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Abstract:

 Lipopolysaccharides, major molecules in the outer membrane of Gram-negative bacteria, play important roles on membrane integrity of the cell. However, how the core oligosaccharide of lipopolysaccharide affect the membrane behavior is not well understood. In this study, the relationship between the core oligosaccharide of lipopolysaccharide and the membrane behavior was investigated using a series of Escherichia coli mutants defective in genes to affect the biosynthesis of core oligosaccharide of lipopolysaccharide. Cell surface hydrophobicity, outer membrane permeability, biofilm formation and auto-aggregation of these mutant cells were compared. Compared to the wild type W3110, cell surface hydrophobicities of mutant ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG, ΔwaaO, ΔwaaP, ΔwaaY and ΔwaaB were enhanced, outer membrane permeabilities of ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG and ΔwaaP were significantly increased, abilities of biofilm formation by ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG, ΔwaaO, ΔwaaR, ΔwaaP, ΔwaaQ and ΔwaaY decreased, and auto-aggregation abilities of ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG, ΔwaaO, ΔwaaR, ΔwaaU, ΔwaaP and ΔwaaY were strongly enhanced. These results give new insight into the influence of core oligosaccharide of lipopolysaccharide on bacterial cell membrane behavior.
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1. Introduction

In most Gram-negative bacteria, lipopolysaccharide (LPS), the major component in the outer leaflet of outer membrane, provides the structural integrity of the outer membrane [1,2]. In Escherichia coli, LPS typically consists of a hydrophobic domain known as lipid A, a nonrepeating core oligosaccharide (core OS), and a distal polysaccharide known as O-antigen repeats [2]. E. coli strain W3110 only synthesizes LPS without O-antigen repeats due to the insertion of IS5 element in the rfb gene cluster, which encodes enzymes for biosynthesis of O-antigen [3]. The core OS is divided into two regions: inner core (lipid A proximal) and outer core (Figure 1). The inner core region, typically containing residues of 3-deoxy-d-manno-octulosonic acid (Kdo) and l-glycero-d-manno-heptose (Hep), is often decorated with phosphate (P). The structure of the inner core tends to be well conserved within a genus or family, suggesting its importance in outer membrane integrity. The outer core region typically contains glucose (Glc) and Hep.

Figure 1. Structure and biosynthesis of the core oligosaccharide of LPS in E. coli W3110. Organization of the waa locus is also shown. Glycosyltransferases that construct the inner core backbone and the genes encoding these enzymes are shown in blue; enzymes that modify the structure of inner core and the genes encoding them are shown in red. Glycosyltransferases that construct the outer core and the genes encoding them are shown in green.
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The core OS is assembled on lipid A via sequential glycosyl transfer from nucleotide sugar precursors. In E. coli, the chromosomal waa locus encodes enzymes required for biosynthesis of the core OS. The waa locus consists of three operons: gmhD, waaQ, and waaA [4,5,6,7]. The gmhD operon contains genes waaC and waaF required for addition of Hep. The waaQ operon contains eight genes necessary for biosynthesis of the outer core and its modification. The waaA operon only contains the structural gene waaA encoding the bi-functional Kdo transferase. The heptosyltransferases, WaaC and WaaF, add Hep residues in the inner core of LPS. LPS kinase WaaP and phosphatase WaaY add phosphate group to the first and second Hep residues, respectively. Heptosyltransferase WaaQ adds the third Hep to the second Hep residue. These modifications are proceeded in the strict order of WaaP, WaaQ and WaaY. Then, glucosyltransferase WaaG adds the first Glc residue, the first sugar in the outer core of LPS, to the second Hep residue; the first Glc is modified by WaaB. Next, glucosyltransferases WaaO and WaaR add the second and thirrd Glc, respectively. Finally, heptosyltransferase WaaU adds the fourth Hep to the third Glc.

The outer membrane of Gram-negative bacteria is a barrier to many antibiotics and host defense factors [8], it is also important for nutrient absorption and waste discharge of the cell. LPS, as the major molecule in outer membrane, plays important roles on membrane behavior. Mutations in LPS can alter outer membrane stability, giving rise to pleiotropic phenotype, such as changes of membrane protein expression, outer membrane permeability and cell motility [9,10,11]. Core OS of LPS is the important link between lipid A and O-antigen, but the detailed influence of core OS to membrane stability, permeability, biofilm formation and auto-aggregation has not been elucidated. To understand the effect of core OS on membrane behavior, a whole set of deletion mutations of single genes in the waa locus of E. coli were constructed, and their membrane behavior were investigated.





2. Results and Discussion


2.1. Construction of 10 E. coli LPS Core OS Mutant Strains and Comparison of Their LPS Structure and Cell Growth

Ten genes involved in LPS outer core biosynthesis were individually deleted from the chromosome of E. coli W3110, resulting in E. coli mutant strains ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG, ΔwaaO, ΔwaaR, ΔwaaU, ΔwaaP, ΔwaaQ, ΔwaaY and ΔwaaB, respectively. The expecting structures of LPS in these 10 E. coli mutant strains are shown in Figure 2a.

Figure 2. Comparison of LPS structure and cell growth of different E. coli strains. (a) The expected LPS structure; (b) LPS mobility on a silver stained tricine-PAGE; and (c) growth curve of E. coli W3110, ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG, ΔwaaO, ΔwaaR, ΔwaaU, ΔwaaP, ΔwaaQ, ΔwaaY and ΔwaaB. The same residues in different LPS structures were shown in the same color and shape. Kdo, 3-deoxy-d-manno-octulosonic acid; Hep, l-glycero-d- manno-heptose; P, phosphate; Glc, d-glucose; and Gal, d-galactose.
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LPS was isolated from the above 10 E. coli mutant cells and analyzed by silver-stained tricine-PAGE, using LPS isolated from the wild type E. coli W3110 as the control (Figure 2b). LPS from all the mutant strains migrated faster than LPS from W3110, suggesting that the LPS structure was changed in these mutant cells. The migration rates of different LPS samples are related to the number and structures of the groups in the core OS (Figure 2b). Since mutants ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF and ΔwaaG synthesize LPS without the outer core (Figure 2a), their LPS ran much faster than other LPS on the SDS-PAGE (Figure 2b). LPS from ΔwaaC has the simplest structure among the 10 LPS samples, therefore, it migrated the fastest (Figure 2b). LPS isolated from ΔwaaO, ΔwaaR, ΔwaaU, ΔwaaQ, ΔwaaY and ΔwaaB ran only a little faster than LPS from W3110, which is consistent with that their structure contains the whole inner core and only loss a few groups in the outer core. Mutant ΔwaaP also synthesize LPS containing the whole inner core but its LPS ran faster, possibly because the loss of phosphate group changed its negative charge or other groups cannot add in the outer core without the presence of the phosphate group [4,11].

To investigate the influence of the core OS on the cell growth, the 10 E. coli mutant strains were grown at 37 °C for 24 h, using W3110 as the control. As shown in Figure 2c, most mutant strains grew better than the control. Among the 10 mutant strains, ΔwaaF grew the slowest, ΔwaaY and ΔwaaR grew the fastest. It seems that the cell growth does not depend on the length of their core OS, but does depend on the residues on the core OS. For example, ΔwaaB grew much slower than ΔwaaY even though their LPS are the same length. This also suggests that the galactose group in the outer core of LPS is important for cell growth.





2.2. The Effect of LPS Core OS on Cell Surface Hydrophobicity and Outer Membrane Permeability

Since LPS are major components in the outer layer of the outer membrane of the cell, the structure change of the core OS might affect the cell membrane. The surface hydrophobicity and outer membrane permeability of the 10 LPS mutant strains were analyzed, using E. coli W3110 as the control (Figure 3).

Figure 3. Cell surface hydrophobicity (a) and outer membrane permeability (b) of LPS core OS mutants derived from W3110. The values represent the mean ± SD of results from three independent experiments. Statistical analysis was performed using ANOVA. ** P ＜ 0.01 and * P ＜ 0.05, against the control strain W3110.
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As an amphipathic molecule, LPS has a hydrophobic portion embedded in the outer membrane and a hydrophilic polysaccharide projected away from the cell surface [12]. The variation of sugar residues in LPS core OS can alter the distribution between the hydrophilic and hydrophobic portions of the molecule, resulting in a change in the surface hydrophobicity of the whole cell. Based on the xylene assay, the hydrophobicity of mutant cells ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF and ΔwaaG was significantly increased; suggesting LPS lacking the outer core can increase the hydrophobicity of cells (Figure 3a). The hydrophobicity of mutant cells ΔwaaP and ΔwaaY was also significantly increased; indicating the loss of phosphate group in LPS makes the molecule more hydrophobic.



The membrane permeability of the 10 LPS mutant strains were also analyzed, using W3110 as the control (Figure 3b). Compared with W3110, membrane permeability of ΔwaaC increased four-fold, and membrane permeability of ΔwaaF and ΔwaaG was also significantly increased; suggesting that the outer core of LPS is important for the outer membrane permeability. The membrane permeability of ΔwaaP increased significantly, but not ΔwaaY, suggesting that the combined modification of phosphate and phosphate ethanolamine in the inner core of LPS is important for the stability of outer membranes. Several papers have reported the modulation of lipid A portion of LPS increased the outer membrane permeability of Gram-negative bacteria [13]. This study indicates that the core OS of LPS is also important for the outer membrane permeability.

The susceptibility of bacterial cells to antibiotics is closely related to LPS structure. For example, Pseudomonas aeruginosa cells containing smooth LPS were more susceptible to aminoglycosides than those containing rough LPS [14,15,16]; and the polysaccharide of LPS was considered to play the role in the cell permeability and ionic binding of this agents. However, in other reports, LPS core defects decreased cell’s resistance to antibiotics [17,18,19]. In this study, we analyzed the susceptibility of the 10 mutant strains to two antibiotics, erythromycin and novobiocin (Table 1). The overall patterns of susceptibility to both antibiotics were similar. Mutant cells ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF and ΔwaaG was significantly sensitive to both erythromycin and novobiocin, suggesting that LPS lacking the outer core significantly changed the outer membrane structure and made the cell more fragile. ΔwaaP also showed significant increase in susceptibility to both antibiotics, suggesting the phosphate group in the inner core is important for membrane protection. Defect of LPS increased the outer membrane permeability and hydrophobicity, which might facilitate the membrane crossing of antibiotics. The results of membrane permeability and antibiotic susceptibility are consistent, suggesting the permeability change of LPS mutants played major roles on the cell susceptibility to erythromycin and novobiocin.


Table 1. Cell susceptibility analysis of E. coli wild type W3110, LPS mutant strains ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG, ΔwaaO, ΔwaaR, ΔwaaU, ΔwaaP, ΔwaaQ, ΔwaaY and ΔwaaB.



	
Strain

	
MIC (μg/mL)




	
Erythromycin

	
Novobiocin






	
W3110

	
>500

	
>500




	
ΔwaaC

	
62.5

	
15.6




	
ΔwaaF

	
62.5

	
31.3




	
ΔwaaG

	
125

	
250




	
ΔwaaO

	
500

	
>500




	
ΔwaaR

	
>500

	
>500




	
ΔwaaU

	
>500

	
>500




	
ΔwaaP

	
125

	
15.6




	
ΔwaaQ

	
500

	
>500




	
ΔwaaY

	
>500

	
250




	
ΔwaaB

	
500

	
>500













2.3. Comparison of Biofilm Formation and Auto-Aggregation of 10 E. coli LPS Mutant Strains

LPS locates on the bacterial cell surface, and it is closely related to biofilm formation. However, the exact role of the core OS on biofilm formation is not well understood. In order to compare biofilm formation ability of different LPS mutant strains, E. coli strains W3110, ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG, ΔwaaO, ΔwaaR, ΔwaaU, ΔwaaP, ΔwaaQ, ΔwaaY and ΔwaaB were grown in a 96-well microtiter plate for 24 h, and the formed biofilm was stained with crystal violet and measured by the spectrophotometer (Figure 4a). Mutant cells ΔwaaU and ΔwaaB have the ability for biofilm formation similar to the control W3110, mutant strains ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG, and ΔwaaP almost lost their ability for biofilm formation, and the ability for biofilm formation of mutant cells ΔwaaC, ΔwaaO, ΔwaaR, ΔwaaQ, and ΔwaaY were also significantly decreased. The big difference of biofilm formation between ΔwaaC and ΔwaaF suggests that the length of LPS core OS is not the only factor that affect the biofilm formation. There was no obvious positive relevance between the hydrophobicity and biofilm formation of E. coli core OS mutations [20]. Biofilm formation was a complex process, it was affected by the cell membrane, and secretion of extracellular polymeric substances; the adhesion ability of cell was the important factor and force in the process of biofilm formation. In some bacteria, LPS provides the initial adhesion for the appropriate coverage of substratum and the construction of biofilm matrix [21]. For example, LPS is related to biofilm formation of Azospirillum brasilense or P. aeruginosa on hydrophilic and hydrophobic surfaces [22,23,24]. LPS is involved in initial adhesion on surface for biofilm formation, and defect in LPS might lower biofilm formation.

Figure 4. Comparison of biofilm formation (a) and auto-aggregation (b) of E. coli strains W3110, ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG, ΔwaaO, ΔwaaR, ΔwaaU, ΔwaaP, ΔwaaQ, ΔwaaY and ΔwaaB.
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Another factor that affect the adhesion ability of bacteria is auto-aggregation. Relationships between adhesion ability and surface hydrophobicity [23,25] or auto-aggregation [26,27] have been reported. In this study, auto-aggregation ability of E. coli strains W3110, ΔwaaC, ΔwaaF, ΔwaaG, ΔwaaO, ΔwaaR, ΔwaaU, ΔwaaP, ΔwaaQ, ΔwaaY and ΔwaaB were investigated (Figure 4b). Compared with the control W3110, all LPS mutant strains except for ΔwaaQ and ΔwaaB showed strong ability of auto-aggregation. Auto-aggregation is mediated by the autotransporter Ag43 located in cell membrane [28], the short LPS synthesized in core OS mutants might exposed Ag43, leading to the increase of auto-aggregation. At the same time, defect in LPS structure might allow demasking of surface adhesins, promoting bacterial aggregation.




3. Experimental Section


3.1. Bacterial Strains and Growth Condition

E. coli K-12 W3110 was used for mutant construction and as the background strain for all experiments, and the mutants constructed by Red recombination system [28,29,30]. Bacteria were grown in LB medium or on LB agar at 37 °C or 30 °C. When necessary, the medium was supplemented with ampicillin (100 μg/mL), kanamycin (30 μg/mL) or chloramphenicol (30 mg/mL) for plasmid maintenance or strain selection. The wild type E. coli W3110 and all core OS mutants were grown in LB medium at 37 °C with agitation at 200 rpm. Each culture was inoculated with overnight culture and adjusted the OD600 to the range of 0.02–0.05. Cultures were incubated at 37 °C with agitation at 200 rpm, and OD600 of samples taken every 2 h was measured.



3.2. DNA Manipulation

The genes of core OS were independently replaced by a non-polar kanamycin resistance cassette (the kan gene from pKD13). For example, to knockout the waaC gene, the upstream homologous fragments were amplified by the primer pair waaC-U-F and waaC-U-R, and the downstream homologous fragments were amplified by the primer pair waaC-D-F and waaC-D-R. Then, the two fragments were linked with the kan gene from plasmid pKD13 into plasmid pBluescript II SK(+). The DNA segment was then PCR amplified using the primer pair waaC-U-F and waaC-D-R, and transferred into the recipient cell by electroporation. The first recombination mutant would be obtained with the help of Red recombination plasmid, pKD46. Then the removal of kan gene was done using plasmid pCP20 containing Flp, after the removal of pKD46 at 42 °C. The successful insertion and deletion of the resistance cassette was confirmed by PCR analysis and loss of resistance. The waaC mutant without any resistance was obtained after the removal of pCP20 at 42 °C. Other genes were deleted in the same way, using different pairs of primers (Table 2). Mutations were verified by PCR amplification of the mutated gene from the chromosome. An overview of the plasmids and mutants used in this study is shown in Table 3.

Table 2. Primers for PCR (Polymerase Chain Reaction) amplification used in this study. The restriction enzyme sites were underlined.


	Primers
	Sequence (5′→3′)
	Restriction Enzyme





	waaC-U-F
	CCGCTCGAGTAAATCAAGCAAGCCTAT
	XhoI



	waaC-U-R
	CGGAATTCCAGTCAAGCAGTTTTGGA
	EcoRI



	waaC-D-F
	CCCAAGCTTATCCGTCAGGCTTCCTCT
	HindIII



	waaC-D-R
	AAAACTGCAGCTGGTTGCCCTGTATGGT
	PstI



	waaF-U-F
	CCGCTCGAGAGAACCAGGCTTTAC
	XhoI



	waaF-U-R
	CGGAATTCAGAGGAAGCCTGACGGAT
	EcoRI



	waaF-D-F
	CCCAAGCTTAGCTCTTATGCGTCGCGATTCAG
	HindIII



	waaF-D-R
	AAAACTGCAGTGCTACGCTGGCTTATC
	PstI



	waaG-U-F
	CCGCTCGAGGCGAGGCTATCAGGTTGT
	XhoI



	waaG-U-R
	CGGAATTCTATGGGACTTAACTGGCACCTG
	EcoRI



	waaG-D-F
	CCCAAGCTTCTCGGCGTGCGGAGCAATGT
	HindIII



	waaG-D-R
	AAAACTGCAGCACTCAGGCGATGAATAG
	PstI



	waaO-U-F
	CCGCTCGAGTATCAGTGCCGATTGTGTC
	XhoI



	waaO-U-R
	CGGAATTCTCCTGGAAAAACACCTGCT
	EcoRI



	waaO-D-F
	CCCAAGCTTAGGATTTAGCAACTATC
	HindIII



	waaO-D-R
	AAAACTGCAGTGGCAGGAAATGAGTCC
	PstI



	waaR-U-F
	CCGCTCGAGAGGGTAGCATTGTGGACT
	XhoI



	waaR-U-R
	CGGAATTCTGTGATGGAAACACCTAC
	EcoRI



	waaR-D-F
	CCCAAGCTTCAACTAAACCGTGGCACAA
	HindIII



	waaR-D-R
	AAAACTGCAGCTCCTGCTATAATTCCTG
	PstI



	waaU-U-F
	CCGCTCGAGCTTCAAGACATCAGTGCAG
	XhoI



	waaU-U-R
	CGGAATTCGTGAAAAGTTCCTAAGC
	EcoRI



	waaU-D-F
	CCCAAGCTTTCCCTCGCATTTAATTTGGTCC
	HindIII



	waaU-D-R
	AAAACTGCAGGGGGATTGGACTCAGTGATGTG
	PstI



	waaP-U-F
	CCGCTCGAGGGTGGTTTAGATGGTTG
	XhoI



	waaP-U-R
	CGGAATTCACTCAGGCGATGAATAG
	EcoRI



	waaP-D-F
	CCCAAGCTTTTTTGGGATGCCTTTA
	HindIII



	waaP-D-R
	AAAACTGCAGAATCCTTTGCGTTGTGTT
	PstI



	waaQ-U-F
	CCGCTCGAGAGCACGTCAAAGTAAGT
	XhoI



	waaQ-U-R
	CGGAATTCCTTTATGACCAGGATTT
	EcoRI



	waaQ-D-F
	CCCAAGCTTAATTATGATCGTGGCG
	HindIII



	waaQ-D-R
	AAAACTGCAGTGGTTGGTATGGGACTT
	PstI



	waaY-U-F
	CCGCTCGAGCAGGAATTATAGCAGGA
	XhoI



	waaY-U-R
	CGGAATTCCGGTAAAAACAACCAAGTC
	EcoRI



	waaY-D-F
	CCCAAGCTTCCCATCGTGGTAACTTCA
	HindIII



	waaY-D-R
	AAAACTGCAGCTTTCAAACGCCGCAT
	PstI



	waaB-U-F
	CCGCTCGAGATAGCGTTTATCGGCGAAGC
	XhoI



	waaB-U-R
	CGGAATTCGCCATCCCTTATCCATTTTG
	EcoRI



	waaB-D-F
	CCCAAGCTTTTTCCCAATGACCCTACT
	HindIII



	waaB-D-R
	AAAACTGCAGATCTCCCGGTTGATACAGA
	PstI



	Fkan-F
	CGGAATTCGTGTAGGCTGGAGCTGCTTCG
	EcoRI



	Fkan-R
	CCCAAGCTTGCCATTAATTCACTGATCAG
	HindIII









Table 3. Bacterial strains and plasmids used in this study.



	
Strains or Plasmids

	
Description

	
Source






	
Strains




	
W3110

	
Wild-type E. coli, F−, λ−

	
Laboratory strain




	
W3110/pKD46

	
W3110 transformed by pKD46

	
This work




	
ΔwaaC

	
W3110 ΔwaaC

	
This work




	
ΔwaaF

	
W3110 ΔwaaF

	
This work




	
ΔwaaG

	
W3110 ΔwaaG

	
This work




	
ΔwaaO

	
W3110 ΔwaaO

	
This work




	
ΔwaaR

	
W3110 ΔwaaR

	
This work




	
ΔwaaU

	
W3110 ΔwaaU

	
This work




	
ΔwaaP

	
W3110 ΔwaaP

	
This work




	
ΔwaaQ

	
W3110 ΔwaaQ

	
This work




	
ΔwaaY

	
W3110 ΔwaaY

	
This work




	
ΔwaaB

	
W3110 ΔwaaB

	
This work




	
Plasmids




	
pKD46

	
ParaBγβ exo, Repts,AmpR

	
[30]




	
pKD13

	
oriR6K, FRT KanR FRT, AmpR

	
[30]




	
pCP20

	
FLP+, λ cI857+, λpRRepts, CamR, AmpR

	
[30]




	
pBlueScript II SK+

	
Cloning vector, ColE1, lacZ, AmpR

	
Stratagene















3.3. LPS Preparation and Analysis

LPS was isolated by a modification of the phenol-chloroform method [31]. Wet cells of 1.5 mL overnight culture was gathered by centrifugation at 12,000 rpm for 3 min, the cell pellet were suspended in 100 μL TAE buffer and mixed with 200 μL of the solution I (3% SDS, 0.6% Tris and 6.4% of 2 M NaOH). The mixture was heated at 100 °C for 15 min and then mixed with phenol-chloroform (1:1, v/v), the supernatant was transferred to a new centrifuge tube after centrifugation at 12,000 rpm for 3 min, and duplicated the extraction step by phenol-chloroform three times. Then, the supernatant was transferred to a new tube and mixed with 200 μL H2O and 50 μL sodium acetate (3 M, pH 5.2). LPS was precipitated by adding two volumes of ethanol. The precipitate was dissolved in the 200 μL of solution II (50 mM Tris-hydrochloride, pH8.0 and 100 mM sodium acetate), and precipitated with two volumes of ethanol. The final LPS precipitate was dissolved in 50 μL H2O. The LPS sample was applied to SDS-PAGE gel, and stained with silver.



3.4. Cell Surface Hydrophobicity Assay

Cell surface hydrophobicity was measured according to the published method [32]. Briefly, after growing in LB overnight, bacterial cells were harvested by centrifugation at 12,000 rpm for 5 min, washed twice with potassium phosphate buffer (50 mM, pH 7.2), and resuspended in the same buffer to OD600 about 0.5. The cell suspension (5 mL) was mixed with 1 mL of xylene, and then the mixture was vigorously vibrated for 120 s and incubated for 1 h at room temperature. Changes in absorbance of aqueous phase due to bacterial adhesion to xylene were measured at 660 nm. Cell surface hydrophobicity wascalculated by [(A0 − A1)/A0] × 100, where A0 and A1 are absorbencies of the sample before and after it is mixed with xylene.



3.5. Membrane Permeability Assay

The NPN access assay was used to assess outer membrane permeability [33]. Briefly, E. coli were grown, harvested, and suspended as described above. After washed and resuspended in PBS (20 mM, pH 7.4), the value of OD600 was adjusted to 0.5 with the same buffer. Then, 1.92 mL of cell suspension was mixed with 80 μL NPN (1 mM) by inversion of the cuvette immediately prior to fluorescence monitoring. Fluorescence was measured using a Fluorescence Spectrophotometer (650-60, Hitachi, Japan), with slit widths set to 5 nm and excitation and emission wavelengths set to 350 and 420 nm, respectively.



3.6. Antibiotic Susceptibility Assay

Antibiotic susceptibility minimum inhibitory concentrations (MIC) were determined by 2-fold serial dilutions method of novobiocin and erythromycin (from 200 to 7.6 μg/mL) using 96-well plate. Each plate was then inoculated from an overnight culture and incubated with shaking at 37 °C. Growth was scored as positive if the culture was visibly turbid. Tests were performed in triplicate and repeated on two separate occasions.



3.7. Quantification of Biofilm Formation

For qualitative and quantitative analysis of biofilm formation, the biofilms of E. coli W3110 and the core OS mutants were assayed according to the published method with minor modifications [24,34]. This assay is based on the ability of biofilm-forming bacteria to adhere to the wells of a 24-well plate, which are subsequently visualized by staining with crystal violet.

For quantitative analysis of the biofilm formation, the strains were cultured in a glass tube; the culture and staining methods were similar as described above for the microtiter plate assays. An overnight culture of each strains and controls, was diluted 1:100 into 1.5 mL of LB and incubated stationary at 37 °C for 24 h. The tubes were then rinsed twice with phosphate buffered saline and stained with 2 mL of 0.01% crystal violet for 20 min. After being washed, tubes were air-dried and destained with 2 mL of 30% acetic acid for 15 min. The OD560 readings were recorded of each well about the rinsed crystal violet. Each biofilm plate assay was performed using five replicates.



3.8. Auto-Aggregation Assay

Auto-aggregation assays were performed as described with slight modification [35,36]. Overnight cultures of the target bacterium in glass tube were diluted 1:100 into 5 mL LB medium and grown to the early stationary phase at 37 °C. The cultures OD600 were adjusted to 2.0 by dilution with 5 mL LB medium in a glass tube. The medium and cultures were mixed well by vortexing for 20 s and incubated at 37 °C. The absorbance of the upper part of culture in each tube was measured after 2 h. A decrease in absorbance at 600 nm was indicated as the auto-aggregation. Auto-aggregation ability was calculated using [(A0 − A1)/A0] × 100%, where A0 and A1 are the absorbance of the cultures at 0 h and after 2 h intervals.




4. Conclusions

LPS, the major molecules in the outer membrane of Gram-negative bacteria, play important roles on membrane characteristics of the cell. In this study, the relationship between the core OS of LPS and the membrane stability was investigated, using 10 E. coli LPS mutant strains. These strains have provided means to directly compare LPS in the same background, eliminating confounding factors present when using different bacteria to compare LPS structures. Compared to the wild type strain, W3110, the cell surface hydrophobicity, membrane permeability, the abilities of biofilm formation and auto-aggregation of most mutant cells changed; and these changes closely related to the position and numbers of saccharides in the core region of LPS, revealing the effect of core OS of LPS on membrane behavior of the cells. Many E. coli K12 strains have been developed for inexpensive and high-level expression of various products, changes on membrane permeability and auto-aggregation caused by changes on core OS of LPS might further increase the productivity. Membrane permeability and biofilm formation are closely related to survival of pathogenic bacteria; the information on membrane behavior of different LPS mutants provided in this study should be useful for developing new strategies to control and kill pathogenic bacteria [37,38,39,40,41].






Acknowledgments

This study was supported by National Key Technology Research and Development Program of the Ministry of Science and Technology of China (2013BAD19B02), National Key Basic Research Program of China (2012CB725202) and National Natural Science Foundation of China (31170069).



Author Contributions

Conceived and designed the experiments: ZW YL XW. Performed the experiments: ZW JW GR. Analyzed the data: ZW YL XW. Wrote the paper: ZW XW.



Conflicts of Interest

The authors declare no conflict of interest.



References


	1. 
Wang, X.; Quinn, P.J. Lipopolysaccharide: Biosynthetic pathway and structure modification. Prog. Lipid. Res. 2010, 49, 97–107. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	2. 
Raetz, C.R.H.; Whitfield, C. Lipopolysaccharide endotoxins. Annu. Rev. Biochem. 2002, 71, 635–700. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	3. 
Liu, D.; Reeves, P.R. Escherichia coli K12 regains its O antigen. Microbiology 1994, 140, 49–57. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	4. 
Yethon, J.A.; Heinrichs, D.E.; Monteiro, M.A.; Perry, M.B.; Whitfield, C. Involvement of waaY, waaQ, and waaP in the modification of Escherichia coli lipopolysaccharide and their role in the formation of a stable outer membrane. J. Biol. Chem. 1998, 273, 26310–26316. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	5. 
Genevaux, P.; Bauda, P.; DuBow, M.S.; Oudega, B. Identification of Tn10 insertions in the rfaG, rfaP, and galU genes involved in lipopolysaccharide core biosynthesis that affect Escherichia coli adhesion. Arch. Microbiol. 1999, 172, 1–8. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	6. 
Pradel, E.; Parker, C.T.; Schnaitman, C.A. Structures of the rfaB, rfaI, rfaJ, and rfaS genes of Escherichia coli K-12 and their roles in assembly of the lipopolysaccharide core. J. Bacteriol. 1992, 174, 4736–4745. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	7. 
Yethon, J.A.; Vinogradov, E.; Perry, M.B.; Whitfield, C. Mutation of the lipopolysaccharide core glucosyltransferase encoded by waaG destabilizes the outer membrane of Escherichia coli by interfering with core phosphorylation. J. Bacteriol. 2000, 182, 5620–5623. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	8. 
Vaara, M. Agents that increase the permeability of the outer membrane. Microbiol. Rev. 1992, 56, 395–411. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	9. 
Dirienzo, J.M.; Inouye, M. Effect of reduced membrane lipid fluidity on the biosynthesis of lipopolysaccharide of Escherichia coli. Eur. J. Biochem. 1983, 135, 351–357. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	10. 
O’Hara, A.M.; Moran, A.P.; Würzner, R.; Orren, A. Complement-mediated lipopolysaccharide release and outer membrane damage in Escherichia coli J5: Requirement for C9. Immunology 2001, 102, 365–372. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	11. 
Nikaido, H. Molecular basis of bacterial outer membrane permeability revisited. Microbiol. Mol. Biol. Rev. 2003, 67, 593–656. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	12. 
Bogdanov, M.; Mileykovskaya, E.; Dowhan, W. Lipids in the assembly of membrane proteins and organization of protein supercomplexs. Subcell Biochem. 2008, 49, 197–239. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	13. 
Bengoechea, J.A.; Brandenburg, K.; Arraiza, M.D.; Seydel, U.; Skurnik, M.; Moriyón, I. Pathogenic Yersinia enterocolitica strains increase the outer membrane permeability in response to environmental stimuli by modulating lipopolysaccharide fluidity and lipid A structure. Infect. Immun. 2003, 71, 2014–2021. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	14. 
Bryan, L.E.; O’hara, K.; Wong, S. Lipopolysaccharide changes in impermeability-type aminoglycoside resistance in Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Antimicrob. Agents. Chemother. 1984, 26, 250–255. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	15. 
Galbraith, L.; Wilkinson, S.G.; Legakis, N.J.; Genimata, V.; Katsorchis, T.A.; Rietschel, E.T. Structural alternations in the envelope of a gentamicin-resistant rough mutant of Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Ann. Microbiol. 1984, 135, 121–136. [Google Scholar]

	16. 
Kadurugamuwa, J.L.; Lam, J.S.; Beveridge, T.J. Interaction of gentamicin with the A band and B band lipopolysaccharides of Pseudomonas aeruginosa and its possible lethal effect. Antimicrob. Agents. Chemother. 1993, 37, 715–721. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	17. 
Kropinski, A.M.; Kuzio, J.; Angus, B.L.; Hancock, R.E. Chemical and chromatographic analysis of lipopolysaccharide from an antibiotic-supersusceptible mutant of Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Antimicrob. Agents. Chemother. 1982, 21, 310–319. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	18. 
Shearer, B.G.; Legakis, N.J. Pseudomonas aeruginosa: evidence for the involvement of lipopolysaccharide in determining outer membrane permeability to carbenicillin and gentamicin. J. Infect. Dis. 1985, 152, 351–355. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	19. 
Dasgupta, T.; de Kievit, T.R.; Masoud, H.; Altman, E.; Richards, J.C.; Sadovskaya, I.; Speert, D.P.; Lam, J.S. Characterization of lipopolysaccharide-deficient mutants of Pseudomonas aeruginosa derived from serotypes O3, O5, and O6. Infect. Immun. 1994, 62, 809–817. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	20. 
Joanna, S.B.; Albert, V.; Patrick, W.; Nicholas, A.D. Mutation of a lipopolysaccharide synthesis gene results in increased biofilm of Stenotrophomonas maltophilia on plastic and glass surfaces. Ann. Microbiol. 2008, 58, 35–40. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	21. 
Balestrino, D.; Ghigo, J.M.; Charbonnel, N.; Haagensen, J.A.; Forestier, C. The characterization of functions involved in the establishment and maturation of Klebsiella pneumoniae in vitro biofilm reveals dual roles for surface exopolysaccharides. Environ. Microbiol. 2008, 10, 685–701. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	22. 
Shelud'ko, A.V.; Kulibiakina, O.V.; Shirokov, A.A.; Petrova, L.P.; Matora, Liu; Katsy, E.I. The effect of mutations in the synthesis of lipopolysaccharides and calcofluor-binding polysaccharides on biofilm formation by Azospirillum brasilense. Mikrobiologiia 2008, 77, 358–363. [Google Scholar]

	23. 
Karunakaran, E.; Mukherjee, J.; Ramalingam, B.; Biggs, C.A. “Biofilmology”: A multidisciplinary review of the study of microbial biofilms. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2011, 90, 1869–1881. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	24. 
Ciornei, C.D.; Novikov, A.; Beloin, C.; Fitting, C.; Caroff, M.; Ghigo, J.M.; Cavaillon, J.M.; Adib-Conquy, M. Biofilm-forming Pseudomonas aeruginosa bacteria undergo lipopolysaccharide structural modifications and induce enhanced inflammatory cytokine response in human monocytes. Innate. Immunity 2010, 16, 288–301. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	25. 
Pan, W.H.; Li, P.L.; Liu, Z. The correlation between surface hydrophobicity and adherence of Bifidobacterium strains from centenarians’ faeces. Anaerobe 2006, 12, 148–152. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	26. 
Del Re, B.; Sgorbati, B.; Miglioli, M.; Palenzona, D. Adhesion, autoaggregation and hydrophobicity of 13 strains of Bifidobacterium longum. Lett. Appl. Microbiol. 2000, 31, 438–442. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	27. 
Perez, P.F.; Minnaard, Y.; Disalvo, E.A.; de Antoni, G.L. Surface properties of bifidobacterial strains of human origin. Appl. Environ. Microb. 1998, 64, 21–26. [Google Scholar]

	28. 
Austin, E.A.; Graves, J.F.; Hite, L.A.; Parker, C.T.; Schnaitman, C.A. Genetic analysis of lipopolysaccharide core biosynthesis by Escherichia coli K-12: Insertion mutagenesis of the rfa locus. J. Bacteriol. 1990, 172, 5312–5325. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	29. 
Serra-Moreno, R.; Acosta, S.; Hernalsteens, J.P.; Jofre, J.; Muniesa, M. Use of the lambda Red recombinase system to produce recombinant prophages carrying antibiotic resistance genes. BMC Mol. Biol. 2006, 7. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	30. 
Datsenko, K.A.; Wanner, B.L. One-step inactivation of chromosomal genes in Escherichia coli K-12 using PCR products. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2000, 97, 6640–6645. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	31. 
Westphal, O.; Jann, K. Bacterial Lipopolysaccharide-Extraction with Phenol Water and Further Application of Procedure. In Methods in Carbohydrate Chemistry; Whistler, R.L., Wolfrom, M.L., Eds.; Academic Press: New York, NY, USA, 1965; pp. 83–91. [Google Scholar]

	32. 
Gomez Zavaglia, A.; Kociubinski, G.; Perez, P.; Disalvo, E.; de Antoni, G. Effect of bile on the lipid composition and surface properties of bifidobacteria. J. Appl. Microbiol. 2002, 93, 794–799. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	33. 
Helander, I.M.; Mattila-Sandholm, T. Fluorometric assessment of gram-negative bacterial permeabilization. J. Appl. Microbiol. 2000, 88, 213–219. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	34. 
Kirov, S.M.; Castrisios, M.; Shaw, J.G. Aeromonas flagella (polar and lateral) are enterocyte adhesins that contribute to biofilm formation on surfaces. Infect. Immun. 2004, 72, 1939–1945. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	35. 
Hasman, H.; Chakraborty, T.; Klemm, P. Antigen-43-mediated autoaggregation of Escherichia coli is blocked by fimbriation. J. Bacteriol. 1999, 181, 4834–4841. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	36. 
Rahman, M.M.; Kim, W.S.; Kumura, H.; Shimazaki, K. Autoaggregation and surface hydrophobicity of bifidobacteria. World J. Microb. Biotechnol. 2008, 24, 1593–1598. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	37. 
Wang, J.; Ma, W.; Wang, Z.; Li, Y.; Wang, X. Construction and characterization of an Escherichia coli mutant producing Kdo2-lipid A. Mar. Drugs 2014, 12, 1495–1511. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	38. 
Li, Y.; Wang, Z.; Chen, J.; Ernst, R.K.; Wang, X. Influence of lipid A acylation pattern on membrane permeability and innate immune stimulation. Mar. Drugs 2013, 11, 3197–3208. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	39. 
Han, Y.; Li, Y.; Chen, J.; Tan, Y.; Guan, F.; Wang, X. Construction of monophosphoryl lipid A producing Escherichia coli mutants and comparison of immuno-stimulatory activities of their lipopolysaccharides. Mar. Drugs 2013, 11, 363–376. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	40. 
Chen, J.; Tao, G.; Wang, X. Construction of an Escherichia coli mutant producing monophosphoryl lipid A. Biotechnol. Lett. 2011, 33, 1013–1019. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	41. 
Wang, X.; Quinn, P.J.; Yan, A. Kdo2-lipid A: Structural diversity and impact on immunopharmacology. Biol. Rev. Camb. Philos. Soc. 2015, 90, 408–427. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]





© 2015 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







media/file4.png
uoneuLIo} wyyorg

Strains

Ne)

100

T T T T
(=3 (=3 = (=]
o0 = < (]

(9) uonedaidde-ony

Strains





nav.xhtml


  marinedrugs-13-03325


  
    		
      marinedrugs-13-03325
    


  




  





media/file3.png





media/file0.png
Kdoyy P P Gal

l lWaaP lWaaY l WaaB

Lipid A<e— Kdoj<«— Hep; <— Hepyy Gley Gleyy Gleyjy <—— Hepry
WaaC WaaF WaaG WaaO WaaR WaaU
WaaQ
Hepyig

inner core " outer core

gmhD waaF waaC waal waaU waaZ waaY waaR waaO waaB waaS waaP waaG waaQ waaA





media/file1.png
o

> O
’5\ O Y WO
Q Vﬂ 94 RS ‘44

>

8—=— w3110

8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24
Time/h





media/file2.png
Hydrophobicity (%)

Fluorescence level

C
&

Strains

& O
& W©
A

N &
N N

> v
Strains

VNN





