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B E: [8 8] AR KR RE 8 A 5 4B (honokiol) 47 4| K M 3% A& & (Escherichia coli)t X
B A 10389 A ## E (biofilm, BF) & 694 Al AL4l. [ 75 & 1 A &4k = KA w9 | etk & 7% (TTC)
Favg v 2R K & (XTT)R 2 honokiol #7#] E. coli 10389 A M4k JE S 69 25 49 S AKIT ) IR &
(MIC)#e A& % B R E(MBC) A L3 1 4E Al 5 aF Al 69 X 2 ; @i qRT-PCR 40 R K 49
honokiol *f E. coli 10389 £ M IEFH AR fe B R R L A AR X AR R LA T Frn; BiLA
M K H ik A QRT-PCR %4 M) T -MIC honokiol 3t E. coli 10389 vk 4% J A B% — &5 (AI-2) & L i
O 5 A MWIET RAR X T AR R X F69%m. [4 %] Honokiol 88474 E. coli 10389
A ARG T A, 42 R ) IR B &9 honokiol #7 4| E. coli 10389 BF 5 s 9 4/E A LA R R . H+,
5t BB 2048, MIC 49 honokiol #61% E. coli 10389 BF # 48 % 3 B % 24 & 4 (hha)#= 40 1 BR
M B F (ariR) mRNA 89 R A &R E R 5, 35 4 (ybal)¥) mRNA & X & 2 F %K. T-MIC
) honokiol M 4837 %] E. coli 10389 ik Al-2 49 %, Bikd £ A5 495 BF B A8 £ 69 T ik ik
4 mRNA &2 &, SR aAR, 16 ug/mL 4 honokiol T2 X % % B8 A B mgsR. £
%G LB mcbR Fo ¥ £ R B csrAfIhD. fIhC #= flic #) mRNA % ik & 4 3| 1K 65.21%.
55.01%. 73.16%. 62.01%. 60.30%#= 59.71%. [454& 1 Honokiol 447 #| E. coli 10389 BF #9
> 127 R K # honokiol H 47 %] E. coli 10389 BF & 49 E A ALHI REl . HF, MIC 4
honokiol £ % & i it %A BF 5 m 4948 X I B KX 2 k34| E. coli BF 697 i; M L-MIC &)
honokiol | £ & 2 i@ id 47 %] Luxs/AI-2 % 489 AL-2 & B luxs KB 69 kX &, K AL-2 94
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Abstract: [Objective] To investigate the mechanism of honokiol at different concentration in
inhibiting  Escherichia coli 10389 biofilm (BF) formation. [Methods] We employed
triphenyltetrazolium chloride (TTC) method to determine the minimal inhibitory concentration (MIC)
and minimal bactericidal concentration (MBC) of honokiol for the test strain and tetrazolium salt (XTT)
reduction assay to investigate the influence of honokiol concentration on BF formation of the test strain
and the influence over time. Through qRT-PCR, we examined the effect of honokiol concentration on
the expression of genes related to BF formation and quorum sensing of the test strain. We detected the
effect of honokiol at sub-MIC on the expression of furanosyl borate diester (Al-2) in E. coli 10389 and
its regulated downstream genes associated with BF formation by bioluminescence and qRT-PCR.
[Results] Honokiol inhibited the BF formation of E. coli 10389, but the mechanism was different for
different concentration of honokiol. Among them, honokiol at MIC significantly increased the mRNA
expression of toxin gene hha and bacterial acid regulator ariR involved in the BF formation of E. coli
10389 and significantly decreased the mRNA expression of toxin overexpression-modulating gene ybal
compared with the control group. Honokiol at sub-MIC can suppress AI-2 secretion by E. coli 10389
and decrease the mRNA expression of its regulated downstream genes related to BF formation.
Compared with the control, 16 pg/mL honokiol reduced the mRNA expression of colanic acid gene
mgqsR, mucoid gene mcbR, and flagellum formation-related genes csrA, fIhD, fIhC, and flic by 65.21%,
55.01%, 73.16%, 62.01%, 60.30%, and 59.71%, respectively. [Conclusion] Honokiol suppresses the
BF formation of E. coli 10389, but the mechanism is different for honokiol of different concentration.
Among them, honokiol at MIC mainly inhibits BF formation by affecting the expression of related
genes, and honokiol at sub-MIC by suppressing the expression of the AI-2 synthase /uxs gene of
Luxs/Al-2 system, decreasing AI-2 secretion, and further influencing the synthesis of capsular

polysaccharide, mucoid, and flagellin.

Keywords: Escherichia coli; biofilm; honokiol
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IR I TE A 5600, MR, E. coli BF 1
W2 Z R P, gni% e RIEH hha
PURE R IL A ybad FAHTE TR AP Y K7 BE ] ariR
27 AN (honokiol )2 3k [E] 4% 45 vh 24 JE A
MAEME A Z—, CHMHRSER BN,
honokiol X} {A& BF HJE A — & 130 il F1ik
WAE R B, KW % & B (Escherichia  coli)
10389 MAEMEIE K BF BT, ASBFSE LAKH
PR HER TR VR, REW R AR EE Y honokiol
M BE JE GRS AR L], 5 78 A i PR A
Hi E. coli 5l M HFEEE B gL B2 A1 1R 10 4R 41 F
AR

WL

1.1 ##y
1.1.1 =

HER R E. coli 10389 119 A v E Tl i34k
Wy B R DR RS BR AL BHEXT BR KR E. coli
DH5 o ) 5 H ] B8 27 TR R Dl H o 5 P 24 PRI RRT
(Vibrio harveyi) BB170 H % KFEAE YRI5
HR 2 Bede it
1.1.2 XBHH

FEANME | S AL =R B U A (TTCO) F I
WA T AEY TRAMRAR; PCR ¥ i &
real-time PCR #H iR 450 T K% TaKaRa “E
YA IR
1.1.3 FEXBRNE

Multiskan FC BIf47{% (Thermo 23 7] ); PCR
{Y(TTECHNE-512 #l); SZAf2¢%E & PCR 1%
(TaKaRa TP800); H 3. % J& & i ¥ (Hitachi
F-7000).
1.2 Honokiol XTI E. coli 10389 BF 2 Bk B #]
#ll1E A

SAL = FE L DU R M (TTC) b £ 3 U2
honokiol 11 il {1 i #k BF J& B 1) F5c /N0 B e 8

(minimal inhibitory concentration, MIC)Fl#x /]
2% IH ¥¢ J&F (minimal bactericidal concentration,
MBC): T 96 fLAk 43l AKs 37 2 X80 1Y
P 2% (10° CFU/mL)FIUAS [ ¥ /4 honokiol , fiff
YIRLIRIE SR 0, 4. 8, 16, 32, 64 Fl
128 pg/mL, VIASIZS P L2 FxF B2
HEE 5 MEFL, 37 °C THE S 24 h T,
AL BN 0.2%0 TTC F-4k2kE s
F% 4 h, BEFRESRIE, DORA L@l )EY AR
AR AR MIC ¥R EE . KT MIC L,
3 AR 20 pL 43 AT T LB [mARE AL |,
37 °C IS 24 ho LA WV A KRR 25 )
WEEVE N MBC WREE . SCindidd 3 Yk, pomedh
(tetrazolium salt, X TT)AEIEL S 5 A ] (1) 241
FEFWEFR TR BF TR . 7E 96 FL
BRI 357 S X BO B B 20%(10° CFU/mL)
ASTA]HE FE By honokiol (8. 16, 32 pg/mL), 434
W HAEAS [ A 4 T st ) 3 Bl vk BE JE G
M . IR 250 . RS R 3R 5L 0 1L
FBATEXT AL, UAEER . RSl
RS R, A RE S N EKE AL, 37°CF
3% 24 he, mEALRAAIMA XTT-4E4 &R
Ks VIR, dkelt el ss 2 ho SRJEFI A BEAR Y
TE 495 nm KA E W OGEE(OD), IFAR 4 T 41
25T honokiol X 43 TR ok 9 AH X 11 il 232
(X). FLEWHEL 3K,

X=|1-

1.3 Honokiol Xf E. coli BF T £ R f18f
KB (QS) ARG £ FE iAW 2 M

W55 35 =X EOH I E. coli 10389 T Bk
1%3ERE M T 20 mL &AW honokiol
) LB AR 23, fff honokiol fZL¥R 4y
Wk 0. 8. 16 Fl 32 ug/mL. T 37 °C F#¥E
16 h JG B.0WERE A, BRI &R E. coli

x100% (1)
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M RNA, B0 SO A Rl cDNA . A4
GenBank A E. coli 10389 FyRLIHFFE4, FIH
Primer 5.0 PCR 5|1 itk {41% 11 E. coli 10389
5 e I A G 51, Bl ZFEAE
TAY TRECEE) RO ARA G R
qRT-PCR #: LA E. coli 10389 16S rRNA ANkt
DA R ik o, Bt g [ 3k 1.
1.4 IF-MIC honokiol X} ik E#k AI-2 &
U==g:0p-A0

AL-2 [ E R V. harveyi BB170 492
KU HF R T V. harveyi BB170
TS AL-2 43 IR SR BL v ifs R ROt RNy, H
ROGCHRIE S AL-2 WM B BLIE b o BRI e 2
B (1) KR5S 2= EO8 i vk A v

harveyi BB170 & & 50>, 1 0.22 pm P8I
HIEESH. ) B V. harveyi BB170 UE Wk
AB B FEEEFRBRE 5 000 175, HU 180 pL & FA
[ EP &, TR BN 20 pL iR U8 )5 A
W, T 28 °C 3% 5 h 5 R L aemin i (2
WAk 2 % SR EOKEI 495 nm 4b FI R EAE
1.5 F-MIC honokiol ¥t 5 AI-2 @2 & BF
F X E E mRNA RiZERIE M

¥ BE 1.3 f5 3K IV -MIC  honokiol X
AL-2 ¥R BF RN SCIL R Rk &, 514
W 2,
1.6 ZitH#HAZE

S HHE R P S (B bR M 22 oS24
Wt SPSS 12.0 AT 584317 -

F1 EYHERBAEXERE qRT-PCR 314

Table 1 qRT-PCR primer for genes associated with biofilm formation

Genes Forward primer (5'—3") Reverse primer (5'—3") Product size/bp
16S rRNA  GCAACGCGAAGAACCTTACC GACACGAGCTGACGACAACC 112

hha AATGCGTTTACGTCGTTGCC TTCATGGTCAATTCGGCGAG 135

ybal CAATCATGGCTGGGTAAACGA CGCAGGATTCTCTTTCGTCG 265

ariR TCAGCAGTGTTAGGGCAGGC TCGCAACACGATTTCCAGTG 156

luxs TGCCGAACAAAGAAGTGATG CTTCGTTGCTGTTGATGCGTA 348

pfs CCTGGCACCAACGTTGAAAG TGGCGCGTACGACAACAAAC 347

thaA AAGATGCGATGGTGCCGATGG GCGATACGATAAGCCAGCCAGTC 199

Fz 2 AlI-2tHXEA qRT-PCR 3|4

Table 2 qRT-PCR primer for genes associated with AI-2 regulation-related genes

Genes Forward primer (5'—3") Reverse primer (5'—3") Product size/bp
16StTRNA GCAACGCGAAGAACCTTACC GACACGAGCTGACGACAACC 112

mqsR CAATGCCGGGCAAGTTCGTA GGGTCTGTAAACATCCTGCCA 186

gseB ACAACACGTAGTGCCCTGTT TGGCCTGTAACAAGCCTGGG 150

gseC TGTCTGGATGACCTCACCTGATGG AACATAATCGGCAGTGCGACCAG 132

flnD CAACGTTAGCGGCACTGACT CGCCCAGGGTGATCAATTCC 96

flnC CGTTAGCGGCACTGACTCTTCC CTGAGTAATCGTCTGGTGGCTGTC 98

flic GTAACGCCAACGACGGTATCTCC TCAGTTCACGCACACGCTGTAAG 90

mcbR TTCTGTCGCACCTGCACAAGC AGCAATTCCTGGAGTTCCGCAAG 156

csrA TCTGACTCGTCGAGTTGGTGAGAC CGCCAATACGTACCTGGTTGCC 92

<l actamicro@im.ac.cn, & 010-64807516
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2 X504

2.1 Honokiol ¥ #tiXE#k BF 2R A HI
ER

Sy 4 B O | honokiol XTI A% BF &
B B AR P 5 e B RS ) 7 — e U N A
W&, HAMH BF JE WA MIC F1 MBC 43
A 32 Al 64 pg/mL. HH, 8. 16 F1 32 ug/mL
i) honokiol X} BF J& m A4l 43 518 51%.
73%H1 97% (P<0.01)( 1), MIC [¥J honokiol 7£
9 1 24 h BFXHHKTE R BF JE A0 ] 25301
Ky 88%F 97% (P<0.01); IF.-MIC f4 honokiol
XTI PR BF JE BR300 6/ FHAE 9 h i 35 31 i
K, HH, 16 ug/mL honokiol 7£ 9 h X} BF JE i
M 2R 75% (P<0.01)(FE 2).
2.2 Honokiol ¥ i E#k BF 2 HKE
S uy=g:0-A10

qRT-PCR Z5 R Box (B 3), AFWEER
honokiol X} BF JE i AH < HE K ) mRNA ikt
ISR, i, SXTRAMLL, MIC B
honokiol [ {#i hha 1 ariR B) mRNA Fikigs

1.2
1.0 F ___i__—{
0.8 sk

0.6 *

04+

Inhibition rate of BF/%

02

0.0 L 1 1 L 1 L L
0 2 4 8 16 32 64 128

Honokiol/(pg/mL)

1 Honokiol X} E. coli 10389 BF B B9l
1EH
Figure 1 Inhibition of E. coli 10389 BF formation

by honokiol. Compared with control group, *:
P<0.05, **: P<0.01.

1.2 ¢
e *k
& LOT E33
[ x z
Dot E
=
% 06l * . *
= %
= ®
=2 04
E * —a— § po/ml.
=02t —— 16 up/ml
—a— 32 pp/ml.
0.0 1 1 1 1 1
0 3 6 9 12 24

t/'h

2 iF-MIC 2 MIC honokiol 31l E. coli 10389
BF B9 it 2

Figure 2 Inhibitory effect of MIC and sub-MIC
honokiol on E. coli 10389 BF formation at different

time. Compared with control group, *: P<0.05, **:
P<0.01.

L6 mmm Control
8 ug/mL *
B 16 pg/mL
32 pg/mL

—
]

Relative expression
[
o0

<
=

0.0 L
hha vhal ariR
Gene

3 Honokiol ¥} E. coli 10389 hha.ybaJ FA ariR
EERIERF T

Figure 3 Effects of honokiol on the expression of
hha, ybal and ariR genes of E. coli 10389.
Compared with control group, *: P<0.05, **:
P<0.01.

FHEINT 21.51%F1 35.99% (P<0.05), ybal ¥
mRNA £iKEE /DT 62.02% (P<0.01). i
AE-MIC 19 honokiol X I i 8 PR () 22 35 1 2 i A
K(P>0.05),
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2.3 Honokiol i E#k QS ARG HKE
E Rk = Y 22 i

gqRT-PCR %53 /5 (K] 4), honokiol fE i 2%
S luxs 1Y mRNA Fikar, H, 55X R4
He, 16 F11 32 ug/mL i honokiol AJ f# /uxs mRNA
Tk 50% (P<0.01), {HXF pfs 1 tnad
mRNA K ik & 5200 A K (P>0.05),
2.4 Honokiol #) &Il 13 i F #k luxs mRNA FY
FirES5ERAMEMXER

gqRT-PCR %5 &8/~ (Kl 5), W-MIC 7
honokiol 7£ 0-9 h N, XI luxs mRNA FikH
0 VR FIAE — 22 3 B P 5 T ) 22 TR A5G .
x4, 16 pg/mL A4 honokiol 7£ 9 h i}
AN Juxs mRNA ik FEAK 51% (P<0.05). T
MIC honokiol ££ 0-24 h X} luxs mRNA Fik#
520 35 J0IH (B AR 1 (P>0.05) o 5 F Tuxs £ %2
Wk A2 SR BF BB, ABFRME T
\I-MIC honokiol XJ BTk AL-2 735 & A5
2.5 iF-MIC Honokiol ¥ AI-2 435 & R EZ I

S e R BN (R 6), 7E 0-9 h, E-MIC
honokiol BE B EMHIHEX R R AL-2 /i,

I Control
1.2 - HEES8pg/mL

EE 16 pg/mL
132 pg/mL
*

<
)

Relative expression
=)
Lo

0.4
0.2
0.0 —
luxs pfs tmaA
Gene

[ 4 Honokiol X} E. coli 10389 luxs- pfs #0 tnaA
mRNA RiEERF M

Figure 4  Effects of honokiol on the mRNA
expression of luxs, pfs and tnaA of E. coli 10389.
Compared with control group, *: P<0.05, **: P<0.01.

<l actamicro@im.ac.cn, 010-64807516

0.4

Inducing fold

0.2

0.0

3 6 9 12 24
t'h

B 5 Honokiol I E. coli 10389 luxs EF % FHJ
A
Figure 5 Effect of honokiol on E. coli 10389 luxs

transcription. Compared with control group, *:
P<0.05, **: P<0.01.

250

ok

200

150

100

—=— Control

Bioluminescence value/* 107

50 ——8 ug/mL
—A— 16 pg/mL
0 1 1 1 1 1
0 3 6 9 12 24

El 6 I -MIC honokiol Xf E. coli 10389 AI-2 43
=1:0p-A10)
Figure 6 Effects of sub-MIC honokiol on E. coli

10389 AI-2 secretion. Compared with control group,
*: P<0.05, **: P<0.01.

Horp, 5X%FBRZHAHEE, 16 pg/mL A9 honokiol 7E 9 h
ARl AL-2 A9 F I 2D 29.32% (P<0.01)
2.6 -MIC honokiol X} AI-2 X8 BF
2 B E 55 B E B9 £2 1

qRT-PCR 253 i 7R (] 7), IE.-MIC honokiol
A i 35 P S S 2 BHIR L K mgsR | 2R R
FE[H mebR . ¥MEEBIE WL csrA . fIhD . fIAC .
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12 mm Control
T mm 8 pg/mL
Lol 16 pg/mL

5

& 0.8}

(5]

=

5 0.6

2

= 04}

(5]

=4

024

0.0

mgsR gseB gseC flhD fIhC flic mcbR csrA
Gene

7 Z-MIC Honokiol 3} AI-2 i#Z BF FEB T
WEHE X ES F B9 S0
Figure 7 Effects of sub-MIC Honokiol on the

expression. Compared with control group, *:
P<0.05, **: P<0.01.

flic 1) mRNA ik H SRR, HXT
gseB . gseC I mRNA ik Jo i & 52 m , Hrr,
S5 XML, 16 ug/mL A honokiol wJ {#
mqsR . mcbR | csrA | fIhD ., flhC Fll flic /] mRNA
TR HIFEAE 65.21%. 55.01%, 73.16%.
62.01%. 60.30%7%1 59.71% (P<0.01),

3 WwE5E®

ME BF B> FHLHRI N B AR, 52
YA B2 . BF JE BB Be A AR 5G J PR R A A4S iy
F4i4 = R AS R o, FE RN
E. coli 10389 BF JE iU A4 #1 il Vi1 -5 25 Wik i 1
FIERARM O, BRI E#Y honokiol #11i| BF
B gV AL E A A]

hha , ybal 1 ariR J&5 E. coli BF JE R AH
KL, Hr hha BEIEI T E. coli B4
P B 2 PR RIS i PR A5 () R IR 2 i A TR BF (1Y)
SERH . KGR RIREE; yba) NP RIEA, Al
hha V55 Y HE 18] A 45504 AL [R5 ) BF
AIFE R ariR U RTS8 S 500 ymgB 26 AR
ik, FEARANEE iz sk BF mTE 0,

AR AR R, MIC ) honokiol 7J 82 [
hha .ariR ) mRNA £k i, FEAL ybal () mRNA
FikfE, {HiF-MIC honokiol X} I iR FE PR FA TG
R, FW MIC 9 honokiol = ZL I3 i 5 i
hha, ybal, ariR %55 E. coli BF JE BAH K 1) 3
PRl ek R R HEAE T, TMTSE-MIC honokiol 4 il
E. coli BF FJE U] i b HoAth AN [m] Y i 4%
AR BIWTSE R, QS RSEAEAM A BF Y
G e kBRI G E. coli B QS R 4L
F A 1 A (Luxs/Al-1) . I B (Luxs/AI-2) Fil
indole &4, H ', Luxs/Al-2 R4:1E E. coli BF
AT AR . SIS 1o A v R4 BB,
QS G552 Wi A= Wy Rl 1) T ok, 3 8 5 40 1
WA AR 90 T (ADSE T . Ho,
E. coli NREA MW AL-1, AL-2 B4 J8.5% Pfs (S-
R R D = PR AR ) AN Luxs (AI-2 5 J8H)
2 BRI EEJE 4, 1 indole BY-A A3 indole &
I maA JEFSPO, AR RER,
WE.-MIC #i1 MIC honokiol XJREFM | luxs mRNA
Tk, [HAEA A B [E) 38 B N X Juxs 55 P
mRNA Fik GG, X pfs # naA mRNA
FRFFEATCE M, Hr, W-MIC % honokiol
P AT-2 B9 53 i 5 fuxs mRNA 235 5 (1 FEAIK
#aF—F, FH-MIC (9 honokiol AJ 1@ i F&AI%
Luxs/Al-2 R24H ) luxs mRNA Fikw, ]
AL2 [ RS W20 E. coli BF T
CAMMTERY, AL-2 5200 E. coli BF JERLHY
PU B ZAFE . AL-2 T A0 iR i
P mgsR FED 1) 3235 52 ) JE B 5 2 MR 1) &
B AR AL 43T T R G A (gseBC) B A I 4
Ja PR (esrA), L RGH B H I AH OC B A
(fIRDC I flic 55), 520§ 6 AU A 8% 55 2 B
AR s JRAE A S B (mebR) 1 3k 52 M 28
B MM A RERT, AR R BN, E-MIC
i) honokiol AJ & Z il mgsR. csrA. fIhDC,
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flic Al mchbR ) mRNA F£ikir, [HXf gseBC
mRNA A 3%% 570 8 2 M Hl1EH . RPE-MIC
honokiol =% 2 52 i JE R S+ ZHE IR . 255
ARG AN E. coli BF I

i E P&  honokiol BEMIH £. coli 10389 BF
I A, (HANRIMEBER honokiol #1Hil E. coli
10389 BF JE B AL . o, MIC i
honokiol 3= %21l 1+ 5 i BF JE B 1) AH SC L R &
KRS E. coli BF WJEML; MW-MIC /)
honokiol N =% & o #ii] Luxs/Al-2 2GR
luxs FER RN, FEAL AL2 P40, 5200
JeWEZHE . R E AR S A BN E. coli
BF MJE A

SE 3
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