~25
pmol/L; 14-B—3BHE L ARG BICs N 4~512 ug/mL,
AEIPTE Z KA BICs, 22 BRI 5 Fh 2 R AT fE
K BYEE A S W EREBRITH WEEN L SH
AER[ER,

YR BRTE Byt R 43k 3 A B Bt . ORG Bt
(0~4 h) 2k EL B8 40 BKS B F A= i e o 3 R A= 1
MRIETE ; QI (4~12 h) 40T W43 W 25 B A
(SIS R R RS I A R R B %
%2 WA 2R K QR (12~24 h) B4
AR TR T 22 K B T T Y BB A M R
(R, EL P A ARG B R AR T T U R A R

AHFFEE L HYE T EOESE T CHR REA R8>
PR LB R BRI, (5B B 45 5 B R CHR 4bH
T EE T 22 & B, LA 2 B R
M, APRA, HLHE R, BABRA
W 5E%, GME TEYER ISR ER, 2
HAEYPRAIE RS, AR LSRR CHR M4
Y8 BT B VE R PL 5 380 R 2 BE RE TS B KG
WA X, ZIBHEMMEHEFNM R HPEEE
FIRE MR R 22858 H 1(HWP1), HWP1 &
Huwpl HFSHI—ABFE BEPURME 25 R ENHE
WEEEH , R—-MEEMNERFTRATHERE AR
1R 2B RSB i AR R s AR A PR R T, DA
T BRAE Y Bk 4 Nobile ZEBF5E K 3K, L= HWPI1
HIAE B R R T IR R R A B, A
BT 4E R e KR CHR BB VA H R4 BE R ARG I
FH Hwpl BIFRIA,

BRARFNEE— RN, a0 SR
T CHR Xt AR BB BB fE A, T TIE AR
24 P A T L B b B T AR W ETE L R R R
PHATFHFS . CHR AP E B AE W B AL SR Fe e
— R P RARIT

gL ETR, AR SR KW CHR @b H
1B 22 B B A AR TR SR A ) A D BB TR I, 5 YK
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BT CHR 0l 3 1B 22 B9 B A6 W B R TR W 0 1
FL,IFRIT CHR W /0 H B8 40 MR FVE RO TT B
LA, X—FREXREET CCAEANEE MBI
TERIENURRBRR R R G P R EEEEER, R
HwE—ERE B R CCA RTAEDLE L AR CHR # 51
PR T WIS ERM, Fln, ETHEENRE
YRR R A P BT BRI R AR, R R R
AR EIH LR Y IS T SRR A SR AT Y R

2 £ x &
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