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Abstract: To study the mechanism of bongkrekic acid production by Pseudomonas cocovenenans subsp. farinofermentans
at proteome level, data-dependent acquisition (DDA) unlabeled quantitative proteomics technique was used to analyze the
protein changes of P. cocovenenans before and after toxin production. The results showed that 25 proteins were up-
regulated and 31 proteins were down-regulated in toxin-producing strains. Among them, ABC transporters, response
regulatory receptor protein, methyl-accepting chemotaxis protein II were related to bacterial chemotactic signal
transduction. And flagellins such as P-cyclin, M-cyclin and FIgE were all related to chemotaxis. It is supposed that
chemotactic movement plays an important role in the production of bongkrekic acid. The study on the production
mechanism of bongkrekic acid can provide theoretical evidence to decrease the incidence of foodborne diseases.
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T B 1 2R B 1 A 18 SV A ( Pseudomonas coco-
venenans subsp. farinofermentans, T PR E: X A I
D), J& T BT AT RTER (Burkholderia gladioli)
FOPASFN, TR S CEBEK T S TEA I A AR T
AH AR By b AR, 7EE BRI S R
BRI PN B A P2 R PR BRI IR R 2R, IR 5 235 1R
FEE A REEE AT ), MR R R — R
ML B IR0 T, KB R IR T 3 e UL T,
RO HZ KRR EE R = AL, XA R85 H 1%
W lieyhER R B EERE FE X,

ESIenpy X3 Bl ANl Rz Sy N AEs i e e o v
il S SO AL ATy TR SR A HaE ™, JEHR R
SERBEAE S3 T A ROR M R TR, R RN AR
MAEERIZH RSP 7S K I PR R B 2R AR AL, A K I
WG R4S bon IERFA I, PRigkkhrE
TERLSEREN bon FLNE, MR HEAR T AR AE X L A
FRIERIS, M R EH 30 . FIFHE AR
FeAR IR BT KPR R B PR TR B2 22 7 ZE WL 19
TFFEIEA DL

HATIE T 2RI A | 584 . BA R
2 . AU ZH A5 B AT R 3800 T ™ FEAIL T S B0 AR
PF ST e 22110, SR 2 A AR AT LI
AR S 2 T ACTF LR G530, BEIR AL
PRI ST . ASBHFSERT 3 RRAIR R A P 50
BT HE LA U, R DDA JEfRICE EE A
SR A AR B R = i B IR S 22 R RA R i T
53T, I E BT REAHSCAR H, R BT/ KCOPRK
B PR PR BE 2R AL . I 222 2 B AR R oK IR P
TR 7522 AL, AT S K TR S . ER T A
Azl AR AT BT HH BB BRI R TR S 3
PR i 28 4 DAURSY , 32 T B g s i) L i 3 i e e
X
1 MRS E*®
1.1 MRIEEE

Wk YD, YF. YM 435\ Z E R 2k AR
LA R i) K 48 B8 7 K IR R TR B 2R
Y AR BE AR A B BRT ( P. cocovenenans subsp. farinofer-
mentans) , BN #5E0; &0 78 RTECHE CICC
10574(B. gladioli, F fiv 44 MR BL) A 7= A K 1%
PHIREEZR X HREAAR, BIEAE 85k W T E Tk
AW TP R O S AR A IUIE (PDA) 537
F(HIES 11110101) | B 88 S5 BB~ [ 44 Bt i 1
FEELHES 1101651) T REHAYUE R BRA
Al KEE R X AN, VRSN, 4l = 95%;
QuEChERS dSPE EMR-Lipid 338 % fiig 5t J= iRk
BT FER RS 4 Bl ACQUITY UPLC BEH
Cg B35 (2.1 mmx100 mm, 1.7 pm)  EERFF
t; Bradford £ M &2 &5 & (it 5 P0006) 3
=Ko

B80-16001A2 *E¥yecaxAi IR LR EAR

PR BSP-400 BUAAbIEFRAE g RHEITA
LRSI AT RN Tl ; GT-2227QTS IR GE#E 7S I I
VA TR R S B A BRAN F]; Fotector Plus Y
=il A [ B EAHZERUY T TERHER R A BR
45 Wl; LCMS-8040 — HE PUSRAFURER I HARL
N F]; EASY-nLC1200 4 THAAH (A% (X . Orbitrap
exploris 480 F4rHEIH L FEBR KRB H
1.2 KWHE
1.2.1 P7iEkgE 208 GB 4789.29-2020 #1777 55
RIGUT, PRI FHERE YD YF. YM DL K BL 4351
e FhF PDA 15383 |1, (36£1) °C H5 3% 24~36 h i
o FKPEEAPAFRIBGE A £, In#] 3 mL JorZkE
FRER KBS, O 1 22 IR B2 (MCF) Py BRI K
(#£4 10° CFU/mL), FHITCH A I HL 0.5 mL, W 1EAH
I IR B IR ACHI BIAS 150 mm Th4% S AP [E4
SPHR L, FHIGE L BRRAE %), F(26+1) °C #53% 5 do
TCBE WA 0.5 mL JC PR A= FRER K VE N 23 FIXTIR
1.2.2 FHERISENME TFERHIESH IR [18].
FERERE SRS 00 SR AR AR AR B & — R
¥, 100 °C FBhZE VKB 30 min, FIRAHE H T-
20 °C YKFEE VR, 55 2 d BUD =M =R mil,
JH G A WA W R R, 2 D A% U8 2 0 kA Bl
HOUIR A BB 23R . B S mL B MR T
50 mL BLOAEF Y, DA 2 AR 80% HI FEZK IR,
7 HEEL 10 min, &0 5 W B WS W AT A Ak
B, B 5 mL W T 254 dSPE EMR-Lipid W Bff
FIEEA AL A, JRE 2 min J5ES.Cr, B 2 mL BT
40 °C KFPERRER T, AFRBEESAZE 1 mL, 0.22 um
A HLIERFE 85I o

TR ESHSCHR [18]. FruEEMECH . R
FREBCK B2 B bR v 10 mgCRSHAZE 0.01 mg), JHFH
BV JE e A 22 100 mL 2P, FH e 25, &
HeE ol 0.1 mg/mL., {4i%454F: ACQUITY UPLC BEH
C,g (IEHE (2.1 mm=100 mm, 1.7 pm); FSHAE: A:
0.1% HAR/KEEU, B: ZIFE; Wik : 0.3 mL/min; £ 1:
30 °C; #FAf R 2 pL; BRBEVENFR T4 : 0~1.5 min, B:
20%; 1.5~2.5 min, B: 20%~95%; 2.5~5.0 min, B: 95%;
5.0~6.0 min, B: 95%~20%; 6.0~7.0 min, B: 20%. J&
1% 2542k H BT 25 55 TR (electrospray ionization, ESI);
Z )W Wail] (multiple reaction monitoring, MRM); 1
B DL IRE N 250 °C; NG IR
400 °C; ZAS R 3 L/min; THSRESN 15 L/min;
HALTTESEOLER 1.

1 OKBERIRA S SR

Table 1 Chromatogram parameters of bongkrekic acid

o HET FETF  QlPrefiizt  #HEMIE  Q3Prefii2E

(m/z) (m/z) % CE(V) V)
I 397.25° 24 18 23
KB 48505 4415 25 10 15

TE: 7 ERE T
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1.2.3 BT AR PR IRai ]S
TR PR I BE IS AU ACK PR 1Y 50 mL B0, A
30 mL JCRAEFEERK, PR 5 min, HZK B S BUEE T
BUHBERSLR, 25085 10000 g 2.0 10 min, Fp25 HiH
W, FEILA 30 mL JoiEi A FEK, RS 8.0, HE
2~3 IR, UIPE RN ISR R AAR . B EE 3 IR, [k
3AEAT, B 3 DFATERIR G 1 AVEEA, HTFEA
JEAEAT S o

AL AT A FR S IR H [ 2Tk, BARE RN R
FREL 100 mg FEAS, A 500 L JRZE 24w (JR &
8 mol/L, tris 50 mmol/L, & 1= A BEHIHI57)], pHS.0),
FEASAE vkoK v b PR S 208 75 3G 75 10 min(GHE
3 s, 15 2 s, TR 30%) IR ARSI 5 M 7S AP S 1Y
FEMT 4 °C T 20000xg B0 15 min, B 7 480 pL
FHIIECAE, {8 ] Bradford & @ B iR &8 &=,
i 50 mmol/L ik I8 & €4 Ff BEREAS, R M BE 24
5 ug/uL 25455 S 1 mol/L R 7BEmE(DTT) Bk A
mh, 2R3 )E S 10 mmol/L, 37 °C WFHE 1 hy BEARK A
ZZE R, 0 1 mol/L Ml Z, Wk (TAA) B U FE N
20 mmol/L, E iR # LI E 1 hy HEA ST E =
FASP #7E4 5 14000xg B.0> 15 min, LA 200 puL
50 mmol/L BRIBE £k, 14000xg B5.0> 15 min, &I
SEE PR, EE 2 U IR EP & (A
JEEE L CIAL), BTA 100 pL 50 mmol/L R 8 & &
F1 2 pL trypsin, 37 °C ## & 12~16 h; 14000xg &5.0»
15 min Y 4E K BE, 0 100 uL H,O, 14000xg B .0
15 min, DARIE AR KBS ; I 20% H R 28 2ok i
0.5%, VK L # & 15 min 2 1R 765 A T KRB
BB H N 40 pl 0.1% FP BR 7K 5 W, Wil 2 3 Jire
5 min FEATEFHIKEL, 4 °C T 20000xg B5.0 30 min, B
95 35 uL T AU ES LA 8 nanodrop I E KB
W, FH 0.1% F PR /KIS IR 5 e B %] 500 ng/pl.

AR SR . C . FIAE(PI4%: 100 pm,
KB 30 cm); WBIAH: A: 0.1% HR/K; B: 20% 2.
IK+0.1% H R 5 A5 BE PE B F2)F : 0~95 min, B: 5%~
40%; 95~113 min, B: 40%~50%; 113~115 min, B:
50%~90%; 115~120 min, B: 90%; ¥ 3 : 300 nL/min;
AEEE: 500 ngo SRS A — IS SECH ST PR,
60000; FAFTLFE (m/z) : 350~1500; HHESE(%): 505
B st BAR(%): 300; Sk EFEFE] (ms ) 20;
B Mo I AV Rl : 2~7; shASHERRAE: HEBR AT 1
i, HEBRESTRIRFEE 60 s, 52 BI{H: Sed; —FURiESEL
A BREE 1 (m/z) : 1.6; il 45 BE (%) : 30; 43 HE =K.
150005 H s34 g5l B AR (%) : b= o B
A A (ms): 22,
1.3 HIELIE

K MaxQuant 414 (version 2.0.3.1) X} DDA
JoT i A 4 BE AT R % E, B PR J%E S Uniprot
( Burkholderia gladioli) , 5 1 FDR( & BH 4 2 )
<0.01 W EE . AR STHHT 22 M R 3K

fF (Version 4.0) & 1%, 3 2 5 HE 0 PrH R4
metaX 568 SO AT A B MEZE S AR AR e R
i it B AR TR IR . BRI S BERE FR AT 2 IR
AR AFRIA R IEE RS — DA R (D YD)/
F(E &R YF)/M(BRR YM)/L(E#R BL)), Feme ks %
J& 3 IREEHE AR PIEE S — 25 (CD (5
#k YD)/CF(BE#E YF)/CM (#ikk YM)/CL (% BL)),
22 34554 FC(Fold change) A CD:D. CF:F, CM:
M Fl CL:L i ufE . 4 FC= 1.5 H TS %
P P-value < 0.05 N>k = (up-regulated), FC < 0.67
H. P-value < 0.05 A4~ T8 (down-regulated )19 72,
% BLAST k14 5 KEGG %t 3% £ bb XF, % B E-
value<le-5, M RERI AR 4 5 P 1038 [ o
2 HBRESHh
21 EEMERZEENST

FIH DDA FEFRicaE H 8 A 228 AR % 4 4>
PRRR ™ BE RS IR RS TR S 40T . e 3
38161 Z&JF41, 4420 R . PP EEER IR G TR K 19
PR 73 227 A I O (G5 SRR R P bt 22 ) M2
SEFEAGT W 2,

®2 WM LAEEAST
Table 2 Statistics of toxin production and identification
proteins of strains

- KR & Bt (mgkg ") Y RN
FREERTIRRT TCEENGRE CENIRET RIS
HHEYD 0 26.17+1.89 3102+3 306891
HIRYF 0 31.58+1.11 3224410 300753
HitRYM 0 25.32+1.16 3126421 307247
WHBL 0 0 3096+35 3025416

FERERE IR 5 dJA, BER YD, YF. YM A BL
B PR R R RGNS WA 1. PR
Bk YD _EJHFRIRFEA N 254 4, FIFRIAN 235 14
TRRER R YF FURSRIAEE Y 228 1, AR N
410 4~ FERERE MR YM _LVRFRIAE N 238 4, N
TIA N 33 bRAETE R BL LRI SRIAE AN
135 4>, FYEFRIAN 330 4~ F=FiE3Ea, Fmamkk
YD. YF F YM ' FIRFRIAIE HTE 228~254 1~

450
400
350

g 300

= 250

T 200

¥ 150
100

50

LI o

CD:D CF:F
P OR[RIRE - R AR M 2e ki i B
Fig.1 Significantly differentially expressed proteins of

CM:M CL:L

different strains after toxin-producing culture
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], ¥ 5 22 FARUERERR BL, R Y8255 i 2 11 00 5
¥ YD KT HE#E BL, MEE#E YF & Tk BL, BEAR
YM 5k BL 85485301 -
22 BEMERERRINEEERE

At 58 F) FH 2 > T BB B ¥E )& (GO Pathway .
Reactome 25 ) X % 52 | (1 85 (AT D RE VRS, LAY
R ENEREADGESZE. Hd KEGG PA-
THWAY #5506 25, 77
HRFFRIGHE YD, YF. YM A& BL g ks 536
IEAS SRS IR 3. Z2FFRIANWEN
T, S5 ERARE A S T, & 71.86%, U
KA A AT . IRt . Fl B Rk A= =20
. BRI S oS 5 B g E i, &
9.70%, UNFHPE . P& . SFISRIREMG L S Z ] &=

#3 WEEEREASSREREST
Table 3 Significant difference in protein participation in
metabolic pathway statistics
FEAR
WS RR REEE FRBEE MR AN Rk

) BN AECS) () ™) &)
WHRYD 182 22 3 5 24 16
WHRYF 246 23 7 8 41 19
BtRYM 182 19 3 5 19 13
WHKBL 146 38 1 3 16 11

8 5 ANIPIRE AW ZE, 5 9.51%, ani 254k
5 HHR S 5HEWIKRRGEM, G 5.61%, W1
¥ MIERGE; S 5 REN, 5 2.00%, iz
BRI A s = 5 B S AR b, o
1.33%, UMfF 555 S5,

23 FEERSEEFESHEEEHERERSN

AT R P T KOV R 2R K I T 1R 85 2% R L
i, MR S AR R R R IR e 22 AR AR
AT T . PPEEERSR)S, AE 3 MR RER T
PE EVHZFAE M 30 4, Hobfg 5 M EAEIES
¥k BL il EIRZER, S BN A= ik = sead fe b
WM IR 25 NS T T (AR 4) . 7
FEREFRIT, 76 3 MR R 3 W S M R SRR AR
Sk 65 A, Horp 34 A (IFEAE = #EAR BL s R
IR, WOEBUNAE =8k Bt B vh 28 M N RRaA
B 31 DEAEITAT (IR 5) . PRI, Kk
FLE P BEAR P W MR AR Rk b 3
PEF PR IR s e B AR b B T R rE R
FERRER T WA E VR FGARI R .

FEERERE SRS ANAE T R AR T M LR R IA R
HA 25 1, UGS 5P R | &3 A At
WE RRER A A . FRILFRI KA, =5 IERR il
ot S U . TR e, 255 Ty A RERA I Y
a VEMBE R A, =5 &8 R R i, =5

K4 UHEORRE R B EIERAREA

Table 4 Proteins significantly up-regulated in toxin-producing strains after toxin-producing culture

5 EHAERI EEATR it
1 F2LERO HEWTHY —ZUNENE R IR s R A W 1 B IRAG A= 5 B
2 F2LGB2 RS K A F | GG WG 2- A ORBRA, Z B if it i
3 F2LQY0 oVEM IR IR A TERFITRERHA G
4 F2LME2 R A LB o) 1 Ted il ZERRAN —BRMR A H ket Qi
5 F2L8E3 IolCZE R LA Gl
6 AOA2S4NNW6 NADH: # Z ALk 7 il NADH4A 1L il IR TR IR AR
7 A0A833Q1X9 FUE =R irea) BiA: R R AEA RG Wi SRR RN G
8 AOA808W7Z3 TR T il AE
9 AOA838C8H7 T e 7K Sk i AN R
10 AOA833Q4M2 O-Z. T 3- ADP-AZ M it 2, T ity B EL LI
11 AOA838BZ61 MFS§4iEF IR
12 F2LHM9 BE A, HEEN SAEAME T, B, 7, R ¢
13 F2LH04 BESEPETE T, LysREIEHR A R RN, 2 ), 87 E
14 F2LPZ3 B ABCHAZ TR M, RS 6 R A ABCH12F; Ak ikt
15 F2LGT7 SRR AZ AR WU o 7555 AT
16 AOA833QAY0 Az iRtk R WU o 7555 AT
17 AOA808W715 it H RND# 32 2 11 ] J30 32 e85 0 7 WA R 5
18 F2LFX9 HiEPH RN HEEA
19 F2LGE3 HiEMIE A i
20 F2LFY3 HiE4R TFIgE M
21 F2LLT3 RHEH EN
22 AOA838C8T4 KAEH EN
23 A0A833Q8X0 RFEE ENG
24 AOA833QATS RFEE ENG
25 A0A833Q2I7 RFEE R
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Table 5 Proteins significantly down-regulated in toxin-producing strains after toxin-producing culture
¥ HEHAID BHAHK Jige
1 ADA808VXYI F& M- TR ALl A2 R =05 A P AL
2 A0AS838C237 A-FR IR XU R i NGRS 12 B ARG S5 A A
3 F2LGR6 4-F2 -3 T 2R3 AR I Al BUER YA W2 ERLEY B R
4 AOA3G3KZz4 CDP-6-Jfit 4(-0-3, 4-7 4 Bl S it AR TR
5 AOA3G3LO16 UDP-N- [t 5 A T Pt AT 0 [ GAHEMFURZ AT FRMIEAR T IRAES
6 F2LME9 UTP -%fﬁﬁ?-l-%ﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁif}ﬁgﬁ& *Eq:?%:ﬂgq:%%ﬁkv ﬁ%%}uﬁﬁﬁz&%’fﬁﬁt ﬁ#ﬁ%ufﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁiﬁt *?L%{tiﬁt

7  AOABO8WGS GTP 3°, 8-¥1Liff

8 F2LNT4 GTPIEIK fif i FolE2
9  A0AS833QIIl LM S R i

10  AOA2A7S5N4 R IR G B R R
11 AOA2A7SA03 Tl IR 2 o Pt 2 ity

12 F2LDKO HIRAK-2¢(20)-F 3L RS il
13 AOA833V588 At T PR TR 7K A it
14 F2LGI6 et A5G HIE IR 2 A DnaA
15  AOA2A7S4A4 2H SR - t(RNATEFE
16 F2LCQ6 SOSAZBEARTE (L3 14IB
17 F2LG14 30SAZMEARTE 1S2

18 F2LMT2

19  AOA3G3LIW9 7 4% FPEDNA FP SRS RS il

20 F2LAQ5 LysRSE 5l 55 9645 B 7
21 F2LIV4 GntRAEUFE T

22 F2LG61 ADP-#Z ML/ R R (11
23 AOA833Q3M3 4B A IHTIAD

24 F2LFZ7 S-S AR A BRI SR A
25 F2LG09 BRAAGATE - NADP (+) 34 J5 ity
26 AOA104IY06 BEACHE TR

27 AOAS08WGEIL LysRE % s 15 4 7
28 F2LP64 KRENE

29 F2LFD9 RENE

30 F2LE86 RENE

31 F2LJP9 RENE

ABCH &R E S0/ L-If & IR 52 5 A, WA

SRR R B AR L% 1L
MR A s BBk R ST
HRLEWIE I
KERRAHER . IR ERZR, SEH K, p- =R
mEE A INERR . KA AR AR i

WAERR BRI ALY &0 KNATR , TR H i KN AR

ik 2 A €5 SRR (9 A 0 6 L
nhBR T2 2R AR
ANV R i (1 Ak A Rl 2R R Rl | S R Y R TR A
W5 TG
SABHRNAZ: Y14
L2
2L
ABCH;iz
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