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Abstract

Ralstonia solanacearum is a soil-borne bacterium infecting vascular system,
causing lethal wilting symptoms on many economically important crops and resulting
severe crop losses. Previously, we carried out transposon (Tn5) insertional mutant
screens to identify genes involved in pathogenesis of R. solanacearum. Two mutants
containing a transposon insertion in RSc0411 or RSc1956 (murl) were found to be
avirulent both on tomato and Arabidopsis. The aims of this study are to further elucidate
roles of these genes in bacterial pathogenesis and the molecular mechanisms involved.
Firstly, R. solanacearum RSc0411 is a homologue of E. coli IptC. LptC, a member of the
novel protein family DUF1239,"%is suggested to be involved in E. coli
lipopolysaccharides (LPS) transport'into the oufén membrane. Here we showed that
RSc0411 mutant was defective in cell*integrity-and in rough LPS production. Notably,
this mutant displayed defécts in Varloﬁ-% _pqt-hogenesis-related properties and the
induction of the type III 'secretion sysEem was attenuated. | The organization of
DUF1239-related gene cluster. is conserv:ed among, gram-negative bacteria, while
sequence homology among .orthologous genes n the'cluster and those involved in LPS
biogenesis varied according to phylogenétic relationships. Complementation tests
revealed that only DUF1239 members in bacteria phylogenetically related to R.
solanacearum were functional to rescue the mutant’s defects, further suggesting certain
specificity in the RSc0411-involved pathogenesis mechanism and LPS biogenesis
machineries may have evolved. Collectively these results imply a novel and crucial role
of RSc0411 in early pathogenesis and LPS biogenesis of R. solanacearum. Secondly, R.
solanacearum RSc1956 encodes glutamate racemase (Murl) protein. Murl catalyzes the
conversion of L-glutamate to D-glutamate which is an essential component of

peptidoglycans in bacterial cell walls. Here we showed that, although RSc1956 mutant



behaved similar to the wild-type strain in biofilm formation, root attachment and
production of plant cell wall degrading enzymes, it was defective in swimming motility
and avirulent in tomato plants. Complementation tests further confirmed the key role of
RSc1956 in R. solanacearum pathogenesis and revealed the importance of its promoter
in precisely expressing Murl function. Taken together, these detailed studies on
RSc0411 and RSc1956 are expected to pave the way not only for elucidating
mechanisms and determinants involved in R. solanacearum pathogenesis but also
potentially establishing useful disease control means.

Keywords: Ralstonia solanacearum ~ DUF1239 ~ LptC - lipopolysaccharide ~ type 111

secretion system ~ Murl
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Amp Ampicilin

BSA Bovine serum albumin

bp Base pair

CFU Colony formation unit

DEPC Diethylpyrocarbonate

DNA Deoxyribonucleic acid

DMSO Dimethyl sulfoxide

dNTP Deoxyribonucleotide triphosphate
DPI Days post inoculation

EDTA Ethylenediaminetetraacetic.acid
EPS Exopolysaccharide

EtBr Ethidiim bromide

Gen Gentamycin

M Inner membrane

IPTG Isopropyl-beta-D-thiogalactopyranoside
Kan Kanamycin ,..-_

LPS Lipopolysacchride"i :
MOPS 3- (N-morpholino)propanesulfonic acid
OD Optical density

OM Outer membrane

ORF Open reading frame

PCR Polymerase chain reaction

RNA Ribonucleic acid

rpm Rotation per minutes

RT-PCR Reverse transcription- PCR

SA Salicylic acid

SDS Sodium dodecyl sulfate

SM1 Semi-selective medium

TEM Transmission electron microscopy
Tet Tetracycline

TTC 2,3,5-triphenyl- tetrazolium chloride
Tris Tris (hydroxymethyl) aminomethane
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syringae ¥ > hrpR~ hrpS4r hrpL E_hrp A& 13 £ 333 #"’Jﬁ hrpR 4= hrpS < 7 it *



s g sigmad™ % & £ 5 hrpL én& > hrpL E 3T 258 & hrp A Flend 31 ie
M B84 4 -9 ehA 4 (Tang et al., 2006) - % X. campestris. pv. vesicatoria ® > hrpG

fo hrpX & hrp A F11 & 3 2 - hrpG & i hrpX e hrpA chi e @ hrpX %2

% v 2 i hrp 4 %] e 44(Tang et al., 2006) °

Il. '?"FE'»-‘% (bacterial wilt > ‘o F% % )

¢ R solanacearum #r3l4cchf fe o (X AL E WA E RR) - 2L R 2
PHBHEEERARET M RpREET LRI R LPA T BT 2T PR
I LA ARE 200 AT AT 2 TEAF F 4 £ H B E (Hayward 1991; Denny
2006) > @ = ¢ ‘LJI%TIFL BE R4 % (Kimetal., 2003)c & p Rehp LiEsed >
F i B v etasn AR A A Al e B R
* 4 I 0k A JERY (VassElef al., 1995) S > FiRiE 7 s o 5

SRR ARES | CUCRE S S RO S £ LR STERIEE $2

o F R G R NTREL R o P L i S ® 3 M % & (Buddenhagen and
Kelman, 1964) - » | T-h

I 1
G i FEEN A ] -1‘.;}& Y 'prroteobacteria A P il

L3 2 R ‘}f‘é-‘}?—} A= ll&ﬁtﬁﬁ: PN phylotypes‘ 7 % biovars~ I i races
% 2% % strains (Denny, 2006) ° & % % 2?5’1’7); Jf;!:)}a‘a % - 2128 (race 1) 2k %)
244 b2 Z Ry 3 24 (Jaunet and Wang, 1999) » @ § sodips S-d &
fed %2 97 F ﬁfkﬁﬂ#mﬁﬁ "3 £ B (Chellemi et al., 1994; Lopes et al.,
1994; Hanson et al., 1998) » iz ¥ § 39571 Jfésfﬁa Find it g g %;L:fﬁa F4g fe it o
FRBEDATEL Y 58 Mbp> & - BERZ LI ME - BEREFH
(megaplasmid) » iT % » A%t p ficy EF F 1 M strain GMI1000 (phylotype 1,
biovar 3, race 1)k F] . @ G4 T A = £ (Salanoubat et al., 2002) » * ¢+ > ¥ § 37
f¢ biovars % races £ strains [PO1609 ~ Molk2 (C. Boucher NCBI web)% strain

UWS551 (Gabriel et al., 2006) 774 F] £ B 7|4~ fi(genome drafts)» & 54k 5 = - Molk2

3



(phylotype II, biovar 1, race 2) ##+ ¥ % i f#F 34 £ (Musa sp.) 9
> TIPO1609 (phylotype II, biovar 2, race 3) T ## 2 F A R E ' § v § &b %
F R 0 @ UWS51 (phylotype II, biovar 2, race 3) BRI R p »t % & ZF @ d Hik
(Garbriel et al., 2006) °

Salanoubat # 4 (2002)4 7 GMII000 A FllepfsfF i > H 44 M2 E FH T 5
mosaic structure > B § teop F] ¥ o KT A FIH @B E o AR F] S b IR AT

87 B %13 (mobile/transposable elements) ¥ &2 £ ¥ B 57 G+C content 1% 3 4p

ok

3 P o it—;“%:'n:ﬁrs AAFleaigit PR EL hE d o d Tip il P TS ah
Wi FORGERAFIA AR s A3 AR RIFFRRFRATEE B LARIL

B RN GleF kAR T T biovars BE R 2 1 g

ﬁ*%#%ﬁ%?? e i e T R R
ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ*%ﬂ%hﬁiigy%nﬁ@ﬁ‘%ig—@~ﬁﬂa
i@“ﬁ?@ﬁpi°éﬂﬁﬁyﬁi%ﬂﬁ' 2 ragl R e

F Y M K TuEAR Y 08T R 2 féiﬁ&é ) _LE'G A0 e P FR T F A

=

FII0 ~ fdE o 4T R '%3}7? o i ‘?\4“«4’&‘% BehA s EE AL - A B
TN PBEIHEFmE R B .\;%ﬁ#mi s B SR E g Es
* % (Denny ,2006) > #7114 > FHep Fe FF 2k AL L BEAH AT LA AT
A Ao B AP F R FOEM ORI G - L4 50 2 (Schell ,2000;
Genin and Boucher ,2004) » p # & Freng 4 %]+ (virulence factor) 4 if 4o
1. ¥z ¢ 3 pE#¥ (exopolysaccharides, EPS)
fefbenie o S REREPSI e Faififr ey el &4 4 F]3 - Ha & &4
SPERE S B T e S o FEPSI R R AR EEHEF LG L PR
25 #-EPSI X fiap 1RIEBR A FicF 2 > RS RPN B ND AT

Amid A KR I > R FINAL B

P
_3’\
™
ek
P
o]
bt
i\
Py
o}
=
P
T
¥
)
P



HECEAEARARG S I kKRR DFicRlFEE S 4 F IR EPSI 2 #4077
& E T A %T%K(Saile etal., 1997 ; Araud-Razou et al., 1998) -
2. M4 AR ILZ ARF 12

R REREY O FRBERRSHENFLEL RN TORE AF L e
BiBAR P Jo 05 E 4 (swimming motility) ~ 4% it % (chemotatic){r4& ¥ {2 (aerotaxis)

SF E R FRmEL L T ok R ik A 2 LS R R RAIC)

PRI Rpd TR G > EFERY EINT R R S0 RIE R
4 197 4 kAp iu(Tans-Kersten et al., 2001) » #7124 ip] - & FiE » 47 {5 0 0S4
WHEREFAREL o FRFFT LB BI AR By 2 FREGGFEZEF 5
ey 3 )0 flz AR P {ed®y e op FT TR AR F LRI
ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁwpﬁﬁﬂp#%ﬁﬁ”ﬂ“%ﬁ B e 19 B EHEd+Hzps T

LB ERLEFD P “r@m-“i: ﬁpgﬁ, %1+ (Denny:2006) © 7 15 F] 48 ¥
1 i APk EE A 4 4390 D 'Uir%@ ’Hi VB REE T R e RS IR
£ F-9 Aerl ~ Aer2 % % ¢ ' % 4|«}L~ Es—“fﬁv‘ o 7’ bR R é ie% /% I % (Yao and
Allen, 2007) - AN = j.

ngaﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬁ@ﬁ3$ﬁawﬂ%i%aﬁﬁiKkﬁﬁgm’g

BRI 5 B e L 5 AL (pili)¥ < (fimbriae) - 3F % W § 5

d type 4 pili & FMW L & #H > fL2z 5 twitching motility (Strom and Lory, 1993) -
FlmE" o type 4pili R B AAIF IR L E AL T H A RS
Fliop 4 T %% (Kang et al, 2002) - & 2 R R R MEEF 0 ORE
(autoaggregation)fr 2 $= %35 = chgy 4 T *F 5 T ¥ v ik P (attachment) Y 4 ¢

R o

4

12
3. A jR{E ¥ e BEef¥ % (plant cell wall degrading enzymes, CWDEs)
o mie fEL o g X R F.ﬁl ¥ ONFE E,)]‘;‘;,}Ev?‘] s ¥ LL4 ﬁLJfE’#}?‘ry‘/ﬁ']le('&f’

FRBEE T ASBREFL T A REIRE S e B 0 F e B



REA fREEE P v ¢ dry ~ fA ¢ B-1,4-endoglucanase (Egl) ~ exoglucanase (ChbA) -
endopolygalacturonase (PehA or PglA) ~ exopolygalacturonases (PehB and PehC)fr
pectin methylesterase (Pme) o # #-PehA ~ PehB ~ PehC ~ Pme ¥ jp#3'f £ 7 & & §
FeBLE TR/ Y T o & Egl 2% ChbA gl R ¢ i@ = 48 B4 5 ch3k % (Gonzalez
and Allen., 2003; Liu et al., 2005) - izt & fZf% 2% ¥ d type II protein secretion system
(T2SS)i& ¥ 3|t 55 » T2SS € Fted chbr & Ji > @ {5 ol I € 4% T3SS #7dr
#1(Liu et al., 2005) -

4. ¥4 F-v (siderophores)

S5 MBI G A S A BB - R R R
iron-acquisition system 4 _—T(}"ii 4 o ’,}_% 'ff'»f)?ﬁ %ﬁ ¥ A4 3-v % schizokinen » ¥ 14
A 4 polycarboxylate £ 4 3-v 4 #2l o staphyloferrinB (Bhatt and Denny, 2004) - P
A odiok FIREG A &miﬁadp‘.—* Xjﬂ’% Ji AFiton-aequisition system >
1+ 7] staphyloferrin B 4% % & Q“'ﬁ‘«t ’é, ﬁr’f Rpd e
5. =234 i | 'gﬂ

& R solanacearum # »PrhA }w ﬁ;#ﬂ{mm Hf@‘»w P VR B UL
EACEE R i | ip’% #""9&-}9 PrhR > 71 d “PrhR ¥ - # 45%]5 Prhl > Prhl
0y g F)S Prh) o prhd & s S Lux/JphA 2% R o Prhl 3 fo s e 3
F1+ hrpG > hrpG &% = 414 36k sdhi & A drF > hrpG # ;%‘d # 47 hrpB
(HrpB-dependent HrpG regulon)i& @ #4457 # 20 % i hrp # F](Aldon et al,
2000 ;Cunnac et al., 2004; Valls et al., 2006) > &7 2570 7 B3 4 v hi R
(Cunnac et al., 2004; Angot et al., 2006) » 4@ ig 4 j& ¢ 3f 12k F] hrpY foag & e we ¢
3 4 F-d PopA £ PopC:m A hrpB B #rehA Fl+x 5 3 — B F 7| %2 dgad + &
# hrp  box (Cunnac et al., 2004) - HrpG » ¥ 12 ”g £ HrpB &3 355
(HrpB-independent HrpG regulon)Z %554 i R FlF chk TR o Aok fRE 4 o ve B

% % (plant cell wall degradation enzymes) ~ 18 4 |+ j7 fi % (phytohormone) ¢ i



4 & % (auxin) (Valls et al., 2006) = p @ & 5 o Aehrp A FE 2 £ & R
B F B ATIRR 0 48P Hip pilus chin s o % Sk FIGTIE 1K
iy 4 o R MEHEFRERORE S o T2 NP R R A 2 ) S B AT eeh
it * (Aldon et al., 2000 ; Vasse et al., 2000) °

6. 7% 5 f& (lipopolysaccharides  f§ # LPSs)

LPS ¥ r2 ik m A £ % 4 4 enff 3 5 Gl4e LPS ¥ 2 sl R F ALK F A
B2 P I3 SfrF Lo EF > RERRFFLE L AF L H
P 2 & %72 (Dow et al., 2000; Newman et al., 2007) « F]o* LPS Ajph & % 1 2 3
T d eRFFIRFFF LR @ #é%fg‘i#ﬂg*?.’riﬂ};kfr:fﬁa& A EF LD
we 4 e #7025 — £ LPS biogenesis A& H % i 0 B PR w g F Ay T MG
B TR Ed e AR %@%Eﬂ?i% el F Al R i (Kao and
Sequeira, 1991; Thomsen étrals, 2003)= &‘i Feo ’fﬁ «fm;i AL LPS 67 U # R
S SN ’§ff5ﬁ' AxEALpE 7@% fF t o A7 8 #(Graham et al,
1977)» % & %> &gt 5 p%] LPS mfﬂ ¥ -f'a‘ 7}% e e zV i» 4 17 (Whatley et al.,
1980; Baker et al., 1984; Varbanets et al. 2003) ’}H‘—ﬂ LPS mi £~ R GF AP
B3 442 H B4R ’ﬂé"%@l 25w \méF ¥ i 0 opscluster e rfaF
%ﬂﬁLm€$$ﬁﬂMmemeWyjé%%*L%ibﬁg%ﬁ%%i
e 47 h3% g 4 (Titarenko et al., 1997) e
7.PheA B F o R AR B #

7R F RO # ALY PheA 7 A AR F R B OEOR F15 (e
#)oPhcA ¥ M E RARFEZEDI AL EPS T thF 4 -~ DNA & p 2R i # (natural
transformation) ~acyl-homoserine lactone quorum sensing system (Schell, 2000; Kang et
al., 2002) o ¥ ® ¥ 12 f 34 3 PehA ~PehB 74 # ~staphyloferrin B (24 2 -~ type 4 pili

A 4 8@ BT twitching motility o2 4 5593 = ~ swimming motility ~ HrpG #7

A T3SS o hr RUEF S HHFRE S 7§ B AL R P 0 L PR R



7 @ & 258 4 (swimming ~ twitching motility) = 74 S fe 4 4330 > L {] % o a4 2
i hmbe BEpE R o = 3140 kS i BR N > mF R H R MR EEP
7 x84 0§ wEEAFiE- T#E S > 3-OH PAME # % PhcA i it > gt
¥ PhcA 1f € #r]2 % fw ﬁé_i dha 4 FF o IE YT R4 F]F XpsR o XpsR e
VsrC ~ VsrB 47 £ 88 7% {2 » ¥ 1% 4 eps transcription » & 2 %é-‘ffia A & PR
i F1F EPS T i ]~ £ & 2 % ¢ § pEre & ¢ 4 (Garg et al., 2000; Genin et
al., 2005) -
~LPS 2 £ 222383548402 DUF1239 P A= 3

e A R R TG sk R AL L & P (drdn
AR R )OG T @ EwEHT A AEERE DG S L2 @ A7 ek
B¢ 4% o LPS L3 fA I ueEi e & Pl 3 dhan g 9 1 % fE (Bos et
al., 2007) > LPS ‘= =80 (& M1 & qes 2t h o /Q‘HEJJ Hpn KM% 5 A (hydrophobic
membrane-anchored lipid A moiety) » Jf’“ ':,_} g%(short core oligosaecharide) - % % 8 9
O-FLk % prié(distal and most Variialile qultlgen polysaccharlde chain) » # # £ LPS
# % O-antigen fL2. & 42 7 J r] % ﬁ%(rough LPS Fz? - R«LPS) PP REGZ Bl
=& 2 LPS RIfEz & % ﬁ‘“ i (smooth LPS £\ \f4 A S-LPS)(Newman et al.,
2007) = P #F5 3 @4 LPS fefmse i & p ’«‘s‘.f(inner membrane)it (7 £ ¥ A > A
FET o LPS end 2 B e s ] A A g /ﬁﬂ%' f%:]’ < %1% F p{f] Escherichia coli # ¢

4

)
=

Bt
&Y
Lw

o fe B0 LPS ALEE Bl b stendp BB IR A2 o - E TlBar 0 B 1

ey

Y ABBEATIRE Y AP RS T (T ) LPS iE i it Ad » Bl B
B fm e Wi Rev Tk e 155 B4 = = (Sperandeo et al., 2007; Ma et al., 2008; Sperandeo et
al., 2008; Tran et al., 2008; Narita and Tokuda, 2009) > B 0 & (f ¥t v FE£ 764

% % LptA, LptB, LptC, LptD, LptE, LptF, LptG ; k@ > p = “,% 7 {84 LptA 30 ¥
2 LPS E &% & @ LptB ¥ 12 4v LptF~LptG~LptC % & 3} = LptBFG & LptBCFG>

fe = ABC tranaporter *} (Narita and Tokuda, 2009) > i & Fv B ez 5 4] 2 H 2 /F



% T EH BRI AL BT

DUF1239 # 5 5ok cha 8- + £ 190 Brefhph | chk ks § > B ¥

B+ % E Eocoli @ aLptC (2% & & YrbK)F “7F7 3 o o 3T & 87§ 7 4o E

coli LptC v %% 3-v I %27 LPS 14 & & 273 3% (Sperandeo et al., 2006 and
2008) o AF7F LT fE B %‘éf}ﬁs AP e R A I RSC0411 & F » & % LPS 02 &
NEEE S R ERF A P wehed o
VI~ murl & Flenip A= 3

Murl 3-v 5 glutamate racemase > ¥ 14 #- L-glutamate 1" §& % = D-glutamate »
@ D-glutamate & % = ‘w Fin e BPS R PEOE & & 4 0 F G Dt BE L X
v ey FEE TR £ el B e A = BB SRR 0 T G
& { % e D-glutamate ¢ f2 %”:‘;a; FlAj= & € 7 Deglutamate {1l § i3 = p £ 4 T » 11y
¥ wE T glutamate s GHE T @?&?L# Ta‘ % cr(Howet, aky, 1995) - Murl 3-v F ¢

Bl Y ¥ 0L dimer 155 3 x__("ﬁ\-" ;E.'ellcobacter pylori) » #&_r2 monomer 3} 3\

F t(4—:E. coli) » B @ glutamate r cemaqe jz‘i;_% 7};1 e 3 7L 3 B iA Pl fEE
CRER R Ry #‘? T ' IDlA gyrase 1nh1b1tor HLEEFT T o P oA @ demurl
7 FAk B ﬁ%w,g @ %@mﬁ@wﬁh#m»mﬂEJ@mdd
2%&’E{mm&ﬂ&ﬁ@4%ﬁﬁﬁi3ﬁ%%%’QA{i%%éﬁﬁﬁﬁ
& Ao
5 hE A R(E E L Bacllus ) fr- v 2 A Natrialba 2z - &2 £k
4 ¥ Cnidaria # 142 = Poly-y-glutamate (PGA) > ¢ D-glutamate = L-glutamate
* e PGA ¥ e wmAad BB 2 50+ B wRF 4 5+ (Candela and
Fouet, 2006) - % glutamate & & > > Pl F<H PGA #2°° > €3¢ = 2 24 o 5iea)
T 23 g REH A K54 2 256 4 (swimming motility) (Chagneau and Saier
2004) - D-glutamate fv L-glutamate & W j#2 75 3 Vel > v P 58 wET ¥

4 I8 838 e o B frime BEinie S o D-glutamate (72 & ¥ d S RS A 4



H - Fd D-amino acid transaminase ##.{* D-alanine {v a-ketoglutarate #& % 7z {& & 4
D-glutamate - 2 = §_d glutamate racemase E & i#i* L-glutamate 75 = D-glutamate
(Pucci et al., 1995; Fotheringham et al., 1998) o d B = 77 § 70 5 & 7 ¥ 45 3| -
fa+ 11352 D-glutamate 1fi% % - 4 & E. coli ~ Lactobacillus = Pediococcus & * ¥
7 glutamate racemase fi¥ % » it 3 £ ‘w 4 Saphylococcus spp. f- Bacillus sphaericus
e pF s oot o fifE % it A5 = D-glutamate (Pucci et al., 1995; Fotheringham et al.,
1998) - & E. coli ¢ > glutamate racemase = £ & d "X R pF w 4% 5
UDP-N-acetylmuramoyl-L-alanine (UDP-MurNAc-L-Ala) 1 # ¥ > Murl 7 &
UDP-MurNAc-L-Ala /& it 4 # 14 # L-glutamate it = D-glutamate (Doublet et al.,
1994) » UDP-MurNAc-L-Alai® ™ 53 E. coli #-N {21 Bicfipi(8 & & fF <15
A A 21 B ER) TS |TC Hafi% % (Ho et aly, 1995) o o = 7 3577 . ‘m 7 £ Murl
F & dimer &4 > R AR UDP- MurNAc L-Ada & T 7,3 % 12 (Lundqvist etal,
2007) o 'm A de i BEES R pEEDZ £ g = i.,sﬁﬁ 5 oh A ol B4k F ¢ D-glutamate
AR PES Y - B ‘%J A -’f—' ,,TF‘-@ il UDP-MurNAc-L-Ala s 5d pEE
MurD it 22 UDP- MurNAG:L- Ala D-Glu - # ] MurE fo MurF .1 25 =
UDP- MurNAc-pentapeptlde B A R P ( ‘xf}éﬁ:‘*’j) (Doublet et al., 1994) - # < #;
#FY B murl EERE T ERA wre A;\éu 7-1 PR @ e S SRR IR
foo FBE AR Murl B €38 % P A 3R ¥ 4o im#e ¥ 4 44 #7 4 (Baliko and
Venetianer , 1993) o

p w7 7 B ot glutamate racemase # ¥ 4-£2 glutamate (1t 3Bf > » [ pF 5 DNA
gyrase inhibitor > %2 ‘m®z & %] BF DNA processing ° DNA gyrase (DNA topoisomerase
IT) 5 DNA processing ® B & & ¥ % 2. — > 4| * jjJ'4£ ATP i negative supercoiling
DNA {rig.it DNAs decatenatione P # ¢ 4re3 DNA processing 3-v (4v: Gyrl) & - %
3 B 7| %= e DNA-binding motifs> & Murl #7/2 5 DNA-binding motifs (Ashiuchi et

al., 2002) » Jn % 4 ¥ e DNA gyrase ¥ /A8 3F 5 chdd 2 FELiE & o s B v

10



Fl+ A&7 UL L =% &% - ¥4 (4r:coumarins {o cyclothialidines) 1 & + 3£
ATP ek f2 @ $r4) supercoiling it > % = FHr4|F (4 & = 17 quinolones) # 12
FHEE I DNA hx B 7 B A 5353 > RTHF R % = Fdrd| 3 (4 E coli @
Gyrl~Mycobacterium sp.s7» MfpA 2 M. tuberculosis 7> Murl) £ 4] * -+ $ DNA gyrase
= DNA % & @ = # #r4] DNA gyrase (Ashiuchi et al., 2002; Sengupta et al., 2006) °
H ¢ M. tuberculosis s Murl # %% & 3| DNA gyrase (3 @ # GyrA fr= # GyrB)
0 GyrA Hig? > @ 2 g2 g {e DNA % £ > & 5 Frd] 2 5 2 (Sengupta et al,
2006) > H3F wm F R P T T e B 4% AP o glutamate racemase 7 & PSR pET AR
4 UDP-MurNAc-L-Ala # 454 3 DNA gyrase #r+#|+F 7% 1% (Ashiuchi et al., 2002) °

Glutamate racemase ¥2 B # 19l s racemase # oot fi¥ % 7 3 T @ o s (4o
pyridoxal-phosphate; PLP) - J:_“ g i i L g rageémase L 7 B P AR e £
WAe B @ 2 & i As PLP il pé racet{lase PHAsZE e 55 ik 4 (Yoshimura et al.,
1993) o L #* ¢ 4 32 P glutamate rac;ﬁn?ﬁe m)% Z) I 2R F oo g IELVT‘ oAtk d e
o AHR TR Rﬁﬁm#~%ﬁ# 4§JK &EW’WWEWﬁ%
% 3 glutamate racemase 73z* i (ASE:uchl et al 2002) Pt BT T ARE Y 4y
B AFERET G glutam:ate racemase & R 25 '?] BAR xR 2D
¥ ¢ DNA 47 % # # (Ashiuchi et al., 2002) - #fl BAKT ¥ Y R4 F glutamate
racemase =14 i3+ > 123 3 DNA topoisomerases > 12 H ¥ " i L B B e o
VI-F3% P

BEAR D W MY F R R RIS § - B F s AP ERE
R AFFED B R AR FDT R A e d T RepFLF L P RE
Ro4ek it g R~ 2 20 18 0 f2 B4 R 2 B FORBI - A ER
Fls AL BERERF 20T 8 2Ry AP T RBTET N RS ERE
Bop R FnpE o WG on iy BRE R T T A g o AR HR T AT

* prEE+ (TnS) K vg &8 3o 4 "% Mo 155 ) R € ta(Linetal,, 2008) - # ¢ & &
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RGP O PR B B A E o A A AT Y F] TnS E A Ak
PEART AV R L SR FRBARB S LHERT c SR HAEER

TS 46~ F & A dert iy 2 k%) RSC0ALL (# A& 514 4% 4 573 DUF1239 2 F] %
¢ ) &2 RC1956 (murl) > AF7  B ch S 4RSHES B 1o p FATH OB M4 A 7
RppA A BE AR PELEMES 2 H S ERERT AP A Pow e A
T e E FIUTR DI Jpa Y (ol a4 o A PoehAi S i 4 S EPS ehAg 4 o
WL AE B fm e BEeDP%E %k 5L type 1T secretion system » Hrp %3 eh% = A 4 % 5

B)RIESAT B E BATIT R FEARBWHLF- H 2P AR S 2

12



FoR FmRHMEES 2
A Tt 2 FRE TG R A - s 0 FHRATKLF B R E-
SO FEBRMHENAEAERA T HRERNE R B SLERD )L o AT AT
et R F Y 80 kRIEAT] TTC % A (% 5 27 % THERAZ B
o RIGRRRE A LA cm) 628 AR A fRAS AL AR 2]
i dEd G F +éﬁr,—),g\; ﬁr,—gp,i‘a % #r (Solanum esculentum) L390 > # % Nicotiana
tabacum Wisconsin 38 (W38) 4+ Nicotiana benthamiana -
B% - 384 RScO411 A7 g @ 4% cn®F 4 A bk 5 5 22t S A 4 fice #ra
d e Pss190 48 0 RSC0411 R 4k = # 41 * EZ:TN™ < KAN-2 > Tnp
Transposome™ kit (Epicentre) # %l (A2 chom & = 384 murl 7 F @ #7% 205 4 7]
RS DA O g - o 1 ?s?t’ A B e PssdeE AL e murl R F RS H I
Transposome TM kit (Epicentre) & Pssl90 # 3= #rfl{FA 4 » 2 & £ {/* DNA p
oAk e B i - kEhe= )
R3] “TH A o7 Pss4 isogenic xé@ *;E;.ﬁ
L ¥=3 1}‘_—.}%;;-] genomchNA | | -';ﬂ
- B L 523 0% ﬁ 2 %#} ’ *“28 ;arfi*% 12- 16 ] PE TR R R Y
13000 rpm s 1 4 48 5 & “fj fﬁ-n » e > 200 uL é1lysis buffer » R £323 » L 4o
»~ 66 uL NaCl » ;& &£ 323 > ™ 13000 rpm &t < 10 Agd o M-t R B PIATEORCE
W5 0 e r — AR AR o0 chloroform v dE 458 fria 3 {5 > 11 13000 rpm 3w 10 A 48
Bk R i F - BACRHLC F o B4 2.5 BAEAE 100% SEpH @ 2 TR o 4
o2 ks 3 “fj gk £ 00500 ul 75% ppE e - Kt 0 poARECE (S 0 A~ 20
L & /2 3+ kB fE3pst o £ 4~ 2L 7 RNase A (20 pg/mL) » % 37 15
& 4815 0 B-EPeh g 45 ] genomic DNA 5 3238-20 & * -
2. @ # plasmid DNA
- MR e g B 1L.5mL Fik 0 2 13000 rpm s 5 A48T 0 4 b iR 0 4e 100

uL solutionl » j& & 353 » £ 4c » 200 pL sulution (& fe) - iR £355 > £ 4

13



» 150 pL sulution - 4Z4=/R £ 353 {5 > 2 13000 rpm oo 10 4 488 » P~ F ik I
FTEOMCE HLos g 04~ 4 % M 4§ ¢ phenol/chioroform/isoamylalcohol (25:24:1)» PCI
AR AoRE T LA > BT A5 PCIR £323 > 11 13000 rpm A 10
AABTS 0 B FR D AT ds § 0 4o E 84 e isopropanol v 1/10 48 4% <0 3M
NaOAc (PH6.5) > iR £33 {5 » #5220 30 4 4as > 12 13000 rpm 3o 5 4 45

2 ik 500 b 75% eiEpE e - S is 0 p RS S 0 S 20Ul & A2 A

4y

KB fRES > L4~ 2 ul 9 RNase A (20 pg/mL) » & * 37 15 24818 0 K
% P~éhplasmid DNA 5 3c*-20 & % o
3. Fa M A (Cloning and transformation in E. coli)
3-1 R & p*:d48 F & (polymerase chain reaction, PCR)

PCR ##) 4] * Taq pol-ffmerase fe & 10X Tag-polymerase buffer i& {7 § 2% o i&
T A A4~ F A £ 94 denature 5 /»\ %5 (5 > & Y 94" denature 30 §/ ;55
annealing 30 f (¢ 4 3¢ & B = ¥f prlmdf":.;_ 'éeglting temperature # & @ 4v 14 3 ) o
72 clongation (1 Kb < I aBkif-f 1.9 > 48 b 98P i2Jk PCR product &2
IEERSIER S e T ) S '

iy N

R E PR GF TR R AR S

Stock Volume Final conc.
2.5 mM dNTP 2 uL 0.25 mM
10X PCR buffer 2 uL 1X
DMSO 2 uL 10%

10 mM primer (Fwd) 1 pL 1 mM

10 mM primer (Rev) 1 puL 1 mM
Template x uL

Tag polymerase (2 U/uL) 0.2 uL

Distilled H,O (11.7-x) pL
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Total 20 ub

3-2 DNA % it

#- PCR product |* Gel/PCR DNA fragments extraction kits (gene maker) it
it o & PCRproduct » 4v » % #84f 2. binding buffer 4= 10 uL Silica Matrix » ;& &
25385 13000 rpm s 1 A48 B FRd 2 (R T H20ul 2 FiR) 0 #
T & ¢ Silica Matrix *z > spin column ¢ > £ 12 13000 rpm &t~ 1 4 48 > 4r » wash
buffer (7 ethanol) > 12 13000 rpm &g 5 4 45 > Zfzf%i%“ff column ¥ & wash buffer -
bo o~ FOE )2 3 K w5 column b 9 DNA > £ 2 13000 rpm s 3 A 4B 1S o
T B Ptz DNA A4 -

3-3 *4|ps (restriction enzyme) 3 it -k j# (digestion)

3% 5 pg 448 (vector) 22t i 15 < MR ) PCR & 4+ 4c » 0.5 plL 73
F#IpE % » 10X NEBuffer 2pl /4 82 4+ et S SR 20 L » 37 7 F 2
-4 pas i & gigation) | |

Insertion DNA (B % £-5]) ki’i\: 18 ."1-:3-:1 B j%.;‘Fi £ 4 % 10x ligation buffer 1 uL
22 T4 DNA ligase 0.5 pL+> ZfBL & ji-]”é H+ok3 ﬁx*‘ A = 10pL > B3 16 -RigH
16 /| ¥ o .

3-5 55 4% %% iE dm e g ) (T

BeSul 25 ¥ (52 FAREDNA 22 50 ul + B % EH% SR £ 0 Bk

30 m 480 2T 42 RIBH A5 F) 0 R B YR 3 44818 > 4e » 900 pub SOC medium

MES N FR L B F P 0337 TREFRAL P Mg 1A

&
3

Bod b 0 R A IR R 8 e U o MR &R PR 0 B i iE
LB FRE AL 3T THEREE 16 B PF

4. AT

4-1 53

15



FI* low copy h§* 48 pUFR047 (32 Amp ~ Gen) * 5 *§ % @ BB+ & D
REWREAT AR murl R EHhen3 44 A £ & Pssd background - RSc0411 % %
PR3 A A A% Pss190 background - ¢+ “b > RSC0411 X #fx» & (7 8 & wF e
J 4L F] (ortholog) = 4 » # 4% Cupriavidus taiwanensis (Ct) ~ Ralstonia metallidurans
(Rme) ~ Ralstonia eutropha H16 (Reu) ~ Xanthomonas campestris pv. vesicatoria
(Xcv) ~ Erwinia carotovora subsp. carotovora (Ecc) ~ Escherichia coli (E coli) » #73 &
(734 F Seil 3+ R0 h -~ 2 e
4-2 f#ﬁﬁ lacZ transcriptional fusions

F1* medium copy "4 pCZ962 (z j — i promoterless lacZ reporter gene
Fo Tet) » #-p &£ 7] start codon /L% 4& 500 bp ) 1##%1 lacZ transcriptional fusions
" iE 7 promoter activity F 5 A feaik i il x5 1+ },% 7] Pss190 7 genomic
DNA H£ 5 o+ F % ST RIF 5] 3 205 B Fipde= ~ = 0

F 4 % o2 sk gL bl L
51§ oo B e ol | ,-E |

POH - BT 00 5230H %%f& 28 1 200pm & B £ 16 | proB- 1 mL
ODggo =1 P Ejife % » IOO.mL 523 Rlie AT 5080 200 pm R T A
7 T3 5) ODgoo —0.5 ek &t 0w 845 8L o5 m % o g i)~ s § 9 >
6500 rpm 4 .o 10 4 45 0 =3 b %’- % > 2 20mbL ke pﬂ—i KA e
B0 2 6500rpm 4 e 10 A 4E e 3 b Fik 0 1 10mL skdhg A B ok
e Uk 0 £ 4 6500 rpm 4 Freo 10 A48 o A bR 0 de r Smb ki 10%
glycerol #* ftm¥e Tk » 4 6500 rpm 4 dro 20 A48 o B d b ik o 4o r 1L5mlL
7k e110% glycerol #* fxim¥e fwiik » A % 150 ub & & FMcE 3 g ¢ > T PsE B3
R E Y R FW-80 skda o HEFEATY o FRUKERYT F 4 E K
T T AR P A o
52 F a2 A% i e chig ) (£ 2

16



P~ 2uL ¥4 DNA fr 150 ul —;—Jf;;.-;f:e %m0 LSmL e R g F 9 o
e T F I E R 25KV gk o 12 1mL 523 i HE
BAARERNFAR A B EY BN 28 TREIRA 3 )FLER
A E GRS EE AR > BEA28 TRAADZ X o

6. @ # allelic mutants

-7 157 F) (Pss4 ~ Pss1308) 1™ MP 4833 % & & 28 T 200 rpm &7 #
%7 % o B 40 pL iR {o 5 ub ¢ genomic DNA 2R £353 > gL433t BG 748
A& A (3 it glucose) o B2 28 TR AS X {I% g FF 4 ok E
Az FFeT ko e r HeB A E Y Mgl o 3 ",‘TTJ R o R E FlR
e RE 22 e U o MR £ REPE R g 5 0 LR 4 ETC B % A (Fo Kan)
308 TEES I o :

7. RNA # 3| 2 _
7-1 53 24 F#ARNA (i * Rl\feéis.'.;ﬂ\/li-l:nimKit Invifrogen)

PPH- F i ?ﬁﬁ,z 3L X~ e 20|mM gjutamate IMP /li’ f4 32 % X (Boucher et al.,
1985) " 528 2001pm 2K % J. mnz,f;;)iilé ODgn—0.8 » 5 1.5 mL 1
FiR B E 0 e h 5% mSTOP solutlon (95% ethanol ~ 5% phenol) >
T 126000 rpm #es 10 4 48 0 & gk o de 200 pL TE buffer §= 2 puL 77lysozyme
(0.1 mg/pl)» A AR L5 15 » 4% 5 A4 4 » 700 pb RLT buffer (5 7 pl
B-mercaptoethanol) » v 42 £ 353 {8 > 12 13000 rpm &< 5 4 48 #- b ik ] o F
AT E S F 0 £ 4o~ 500 pb ¢ 100% ethanol » =R & fS 0 RH T
QIAshredder spin column > 2 13000 rpm . 1 4 48 > 4v » 350 uL RW1 buffer 7
column > £ 12 13000 rpm &< 1 4 48 > 2 {8 -] < 9 column * 4e » 70 uL 77RDD
buffer f= 10 uL 7 DNAse> # ¥ lhr {$ > 4c » 350 pL 2 RW1 buffer /i RNeasy spin
column » 14 13000 rpm = 1 & 4&8f5 » 4c » 500 pL RPE buffer %3 =t » 3. 2

3 *# RPE buffer » £ 2 13000 rpm #- 2 4 43 5 3 ‘% column PR ARV o Mk

17



f¢ e RNeasy spin column ¥ » #7¢fc & 3w F 2 4c » 20 uL DEPC -k » 12 13000 rpm
oo lad *F FF a5 FRNA R A -
72 TR AYRYE (1% formaldehyde gel)

P~ | g chagarose *r » 37mL & 3 35 ko Mol e g 2w 2B fRE 0 B
3 70-80 - #4c » SmlL e710x MOPS 2 8 mL 1937%® fR £353 (2§~ & ¢ >
B dfnfe FALEER * o B~ 1-2 ul total RNA » 2 uL 10x MOPS » 3 uL 37%
® f2> 10 pb =1 formamide 2 1 plL 1 EtBr (10 mg/mL)» 8 & {832 75 44t 10 4 450
Bkt &4 Aris o R o F H-total RNA #8502 » 48 > 0 TR 70-80 RF
BELAEYG -

7-3 F @&cR ¢ PR 45 & (RT-PCR)

AW it chEsE e L Promega kit o 11 E YR PR Y 0 mRNA {45 ¥ 3
poly A tail> @ * Oligo (dT)s/% ¥ 3b=p % cDNA- 4% 7 8 4= B~ 1 pg 57 RNA >
v~ 2 ub 9 dANTP mix (10 mM) ~ 1 .iﬂ_:'ﬁ’l:R-andom primer (0.5 pg/pl) ~2 pL
10x reverse transcription buffer 4 pL m‘;‘MgClg (25 mM) ~ 0.4 ulL =7 AMV reverse
transcriptase (15U/uL)% 0.4 uL recomblnant RNasm rlbonuclease inhibitor » B {$ 4% -k
IREEA 20 pL ot 0 B 42 /1 5 [ BE B iﬁ—f;_fl[%;}; BO9S o B S AE o 208
Bkt 5 A4 Bk F ko A€ DEPC -k X .f‘:,&%éﬁ 100 pL > #-cDNA 7k-20 & * o
7-4 FpF 2§ RT-RCR

i * Bio-Rad Real-Time PCR Detection Systems » cDNA 2~ 5 ulL (5] 500
ng/uL ) > 9 uL SYBR Green Supermix > 0.5 pL 7 forward primer (10 uM) > 0.5 puL
reverse primer (10 uM) » 4 & A2 3+ K 2 2 8F 2 18pul - R &3593 {2
Real-Time PCR Detection * Ji& B ¥ & {7 F & > £ 5 1Q5 48 4 47 -

8. 2L 47
81 2 £d M

POEH - FED] 523 %A A A 200mpm R F A 16 ) BE o I Ak kR

18



(HITACHIU-3200) i#|# # # 3 & ODgoo> B~ 100 pL :70Dg00=0.3 (F £ ~ 4 5 3x10°
CFU/mL) Fi% ¥ 523 & M9z #33 % & 100mL ¢ > ** 28 &g 200 rpm 33 %
#e REBAF LR lml iR kR E H sk @ ODgop T e sz o
8-2 BL¥E A4

PoH - FELOS23 M A A28 1 200rpm B A 16 ) o 1 A
% Sk & 3+ (HITACHIU-3200) 7] 2 H % %6 & ODgoo » F £ #-F]i% 34 $| ODgoo=0.3
(3x10°CFU/mL)> £ #— & 70k 7 4Ff8 B~ 10uL ik & & ] 5 3x10°~3x10* 3x10°
CFU/mL ik % & CPG ~ CPG+0.019SDS ~ M9 ~ SM1 F#33 % & + > % & 28
A ES X o hRERZEAELETG R .
8-3 FH A L MP H L4 45

POH - FIED 523 R Alep % A ¥ 28 52200 mpm R A 16 ) B f1r 2
%3k & 35 (HITACHIU-3200) G890k & OBgo-2 # Fif 3} 7] ODgpo=0.3 » 11 4+
F 4= » # % Nicotiana benthamana (Nb) rm; pé i %k g "+ ik i~ gf‘« {é e
Ohr fr 24hr A %] 12 47k BBy 7 ,’i’}g%ﬂ o :azhé;,;'ug tri e o B0 E
4o~ 1mL ehi@ FK o e R B E»;-ﬁﬁhbm Rl K T R
3 e B HoenffE R LB 10pL f‘é&»j’f K ]j'i"_(Zvaalna_lmycm 2 SMI1 Hi x4t 0 5

R A fegdna g i P oRE - | |

8-4 ¥, F B A 17 Stress response (Branch et al 1965)

PeH - FiEA RS2 RMBAL 2T 28 . 200rpm B F ¥ % 16 | pF > | *
& % % B 3+ (HITACHIU-3200)ir] & # = % (& ODgqo > #-F]i% 3 | )k & ODgoo=0.3

BFROEBE P EF e 3 Y3 44 % polymycin B)4r » 523 F & ¥ F & MP

FEPARMBARAY » L#- 4oa 8 Lol 5532 FERAM S
523 A MP B A 2mL e r FE P T ERF- F A ER I FH 2 SR
54 B F RO R 0 #4550 pl ODgoo=0.3 2 it e » & 388 @ »» 28 & 200 rppm
Hutd Y RTR A S23R A AN 16 BB MP 3 & 330 ] s
A U & sk kB 3H(HITACHIU-3200)iR] £ H w3k & ODgoo > T % 451t a2 o
8-5 MK ~ § & (Biolog'") FrAPI-Zymps % hs 45

PH- AERAATICHME AR » % A28 it - %
Biolog™ 7 % % ‘& ¢ #5432 % ;g GN Inoculating Fluid (Biolog catalog # 72101)
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Bty A 2 FET 0 XA W B150 pl ODgoo=0.3:1% 3% & /% 4r » GN2 MicroPlate
(Biolog catalog # 1101)en& — B3tk » > 2 28 32 & 4% - % > §|* ELISA
reader (Beckman Culter AD340)i7| & # ¥ £ ©O0Ds70 » £ 88 FiR kR > AT F
SE R * o APIZymp% 2 RIF A€ * B ¥ 2 2 (bioMerieux Vitek, St Louis, MO,
USA) ki {79 % > B £B-ODgoo=150pFi% *v » APIZym kiten#& pIpE %3k ¢ - #
B A8 Ahrid o £ BRITGR Y F - FARM 0 L - FBEA 0 #5304 4
PApzsdrH gpd B o
8-6 7%\ T F Miks

P - FERALTIC BAE % 4 16 1 F5 " A2 5 ke % 40
Fle™ ko B~ 10 ul s0EFi% F i carbon-coated copper grid (100-200 P ) # % 40

3

Py R FRASE Hik o F 100k 0 1% phosphotungstenic acid # % 30 )

R i A2 phosphotungstemc acid > = ELPEY & carbon-coated copper grid
RS TV R TN # B pcgi(Hitachi He 7650)%}3"*‘ T I i e A R

9. s Fs S AN 4 2 A ] ;:,..'-,;- |
9-1 ¥ it 4 eipl [SWImmlng motllltjf (Llu etal 2005) and Twitching motility ]
PPH- AERA R TTC E«]&*"iﬁ %é F 16 fJ‘B.%ﬂ* £ pﬂ—i I kR AR ep
Fie T ko r Ak %&**(HITACHIU&ZOO)/P ié'_,ﬁ % & ODggo> B~ 1 pL. ODggp =
1 PR F 2 03%FEERER AL (2 1% rﬂtryptone) D328 HuE A Y B
% 48 /) BF > qp PR T e 4% swimming motility 25 L T o 34 H - FiE 3 & £ CP ¥
32 % 2 (1% peptone,0.1% casein hydrolysate,0.5% glucose) + » #¥: % 18 ~ 24 ~ 28
A EERE R B SR B H - (7% o0 twitching motility &) f& -
9-2 & icPIWeigF 4 BliE (Jofre et al., 2004)
o o S5 L390 s SofE e kY o rigkd 80pm BF A 2 o L ¥
BRI B I - & MRS 2K 5 s bR EL BT K
B RE > L2 R - RAESEA B ERAS X 2 23028 200rpm B

Fr A 16| R 1% & k% &3 (HITACHIU-3200) 7] & H & % & ODgop
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B~ 400 pL ODgoo=0.3 it f-f8 - F 1 - #4185 40 mL shpie i) » 2 4= 16 24
R AL Y o B b T e X A NF AR R RO A Y 0 % A28

fEiE S0rpm T v o] BF o MR R F Ao PS4 0 2 30 mbL 0.88% # it 4

ﬂ} )

/

S ? oo rigk iR 200 rpm Gk R Ar 2 42 30 f 0 £ A% Tmbl 90.88% & 4

ﬂ} b

B > RE204yRfe53 > A EFFRLE - F R B-50ul & & TTC &
SMI ARz A A >3 X 53 HH sk
9-3 4 H AR i 4 2 A ¥

POH - B D 523 M % A 200rpm BT A 16 o JI 4 kLR

(HITACHIU-3200) #] & # =% 3k & ODggg.> 2~ 20 uL ODgoo=0.1 1ji% 3|+ B34 ik

77 180 uL BG i #33 & A0 96 suda? » #ET 28 g £ - X o AR H S
vnEiR R e o 1 ELfSA reader (Beckman, Gulter AD340) jp| & H w5k &

ODsyo> % &8 ik DR ok 3t myﬂ/.ﬂxh. sde ~ 200 pl B ok - BRIk

F£ 4 r 200 ub 1% fa W % 4 Nsi‘:j_;_» 4'\% g ¥ 1600 * 200 pb chE ko
B0 £ 4~ 200 L 196 SDS méu\/»hf;"iﬂ% R b A chd Pk T
1 * ELISA reader (Beckman Cult¢r-AD340)7E '_El— 3Lk g OD570 » S ARHE 4 P
T | I | ;
9-4 7z *t F¥% (Exoenzyme acti\.'ity) tr445 (Liu et al., 2005; Valls et al., 2006)
POH - FEIS23 M A A 28 200 pm A TR A 160 B fIH Ak R
A 3+ (HITACHIU-3200)i#] & # % %  ODgoo> B~ 1 pL ODgoo=1 £F1jix & 5|8kt
PR RS AL 0 A28 B AHES X o F XS A AR
T4 ¢ £ 45> v »2NHCI 2 » 474 %] 7 7 "2 *} f% % pectin methylesterase (Pme){r
polygalactouronase (Peh)ei32 % 7L > 3 E R A fER TR LS A ) 0 230475 3
#¢ ¢t i% % endoglucanase (Egl)itsg £ 78 » A L » P N FEHFBR A Ko ff0
0.1% K% ‘=iz » #E IS/ A RED > E 4o r ] Mehg V4307 > A&
ri o8N BARR O FEBEABEAROLIEZA ] o
9-5 A I ink iRl
PPE - EED S aMBAA Y28 11 200mpm RFRE 16} B fIr A
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% & & 3+ (HITACHIU-3200):8] & # % 3k & & ODgoo » #-F]i% 3 Tk & ODgo=0.3 °

M- 124 4T o~ 78 5 Wisconsin 38 (W38) s pt e k¥ 24 | pris - BEH & i
T RRAp 2 o AP B BFR E T # 3 N benthamiana sHE e R

W2ANT2 ) RREER R OGT AP k2

9-6 % fc‘v}ﬁalﬁl 1ip13E (Jaunet and Wang, 1999)

A RPIRRDE oSk AT h«}?ﬁ R Ifiarwfé(Solanum esculentum) L390 » 7 £
L#-Face kB E 80rmpm RF B A X > REFIF YT > L H IS Eed T2
# o4 E 5312 ] PpERE2S 12 [ RERZE 20 BE o REEZL T
KRGEFRBORES  FXFTRY F - FlRpFAR" » % FIciTREE -

PPE - BTS2 A A Y28 i 200 pm Hus & Y BB 16
| PS> B 200 pl R 25 %38 523 r?#'t*%ét 28 A A - o

P g E kR $ A i T > 4 3B R 3+ (HITACHIU-3200)i] £ # = % &
ODioo+ #- % 34 £13% & ODgoo =088 5 # % 3= ME.20 mL 2 ODgoo=0.3 g% -
AR R 26 fhd BRSPS & R ,wﬁga ERfpBE A 05550 5 0%

.‘% ,;_-5 g__-;?w:m FIZFERZH 5 3 8Tp
IREESELES UL F O e o R
AT | | = || Y~
.fsaés’.vzmgﬁw'f e fr“'*" EETRTEN & haifF g £ SRR

F17 1 24 i TV S - TRME S AR kA o R e
£l

=
e
5
=
%
b
*
3
|
=
W
4
f*’*‘;

PR S BT e

%‘Kﬁﬂ"fé_ > AP H IR0 S PR @R e e R R e S » T B fRE
> 1mb g Bk o Rk B 100 pl e s ik o (T L B AR 1

A ke B feenfr ik & B~ 10 pl g4 >t TTCHKan & SMI1 B £ 4103 X Sk

B@RiEs Twil Ay dRE -

10. #4655 % 5 R

10-1 3 #r.),% #%a % P& h% P~(Titareuko et al., 1997)

EPH - FE D 523 etz A AL 02028 12200 ipm R F A 16 ] pF o B
200uL hjEiRo s %t TTC A £ A4 > %28 S &4 - 2 o * EK
#er % A PR FET o 1% A %k R 3 (HITACHIU-3200) 7] £ 2 w5 % i@
ODgoo’ #- it 3 $1Jk & ODgoo=0.4> %~ 1.5 mL 3| #c& v # > 12 43¢ 13000 rpm 3

N L B “,/f_’ Fik o 4o 50 pb 0 lysis buffer (29 SDS > 4%
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2-Mercaptoethanol » 1095 glycerol» 1 M Tris PH=6.8) » “v & ;& &£ 353 & > 3 » 100
Foip g Se#E L & 48 £ 4 » RNase A (20 pg/mL) 2 pL §= DNase 5U » ¥ ** 37 §zi%
H e 30 4~ 48 0 v » 2 mg/mL Proteinase K2 uL > ¥ ** 60 325" ) pF > £ 3x
> 100 FZigpfEAcE -t 448 F &4 » 2 mg/mL Proteinase K2 ul > ¥ ** 60  §2i
W) TF RSB SR EA20 B o

10-2 - %% % (SDS-PAGE) ] #

KR [FFacE  EBHA e Ed o Foe R Y b UL E LG
PRV P A1 20 % e W R REIR % o - separating gel ;R 3 2~ 8 mbL A ¢ o
* 1 mbL 100% GFpE BT o FRAR T 0 2 ﬂ,!rt EPHE L A R o oK
stacking gel 4v » ¥4 P H4n 0 FAFG 0 2% ﬁﬁ; s B SR AR L S B
AL NIVR R 0 1L TOV §a K 28 ) pE e
10-3 F 157 F% 7 pE8LR A+

T A ts LR AT ;'%'}é‘: 5540 mL ] 7#(2:40% ethanol % 10% acetic acid)
Fhags - ) B 200 @ F LR » 407mL Bl g 7 7% (1.4% periodic
acid 2 40% ethanol 2 5% acetic acid) * :if“'{'?ﬁq* T A4 FERREE CRRE
1250 mL = =k S ,§O rpm E\L_ff?‘/’b 15248 > Fiefs » 4
AL S L P ARG R r@aﬁ,a% 5 ml e = KB 5 F B M 591 NaOH 2
mL f- NH4OH 2.6 mL 3| 41 mL zﬂ‘ B W :i%—./?rl ﬁ&ﬁ,,ﬁ FWF I ekt ke g H
R2BfR) R AT 15 A 2508 450 mL s = ]\,F LA = & =202 80 rpm

R e 10 4 480 e = 2 18 4o s 50mb & @ (7 500 pl 1% citric acid 2 25 pl
37% formaldehyde) > #% 1 & ¢ 23T L P> I R ¢ R Tz SOk A RS
i ~ 1% aceticacid &t 2 ¢ > M HIF R FHIFR R T o
11. p-galactosidase activity assay (Miller,1972)

PeH - FELS23 M AA 28 1 200rpm RFEE 16 ) f1* &
% 2k & 3+ (HITACHIU-3200)] & # vk & ODgop * #-p#]i% 3 F1k & ODgoo=0.1 o B~
2 mL ODggo=0.1 tnj# ¥] MP i 432 % & ¢ » 28 12 200rpm RF % 5 pF
¢ > P~ 1.5 mL g2 13000 rpm 3o 18 > 2 “’T‘J i > 4o~ 1500 pl Z buffer » “u
AR &394 5 B 750 ul i * A % % B 3+ (HITACHIU-3200)8 & 3 v% 3 & ODgoo* %
B2 RER o #F|7T 1750 pL Z buffer # DI ATeHpcE oo g ¢ 0 4o x 100 pl

73 chloroform §= 50 uL 0.1% SDS » v &~ R 323 104515 > 2> 28 Fzip 1% 5
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Ldgode x 150ul 77 ONPG B 4pit(7F R S4B R tp S H R F 4 {6
v 375uk s I M NayCO3 T B3tk bigab B E > S48 B A PFR tro Mo B 3
S 1213000 rpm Bt 10 A 4 0 B3 1§17 A % & & 3 (HITACHIU-3200)
Bl E H ek ODssofr ODuyo » I 1 * & 7] 2 5822 5 # B-galactosidase activity °

(OD.435— 1.75%0 D-55)<1000

O 75074l 1g)-
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I ~ RScO411 & Fl2_# it & 49
1~ 2% F# 447 (bioinformatics)

7 f2 RSCO411 AL Fl2 7 5 0 A e 1% NCBI F E gt v Fi<ii s B 7|
vt 3 B RSc0411 > & oot iy e DUF1239 3-v 3 > DUF1239 3¢ "’\ RA T
Hed oo R BB EA G fim i () o Pt 3w 3 E coli LptC & 4e
B0 R0 0 F 4 LIPS 4 & S EEiEIE o 3% RSc0411 s R 71 * T Fodc i
TMHMM-2.0 * ¥t » giRlH 3¢ Nzb3 - transmembrane domain> % 77 # 5 -
kv (T ) o
2~ RScO411 R ¥Rz 2 BA 4 bl 47 .
2-1. 2 LW M -

RSCO411 % % tAfoli 30 A R g 5{\ ”‘f{}/ﬁ%‘"i» RAMIY 4 Lo T &P
AP(B-) A2 HEFR %ﬁﬁgf;,&gwwémﬂﬂw B(R=) i
RSCO4LL % % th g % 2 4 ﬂi&iﬁiﬁg r;nl Fv PRS2 AP (=) - 5 L
- % rin ROML Al 2 3l mikp fﬂwﬁp\ﬂw TR R
RSc0411 % % trfc¥7 4 F] ;?]ﬁ&u &*"*ﬁ Pz SR MPS %“ 3N, benthamiana ¥ ¢ = ]
0824 ) pEPiE R e SRR AR A T +p;g;** 2 o 4ofl = “7on 0 RSC0411 % %
BT 2 A Atk A T N, benthamiana p 3 24 ic 4 &P AL R o d ¥ R
RSCO411 R #thr 2 A F a2 Kic 4 § P> m g+ oy MK o
2-2. B F RA T

d % Fogc A vt # RSc0411 3= FER1 5 B > Flpt A F %1 * B8 o
AR M i B FIM S A A R BURIGE 0 B IR RSCO411 R R 7 S il F oD
SM1 32 & A&t 4 SDSeHCPG R A AL 7 P A2 £ drd|cnfiin(Bl= ) A PiE-
#H 1 B Frdl 4 £ kR MIC)H B SM1 # #7 7 chdd % polymyxin B (7 * %

B LPS 2 %% #14 ) % tyrophricin (7 * k&R % B ) 2o Fuld > 3 IRIF 4 )
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itk o tyrothricin i 5 T B[ Frlik & 5 1.25 ppm- e RSC0411 & %t b | Fr ik
B %3 0.16 ppm ° % polymyxin B i3 T » ¥ 4 4| FtkE | #r4JE A 5 800 ppm
e RSC0411 % kb | #r4JE & ¥ F 200 ppm(Z = )+ % 77 RSC0411 % % th2 mbe
WS e Ak kne A RIGERH e B 0 & chloramphenicol(t iR 3¢
FAETI)E AT > 5 4 A FHk Pss190 boo| #rlk & 5 25 ppm > & RSC0411 % %
ol Foplk R 5 12.5ppmo £ B 7 %o A 0§ (55 T 9 3 4] ko RC0411
RBHRBCFFER Y S 003mM > ¥ B ELR(L D)
2-3. API-Zympt % 4 5
*F H%A1* APL-Zymf ¥ £ 287449 § 55 FIRSC04LLR #then & 4k f# ik
% (hydrolytic enzymes)2. & 1% > d @ B & % (% ST 2 4] Btk frRSC0411% %
KfEpER AT R %%iaﬁi RSCO41L’LZ+g?]T & Pk RS hA o RSC041L
RERABAPB AR & T F ~ e \
2-4. e A4 R LR '. -ﬂl_ .

T 5 T a4 fv 2 RSo0411 Mﬁ*ﬁ 7o WLAE b | Ak R PR

" AAT 7 40P RX0411 5 sg}n ) ,?_Ew}frﬁ Jf‘,,J}%;;:] RSc0411 % %tk 2. w22 975

AT e Ay T N a,%%wﬂzﬁj,(TEMm&T TR £ 78 ¥ WA B o o
F oS % (Bl )7 ol 2 3 miae RSCO411 f\éz#\m wie A, MG AT B o

3~ RSCOALL R a3y 4 Ap M e d 2845

3-1. fmeds i 4 iRl

A BRI T 0 ) RSC0411 % % phebigde iy 4 LT % M BEARRB L

Eis

it 4 A % swimming fr twitching » # ¢ swimming Z B2 F ok ¢ Fd 4 o
FltF1* 0.3% agar £ & & KB ok P IR B twitching B EUP)3E o ) e FIAE
ks i o ST I 1.5% agar ikt B R FIRE L kb 4 o f e FIF A AR
& Pss190 fr# RSc0411 % %4k & 0.3% agar } % /23 swimming i # (Bl ) > &
"Fﬁ‘ % F twitching iv 4 (B> ) °

3-2. HAcHIFR e F 4 RIGE
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R BRI Tt ) RSC0ALL R kA F 2§ Soidnenii 4 L3 KA B
FHRp A o202 Al Ftkdn vt RSO04LL R % Hh i F 30§ 3133000 4 AT (]
= ) o
33, A puE 4 2 A

FlopRATHS 2P+ d 5 L2 ARBEH R T HFLERT F
A FT R EEHNFRRRORE Y AL LR e F AT RMRIET R
B RSCO411 2% k24 03 i 4 £3 4 s d F 5B 5 (R )7 w2 s

_

15
Pap ot > RSCOA11 % %tk 4 30075 & ip 4 4 P BE T 1 eoaBd o
3-4. % th e A 4

B RGEF AR AA B F A p wiEERE A (Pme - Peh ~ Egl) &7 §
B a BPL R Kl i 7 PR e RSO04LL % % o o
Feha it d R A ER(RE )T o 2 T, AT REDSIL, % % fh st i 3
(Pme ~ Peh ~ Egl) A3 i 4125 Al %E-i'I =1
3-5. F A F e p'ﬁ:”:_

A #h < J* # 3 Wisconsin 38 (W38)F= N. benthamiana' R iR RSC0411 % %k
= Jz&%ﬁ{@*%#iléﬁ *%ﬁH)ﬂwﬂm8¢ﬂ%1#%ﬁW
J‘Sﬁ% ) PERS TG sﬁazrﬂf e 2 gk KU "RSC0411 % %k % 3 HHF

8 & 24 @ATHF JigoN. benthamiana feji x B A A FHR 24 | PRl T & T F &
72 PP IRE P B (necrosis) A 4 0t £_RSCOAIL R IR E G %
IR % (chlorosis) °
3-6. % e R Rl

% E W AR PR (Tns) vk i B+ R4S 7 425 #) % ® #x(Lin et al,
2008)  # ¢ RSCO411 R Er ffrfion frfivt R4 A2 M3 TR
RSCO411 % %tk int chiopd > d F 5% (BL AT o f imidiB ¥ 4 4] Fik
Pss190 15 = B e Aidics 4.5 @i RS0 R % A hdcs 00 57
i£- Hfknl RSOOALL RBHELTF 2 22 4 » it enil 4 & for Bt 15 R
AR HER R AR TR ARG BINEOFE R T R

% (Bl+ B)¥ i 4 F] pﬂf}\ AfEFRTA e RN F\ (12 ek 3R~ 277 3% - AR
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hat
R

£30)enEE % PliE 10° CFU/g 1} o e RSC0411 R 844 B fflent - T 26
PI% 10° CFU/g ehE > fihenE 30~ E30% &RlT1 F fo5 # 0 * 2 R0411
REW AR E VY O 2B b 4 B F MOV 4 K
4 ~ %32 RScO411 £ F1#4 it
4-1. ‘f#-ﬁ isogenic % %tk

B RFEAFED T BT RRA TR g S P § Rop a4 g R
P41 * p R4 4] (natural transformation)=~ ;% (Bertolla et al., 1997)#-pt i + ¥ 3% 3|

R S R B

7 15 [#] Pss4 (phylotype I strain) » 4 47 £_F 3 4rk Pss190 ¥
F T e RSC0411 % %tk #7%8 Feh phenotype ° d F i % (B = )7 v Pssd # F T e»
RSCO411 % ¥thtez ? fadid 20 SMI 2 % A& h4 SDS 7 CPG A A 5 P
Bpend Eded|ahal g 0 B h e33R eatg e 4 g A F T E (Bl ) o @ Pss4 b
RSc0411 % % tk swimming ¢ # ¥ 505 2 4] :ﬁ—{]:”f% Pssd e 77% (B3 ) e Pssd en
RSc0411 ”;E%ﬁf%iiﬂﬁﬂj&é* i 4 3 FIREE (R )t T R

R AAE
W38 5 24 | P20 A AL EAF b g % N, benthamiana 72 | i 12

e
F’

4wl 1 ~U . g, B Ky
‘8 3% 5+ (necrosis) & 4 S

e

42 3R FRPHER B 47 | ";'

50 - raee 'RSCO411 arlﬂa g@;\i#;ﬁmﬂ@ RN -
FEE B2 2% 3 R pUFROAT 12 (3 A B#ha; 117 zwhéfﬁ 2 H#-TF 4 A Fk Pss190 o
Pss4 5 RSC0411 3 4 3] Pss190 # ¥ F RSc0411 % %%ﬁv‘ P B A R R 4
Hpri 4 4] RO041L 7 w i & MBS mee Bt dp B i AR 4 K2 B K 2
E(Bl= ) e $uidchit 4 2 fioml3mgEa+ (B- ~ V) T2 2 2RHE 4
Fict 2 Rp CFEAT W8 AL HR F 2 it 4 (B4 )fr# ¥ N. benthamiana

2 ] FFiS A 24 W B (necrosis)
5~ X iﬁ“ %;'.:)ﬁ %ﬁ RSc0409~RSc0413 z_ 3k €5 (operon) %*}#
%R Fle e g XA R 2 GMIL000 £ Flie Fi > & RSCO41L 2 w0 15§ il
Forip e > e Rk o L AFE O Ra o ot AT 2 H S iR RS
(operon) R A 4ve 5 7 & RSCOALL A& F1&2 fifiT 2 A Flehle = BB iy A 3m

#-41%* promoter assay A7 F K% 0 wIF 4 5 455 B F i 7 2] ®L RSC0409~RSc0413 2
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TGS B FEE(R L - )7 it £ I pF RC0411 v RSc0413 2 w0
7 % 2 s+ RSC0409~RSC041L & - F S » @ RS0412~RSc0413 = ¥ -
4% 5 -
6~ 716 " ¥ BEPRI

7 155 F 1 RSc0411 £ £-2r < #5 4% f7] LPS biogenesis 1 LptC F % DUF1239
$F > AR A e R £r A & (identity 18% » similarity 35% ) (B~ = ) « %]
B B - RIGE T e ]2 RSCO41L A F1EE %4733 45 LPS biogenesis © @ F & &
(R 2)7 & m 4 3 Fkip v RSC0411 R % ke 3% 5 pE(R-LPS)P A %
Moo e AR, S EE(S-LPS)RI & P A2 A R > A H e e LPS 2 & = 4k rfaF R k&

EA A Ay S pe T # Aea 5 BE(Rl- =)0 T = RSC0411 # ]2 R-LPS ¢

7~ vk g P F i F 3R 3 DUF1239 &._'ﬂiil 524 LIPS % 3p M 3o 3¥
ﬁ&%’e4ﬁ;@#£@#4hw£ﬂ,¢h% r Pk 4 42 DNA
A 4@&; LR - ;\4‘; #Bfﬁ?“’wfﬁ,—,\ £ %7 f1*v:& 7 inslico
comparative functional study d ”5“3 i I,iﬁ 7 RSCO42L’|. %rﬂ C - SRR SR N ol k]
DUF1239 3-v #2% - ¥ 3&7%%2% ﬁJ»‘ * %:“.?m[;—]t‘ “ias #5 DUF1239 3-v 732527
AR TN AR RS | I ﬁ ¢ ¥ DUF1239 hor.nologues PR 2 AT B Jfﬁ(operon
organization)2 A F|X 2 Bk o d Bt 2 ¥ i’r",/T‘, 7 RSC0412 (kdsC # ybrl) #
Ralstonia metallidurans CH34 (Rme) - Ralstonia eutropha H16 (Reu)% Cupriavidus
taiwanensis (Ct)® 35 # 3| ¥k k2L F1¢9F > RC041L *iT 2. A Flene £ 2 H i
7o Ap i o 27 RSC0413 ~ RSC0412 #f /& ~ % 4% <7 LPS 2 & = A %] kdsD -~ kdsC
(Meredith and Woodard 2003; Wu and Woodard 2003) » @ RSc0410 ~ RSc0409 # &
%1 F e LPS 8% A F] IptA -~ IptB - & 1595 fF] ¢ RSc0408 » RSc0409 » RSc0412
Fr RSC0413 7 7] & B i s 7 7 ¥ e 2K F14p i & % (similarity & % i 60%)

M RSC0410 4 RSc0411 5 71 ¥ 22 R. metallidurans CH34 (Rme) - R. eutropha H16
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(Reu)2 C. taiwanensis (Ct)F % & 4p 02 (similarity £ 70%) » fe is fw F{ 91 $ io
2L F1 AR 24 K (similarity 4> 50%) o

goeb o d A2 FepFlipidA 4 & 3 Fd HA S E L B m T b
cfF U 2k F14P 0 R 4R B (similarity 3 - iE 50%) 0 2 B %o § pE(core)d & = Fv
15 7| F 5 RfaF - WaaG £ #8.5% 40172 mF(Rme ~Reu ~Ct)yp i R B » H &5 3+
08 0 ATl TR FIAR IR FR I o F AR R4 a8 i LPS fhigee F Y i
7 LptB §= MsbA (ABC tranaporter) v & 75 ‘wpF? A 7[4p i & & iE 60% » 2
B dv ARG PIT2 wF(Rme ~Reu ~ Chydp 12 B iE 60%17 + > e 22 H i 3% B
i e gF(Xev ~ Ece ~E. coli)tp 02 & B - 15 50% Jf;L:ff?a 7 O-antigen i 4%
Fo 228w E T R R AR TR R SR -
8~ koA TIT A penfE R 2 5T

d 3% RSC0411 ek ws iv =i, DUFI239 706\ A5 A4k p 2 @ 4 4
DUF1239 2 # it 2% & § 5 Rééb‘i{ﬂ__‘_’:ﬂi}p Fri e RBpREERFFTHE > &
i & 2915 (stbrn ) o BOR 44 1 2 1Y LIDUE1239 4512 £ 5 71+ I
v R g2 5% 3 A0 pURROAT § (A0 $2 & o7 1 1 RCOALL % % 1

i N | .

R T A R o T2 T Ak RS PR BT R LRI 0 L 8 3
4 42 DUFI239 AFl2 P g2 4P £ 3 & % o RSCOATT 5102 » J§ 12 4 Ja ¥
TR AFZ T i Fa o MR B KRBT I ARSI DUF1239 A F1 A 734 B 4 31
p E. coli » Xanthomonas campestris pv. Vesicatoria (Xcv) - Erwinia carotovora subsp.
Carotovora (Ecc) ~Ralstonia metallidurans CH34 (Rme) ~Ralstonia eutropha H16 (Reu)
% Cupriavidus taiwanensis (Ct) - #-1 i FifE e ik F12 F 155 ] <7 RSc0411
v A B S 4 PR RA 5 A 3o — 32 4o RSc0411 $ & A& ip i1 4 (Rme- Reu~
Ct)» ¥ — ¥ P2 RSc0411 4p i & <X (Xcev~Ecc~E.coli)o d F k2% (B = )7 &v >
I AR AFAR 1R B HiFf5 Rme~ Reu~ Ct ¥ 12w 4 RSC0411 % %k & SMI 32 %

Atz ¥4 E~FEFYT W38 A2 HRF Bz i 4 % 3 % N. benthamiana 72 -
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Pis A 24 e BIRT (necrosis) v 2 3 A8 MR AL AP 2 & M P4 Xev ~ Ecc ~ E. coli 7
B R R EL L
9~ RSc0411 ¥ % = Al A 4 5b

d 3 RC041L 2 &k 2 FHA % A4 HR F B2t 4 3Rl RSC0411 2 %+

o

RREFZAea kR &8 BEFRRBRSRES 0 50 8- i RS04l

27 2;&;:?%%:;:}?5 A Z A A0 ks AT L P R L arind 2 3140 kR

[
ye
-n\
pg

"R FIhrpG % %tk g (T4 2> 2 T F RT-PCR +* &2 7% # +k Pss190~RSc0411
Z Ry = Al 4w kg b 2 F12. (hrpB -~ hrpY » popA £ popC) RNA # &
FFEod F2%E% (B 7)7 v RC0411 % % & hrpB~hrpY ~ popA~ popC
Fleh RNA 2 B P A T4 Al iR M35 8 o @ B hrpG R %tk chig it 2L 7]
RNA # 8 7 kg~ 8% » 55-1”4 4adfl RSCO4A w2 § & v Ay = Al Ak

Buo A E 2 Al4 0k SUE F] hrpB-hrpY ~pepA ~ popC» B # hrpB 5 %47 3

FRAFAYZ USRI RAZ AL iﬂfht‘ﬁsmf b2 )b A o p] RSCO41L 7 i 1
oAy oH - w%n%#’—‘ﬁ hrmeP *g ¥ u;ﬁ* hrpG’ﬂ: iz hrpG 4= hrpB

-

s H T8 F ﬁuww me&fP£E&zﬁkﬁfmwfﬁﬁ L
=AY A kS e I

57 it FEin RSCOAL 4% = 414 i ddheh o i FE e B AT
promoter assay 77 3 4 170 d F S5 % (B - 2 )F ol * FH pCZ962 § 14 48 #-
RScO411 g 3 3 » 97 2 4] Ftk Pss190 # 7 14 5 7] chgcds LacZ 1% > fe Lk
RScO411 ehgcds+ % » hrpG R %th? » LacZ &P BT ' » ¥t dip] RSC0411
25 HpG by > 3RS TN hpB & B F R FIoR ¢ 0 10
P42 e BFen 308 > pa v Rkdee ¥ AFT T @ % promoter assay £
71 RSc0411 £ F 4o F 3 Jp e ¥ A4 %1+ phcA B enhd 2 0 d F % 5 5 (B
= )T 4o f] % FA pCZ962 § v {4 #-RSc0411 shgicds + 2 » ¥7 2 4| Btk Pss190 ¢

¥ 145 7| e ds LacZ E 4 0 fe B RSc0411 sgcd + 2 » phcA 2 %4k? » LacZ
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EE R R > Tt 4R RSC0411 % | PheA i 47 o
10~ FHm A REROBERFR A A7

50 R AT P15 RSCOML 51 LPS 3 & 4% i i3 % 4 § 35enRop 4 7 2
S FEATAL HRF B2 i1 AP A1 F1mFLPS 2 & & 49 rfaF %
Rt fERopin 4 2 A2 HR £ 2 it 4 orfaF R 5 i 4 o SMI
BAABN S SDS I CPG R A A W7 P A4 L drd] > - 1% MIC ##|
SMI #7 % e % polymyxin B 2 tyrophricin # A3 2 €5 et 4 A9 > ¥
4 A Atk rfaF % %k & tyrothricin 3 5 T &} Fr4lk & ¥ 5 1.25 ppm o &
polymyxin B i3 & » 2 4 A Atk | Frilk & 5 800 ppm > it rfaF R kb | Fr
FIRAR T F 12.5ppm (& = Yo d F & % (RBl=~ V)T d Fa) & 2 F 3ofa3n
LTSRN ER e E Jra 5 % Y WIS A 4 HR £ i 4 o
et % N. benthamiana 72 /| R R (W £ )7 8 RS04 24 7] 2

LPS 2 £ 4% i 'I%ﬁawmﬂﬁﬁﬁimﬁﬁé SEFEF AL HR F 2

it I ' .-;
LRI == B ; RSC L_‘L fﬁ{} T fm”a"iﬁ’—" FEM ek ham i
N AFEATE A HRF )ﬁz;\-n o # Ja:ta—*sﬂ BR ER R G ik & R
% %tk RS00411 + RSC1206 ~rfak - 1% # & 4 & B ar ks % 4 ¢ 5 MIC 7l
tyrothricin 2_ Fuid > & #ig 8 R RO MIC % ] 300 2 A AR 5 R G orak 4
DF (RS =)o £ 417 S RRRRIFA T HR 7 (R =) 4 R4 7 RS0411

RBRH B RRIKRY 7 HR A Fod LT L e W B G ATk Fam i

% BT HRF b -
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I~ murl £ 72 #4247
1~ murl Rtz 23384 L5 047
I-1. 2 Ed |

murl RERFeT 2 A ARAY A PARMREAA MO ¢ 2 RV T g igL

BRI N) 2 HAFRERE P AFAMBAA 2 RER, AP L R(RS
1) L& Had murl REHRDT 2 A AR aiE - lp 2w g 2 (R
Myed T R MU REHE AL F A LA R A S R
12, B8 F A
AL S e B 2523 ¥ 4 % F R & AT R F I murl
X # WK &t F polymyxin ‘B > tyrophricin s chloramphenicol ~ H,O, -

ethylenediaminetetraacetic aci(-ix(EDTA)ii'v BT . EEL? A AkEFLR(RT)
1-3. API-Zymf % & S F B % i}'%'_(B_i(.ﬂOgTM) £l 1 \

FE A APLZymp ¥ £ ﬂé ;@rq} 2 %fr'ré +;;~),;«7 Fmurl % 84k ch & 5K iR 2
(hydrolytic enzymes)2_ /& 14 ¢ 4 %e s (e )T B A gk femurl % ok 2

i B R VAP S T e S murIBJ:_\TL ,:Ié P H”ﬁ = % s murl & R R B

[ 5ie FN AR U 2 ﬁi ¥ 2 wBiolog'" ) A AR FmUrl R HRE - F
' I 1

e BF B0 4 A ﬁi]ﬁ\#a'?_é s F BN BER BIR AR ] BB 4

ﬁﬁ(%{rm—inosinol ~ aceric acid ~ Succihic a'cid)(l}%]: =) °
1-4. ‘m¥e 3| f LR

R EY o B FRE murl B E R G e i & IR % (Baliko and
Venetianer , 1993) > F]2* & A 45 F 45 B murl R k2 e A 5 £ F 2% 27 7
N D S AR R A e e d B SR (R L - A murl
REREE R NS R LA ARLE > BA R B RRE- X D EARE

- g i Bt o

2 murl RIS MR A 2 419
2-1. F 160 BS503R B+ 2 447
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m OB RT R E Ul RFREE FIE S B ROE Fl a4 A B AERR » A

=
&

73 R E 5 i 4 (swimming fr twitching) ~ 2 A5 2 i 4~ f Ao F 4
A GAERE A wie ket % (Pme~Peh~Egl)- d 5% %% (Bl=- L-)3 R
7 16 m B murl X %4k swimming it 4 P AT R o e % 7 twitching & 4 (Bl = -+
Z) D AP G A~ FACRINE 4 2 AR F AP e B
(Pme ~Peh~Egh¥ 2P AR (B=- +w ~%&7)

2-2. F I R R

A~ 1% # % Wisconsin 38 (W38)4= N. benthamiana iz murl & % tkeh% =
A4k B E G T4 R ﬁ;fﬁﬁﬁ%:)}%ﬁ Bod FHEE(B- +-7)7 v W38

7 1o F T 2 2] F ik Pssd et Homurl R4k 24 | PRI Y REACIEF A

2 ¥ LA Pss190 B H mUt gk $RG T S BOWIS AL ERCEF o N,
benthamiana %73 » § +p1ﬁam FAS AR MU SR 24 PFie T g E®F &
fe 72 ] P iS5 LB A 7 (necrosw)ﬁ 4.9
2-3. § dop R LR :: ] |

B3 AR e HnS) Wk T et R R B R S HALin o al,
2008) « H ¢ murl R &K &ma mhr - 1«1,%4 r “é‘."('ﬁéﬁ?; RS
FREZLmurl R 2R F AT *P mﬂ'}ﬁ 4 > I 8 Jfﬁﬂ murl % £ STt o W
8 eAE o o %!55;;3%(5%]; L) ¥ xr%f_&_fyj f,éﬁ% BAE TR A B 30 e B N (49
SR IR LINE S P S R L ‘f"s)mpﬂi = 313 10° CFU/g 14 F o & murl 2 %4
PR G aftent ~ TRRIEY 100 CFU/g (hif# - tithenE 3% T30p 3] 10
CFU/g shE & » S & murl Rt fith &30 ? g 2B iy 4 JRATF Mot
ENSR
3% murl & T
3-1 ﬁ‘:fﬁl isogenic % %tk

VRIS BB BRI A TS g P ETF D Ropa 4 aee o )

* p fRgE 3% (Bertolla et al., 1997)H#-priE+ B # 5]V - S AL A Al § %‘éffﬁﬁiﬁ
Pss4 {v Pss1308 » & 47 8_.F F 4ol Pss190 # F T 5 murl R % k408 Ben
phenotype ° # F 5 5 % (Bl = - = )7 #v Pss190 # F ™ e 1505 7] & 0.3% agar

# swimming motility it # > 2 & Pss4 §v Pss1308 # F 7 murl % ¥tk swimming
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WA T AR .

32 I AP HREHER 8 A 47
OOl HRER MU A S FRRERR L o kR I MR

#c2 A% 1 FT A8 pUFRO47 & (7 L T 0 125 48 385 o 39 4 4| ik Pss4 & murl

IAF Pssd F#F T omurl REEY 0 FR AL REERY TR ES MUl A TR 2

Peip 8 3op 4 2 25de 4 o g murl 2 F) 254 300 £ 500 bp B 4w 4R A i

P
5

4 2 P5d 4 5 (e 3 48 fumA (fumarate hydratase)2? murl X F4r & ;= v 4R iz it 4% £ ([

e e I
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Srd it
I ~RSc0411 z_# v #F

1.DUFI1239 3% 2.2 %2 4 £ % 3 39

7""\

A PR RI0AL Ay % PARMICFME £ 4

RT 4 Ak Pss190 R B (- ~ ) LAY E L AMS AL 2 LR

<

g
ICESERRG SLE MIX SR SR LR ST S S S SRR eS|
Atk Pss190 f- RSC0411 % % & te% % N. benthamiana pb 3 2 3¢ & & £ (Bl = ) 7
AL RSO0AIL R kA £ a4 1 F o f22 RSc0411 F >t DUFI1239 3-v F
Y ih 5 4% 7 LptC 77 7 % % 87 > LptC 7| Gi tk(deletion mutant) & ;= + ¥ 4 £ » ¥
7 f1* LptC i¥ i+ R % (conditional mutation) 4, ¥4 By 0~ 54 F LptC v
22 £ §- (Sperandeo etal,, 2006.and 2008) - 4] 7 4 T 4 7 % F s
tRA_d BB 46~ RSc0411 ﬂﬂ%{é‘;ﬁgu\(g}f =)o #Ee R R IR A e RSc0411
PR S ST o ¢ :W 1"** l‘lffé‘ RSCO411 % %tk % 2 & o 77
4 F i %5 F 95 F RSe0411 ;»n b*'i:%& A Lpt@# it § %57 o 5228 4 K
%35 > M RIAE 2@l ¢ e a2 f« Fops e il £ A8
# R v HE A R004LL 7ok % (Rsc0411 delétion mut'ar_l:‘F)’ Fin RScO411 27 4 ¢
BRAL RS F Y o '

2.RSc0411 %2 LPS 2 & =

s

DUF1239 3-v 32&L # 30 jgd ¢ » Hd X300 53 A3 E fye 59 s

£ e

EY

F.

%)

—

£

WA R AT R g LptC A W E-w o oD FaF % LPS JEp T
#v (Sperandeo et al., 2006 and 2008)- + * 1% {7 LptC i% i R % (conditional mutation)
oo g i R Y 0 Fla @2 LPS @i 3 b LPS A p Y 3 #reh
?ﬂiﬁténﬁ%%’ﬁf&#/»\—?i‘_i’é% T Al Fg 5 pE(S-LPS) B ff A (M 4
7 )(Sperandeo et al., 2008) = &A%< ¢ > F >t DUF1239 3-v 7#2% 97 RX0411 %

B AEEF S HB PRI H (23R LPS 2 W E ) (50 FILHE A

Bt A (- ~FL = ~42) 22 Hpaln 5 P RS (R 2) 0 d ol



%% 0l RO041L 48 LPS 4 £ & » fe % & fir RSCOALL 2.7 5 W hv > A &

£ f?ﬁ # 7 RSc0411 His-tag chpjtk » LB H £ F G lmie W F o

R0 R % R ] RSODALL % 1R85 4% (7 IptC % #4475 37 5 &
’EJ,@%_E. ’ “%._ 1+ R&O‘UJ. %’fﬁ ﬁ? P(g] ) ﬁ WNEQLQIJ*& 'Eaﬁ?i
URPHLE(Fe) 52 2 fila AR (A 2) &7 L L5915 49

B e AR A B 3~ RSCO4ALL AL FH8 304 (R — ) 97 BT
A I RSc0411 30 o 0 Fov F ot AR 2 IREUR > E R EE SR R4 R ¥k
a b pEA S BEEE A o P a4 JI* 28 RT-PCR 2 i+ F % RSC0411 % %
# RSC0411 # F% =5 H RNA £ £ - 5 RSCOA1L 3 $ 517 547 12 £ AL F) 5 =
7 RNA(P # F 38 {7 - = F.8k) > o83 i 4aR] R0044L % %1k 7 BRI A et iy
e AL 4 U S-LPS EagRCLPS FERMEE T har s o g
(Osborn et al., 1980) » r{f&+e7 2 @3, ‘ﬂ gt RSe0411 R % th82 78 1 5 R-LPS
AR 0 T A R A vwﬁ_g Sk RSCOAIL %tk fop] 9% AE 44 8

|

N EFEERF L 4 #\ j\ }}%ﬁ"_ﬂ %r' I,is =] RSCO42L'I. ; f%ﬁ(RSCOM.’I. deletion

SR EERT L ER JiE :rﬁ*ﬁ* RScO411 Bed gt LPS 2
mutant) % 2 ;% 47 rzﬁa‘@ %Eii%z\ RBIR /»\#"”r;éf—! S-LPS 4= R-LPS & = )% »
% 43 e 2 B B e el ¥ Bl o Lb.fﬂ B R £ R
5 ¢ E¥ LPS ehd-v LptA i & % J.(overexpression) > * TEM I+ @ A2 5|
fmEe M b RAe & o] i@ ik (Suits et al., 2008) 5 A k¥ iR RSCO411 {r# i LPS
4 & & 2 fdn B A F150iE § A R ta(overexpression) L E # ot WA 2T G L
PO AHFHAAFH N EAF LT 0 o
3. 7R A EHRES M TS L RT

KA~ F %S % 1 RC041 % % thenisd: 4 (swimming) ~ 24 3 %735 = it
g E PRI FE 4 CLPS A £ A2 H A kR TR BER

:jfiaé‘é 4 %’K{%%;;ﬁa*ﬁd»ﬁ@%;ﬂ.mig FF o d AT e drdgek H Y - R
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}?535 AP ST +F}fi§ F 3 T 4 T "% (Tans-Kersten et al., 2001; Kang et al.,
2002; Yao and Allen 2007) > f ip#t fRopae 4 2 B ¥ i 3 4p MIR o d w0 A B
Rhizobiumtropici CIAT899 # 7 ¢ > 3L LPS # & & A Fl4h 4 € id = lmFFhe 4 T
2 OHF A % F 4 T % (Ormeno-Orrillo et al., 2008) - # Mbrio cholerae # 3
P ILLPS A & S A FIA A €3F 8 A F A5 AT R | i et i 3 (Nesper et
al.,2001) ° LPS fr ¥ = 4] & it s SeenB Bt p & a b b R ¢ T o &
Pseudomonas aeruginosa ® & # & LPS 2. O Antigens ¢ & % = Z| 4 s & Sk A 4o
(Priebe et al., 2004; Augustin et al., 2007) > & Shigella#= 7 ¢ # W3 FE i o LPS
i F 2 Al A Gk Shendt o B oren o B F A i (West et al, 2005) 0 A
Salmonella enterica #~ 3 ¢ @I rfaH (LPS #7584 O Antigen # £ = 2 F)ix 4 ¢ 3¢
= M pF LPS 2 & =% | E-a;%i\? B BE R NS~ P fes = A0 ke
(Nagy et al., 2006) - iz HiZF % 1 p 'é‘?: i #\:rmo

7 ﬁ«}?ﬁ FILPS = 7 4 55 =+ *TSA\a a‘ﬂ: #1H LPS & 82 & & (Whatley et al.,

1980; Varbanets et al., 1997 and:2003; Zdox@venko et al. 2008) 3T ER ﬁr,‘ 4 30 B =

o+

P Bw Ry LSRG £ ANMEE w4 4 S b f ehst 4 (Hendrick
and Sequeira, 1984; Tltarenko et al., 1997) it %“ 3 ; 2 oo B 85 L B S LT
TR AT METY AR ST Geind fos il (LPS 1140 2 & 3 5 )% R4
2 EIBF S 0 R F e B LPS e 6 5o B [ enhd o A8 3 I rfaF
REIRA P A R FacfegE 4 v (B BN ) B R H R
FEAk o FRBEFLPS 472 § BEL a2 i F 4 o gt oo rfaF R %4k

ST W38 24 HR F oz it 4 70 ¥ (B4) - o Wﬂz"wrﬂ;z:fgeﬁaé

I

A& kAT B 70 5 B4 4 k-9 (Cunnac et al., 2004; Angot et al., 2006) > 5 H #
HBrid4 #4772 ¢RFEFEHFT A4 HR £ B (Kandaetal,, 2003)”‘% E
EBAFLATR A S FRELAY R AT Avr v #24 ¢ &2 E5 Y HR F &

(Aldon et al., 2000 ; Vasse et al., 2000; Poueymiro et al., 2009) o #7121 X ¥ ¥ 5t Z B
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TR Z A A ks et B

3
B
o
-
3
A
s
™
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2
REd
P
+4
[
|
an
)
=
R
A

{ i&- % 12 7§ RT-PCR 4 45 rfaF % %k ?
FZAARIARAAFARE o d FHRET ALY orfaF REHRE Ak
© RSCO411 % % k% (Linetal., 2008) » ¥ 4v & 2 FAf A2 P ;v > @ik A
i;‘i‘“i—miiffiir-]* LPS» R g & apd Trm e pd 4 > v R04AU %
FHRBTE mRpA 5 ] RSCOA11 % # 4t 2 2 FILPS 2 £ 24 %
A FEREY RSO i 5 2 6 { £ R ARF R PR B IEL -
4.RSCOA11 32 Ffopm A% = 24 R F 32 Ay
TR T %ﬁ“ dOB A AR A AIIFT PehE A o AR AT E O A
FRLOM G o ¥ o S huli i 8 B e AT T H R RSC041L % ®Hk

S 4 EHFT W3R 48 HR X b :;\-3‘,;?;;(;[;;4% S(BL L) @ 5T

|4
W

PR ”z—*f#p#%mp*rﬁﬁrﬂfc%ﬁﬁ”’ Sl F HR(B-+-)- o
P eE T e feop A C F 70 @ﬁﬁyﬂgﬁﬁ% ) F 8 Jbdk > ¢ - i T3SE
(4v:PopA) T 7 ¢ B 54 %i@?z'k}ﬁi}@ﬁﬂé'; 24 i‘aﬁ i’r‘»i{}?ﬁ 4 B £ 4 4 (Kanda et al.,
2003) > “f e 5 ]“*ﬁ?i’fﬁ"i—"y- W38 %m']“* ﬁ\w FIT3SE» 1 ¢ S EATEF
e 4 (Poueymiro et al., 2009): fE?‘“Z € i3 = éiri’(f}ﬁi’; BrE A S rEG P ER Y
+ HrpB ~ HrpG R %44 4 g = & 4 ﬁafl“*ﬁ e 2 2 ooy 4 e

% 5 9700 RSc0411 Bz B Bty = A1 A0 k5P gk 75 58 A7 7 42ip] RSc0411

\\\?{r

SR F Ao RO AES 2 41000 o B 2 et A R AR K hrpG
o BERSFREALPB A BEF RRARE Y SRR 2 ma
F1% F6 Ben 3 (8% 5 pab v Raoo gt b > AFT 5 3 3 RSc0411 fa#s + % phcA
RER? ZMETH o d )V o RSc0411 § 4 PheA A 4r (B L) fed p e 4o
m%ﬂh«}?ﬁ ﬁfm}ﬁa (it )7 4o PheA € #rd % = A 408 5 5 PFenPrhl > i2a B
B kA TRE T F 0 F]P 4R 220 HrpG T 5 RSc0411 2 fx#s + & phcA % %

e BERED A R AFT SR RS ST £ RIT TS RScO411 ff T R
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B AL ket ) 83 LPSend £ 2 s PhcA vV ar» BELPS 2 & 7
plig gt & o A K02 promoter assay e JE BT A 7000 { - 5 By f# RSc0411
BIOp Y AT ih A & B R e T
5. Ralstonia .4 4p 7 2. DUF1239 7% A748 # it 4 3
# 15 ] RSCOALL Jk P12 4 2 0 7 it % v DUF1239 3% » 2 Jb# & 34

A F At 0 & 447 DUFI239 39 RIEZ T i 0 2w J1* AT Y
AR 7 0 4% DUF1239 72% & Fsﬁﬁ Hip B A e £8 mﬁv‘_#ﬁfﬁﬁ%’
BB AT EFH BT 0 AP Rp B8 2 52 DUFI239 2 # it {@lé?%%é
T ] RSCOA1L % 4p e 4 i ,%”gé i DUFL239 3-v fibif 4 F13E el s 5 51 4p 2
B % > 7 4o i DUF1239 Jei it B13 4388 2 LPS 2 & & 4p B gk 5] KdsD
v KdsC &4 & = 3—deoxy—Dl}nanno-octulosonate (4=t LPS eE & = i) e il F] s
LptA {r LptB 28 & LRS &4 reinsd §ov o4 ¢ F LptB £ § & & A 714p i1
(Bt w )t B Nk M ff =< P-’?—Fij?isi }:P:S e BCended FA S AP 004 B
S5 § LptB ~ MsbA 5§ 3 ABI 4 I:t(rgd) ; LptB # MsbA %52 ABC protein
H¢ LptB 5 2= ABC tranaportpr v rﬂ# = }w ° 'f 3 LptB 22 MsbA ¢ > H
DUF1239 *$iT L %] % f%né iF LPS FonEET l*’ Rastonia #2417 2. 0 7 & (Rme
Reu ~Ct)7 % R 4p iz & > &2 1'% Rastonia i&‘ﬂa@ i% sk hiw A (Xev ~ Ece -~ E. coli)
A0 R B o JHIP|iT At FRESIEE LPS kv RS M IR I E b o

A -2 mpE DUF1239 A )5 AP $RiE A9 8 ~ ¥ HR & 5 ~ 2 F 97
& £ E 4 S R-LPS 4 & 2R3 0 ¥ 4o Rastonia B M % Rud en

A I A MM GiRiTeh Rastonia B R T R AH A T A o Bt B

“E\*

m A
TS BE e KBTI o F Ao A T G IpC A M E RS & F R B
RSCOA1L AP M B 4 2 g7 p PR (B w ) > FEFIHF RecHilgs D ez iLF
3548 pUFRO4T & i 4 2 cdo 3 » 7 it § & I P 3 48 + % 4% 1 kdsC 4 IptC

iv 3 3 A F 45 F) RSCOALL % # k2 # v 5 @ X, campestris pv. vesicatoria f- E.
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carotovora subsp. carotovora ® 7 DUF1239 353 S0 = 1 A 4o o700 H jh 5 4
H DUF1239 A F]17 — 27 M # i 3 M ora A Rt 3 A REZ AT 7 RNA
2R HAT o A PRSI ARE i AN N IR tE LT KT 2
CRAFIFER T G oA BV 4 P38 Rastonia B A & H RS M G ApiT o
DUF1239 &7 i & i * W uam i > 42 mEs = A, hhaair - 2
oW RFRRRE LPS A £ F BAHBRTT N L Fd HH B R RA TS
FIAR I R(FZ)F R lipildA 2 £ 30 AP AEEE > 1o SPEL = v P IAE R
s 5 5 RfaF~RSc2084 £ Rastonia #4417 2 mm%ﬁk"]#ﬁ R #F 0@ O-antigen
WP S PEATE 0o RSc2204 AR DL/ R 1K 0 vt T ek S X %% ] LPS
higfpd = 2 g 2 s’ ﬁ%ﬁs\g&—f?t’ﬁ%”ﬁ A &8 % F (Whatley et al., 1980;
Varbanets et al., 2003; Frirdicﬁ and Whitfield, 2005; Zdorovenko et al., 2008) » # & 7
I iw 2 R-LPS 4% hdnle - fuiphs N/ 15 Fic & SHergp R ) DUF1239 -9 &
i 34 F 10h B RS04 5 %4 R—_L;zi__;q,; =0 i FIE R FRLT R
RLPS 4 % i 30 (Mot ot gy 5|k olle s e 20 1 e
R-LPS # & = - | .

hE g dsn i T 247 ] Rec0411 R P DURI239 4714 o] % f 42
£ & 0 F R metallidurans CH34» 7 12 2 4 % Bfw P o ) R eutropha H16 2 2
B FF A C. taiwanensis - it = fﬁ,zmﬁ&éi’»?bflﬁi}ﬁ B0t s 2 ARE e
LPS ¥ 11§ »ck W 4 % 2 F Py eng T T dap 2 Rastonia M 4piT

e it 0 522 R-LPS

=

2. 242 DUF1239 3d 7 i @ G 80 8 F RATS
4 LA s ¢ s o b s BRI A F S PRy Rastonia B
MR R DUF1239 A Fl@ 2 # i 34 0 5 1 R }?r;‘}ﬁ' 7 X. campestris
pv. vesicatoriafr E. carotovora subsp. carotovora ® 7DUF1239 A F]# ic £_F o LPS
2 ES s FRIEAPE > A RGP Lizd wF(Rastonia & 2 @ £ & 545 R )

P FIE 4 K0k 0 4 WA DUF1239 4 %12 4 % Ftke & 2 45 8 & f6 invitro
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Zinplantafrit > #FELPS 2 &3 ~ HRBSFF L4 0 AR AESE wEY
DUF1239 & F]2 # i o
6. FHHFF = AR k3 B v 5o F 3 enbl T

d m A 3 7 & HrpG ~ %%EJ 22 HrpB & B 2. 3 #7#2 /< (HrpB-independent
HrpG regulon)# 45 2 = € & ﬁﬁisfﬁa Fl+ > % HipG R % € i& = & f# 54 wie BEE 4
Egl ~ Peh 4 &g > (Valls et al., 2006) » = RSCO411 % %tk ens [R5 4 w2 REf% £
Egl~ Peh A4 @i S (£ 2) 0 2 At R %457 hrpB A F4 P BT % » 7
41 5p) RSC0411 i &+ HrpB-dependent 733 #7752, /5 o

e A gt 3 P e Erwinia amylovora ~ P aeruginosa® % = A 4k sLer

LB AT A AE Y FE amylovoraav SAPA bk S :Jr;z—‘g HrpL#4 % B

H swimming#5#+ 4 3 4\:(Cesbron etal., 2006) » FEPaeruginosa® % = 3|4 d & %
WHExsAE E & o gag yuLs Er]z R €5 2 P5fs A0 B '3 4 (Soscia et al.,
2007) © A7 erﬂ;\:fbbpssM%TR&gmiﬁ Hheod 3 T IR (R i@

.

BRAFETEE TR s FEGE qrwlogora Paeruglnosa& SR -FER A AR

A SR 5 sigmad™ g ) o +¢ FRLBEE 2 8E 204 (3 g 2
Sigmaé‘)ﬂﬁ%g)’}i#&%ﬂ’ﬁ ”'Tl}’?' “ﬁlﬂ-"mé‘—-‘}g E\:—‘F]k Hde 4 T F] G

LPS# & &4t 4 9734 & ¢hiR % (Ormeno-Orrillo ot al., 2008)> 22 5 = F| A i & KLiE B o

T4k 7] T3SEs & 484 R A FFRLD AV v > VA St fif 224 &
- GEATIEF J 0 P W ¢ Ar§ de s FepopPl ¥ iELE& £ 2 ()(Lavie et al., 2002)
popP2 ¥ 7:ufe £ % (Deslandes et al., 2003) » @ popPl fravrA ¥ %337 F fich
# % (Poueymiro et al., 2009)° d A&7 % ¥ 48 4 4] FHk Pss190 ¥ 12 &g 4 3 % W38
24 ) PEIS A2 BATHF o TP A AIFAR Pssd frm i R A 4 BRI F (R
1) 48R Pssd ® ¥ acd b - BF 0o R W38 #Euin T3SE @ i = pt I % o d 3%

PRy e Ay 1% 7 GMI1000 ¢ AvrA % 3 & #5337 % N. tabacum f= N
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benthamiana z. Avr v » @ PopPl & i & %33 % N. glutinosa 2. Avr kv » H
avrA % ®Fk € i 2 8 13 3 N. tabacum i AT R i 0 2 72 0] PEES TR M A N
benthamiana ¢ & # 2 ™ % » @ popPl R %tk &3 & N. tabacum 4= N
benthamiana » 7 ¢ 3 = ® #2 (Poueymiro et al., 2009) - e d & § % ¥ &+ Pss4 &
% N. tabacum ¥ F AT F Bt B (F F 2-3 X 4 3 EREF )
N. benthamiana ® i+ & 4 & % 2 {7~ R % > ¥ & & 2L PopPl £ AvrA 7 #7ét % >

B3z ¥ 3 B s ¥ &% N tabacum 73550 T3SE 5 #7444 > fe poan (v K dvd fgr £
A o

AT ORF o FL ~ Pt fumdE e N tabacum W38 e i m fE 4 N
benthamiana 2 ¥ % ¢ » BEF TEF wpFEZ L30T 0 pFatupied N
tabacum W38 * ggngs@:ﬁ&jﬁ &S R R N:benthamiana © ¢ & = fc & 3% >~
B 1 e A R R ;ﬁ;fw N. benthamiana # 1% fi2 % £ § #&)ﬁa
GER-SERAE EEh LS Ui R b u/( fr%r ) B4 Ak Pss190 & 4
N. benthamiana # & 2 B @37 @ & ;;'Er’ 4/%., B 100% ; RSc0411 % % &
N. benthamiana ¥ # 2 #= ien T“r}fﬁ}{x’ i‘ié ﬁr" 7» g:@\%/g srfaF 2 %4k N
s iy |

benthamiana * 2 # &= iew it :;{;;2{{’ 55h it % ﬂ-?*ﬁ 59% - d rfaF % &%
FArd degn ) LPS 2 & Sk A s ra"‘ —.’«iﬁili:rh%?gi ; m RSC0411 % % &
x$ TIPS A & adr A by AEARE = Al 4w kB g 2 B E my(}]% #* 2
XNl Sl Y
ss4 ¥ § T 1 RSC0411 % %% & N. benthamiana + & 4 2 %7 4 4| Fik4p I
2 B fdele Pss190 # B T R RikA L AR OF L F (R4 -

9 Pssd FF T RS04 R ®HRF F PR },iar]—r‘f“féé\’%‘“b?i 4 Pss190 % ¥

TEORFR(B S ) HRIT T Pssd P R RBFF L EFEAL A H
L D ERZRE fﬂ#m}?ﬁ}ﬁ'r}ﬂﬂg Beng B o ptob 5 d 3t Pss4 # § T oh RSc0411

RN ALE G iop RILREEZ 5 2 31400 K A FIA A AT > 9T R 2 FE T
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B RSCOALL % = A1 4 it suz FFAZ R © B2 2K Pssd fr Pss190 R85 @+ 2 § 4c
Vot gl Rt B A W biovar 3 fr biovar 4 ® Pss190 & % & 4 Atk
@ Pss4 5 ¢ & 4 Ftk o ¥ i Fliz S B Ftk genetic background # I o #T i R B %
7Rk o A KMHAR L Pss190 # B T 4 RSC0411 3 FHR(E » 2B F k) >

¥ ¢ 7 F genetic background % # JﬁﬁF’“ 2% 003 2 g% o
I~ murl £ F]2_# & #F

Murl % it D-glutamate 2 # en& R4 o &+ & F? F 0 Fv 422 9] § 33
= dm &% 2 K @ 335 (Baliko and Venetianer 51993) 5 & B. subtilis # & i & 7]
Sl

rackE ~ yrpC ## 3% glutamase racemase” & ¥ % Dgse A A ¥ racE 5 ¢ 3 A kv >

tEY R EARAAY JacE 2 zIFu‘g‘» mypC R b R EAREAY

Z I oracE # 4 thi 2 bl & 2 i{; ﬁg:’ » YA F R EARA T e
D-glutamase 2 & = 5 B > B @i e (Iflmura et al. 2004) A FRESIY

omurl R AT R ;1-'.;] Uik ki) %' &Piixi’&ﬁ%ﬂwqm%i@ﬂ(fﬁH
e I

A4 2B A A R murl RRRA N.--benthamana P AR E R
(Bl ) #frestipgn s murl nr s Lii s adih e e g ns R
FR2ZRFTi G =M pA o BFfmEY Tt 7 D-amino acid transaminase

A 2 D-glutamate & m A § fwfe A B ~ AR REFEwE R AT IR F AL oW
A 4 . ¥ D-amino acid transaminase Ak F]3 4f ¥| % % 4% 7/ D-glutamate ¥ % 4%
Fetk WM335 (murl £ Fla% % $k)# > 7 2 & 4 (% i iT * (Compensation) & 4 & &9
D-glutamate # #4% % 2 37 L &2 fF AL FY £ F € o D-glutamate 7 +F
# s E(Livetal, 1998) 0 & £ p i 7 7 2 )]%%E:r vd R RN R e B
FRESRERER > F & 5 o D-glutamate » ]t < 5 3 D-amino acid

A

transaminase’ & ff X FE L F P w1 & A 4 I D-amino acid transaminase (Lundqvist et
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al., 2007) > #7120 3 2 LI ST =k #/&3%i2 7 D-amino acid transaminase
Flptomurl R R EA1 g E A 4 D-glutamate @ 4 7% o
=% wmEr % T3 % BF 1A 4 D-glutamate sEE T > B F ¥ 42 ATP
#-7h % £ L-glutamate {= D-glutamate 38 3% 1 48 p (Jacobs et al., 1995)> + 3 § 155 B
RERA ) * LT kAT L4 N D-glutamate 07 &> A K ¥ - %r}]is;?] mur|
Rk & 2 L-glutamate % vE— @Rhaus £ 7 > Rl 4 LRI E T4
A AR - R RS murl RFHREATE € fI* ¢b ko D-glutamate k4 L 48 p
D-glutamate =7 &_-
PP HRIT R T AT DR BHRAIFE Emurl ¢ AR 2R R
P ART AEEEE Ngod w2y 78d RBEFS S5 FY Mul 9N
%3 7% i+ UDP-MurNAc-L- Ala 750 % (Ho etal;:1995) » 4 % % %—F'::}]is *;;5]# TEE
it + UDP-MurNAc-L-Ala 77 i 45 ﬁ#- R A R e R A 1R
o I ¥ A HiERY > BRI LG l\ﬁl rﬁN S PEE i*‘u" glutamate racemase #

WA mE R R R D glutamate T =4 u%’ ] b 2R fga‘iﬂ 4 & (Hoetal., 1995;

i+ i Doglutamate 5o B st 24 - fs;;r 4 MurI 8 2 020% e L
Liu et al., 1998) o #71u d\p Y mﬁ %1‘%? P 75 2.2y glutamate racemase # i > @
¢ 0 &1 D-glutamate @ 245 4 Fe A %7 1 ﬂ LT R e R ek f?fﬁ murl 3] "$ 78
(murl deletion mutant) » £F23% Murl 2% % # 4= i ] GRS Sl
),'1‘5 AMurl & jm%e 3] fi 27 4 33522 2

ESRE 3‘»‘]‘5 Fmurlif2 x> PHFRAE e L AXIEE > A G e L5
A% ut £ 03R4 (Baliko and Venetianer , 1993) « &3 < BE2R & A i {7 FimPe J] fk 2
Bt A4 JI* TR F SR AIIMUAR FHR T | 2 AL (Bl - )
Fa P~ F Bmurl R ¥ & shglutamate racemase .1t A # D-glutamatesfiiy * 3% F %

RHEERE PP 3 HDNA gyrasedrd|F a3 EEF L PBp R K
] F A

k¥ rLREMUN R %4k PDNA gyrasedr ]+ i 4 £F R -
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tif B EDTA(F #h L & Ba+ )Rz 2R > T2 A FRe murl REHRT &
ES Eli%r}?ﬁﬁ]MurI Fv AR £ A R FRpERIet R R ﬁ%&r}‘ﬁ—,’f—!
# ¢ 0 Murl & 7 Zf 4 i (cofactor-independent):F glutamate racemase (Mobitz
and Bruice, 2004) -
3. F e A Murl B2 FRpE4 447

FEREER - Lo oL F Jf;;:ﬁr,— F murl R % tke5Ee 4 (swimming

motility) T *¥ - 56 4 E_F RiE AP~ xFLPEER i FlF FT % 2
MERIERIFE AR PlEZ RS S N BRE R o AL T R E AL S Dy
o AR R RAIC)IE § 354 3 S Tgpd T+ RS R TG HER
Pl fesp H R 4 (Tans-Kersten et-al.; 2001) < A #75 3 xS Jfé:ﬁr,‘ Fmurl R RE
EHICHEIRE @ RpE T K;‘%ﬁ’ eg® 4571~ 2 Ncbenthamiana ¢ & 2 B E 3k 2
Tl 2R E W AT f{-‘]'ﬁ“ S%f%&\:w—’# %om IR AR IR A g
FIvnZE A= ) e d PR Y ,ﬁa@w FIS 8 R Bl @ 4 )ik 4 A g
qt}’z:ﬁr,— 4 T, ;fﬁ.:t&-:}?r,— A~ F A fﬁﬁ%ﬁ K«;.;ri yzﬁr,— > . Snorhizobium
meliloti # 2 Z i< J’f? rotor—statpr 3 "§ -4 —Q o5 14 B eh glutamate PR L
FOUREELL chps s iR )i(Attmannspacher et al. 2005) . Pseudomonas aeruginosa
¥ %11 L-glutamate = ¥ - § /> g 2i¢ H :} swarming motility(%%‘v} HLL o £ & X
IR & AL b 2585) 5 4o (Kohler et al., 2000)- 7 % ‘w A& P <5 glutamate £2 # 55 4
APRE > R H P il p w v R A RRE Y T E RT-PCR %k 4& B murl & %k
PoenilS AR A FIATE AR e

41 12 (chemotaxis) 2 2 i 3 ¢ e oo B LE i 2 AR B A 4 250
i § e d E P enPFR] 38 E 2L ¥ £ & oo & Rhodobacter sphaeroides # 4 R ‘m
@ & i glutamate I fwPe ¢ 2 LREPM 7 i § oglutamate B i & R g
i« 1 (Jacobs et al., 1995) » F# A % 3% & R 7 465 ) murl R @ REHHEY F 119
FeAAp it P E L -
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4. murl 3%1‘;}?;‘5?]" &ék)ﬁ;g'ﬂ

B0 B eaMurl 3-v (& A F) o sB Exd 3 )3 4T 1 Pss190F T
murl % 4 0 38 7 A PR B SR R a4 (e ) 0 R IR 4 R
3 Eo X @i g aeaRE S (FAE &) BRF A FIF & murlfeds S
AR FHIAABH G IonIRS TP AT RRFI AT RE R AR
o3 AR ) o a0 A F < 545 7 glutamate racemase R %k JIM109 0 i {7
IR %R emurl g s + (murl B 3E L pE500k A ) B S 3K A
glutamate racemase # JA - & & A H murl % % Al P EEEETE
(ribosome-binding region) ™ ¥ = ¥ 3 4 glutamate racemase % I(Liu et al., 1998) » 4&
BT R~ R E-qv‘ murl = z3a & mukl Bcds e d%ﬂ AP BT AT 5 + +p)’% pf]murl T Fi
1+ P53003]5004% 7 ¥ 03 AT %? PR S Rl S (T R LT
E®E e 70§ 1 m Fmurl b S r] 5 ﬂr},% Ads =5 F ek 85 BT
A e ART AT F %pflia mmurl#&—+ ‘*ﬁ}# » FAH L mE R E R o A
B3 3 A $Rerglutamate racemasea'i b x'ﬁ e Kf; o .*5 KA G FiE- Hen
o T AT HERST 7@“3- 1&,4,% mmurlﬂfr H i‘ = ikﬂfumA:é = PRI F AT RR
Bt (W= - 7)) 5 E,_k"]fumAmﬁ P 5 fumarate hydratase > fumarate hydratase .
& H_ SRR AR (TCA cyele)r #-malate l‘el_IL = fumarate :1f% % (Woods et al.,
1988) » % fumarate?; = & £ (5 - i@ B enfif % B4 ¥ 12 & BF 2 2-oxoglutarate © @
2-oxoglutarate ¥ 5 d glutamate & = fis .1t = L-glutamate( 't &+ - ) > i & 7
L-glutamate & # ¥ it € i = 'w Fglutamate® p 32 §7 > @ & D-glutamate & & &
Yoo d PR EAPMAT L Y 0 IR W R AARRIT A TR W o A FfumAsE

#» fumarate hydratasei & % L $r4|glutamate racemase » @ % = & ;= %2 H ¥ 4 iv

sps 4
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d R solanacearum #r3ldechf e fh- 23k £ & 2 2 | BHFLAE LHT o
B AN I R AT ST BUR S RS g FenT R0 L A3 1 2 @ e

W%*%oi%éﬁﬂﬁﬁpz%ﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬂé’ﬁﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ
LPS 2 £ =2 K F¥ F
R&N%ﬁ?{%ﬁ%ﬁi%%ﬁ&&ﬂrﬁi%di&ﬁ%?ﬂ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ@

Wl pFR Sy A E 2 3T B OEES hfeg o ook B NE R TR
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Strains/plasmids Descriptionb

Source or reference

R. solanacearum strains

Pss190 Wild type, phylotype I, biovar 4
Pss4 Wild type, phylotype I, biovar 3
RSc0411 RSc0411::Tn5 (nptll), Kan' ,.in Pss190-or Pss4 i:)ackground
rfaF rfafF::Tn5 (nptll), Kan', in Pss190 background
hrpG hrpG::Tn5 (nptll), Kan', in Pss190 baci:imul-ld
phcA phcA:: Tn5 (nptl 1), Kan", in Pss190 back"-g;;inii
RSC1206 RSC1206::Tn5 (nptll), Kan' | in Pds190 o
E. coli strain 3
DH5a Transient host of different constructs
Plasmid®
pUFR047 incW Gen" Amp" mob’ Pmob lacZA" par”
pURS190 pUFRO047 clone containing R. solanacearum Pss190 RSc0411
pURsA pUFRO047 clone containing R. solanacearum Pss4 RSc0411

59

Jaunet and Wang 1999
Jaunet and Wang 1999
Lin et al,. 2008
Lin et al., 2008

Lin et al., 2008
Lin et al., 2008

Lin et al., 2008

Hanahan 1983

DeFeyter et al., 1993
This study

This study



pUXcv
pUCt

pURmMe
pUReu

pUEcc

pUE.coli

pCZ962

pC0409

pC0410

pC0411

pC0412

pUFR047 clone containing Xanthomonas campestris pv. vesicatoria XCV3115
pUFRO047 clone containing Cupriavidus taiwanensis RALTA_A0334

pUFR047 clone containing Ralstonia metallidurans Rmet_0306

pUFRO047 clone containing Ralstonia eutropha H16 H16_A0390

pUFRO047 clone containing the Erwinia carotoyora subsp. carotovora homologue
of Erwinia carotovora subsp.<atroseptica ECA6292

pUFR047 clone containing Escherichia coli Ipt(_Z

vector containing a promoterless LaCZ.-I.‘Q.p.OI‘t-eI" for promaoter activity assay, Tet'
pCZ962 carrying the putative promoter"s-‘:e:c:lil.'ei.lce (nt. 437941-438400) upstream
of R. SolanacearumPss190 RScO469, Tet;; - |

pCZ962 carrying the putat'fivle proinoter sequence (nt. 438541-439038) upstream
of R. Solanacearum Pss190 RSc0410; Tet'

pCZ962 carrying the putative promoter sequence (nt. 439234-439633) upstream
of R. Solanacearum Pss190 RSc0411, Tet'

pCZ962 carrying the putative promoter sequence (nt. 439807-440180) upstream

of R. Solanacearum Pss190 RSc0412, Tet"
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This study
This study
This study
This study

This study

This study

Provided by C. Boucher

This study

This study

This study

This study



pC0413 pCZ962 carrying the putative promoter sequence (nt. 440851-441166) upstream This study

of R. Solanacearum Pss190 RSc0413, Tet

* The target gene and sequences isolated from various bacteria were cloned into the indicated sites of pUFR047. The promoter sequences were

cloned into the HindIII and Xbal site of pCZ962.
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£~ FHRABAT LS RSCOAL 2 rfaF R # ke fit i

Characteristics tested In Pss190 background In Pss4 background
WT RSc0411 mutant rfaF mutant WT RSc0411 mutant
Growth in liquid minimal medium (M9)* = n.d. =
Stress response (MIC)"
polymyxin B (ppm) 800.0 .~ 200.0 . 12.5 n.d. n.d.
tyrothricin (ppm) s bp, 1.3 n.d. n.d.
chloramphenicol (ppm) 25.0 - iZS ] n.d. n.d. n.d.
H,0, (mM) 0.03 11',:03 ' n.d. n.d. n.d.
Motility |
swimming (ratio) T : - ; - 1 0.77+0.05
twitching +¢ . st~ n.d. + +

Root attachment ¢

-«
I
.

Biofilm ¢
APIZYM™ ¢ = n.d. n.d. n.d.

Secreted enzymes®
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Egl (cm) 2.2 2.1 n.d. n.d. n.d.

Peh (cm) 1.0 1.0 n.d. n.d. n.d.

Pme (cm) 0 0 n.d. n.d. n.d.
Proliferation in N. benthamiana’ 8.90+0.30 8.70+0.03 n.d. n.d. n.d.
Colonization in tomato l l n.d. n.d. n.d.
HR in W38 (24hpi) ¢ i —— + — —
N. benthamiana response (72hpi)" N _ o, C N N

* The overall bacterial growth was monitored over time for 7 days by-}nsaslirihg ODggo.n.d., not determined.

P MIC, minimal concentration of the chemical to'completely. inhibit be;%j‘;rhi.éi. growth in 523 liquid medium after incubation for 16 hrs.

¢ -, no swimming activity. Swimming activity of the mutant in P:ss4 b'aEc'.kgroul.ld was evlaluated as ratio with the wild-type strain as 1.0. +,
positive twitching activity. |

4 = mutant showed no significant difference from the WT strain; {,;-mutant displayed reduced phenotype compared to the WT strain.

¢ Diameter of substrate digestion zone. Egl, endoglucanase; Peh, polygalacturonase; Pme, pectin methylesterase.

" Bacterial proliferation [log,o(CFU/gram plant tissues)] in leaves 24 hours after infiltration.

& Response of infiltrated W38 leaves was evaluated 24 hours post inoculation. HR, hypersensitive response; +, HR ;- ,no response.

h Response of infiltrated N. benthamiana leaves was evaluated 72 hours post inoculation. N, necrosis; C, chlorosis.

63



Rz REGSELEARNMARLAN R

R. R. C. R. X. P. P. E. cali E. carotovora
solanacearum metallidurans taiwanensis eutropha compestris sSyringae  aeruginosa subsp.
GMI1000 pv. pv. tomato atroseptica
vesctoria
lipid A RSc1416 75/86*" 77/81 77/8% (49/6.6) P 46/60 47/62 IpxA 47/63
biogenesis (IpxA) 48/66
RSc1417 75/85 75/83 74/84 ; 3.8/53) 47/64 47/63 IpxB 38/59
(IpxB) T:I - 38/58
RSc2837 88/93 89/93 : 88/9I2 ';:(.56/72). 54/.72 55/73 IpxC 54/74
(IpxC) | 53/72
RSc1414 70/81 70/80 §0/80 {(42/57) 40/59 43/61 IpxD 41/58
(IpxD) 40/57
RSc2530 65/78 67/78 67/78 41/52 38/51 39/50 IpxK 37/51
(IpxK) 38/53
RSc0693 58/68 57/68 58/71 (32/43) 40/53 40/52 kdtA/WaaA 37/52
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(kdtA) 38/52
RSc1127 86/93 87/93 87/92 70/82 45/64 46/66 kdsA (44/65)
(kdsA) (44/65)
RSc2532 72/78 73/79 7381 (45/56) 56/63 55/63 kdsB 52/62
: f‘ ST
(kdsB) - f' 51/61
*".';_.
RSc0565 75/86 76/8@ ,,:-;’ 76/ @ﬁ 26/61 45/62  RfaF/WaaF 43/56
(RfaF) < 43/58
: e Y&
RSc0692 45/58 4‘2/57 ' ( ya) 3853 36/52 WaaC 37/52
¥ ™
- .1- L
core (RfaCl) ~l '-."‘"" = 39/54
. - ! Lo I
biogenesis RSc2920 (26/42) 39.Z537- 56 &8/4 !)l 39/54 35/54 WaaR 35/53
o
RfaJ G '?‘ UK , 35/50
(Rfal) .gf _:?:__J*c-%:l 4 b
'!" -
RSc2084 84/91 85/89 85/9@ -(343‘49) » 432146 48/65 WaaG (15/27)
. ..-"' Jr_ ¥ -Lj Jl
(16/24)
O-antigen  RSc2204 23/38 30/48 26042 25/41 16/24 (11/19) Waal (10/19)
ligation 11/21
LPS RSc2200 74/86 76/87 78/88  (37/59) 38/59 38/60 MsbA 41/63
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RSc0409

RSc0410

RSc0411

RSc2416

transport

RSc2417

RSc2743

RSc0515

86/91"

67/78

64/76

73/86

69/82

64/77

54/68

85/89
69/79

60/7,Q

%‘2/84

64/ 77

55/70

[+ mf;-h_

85/91 62/77
71/81 24/41
g AL ”*"“f

“"_:"' ]
ﬁ3/7?§’ . 28/4ﬁ
ey T ]
.Jr "I' j-. ||I.
55/69 27/43

=

-

-

59/77

25/44

*524/44

28/42

58/75

25/45

18/39

28/46

25/46

23/45

27/42

40/65
LptB
58/79
LptA
26/45
LptC
(18/35)
LptF/YjgP
26/46
LptG/YjgQ
25/46
LptE/RIpB
20/39
LptD/Imp

24/42

56/77

20/44

(16/33)

26/45

24/47

26/41

25/43

* Sequence identity/similarity is shown as %. Protein sequence alignments were mostly carried out using the PHI- and PSI-BLAST algorithm
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(http://www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/blastpgp/index.html) which list only the first 250 orthologues based on level of sequence homology.
P For orthologues sharing lower sequence homology and thus not revealed by this algorithm, NCBI BLAST

(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sutils/genom_table.cgi) was used to perform pair-wise sequence comparison and calculate the sequence homology.

n.f., no protein with significant sequence homology was found in the genome based on NCBI database search.

ol Lo e
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Strains/plasmids

Description®

Source or reference

R. solanacearum strains
Pss190
Pss4
Pss1308
mur |

E. coli strain
DH5a

Plasmid
pUFR047
pUmurl 50
pUmurl 300
pUmurl 500

pUfumA-murl

Wild type, phylotype I, biovar 4
Wild type, phylotype I, biovar 3
Wild type, phylotype L, biovar.3

murl::Tn5 (nptll), Kan'.;in Pss190 or Pss4 or Pss1308,background

Foa I:_,.l-.
T
"

Transient host of different ‘constructs

incW Gen" Amp" mob” Pniob lacZA par’
pUFRO047 clone containing R. sol anacearum Pss4 murl 50
pUFRO047 clone containing R. solanacearum Pss4 murl300

pUFR047 clone containing R. solanacearum Pss4 murl500

pUFR047 clone containing R. solanacearum Pss4 fumA - murl

Jaunet and Wang 1999
Jaunet and Wang 1999
Jaunet and Wang 1999

Lin et al. 2008

Hanahan 1983

This study

This study

This study
This study

This study

* Amp', ampicillin resistance; Gen', gentamicin resistance; Kan' ,kanamycin resistance.
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21 - FHRABATLRE murl R RHROBFRRA

Characteristics tested In Pss190 background In Pss4 background

WT murl mutant WT mur| mutant

Growth in liquid minimal medium (M9) * = =

Stress response (MIC) b
polymyxin B (ppm) 800
tyrothricin (ppm) 2.5
chloramphenicol (ppm) 6.25
H,0, (mM) 0.03
EDTA (mM) 1.0
Motility ©
swimming (ratio) 0.38+0.02
twitching +
Biofilm = =

Root attachment ¢ = =

APIZYM™ ¢ - _
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Secreted enzymes °

Egl (cm) 1.6 1.5 1.3 1.2
Peh (cm) 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.5
Pme (cm) 0 0 1.3 1.4
Proliferation in N. benthamiana ' n.d. n.d o 10.0+0.06 9.9+0.04
HR in W38 (24hpi) & B i . + +
N. benthamiana response (72hpi)" N _ N ' N N

* The overall bacterial growth was monitored over time for 7 days by-}nsaslirihg ODggo.n.d., not determined.

P MIC, minimal concentration of the chemical to'completely. inhibit be;%j‘;rhi.éi. growth in 523 liquid medium after incubation for 16 hrs.

¢ -, no swimming activity. Swimming activity of the mutant in P:ss4 b'aEc'.kgroul.ld was evlaluated as ratio with the wild-type strain as 1.0. +,
positive twitching activity. |

4= similar enzymatic activities with the wild-type strain.

¢ Diameter of substrate digestion zone. Egl, endoglucanase; Peh, polygalacturonase; Pme, pectin methylesterase.

" Bacterial proliferation [log,o(CFU/gram plant tissues)] in leaves 24 hours after infiltration.

& Response of infiltrated W38 leaves was evaluated 24 hours post inoculation. HR, hypersensitive response; +, HR.

" Response of infiltrated N. benthamiana leaves was evaluated 72 hours post inoculation. N, necrosis.
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z
g

WT (pUFRMT)
@411 (pUFRO4T)
G411 (pUR190)
Q411 (pURs4)
Bl (pllcy
41T (plRime)
G411 (pURen)
0411 (pUXew)
2411 (pUEec)
LT (pUE. calf)

CPG+SDS

I??L @ rI:l.-hr--' ]%: |:'\-

R p%@mrﬁmﬁﬁﬁ HWF i@%ﬂ
’]‘r')?i FE R 5 10° 4o 10° CFU/mL S 1o pL FYEAAMI - FE Y
(CPG) ~ 7} f0% s4fAp M cniti it cng & ¥ 5 A48 % 2 (CPG+SDS ~ SM1) ! - #

B 628 2ER-IZ3 AR GEH AN 0 LERAZ ST %Y 48

vtk o
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r O Ohr m 24hr

Bacterial population
[log(CFU/Q)]

Pss190 RSc0411

« 95 4 4] Fik e RSC041L 3 %4k o h N benthamana NG

Bl =
77 4 4] Ftk e RSCOA1L % %4k tit » 75 % N benthamiana £ ¢ e 3 70~24 | pF3~
AR eSPEr ) Fle R R AR REHZ(F BRREF G ABE

B P 2t sk E R R L -
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(A) B)

0.5 pm

e ’-'.-'»,.4_ M |
W~ FE50 T BARSRET 5 AT 2 3 Fkie RO04LL & % thiwe 7] 1

(A) 7 2 3] Ftk Pss190 fr(B) RSCO411 R %tk o - &% 5 0.5 um e
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(A)
Pss190
RSc0411
®

RSc0411

(B)

08 r

-l

Ratio to W1
g
(=
T

04 -
02 ¢

Pss190-0411 Pss4-0411

BT ~ 7 160 7127 24 3] Fiafr RSCO41L X % th5# 4 (swimming motility)iR]:#
(A)¥5 2 A ke RSC0411 % % & £0.3% agar !+ Bl3# H 258 4 o(B) Pss190 &2 Pss4
FH 7T RCO4LL R FHR5E 2 e 22 A Aot o I 2 ARG 1ot @

B AFHUEFZ AL > I Z XA E ARG L o
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Pss190 RSc0411

-

# 4 (twitching motility)i]
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Log (CFU/root)
2 = kK W & th &

-
"t
"‘I}_

Pasd Pas1H

Bl= ~ F 105 FT 4 3 F k- RSCOALL & #phqrdl & 58 3 48 ¥ § 3o F g 5 4
i

FA PR A F R AL ARA LG MBS RO WFPRE > Bk

(Logio)% 7 © A3 5% SEH= = d Z X chF s %35 H L

2L SAS 428 ANOVA v A 453> 2 v uAh X #FHabrc-

o
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35 |
3.
32.5'
A
s 2|
a 15 |
o

a
‘I L
0-5 | .
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q:;\

a
T
a
a
b

.o :
L — -

~ %, o N ™

- 'h}\ \}.;‘-\\ }éb ; ﬂ_‘}l ) LS:.
,#.5 & ¥ & &
_\\R \\‘3 “1\1 \tﬁ
e \
& o o

Pss4

BN~ F AT 2 A AR cRC0A1L % FHa{cd A th 2 3007 2 it 4 2 A 47

EXPREBHRTERL X LTk ST d P HRER(E 2T

BHcE)E HIE BB L > F 9 253 SAS #2358 ANOVA 4c 12 & 454 3 » 27 1Y

A FE a~bo
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(A)

Pss4 Pss190
H,0 rfaF WT RScD411 WT RSc0411 WT (pUFR047) 0411 (pUFR047)

pUEce pUxcy  pUReu pURme pUCH pURs4  pURs190
Pss190 RSc0411 mutant complementation

o BV CAET\BY

Pssd Pss19)
= [ =
= = T - 3
N : £ : $ g &£ F % F &
3 T 2 % 3 @® ® ®2 3 B3 & 3
z : g = = B 8 8 8 8 8 B
= g & ¢ ¥ E § 3§ § § § 38 § § s

s 47
4 AT F i (B)

B4~ F 405 F% 2 3 Ek - RC041L R R4k fe 3 4F PRt ¥ ens
(A)#-F 1% B & 1 FHkiz » 75 5 Wisconsin 38 (W38) 24 | p# 15 &
#F e A & B AL~ A X N benthamiana 72 | pF 15 > 8 & 2 3 7 (necrosis) &

i (chlorosis)J #x °
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Normalized Fold expression
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Pss190 Pssd

CPG+SDS

B4~ FHRBEAY L AR M 2R F R A AT St .
BF 4 Bk A 4 107~ 10° 2 10° CFU/ML vk 10 pl if & % PAMO) ~ § %
£ % (CPG) ~ 7 F wmre SHfdn b cnifisk ey 4 &' 5 FIMEs 4 L CPG+SDS 1 » # %

WE28 BEfHCIZR cAFHLEEHZ AN > LHRAZ XF R A&

89



Ratio to WT
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(A)

Pss4 pss1308 pss180

murl mutant
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e koo _L
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{}4 i e
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[} 1 = 1
Pss190-mur] Pssd-mul Pss1308-marT
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MEER . ARRUEFZIINT I SO REEFEAFRERL
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ODs7om00
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(A)

Pssd Pss1308 Pss190

H,O WT  murl  WT  muwrl  WT murl  hrpG

(B)
Pss190 Pssd Pss1308
hrpG murl miurl murl
N = 4
f? m;ﬂ;ﬂﬁ 51

Bl= 41~ FRepRs 2 RERfomurl R R GE
(A)¥-F t55 F) & B L ~ 7 % Wisconsin 38 (W38) » 24 /] & {8 LR AT 12

s o (B)#-F 55 7] & B FjtAil » 7 % N. benthamiana 72 - p¥ 16 - £ 5 & 2 35>

(necrosis) & Jﬁ F 0 (chlorosis) f #x °

95



(A)

O root down part

10
9 H rool up parl
g | " O stem base
E 2| \‘* B slem
E ¢ |
= 6 -
= 5
E 4
é‘s
$2)
— 1t
0 "
[N,
.4. ! r o |.-.:l|.-
(B) AP o B
- 12 n.s B stem base
%lu W e
ﬁ 8
‘o
? 0 ==
b i
S &
&

Pss4 mur] mutant complementation
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[ FAIIREEE T 16 m R0 4 Ffe murl R #4k 0 = PSR
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BHRIIE IR ITR0 TR B T m FFEE c(B) = BEY <
S FAIIRGEE T 4 FRk o murl REFRE H TR - p SR BERERERAN S E
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ARFLE -
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(A)

Pss< -miord
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pUminerd 500
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- -F?-s}-‘;-.:}%'%ﬁ RScO411 7 3 #7i& * 2_31 %

Strain

Primer sequence (5'-3')*

Complementation study

Ralstonia solanacearum

Cupriavidus taiwanensis

Ral stonia metallidurans

Ralstonia eutropha H16

Xanthomonas campestris pv. vesicatoria

Erwinia carotovora subsp. carotovora

Target gene
RSC0411 F
R
RALTA A0334 R
.
Rmet_0306 ; F
"R
H16.AD300. || R
=
XCV3115 « . P
B

the E. carotovora subsp. F'
carotovora homologue of R'

E. carotovora subsp.

98

ATGAATTCGTCGCCGACCTGATCCTCAA
GCAAGCTTTGATAGACCTGCTTCAGGTC

GCGAATTICGAAGCCAACCGCATCAACCA

"ATAAGCTTTCATGTTGGCAGGGTTGCTT

GCGGATCCTGATGGAAATCACCCGCAA
ATCIGCAGTGTCGTCAGGGAAGCAGTCA
C.}CGAAT.TCCACGTGGTCAACGAGAACCA
ATAAGCTTTCATGTTGGCAGGGTTGCTT
CGGGATCCCAACGCGCATCCATGGATTG
CGGAATTCTCGTCGAGCATGTTGCAATC
CGGGATCCCAGATTATGTCACCCGCATT

CGGAATTCGGCAAAGGTGGAAATGCTGA



atroseptica ECA0292

Escherichia coli [ptC F' CGGAATTCTCTGCTGGAAAAACTGGCGA

R' ACTAGTAAGCTTTTAAGGCTGAGTTTGTTTGTTTTG
Promoter study
Ralstonia solanacearum RSc0409 E, CGAAGCTTGTCTATCACCTGTCCGGCAA
(nt. 437941 +438400)" R'. CGTCTAGAACATAGGCGAAGCGGAAAAG
RSc0410 _ F' "CGAAGETTGTCACCAAATACCGCTTCAC

(nt. 438541 -439038): L. /R CGTCTAGAGGGTGTCGGTCATGGAAATC

-

RSc0411 || P | CGAAGCTTATTACGCCGGCCATCATCAC

(nt, 439234 -43963;3) SR | CGTCTAGATTGAGAGCGTTCGCTGGCCAT

Rsc0a12’ a .CC_i_AAGCTTAAATCACCCGCAAGGGCAT

(nt. 4398072440180)' » R' CGICTAGATGTTGCTGTGGACGGGGGAAT

RSC0413 F' CGAAGCTTCGCGAAAAATCAGGCGAAAG

(nt. 440851 -441166) R' CGTCTAGAGAAATTCGCTATCATGGCGG
qRT-PCR study

Ralstonia solanacearum POpA F' ATCCTCAACATCATCGCAGC
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(248bp)
popC
(247bp)

hrpB

(218bp)

LA

R' AGCAGCTTCACCAGGTCTTC

g

AGGACAATCCAAAGCTGGAG

R' GTGAACAAGTTCCCGATGCT

F' TGGGAAACATCTACTTCGCC

* Sequences underlined indicate recognition site

P The putative promoter sequences analyzed.

¢ Amplicon size for RT-gPCR study

sg restriction enz;
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S~ TR E MUl A i 2 51 F

Strain Target gene Primer sequence (5'-3")*

Complementation study
Ralstonia solanacearum murl and upstream50 bp F' ATGGATCCAAGATCGGCAAGATCCCGGT
R'" CGAAGCTTCGGATTGCTTATTGGTGCGA
murl and upstream300 bpx T A;FGGATCCTGATCGCCATGGTCGGCACG
R’ CGAAGCTTQGGATTGCTTATTGGTGCGA
murl and upstreams500 bp f '-m,:.F.' : :ATGGATCCCTCAACGGCAAGATGCTCAC
T EZGAAGCTTCGGATTGCTTATTGGTGCGA
murl and fumA . | B ATAGATCCGCATTGCGTGTATGATTCCG

R". CGAAGCTTCGGATTGCTTATTGGTGCGA

* Sequences underlined indicate recognition sites of restriction enzymes.*
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(A)

rso:RScod411
50 100 150 200 2107
pf:DUF1Z239
o i LT o
T
(B) & 2 F N

Fungi
Caenorhabditis elegans _ W, Archaea
Bacteria 209

1 Metazoa yanobacteria 43
Fruit Fly ynechocystis PCC 6803 1
Arthropoda Oryza sativa (Rice)
Chordata Arabidopsis thaliana

Mouse reen Plants

Human Plastid Group
1 Eukaryota Other Eukaryotes

s W e Y i

-:"'.-'-:. ;'.'_h..:';l T il x-. . :'I'i.-
e ."::.-\.. TI::'-I L L“-j.-. -:.-::I.-.
2 17 25 F S RRRUE12D by
e .":I':'I:'-l.:. ;:—I- Ehpa

(A) RSc0411 3-v 4]* NCBI * -2 L H F-v £ H3 K o it o DUF1239 3¢ Fe
% o (B) DUF1239 v %% Ir 4~ fd2 4 47 4> F] (taxonomic coverage) » #cF 4 4 f&

® ¢ frz2. DUF1239 3-v #& & -
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TMHMM posterior probabilities for Sequence
12 :

08t

06

04}

5 |H!' il .

Probability of transmembrane helices

50 100 150 200
Amino acids

B km e Fgfrﬂg*:u noo
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(A) (%

SIPS { &

| LPS bioaynthasis | LPS eranslocation |

(B) WT Aldprc wT Alptd AlptB

(C) AlptE WT AdptD WT  Adped AlprB Nt

T X S FLPS ch S iF i 2 LPSiE X R ¥tk 2 WA A 17

(A)+ % 1% B LPS c1£ & (J&_R-LPS F| S-LPS) % j&_* %8 i LPS F| /b 509 577 chg-
v oo HYLE BN ’ha},%;;f]RSchl fs ik Y enle R AL F] LptC (Tran et al.,
2008)°(B)% i 5 % + BAMCALEL B X % F{IF 2 A Atk LPS i R g o ¥
(Sperandeo et al., 2008) © (C)4L4 ~ 47+ %5 48 7% 4 4| ks LPS # i R kv 4

% (Sperandeo et al., 2008) -
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“Type I1I secretion
system

firp gene cluster

R
T L @4@}»?%51;@&%1., 2007)
Flop RS IF L sl > TR - @ P G AR e T

HrpG » HipG ¥ 6 d 447 HipB i@ 2 K B % = 314 5% 5 5 phefhrp & 713
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Drench

Tomato Arabidopsis

Strain Puncture(%)®  Score®?  B(+/T)* M(+/T)¢ Score® B(+/T)* M(+/T)¢

Pss190 100 5 - - 3.6 - -
murl 89 0 12112 412 0.1 9/11 1/33
faF 56 12 010 010 0.3 79 1/24

RSc0411 0 0 112 012 0 912 10/35

5 Percentage of wilted plants recorded 21 days postinoculation (DPI) when the mutants were inoculated by puncturing into leaf axis.
U Mean severity score based on symptoms observed 21 DPI as described in Materials and Methods,

¢ Presence of R. solanacearum on stem base (B) or midstem (M) of tomato, or collar (C) or midpoint (5 cm above stem) of flower
stalk (Mf) of Arabidopsis presented as number of positive isolation (+) versus number of total samples (T); — indicates that plants of

the resistant reaction were not assayed.

WS s BBk A ,?1933?4 A Lk Pssl90 AL f’{%‘%#_\ité ok PR AR

'-\.'.-
'_..- = =

#(Lin et al., 2008) .Y SR W
P54 3] Atk Pss190 2 # 1—&%1‘%4\‘9 MHEER E T DA R Az BE A hE e
Pho X EER Aow B R L PR Rtk o & ¥ 4p Bi(score) & A 0 | 5 s 47

FOEER FiER YR E T oE ko

106



(A)

WT: Pss190

M: murl mutant

V: vector only

C: complemented murl

H,0

Pss190 murl mutant
cumplementatinn

J¢t yn

1.2
o 2
WT M v C

Pss190 murl mutant
complementation

(B)

1L e
b e :-_q-.i'l

1.0

0.8 f—

0.6

0.4

0.2 —

Ratio of fresh weight

H,0

e R 4 A Pss190 F B T 3 A murl R R ke RIS
(AYFI7 & i &~ entm e a7 ] 5RlsEF 1 ] & FRenip 4 (B) IR & 5
PR R R R R R PR L
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| RSc1957

pUmnerd 50
pUnier! 300
pUnnerd 500
pUfumA-murl

'

L RE T A BARE R Wt 715 4.4 7550 bp -

300 bp ~ 500 bp % 7 it %
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UDP-GlcNAc

MurZ

MurB

MurC
UDP-MurNAc-L-Ala

MurD \@

UDP-MurNAc-L-Ala-D-Glu
; MurE
MurF
UDP-MurNAc-pantapeptide

'

peptidoglycan

HiarL ~ PR PEA & = B S Bl(Doublet et al., 1994)
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| GLUTAMATE METABOLISM | D-Glucosamise-6P
R ey

L ——— (e e
E-Fhosphonborylamine
| 6351 H-OHAD
&5t oome
2-0xoyglmmmae
o+——{ze11s} [e.1 118} >0 Lo
coa g 2.1‘22
(SrMalae Oxsloscetne Tl 1
O 0—— I.-Glu-nu 0.:.___..‘

fumarate hyvdratase ””
(E) )P 2o |
P i lanzll:siz 3513152418
\ - lutamate ranemasel o HH:

mﬁq—.n 14113 :—'_E.’_'?_‘“}—" M’“‘u"?m"
14 2-0noghumcve 14114]  L-Olummae |
O L-1-Pyrmbine-
| 1412 X
: 1413 i s e
Bumposte |q_ 1414 |
== 2611 |
. |
2612 I
|
Argizice ard prakine
il L et Y
S Wmiﬂr 6.1124 =
Pioein i
RHA{G) E
|
|
I
|
L4 I
Socrimate O r
semialehyde™

Mgkt - ~ A 8 glutamate (i RS
murl & Flend-v A = 5 glutamate racemase > fumA X Flend-v A # 5 fumarate

hydratase °
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xffr&.;: ~ ¥R ;[-%%Ega%

TTC medium (Denny and Hayward, 2001)

TTC medium
Component per Liter
Peptone 10g
Casein hydrolysate lg
Glucose 5¢g
5% TTC 1 mL
Agar I5¢g
CPG medium (Denny and Hayward, 2001)
CPG medium
Component per Liter
Peptone 10 g
Casein hydrolysate ~ P g
Glucose L o S¢g
Agar :a;*.h I_ ' 15¢
| A
523 medium (Kado and Heskett, 197(J) 3 I
523 medium e N | 1
Component per Liter
MgSO47H,0 03¢g
K,HPO, 2g
Yeast extract 4¢g
Casein hydrolysate 8g
Sucrose 10g
Additional 15g agar for agar medium
M9 medium (Sambrook et al., 1989)
5X MO salt
Component per Liter
Na;HPO42H,0 42.63 g
KH,PO, 15¢g
NaCl 25¢g
NH,4CI S5¢g
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—Autoclave

M9 medium
Component per 100 mL
5X M9 salt 20 mL
IM MgSOg4 200 pL
IM CaCl, 10 pL
40% Glucose 1 mL
H,O 78.79 mL
Additional 15g agar for agar medium
SM1 medium (Tsai et al., 1985)
SM1 medium
Component per Liter
TTC medium " » ; 1L
5% Polymyxin B 4 e & 2.mL
1% Tyrothricin ] T, Y
0.5% Chloramphenicel A-mL
1% Cycloheximide * ' .‘#_-"'-.. f f:xl 055 mL
1% Crystal violet - Jﬁ'; -,'I-‘.'“:‘ | i 0.5 mL
Agar . | | "'"—'F_’" i I 15¢g
II | Ji _h { i, .
MP medium (Greenstein and-Besmond, 1999) ]
T it 1 >
Component 3 ; TE per Liter
(NH4)2S04 lg
KH,PO, ' 6.8 ¢
MgS04.7H,0 0.1g
FeSO47H,0 0.0025 g
—Adjust pH to 7.0 with KOH
— Autoclave
MP medium
Component per 100 mL
2X MP salt 50 mL
40% Glucose 0.5 mL
H,O 45.5 mL
BG medium (Boucher et al., 1985)
BG medium
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Component per Liter

Peptone 10g
Yeast extract lg
Casein hydrolysate lg
Glucose S5¢g

Motility agar medium (Liu et al., 2005)

Swimming motility agar medium

Component per 100mL
Tryptone lg
Agar 03¢g
Twimming motility agar medium
Component per 100 mL
Peptone : . lg
Casein hydrolysate ; : 0:1 g
Glucose ] < 05g
Agar v . _ k:5¢g
2 \ 7 .
-~
Exoenzyme assay medium (Liu et al. ,.20 H I |
Basal medium (BM) for exoengyme ass.ay (Clough etal., 1994)
Component ' . '_"_.? i\ perLiter
K,HPO, 24 || || Jaase
KH,PO, Ve . 0.7850
Sodium citrate Ry : : 3 W 15¢g
MgSO47H,0 025¢g
(NH4)2SO04 1.25¢g
50% glycerol 10 mL
Egl medium
Component per 100 mL
BM 100 mL
IM MgSO4 0.1 mL
1M CaCl, 0.1 mL
Carboxylmethylcellulose 05¢g
Agar l.6g
Pme medium
Component per 100 mL
BM 100 mL
IM MgSOg4 0.1 mL
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1M CaCl, 0.1 mL
Pectin 048 g
Agar l6g
Peh medium
Component per 100 mL
BM 100 mL
Sodium polygalacturonate 05¢g
Agar l6g
LB Medium (Sambrook et al., 1989)
LB medium
Component per Liter
Tryptone » 10 g
Yeast extract .'| s S5¢g
NaCl 10g
—AdjustpHto 7.0 " .
Additional 15 g agar f'or agar mé&?ﬁ’m { ﬂh';
r- _r L
. ""-
SOC medium (Sambrook et als, 1989 -
| SOC edluth | ;
Component . l I :L PBeT Liter
Tryptone 3 L 20 ¢
Yeast extract S5¢g
NaCl 05¢g
250 mM KCI 10 mL
—Add H;0 to 900 mL, adjust pH to 7.0, and add water to 990 mL
—Autoclave
IM MgCl, 10 mL
IM Glucose 20 mL
P RN R ENLY & FF
Compound Stock Solvent
Tyrothricin 10 mg/mL Ethanol
Polymyxin B 50 mg/mL Water
Chloramphenicol 25 mg/mL Ethanol

Alkaline lysis (Sambrook et al., 1989)
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Soluiton

Components per 100 mL
Glucose 09¢g
0.5 M EDTA 2 mL
1 M Tris-HCI (pH 8.0) 2.5mL
Solution
Components per 100 mL
10 N NaOH 2.0 mL
20% SDS 5.0 mL
Freshly prepared
Solution
Components per 100 mL
KOAc 29¢g
Glacial acetic acid 17.25 mL
Genomic DNA extraction
Lysis buffer
Components Ry f'- X ‘per 100 mL
50X TAE () ': ﬁ | | 2 mL
3 M NaOAc I <= || 0.67 mL
20% SDS IR | siiml
i i
S 1 1]
[B-galactosidase activity ! ! r
"7 bufer (Miller, 1972)
Components : per Liter
Na,HPO4 85lg
NaH,PO42H,0 624 ¢g
KCl 075 ¢g
MgS0,4-7H,0 0.246 g
B-mercaptoethanol 2.7mL
SDS-PAGE % #
3X Dye
Components per 10 mL
1.5 M Tris (pH6.8) 0.417 mL
glycerol 2.5mL
20% SDS 1 mL
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Bromophenol blue 0.05¢g

B -mercaptoethanol 0.5 mL
5X Running buffer

Components per Liter

Tris-HCI 151¢g

glycine 9 ¢

SDS S5¢g

SDS-PAGE gel

Components Separating gel (12%) Stacking gel (4%)

H,O 4.35 mL 3.9mL

40% acrylamide 3mL 623 uL

1.5 M Tris (pH8.8) 2.5mL —

1.5 M Tris (pH6.8) — — 420 pL

20% SDS P

10% APS

TEMED
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