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# B AR T R G T AGHHE % EH HHRE (Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA) £

AL F o R A R AL . BAME TR G |k MRSARAEEHRA R HE4HXCHEFRE > HHHRY

MIC 1A% 0.08%~0.32%. £ ¥FF 2 E L E LI KN 0.16% 69 FAH mat MRSA 4 Sk A A kI 1E F, 22 4%

BFERFREF AR A LERE R BRI 0.32% 695 A 0T T 2 FHR MRSA R # 69 £ MK, 0.16% TH L

BN A A . A AR AR 69 A0 F AR T K BL AR T A4 A MRSA A Ak A R S AE F SRR AR &
(polysaccharide intercellular adhesion, PIA) #=/&9F DNA (extracellular DNA, eDNA) &4 9~ isk VA B 4 4% IR 75 n% A8

AKX B agr. ica. cid, sar 89k k, B, FAEHEA R KGR AEDAEER, TREME R pH L PIA 894 %,

eDNA #9503k VAR & MR BEFS i Al % 2 B 69 &K,

FRIRIR): ot th, AW, 4R F R Bk, MOL AR A R, SRR &, IS DNA
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Effect of Tea Tree Oil on Methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus Biofilm
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Abstract: The effects of tea tree oil on the biofilm of Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) and its
mechanism of action were studied in this paper . Firstly, the MIC values of tea tree oil against MRSA and 12 clinically
isolated strains were determined to be 0.08%~0.32%. It was found that 0.16% of tea tree oil had an inhibitory effect on the
formation of MRSA biofilms. Tea tree oil at 0.32% could completely remove mature biofilms of MRSA while 0.16% could
significantly reduce the mature biofilms by semi-quantitative crystal violet experiments and CLSM. Preliminary exploration
of the biofilm mechanism found that tea tree oil could inhibit the secretion of polysaccharide intercellular adhesion (PIA)
and extracellular DNA (eDNA), and the expression level of agr, ica, cid and sar during the formation of MRSA biofilm.
Therefore, tea tree essential oil would have a strong anti-biofilm effect, and could inhibite the synthesis of PIA, the

secretion of eDNA and the expression of genes related to biofilm formation.
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H TTE AR hP i = oA G HL T, 44
AT 224 TR AR A5 e fe i ™ 2, AR A2 Y 40P AR
4 WO A2 ERTE (Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus
aureus, MRSA) YR IAT, TG [ T A TR 4H B
PR Y2 2. MRSA A DL | e 25,
B AN BE BESRAT PR | 1 X FRAS P ERgY | Aili 58 . TUC L
I I PRI MRSA IR 525 5 T il A= ) 9%
JIE (biofilm, BF), A= I5 45 4H ed 2 B T2 3 i
FITE B R A PR SR AR BRI, Bl R T & N
IR ) T A — PRk e 1 . BASRERI, A=W
BRI Rl 2l B 280 25 W e, I BT LAkt b
PERGENRIN (Rl AR R NETT LA S 2B R N A B
X 25 HEBTRE 77, S5 AN BRI T 24514 (0] A A
A6 5 32 HH 77 55 4 Rl %) 245 4 e AUt 2 A RS 4
Y 10~1000 52545570 fHJZAENG PR - AR
HIZSIRT MRSA A=A AR ar a Al s s R A
FAUS . B & — R a0 T LI R MRSA A=
PR 25 AT

SRR I (tea tree oil, TTO) J2 M IR KFI N AME
SR E T2 R SR b DK 28R 2=
FCEREH SR i) —Fh I (o 22 9R B (o AR, A3 DB A
AR AN Ay B A UERD SRS T LA g b gl
UL EEU Y N AR R A i SRS,
MAEE R Al Bfh Tk LA S Il & B
JRZBINH o WETE I, SRR TS <6 2 (0 A 3K
PRV R A S R A A 22 A R R L B AR
T A —E AIHRIVE R, 7T AR AT A= 8k
Jis, AR AL 4 A58 4= I . PRI SCE B MRSA
FIBRUERRIE ATCCA43300 1FE R LU0 TRIRR, I A5
FEUXT T MRSA A= g AL, 2 mbRE i
VESBBIGTRE RAR 2SI TIT A P B Al
1 MREREE
1.1 #MRSEE

MRSA FRUEF R ATCC43300 5 [E bR Fh
JE s ZSMERET BROCHIE. Maincamp 28 F]; BHI 35 5%
L. TSB ¥5553E  JE[E Oxoid(Fisher) A Fl; MHA/B
Wigrdk  JbatBL iR N W] RNA S BGAGH & Bl
19 H A=Y R 2 7l -RT-PCR X5 & . S ie 5533057
&  H A Takara 2 @ ; LIVE/DEAD™ BacLight™
i&5fl%r  32[E ThermoFisher ScientificZyF]

ZUIGEMEbR Y 35[E GENE 2 Al ot bR 4
WAL TEE ZEISS 43 Fl s B E 5 et
it ZE[E Plextech 2\ Fl; 286 E it PCRAX £ H
Thermo Fisher Scientific Zy#]
1.2 SERFE
1.2.1 ZEBPREHhXT MRSA SR AU ndmmifEs AR
#& CLSI(Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute)

2B FARUE, R R BRI T AR T
Xb 1 BRARERE R (MRSA, ATCC43300) LI 12 il
PRG3 B TR (4 2 (o I 28 B3R PR 1) e/ TR VA B2 (MIIC)
DL Bt/ NS E (MBC) . MIC R REFNHI AN B AR 1<
M i/ NI BE, MBC F8HEAS K 99.9% M4 B ) B
TN
1.2.2  ZSMPIE XS MRSA A= gl BRI sl plm 4
Z: 08 Srdjan 25U (1) Uy Pk 5% 3R 2E M) 0k O T E A T G
th. EETE TSB Hi32HK MRSA B E R FE 24 h LA
b MRSA, 2R 5 ¥ iE b4 1 MRSA FH TSB-g(if
T 1% #ZHER TSB 53530 H5 3= 5L B 100 7,
[F) AN [5] B2 14 255 A4 T (7 25 A% kS vl 08 e B2 oy
0.64%. 0.32%. 0.16%. 0.08%. 0.04% F1 0) —FZHN
FIPPIRIAY 96 FLb T, HHE SR, 7 6. 12,24, 36,48 h
A FE eI ae 0L, FJCH PBS W UE 3 6, A 10% 1Y
FH PR [ 22 1 72, 725 FH IR, I 0.1% R 4Y &L 58
VWG 30 min S5 3 R4S LR, AR5 H KR spe T
HERAT I EE S S, EHGFA PR, A 95% I 2R
L5 AL, R E 30 min JETERFFRY EIRE ODygoo
1.2.3  SSBPRG I B E Y e IR IS BRIER =R
Srdjan F51 (1 77 1k il A R 08 AR IR, A A
BB Z J5, 3R EE 3k, IO PBS BBk
2~3 UK, ARG TN A TSB-g 3% 3% 3L BE 4 B S HS
1, (ARSI 53 931°A 0.16% . 0.08% . 0.04% .
0.02%. 0.01% 1 0, TE 24 h IfFEEREIRE, FHILHE
PBS 759 3 i, A 10% HF P [ 52 3 %, 325 F R,
TG, 5y a5 FH UK e T4, A 95% 2L
HAELE LS, W8 30 min [GIIIRE ODs,, 2RIGITHEA
)94 B A ZS MRS T4 MRSA A= 8k I i i 15833, 1
TN R (%)=(0D—0D, ) x100/0D,, X,
OD,, Ry ZS RS A S0 0 BIAS A G, OD, Hy
A5 FHAS TR SRR T R B2 A FH S A= 0 I s i A5 1
WG
1.2.4 BOCILER £ BINEWEZSRPR IIXT MRSA B
PR SZI 7E 6 FLAR T A B34
BEASE, I FIAAS A1 R B (O SR T - (i S ADE vi 9
WSy 5M 0.16%. 0.08%. 0.04% Fl1 0., fili FHFEER
K LIVE/DEAD™ BacLight™iX7| & 47440, IR)5
i FHZZ H] LSMS800 J0'H 3R A W iU B E A THA I, 9¢
YGEEFE FITC Fl Texas Red, ] ZEN 2.3 544347 1E
{GAREE
1.2.5 ZRAPRSTHXT MRSA A=W I sliad # h 2 hE
FhF 3R (PIA) A UFIHEA N (e DNA) B2 208
BEWFE [y J5 kB TSB B33k B R Im AL e
M) MRSA 32 R0 A 35 4 A [R] 3 B2 S5 3085 71 (0.08%.
0.04%. 0.02% F1 0) FNISRLI AR I, 37 °C #rE LS
FE 24 h NESFAR AR BRAFRRE, SIS 3 IR,
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eDNA 19 i Bt 2 B8 Kelly 2517 1% J7 8, 4%
TSB %32 316105 19 MRSA F TSB-g 3% 75 5o B
JEINE] 24 FLAH, SR IIAAS B4R B2 0O FSAs 1 5
Ao 5 AR HE TR 08 e BE 43531 2 0.16% . 0.08% ., 0.04% .
0.02% F1 0, #&EFEFE 24 h, I A 10 puL 14 EDTA,
B4 °C yKARAHFRE 1 h, FEERERFREE, A 700 pL 19
TEN ZZhiRIR A, MI5E ODy,, Ffic 5%, SR B
B EH EP &, 12000 r/min 55058 1A
B ELCE T, TSI/ A0/ S e (25 : 24 1 1) Fgd )i/
SR (24 1) 43 ZEBC—IR, F L JZROKARIA 3 4%
R 100% S 1/10 IRFR Y Z R4, —20 °C
VKFRIE )G 18000xg B5.0s 20 min, 3725 _RIFIFIIA
W1 70% L EEpes, KT, I3+ 20 uL TE 1,
FBINE S8 /M3 GG E THMN 2 DNA & . eDNA 1Y
AR I L FH A A AR eDNA Sk .
1.2.6 ZSHPAETHNT MRSA A= 95 IR A SC 3L A i
MR MRSA 2 A= P 9 IR A 22 Fh A G Y 2k
&, >R Primer 5 #4151 MRSA ZE 8% BRI il 5
cidA, agrd W LTS IH(3R Do HFH 0.08%
RS T A TR (T TSB-g 15325 7E 6 FLib
FE 5 FE 24 h, i Simply P Total RNA Extraction
Kit (Bioflux )iz & HE HUL 5 RNA . 38 o Brfishise
JEE LTRSS UEHEHL RNA 14 5838 M5 (8 FH 46 il
SE RNA B, fifi FH Taraka 5z % 51055 & 4T 2
53 I N, e {8 Taraka 28568 BRI & 3T -
RT-PCR #34, i3 HEE 3 K.

#1 PCR3EY)
Table 1 PCR primer
EIL7E2 52 K
icaA-F GGCTGGACTCATATTTGTAAGTTGG 25
icaA-R GTATTCCCTCTGTCTGGGCTTG 22
cidA-F TGTACCGCTAACTTGGGTAGAAGAC 25
cidA-R CGGAAGCAACATCCATAATACCTAC 25
agrA-F TGCGAAGACGATCCAAAACA 20
agrA-R GGGCAATTTCCATAGGCTTTTC 22
sarA-F TGGTTCTCATCTCCCTTTGCTT 22
sarA-R GCGATGCTAATCTTCCTGGTG 21
16S-R GCTCGTGTCGTGAGATGTTGG 21
16S-F TTTCGCTGCCCTTTGTATTGT 21

PCR 2 WA % (20 pL): 2xTaq PCR MasterMix
10 uL, DNase/RNase-Free Water 6 uL, . Ti#514)
(10 umoL/L)4% 0.8 uL, ROX 0.4 uL, DNA #ifiz 2 uL.
PCR JZ ¥ 45 14:: 95 °C 30 s; 95 °C 5 s, 60 °C 30 s,
40 MEFF; 95 °C 15 53 60 °C 1 min; 95 °C 15 s; 60 °C
605s;95 C 15 s,
1.3 B

BELHTZYGA 3 A TXTRR, BT SC YRR A L
SEHE AR UE IR 22 (SE) BIE R FE /R . [ JH SPSS
23.0 #EAT ¢ B g TR B g1t 22 =, P<0.05
ERN A BAT et T4

2 HBRESH
2.1 FREHREZEAAIEIER
FERRAE T AR TR PR B A PR ROR, At
FEME T ZSHPES T MRSA DL & 12 kRl R4 8515
FI| 4 B (0 25 BRI Y MIC {H 5 MBC {8, {35 2
JIE7N, ZBPAE T 13 B4 B 6450 45 2R 54 19 MIC {H
7E 0.08%~0.32% =[], MBC {E7E 0.16%~0.32% 2[d],
A2 4 R B MBC/MIC < 4 BFgiA 2 5%
[l I O e N 0 RV R SO ANE 2 W s 7 S S MBS R
XTHAY MBC {2 MIC {HY 2 £i%, Bk, 2R vt
AHFFE I AR B HA AR o

2 PRI B T AR E R MIC A
Table 2 MIC of tea tree oil against Staphylococcus aureus

Ttk MICTH(%) MBCTH(%)
ATCC43300 0.32 0.32
S-1 0.16 0.32
S-2 0.08 0.16
S-3 0.16 0.16
S-4 0.16 0.16
S-5 0.16 0.16
S-6 0.16 0.16
S-7 0.16 0.16
S-8 0.16 0.16
S-9 0.32 0.32
S-10 0.16 0.16
S-11 0.16 0.32
S-12 0.16 0.32

2.2 ZERHE AT MRSA 444 AR A B0

K 1 R, 0.64% F 0.32% #e BE By Z5A05 7l
X7 MRSA A= We IR LD 2GR i B e, FEAS T
HIE AR 0.16% MIESHIE XS MRSA A4
BT RN A S SR, 78 24 F1 48 h BFAGHT
A 5K 5] 65.74%+0.97%(P<0.01) FN 51.35%=+
2.13%( P<0.01) ; 0.04% FI 0.02% K4 55 B K5 3 X
MRSA AEYBREATE AT —E HIHRIZREE, 24 h B
253 AR 3 53.44%+0.47%(P<0.01) Fl1 41.96%
+1.81%(P<0.05) . MIE 1 HFalLIE H, S50 ah Tt
MRSA A=W 0% I A B il SR, FE2 80
e ARSI o

4.07 . 0.64%
3.51 -o-0.32%
3.0 - 0.16%
55 0.08%
’ ——0.04%
Q§ 2.0+ Control
S 15
1.0
0.5 , T
0.
0.5

0 6 12 24 36 48
()
B 1 S THXT MRSA AE Y9 BRA: R A il )
Fig.1 Inhibition effect of tea essential oil on
MRSA biofilm growth
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2.3 ZPHEHEXT MRSA RREAE I IERYEIR1ER
Al 2 Fras, Z5HE 5T MRSA REEY A= M) 1k
B ELAT A1 i 2 I BRAVEF (P<0.01), SXTIEZHAH L,
0.02% HIZSHPRETI RN AT X MRSA A= M s rs Az —
REFTEEVE R, BEAE RS i3 e, VB SRR s Wi =,
MEPPRE IR IR E] 0.16% A, TR E] 92.55%+
1.15%, #2317 100%. 4N 3 s, st R A s
RE R R H T SRR MRSA il vE Mgl iy
SRCIITE BRVE, Bl SSAPRS Tk B2 i T i, 1% Al iR
BHTIR L, FEAN B G 22, A Y S AR B . i
H, LR AR P I A R RS s I

1004

80

60 -

THBRER (%)

401

20

0

001 002 004 008 016
RPN BE (%)

B2 AP MRSA A YIss n i B /E
Fig.2 Clearance of tea tree oil against MRSA mature biofilm

TE: SRR L, **FRon Bl 22 A B3, P<0.01; [ 5[] .

A

B3 BOGILEE BG40 T MRSA A Yk ER1E

i, ZSAPRE TH AT LA S — R A BT A P o
U, A AT LA il A= Mg B nd e ik, 1 HoaT LA
IR AR . T LAAS B — R G A5
KT BPT A RS - 1 B AR B LEE
2.4 FEWAEHRXT MRSA 4 Y15 5 52 M0 89 #) 25 #L#1)
R=

PIA Xt A= Wy ST 1 1) 258 B B B AN SR A o B
HABEEAE X, PIA SNSRI RV AR 2,
HR S b 72 B R B T LI PIA P A i 2270
R 4 TN, B 2500 B TN, SR AR TR, R
A PIA 144G AL iz /b, B I ZSARE 7l el LA i)
MRSA =Yg PIA 196 .

eDNA J2 4l B 7RI A Pk BEast B v i o 4l Bl
SUSERETI B AR Ml I TR (BEPS ) TR 224 532, 7E
PRI AR BEAREL 25 2 S TR EE A E ., udE
VIREANBRL B . RS | TR BRI L LA A A IR 45 1)
BAIAPY . il 5 s, ZRPETmEN AT X MRSA A4
BT B it B e DNA 19 B A — 52 19 310 i 35O,
TESSHPRE I S 0.16% B, eDNA & H i T
91.25%+2.46%(P<0.01) o I HLINHIBCIR S Bk K
A, B SRS T RE B3N, FHSCR AR S B
ANEI M . eDNA LI PIA & & MR B 40 T =2 [H]
MIZEMTRE ) N R, SECHE Y I nd Se s M e IR,

Fig.3 CLSM image of LIVE/DEAD stained MRSA biofilms grown on cell slide
[ AL B, C. D RO 235304 0. 0.04%. 0.08%. 0.16%; SRR IEAIE, L EMRRILAMEA.
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Bl 4 ZRERSIXT MRSA A=Wyl PIA (5200

4 P

Fig.4 Effect of tea tree oil on PIA in MRSA biofilm
E: A, B, C, D 2RI B 73510 0. 0.02%. 0.04%. 0.08%

—_ —_—
(=] w
1
*
*

W
1

*

*

ng eDNA/AE PP REARXT &

0
Control 0.02% 0.04% 0.08% 0.16%
ASRRTIh R
Bl S ZSWDRTIAT eDNA ZM 152 0

Fig.5 Influence of tea tree oil effect on the secretion of eDNA

R PUAEYBRRTG M. , 25 AT e ok
eDNA R LA B2 PIA 14 e il MRSA 2 P4
AT K o

A Mok B A AR b OC s ) PR R R IR agr.
ica. cid. sar % . agr =B VERE B A RN, R
Gt, HWFITIER agr EANBRRMAENY RS (QS) M I
BEPRFE ST, ST 2R Yo I 4 S o B 35 S E
ica FEP FEE R PIA 195 A, [RIAs mT s 20 B
Z Al BB AN SR 223 cid =B PR 4N R Pk
FET- 5%, 7T LARHZEHL 2 584 eDNA IR,
sard 4 T O A ER T Y A R R, 2R
G v (O 28 BR B B T SRR Y R IR RE RS sard AT
DI ica ¥\ TG sh 45 G183 ica BUFRIK, dEMT
oM PIA BY-G P, SR IZOGE B PCR X A5 H RS
JHXT MRSA A=W IETE il A2 rh i S BE PRl g R s 1Y
SEMAPEATHRGY, (A 2744 X LR i 2R AT A X 2

i, FErE i PCR 45 UN5% 3 Fion . WP Tm/E ]
JE B MRSA 4N agrd. cidA. sarA. icad 53K
YRR I8, Z5BE T L b 4 FhEEE Y=
IRIAT RPN HIVE R, PRk, AR v AT R IE D
il agrd. icad. cidA X sarA Z5FLR 0I5 POmHNH]
i MRSA LW 9 eDNA BRI LL A PIA 4
A, PE—2LFEI BT MRSA 2B s 4

3 FMREIME G MRSA #8535 K 2k B A1k
Table 3 Changes in the expression of some genes in MRSA
treatment by tea tree essential oil

FEH AR Xt FRZH ek i PSSy Fk AR b
agr4 1.000 0.320 —3.13+0.16
cidA 1.000 0.188 —5.31+0.19
sarAd 1.000 0.474 —2.10+0.22
icaA 1.000 0.242 —4.13+1.11

3 g

7 E AT, ZEBREE AT LI R K MRSA
VB, I EAT SRR A M AR, 45 A58k i
RO B A S0 U I S RPRE T AN AT LAl A= 4
W AT B, 0 nT LAA S5 5 55 B A i e . G
A BE AL B SRS T 3l i I agrd .| icad. cidA
I sard 4 FPRERI pYFRIR, TN MRSA 45844
Wi T B R eDNA ARSI L K PTA YA B,
IEREATR A 0 B (R R BRI, SRR DA Pl isys v o
[FIB, ZEAAE T AS B2 —Fh BRI R A 7, XS
T AP MRSA A1t B AT 5 R i R KAEH -
T G 2R T AnAng 000 ) A= 40 1 S e A DG L AT
TRy 2 — IR AN ST o
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