NS S RO AR R

1112 Chinese Journal of Zoonoses 2018, 34 (12)
DOI: 10.3969/j.issn.1002 — 2694.2018.00.170 s SLIGFFER -

T GFP ML L 2270 1 IC A HiID /v 5
ssrAB R )IR

SHEHLK WORARE.EER.E E.F R

# E:BH UKeRALEAGFPFRILH &G EYDITKE (Salmonella typhimurium ,S. Typhi) } #F 5% 3t %, 7 W &
HhaE XA WP RRENITIET HID 4 ssrAB kAW EEEA, Fif BAXEIRREA2AWEEY gfp £H
3 KAk S.Typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1) \hilD 3 B &t %k % S.Typhi (AhilD +ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3.1) F1 hilD 3£ B [ %
# S.Typhi(AhilD +ssrAB-gfp+ pcDNA3.1-hilD) 38 W ., FIA K LB A WE 3 HAF DT E AR R L F W IRAF & &
RSty GFP R KR AR EE oA, i Imeg] RUH#AKLBENER., BR RAWEN I KT LTESFWRA
A EANHERGE TN, KXBE N S. Typhi (ssrAB-gfp+ pcDNA3. D & T S.Typhi (AhilD +ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3.1-
hilD)F1 S. Typhi (AhilD +ssr AB-gfp+ pcDNA3.1),S. Typhi (AhilD +ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1-hilD) & F S. Typhi (AhilD
+ssrAB-gfp+pcDNA3. D)3 kR R HEL A AN T EZ A TR AP . KABE N O RB R AT, 4ik
GFPERGED I TRWAREAREXRA BRLFWREA L EERFRFGCGFP R TR AL AN OB A AR
W E T A, E R AT F A IR W EREE T HIID A% ssrAB kA BN B -t EER

FEEiE R EYITEKE;HID;ssrAB;GFP; H W A 47 4 &
o [E 4> 2K 5 :R378.2 X EKFRINAD A X EHE:1002—2694(2018)12—1112—07

HilD mediated expression of ssrAB based on GFP in Salmonella typhimurium

HAN Min-min, ZHANG Li, ZHOU Ni-ni, CHEN Chuan-rong, CAO Kun, LI Yu

(College of Animal Science and Technology, Anhui Agricultural University, Hefei 230036, China)

Abstract: Salmonella typhimurium (S.typhi) labeled with GFP was used as the research object and Caenorhabditis ele-
gans as a model organism, initially the role of HilD in the regulation of the expression of ss7rAB was explored in vivo. Genetic
engineering technology was used to construct S.typhi(ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1) . hilD gene deletion strain S.typhi(AhilD —+ss-
rAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1) and hilD gene reversion strain S.typhi(AhilD +ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1-hilD) carrying GFP gene re-
spectively. Fluorescence microscopy was used to observe the expression and distribution of GFP in 3 labelled strains in Cae-
norhabditis elegans in vitro and in vivo, and the fluorescence intensity was compared by Imeg]. Three labelled strains were
successfully constructed and showed green fluorescence in Caenorhabditis elegans in vitro and in vivo. The fluorescence inten-
sity of S.typhi(ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1) was higher than that of (ARilD + ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1-hilD) (P <0.05) and S.
typhi(AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3.1) (P <C0.01), the fluorescence intensity of S.typhi(AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1-
hilD) was higher than that of S.typhi(AhilD+ssrAB-gfp+ pcDNA3.1) (P<C0.05). Colonization of 3 labelled strains in Cae-
norhabditis elegans in vitro was mainly distributed in oropharyngeal and intestinal tract, the {luorescence intensity of orophary-
nx was high that of intestinal (P<C0.05). The expression of GFP was stable in Salmonella typhimurium , expressing the same
in Caenorhabditis elegans. Three labelled strains colonized in oropharyngeal and intestinal very well in Caenorhabditis elegans.
The study proved that HilD mediated the expression of ssrAB at the first time in vitro, not only a regulation role.
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SHME AT GFP R RS E D ITKE HIID A% ssrAB Rk e g 1113

U ITIRTA (Salmonella) & —Fp B 2 N B HE &
9o JEL DA o E R 27 B I 2 RN A 3k AR T B LA E
B, T A A RO T S
PRIZH T B 70 A 1) G B B8003 R DG 35 PR ) 4 DX el —
7 51 5 (Salmonella pathogenicity island, SP1) &
Ko HEEWTICHE AR R B T2y 39 4~ SPI,
435 LA SPT-1~SPI-39 3R, Hr SPI-1 Fl SPI-2 5
HOw AR T, A RS RGE TSP |
hilD BRI 4 5 () HilD 74K S B 58T, BEXF SPI-]
(5L R R AR W AE M O Bl LS 4 7 SPI-2 |
B ssrAB B3 FIX 4G . iHS SPI-2 FIEH A FR
RS BLPH VD T IR SPI-1 A SPI-2 i 4 I,
SR A RAE RN R 8E Fp HilD X} ssrAB 22 35 i #2
RGN ST 8

44 5 )G 3 H (green fluorescent protein,
GFP) A B A Jo 4 i 8 M 9Ot iR o3 T 1/
PR TR B SRR 0 AR N oy F ARG BT 2 T RS R
FE IR BTN AR W AR 0 IR 3R GE R AR A A M
AT ARG LA B FE VD T IR B (Salmonella ty-
phimurium) RHEFEX R, F5 W B AT 4 RO R R
Yy i 3 ) P50 T 2H L ARORE G Bt £ €5 5 G 2R A 3 K]
(gfp) il A pMDI19-ssrAB J& R o ¥ 7 pMD19-ss-
rAB-gfp EA KL, A pWMOIL [ 2% 5k A4
@ pWMO1-ssrAB-gfp 24 H A& R, fe 285 B 7%
AN FEV ] QB 2 A bR 2 BRI S, Typhi
(pcDNA3.1) \hilD FEH KM S. Ty phi (AhilD +
pcDNA3.1-hilD) F1 hilD Fe R B2 bk 23 BRI TE S.
Typhi (ARilD 4 pcDNA3. D W, 4 &4 100 g/mL
HMRR-ATNEERNIT LB B s 55 5 L it
Y I A BB IE RS R IX GFP MR ic itk Kt
A A GFP 40 BYFR 10 B AR 1] M 55 T Bk 2 ol
I 2 516 . 15 B W 7 2 SRR N B A0 TR R GFP 3R
IR ISR A 98 0 BE N AR 2k UK A BE RN O3 Al
LW RRAR NI T HIlD 5 ssrAB ik Z [H]
MR E G2 W IRARITUP T IR HIlD A % ssrAB
IR P 45 B AL A

1 MBERFZE

1.1 Wk R AMEXAY BROEEDTTRE
(Salmonella typhimurium , S.Typhi) FrifERE CM-
CC50115 WA H J™ Z- 45 sl 26 W) W0 5 )97 181 b £ 5 o o0
SEARMRZS R S. Typhi (peDNA3.1) JhilD KX
[l b #% S. Typhi (AhilD + pcDNAS3. 1-hilD) K
hilD 3 H 8k Bk 25 R B S. Typhi (AhilD +
pcDNA3.1) . pMD19-ssrAB T 241 Jit ki 34 t 22 Bk

i K 2 Bl A% Yo S5 56 = 4 g R R A7 s pEGFP Tk
K pWMIL H A TR W H TAKARA 2 ) s K
OP50(E.coli OP50) J 75 i B AT 2k B i 2 Bl
K2R

1.2 FZARRAA  BUIEBEEE RS DNA [t 5
£ (TIANGEN 23 7)), M9 85 35 56 (b P 4= 4= W Bl
A, S. Medium 3 3% 5 (b 57 3 1 17 4= 9y
BHEA A FD . NGM 3R F # (35 E OXIOD A
"), R W IR B Triton-X100 ( A4 T
W) TR O A R 2 F]D . Bamhl, Hpal . Notl,
Xhol. T4 DNA #8014 [ F TAKARA 4 #}
HABRAR . 98068 M5 (HA TOKYO 2 #D,
Eon 4 H sh B #531 (£ E Bio Tek 2AFD) .

1.3 GFP bRicd E kI #4 2 5 £ik

1.3.1 GFPHRid Wk 5% & R gfp
A5 (Gene 1ID:DQ399411. 1) %3 1 %t 514, B ¥
IS5 & Bamhl fl Hpal CFRIZ AR 1D . FiFES]
.5 -ATAGGATCCATGGTGAGCAAGGGCGA-
GGA-3' ;s FiEal 9.5 -GCGGTTAACTTACTTG-
TACAGCTCGTCCA-3', i/ 5t & i 5t A= 9 8 /)
A, LA pEGFP A A4 . PCR 3 45 2] 24 700 bp
gfp B, 2% 3CHRL7-9]. H Bamhl M1 Hpal 43
WIRLEGE Y] gfp A BEH pMD19-ssrAB 8 AK 5k, #%
1: 4 BEJRILIRG T4 DNA FE42RF 16 “CiEHE 12 h,
Y pMD19-ssrAB-gfp 1 H A& Bk pWM9I1
53 Not T Fl Xhol XY B ssrAB-gfp Fr Bt i
A pWMOI1 [ A& ki o, 42 BUsUR. DNA L PCR % 5€
FH M e B, H2H 5Ok A 44 8 pWM91-ssrAB-gfp .
SR FH 1 AE U8 E 2% 38 ik, e K s £ S, Typhi
(pcDNA3.1).S. Typhi (AhilD + pcDNA3.1-hilD)
M S. Typhi (AhilD + pcDNA3. 1) 5 pWM91-ss-
rAB-gfp HATEMSE & WA T 100 g/mL 85 % -
R B E NPT LB VA, PRI T, £ B PCR
UL U400 25 56 7 I 3% P o 4 0 s 2 4 2 WD
Ik,

1.3.2 GFP¥ricE R FRIE ¥ S. Typhi (ssrAB-
gfp +pcDNA3.1).S. Typhi (AhilD +ssrAB-gfp +
pcDNA3.1-hilD) .S. Typhi (AhilD + ssrAB-gfp +
pcDNA3.1) 3 BRFRIC B 43 5148 5 mL % 0.04 %041
BRI MO 53256 W 5 B ML B 4 CUKA 3
d. 40 50K 75 T 2% 3K 1 bR 0 B B0 JE BT UE » PBS
Ve 3 G HL 10 pL IR F B A, A B A 40k
OB W2, R B DA R e A pWMO91-ssrAB-gfp Jit
il S. Typhi (pc DNA3.1) Jy Xf B4, #5Ik GFP 33k

51,
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1.4 bRIC AR TE 75 0 FeUAT 42 s 9 11 2 B 00 2%
.41 ZmEfiiE R SFSCEkl10-11 ], & 55
i B AT U B Y S.Medium 15 35 5L 8 20 °C 1 3%
10 h,1 500 r/min B.0» 3 min WEL R EEE E.
coli OP50 A NGM -, 4k LR 77 48~60 h 3K 1.4
Wighi . PBS ¥ F b gk i, Rk 3 I sE4 R,
T 2 mL S, Medium Ki R 3E09 12 LA (4
FLKRZy 15~20 H A4, ik 8t % .

1.4.2 PRICTEBRETALEE ¥ 3 BRARICE 40 Bl 45 b 5
mL LB W& 5 3% 3, 1 3% i %, BL S, Typhi
(pcDNA3. D A ML, 43 UG 55 W45 10 B 25 0
JE AR UTTE . ] S.Medium 15 53R 2 WIF &
BRI 52 AR B R ODygoo » P8 B AT R & .
1.4.3  Fric o AR R IR 2R Bl [ ) Ak £k R g 0 i
TFT& 3 BRARICEH 19 NGM F H, LS. Typhi
(pcDNA3. 1) A XFHEAL .20 CHFF 10 h,

1.4.4 ik GFP W% ] PBS BET
NGM il F 2k, vk 3 W B A &H 1%
Triton-X100 A M9 K732 5,15 ‘CH55% 2 h, PBS ¥
V&3 YRS TR BB 5 0 St B VS R TR N T AR
AV R R R R B N 0.4 mm JE Y B RE
BRI B EE8 A, 20 pL 10
mmol/L Y NaN3 F % [ ) 35 i B L, B2k g
JIg VB B BRI, FR R e S 55 BB R SO BB T
PUE 28 7S TN dses et MR R N 77 B = s I - R
1.45 S50 A Tmeg] B 1F X188 1) 2¢

Se P2 B4, IF R Prism 8AER ., A
TG ¥ R A SPSS 19.0 43 #7, P <<0.05
HE GRS,

2 &% R

2.1 GFPiRic itk Mgt ¥ gfp HHE T
pMD19-ssrAB ® 4 itk 8 1A& I, PCR %7€, Bl 1-
A ALY R B K /NN 2 081 bp(ssrAB-gfp), 5
T 4k S — 20 42 BB o 1 4 5 kr pMID19-ssrAB-
gfp WYY E , K 1-B A il Fe 45 52 Al %0, X 4]
FBER /NSy 5k 2 081 bp (ssrAB-gfp) .2 692 bp
(pMD19) , 5 i ] 45 5 — 50 ¥ ssrAB-gfp 58
BT pWMOIT [ R Bk 2k 44 I, 2 5 RH P o 41 R
pWMO1-ssrAB-gfp AR UI % E , i1 & 1-C Kl 45
SR BUBE D) R B R /N gr O 2 081 bp (ssrAB-
2fp) 8 423bp (pWMID) , 5 15 11 4% S — 25 18 1 [#
%G 78 8% ssrAB-gfp 53 5 AL B S. Typhi
(pcDNA3.1).S.Typhi (AhilD + pcDNA3.1-hilD)
1 S.Typhi (AhilD+ pcDNA3. D, & 1-D Azl
JPa T HL Y R BE R/ 2 081 bp(ssrAB-gfp) .
274 bp (pcDNA3.1),965bp (pcDNA3.1-hilD), 5
TUASE R — 5, I E T 3 HRARICE S. Typhi
(ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1).S. Typhi (AhilD + ss-
rAB-gfp + pcDNA3. 1-hilD) . S. Typhi (AhilD +
ssrAB-gfp+pcDNA3. 1),

M123456

bp

8423 bp
R 2081

2081 2000

2000 965

1000 1o
750 750
500 500
250 274
2 250

100

A:M: DNA Marker DL2000;1-2: ssrAB-gfp 3E PCR #4474 ; B: M: DNA Marker DL2000;1-2: pMD19-ssrAB-gfp WU H) % 5E
C:M1: DNA Marker DL10000;M2: DNA Marker DL2000;1-2: pWM91-ssrAB-gfp ] % 5% ; D: M: DNA Marker DL2000;1-2:
ssrAB-gfp 3 PCR ¥ #4779 ;3-4 . pcDNA3.1 PCR " #4740 ;5-6 . pc DNA3.1-hilD PCR ¥ 374y ;

1 PCRFBREARNBIIELERE

Fig.1 Amplification of PCR and the enzymes digestion of the recombinant plasmids

2.2 HRICHE M GFP 2 Mg DR A gfp
FEHF)S. Typhi (pc DNA3.1) Ky XF MR, F] FH %¢ O &
B EE 3 BRARIC 1 T GFP (k15 0l . X R4
S.Typhi (pc DNA3. 1) A L &% 8% 5 (K] 2-A) 1 3
AR IE B B 0] DL 2 a5 5k (K] 2-BL K 2-CL & 2-D),
BRARCE E ALY E A T /MR GFP, H 9% 6ok B 17

R 2R, mE 2-E [, S. Typhi (ssrAB-gfp
+ pcDNA3. 1) i 2¢ % 3 & W & /1 T S. Typhi
(AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3. 1-hilD ) (¢t =
3.513,P<C0.05) Fll S.Typhi (AhilD +ssrAB-gfp +
pcDNA3.1) (r =6.722, P <<0.05), H S. Typhi
(AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3. 1-hilD) %¢ 't i J&F



12 SHEAE AT GFP

WL R A R

W TTEE HIlD A% ssrAB &3

W AT 1115

®F S.Typhi (AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1)

(t=13.980,P<C0.05),

AP WML T S.typhi (pc DNA3.D) (93K B9 WM BE T S.eyphi (ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1) 35k ;C. %6 WM BT T
S.typhi (AhilD+ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3.1-hilD) WK ;D IOCRMBE T S.cyphi (AhilD +ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1) f&KA
B2 GFPERIZEHRFHNREER
Fig.2 Differences of expression of GFP in tagged strains

2.3 BRIC T PRAE 75 0 B AT 2 AR P 09 B S GOW
g5 ¥ 3 HRARIC R MXT R S. Typhi (pcDNA3.1)
o] IR JER e £ ol R 9O B B ISR GFP 7E 26 L fA
I 2R3k B oA L . b T 3-A AT AT, X HR A R
SR A0 3 BRARIC B AE S AR N AT L A A R
B SR, 3 B o A AE 11 R RN i G 9 (& 3-B
3-C. &l 3-D), H2 a8 BE ¥4y 11 S A i 1 ) v
(t,=2.79631,=2.785;1.=0.099, P<C0.05,) (4 3-
E), W R b 00 W AT AE £ HUAR Y E B T 3 3R Gk
GFP, il Imeg] FAFLLER St (0o B, e 1A 3-
F 0] LLE L 3 MR AR IC B 04 2 6 5 B 1R o 31 55 4Kk

1. U6 ;2. 38

AR S.ryphi (pe DNAS.1) ) £ 1K

(A;;i1D+ssrAB—gfp+pcDNA3.1—hi1D)E@%%L;Dzéimﬁ:m S.typhi (AhilD +ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3. 1) B 3K B AR i 1

E LS HUPR P 43 A 5 B0 5 F« A 12 B8 A 22 HhU 1A ;9 520k 38 B 3 1L
B3 RICEKELZRENTEEBR

Fig.3 Colonization of tagged strains in vivo of Caenorhabditis elegans

] Oropharynx
Intestine

* 1 P<0.05

B: & BRI S.typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3. 1) ) % ik

B S.Typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1) >S. Typhi
(AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3. 1-hilD ) > S.
Typhi (AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1), Hrh,
S.Typhi (AhilD +ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3.1) 9¢ 5%
BREMT S. Typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1) (¢
=10.370, P <C0.05) fll S. Typhi (AhilD + ssrAB-
gfp+pcDNA3.1-hilD) (t =8.477,P<C0.05), H. S.
Typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3. 1) 5 S. Typhi
(AhilD +ssr AB-gfp + pc DNA3.1-hilD) Z [8] ¢ %
R E2ERA G E X (1=3.554,P<C0.05),

sC: MR S.eyphi
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2.4 BRic AR TE L R N AP IR R SO BE L 8K

T Tmeg] B HOHE 3 BRAR 1O BRI XS T 19 ¢ 68,7
JGHREE L R 4 T, 7R AR Y RLR SR IR BT S.
Typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3. 1) 5 S. Typhi
(AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3. 1-hilD) Z [a] ¢ 6
PRIFE LI B2 (14 =0.5955¢5,=0.719; P=>0.05) ,
M S.Typhi (AhilD ~+ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3. D FE{K
N RO B B 55 TR AR (1 =7.091, P<C0.05)

in vitro
in vivo Caenorhabditis elegans

* 1 P<0.05

w
1

N
NN
]3('

Fluorescence Intensity

B4 3HFICHAELBRENSEIINRABELLE
Fig.4 Comparison of the fluorescence intensity of three
tagged strains in vivo and in vitro of Caenorhab-

ditis elegans

3 4t i

B ZE Y TR (Salmonella typhimurium)
BT ITIRE R BA#E, & — e AR =M 18 2
e B AT )Tz A A T RO T R E0AS T 3 W
NRREI 7€, 51 NS a8 f oAb B s . T
AR B R T S5 [ 0 8 A e v VD 1 TG R T A
2 AR B A B RN S TR )y T
S T

HE ¢TI T IRE 3 0 B R a7 2 2%
R 1% M B0 PLBL g 27 I, SPT-1 Al SPI-2
SRR A2 ZE ETH T B OCHEE FT, fLF
SPI-1 L@y 7 HilD AU AEF 2 SPT-1 FJE[H 3%
ik H HilD fl il i 2545 F SP1-2 E ssrAB =0
W RS M SPI-2 LN A %K iE. Martinez il
Bustamante 28055 & IR AM BT HIlD 73 SPI-
2 WHLH 5 SPI-2 I ssrAB 3 8 31 74 %, HilD
Al45 4 2] ssrAB A 8 F L. # 5% OmpR & 11,
SFEAMEERN EEE I HS-N M ssrAB KA
Jash 7 R R Skl SPI-2 b H Al 7 g 3 X 45 5
Fik, AN H BT HID 8% N 5 ssrAB ) £

IR HAE A R A SOk EE PR 9 PR R HALD X
ssrAB R IREEA .

75 0 B R 2 H R A /N 3 (A3 B L A ) B
FEAE B WIS AR T o T3 R Mo 8¢ 5%
Pt AR g 2 B LR . 1994 4F Chalfie
BT W AR E DA 55 TN R R 4t S AR A S e W 2% A
Y0 f sk A% 40 R GFP () & 6 55 . F 5% 54 40
FEDH R AR (e 0, BB R R e 4R Y 3K
TR A VDT TR A 2 B PR L T L 28 i R T AL
S FE VD 1] IR 2 A TR TP 2 e A e — SR 2 55 T ot
FEER U B B

A S I T g fp A 3 BRAR
ICHW S.Typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1).S.Typhi
(AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3. 1-hilD ) #1 S.
Typhi (ARilD + ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3. 1), DL oK #
Wogfp HEMS. Typhi (pc DNA3.1) B #E M Xt R,
i At 7 B WL B 3 Bk bR B R P Ak (08
I X BRI T 2, & BHAMIE GEFP 7 b5 i 1 P A5
FNFRIE, AR EZ AR LR 3 MRbRC B A R
] WEEJ e 75 T B FF 4% U S DA e O B BB AT ] 4
WAL H 3 MRARIC T B Sk 808k, I % BRI o2 ot 36
MG g fp S5 KB A5 10 B 7E R RIR N 4R A5 T
GFP 335, Imeg) B il 19 25 R BoR
PRGSO A 2Z S . RN AT,
BIR S. Typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3. 1) 155
Z98 T S.Typhi (AhilD +ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3.1-
hilD) (P <20.05) , 3X A] & 4 T hilD J& P ik 2% £ ol
WG AT hilD HE PR 2k 3% 35 Ok, il HilD 33k &
R, R 5 ssrAB #3A KSR AR H S,
Typhi (AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1) 5 S.
Typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3. 1) F S. Typhi
(AhilD +ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3.1-hilD) Z|A] 1) 2
SAGITFE L, 15750 AT SR 23T R A
W, S. Typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3. 1) 1 5% ¢ &
IR T S.Typhi (AhilD +ssrAB-gfp + pc DNA3.1-
hilD) (P <C0.05) X S.Typhi (AhilD + ssrAB-gfp
+ peDNA3.1)(P<C0.05), H S.Typhi (AhilD + ss-
rAB-gfp + pcDNA3. 1) 5 S. Typhi (AhilD + ss-
rAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1-hilD) Z [0 0 2 3 A it
B, AR TRINAE T ROGEDTTIRE
HilD 1E #8458 ssrAB 3 B T & 4 2R 55 b HilD X
ssrAB W BAG A EEM . #8000 HilD Jf- 9k . —
53 ssrAB M FRIB VIR, W A7 78 A R 95 K 1 2
5. AR EW, KIS RBET ssrAB 1 R KB %
HilD #3045 , XAEWEE i EnvZ/OmpR,PhoP/Q *L
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My &G UK Sk AR 7 SIyA %2 5
0 A DR AR N BRBE L HELD A 5 ssrAB
F 3k B P EEALE AT RE 5 AR SN RS T AR L

OSSR 10 TR PR T 55 T AT 4 L A N A Y 2 (898
SR L, S, Typhi (ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3. 1) 5 S.
Typhi (AhilD + ssrAB-gfp + pcDNA3.1-hilD) Z
(B TG 2% 5 0 S. Typhi (AhilD + ssrAB-gfp +
PpcDNA3. 1) FE LR HUR Py 119 5 ) 5% B BH 2 55 4k 41,
HIF T RE S : OPRIC B g f p-ssrAB TEZ UK
M RIKEBAR; OQTEAF AR ZMAET D TTIRE R
HilD 35K ¥ A7 76 235 22 57 T 2L ssrAB %
KA AR AL QHILD 5 1 3 1] A9 A LV AT
e W H:XTF ssrAB 235 1 2, Lopez-Garrido 1
92 hilD HEP A mRNA [y 3" 3 A B 3% X A7 75 — 2
& EAZAE W AR AE 7 41 F00I00 A A P i i S
A ESE W T hilD Xt ssrAB 235 R #54, 1
Ab AR 45 R 7R L 3 BRAR IC R R L AR N A A
Yy, FE AR DA E v, BRSO R S 1
W P4 ¢ g 3 v« 3 T B 5 £ 1T IR S R T Y 45 A
B3 Wh 8y 02 ¥4 O, Sulston™ & B B
1A FR 2 1 20 AN LP 20 7 L 20 A #h2 4 i A1 18 A
AN Y 3 AR AR A A L i U 20 A
B A Y T R R, R S R T AR
T8 R TE AR AR T AR I TR TR IZ AL E A . Ber-
man"* W58 3% B4 0L 3R 3K (P TE IK ABF £ H I
i T8 v 14 B 2 #4001 M () I i 3 A WA Y 3
W lys-1.1lys-7. lys-8 W EA REEH . BB A
KA ) e T TR G P E R . G Rl A A A T B
i€ U0 17T TR TR X 75 i AT 2 B i 1= G Bt 2k

ARG N TE AW TR E R g £ik T
gfp LD I 75 B AT 2 A O A SR L Al
GFP 75 H 171 0 38 0 38 1) b J5 28 1T 75 ) ik, B IR
AT TR B b HIID A+ % ssrAB Rk TR,
RE— R HID 5 ssrAB 3 H 45 4 06 45 A9
SLIERABRKUITTIRE HIlD /v % ssrAB Rk
BEE LA

5% 30k
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