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HE

P KB # Centerotoxigenic Escherichia coli, ETEC) &gt S5
T &l SIS I BOW BRI, G2 DA FLIA 8] (A48 38 AT, 05 A7 4%
J895 (PWD) i sy, IR x5 E T B RMATFHR. %W E
HEPLE A A 5 R (heat-labile enterotoxins, LT ). i #4 i 5 & (heat-stable
enterotoxins, STs) A& F4 (K88). F5 (K99). F6 (987P). F18. F41 fiflEE EMH
BRATE s, Horh UL FA'ETEC AT i) 32, FE IS s it e sh G 4Rk . H e
FRFEAT WA A 1) £ B4 07 SRR EEBUAE RIBATIRYT, e 244 A 241
P S EURT A BTBUGR AN KHE R TR IR T AR, A I A A 1
HER RS R, HETIER B I e E B EUD, BEHmh T R
BOR, BRI, PR AT sk — s T A0 42 (2 1

AT SR TR 4 25 ETEC BAK B LS R B FIRATIE O, FREHR
TIEBRAIFRER . ZEAHARAKRERE RS, Wk T =kEH IR A
PURR R /R, 6 =k 5 24 R PRI 1) RS R T R kAT 1 Bh ) g2 (R 9
WIS, RFCHAER 427 55 22 KIAT BRG0P E T, DA A2 101 RE v P s PR
RS2 . BUa AR FUOAG T B AR I AR KME R . PO T 251 AR R AR
ISR R, DA B R ORI 7 RO e SR b 228 . Ui gh
RUTT PR

1. ETEC KM EBEINR XAZFERERTUTHELRA

AW T3 I T =AU f R B B ETEC Wik, 49RKW, =1
ORI fh 0 B R AAAERCRZE 5, METEHE dh 7 B R, (AR T 0 1
HIAR, 0 BRIRE ZON M E AR A s AN R X AT B AR A% 7 2 2 AT B 1
WHBKZESR, £W ETEC BT AT AR, FN, 2E2H ETEC 1, H{R
TATH = 08 STb iz, W BRAT R ERE KON F4 (K88) W, Wiir R
W &5 R A G0V K88/Sta/Stb. bAt, FIMAT RN, &4 K88 W BRI M3 u
LT & A W RURE L — R R SR R R 7 B AR 5 Lo, A, 78

v
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R K PR SR A A B v R BRI

2. BEAAREPWEREY LR
ASHIF T £ b R FLIR FLER T NZ3900 M EHLRIE T kL pNZ8149 1 NE K43 A
JRINZEIR T 77 s R R A AT 5 2 LT WRAZIRA ) A W RAAET L
A3 B WAL K F4 B BRI BRI FaeG, FFIF 4 FRILK Uspas f 40 Bk
FEILMEEEIL T LysM BRI =AHUR S B R R A AR IR R . [FIRA
BRI PR FLER B B AR . A 2 BRUTORL I B Ak DA M = Mk B B AR AT T A
VERETT . 45 R, ML TS 8k, AR Mo B K B A3 R0 T — AN/,
FERBESFET pH E IR — AN BTG, X egh R38R 8 H FoR A7 1E I
PR ARG A, R AKEEE . [FIR, LR IR R E T A
pH=6-8 MM NEK, WEHEEL T BEAKT, ERE (pH=1-2) & N GEFE,
55 (pH=4-8). 39, (pH=9-10) Flamfg (pH=11-12) #H —EfFiEF, HILT:
HEIBH 13 MER, FRENHE. BARKLL 15%BIEF NGRS F,
FAAE-20°CH SN, 7E 20 JE B ORATS A OR$FIE TR BBOC 35 38 1k o B A LR R 0 K
SYHVE WA RN 21, (ONERV R, EIrEiEl, N RE =R R
2y, WTHERIBRZRE R B AL E RN 2 .

3. &% F4'ETEC K EHFLRFLIREE B O B da i

AT 9K = ok 2 2 1 R 5 L B 3R A7V 4 i o S A 1 AR v AT Bh A S 5
PPAM VS B0 1 AR W15 S NN 72 AR G ORI R . /NBR I IR G e 45 SRR
VU % 1R S e e % 58 4 (R4 LDso 7RI B FA'ETEC B¥e; TRHEPUAT G S (R
SRR, ELRETRAFERER T, =58 D RRE R R T E W B =2
FA'ETEC B AR ANEYS : 3EGR A BRI e 45 LW, DU%E 1R sZ R g o s
BERE IS AHIFL 0 1gG HUioKT, IF BARMEAF R IE I WAL RS T BRESUA: 24
BREHUAR 1 FUAF A R G 25 SRR, BREPUAR R A5 B 8 H A 8K LDso 715 19
FA'ETEC /&4, B IbAT4% BRI TE RAET S5 0. E R T BEIE AR 7L 0 L3 [R5
TAR, ZE BT WA J U 56 4278 2%, BREHUARTE A48 W i © 020 Y H 9232 FA'ETEC
&G, RIHAW AL BHATUAAAE RGO, XL AT 1 =5 DR,
25 SR 11 IR G e 05 35 B BRI BUAR 1 A ZE T B BLIRAT FA'ETEC J&R e, A4
WA AE HEVS TS UL B . 3 ERTIR, AW 0T 10 B 4 P T 37 28 A 11 R 2 3
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Abstract

Enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli (ETEC) is a pathogenic strain of Escherichia coli
known to induce diarrhea in young animals, especially piglets. It often manifests as yellow-
white diarrhea in piglets during lactation, post-weaning diarrhea (PWD), and other related
conditions, leading to significant economic losses in the pig industry. ETEC primarily
produces heat-labile enterotoxins (LT) and heat-stable enterotoxins (STs), along with
different fimbriae such as F4 (K88), F5 (K99), F6 (987P), F18, and F41. The F4"ETEC is
particularly prevalent. Currently, antibiotics are the main approach for disease prevention
in the breeding industry. However, due to increasing bacterial resistance and antibiotic
limitations, vaccines are becoming essential for disease control. Despite this, there are
limited approved vaccine options for use in breeding practices, emphasizing the urgent need
for effective vaccines against ETEC.

This study initially examined the prevalence of pili and toxin genes in clinically
isolated ETEC strains, followed by the development of vaccines targeting prevalent pili
types. Subsequently, a Lactococcus lactis expression system was used to create three
recombinant lactic acid bacteria (LAB) that displayed antigens on their surface. These
recombinant strains were then formulated into oral vaccines for animal immune protection
tests to evaluate their efficacy in preventing and controlling ETEC infections. The primary
goal was to provide insights for the clinical application of this oral vaccine. Furthermore,
the biological characteristics such as growth performance, stress resistance, drug resistance,
and shelf life of the recombinant lactic acid bacteria were assessed, laying a solid
foundation for vaccine preparation and eventual integration into real breeding production

processes. The specific research findings are detailed below:

1. Investigation on the prevalence of pilus adhesin and toxin genes of ETEC strains
In this study, ETEC strains isolated from three batches of diseased samples were

studied. The results revealed significant differences in isolation rates among the three
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batches of diseased samples. The isolation rate of diarrhea samples was higher than that of
healthy pigs, and the main source of ETEC isolation was the intestine. These results indicate
that ETEC is not a common bacterium in pigs. Among the isolated ETEC strains, STb
exhibited the highest prevalence of toxin, and F4 (K88) had the highest prevalence of
fimbriae. The most common pili and toxin combination observed was K88/Sta/Stb.
Furthermore, the study suggested that the combination of K88 pilus adhesin and LT protein
showed a high coverage rate among clinical isolates, indicating its potential as a vaccine

target for disease development.

2. Construction and biological characteristics of recombinant lactic acid bacteria

In this study, we utilized food-grade Lactococcus lactis NZ3900 and expression
plasmid pNZ8149 as live vectors to effectively express the mutant attenuated LTA subunit
of ETEC heat-labile enterotoxin, the LTB subunit, and the main adhesion subunit FaeG of
the F4 pilus. We employed the secreted expression peptide Usp45 and the cell wall non-
covalent linking motif LysM to effectively present the three antigens on the surface of
recombinant lactic acid bacteria (LAB). The presence of the recombinant plasmid did not
hinder the growth of L. lactis; instead, it enhanced its activity. The recombinant L. lactis
exhibited growth capability in neutral or weakly acidic and basic environments, but failed
to survive in highly acidic conditions while demonstrated survival in highly basic
conditions. Furthermore, the recombinant strain could be preserved in 15% skim milk as a
protective agent for up to 20 weeks at -20°C, with minimal changes in the number of viable
bacteria. Additionally, the recombinant LAB displayed susceptibility to most common
antibiotics, except for norfloxacin, compound sulfamethoxazole, and ciprofloxacin, and

exhibited partial resistance to amikacin and polymyxin B.

3. Development of a live vector oral vaccine of L. lactis against F4"ETEC

By combining the three recombinant LAB in equal proportions, we developed a live
vector oral vaccine and assessed the efficacy of this vaccine in the prevention of F4"ETEC
infection. Results from oral immunization in mice demonstrated that four rounds of
immunization conferred protection against all LDso doses of F4"ETEC infection. Moreover,

the results of immune protection in piglets lacking maternal antibodies indicated that three

iv
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rounds of oral immunization effectively safeguarded them from F4"ETEC infection during
the weaning stage. Additionally, sow immunization during late pregnancy revealed that four
rounds of oral immunization significantly increased serum antibody levels in sows and
colostrum. Maternal antibodies acquired through colostrum were found to protect piglets
against F4'"ETEC infection at the LDso dose during lactation, thereby preventing diarrhea
and mortality. As maternal antibodies gradually decreased and eventually disappeared
during the weaning period, we conducted three additional rounds of booster immunization
on piglets during lactation while they still possessed maternal antibodies. The results
revealed that booster immunization significantly enhanced piglets' resistance to F4"ETEC
infection during the weaning stage. The present study highlights the efficacy of an oral LAB
vaccine in preventing F4"ETEC infection in piglets from the lactation period to the weaning
period through sow immunization and booster immunization of piglets. These findings
demonstrate a promising vaccination strategy for the future prevention and control of
diarrhea in piglets caused by ETEC.

In summary, this study investigated the prevalence of pilus adhesion and toxin genes
in clinical ETEC isolates, highlighting F4"ETEC strains as the most common. The
combination of F4 pilus adhesion and LT protein demonstrated high coverage in clinical
isolates. In this study, we utilized the L. lactis expression system, the A subunit of LT toxin
was attenuated by double mutation, along with the inclusion of LTB subunit and FaeG (the
main adhesion subunit of F4 fimbriae), to create three recombinant lactic acid bacteria
strains displaying antigens on their surface. These strains were mixed equally to formulate
an oral live vector vaccine. Results indicated the vaccine's efficacy against F4A'ETEC
infection, whether administered to piglets directly or sows. However, challenges remain,
such as susceptibility to stomach acid and long-term storage. Addressing these issues is
crucial for the successful production of the vaccine, enhancing its clinical impact in

prevention and control.

Key words: Enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli; Toxin gene analysis; F4 pili; Recombinant

Lactococcus lactis; Vector-based vaccines; Oral vaccine immunization
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F—E XEGRE

1.1 MRIEIEEIERE

TE 2 HT IR, VS o3 2 — 28 7 B2 R SR A R (DR 1203 A R TR B %
BRI EE AN 25 A B IR R 3 AR A IR BN 2 B IR R A R R R 8
A RIS R IR A, IR FIEHAFEIR A A B, Bifs R R (ANVELE et
al 2016). P& % KT (Enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli, ETEC) J&5|#%%
BEIRE I T B MR R 2 —, HER R NIEN 2R3N, S ECEF HE 1
ENYRIR, BYEIZ IR, (748, B SRS REZ Rl s I 5 1&Eh )
(Dubreuil et al 2016). ETEC fEMERE L2 FE 7 HEe AT K A= LURIZA VS F1
Fii /K AR AT BT, AR RRIRGE, AR R MIE TR HGE: 10-30 HEAFH#E 2
AR, SERA S, ARG ISBUFEREANR, BWEE, 208G s
Bl BRI ALY BATHE KA, ARG SR T IS (PWD) 1) E B4 B
MR, SRR R B S KR AT O, IR IS R E KA Bk (Nagy and
Fekete 2005, Kopic and Geibel 2010, Dubreuil et al 2016).

HETFR M0 0T ETEC 1B F B R AKSESTAE R FATIRYT, MRIR 7 B R
JAT B 24, DK R AR R I AN OUE AR BRI RO, I 2 HE i 2 1A
BN,z AR E R PUAABTECR AW S, HUAERIGIT T R LA 2 AN
IR, DRI M2 1 2 TLRI A9 i e (77 7% (Wagenlehner and Naber 2019, Bon
etti et al 2022, Kim et al 2022). ETEC % i A 7 fE 4 T @ 30 4, M ERAliffy )3t
WA T BB R TR FBUYIR T — KA, 24 w0 B e A Zoh i
T 8AHX, R 2 B i S8 i T e i s A B BRI B = 2 Ry )
IMifE# ASHT (Riddle and Savarino 2014). 4B KGR 2 H AT M &/ fh ik BT
EC I EEH 4575, HlT ETEC MiBMAZ, Hof Skt 2R, 28K
W SE R A AR S IR SRR, AR I A, FOEAEAE A BN
SRS REFIEBOR. WRERAMLRRS S ER . [N ™ EE 8, 5
BUHAE I AR b U A AR (Bourgeois et al 2016). 595 R B AL 1 — EL LA

Vii
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AR LRI KA, BT, R, BRI NN R
BAE AT T, X B B SR AR AR AE — 58 M el /R, I Al i A2 e
R RIE R AT SRR . R AU RIE AR TS, XA M AAE S
5 H RIS TC R B 7 1 B A % T 77 i B (Seo and Zhang 2020, Dubreuil 2021,
Xu et al 2023b). ik, 4HT% T ETEC KB, V185 —MAT 2 A % 7T %

1.2 FHERKBTE

KIGFF# (Escherichia coli, E.coli), MW KIpIRF KH, E2KAME, 80
etk IR IR, 2K 23 K AT T 2 W W TR B 9 LB AL 4y, AE4ERR 30 )
Wi D REEBEEM, R0 6eE 5 Esh P B M FR 2 R BUR K
i (Kaper et al 2004). i3z KA # & IXEARE T 1967 4, RAEIFFRE
RIGASAKILE (Dubreuil 2014). ETEC {EAMGESURME K HITHE, EEEHT
NIRRT, H R 0 P I B Sk At e i R M 3 5 0 b R 4 b R et
ZARBEAT A S (Zhang et al 2018). FiffR LI RIBMARMNE S, &R
M2 RE AL, N FAEFE L4 E30E ETEC 2Btk &E LEE
AN F4 (K88). F5 (K99). F6 (987P). F18 Al F41 (Nagy and Fekete 1999).
JURH UL T (1 G B J2E DR R S LT Re W A R ] 1-1 B, AL LR LRI 2
FEFEWE (FE), WEFHEWE (M), FTE GG, BT (SH),
SIFWEE (L), WHTIEE CRED) MBgsadEs o (A6,

1Kb

F4a 1] .D—[:}E?!—NTM—'N—'} ]

1S91 faeA 1S1  I1S1 faeB faeC faeE  faeF  faeG faeH fael faeJ 15629

F5 B B ) )

fanAfanB fanC fanE fan F fanG fanH

F6 O ) ) - O O

fasA fasB fasC fasD fasE fasF fasG IS1 STa IS1
—_
Tn1681
f17-A  f17-D f17-C f17-G
fedA fedBffedC fedD fedE fedF

& 1-1 3% ETEC %S HE EHEFEE K HIIFETEE (Dubreuil et al 2016)
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Fig. 1-1 Gene clusters encoding pili and their functional subunits of animal ETEC
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Fig. 1-2 Models of subcellular localization in the biogenesis of several common pili

ETEC FiMt T/ L AMa)E, 0% BEA 2R B RIAR G A 231 B 230 31 40
13, HEGSLERME TE G MR R MEStFEN T SEEORNIGREER
Y BRSNS H R (heat-labile enterotoxins, LT) i #4# & (heat-stable
enterotoxins, STs) Wiff (Dubreuil 2021). EMERN, LT I RIEH H A B MIE
SR, T ST A7/E =Fh26A: STa, STb M EASTI (Schifferli 2005).

1-3 IR T i i 5 22 00 I 0 25 7 R AL 2l B R e T BUKORT LR T A5
REMESHFUR. LT HRFEET B W55 FHBEEMMA GM1 24k 4E, I
LN EE I HEN E 4 (Angstrom et al 2000). 76 = /RFEE T B G, A IR
HBBINFE M (BR) IR B UIE R A1 A1 A2 BINEE5r . Al A BUR RS 240
Ji T, I fid R ADP-AZREHEAL & PEOE IRH BRALEE (AC), i EE 4N cAMP
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JK>F-(Field et al 1989, Angstrom et al 2000) . cAMP 7K P[] 7t 5 5 30 A (PKA)
MRG0, AT AN-2 (Na/HD A8 B a8 5B T I mlie ;I mid gt o1
etk TR 7 (CFTR) BB R CI 70 (Field etal 1989, Viswanathan

etal 2009), 3 [F) 3 B AR UK 9T BT i, ek AL ™ EINKARIRTS, JFH LT
R MAEHEARIER .

STa i # F F 22 5 B AMMBPR G E 0 B B 26 & B IR L C (GC-
C AN /SRR &, WO S IR A B A P4 PR AL 3t 17 5 35 cGMP 7= AR RS
o THEIH cGMP KPS cGMP #3655 IS 1T (cGMPKID), #1538 C1 @
B CFTR MIREERIL, MIfi{2i CIoRl HCOs (143 ih. FHE cGMP th i B ER — 15
B 3 (PDE3) {774, MM HN cAMP /K-, 0 PKA 3@ #6410 NHE3 %f Na'f]
HIRU, MIMSBTIEERIRE. 5 LT |HRIEMAARRZE, STa BI1EM LR,

STb ¥ & 7E/7 I AEFMLE F#5 STa 8k EAST A, STb iSRS A E T
Wod GC-C &4%, 125k g EmE IR G, <l N EEdE A4l If
R GTP 454 AT A(G), ik Ca™ HENAM, X WU 145 8 2= W o
II (CAMKID. ZE§F#fE 1k CFTR, =4 CI A HCOs » 7K P Ca'™ % 8 i
g C, XAEEIEMH T CFTR, JRilid— MR AEE 6] Na i3, CAMKII ik g
T ES O &S il . SHER, Ca™ /K FRITHmEitm T HEIEEE A2 A1 C IS
Y, PRI AR & BT P IR R B2, HIEM A4 S-SR Ak (S-HT) 1
HTthE 2%, B Wds, (REKREZERHEH, S E 5 T+
IR P A B KR LR R 22 (Dubreuil 2014). 5 STa #H[F], STb HI{EH &Rl 1%
i

LT STa + EAST1 STb

Mt | of
A 1 \
mogniie transport t l l\ CAMK Il

Ca**-Calmodulin /

ol E‘ ‘F ATP GTP
ADP cGMPK Il
ribosylation
Phospholipases A, & C
ER ‘
A AC cGMP Jf-» PDE3 =p cAMP PGE,
A In enterochromafin cells
(a) (b) (© 5-HT
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& 1-3 ETEC RN EEAMMERNLE (Dubreuil 2014)
Fig. 1-3 Mechanism of action of ETEC toxin on intestinal epithelial cells

B 1-4 SR T JUME BB IR B 3R B S R B e 32 4k, ETEC WGy
RN I Z AR R 2 S B ARG . ETEC B MR R A2 8 i S BUW 3 Bt & /Mg i A 2 K
W, XWTRES S B A S AR 44T LA SRR I B R T B R IA A RS 5
5% (Edwards and Schifferli 1997, Edwards and Puente 1998). 2% 2% ETEC £
HEE AR SIS B R (E3E 2021, Hlin, A B4 1
W& E W Z A& K88 2k, JFHIGHILATE % (Conway etal 1990), XLtz
WAE 6 HRATHE I A TE R J LA ANS] (Willemsen and de Graaf 1992), X2
WAEAFR AW T 2 ) FA'ETEC IRYIIE K o [, AR 8 4 Bt K99 /v
SHF EA ST/ (Runnels etal 1980), X5 K99 2443 1% BT 75 i e b g b N-
OB (N-glycolyl) FIAFERACHIETH 2 AHOE (Teneberg et al 1990, Yuyama et al
1993). Xf 987P ZAKHIFLR M, HELEFBZMAPER TR (intestinal sulfatide)
TERTEATRE I B R R BTG H0H) T B8 B A2 B P AT 8 1 (Dean etal 1989, Dean
1990, Dean-Nystrom and Samuel 1994) . #R1f, i 52 7R 50 1 A 685 5 1 R 30
FANRE 7 4 UL B AR BT I sh Vel BB I EE S B (I et al 2012). BRIt
Ak, BN IR DR 2H R R S 1) B2 AR 2 1k R DA R E BRI S A ) OR J t [RL
SO T B A IR (Schifferli 2005). SR, BRI RSB E AR K,

FE [ 7E 21 B S et A R B BB (Zhang and Zhang 2010, Zhang et al 2022).

Fimbria Adhesin Intestinal receptor molecule(s)

K88ab FaeG(ab) b: Transferrin N-glycan (74 kDa)*
bc: IMPTGP (210-240 kDa)“*
bed: Glycoproteins (45-70 kDa)*

K88ac FaeGf(ac) bc: IMPTGP (210-240 kDa)”
bed: Glycoproteins (45-70 kDa)*

K88ad FaeG(ad) d: Neutral glycosphingolipids®
bed: Glycoproteins (45-70 kDa)*

F41 Major subunit Unknown (erythrocytes: glycophorin A™)

K99 FanC N-Glycolylsialoparagloboside
N-glycolyl-GM3

987P FasG Sulfatide

FasA Proteins (32-35 kDa)

Ceramide monohexoside
(hydroxylated galactosyl-cerebroside)

F18ac FedF Unknown [F18ab: a(l,2)-fucosyl-containing
glycoconjugates]
F17a F17-G Mucins, glycoproteins (170-200 kDa)
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B 14 ]I ERNEEHNEFRREE R EZEREZAE (Schifferli 2005)

Fig. 1-4 Adhesin genes of several common pili and their major intestinal receptors

1.3 BEFHME

ETEC W &R AZ, Kl 1-5 J&/x T WM ETEC i WINE BIEE, EhKifE
WIONBEE, T 5 5 ONHETE . Vidotto S5 RN 43 85 H I K AT 1 b B B IAT 1
L, BT R EIEE R S E B 100 BRKIATE BT, 458w, K
B B B RIRAT RN F4 (44%). F18 (38%). F5 (30%). F41 (32%). F6 (25%)

(Vidotto et al 2009). £ MHFFRHRH, F4 (K88) WL /&IEIR ETEC H = ZihitT
B ERAZ — (Moon et al 1980, Wittig et al 1995), £/ B E R . Wang
SEAE R E AR AL A R A TR A A BEAT 7GR A, 2002~2003 R 227 4R
A8 AT Y J5 AR RS B ERE A, 23 4 (10.1%) BB )s K88. 2004 4F
XF 179 43 1 Hb 2 6 i RS R ST A BT R ZE R ke, K88 4t
JERHMER N 20.1%, PIRGRBRI, F4 BHBAERTAETBHRHRERE, £V F4

(K88) & H [ Ay 4% 85 #H ¢ ETEC W W EHLE (Wang etal 2006). =
WS ILARETE B WG D XCRE IS ML T 1014 4, Hod 7 8 31Kt
987 Wk, 7 ESFN 97.34%, SHERMIKIGITE 169 ¥k, S 17.12%. 5 HE
R B, K88 W BRI & (5 Lk 47.34%, AFERHBRICREY etal 2022).
PRt SRR SIS TR SEAF FERE AL 156 Iy BEAT RIH IR 12088, 3L BRI Rt i
148 Bk, 7 EETy 94.87%, Hr HAZURIER 112 Bk, 87 Mo i &= KInht i,
K88 f i %N 28.74%, (LA W BEE TR Hm (R etal2023), LiR4E5HR
B, F4 (K88) BB 2RI 5l B #EIE TS5 1™ 5 22 K AT B 3= ZRAT I bk o

AL TN
o8 >
N S =T
D
=R \\>-'y
\Gne
| -

B 1-5 FAE R EERS
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Fig. 1-5 Two common pilus morphologies

1.3.1 F4 EE

F4 B E XN K8 WE, WEDE (F) FHIPFNIEME (K dii, Xihd F4
PR AL A AR Oy K88 LR AR A, HoR LA B P R [F B (Schroyen etal 2012).
K88 & i 4 45 52 Hh SR I8 IV ETEC W B, EHUR i FE 1961 44 B3 T Jds =2 Kk
A= i 9 RUK IO FAT 364K 9 (Orskov et al 1961, Orskov et al 1964). ] ETEC
Fk F4 (K88) W BHUIE M2 5 BBt My HEAT BESEAITIE iK%, %58 F4 W BAFIE=
FhAR{A, B F4ab. Fdac (Cahill and Glantz 1978) Al F4ad (Guinée and Jansen 1979).
XA %5 MRk A A I, Hod, AR a R ILFIRAL, b7, “c”
RN EMFRAL (van Zijderveld et al 1990). Fdac & WK —Fh i B4 ik
257 (Schroyen etal 2012, Dubreuil 2021). Choi 5@t %} 812 ¥k TEAF 44 70 25 H
(KT B R RREEAT T F4 (K88) ZB{A (ab. ac Al ad) JEHKEI, 45 H EoR, 812 #
KB 44 Bk (5.4%) #5407 F4 JEH. £ CHHEH F4 JERIK) 44 DBk,
42t (96%) 5 H Fdac FEIH, 2 ¥k (4%) &H Fdab JE[H, KREEF| F4ad FEH, X
KW Fdac /2144 IRY5 - 2LRAT 1) F4 224k (Choi and Chae 1999).

FA BT — Bk b, B gmABi R F4 SR 1) 10 FhASRIEE A BT 1
ANFEWIEYFRA FaeA F Fael; HA, FaeG £H I, HAHEIHTHE (Lu
et al 2019a), HBN4HEE R P 215 3 41 F4 3244 E (Van den Broeck et al 2000).
Xia N TS FA'ETEC BWEEW LRGN CEED, FHTERBATHE
SE5000 @ PRIET fue 1R T, XN TR ERE F4ab. Fdac M Fdad, FJE T
ZMRAED I RIEA R BB EA B, @748 rF4ab. rF4ac M rF4ad, 4R FWEH
# ik rFdab. rFdac il rFdad KA 5% 4E7 FA'ETEC WRMIFIISE &4, RIS
FERPRGAN N b M 45 G 0o, JF BB F4 B 6 10 5 5 B B 4% J 80 B 43 BEL
Wro [, BFAFIEME T faeG FER GRS BIANRE, 25 I E F0RE B 2
KW, AfaeG BRAIES 8BRS UL K bR A0 2R (0 45 4 036 PRAIG, T ) s 1 Ak
AfaeG/pfaeG VB T M DIRE . X LB R Y] F4 W BIRAFAEREE T KIp i e E
PRI, IF EOX b4 & 3 B2 th L R B D 2 B I P 2 FaeG HEEN T (Xia
etal 2015a).

F4 BWEKE—F R0 718515 (chaperone-usher) J&EHHTALE, HE
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BEV KL FaeG WYHACUF ISR 1E FA T BA5 M B EE B MELIN G G RN, KEFM
YEH] (Busch and Waksman 2012). = K AER F4 B EBRIMTE 2 (F4ab,
Fdac fll Fdad) HAMMEARF LS MIMERS, JHFEE FaeG HFH| LAAEAR
[l (Orskov et al 1964, Guinée and Jansen 1979), & 1-5 78 T FaeG [ = 44514,
A LA HH B ) B RRAE , BRSPS e BR AR A RE ST B 454, i 7 A B 5%,
FELATLE T B RY 4nm 5. 7 TS EE BRFHEMGE, LORERNINAS
52 RGEEH R, EOTRE NI RN, BORIRE SRR R 5k
BGM), NATRES 52 EXIR, EH EAAE - DME I B BEEFPIA o IR
T T 25 M35, R o (78 S PR AR HR LR IX AN ERA T (. 5 M 3L (Van Molle et al
2007).

Bl 1-5 2T FaeG &1 F4 HELM  (Van Molle et al 2007)
Fig. 1-5 Structure of F4 pilus based on FaeG structure.

BT F4 B BRI F 7 51 ZAFAE T FaeG BIF I L, X BERANR A AR (A AT
REAFAEAN R I 2 AR B (1 B2 AR 454 X 38, (Van den Broeck et al 2000). Baker 25l
ToRHE 4 AN Chester White (VI E%), Duroc (F19&%%), Hampshire (3
HH#) A Yorkshire (A5 EAE) It 24 RAiFE I b R 40 M RIR Gt B K88 A4
1RGP (Bakeretal 1997), 4% BT BRI SZARTE LA BE S 6 Tl 5 IR TS (A-F)

(Van den Broeck et al 20000, AHMN 2R WK 1-6 fron. 1y F4 6B H £ E W LR
MtV EE, FaeG fE FA'ETEC sEHANIIAIEN KIFEEZA/EH (Xia et al 2015b). K
FaeG 5415, FAac'ETEC BURE 5| AL AF 5 BG4 R IR B FGA75 3 1 1 86 M40 1 41
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R3] 7 )AR, UESEHAE FA'ETEC B BUR R K HEA/EH (Xia et al 2021).
[, FaeG iEWILH TR 4% i (Zhuai-Zhuai et al 2011) F ARy RCR,
Moonens %5 FaeG R4 20 G Bk A 1gA 1 Fo S0 ERL M IF Pl T RI%,
QG 7 —Fh D IRE BREESUAT R, ARAMRIGSE RR], A ATUR R TR IR AE
i FA'ETEC #h-S1ASMEFR I E SN b R A n Fhbt s A8 a4 1R,
Fe T IR R 50 G SRS W A7 B OR3P AR L, RN FATETEC 40T i 18 1 7%
Wb, AFRENT FA BB G N 3 BRI AR AR R B 2 56 (Moonens et al
2015). Virdi 2&F F AR [F] (1 7772347 R 6 FIRE RS T 2RI S5 R (Virdi et al 2013).
Shen S5 4ty F4 1 B 1 F B I fueG IEE R 5] NJHE SRR FERI 4, 250K
THEL SR = A 1 B 4H FaeG 8 AT ZE /DN B R 51 AR IR e b ads, 9 HLP= AR
(R4 ] AZE R ) o F4'ETEC (Shen et al 2010). Verfaillie 255 H F4ac'ETEC [
BRI 3 FaeG BRI M EE 7 —Fh DNA v, FFERILTAHRISE R, I BRI
PR AH LG T B DR A 08 (1 7 R 3849 T S s BT B, R R T S BRI
G B (Verfaillie et al 2004). X655 RAUESL | FaeG A 1E NP E AR IT K
Bt XT FA'ETEC i T 77 .

Pig phenotype Fimbria(e) Receptor(s)

A (IV) K88ab, K88ac, K88ad  bcd, bed + be,bc +d
B (III) K88ab, K88ac bc

C (questionable)  K88ad, (K88ab) d

D (II) K88ad d

E (I) - -

F¢ K88ab b

1-6 K88 & JLFH3R RAh Xt BLfK) S24AFKEL (Schifferli 2005)

Fig. 1-6 Receptor phenotypes corresponding to several variants of K88 pili

132 HitEERE

BRIAAT 281 F4 B EBSL, FI8 BBMIMAT R M — B A T8 57K F (Nguyen et
al 2017), 7t Luppi SFFIAMISE F A, M PWD J il 73 5 H 0 K AT o Hh e B A 3R
FIIRAT RN F4 (45.1%)+ F18 (33.9%). F5 (0.6%)+ F6 (0.6%)+ F41 (0.3%) (Luppi
etal2016), F18 H B H AR T F4 B E, HEESR —f. BRIGHEHSLE 2014-2021
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OB F) 137 /> ETEC WHRIFAI 1 H B BRI R AL S50, 45K F18
BT R RS, (HH] 40.9%, EEET K88 HEMN 20.4% (FRiAT et al 2023).
5 FA'ETEC A2, F18 HEFESKIMTIEIRIE S IR, RAEMFATIHT)
ARG F TR (Lu et al 2019b, Jerez-Bogota et al 2023). 5 F4 # B2, F18
1 AR I35 2% 7> B 40  Fl8ac Al F18ab WA, I HFhE BHH— A LBt
FedA ZHi%, ZWIHEEMIER (Imberechts et al 1994, Kennan et al 1995, Bosworth et
al 1998, Byunetal 2013) Z[AEAGAFRMEEFTFH. HE{OY F18ab B EM IR
FERR kAT TRIESE . ARAE EATRI R AU IE DA BB B TTHR, FedB Al FedC %: [
BN NZwEY F18ab 18 T 1) usher A BiEAREE H (Dubreuil et al 2016). PN E K]
B K: FedE Al FedF, A& EBIERATL M, HARE R TR TE T K
S, RUTEATH P PES] 7 1HBREH I (Imberechts et al 1996). Smeds 45
NHE F18 BB MAHIEEE, X ETEC BN A R X AT T, A= fat
.7 FedE F1 FedF I{IRl& 8 A2 PULiE H TR T, [R]85 0 2
T AR DKL, #5E T FedF 22 FI18 W BMF T E (Smeds et al 2001).
EfHERNZ, FedE RARZMEMASHIMAEL S, XKW FedE WRES S T
FHM L FedF 1% AZH3E (Dubreuil et al 2016). FedF 73125 A [A] [ 52 1143 B8
AR Z B LA F18ab Al F18ac PHMHTIEAL Sk Z [ A TR E, $278 F18ab AN
Fl18ac WAL A A2 A (Tiels etal 2005). Bb4h, FedF ZhH & P ARSF I ¢ KX
AR, F18 BB AR LHI 2260, SR, FedF MITRSFM IR BR
Bt 2= %X FISTETEC YL HALRZE T K (Tiels et al 2005),

Ak, F5. F6 Ml F4l =M £ S £ 2 EBUE R IEIE 1) ETEC AR — € HiATHY
#EBRA ., F5 W E AR K99 W6, & MEArHE AR th B skl 21 1) ETEC
TR, GHIFREMN, FiE K9 B EM ETEC BWARN AR, R #8 A S0W M,
Fik K88 M KRN REAE R BE R 0% (Cassels and Wolf 1995). JT4ER IR K B,
TEREPAEAE— € K99'ETEC B¢, (HUiATHAKT K88'ETEC, /L 5| &k f s i)
i JE A K99'ETEC AT R &, X AeiR M B A SR A%, st 53
e A2 . ZAFRE, ETEC 251 4 HELLA A B R A TS
M FZERH, HHFEZLL K99 E AT (Krogh 1983, Acres 1985, Tzipori 1985,
Snodgrass et al 1986, Foster and Smith 2009), 4324 — HB YL 1% b J5 & H BUKFEETS -
K99'ETEC #EABIWINUIAG, & SerE/NGRE M R 40 858, /M i pH 18
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A% (<6.5), N ETEC @A T A RMHE . gAE)S, HERESEG -
Bz 4 i s R0 [ J2 450493 51 A 1) M K B 2 4 AE 2 IR G 1R 30 A /N B v B Dl DL
(Francis et al 1989). Brunauer &5 il 5|8 4 BRHT A2 /N IEVS 1 UM B AH ¢
AT et o0 h, A5 AR TR A G B R ML, 455K BRV-ETEC /&4
IRAT N 1.64%, HIR 5 LLBCE R REVER R Y Ll &, {0 ETEC A& ME— 40 B 14
R, A AR S ETEC W4T 2 = A5 (Brunauer et al 2021). Wang 557E
2002-2004 AFEHIME], 56 Ja ot PR IR AT 8 IS FATRE AR BEAT 1 R Bk, 45 AR A
K99 WEMAKHZESIAN 5.7%M 1.1%, KT K88 FEFMKHZE 10.1%F 20.1%
(Wang et al 2006). RPEFLEILARE REMRERE W73 ETEC, HrB3™hHR
KIGHFFHR 169 Bk, FHorh K99 BRI E (5 L 4.14%, Tk T K88 FEM 47.34% (=
P etal 2022). BREEAELE 2020-2021 4R AT 55 WG /K L X G VS 5 JEAT-JE RE ALt 156
AT KIGHF B B, 355y B3 87 Mk i B 2 KA1, 2020 4R 2021 4F K99
WK H RN 4.6%, BAHF N 9.2%, KT K88 W B 28.74% (k5% etal 2023).,
BRG], F5 (K99) B BAEIREFERE ™ e = KB HF i 00 5 EEAN K, B4
HAAES
F6 [ X PR N 987P BE, 987P ba B H A 1 L V. ks 22 R 30k () W e 1k 471 2L e
(Isaacson and Richter 1981, Schifferlietal 1987), ‘& & —Fl i — L3 FasA fl
PR EENEFE FasF M1 FasG 4 ) 5 58 4544 (Khan and Schifferli 1994). HL1 %4l
B A R TR 2 B, FasG A2 28— /M tH I LS , FLIZ FasF #ll FasA(Cao etal 1995).
H T B B AR AE KT K, BRI FasG #A 290 T3, 1M FasF N2 &85 1
HRZHEEARE, 987P NEEMILANMIILLA0M, R S5H 5 A i b 244
454 (Dean 1990). Khan Z5iIF 5K FasG A& 987P Fifft £ 71512 5 &K A Z AR A I
%, 9157 987P KIRT45 A (Khan and Schifferli 1994), ifi FasA /E B B 726 A
IR RS, FEAT 987P 52K 545 & (Khanetal 1996). 7R R KIiT
(ETEC) K 987P W&/ 3 5 A7 ImiE A pRRS (BBV) HIZH . &
AL M I R A, PR BRI, F6ETEC W] DAAE B I 1 i AL B i 5 K 1
i % . Zhu S MAPRE ER AaR BBV sy B AR, KILHI RAR
W 5ok BAF R RIAR S ) 987P H S PE B F 32K AH IR ) SDS-PAGE i B
987P ZhE ik, K] 987P HH ZAMEATFHE BBV KIEMAEH HI tEH (Zhu et al
2008). IEHEK F6 B BLERERE I B W AEUIK, Luppi Skl 7 BRI EA PWD 1)

11
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R IH KA & 8 ERAT RSO, Hob F6 BB HE A 0.6%, kT F4 F1 F18
& (Luppi et al 2016). De Lorenzo Z543 41 | 2006 4% 2014 4 [8] lla PR AT ZH 24995 225
WA KA B G REAS, F6 (987P) H BRI E %N 15.2% (De Lorenzo et al
2018). Chen Z&7EH [E Z- &R )\ AN B W @3 )= RS A& vh 73 B 31 215 #& ETEC bk, JF
R T Hp SR B RS R, HREOR, Fo MEMMAHEN 15.8%, EEET F4
#E (9.8%) MkitHZ (Chen etal 2004).

FEFTEEET, KR ERRKNZ F4l, BREERFE ETEC —FhH
B R, BN FEE W FELEAFEIHIEE M (Dubreuil etal 2016, Luppi
2017). Vidotto 55 M ELPG FE &R TG A58 & EorBs it 100 Bk KA E TR I, 255
BoR, KBFFEF F41 B BT R 32% (Vidotto et al 2009). 1 Luppi 25 M KK
PWD 7451 73 85t (P K AT 1 H F41 B B IATH 0.3% (Luppietal 2016) F41 #-E
MYFZThEE H AT MANE 2, "R H T e A S A RNZAEL & A FE £
FIF 524k (Carroll et al 2021)

14 HER

FENG R S B AR IOA I o, PIM R 3 I TAT 3 0E, RE R RN
BUK, EBAKE, {E3)8 ETEC 1, ST HRMMATREST LT H&K, HEPR
I (A8 S AR AT 26 22 UK . 4l Luppi 55 BRI PWD 91 43 55 tH i K AT 1 o 2
FEHIATHEN: STb (59.1%) STa (38.1%). LT (31.9%) F Stx2e (9.7%) (Luppi
etal 2016), STb IR TH A . 1M Toledo i3k H B P EF 10 ANAR 37 N FLAF 3 Fn by
P RE W SSE AT R R I 70 B, L1830 1 953 MR 40 Bk, xfH a2k
[RIFEATRE I & B, EAST1 (38%) Al STa (30%) fcH WL, HKJE STb (17%). Stx2e

(6%) LT (5%) (Toledo et al 2012), X B AT ZH & MA EAST1, 5 Luppi %5
HIBIE FAFAE— € 7t

1.4.1 ATHABER LT

LT /& ETEC FPAER EEF R — (Gupta et al 2008), 5EHEH LT B R H
1A A WERAA B WAEARE MR, ~EEWOTFE 1-7 for, Hd A BENEE,
Rk B WHALM, A WHGZ FERE S L, PEERARZIEYS, 17 B I
R EREFER, JUTFLHEMIER (Dubreuil etal 2016, Duanetal 2019, Sheikh

12
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FZH LR B B DR T AERIT IR B4 13 R ORIAT B b A R H

et al 20220, b4k, LT ibn]idt—354 kI T AW LTh FRIE TAF 5 1 LTp, LT
B R AE VRIS P35 43 85 19 ETEC #k 8l i BE AT o 78 28 AT FE T 93 J5 15 75 (PWD)
FIEI ETEC 20 B kkd, H 57.7%k Hi LT 3£ (Zhang et al 2007). 7E % —TiA 5T
Hr, 5 NRBVEHSCH ETEC 70 bk, FRIEHEM LT K@K &L E 27%, LT #1 ST [A
I AFAE R RAR & EE 33%, X —HHE S AE R T 60% (Isidean et al 2011)

1-7 LT BRME MR ZE (Fleckenstein 2021)
Fig. 1-7 Schematic representation of the structure of the LT toxin

AWFFER, LT FE@E 3 ETEC 5304 7 18 5 I S5 471 1 286 B A0 e 5 A LA
MHRG R TRERBN, FEYKW (Berberov et al 2004, Zhang et al 2006).
LT A SR EF T RIS 2 IRAE FA'ETEC B AR 0 T0 B A0 /N R o A 52 2
(Berberov et al 2004). fEXAMEM, S5H AR s HAMYU R, Joik7E LT
() F4'ETEC SANRAE 2 B fl B i (1 s i S5 2 om0 o RIS, 50 — T 7, 24 LT
AL 38 A 2 T B S NARBUR M R AT B 2 BRI, A AR A Fdac T B3RIE 251
hn, B RE TR RAE N bR A E AL (Zhang et al 2006). 5 _FIR LT {2
JEUE ETEC fEAFHE /N b R b BOREI&5 AR, BT FE367s 1 LT tm] DUE st AR
ETEC 7E/NRABR i) RIER . BEfE, A8 R oil 2w s A2 ad 2 SRk
NI LT #B R E M9 | K8S'ETEC X B F= AT 4% L 2 4H i 5% IPEC-J2 (&K (Zhang

et al 2006). 124 Jy1k, ST LT 39540 1 &b B FH BT 58 3 246 78 ETEC Witk
SR H AT R ANE A LT 2 5 A B T HAR T R 518 F 40 b . sbAh, ARtk
W, S5 HALR B ETEC ML, LT Xt F4'ETEC WZEM/EH 3 (Duan et al

13
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2019),
LT & AiBs BREAKKRNEA, SEELINE (V. cholerae) 73U NERLFR
(CT) fES5H. DR ABURHLE] BNl LT 28R ByIERI A HE, A)a
I TR Sk R S8 (T2SS) Bk ETEC B HISMEFER (OMVs) Fifligfts —
SHBFIAEAME (REFH 2024). R, AT, BIEE T2SS AERIHN
T, RZHWA LT 755 OMVs 5%, FIvH B TEHE: 3 24K OMVs _E ) JliE 2
(LPS) #t4Ti2%i (Horstman and Kuehn 2000,2002)., A2 ETEC % AHL | a0 &
1-8 fii7n (Harford et al 1989, Tsujietal 1990). fajf#islii, LTA A1 LTB WWHE#HSZ LT
-SRI L PGSR T A5 10, LTA P36 3 S it A0 (0200t I T b 7 1 181 0 114
AL T HG N TH ARG M RIS, DL eSO 4 45 A4 SR B 4N R RO RG T, T LTB
WA FEEET S5 GMI ZEMEEAEREE “OMVs-LT-GM1” E-&¥e3 15 F 40
SERRIIE N TR M R RA LA R . I HAR R, HEMmRE AT
S, LT 2500 wWARII R 58 /E H B B 5 (Santiago-Mateo et al 2012, Fekete
etal 2013),

LT holotoxin

*5Cy

OMVs-LT-GM1
bridge

+ +charge +

1000000000

g Sids " . "”'-..

“Enhenced
'~wgg!hgijence

B 1-8 LT 4 S HIE R E R IHLE] (Duan et al 2019)
Fig. 1-8 Mechanisms of LT-mediated enhancement of bacterial adhesion
VARSI FE B, R AT A A% o Jl T8 g JEL AR B 0 B AN E RO AE FH AL, LT A5
W A] DA A —Fham A 207 G )% JR B 12 ETEC Y & 2E (Huang et al 2018). Norton
PP R E 2B AER ETEC BRI 9 IMIE BLACR B A AE ETEC HAT X
AMARIILTE 2 B AFAE LT LTA M1 LTB Hifk. Z5505R0], RGN, KEH
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JRYL I AMERN ETEC AT X BIAMAI =4 7 &0 B Rp LT WA RSk thst, HitA
LIIVPAh T EF6T LTA WA Gl ) M. LA K LTA WAETEsheh 248 5 LTB WA &
BUBHER R PR )y, SRR, R EAEANIIWHFEA T BENH
WL, B LT WA FIHUARTE SPUE LA I P R R A A R R, X S5 dis
R, LT BRI A VIR B I B0 RIS PN = A= 55 1 G )N, 7T A
YEN ETEC Wi R BIHUE SRR (Norton et al 2015b).

LT JEHAE B2 —FPRENS IR W PR MR s 57, HEH0E, LT wf LA sRA
SRR BRI, AT S SZ BT AR (Sunetal 2013, Thiam et al
20150, BAREFRLAMM LT 71— MR FHRER, EHEA R IE RS T
RAR LT WIGIKRI . A7 4% BAT B REE E 8 LT AT4E9, @it AR
LTA V3 (5% F Rk AR B U LT () ADP-EZAERE AL — BE R A E . HAlc
PAAE LT A A AR SRR LT (mLT). XURAER LT (dmLT) FI=28745
LT (tmLT). LTS61K RALMRIE 5 — AR A% LT #5:1E [F] I ORRRFE 3R A% R R M 1 2R
AefAK (Harford etal 1989). BtAh, 3877/ 1 4+ mLT R4, XEETRAK (AL R7K.
E112K. V53E/D. S63K. A72R. V97K. Y104K/D. SI114K/E. R192G #1 L211A)
FFEH R LT 1) ADP-RZ Al AL TE MR PR L #1% (Tsuji et al 1990, Pizza et al
1994, Pizza et al 2001, Norton et al 2011, Molina Estupifian et al 2022). 7E{&ZMAIE
PR, mLT Sos BRI EENE, JEH RS R LT MR, 24
i, AWFFREY, MR 100 pg LTR192G I, 16.7%H:EEH WP B &b IS TS

(Clements and Norton 2018), XK mLT iR AF1E—E M, 1ENFHRAF/E—
SEMERRIER N T #E— P BRI mLT SRAR 1 i 1E B4, A 0 70K mLT(LTR192G)
211 Az @ R B oy I Z R (L211AD, NTERTS 7 — 8T dmLT(LTR192G/L211A)

(Norton etal 2011) FFHEAT T/NRELE, ZEKRW, HRIALT HHEMEL, dmLT K
ARRTERE R LR 4 > T 1000 £i5 (9 cAMP, JF HLIA AN BRI B, xR
B dmLT [ ARRE T e AR . H A T I 73R W, dmLT & —Fhik
REHEFR], AT i &1 B0 R e 5 3 DR L S A e PR I RGN R A 2% (Lee et al
2014, Norton etal 2015a, Frederick etal2018). It4h, HiRiEE — N =HIAM LT
KEZ (LT (S63K/R192G/L211A), tmLT] 5 =/~#£ Il ) STa 22F & (STaA14Q) il
A, PPHET A 3xSTa (A14Q) -tmLT @A (Zhangetal 2013), Z5HEKH, Fh
BPUSIEER T T84 ZHMIE 3 cAMP [WREST, RIS AL/ B A BEAT S oA R s R
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KA XEELEREH], dmLT B tmLT A {E A% BRI 7 (Duan etal 2019).

CE BT 7R G5 K LT 20 LTB 8y FAEVE ] 5 — L4 3L [7] 25 24 (Nandre and
Lee 2014, Qietal 2015), filtn, dmLT CHZIERZHEI 1M E (H. pylori) EBHE
A8 IR 57 9% 975 55:9% 10 HO B AR IEAR 7] (Sjokvist Ottsjo et al 2013, Lee et al 2014,
Norton et al 2015a). JFH., SN dmLT SAEHIERAE], ERT T B oR iz 5
A S — P AT R AMEFT] (Lalsiamthara et al 20160, LA dmLT E AV 5
W BRI v 5 77 AR i K S % (Lalsiamthara et al 2016). [FINf, LT
B WA 3 B W T R B B B B BT SR IR R R~ & R AT AR 9 R SR AR i 4 o L )
A H 5#iA TH (Duan et al 2019),

1.4.2 TAFEE ST

B EIR AR LT #3558, ETEC Bt EE R —Miasi s, R
F& ST, JEHMEMG I E FF, ST H&1E ETEC Wk Mmir 2 2m T LT 4
o N L TR SE PWD R E KRR JJ AT, Zhang SEMEE B
PWD HIAT 55 vh 43 85 0 (0 K S FF R T ik 304 Bk, 3R] PCR HEAT T 35 5 LR A4S I,
Hoh % 8 R I AR RS T N: STb (72.6%)« LT (57.7%)+ EAST1 (35%). STa

(27.4%) STx2e (17.4%) (Zhangetal 2007), ST #F&RMIFATEE T LT. ETEC 7~
A (T P T 2R — R ALk, 429 STa A STb PIFPEAL., ST R R A
BUET R, DA E A SO, 1B STa lp# 54E ETEC s, Bk A
BB IEE F B N AR (Weiglmeier et al 2010). ST &2 A7 T FURL_E i mANJE H
estA 1 estB i, W] L] AR Y o (R 8 0 B R 2 11 B PR U IR X 4 PP 3 3R - ST
SR FEE R, R R BUbE, T ST AT F R, 4 2R ISR IR RS 2020).
ST T3 P A = 4E 45 R Un T 1] 1-9 B

STa enterotoxin STb enterotoxin

& 1-9 STa f1 STb KI=4E45#) (Zhang et al 2022)
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Fig. 1-9 Three-dimensional structure of STa and STb

WRYETE LR, STa Xn] DLE—5 43 AW FIEAY, 43724 STp A1 STh,
EATEAI 7 MR N ZE ETEC B #7031k (Bélin et al 2006). STh {3 H
NJE ETEC B#Er=4, 110 STp I ZAFE T4 4 H 2 NJER ETEC HEAkH (Joffré et
al2016). 5 STa fHLL, %l STb 55 2 (L KIAE BRI ETEC 7> Bk & IR ST
FHATIE, RARGE 7 —Fh STb SR A R, I H 325 STa M Stx2 PHE ETEC
W FRFHSS (Fekete et al 2003, Taillon etal 2008). 5 STa —#£, STb e#iAMANEH
71 ANEIEBRIATIR, AIEWME SR 48 MEKEER (£ 5.2 kDa) ) STb %
(Turner et al 2006). — HAZHTRLE A BT ORI, A5 5 Mot 2 B D) BT B e s s 1
STb fikBt. REFENIEM ETEC witk P EEGE, (H STb a1 A NFRIEVE R+ 1)
TERIIAEAE G, AMHEEZ R, STb R 538 ETEC Wtk AL, JLHEE
Wi 4% JE AT IR 1 40 5 B PR R RS HE R A58 (Chapman et al 2006) . A1 A F /)N 7 B
FER AR N B A NEVS A RE R R, SRR, 55 STa Ml LT MUTTRRARLL, STb
T2 B TE ) i S S AR 3 AE R (Loos et al 2012)

1.5 FHBEKBEAEEEWRER

BRI W, R R AR, B AR S REANTE e,
B EA T ST B A7 S AR AR Ry, JF Bl T8 5 T sesk1925 025, Rtk
FAAETBAER) A s eAh,  dn S Wi e Pl o B e T 3008 S i HU R R VR
¥k, BTG EIEDUIA, X TR 5 S0 1 B AR TR Fss ok, ek 2
L AR RE S BEAC. ML R, KGR R e, AFEZX
TS A el FRA R . SRS, S SEE SAALE, AFELEAE
Pt X LEHT R AT e 2 FEARST ROHE A R B HUbFEIE, R O RoR
HAE AT ETEC JEVSA BT ZATS, 52 A, WA E &
BRSO e FERFAE PR R e B, T S X i e G 2 o ) R e M e N . E T
S BT 325 TR IS AT — Bl PRI BB R (U B B, DRI e AP b A
YRR TR 5 AL, T ETEC ZiHEF LT #0A ¢ ETEC JEV5 ik E
S RER T, BILENC N ETEC BT B A& (0 B0 5 . ARk,
LT 5 STa K& R IR AEADUR, LR SR LT (dmLT) {E A1 77 T 5T ik e,
S TR @A T A R0 ETEC JEYE V5 9% 1 1) 77 (Zhang and Sack 2015).
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BTl 8 R SR TE /N bR 4E AR R F AR AR A, S8 ETEC RIS,
A s HR K 2 i B 3R AR FH O TR BETEC Y5 10 R sk s . — T Ak 72 )
R4 LT B R IFR 7Bl R e i, /N e Bemh & A 24k LT i 5
PRAE TR LT WIFUA RN, HHAER LT &, HpE N s SR (Yu et al
2002). 4G RIHT AN (BT BB B, EHX LT =4 TR 1gG 1 IgA #i
N (Gtierefia-Burguefio et al 2002, Glenn et al 2007). i 5 ) — T 22 & 771 % HE A
FOEIRIESE T3 A0 LT bk, (H8R% B 52 U ETEC Bk ™ A58
fR4" (Glenn et al 2007). 2 ABUFIRZ, BE/E 00— BUNEBILIZ RS, Rl
55 P BF UG R R RSN, G S R ETEC A H A e s Js A4 5 |2 1)
Hh i 28 5 VS 1) e 2R R BRAIK 75% (Frech et al 2008), HHRIFE, 55 TR AKRHT A
R BEUESE SR —WUNIBORIG 45 5, 58 IR AL AU R A, LT B eI e i
X} LT*ETEC JEIE1 ML T 60% 1 LRy, {HX] STa"ETEC BAT ] HoAth Ji7 P (1) IS5 TE AR 4
YEH] (Behrens etal 2014). BtAN, filt— Wil PRAT ST R B R WY, Bl A LT Bk
I FEE T ETEC BEYE % (-9 ER (Steffenetal 2013). [KItk, 33X SR 55 (1) 5 AR 45
REoR, BMER LT R H BRI FB ETEC 51 IR I 7 VR A7E — 2 1 ik
B, ANIERLT IR XA 4% (Riddle and Savarino 2014).

BEL W 4 7 5 HELRT o N ETEC 5 2 (W 1 B VAR A 2 Tl ETEC JEYS A8 207
Rausch 25 M MEFA (Z R AAPUE) HRIEAQIE 1157 ETEC B R U 12
B3 MEFA, JFAE/N BB R il 1 A JR Itk . 3@k STa 2883 STaPI2F

(NTFYCCELCCNFACAGCY ).STb # /7 (KKDLCEHY )#1 Stx2eA .3 (QSYVSSLN)
MR AR B AR LT 288K (LTR192G) 1 Al ik, #ME T —ME K MEFA,
H R0/ BRBEAT BB P B, Al 28 SRR WY /IN B AR T B PR P AT DU AR B R Y 1gG
k. 3 BFE S ERPUA SR X LT, STa. STb A1 Stx2e B 2 HIASN AT
BEAt, H MEFA S (1 5 % BERS i AR (R FLAF R AE 2 21 ETEC TR MR I B I 32 3 f7
P, T RS & B BT AR AT R S BARYS o« 45 Rk, 2883 MEFA ]
FIZ NP R YA, JER WIS R MEFA W] TP R4 ETEC B85 1) i
JEH (Rausch et al 2017).

ik K88 (F4) = F18 W EBMMARE (LT) M/EFHEE (ST) BRI e
= KIAT B (ETEC) B Mo A7 38 IS I = 2R R . 75 SR 2R (BT K88 AL F18)
LR (PULT A5t ST) Fue A RO H RN A iR T2 14T ETEC fR %7,
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Ruan 255§ K [ K88ac 1) 3= B W3 FaeG.F18 YK E V4 FedF Al LT 258 R (LT(192))
(¥ A2 Al B MV REBEAT B AL fl 5 b, A T &N 2R - R K-SR R AL S B E (FaeG-
FedF-LT (192) A2:B). XFPRl& 8 AITE/N ARG & BT T s fiehh, VP45 T Hik
SUEM RAMPIE R PUAIIVERE, JF BLIEAE O AT SRR AL R VA T P AR A
Bt AN HEE R PUAARST ETEC BRI GLIIRE /) . 45 RK W], iXFh FaeG-FedF-LT(192)
A2:B b B AE R /NRAE 51 R T K88, F18 Ml LT [Mbifk, Ptk 7 K88
HMIF18 B & BRI AE s BEAt, Sy )a B4 H8 45 %2 2 ETEC 1 #& 30302(K88ac/LT/STb)
Wi S22, AR, B o B R B R 1 AT 45 75 52 2 AH F) BTEC
PREGZCE S #R BT 7™ IS R K . X I T A8, FHIX P FaeG-FedF-
LT (192) A2:B Bl &HUE S KR BT AT LT # 2 40| K88 A1 F18 W B8 K
FEEE B AR IORNBE, T DURIEFF A v i gk Bt S B4 ETEC 51E R REIRYE (Ruan
etal 2011).,

Xu R T —F L 1140 ETEC f# 2 DU B R AR 1, T VR ST %
RIORMRBERIGVE . BB B BT BOR, Holid @ SRR HARY 1 7 RAER ST,
1 K88ac. K99, LTB FE[H, ## T K88ac-K99-3ST-LTB fili & £k [ i E 4L Kt i
FIEF LI mRIE,  PEHRL GBI 16 A LUK 2 Rl e iR 1) 2820 B 0
K 3 P T AT B S 0T S A R . ELISA KR B iZ Al & R 85 STy 7
FEHTiA. K88ac. K99 M1 LTB A% & HIH] K88 1 K99 T bkHEAT M #e fix /N B AL 7
R, WA RIEE AR R 0008 96%A 98%, KU EH] K88ac-
K99-3ST1-LTB % i REW (R (BN A B i) s /. KT FLR I, Zmb &
K88ac-K99-3ST1-LTB % # R A BN V2 K Sz i, W] LU B i 25 22 A1 1 6 P A
WAL ETEC 51 RIETE (Xu et al 2023a).

SRTM, FFHT LT Hidd ok Som B ETEC BEVE I 220, dmLT #A A 5o
i AN F % ETEC YA B (A RS i, RIEE AR 5T, dmLT 3 24
VERE 7). Lundgren Z5ERE T NN E AL dmLT, 455 BRI T et (5
mLT L), F4858 17 KGR 41 ETEC %% (Lundgren et al 2014) ]
RYRTT . XEH, dmLT MRy —Rh G 5l, 153 R BT LT Hifk, Mg
582 H 1ZA R B ETEC 18IS 1 MR X)) Zhang SFIERA T2 STa KR FLA
(¥ 3 M5 15 LTR192G Rl B, 78Rl G 8 A e /N B i S 7= 4 1 bt
STa Fl¥i LT $i4& (Zhang and Zhang 2010).
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1.6 AR REHEEE

TR R T A FEEOR, gn i H bR B 1 R 5N TE B 4 B L
TRTFEA . X — I FE A T RS TETE £ AR AL FEAN S H 5L R ) S bR, AT
SETHRER W EERIL, HHEES AR ENE . JBRIIKE (Lactococcus
lactic) & FLER A ML B Al 2 —, BB AR PR SR R A 22 2 e 0T (5
2K et al 2018), I HIRILT MK R BERE 0872 B T FU St A i ATk, 4
SRHEFIEINFEAMIGE S (Morello et al 2008) 52| 7 ) VZ iEMAFFT. Ak, LL
actic (WA K20 CL 52 e e, A e 3 7 (R e SR VEAICReAS , AN B T 4
FER R B A R RT3 L PR R M A 1 R i e A e Ak 1 B
R (Wyszynska et al 2015, Szatraj et al 2017, Qiao et al 2021). EAKiE,
FLERFLERBAE 30°CHAF NI AT 550, fxHEF A1 35~60 min, A KB ATIFIR AR
PRI, S TR IRAM KL P (Frelet-Barrand 2022). 3FH., L.Lactic BH AR
AL AR RN T N B 5 YL 5 (Morello et al 2008, Frelet-Barrand 2022); L.Lac
tic BV L EHIG R E il B ok, fdl 7 aifbd e, BJa, FURALIRE A S A
A P I KRR M CRAIE T AR A e BRI &, SR, XA A
R B PR FLER A A VR & AR T R i R T

NICE #i% £%; (raisin-controlled gene expression system, NICE) /& H Fi FLERFLER
W RIBINEEAMHERZ K —MERIERS, WE 1-10 i, ZRGEFZEGFELT 3
ARGy WA AR (nisR) FIREGIENE A (nisk) HEFMEEHE. 550
F nisin FI 5 JE BT nisd/misF Fr Bt (Z2E# 20210 H A AT 4 AN SME LR 58 b
AL FRL (Kuipers et al 1993, Mierau and Kleerebezem 2005) ., NisK %52 FL4E B JIk

(nisin) 55, FERE SRR IR BERRIE HAL 845 nisR, BERRALIY nisR 456 31
ENF nisd/misF L., JABN R LS R0E, AT 56 i H 1 5= R 7E SR L3R B v 1Y)
AL (EEREE 2021). R4k, FLERFLER B 2RIA 1 ANIE AR 8 RS T IR PR IR LE
NP A L R T B 0 T B 2 M AR PR 5 SR JE T (Yurina etal 2023, Zhang
et al 2023).
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nisin @ %@
4 \\
A¢ o
4 NisK
. : @D
‘ signal transduction

expression

ED
GEBD
ED @ o
EB ‘
activated gene O -Product
NIy

& 1-10 NICE RIXRZ~EE (Mierau and Kleerebezem 2005)
Fig. 1-10 Schematic diagram of the NICE expression system

TENFLIRALERE PR T 2 RS, NICE RIBRFGAG LIS B,
AR ZR G 577 nisin A5 RIET AR ALERE, TR VR —Fh 8
RIS Z T E AT, ZaetiiE: K, EA—MiFeRIE RS, EHEKAK
7 JUEARIE, MAEMASE G, —E BN AN E A R A 24K,
FHREERTHRERERG: HN, ZRGH AR ATERS, bk
B, WEMEHRMARI M, WEEHTAM: &G, ARAKRE/LTAE
ZNAIH TG P B TE, G T DR 2 B E AR P R B R RO LA T A S T 52
b, FURRFLEREA BT BT AR 1Y 22 4 Jh L B AT 5% (Naderi-Samani et al 2020,
ZPRER 2021),

Douillard 25| H pTX8048 # AR INFRIE TIREN 1.2 mg/L B EIE 8 H A
HH (Douillard et al 2011). Bera &I pMJ399 # ik [ 7£ pl170 23754 T
(i #UFEE A (Bera et al 2015). Martinez-Jaramillo Z54R38 1 {3 F pNZ8048 # 1A 1E
FLRFLBRE B A mCherry. GFP F1iRFP &, M, AhA1FEE{EH PnisA F1 P53
JAET (Martinez-Jaramillo et al 2017). Martinez 7% 7 FIFH AL FLERE R ik RS
X HIV-1 Tat HERIEMMRAL, VEFVEAG T PR [F) FLER L ER B B AR o 1) TR AN R
JBENF, AT pH. FAHEANS S AN Tat 2 MAE R, &5, EHT
at £ HLM-1 i35 40 vh B s UB0E HIV-1 8 31768 (Martinez-Jaramillo et a
1 2017), RUIARE AR ZRE I B BA RRE A REE.

SR, FLRR T BB A 2 5B R R B 2 REE, AN RSN EE R i ik &
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ERBREBARE, MEEEREAFEE LD REKPFEERZESR, RS
A AR B S B AR T S % AP B AN IR (XIER et al 2019), 05 7E 51 2H bRk 1 JE R
(R R AR AEROR I 22 57, T 2 1 R0 B2 A% BRI RCR M OCRE R 2, DR
SPME RS, RESIBCRIIBER S AT, X2 FURR T A% B K e 1
M s 2 — (Garcia-Fruités 2012, Lu et al 2016).

1.7 ARBENEENX

7 W 3R KA i 51 (A58 BRTS RAE R A AT, MR lagE e B
fizedrin g, (HH EfmR B n] s pgpe s i, HARHR TR,
RSZHIRIK, ToVE R AR P EER . G, FREEAT L 2 wE — b s e e
T ETEC MIB5{%. AAEFElasad 7 Bl AR i P (077 s 2= K s (ETEC)
IR e R T AR TEOL, T4 2] 2 ET ETEC RMIRAT N W B AR EOL, I
e AT & AT IS DU PUREE RS JFAI T B i LB FLER T Nisin 200 2 R R
(NICE) %4, Kifiigss B WPt E A s £ LR ALK FE L@, HA&G2—MAS
A mAR )T ELAE T SRS 0 A LR R A IR . T Dy R b
H1 ETEC SUERIAF RIS miR iy %, #hseltR B eish = B, )
FRUE — 2RI 7 e R K e IS T B R
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FE ETEC o BELEERENERDH

it

2.1 B

7= #E R B — B R L RE S 51 S A0 2 B3 W I TS I B0w tE KT B
JEIL DA FLATHE B BB ORI LR L, SR RERS S BT R B AT VS (PWD),
FL AR AR TR I FABIR T ARA KA, SRR A A 1 S 1 2 220 JR 2 — . ETEC
FEEZTER, HhRERHERRANHMGER, 2NN AGER (LT
W#m#R (ST, LT &FH A B WANEE, TW#EER X708 STay STb
EAST1 =/35 34K (Fleckenstein et al 2010); Ak, BHEWFHR Stx2e MFHLALA
WL EE R KA (Melton-Celsa 2014) . &5 WL 1 BR Y AL HH F4 (K88). F5 (K99).
F6 (987P). F18 fl F41 T (Martins et al 2000). 7£ ETETC @k, £ &AM
FlpdE R —Fh, T BREFE G PRI, WATREAELE, [N, XLEE RN
B IR 7 AT AE A [E) M X PRI PR 70 B8 B R P AR BRI 22 5, SRR — X A
[ I} (] X R AEAE 25 5% (Shin et al 1994, Zhang et al 2007, Liu et al 2014, Vidal et al
2020). Bk, FEBEATEE I ARET, X H AR DXCHAT B bR 10 3 3 R A R B R P 3
LR AT T TR AT REVEAHI RS, DA B B SE i I R AR Hs S i R

2.2 MR

2.2.1 1§t

2.2.1.1 EERFIRIEFE

R Y I

JiR B 1 e [H Oxoid 2 A

[ERBSES ) i [EH Oxoid 2 A

B ey 18 biosharp ZEWIRHE A 7
HALH [ 24 45 Ak 2R 5 TR A 7
H=E CHwD H=E CHwD

R B e B 75 T S A AR IR A F]

B b HL[FH Oxoid A 7]
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CAE SN EHEH AR R A 7
2xTaq Master Mix (P112) A 3L U MERE AR MR IR A PR A 7
DL2000 Maker BRI R IR A 7]

i i 9k [ BD A

2.2.1.2 FEUHFEE

e CVRI I

M TES AL BRI JRA 25 1) 125 A )
It R i [R] S52AAREA T]

TEIR 3 TR IR 7% R PR A
M T RN AR A PR A

5 R 2R TR K R HA =34

o6 FE VR TR ML fB [ Christ 2 7]

-20°C. -80°CUKFH NSV

B (PCR) ACTL R QT A R A PR A
LKA AEmN— AR HiliE

B R R G FEA R A F]

& R B0 AL Centrifuge 5810R 15 eppendorf A ]

2.2.1.3 FERHECH

LB JifkREFR%E: REEEE 10.0 g, BEEHEE 5.0 g, NaCl 5.0 g, A 900mL
ddH.0, #EFEHE), RGN ddH0 B A E 1L, 121°CR B KE 15 min J&5 % IR
& H

LB [AlfARE7R0E: 16 Bl LB ARG 7R3 056 ml A 15 g 3IR, 121°CrRy 28
VK 15 min, A HIE 45°CHA, FIANTRFIL, 4°CIRA7E& .

FFREILBNE: BT RPRRI 52 ¢ Z FREIIBEM AR, AT 1000 mL F757K
H, 121°CrR KR 15 min, G547 4 22 T A 85 ) 3 (3 NG B P DI, 4°CIRAE % H

50%Hr: B 200 mL P9 =8 CHD, A 200 mL ddH2O 7870 R G357, 121°C
K 15 min %M, HiRRESH .

15% W REWS: A FH F 7 RFAREL 60 g AR WIRY, IN/K A 400 mL 7 fiHE3515],
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S\ 500 mL 8 M, 115°CH R K 15 min, iR RAFH

S50xTAE HL¥KZEM: FREL Tris-Base ¥ioK 242.0 g, £ —f&VU 4R 82k —/K
(EDTA) 37.2g, AT 800mL H.28/KH, HIA 57.1 mL BEER 78 - #i £, M0
FAZEKE 1000 mL, =B EH R AT

1% ERERER: AR 7 RSP ARG IR R 1 g BN, AN 2 mL
S0xTAE, FEHIA 98 mL BAZE/K, TANGE I MBGAME, frBlEd v e, =ik
VNG AN 1 L SR A% R YRR 5T, (8 N S At (0 RO o, 4 e ] Jis A

2.2.1.4 XIZHFRLES[4

& 2-1 K% 16S rDNA 57551
Table 2-1 Primer sequences of Escherichia coli 16S rDNA
ElE/EZ 51 5°-3 REEFNUN
16S rtDNA-F GAAGCTTGCTTCTTTGCT
16S rDNA-R GAGCCCGGGGATTTCACAT 210

R 22 PHEERNETEERAEBENRZERTWF5

Table 2-2 Primer sequences of enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli toxin and pilus adhesin genes

“F 5EEl (50-30) FEPIR/Mbp 27 SR

It CCGTGCTGACTCTAGACCCCCA 480
CCTGCTAATCTGTAACCATCCTCTGC
ATGAAAAAGCTAATGTTGGC

sta 193 (Yang et al 2015)
TACAACAAAGTTCACAGCAG

stb TGCCTATGCATCTACACAAT 113
CTCCAGCAGTACCATCTCTA
AATAGTATACGGACAGCGAT

stx2e 733
TCTGACATTCTGGTTGACTC

K83 GTTGGTACAGGTCTTAATGG 499
GAATCTGTCCGAGAATATCA

K99 AATACTTGTTCAGGGAGAAA 230
AACTTTGTGGTTAACTTCCT

(Baldo et al 2020)

987pP AAGTTACTGCCAGTCTATGC 409
GTAACTCCACCGTTTGTATC

F1is TGGTAACGTATCAGCAACTA 313
ACTTACAGTGCTATTCGACG
AGTATCTGGTTCAGTGATGG

F41 612

CCACTATAAGAGGTTGAAGC
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222 7k

2.2.2.1 HERESE

(1) P1 #RBEEEEE M

ML BT T3 F 48 A LA RAEAT AR I TS IR 97 A 34T R 5200 S A, R
FEHB A THAN BRI EN B, REEbR N CUR IS B BEUSE FRI % H AT
FHEM . R RO B AT 3 2 F O iR R A N R A IR VE AT HE AL T A 3-
Scm MEEUE N FEME, RSSO S mL o1 EP & T, SN B EH48
NIRRT . A R S A TR B IR A7 16 2 S0 5 AT KT 1 40 24
(2) P2 #R—RRi= 4+ mm

ARG 2 AR S8 0 B IE R R R, REVH SRR, IERE . 38
BT ETEC 70 B4 5E, BARKIUREPR#Ean T

HERE S IR HISE T3 AR g AT M5, iy R L . SRS

YERSE, ARG T AR AHLA P I AREE 1 em® RN, SERIRNTE B B0 &
N, FRRc s BT UK AT

B AR XIS OB T R AR B EAT ), AT TR BT AN A R AR
1 om MIERES, SCERNTCH B0 N, Bifbrid)5 8 Tk B8 7.

FEFRE M WA ISR S, 3 2 B TG T R 25 A N SISy 1 R L
FAF, SRIGHMRZESKIN 5 mL JCH EP & T, fldbric)s B Tk L e,
(3) P3 it R ERREH RFAHIMEHSR

ARI R T R (ATE 2023) EAE 31 M8 IR TR IR (g
BRI RS 3800 . (R BT G AR BT . R DOKER
T AR, RMETRL, SRS FER T T . FTA AR S Tk —i
JGEUN IS VST e et M =P = AT Ec by VAR D (S E: D N 77 B

2.2.2.2 HEAESE

e

B

48

@\

ARAEAE S SRUFEAT 70 AL B, ARG FRAE L1 EP & I LB W% 2-3 mL,
RGBSR AT X5 G, MRRRE e IR R IR SRR IS ST A58 FH TG T i A
BUE RN 5 mL K@ EP &, IAEE LB Winhi sk, Mlrbric. #HKETF
AREPECREENHEE NPT, JRIGARIONTC R EP &, INJG R AN ER N 2 513 H1
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RATHE, SRJGHINN LB W77 2-3 mL, JFEEBERAE XI55, KA NRARER 5 U B 80
NiEE LB Wk 7R3t, HMUFFric. BInARE TR EP BN 81 FL&, ARG
ANFEIR 37°C. 180 r/min M35 14-16 h.

2223 XKBHAENSBLE

A5 FH — VR FE R R AR A7 A B 5 PR ot v R — PRI BV, 7E 2 BB IR AR b
PUIXRIZ, SRIGTEN 37°Cil A A 77 . 58 — RIRIRAN R AL KAB L. WIKTEA,
ANSPAR A F K B RSk PR B — 2D (B B VR 2-3 A, BeRp R4 £ Wl TAR, 37°C
IRAARE IR, PRk A 4@ PR A — T K B R TR AT 20 2R 47 1K LB P b (f
KB 1.5mLEP %, &E5% 1mLLB Wiz, H—MREMT LB RZHEA T
B M SRR TN 81 L&, 8 AT (5 96 4L PCR BFF M0 B, LAfE PCR
MG HEED, SRJEH 81 FLENIER, 37°C. 180 r/min B3R % . i KIGAT# 16S
rDNA 514 (32 2-1), PASATR VA IS B RO SRS 3 KA R 1 16S rDNA BEAT )25 %
SEMITE . [RVAR R EARFAN 20 uL: BEdR 2 pl, 514 16S rDNA-F 1L, 514 16S
rDNA-R 1 pL, PCR Mix 10 uL, ddH,O 6 pL; SN2k fE: FiAgEtE 94°C 5 min, 28k
94°C305s, iB°K 55°C 305, L 72°C30s, JEHEL 35 cycles, ZARAEAH 72°C, 5 min.

BT BB LE A TAE G Pk T, 3 PCR 9 R RINECE , DASLLR =0 1)
E. coli fENBAVEXTEE, LB RZIENBAMEXT R, & 4858 /5 8 uL PCR =4, #EAT
1% IR BRI FL UK, SR G TEBEIR R R G PSR4 I ORAE MR . ik R L A
K H A —FES I PCR ALK IAATH 16S rDNA #UMBHEYE, A A A — R ,
BIEEA3 A it R AR B — Tk
2224 FHEEXBTENSBEE

PSS e R I AF R B B O ARAR 4R 2E0E4T PCR %55€, %M 2-2 (i 5175k
38 Ir. sta. stby sex2e VUFNERRFED, SRR R LA IGREFIR] 2.2.4 Prox. A
It stastb =Fh#E 1 ) — Bl 7 H B 2% BRI RT )€ D97 85 3 KA (ETEC) .

e se  ETEC KRR R HET I BRI R B B B0k, #2H85% 2-2 54
Syl K88 K99. 987P. F18. F41 TRl BHER, SMNAAR MY HEHEFPIF 2.2.4
fiR, ¥ H85e e ic 38—k ETEC &R KM BRI REREN.
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2.2.2.5 KBHTREBIFRE

HIH AT : RYE PCR %5 45 RALFTA 16S BIVEREARAT, S0 BHVERE S AR
—PRES . HUBUE 500 uL 0N 50%JGHE HM7K 500 uL, 785318 21 J5 (U An 1 4% 6 1
AN 81 FLFRAEE, SRJEIIN-80°CUKFATRAF o R T ORAF A IRUN T B 7 -

(D K WBAE 8 LB BRI B35, SRS TN 37°Cil A E IR 1

(2) B RAE 5 mL B BAs BRI 5 mL K& 15% R4,
SR 5 A FH 5 F T TR R A4~ A B 8

(3) A | mL Bl et & A & BB W IRAT IS5, 52 2 4 7Tml

WHEHEFRMS, 2 mLif, &% ECKEFIRE CEMZE, R HERME THT
Pl E 2.

(4) FEFOM G AT EARAE A% FH 37 B JR oy B I 7 b B & 2 JE TN 36
LA E, UL EFTA BRIER L ATE R TAE AT, HERTORRE.

(5) 4533 BT T B 3 AR 2R THLIFER b, AR5 BN
BREEA R TN, TR0

itk (-42°C 2 h—-42°C 2h—-42°C 1 h) —FET [ (-30°C 2 h—-30°C 3 h—-23°C
5 h—-15°C 1.5 h—-8°C 1.5 h—-3°C 2 h—5°C 1 h) 0.350 mbar]>Z& K T[] (5°C 1.5
h—10°C 1.5h) 0.350 mbar].

(6) T JEIE bERRE, TS 36 FL&, THN-80°CUKFHIRTE .
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2.3 REHER

2.3.1 =HRHESEB) ETEC 9E1FR

A PLL P2 P3 =HERRE S 0 B P B R KA, 7 B4 e v B an 1
2-1 i JEId 3 R MR IR BB AT R AT 18 (1) 70 B RG 7%, AR R IR 5 b
AR ABLLOAE MR R, % REE LA RR, RGN, L%EFH
& SR AT B B V% - SEidid PCR &3 16S tDNA JE[HHf 2 N KT e, 4%
2l PCR W75 4 SR 3 L R A A BRI R AR, SRRy R = B an & 2-1
Pius. idshE—#k ETEC R MEER M REREL, WL 1, 2, 3 fis. &K
I F B TAE — 3 BS18 3 BETEC bk 73 ¥k, Horb PL bk 51453 27 tk, P2
HER Iy 453 29 ¥k, P3 HEK B85 17 ¥k

bp maker It sta stb stx2e K88 K99 987P F18 F41

5000
3000
2000

1000
750

500

250
100

B 2-1 FERKETED B EE

Fig. 2-1 The isolation and identification of enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli
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o B 1P

el kS 2024 R R STAE R0 CHRLD B3C

23.1.1 P1 L XAHEREEREEEEENER

ML BT I5 P 48 N 38 AN TR B8 7 K B2 3 BB 1 900 R o A7 18 LA 7R - 52
fro FHILAH 21 RS IE] ETEC FHTE, FHYEZRN 40.38%, 4 #43%] ETEC
PR 27tk 0 BAR 51.92%. Hrh s RIS S AT Kl 2-2 Fros: 11 BREH LT %
2, it 40.74%, 13 #h&A STa &, (hHL 48.15%, 26 FRE A STb #&K, Sk
96.30%, 7 HR&HH Stx2e B, (HLK 25.93%. W BRI RILFEMELL R : 18
A F4 (K88ac) [, Lk 66.67%, 9 tk7 A Fl8ab HE[H, (5Lt 33.33%, 27 #REA
PR ARG E] F5 (K99). F6 (987P). F41 HEBIHIIFLE.

30
96.30%
25

20+ 66.67%

154 48.15%

40.74%

10- 1 33.33%
25.93%

Number of ETEC

LT STa STb Stx2e K88ac K99 987P F18ab F41

BEx SREER EERME
& 2-2 P1 #itIk ETEC BHFREF RN LR

Fig. 2-2 Toxin gene detection results of P1 batch ETEC strains
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FZH LR B B DR T AERIT IR B4 13 R ORIAT B b A R H

2312 P2 AR EEREEERENER

AR WA Sy — RIE R i 40 B ETEC bk, S 44Fed, pid
FEdh . FEMEREMAE, L 360 1, /- B3 2] ETEC 29 %, 72 ES%N 8.1%. HP R
FERREE B an N 2-3 Fos: 16 BREA LT 85, G 55.17%, 17 #k&f STa #
R, i 58.62%, 27 B STb 33, Gk 93.10%, ARilll#| Stx2e B &R . WE
BB RIS IS LU0 R : 19 PR 7H F4 (K88ac) LA, Lk 65.52%, 1 ¥k F18ab
S, A7 E 3.45%, 1 #RSH F41 LR, LK 3.45%, 29 FREE R RIS FS(K99).
F6 (987P) W EH:FfF1E

301
93.10%

25+ 27

20— 65.52%

55.17% =

15— 16

Number of ETEC

10—

3.45% 3.45%

S
E
W
ch
o
o
4

EEFME
E 2-3 P2 #itIk ETEC kB REZERNE R

Fig. 2-3 Toxin gene detection results of P2 batch ETEC strains

XY
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terpll k2 2024 JE R 2L CHELD) B
2313 P3 I RERBEEREERERLNER

ARG AN A E 31 ANE TRk, R AT 500, ik
K BHEE T KRR 746 17, SharBRIAF A 515 Bk, Horhsr e 3|
ETEC Wtk 17 ¥k, 0BFN 2.28%, & KIGHITEELEIDY 3.30%. Hrh a3 2R Kl
oL R 2-4 fioR: 6 BR&H LT 8%, AilL 35.29%, 6 tR&F STa &K, (b
3529%, 16 k&4 STb # 2, (b 94.12%, 1 k& Stx2e 2, (5Lt 5.88%.
B R FE RGNS HLU0 R« 1 k76 F18ab JEK, i EE 5.88%, A% F4(K88ac)-
F5 (K99). F6 (987P). F41 W TIEHIFELE.

20
94.12%
15 16
(&)
L
|—
L
‘e
© 104
)
K]
=
= 35.29% 35.29%
54 6
5.88% 5.88%
B 0 0 1 0
[ —_—— — =
0 T T -1

LT STa STb Stx2e K88ac K99 987P F18ab F41

mEE SRER EER M=

& 2-4 P3 #tIXk ETEC BHERZEFBAULE R

Fig. 2-4 Toxin gene detection results of P3 batch ETEC strains
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FZH LR B B DR T AERIT IR B4 13 R ORIAT B b A R H

2.3.2 RS E ETEC Bk EE o4

2.3.2.1 73 ¥R ETEC Btk EZREEFHMEEELNIER

Sty EIR =R MRORIE, A SZI = AT TAE— 3 B3 5 ETEC Btk 73 #, 3L
H g IR A S S B 2-5 e 33 MREH LT #3R, bk 45.21%, 36 k& A
STa # %, (kL 49.32%, 69 ¥R H STb # &, fitl 94.52%, 8 H&H Stx2e B &,
i 10.96% . B R TR FED R G Sl an & 2-5 PR 37 #R&H F4 (K88ac)
B, LG 50.68%, 11 ¥R Fl8ab JE[K, &L 15.07%, 1 BREH F41 FE, Sk
1.37%. A3 73 #RE AR RN E] F5S (K99). F6 (987P) W BRI,

80
94.52%

69

T0=
60—
50

40- 49.32% 50.68%
45.21%

301 33

Number of ETEC

15.07%

10.96%

ExE THEER EEFME

& 2-5 73 #k ETEC BHHkFREERM SR

Fig. 2-5 Results of toxin gene detection of 73 ETEC strains
2322 ZHUR#ER ETEC EH S BRERZERVFR

ETEC Wbk & 8 & 3 RN EE K 45 B 40 R K 2-6 .
Pl fLIRFES S B 27 £k ETEC 1, HAGIE] 1 FhE ZIEE M HEMREE A 3

33

HERM  https://www.cnki.net



Hh | &N

Herprfoll R 2024 Ja i LR ST A A AL (B 18

PR, HEE 11.11%; R2) 2 Mhag s BRI R ECE Dy 19 Bk, S EE 70.37%: A il £
3 FhEE R ERECE N 4 Bk, HE 14.81%; KD E] 4 Fhae 2 E R AR N
1Fk, A 3.70%.

P2 #LIRFE BRI 29 Bk ETEC o, Rl 3] 1 Fhdg =2 2L 1 AR S S 2
B, A EE 6.90%; Al E) 2 MhEE R AR R TR ECE DY 23 #k, A EE 79.37%: K E) 3
P ZIE R ARBCR N 4 ¥k, (5L 13.79%; RIS 4 Fhag £ EH 1 H K.

P3 #AE AR B EIW 17 ¥k ETEC H, HAsill ] 1 Fhd R ALK R AR 6
B, b 35.19%; RilF] 2 Fhd R BRI B ARECR D 10 ¥R, AL 58.82%: Al
3 FhEEZIED I EMRECE N 1 Bk, (L 5.88%; ARARIIBIS AT 4 FhEE R HE K.

SO EIE R s =S BRI 73 Bk ETEC 1, R E) 1 fpag
SR MBEMREES 110K, S 15.07%; KEIE] 2 Fhas R RS 52 1,
G EE 71.23%; AR 3 MEE IR EREEDY 9 Bk, L EE 12.33%; KIE] 4 Fb
B AL R ARECE N 1 BRI 1.37%.

60 = P1
71.23% . P2
m P3
50
Bl Total
40—
(©]
w
=
1]
k)
© 30-
[}]
-Q 0,
g 79.37%
= 55 70.37%
15.07%
- 98.82% 12.33%
35.19%
. 14.81%13.79% i
11.1146-90% = G 3.70% 1.37%

Number of toxin genes

& 2-6 ETEC Bk S B REFNHERNSE R

Fig. 2-6 Results of detection of the number of toxin genes in ETEC strains
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AL B B IR R AR I B4 2 2T B b A
2.3.2.3 =AM ETEC BHEERMREERERNER

ETEC B Pk B B30 b 32 B R S ka0 45 SR an ] 2-7 P

Pl SERFER 2 BB 27 & ETEC W, AEHBEER M RER KW RS E N 2
B, HEE 7.41%: EA | BB BRI R BRI R SR 23 Bk, 5L 85.19%: & F
2 M BRI BRI B ARECRE A 2k, S L 7.41%.

P2 #LIRFEM 7 BB 29 ¥k ETEC ', AEH W EBF M RER P EEREE 9
PR, HEE31.03%: &A1 M BRI R REAREEDY 19 Bk, S 65.52%: &
A 2 P BRI B R RO Y 18R, AT 3.45%.

P3 #LICRE L 70 B 3 17 ¥k ETEC H, NS B R E R R w R EE A 16
B HEE 94.12%: S H 1 MR BRI REE M EAREE Y 1, S 5.88%: AR
TN E A 2 TR B R M FBL R I Bk

SROCAIEOATT . ZHERRE S BRI 73 Bk ETEC H, A AW BRI ER
LR B AR 27 #k, L 36.99%: A 1 P B BRI F R s bR AR 43
B, L 58.90%: EH 2 A BRI R E M EARECES 3 M, S 4.11%.

50
58.90% E P1
404 m P2
B P3
8 Bl Total
— 294
w 30 36.99%
)
- 85.19%
[¢}]
-g 20- 65.52%
g 94.12%
0,
. 31.03%
D 419
Tl 5.88% L A3,45% 4.11%

0 1 2
Number of adhesin genes

& 2-7 ETEC B S W EFNERZRHERNS R

Fig. 2-7 Results of the number of pilus-containing adhesin genes in ETEC strains
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2.3.2.4 =HORHES ETEC BB EEE XK NER

ETEC B MR EF 3 2k R SR AU I 45 B R 36 2-3 B

P1 HEIRE L 4r BS 21 27 Bk ETEC H, #:32K4908 STb BB MR EE N 3 #E,
G 11.11%:; FFRFA Dy LT/STa MM EMREEN 1 #, L 3.70%: FREAN
LT/STb BRI HMREE N 6 ¥k, G 22.22%; KRN STa/STb B R kK E AN
10 ¥k, (HEE 37.04%; #F2IEAN Stb/Stx2e BI R RERE N 2 Bk, G 7.41%; &
FRAUN LT/Stb/Stx2e BB MREE A 3 1K, (5L 11.11%; FF R AN Sta/STb/Stx2e
RE ARy 1 PR, S 3.70%: B EM N LT/STa/STb/Stx2e B MR EE A 1
R, L 3.70%; NG EER AN LT/STa/STb Al LT/STa/Stx2e L B 1k

P2 fILIRFE M7 B B 29 R ETEC 1, 33 KA04 STb B B MREE N 2 #,
i 6.90%; BEFRABAN LT/STa HMEMHKEES 2 K, H 6.90%; FREAN
LT/STb B (K EARECR N 10 #k, A EL 34.48%; #FRZAN STa/STb B[ HE MR EURE N
11 4k, & 37.93%; BRBAHN LT/STa/STb B HEREE N 4 Bk, K EE 13.79%:;
RNE&HFTEREAN Stb/Stx2e . LT/STa/Stx2e . LT/Stb/Stx2e . Sta/STb/Stx2e Al
LT/STa/STb/Stx2e % 1) 12 £k -

P3 fiLR RSN 70 B I 17 & ETEC 1, FFR BN STo B mHERE v 6 1k,
i 35.29%: FEREMY LT/STb B EHRECE Y 54k, AEE 29.41%;: FHRABRN
STa/STb BB ER BN 5 ¥k, HiEE 29.41%; FFZIAN LT/STa/Stx2e B I B k%
BN 1R, 5 5.88%; AN A B R JAN LT/Sta. Stb/Stx2e . LT/STa/STb. LT/Stb/Stx2e
Sta/STb/Stx2e 1 LT/STa/STb/Stx2e 7 ] 1 #k

SR EIE T . RO B EI 73 ¥k ETEC 1, #5328 48405 STb A
MIBPRECE Y 11 8%, (5L 15.07%; BERIKALN LT/STa B EHRECE A 3 ¥k, ALt
4.11%; BE R AN LT/STh B B MRELE A 21 #%, i bE 28.77%; #3484 STa/STb
R R ARECE Y 26 #k, (H L 35.62%; #EE KMy Stb/Stx2e BRI BEREE N 2 1k,
b 2.74%; I LT/STa/STO BRI MRECE Ty 4 K, L 5.48%; FHHRAKA
9 LT/STa/Stx2e BYMJBMREE N 1 K, Gk 1.37%; FFRFEAN LT/Stb/Stx2e B
RARECR Y 3 R, (T 4.11%; FEERKRELN Sta/STh/Stx2e BB HEEE N 1 #&, 4
Eb 1.37%; #F 2 2EM N LT/STa/STb/Stx2e BRI REE N 1 £k, S 1.37%.
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# 2-3 =K ETEC HRERKA
Table 2-3 ETEC toxin gene types in three batches

P1 P2 P3 Total
BRER
HE WwH @ HE W HE  E O HE A

STh 3 11.11% 2 6.90% 6 35.29% 11 15.07%
LT/STa 1 3.70% 2 6.90% - - 3 4.11%
LT/STb 6 22.22% 10 34.48% 5 29.41% 21 28.77%
STa/STh 10 37.04% 11 37.93% 5 29.41% 26 35.62%
Stb/Stx2e 2 7.41% - - - - 2 2.74%
LT/STa/STh - - 4 13.79% - - 4 5.48%
LT/STa/Stx2e - - - - 1 5.88% 1 1.37%
LT/STh/Stx2e 3 11.11% - - - - 3 4.11%
STa/STh/Stx2e 1 3.70% - - - - 1 1.37%
LT/STa/STh/Stx2e 1 3.70% - - - - 1 1.37%

2.3.2.5 =HURHm ETEC EHE B M REE BN HF R

ETEC B #4 B B 0 b 3 25 F 28 AR I 45 SR 4n 5% 2-4

P1 fLIXFE S 7 BB 27 Bk ETEC o, BRI R K AH K88ac AL B MR AU
N 16 £k, 15 H 59.23%; B B F MR 21N F18ab M B MR RN 7 #%, i bL 25.93%:
# BRI R Ly K88ac/F18ab M R AKERE Ty 2 #k, At 7.41%: A S HERM
FHAN K88ac/F41 AU Bk -

P2 LIRS 70 B 21 29 ¥k ETEC HY, W ER R IKAE )y K88ac B Mtk HUE:

N8 KR, L 62.07%; W BRI ZIEAN F18ab B EHREE N 1, HE 3.45%;
BRI P R RA N K88ac/F41 BIRIEMREE N 1 #&, (HHE 3.45%; AEEHERMER

s

7 5h) K88ac/F18ab 7Y [ B #k .

P3 fILIAE L 7 BB 17 #k ETEC 1, BRI EREA )y F18ab MY Btk EUE
H 1, L 5.88%: AN AL M A K88ac. K88ac/F18ab. K88ac/F41 MY 1T
o

SROCEAEOA T ZHEREES 7 BRI 73 ¥k ETEC Y, BRI KAN
K88ac MU (R FR BN 34 ¥k, (L 46.58%; BB REAN F18ab AL kAL
BN 9OMR, (5 12.33%; B BRI KA K88ac/F18ab BB MREE N 2 Bk, 5
Lt 2.74%; T BRH RN K88ac/F41 BRI AR =N 1 7k, LK 1.37%.
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# 2-4 ZHK ETEC HEBH I REF KA
Table 2-4 ETEC pilus-containing adhesin gene types in three batches

RN E P1 P2 P3 Total

BE bl HE bl HE bl HE EL A
K88ac 16 59.26% 18 62.07% - - 34 46.58%
F18ab 7 25.93% 1 3.45% 1 5.88% 9 12.33%
K88ac/F18ab 2 7.41% - - - - 2 2.74%
K88ac/F41 - - 1 3.45% - - 1 1.37%

2.3.2.6 ZHtR#m ETEC EHFEENMERBRERE S XBRMIFLR

ETEC Pk B30 B 3= 8 R L AL A ARG I 45 U R 3& 2-5 i

P1 fLCHERL 20 B I 27 #k ETEC Y, F5E N K88 IRk —3L 16 ¥k, H b1
BRI R KRR A G K88ac/Sth KA M EMREE N 2 ¥k, (L 12.50%;: W EFH
MRG0 K88ac/Sta/Stb B TR 9 R, & EE 56.25%; WERINE
B RH GV K88ac/LT/Stb KRB MEE N 5 ¥k, &L 31.25%. HIEN FIS I
PR—3L 7 bk, HAPRERMHERLFRAEH F18/stb. F18/LtSta. F18/stx2e/Sta/stb.
F18/stx2e/Lt/stb. F18/stx2e/Lt/Sta/stb FERL KBRS 1 ¥k, 70705 EL 14.29%: WEE
By R K/ R AN F18/stx2e/stb FALAG TR 2 Bk, 7051 & bE 28.57%. J15MNEH R
T &R KRR LA N K88/F18/stx2e/Lt/stb AU B I 2 £k, FIN7 K88 M F18
o fEEREMA, 47 F18 WEMEK 3L 9 bk, Hd 7 BT LIS S stx2e #
RHEF, (5 77.78%.

P2 HEKFE S B2 29 Bk ETEC H, & K88 Itk —3k 18 #&, FHr
BRI R LFRA S K88ac/Sta/Stb KA LI 9 #k, Lt 56.25%; HEH
Bt 3R M EE 3416 9 K88ac/LT/Stb KL MR EE Jy 7 #&, (htL 38.89%; WEZ IR
LB 500 K88ac/LT/Sta/Stb KRB YRR EE Y 2 R, EE 11.11%. FJ5E 9 F187
IRk —t 1 ik, HE BRI R KTERA AN FIS/LYSta. HANET H BRI R LE
U5y K88ac/F41/Sta/Stb JEAUMIBE IR 1 ¥k, [FRIN&4G K88 K& F4l K E.

P3 #EKFE a0 B 2K 17 ¥k ETEC 1, ANEH K88 HIWI bR, HE A F18 M Ik
1 Pk, BBENERLFRAS N FI18/stx2e/Sta AL, Akk FI8 B bk -H M %3 stx2e 75
AR, HE 100%.

SHOGE RS ANTS s ZHEREES 7 BB 73 Bk ETEC H, HI%E N K88 A
Ph—3k 34 bk, HAPREEF MR LERAA N K88ac/Stb KA RSN 2 #k, &

B
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bt 5.88%; &M & LFEEHS N K88ac/Sta/Stb KA M E N 18 ¥k, Lk

52.94%; W EEMELEFEHS N K-8ac/LT/Stb LMK EEE N 12 £, Lt
35.29%; BB ELTFEHS N K88ac/LT/Sta/Stb KA (K H M EE N 2 #, Lt

5.88%. FISEN FISTHIWM—IL 9 ¥k, HPRHEFMERLAZFRASH FI8/stb.
F18/stx2e/Sta/stb. F18/stx2e/Lt/Sta. F18/stx2e/Lt/stb. F18/stx2e/Lt/Sta/stb 57 [ 15 £k
F 1R b 11.11%; W BRI R LFB RS9 F18/Lt/Sta. F18/stx2e/stb 28M
MBS 2 ¥k, 9l EE 2222%. AAAECEHEEEHMELERAEGN
K88/F18/stx2e/Lt/stb M () Taidk 2 #k, [FIIS 54 K88 K& F18 WiE; WERMNER L
T AN K88ac/F41/ Sta/Stb KUK 1 £k, [FIN&H K88 K& F4l WE. 7f ik
WARH, &A FIS B BIEAR —IA 11 8k, b 8 #kar LLWER B stx2e B R IEA,
5 EE 72.73%.

+ 2-5 =R ETEC HEFNRELRFTRERAARA

Table 2-5 Types of pilus adhesin and toxin gene combinations of three batches of

ETEC
EHRE HEASRER4ASES P1 P2 P3 Total
K88ac/STh 2/16 1250% - - - - 234 5.88%
Kag" K88ac/STa/STh 9/16 56.25% 9/18 50.00% - - 18/34 52.94%
K88ac/LT/STh 5/16 31.25% 7/18 38.89% - - 12/34 35.29%
K88ac/LT/STa/STh - 2/18 11.11% - - 234 5.88%
F18/STb U7 1429% - - - - 19  11.11%
F18/LT/STa U7 1429% 11 100% - - 219 22.22%
F18/Stx2e/STh 207 28571% - - - - 219 22.22%
F18* F18/Stx2e/STa/STh U7 1429% - - - - 19  11.11%
F18/Stx2e/LT/STa - - - /1 100% 1/9  11.11%
F18/Stx2e/LT/STh U7 1429% - - - - 19  11.11%
F18/Stx2e/LT/STa/STh  1/7  14.29% - - - - 19  11.11%
K88*/F18* KB88/F18/Stx2e/LT/STh  2/2  100% - - - - 22 100.%
K88*/F41* K88/F41/STa/STh - 1 100% - - /1 100%
F18/Stx2e 719 77.78% 0/1 0%  1/1 100% 8/11 72.73%
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2.4 L5
2.4.1 ZHOXAEIHERERRN ETEC B EXRBRASH

AT I = REVOR B S 20 B ETEC, B0l N A P13tkik 52 4
eV B VR A LB b 43 2599 81 ETEC Wbk 27 ¥k, 0 B3N 51.92%:
M P2 K 360 134 (B i A8 R A il b 73 B9 3 ETEC 29 #%, 70304 8.1%:; M P3
HEIR 746 434 g HERE I S TR BN SR il vh 73 BS 45 B ETEC 17 4%, 70 B %608 2.28%.
GERIR, SRR E S LI R S 2 B S AEE R ZE T, PR ICRE i 23 B R A
s T P2 BE R A B ARG, P3 HEIR A B R EAK, I H =HERBE S ETEC 1)
B RIRHEA PRI T SE . iESRE S (N 1-3), X3RH] ETEC £ %
SEVATE BN, NIRRT . [, MWEERKRE, SERURW RN 5B R
B, BRI B ARAK, UEARE A R IE N R R, T2 Bo6
[f) ETEC R N1 W R 4B e i I B — e B0 5 S B R m, Ao,
ETEC 5 Z1E 1718 N3G E] 10°-10'° CFU A4 2 SBEMIA W (Acres 1985). Li %k
VA L 2R A8 8 05 IS A4 v 20 B LR R A 2 70 3 R IR AT 1 D ATARRAE, X 300
PRI 7 BRET 2 5 PCR e KIGAT I a5, 53R EoR, Hdhad
ETEC EiFk 166 ¥k, B3N 55.3% (Lietal 2020); B RERM BRI IEREA
it 156 kAT RIBH B4 85, 87 Mo e R KA, At #05 55.77% (Fk
5% etal 2023). X S5ARMIF P1 #HLIRFEMIN 0 B ML, RMEELREHT S WE
A Hh XCRAERRVSAE M AL Tt 1014 4y, 43 B3 169 #% ETEC, &t 17.12%. (R
et al 2022); Luppi ZE7ERRIM 280 4~ &4 PWD FIdE HURE T 31t 873 MR, 4>
B3] ETEC Bk 178 £k, 202N 20.4% (Luppi etal 2016); Do Z54E 2008 £E £ 2016
SEIE, MRS IWTIE G & B Bt 362 SRR, HAPre iR KA R S
EEN 61.3% (Doetal 2019). X 5AWF LRI &R IH —E %R, FNH#E
BRI R 5 (SR IR T S50 7 18 B ORI RS, 5 A 2 T B B AT A R A RS (R
di,  JUHCR ISR P ORI NG VS I 43 B SR, I AR BURE TS R 20 B
HWEAR,  RILENGTS 118 BERE 73 25 3 AR

2.4.2 ZHORTEEEMEKIRER ETEC SR MEEEERVF RS

WRYE B EE RS, AL = A3 B3 8] ETEC Witk 73 Bk, B
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RE &R ARG R STb, S E 94.52%, 5 F R 510 Sta. LT K& Stx2e, 4
TN 49.32%. 45.21%% 10.96%. [, 71.23%MIHEKSH 2 FhER, # R0
FE 1R 3R 4 FPEER, 2 15.07%. 12.33%0% 1.37%; HERT =4 8 R4k
KR53 09 STa/STb LT/STb. STb, 7375 b 35.62%. 28.77%0% 15.07%, FLit ik
b 79.46%, 4 6 FiEERAEAILIT L 20.54%. FREERE, F ETEC &k
i, EAERERN STb. Stay LT, FFHKEH»HERESEHF 2 Fal 1 MER.
Luppi 25T KR 280 75375 B %] 178 #k ETEC KM BRI RAT T, 45
REIR, FRIER BN STb. Sta. LT A1 Stx2e, 437 5 EE 59.1%- 38.1%- 31.9%
#19.7% (Luppietal 2016), iX-5AHF TR N4 R b 5 3= BRI HEA 58 AR, & LU 4
R AL Zhang 55 M6 [EH A PWD HAFHEH 70 433 7 175 #k ETEC Jfaill
Hrp B R AT SN, 459 SR STb. LT, Sta AT Stx2e 42 £ BIi4T 1 18 B
B, RlEEE 72.3%. 57.7%. 27.4%F1 17.1% (Zhang et al 2007), X 5 AHF 5T AHAL,
B LT\ Sta BFhEE R AT R L SR TCAR R . Li 55X} 166 ¥k ETEC 43 BSpkiEAT
ZH PCR Kl KW ERER, 4R ER, NHFHRERFN LT, Sta. Stb A
Stx2e, S HIN 27.1% 19.3%- 12.7%F1 11.4%, B Stx2e TP, HR=AH
RIHER ST LA R e AR, XA RES BRI MR AT 2 7 K

W B FR AR LR, EREREHETEN F4 (K88), &L 50.68%, % T
N F18ab, &t 15.07%, KPR N EEMNAREEBRE, HIMNETEH) 1 RSk
GH FAl WG, S 1.37%, 73 BRItk B8 ARE I E] F5 (K99). F6 (987P) &
FERAEAE, R WIFE AR T SRR Sl I IR R T, X P B B R0 B 3 (R I AT R A
K. FR, XEH 1 HEEBNREREERS, G 58.90%, HXHRAEHER
e 2 P B EE, 2905 36.99% K& 4.11%. AINEH STHMHEEHEK, o
7y K88ac/F18ab 11 K88ac/F41 &, 733l it 2.74%AM1 1.37%. R#%E (R4 et al
2022) X4 ESE| 169 ik ETEC HHAT R BIEFEAN, &I ETEC H &k 2= 0 FZKA
N K88 (47.34%) H1F18 (31.95%); Zhang %5 M EEEH PWD KI5 B K
B, FERill 7 H A BRI AT O, 45 R R K88 H1 F18 2 FE AT &
A, 39 & EE 64.6%A1 34.3% (Zhang et al 2007), X S5AHT 5T AI4E RABL. HER
SEXE 87 MR MR R KT IR AT BB AR R I, Rt e d i Dl K88 A 987P, 4y
BN 28.74%F1 20.69% (5% etal 2023), XEARWFFAFE—E LR, AR
MF] 987P 1 F. Li %X} 166 #k ETEC 7 B #kiH4T 2 B PCR #i € KA #T 6 1 18 B 21
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R, IR, JURF B BRI S04 FS (K99). F18. F41. F6 (987P) Al F4 (K88),
G AN 12.0% 9.0% 7.2%. 6.0%F11 6.0% (Li et al 20200, X5 AHF 7T % 74
K, ATRER GRS IORIEA 5, Li SR B E G TR, AR ad
TR LIRS AT R RS s Ak, MO R OR A B B IRAT R e S B
RS A

B & ERAGRARME R ER, 7€ F4'ETEC Wik, BE MR ERERY
ARy K88/Sta/Stb, 7 EE 52.94%, H. N K88/LT/Stb, 4kt 35.29%. #£ FI8"ETEC
H, SMEEARFGRAGRMELERAR, BAEHEMRHBAES, EEI 11
FISTH kT, &F stx2e RN Y 72.73%, —HEEMI, 78 ETEC ik £ it
Bl Luppi ZFFEX /> EEIH) 178 £k ETEC BHRAITE BAEE 2L KA & 347 71
W, 5 EIR, F4/LT/Stby F4/Sta/Stb/LT. F4/Sta/Stb —FhZH & H H F & m, 49l
9 27.5%- 15.7%H1 10.1%, {EFFRIFEUEE] F18 B E stx2e B 3 A-AEAH IS (Luppi
etal 2016), XA FLLE LML, Zhang %X 175 ¥k ETEC [ BB R AR AH A
HBEATR, &5 SRR K8S8/LT/Stb Al K8S/LT/Sth/EAST1 & EEMATHIM B LR
AR, 05 42.5%F1 23.9% (Zhang et al 2007), [FEf/EEH KPL FI8 HES
STa/STb/Stx2e B R ALA i L E (31.7%), XEAM L RMML, HHAF KRB REA
5T ) K88/Sta/Stb 21 & HITAT

2.43 ETEC S BERMEHM LR T

WRAEHT LG RER, B PEUFIE R A 3 AR - s R KA, R
kY K88'ETEC, R IA% il i At AT B bk S Y AE By 45 A (it AT AT B2 X
KA B MR B LB READUERE, & K88 BB LT #BR MM R
— b B PR R LE 2 B AR TP S B . BRSSP 1-3): iFHE A E
B K88 By LT Hi A H b — i Ll b PR, 72 P1 ik 0 BB R & EE 81.48%

(22/27), 1E P2 itk BB b7 L 89.66% (26/29), 7E P3 itk 4 B Btk & Ltk
35.29% (6/17), ki dith 69.23% (54/73), Hibx P3 Lk G HER 0 S AR »
X AR TH 85.71% (48/56). X —&5 Ri/R, K88 WA R & LT A MM
JE AT DAAE g — G e SR 2H S AT B B I TT R, 7 A R S MR DU R 7 25 B E Ay
RIRAT IR, A AR AT .
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2.5 INGS

(O AR FERIS I FERERE S o ETEC 4035 H BURZE 7, JRVEFE R I 70 B 2 5,
fE R RE 0 B RIS, RVABAREAER: 7Bk E A R, £
HE 7S T F) = 22 8 B L R i

(2) 7rEEH) ETEC b, F|RITERENN STb, WEMITHR &N F4
(K88), WifTHfkmfM B S8 R4H 54 K88/Sta/Stb.

(3) &H F4 WEFZRD LT 5 AW APEAT 2 —Fh 0 AR TE S 7 B AR S
R EE RG], PR AR A A 1 AR T R AR B
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FZE EAAMAKENNEREYFHEHAR

il

3.1 B

FEBEFLR R (LAB) AR RIEA—FF AL, 2 R Ii A A
I RS, G MMM AEDBAIE M. REMFARY, E4] LAB 1§
BRTT 51 R0 58 DR AR e v A By AR G ) B, [RIR, HEZH LAB i 4
Z), FRAROERSZ, S2BMMLLEGE2ME, I H NG =R s gk
15 R B HREAT KM 51 77 (Szatrajetal 2017). FEF 1k, ASHE T HHRIF A £ 5 2%
FLERFLERH NZ3900 M LR IL KL pNZ8149 1E A A/ B IE T W78 2 KT i
R TR LT DRABIRFR A WEE. KT R B WL K& F4 HEMNE
FR ML FaeG, JEFIHMMERIAK Uspas M40 EE R3S F LysM 5 = A
PUR S A RN E AR AR R, 195 = bRR 10 b5 1) 8 4 AL R AL Bk IF
il B 11 R B FH T FA4'ETEC BIRi#%

FUBRFLER A & — P22 QP PR et IR, H 0@ AR KR B 30°C, g B[]
4 35~60 min (Frelet-Barrand 2022). FLIR P& A2 — i & 77 77 2 EOR BRI AR, H
FEIE B A KIS e G, MEAE B TAKIRER 2 R4 K, B,
FHIEE — PR TR EH R E TR IR FREYIREE . RIEP IR, R
FEREF= W) INRE VL BTG ST G A7 25 A 22 R EL B (Ayivi et al 20220, St A5 T
T FLERFLIRE M AR KR BT R IA B i KR B, 5 s A 7 1 T AR R R A
5 FLERFLER B2 75 AeAE SRR VAV P AE AR Bl e 1 A BRI 17, ik
€ HAFLIR AN 8077 58 B AR ORI TR0 FUIR T DR R5OR BLR - A R A7 Ui
FE [T SE I 1 FL 0 R SE PR A ORI AR B e it AR R itk e 1 HAE
I PRASE R b o2 R e S HiAE RICH L FIB £ ETEC J&4%. Rk, X2 ) U 82
AT T I L v N T IR A G REE R 3, heoE LSRR8 o 5 e g R 4
HUAPS
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FZH LR B B DR T AERIT IR B4 13 R ORIAT B b A R H

3.2 MEEE

3.2.1 M8
3.2.1.1 BE¥kSRA

i R FLIRFLERE Nisin 42 81| 5 [ £ % (NICE) R480W [ #E MoBioTec A,
FLFERRAR pNZ8149 K LR LR B H Ak NZ3900. ki K 7 Ak~ w40 & 3-1 1 3-2
PR, RRGRATYRILE RS, FHIREEATRE RS, PR (R BT BH 5
W 1T % o

Xholl

pNZ8149

2548 bps

3-1 pNZ8149 R A

Fig. 3-1 Schematic diagram of the pNZ8149 plasmid

L. lactis NZ3900 L. lactis NZ3900 with pNZ8149

B 3-2 FLRRFLIREEA WAL TR A

Fig. 3-2 Schematic diagram of screening recombinant strains of L. lactis
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WM F4 B iR KA (ETEC) PR C83549 HiASsLIG =

RIE, &4 It M1 stb TR VM, K88 W BB 23 (& 3-3),

bp M 1

2000

1000
750
500
250
100

M, maker; 1, It; 2, sta; 3, sth; 4, stx2e;

2

3

5; K88;

4 5 6 7 8 9

67 K99;

B 3-3 EHEEAHITE C83549 EEXRBEEEFLE

Fig. 3-3 Identification of enterotoxin E. coli C83549 toxin and pilus gene

3.2.1.2 FERFIZAFE

il

GV

L () -HAIMLig

FLKE

FERE

FALEN

AVISEE KA

FALES

i

2 WU 2.8 — 40 L (EDTA)

TR B 5

[ 255 LAl A IR A A
] 245 i A 2 R A BR A =]
[ 255 LAl A IR A A
] 245 i A 2 R A BR A ]
[ 255 A AR IR A A
] 245 i A 2 R A BR A =]
[ 255 LAl A IR A A
I 248 A 2R PR )
] 245 8 A0 Al AT R )
25 B AT BR 2 7
R EAFIT IR 24 7]
25 HL AT BR 2 7]

H BH H

Ei A AR A PR 7]
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Tris-base

HER

M17 W

Kpnl. Xbal. Sacl

T4 N

PrimeSTAR

6xDNA Loading Buffer
5XSDS PAGE #H H bR
BSA

P213 Mix

T TR I

DL5000 Maker

0.22um JEfEIT R
P His-Tag #.91
PUi IgG-HRP
i

Ui JE R 41 DNA /N EFEBURF &
JRLNERF & (Plasmid Mini Kit)
& SR TR & (Gel Extraction Kit)
FEEGRAF & HiPure Stool DNA Kits

5 [ biofroxx A ]
15 [ biofroxx A H]

H S AR IR 2 ]

KEFEY TEAMRAF (TaKaRa)
REFAEMTIEAR A (TaKaRa)
KEFEY TIEAMR AT (TaKaRa)
e R A YR R A R A 7

T4 biosharp AEYIEH A A
218 biosharp “EVIE 4 A

P U MEAR AR R S A A PR 22 7]

Jt 5T Solarbio LA R A A
BRI R A R A A

528 biosharp A4 IR A 7
S T B R AT B 2 )
S B R A B 2 ]
BN AE PR A PR A 7]
AL AR AT BR A ]
% [E Omega 23 7]

25 [E Omega A7)
ISR R A

W) . AR Z[H biorad A F]

H AR SR S E NS 2R 2.1.1

3213 FEUFSHE
& R4
R e e R 2 [E DeNovix 2 )
L ZEfL1Y (Gene Pulser Xcell) 2 [H biorad A H]
W2 RIS R G 2 [H biorad A 7

Trans-Blot Turbo & 45 El R4t
RAFEFE RS

2 [H biorad A H]
R R IT 2 CE PR A A
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Bl BRAX i -7 B Tecan A ]
AwivinL a1y 2% [# Thermo Fisher 2\ ]
A 2% [# Thermo Fisher 2 7]
pH il T AR AT 2 S 1A

HARUESVE NS 51 2.1.2
3.2.1.4 EERFIACH

MI17 BR g FREE: FREXM17 Wiz 42.3 g, I ddH.0 A ZE 1 L, 121°CHE &
KB 15 min, ZEHFEAFEH .

M17 [FEfAR; 755 FRELM17 W7 423 g, B8R 15g, NN ddH.0 EHEZE 1L,
121°CHE K KB 15 min, WHIE 45°CHEA, BINTLE T, 4°CIRT7%H

GM17 WiAkRE IR %L FRELML7 % 423 g, #i&FE 5 g, N ddH0 ERZE |
L, 115°CEJEKH# 20 min, & =iRRATEH

GM17 [l fAR: 72k FRELMLT W7 42.3 g, Hi&IHE 5 g, Bk 15 g, A ddH20
ERZE 1L, 115°CHEEKE 20 min, #EZE 45°Cht, BIATLETIL, 4°CLRATF%&
H.

GSGMI17 JAREEFREE: M7 KBS BN 0.5 M JERE . 2.5% HZA K. 0.5%
HRHE, 115°CHEKH# 20 min, & = EFAFEH .

GMI17 RA IR E R IR I MI7 BUAARE IR, 0.5% & HE . 20 mmol/L SHALEE.
2 mmol/L & Ab45 .

BLElliker FlfAEE7R%E: R A 20 g, BERHEAN Sg, NaCldg, LRI 1.5g,
PUR MRS 0.5 g, BEfERY 15 g, FUMES g HHEA], )5 ddH.0 EFE 1L,
115°CK# 15 min, & EZFCKEEERZERE 60°C, IO 0.22 pum JEBIS JE R & 1
0.4% B FEY KA LK E R 0.004%, BINTEFIL, &S 4°CRA7E&H .

0.4% R YRR AEW: FREUIR FREY R 0.4 g 75 /% T 100 mL ddH20, 0.22 pum jJEfE
TUERRE; DEIEHE: pH=52-6.8 (F—%%).

SolutionI: 171.14 g 4%, 100 mL Hil, #HFEINS, RGN ddH0 €& 2 1L,
115°CT B 2575 K 20 min 5B T 4°C#% .

Solution II: 171.14 g JfEHE, 100 mL HiH, 18.612g EDTA, #HiFEsl, RJEM
ddH20 EAZE 1L, 115°CHEE 287K E 20 min J56f1F T 4°C#& H .
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Img/mL Nisin ¥ #: Nisin 0.1 g ¥ T 100 mL [1) 0.05%BE BRI, 0.22 pum JE
I B T 7 2 J DR AT T-20°C & H o

W RR Eh 2Pl (PBS, pH7.4): FREL 8.0 gNaCl, 0.2 gKCl, 3.63 g Na,HPO4-12H,0
F10.24 g KH2PO4, INIEE £ B F/KIEM, FIKRERR M pH £ 74, &2 1L, 121°C
AR B 28R KB 15 min, FIRARAT

Enzymatic Lysis Buffer: 20 mM Tris (pH 8.0), 2 mM Na,-EDTA (pH 8.0),
1.2%Triton X-100, 121°C K KB 15 min, ¥ #) 5 I\ IE &5 B H &R E N 20
mg/mL, VR2)JG 4°CIRAF%H .

5xTris-H 2B Bk : 15.1 g Tris-base, 94.0 g H&FE, 5.0 g SDS, hnz&iH
IKEMRIFERZE 1L, FRRAEH EHMNEESR 1O,

10%3id B iR L : 0.1 g IWARIRELIE T 1 mL ddH20 H, BRECHLA -

1.5 mol/L Tris-HC] (pH8.8): 181.65 g Tris-base ¥ T 900 mL ddH,O /1, Hik#h
MR pH EZ 8.8, EAZR 1L, EiRfrF&H-

1.0 mol/L Tris-HC1 (pH6.8): 121.1 g Tris-base AT 900 mL ddHO ', kR
WpHEZE 6.8, EAE 1L, EhRTFHEH

1.0 mol/L Tris-HC1 (pH8.0): 121.1 g Tris-base AT 900 mL ddHO ', kR
W pHEZE 8.0, EXRE 1L, FHMRAFEH

12% SDS B NIEBEE (B, 10 mL): Z8187K 3.3 mL, 30% N/ BEIZ A 4
mL, 1.5 mol/L Tris-HCI (pH8.8) 2.5 mL, 10%SDS 0.1 mL, 10%id#iER%% 0.1 mL,
TEMED 0.004 mL, &%) )5 %

5% SDS RN MMilE R4k, 2mL): 781K 1.4 mL, 30% AN M Bk & A 0.33
mL, 1.0 mol/L Tris-HCI (pH6.8) 0.25 mL, 10%SDS 0.02 mL, 10%id#iEz%% 0.02 mL,
TEMED 0.002 mL, 2% 5 %

FENS2E R FREL 3.03 g Tris-base, 15.02 g HEMRVE T 600 mL Z&1/Kd, A
200 ml HEE, INZABUKERZE 1L, EiRRATF.

TBST ZZii: FREL 8.8 g NaCl ¥ T 800 mL ddH20 ', JfiiA 20 mL 1.0mol/L
Tris-HC1 (pH8.0), 0.5 mL Tween-20, ddH20 EAZE 1L, =hARELE.

B (S%MLIEGkY ). FREX 5.0 g AR WK ¥ T 100 mL TBST 22l .

BB (BRERERZ I, pHY.6): FREX NaxCOs3 1.59 g NaHCO32.93 g, & &
FBTKIEM, FIREEZ R pH £ 9.6, EAEZE 1L, 4°CIRFEEH.
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Yes (PBST): 7£ 1 LPBS HIA 0.5 mL Tween-20.

CCGTCTAGAATGATGATGATGATGATGATA

3.2.1.5 5[4
K31 WREAARETRIY
Table 3-1 Primers required for the construction of recombinant lactic acid bacteria
G5 gIMIAIR Y5 5-3° Ji BOR/D
® pNZ8149-F ACGGCTCTGATTAAATTCTGAAGTT NA
©) pNZ8149-R GCTTTCATAATCTAACAGACAACATCT
CCGGGTACCATGAAAAAAAAGATTATCTC
(3  Usp45-Kpnl-F
AGCTATTTTAATGTCT 119 b
CCGTTATGATGATGATGATGATGACTAGTA P
@ CD-Usp45-spel
GCGTAAACACCTGACAACG
ACGCTACTAGTCATCATCATCATCATCATA
(5  CD-Spel-dmLTa
ACGGGGATCGACTTTATCG 74 b
. CCGTCTAGACTAATGATGATGATGATGATG P
® Xbal-his-dmLTa
TAATTCATCACGTATACGA
CCGTCTAGAACTACTTATACCGTCAAATCT
(7))  Xbal-ACM-F
GGTG 603 bp
Sacl-ACM-R CGCGAGCTCTTTTATTCGTAGATACTGACC
i CGCACTAGTCATCATCATCATCATCATGCT
(9  Spel-his-LTb
CCACAGTCTATCACTGAA 363 b
. CCGTCTAGAATGATGATGATGATGATGATT P
Xbal-his-LTb
TTCCATACTGATTGCCGC
) CGCACTAGTCATCATCATCATCATCATTGG
a Spel-his-FaeG
ATGACTGGTGATTTTAACGGAT
837 bp
@

Xbal-his-FaeG

ATAAGTAATCGCTACATTAAGTGGTGC

3.2.2 5%

3.2.2.1 his-dmLTa-his\ his-LTb-his. his-FaeG-his BB FERHLEE SR

R4 GenBank %% H) ETEC A #EiR LTa WA (MF990203.1) HyH:K Fy
5, R RRAE AN, AT 63 ML RREANHEIR, 5 72 hil)
WL IENERTR, 58T — AN %N dnlTa PIEFEER T NIGEARE
M, EFRFPAIPRE S, JEEAREFSIN 5 A 3 uhiE A — B 6xhis B,
5 AR LR FUIR 1R 2 05 i 2 M i DXL PP 9 R AT RS AR AL IR AT S G, RAS L
JEIE DR Py BedhAT 5 A A

LTb W3 (MF990203.1). FaeG W.3E (DQ307495.1) FE[K 4! [FFELE GenBank
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ESREG FREEFS RS RE SR, PR RIEF S 5 A 3 i A B
6xhis LA, RS _ERHE A R AT AR & R

3.2.2.2 FLEST.BRE NZ3900 EFE4HAYIREY

R FFY 25 D) A B Bt ot LR FLER B NZ3900 (K 4 BEATHREL, #cH % 3
Stz 1IN

(1) BRI NZ3900 Hl B Ik 2 2 % iR, BEF M iR B, A5 1E M17 315
FRIZLE T

(2) Pkt — B O E KM T 5 mL M17 AR 353, 30°CH & B 95 i)

(3) HUEM 10 mL 12000 r/min 250 2 7380374 B, A RS A4S HIE A

(4) [YTVET I 180 uL Enzymatic Lysis Buffer, 1 K 2% 784> W4T & 5
BT 37°CKB BT E 30 405

(5) mEHIIA 20 L FEEEE K, IR, 56°C/KIt B 2 AT 2R (O
B AR AEK), N4 pL 100 mg/mL ) RNase A W&, 22 RNA.

(6) 8% 155, M 200 pL Buffer GL, 78438%), fIA 100 uL T/K 2%, 78

(7 ¥ E—BriE R aFEIE 255 2 Collection Tube ] Spin Column DM
H, ORI ESG 1 408, S, B Spin Column DM JiJE] Collection Tube H1.

(8) [\ Spin Column DM H /il A\ 500 pL Buffer GW1, ff HAT#HAIA SN T /K Z
B, BRSO 1%, FmUEM, K Spin Column DM Jif([#] Collection Tube H1+

(9) [f] Spin Column DM I 500uL Buffer GW2, i H FT#HA ST /K 2
B, BRSO 1%, 7T, K Spin Column DM Jif([#] Collection Tube H1+

(10) e RFEHEE L 2 7080, FF3UEM, 4 Spin Colum DM Z ik U E 20 7%,
140 JEC I T B A4 5% BE 1) Buffer GW2.

(1144 Spin Colum DM JEA —AN T 1 850048 v, ) Jl H ) A7 B 2 233 I 65°C
HIEaliK 30 pL, SEIRE 2 708, FORF R R LR 4L, AR5 BN 20 pL
AR, FRRSCEERE AL, SRR -20°CIRFE 4% H -

3.2.2.3 Usp45 R his-dmLTa-his 3B 5 B3 14

DA IR SR NZ3900 K MM, FIH IR G K@ 513 1 Usp45 HEH]
R B LAE R his-dmLTa-his B8 BONEAR, FIH EIR G KO© 51091 his-
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dmLTa-his FER v Beo § IR RAOBCE ISR 3-2, § AP RO B 03K 3-3.

K3 2PCRYWHER
Table 3-2 PCR amplification system

4oy T
PrimeSTAR 25 uL
BEAR 40 ng
L5 2.5uL
IREEY 2.5 uL
ddH,0 #hFEE 50 pL

& 3-3PCRYHERF

Table 3-3 PCR amplification procedure

I EaE I 8]
® 98°C 2 min
@) 98°C 10s
® 514 Tm {E 15s
@ 72°C 15 s/kb
® 72°C 5 min

T @-@=AFRFIE 30 AMEH
3.2.2.4 BHREREW

ffFf OMEGA A% ff] Gel Extraction Kit X7 &%f PCR ¥ W) Usp45 K his-

dmLTa-his Jv BT I, KRS H W B2 3R 40T

(1) ERIMT TRER E RN B2 1.5 mL EP BN, FFFRE.

(2) A TAZEAAFI) Binding Buffer (XP2), 58°C/KHARIRIS 8 min A4, H
By

() ¥R G 2 WA & B R, %35 10000xg B0 1 min, S8R

(4N 350 uL Binding Buffer( XP2) 2 W &EAE N, F il 12000 r/min &.0» 1min,
FUE -

(5) WA 650 uL SPW Buffer, % iH 12000 r/min &> 1 min, FFUEMK, EE M
TE IR 2 1

(6) Z i 10000xg B> 2 min, FF4 ISR 245 1.5mLEP &, A 20uL
ddH20, R JielR S )5 ik F E 2 min.
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(7) 10000xg #5C> 1 min, WS RIS, 40 GEETHIN B 8 v BOkEE, -20°C
TRAT-45 o
3.2.2.5 E& PCR (overlap PCR) KIJ5353 1# Usp45-his-dmLTa-his FTEX
R EN Y Uspas Fr B % his-dmLTa-his Py BAZ B2 3-4 Bl —H E S R
BT . FRIRE S X Tm EHE B KR, §I6RETPInE 3-3 iR, @-0=
MR AT 7T MEA I 3.
£3-4 EBPCRE—BTHER

Table 3-4 Amplification system for the first round of overlapping PCR

415y A
PrimeSTAR 25 uL

Usp45 Bt 40 ng
his-dmLTa-his /B 40 ng

ddH,0O N FEE 50 uL

SR RY G )E, YT EEIMAE 3-1 FII@LO51Y), %K 3-3 B
AR AT, @-@="EFHEAT 30 MESKIY .

3.2.2.6 EBFTH) Usp45-his-dmLTa-his FrEX B EIWL
TR 2.2.4 BJ795 IO B .
3.2.2.7 FLERFLIRE pNZ8149 FRAIAVIZEL

M -80°C UK #8 B H V%R A7 (1] pNZ8149/NZ3900 . 2 ¥k e, PRI T
BLElliker B4R 7700, FOBEEME PR IAZ%, 30°CRMAFELRE, PEREET
GM17 Wi IEFRIES, 30°CHEE G FRER, KHE OMEGA 2 ®]# Plasmid Mini Kit
FI & B PR BUTRL, AR 27 3B A IR R

(1) BUH 5 mL B, =& 12000 r/min 250 3 min, 3 EiE, ICER AR,

(2) fNA 200 puL 20 mg/mL KA EEEE, 37°C/KIGEATER 30 min (WiA)4F 5 min
RS— I, PRUER DV R EE .

(3) B 250 pL Solution I, #WiAE 5L EAKUTHE -

(4) A 250 pL Solution II, FERIWHEES) 4-6 X, F#E 2-3 min,

(5) fIA 350 pL Solution I, HHEMENES), HEEMEGZRRIUE.

(6) =i 12000 r/min &0 10 min, WEE EiERESS &M,
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(7) ZEif# 12000 r/min £5.0» 1 min, F LWL, A 550 uL HBC Buffer.

(8) ZEifft 12000 r/min &.C> 1 min, FEWAE, SIA 700 uL DNA Wash Buffer.

(9) EELIE (8) —ik.

(10> FFEWAE, F¥s R 215 1.5mLEP &, A 20 uLddH20, =
i E 2 min.

(11) 10000xg BS.C» 2 min, WA R, 7 OGEETHU BRI FE, -20°CHR
e

3.2.2.8 BRI K EX Usp45-his-dmLTa-his FAE & pNZ8149 BN EE1]) 5 o]t

i PR 1% N IS Kpnl. Xbal XJ3RIAHAE pNZ8149 K EH F v Bt Usp45-his-
dmLTa-his AT, EEUIKRWNFE 3-5 Fn, EEFERE 37°CERA RN
2h.

# 3-5 Kpnl. Xbal SEEYIR Nk R

Table 3-5 Double digestion reaction system of Kpnl and Xbal

Hoy oE

JURL B 2ug

Kpnl 2 ul

Xbal 2 ul

10 X T buffer 5ul

ddH,0 A 50 uL

EEUIF=me: B SERE, KETE FEYINN 6 f 7t 6 X DNA Loading buffer i
1T 1%IR IEFERR Yk, L DL5000 DNA Maker 7267 K/, LEVIIRA T W 2L 4
B, BN IERRBED R e gifh, 5kl 2.2.4, Bt KIEEYI ) pNZ8149
FEBS B BHT T D&%,
3.2.2.9 BERYIFEAERE

] IR IS B D) P28, 128 3R 3-6 BCH) 10 L @R NAK R, 16°CilwiE
-
X 3-6 EBAR

Table 3-6 Connection system

7T i
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A # R pNZ8149 50 ng

R A B 150 ng

T4 buffer 1 uL

T4 G 1 uL

ddH,0 A 10 uL

3.2.2.10 NZ3900 RLSZ7ASB0% &

(1) M-80°CUKAE HF B H % A7 NZ3900 FLER B H ik, “PARIZE T M17 “FAR,
30°C IR A 7

(2D BRH A 70 % B R4 R0 T 5 mL GSGM1 7 AR 973, 30°CHR A & B it 7 (12-
24 h).

(3) % =K, ¥ FIREWREEE] 50 mL GSGMI17 Wik 7%, 30°CEAH B i
(24 h),

(4) =R, ¥ 50mL FHREEEES] 400 mL GSGM17 Ak 75w, 30°C4k4:
FrERIIE, HZE ODesoo N 0.2-0.3, A 3 h.

(5) BUHETEW, B TUK E#E 10min, 4°C 6000xg 5.0 20 min, # FiF, Ytk
FARUTIE; H 400 mL 74 1) solution I B & AAUIIE, VKA 20 min.

(6)4°C 6000xg 0> 20 min, 7+ FiF, WEEEATTIE; H 200 mL Fi#4 ¥) solution
11 E B R ARYUTIE, ¥KI 20 min.

(7)4°C 6000xg &.L» 20 min, 7+ E3F, YR EATTIE; H 100 mL #i#4 ) solution
I 2 FEAAYTE, VK 20 min.

(8) 4°C 6000xg B5.0» 20 min, F HiF, WAERADTIE; H 4 mL filA /Y solution
1 EREADIE, 2B THAM 1.5 mLEP &, &% 40-100 uL {#7F T-80°CUKHH

3.2.2.11 EFETMRENFBRIKERZ S

(1) M-80°CUKAEH HUH #1711 NZ3900 A2 4541, & Tk L@k 5 min.

(204 10 uL A=Y F] 100 WL NZ3900 257 S, SR s BE VR 4
#H T UKL 20 min,

(3) IR & DU B S e TV I AR A A v (U R MR AN AT D
BT UKL 5 min.

(OVKIBTE RS » BUH AR T4 BE KR, gl s, 240 s 2200V,
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FLFH 200 Q, HLHFINE] 5 ms.
(5) g5 H G, LRI 900 uL B4 1 GM17 B Br 95, WETIR ST,
FERETAM 1.5 mL EP 2, VKB 5min J5, #ME 30°CIRME BR 9% 3 ho
(6) % 5000 r/min 250> 5min, FF 900 uL EiE, 4 100 uL =2 FHIAUTIE,
AT BLENiker [E /A 775 I, 30°CH: 3% 48 h, MERHELE.

3.2.2.12 B ELA R RIAIIREL

M BLElliker [f &35 758k FHECRE T, #MT 2 mL GM17 ik 73, 30°C
BrEEFEAE, BoR, BEBERE 10 mL GM17 Wik 73, 30°CHEE 7t
W, PBUTRL, BB IRIE 2.2.7, RFT-20°C% .

3.22.13 PCR &%

DL R ) BH P 2 R AR AR, LOA@ N B TIEE1Y), 31T PCR %5€,
RINVAR Z U0 N3 3-7 Fios. PCR R MNFREFUIER 3-8 fin, HA@-@=1EF & E 30
MG

# 3-7PCR ¥k &

Table 3-7 PCR amplification system

Hor aE
2Ny 20 ng
P213 Mix 10 uL
PNZ8149-F 1 uL
PNZ8149-R 1 uL
ddH,0 #hFEZE 20 pL
& 3-8 PCR I 7

Table 3-8 PCR amplification procedure
L YR FEFP IS 1]
@ 95°C 5 min
@ 95°C 30s
® 55°C 30s
@ 72°C 2 min
® 72°C 10 min
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3.2.2.14 MFLEE

4 PCR %7€ % 8 1IE M 1 RS 2w U RHE IR A B A 7107, I text
B TE A 1 BH A4 J5URE A 44 N pNZ8149-dmLTa.

3.2.2.15 iR ERE ACM R ERRUZREN

DLk 2.2.2 AR FLBR FLER A NZ3900 &I 2L KR, FIFI % R @@ P45l
PIHEATY 1, RRECHIINER 3-2 R, $IRRT R 3-3 R, 2Rt 2.2.4 75
BEAT DI ISR AR 489 1 B
3.2.2.16 pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM ELARBIAIFE

¥ EREIHT ACM A B % 2.2.14 2558 IR BUR pNZ8149-dmLTa, A% PR 1
PN UIEE Xbal Ml Sacl 4% f5% 3-9 FUHIXUEEVIR &, 4218 2.2.8 177123047 XU 1 0]
W, 2 G 2.2.9 BITIEBHMTERE, IR 2.2.11 kT AL, %I 2.2.12 0
TRRH M B AR TR R, 3% R 2.2.13 2 2.2.14 BT PCR KNP %58, %EIE
FA R TR fiy 44 A pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM, 5 21 Wi ¥k 4 LAB-dmLTa.
2 3-9 Xbal. Sacl WEFYI R itk R

Table 3-9 Double digestion reaction system of Xbal and Sacl

Hor o
JoRE/ B 2 ug
Xbal 2 ul
Sacl 2 ul
10 XM buffer Sl
ddH,0 FNFEE 50 ul

3.2.2.16 pNZ8149-LTh-ACM J% pNZ8149-FaeG-ACM E4A REI¥

A& R his-LTh-his J% his-FaeG-his Fi BENR , 43 AIF A iR 1) (9)10 & AD@2)
BRI 51 0o T S B R R E R 32 FR, YRR R RE W
33 FR, §HTERUE IR 2.2.4 J AT VIR [RICERAS 0 B

his-LTb-his J7 Bt his-FaeG-his F B UKL pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM [P . f
F TaKaRa FFR 14 A DTG Spel 1 Xbal #4286 3 3-10 FLHIXEGUIA R, 1506 2.2.8
(5 AT OB D) UL, 2 5 358 2.2.9 (G VR AT 7482, 1418 2.2.11 Jidt AT
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Fedl, 58 2.2.12 W VR BAPE AR ORI SR B, 42 18 2.2.13 2 2.2.14 H)J516#E4T PCR
J P25 5e, %85 IEWA G R 2 ) s 44 pNZ8149-LTh-ACM 1 pNZ8149-FaeG-
ACM, B FER 56 4% N LAB-LTb Al LAB-FaeG, ZS# P4 N LAB. X T/
Pk LAB BIKIGEAE, (EHEH 15%ME 495 M17 $5 37 57 7E-80°C.

2 3-10 Spel. Xbal XUE§Y] [ Rk £

Table 3-10 Double digestion reaction system of Spel and Xbal

i HE
JRL Fr B 2 ug
Spel 2 ul
Xbal 2 ul
10 XM buffer 5ul
ddH,0 A 50 uL

3.2.2.17 western blot ¥ = #kELEHBELRIA

SHREHAREKRIEFRE: BB IEER LAB-dmLTA, LAB-LTB, LAB-facG
FUGT R AR LAB S8R0 AR T GM17 SRR IR B 9% 24 h, RIE %
R 1:25 B LLBIRLFE TR (Y GMILT SRARRE IR R 85 9% 40 3-4 /NIF, 24 ODeoo BRI
£ 0.4 B, MIANE S5 nisin, (HHAIRE N 10 ng/mL, k475 FEHFR 6 ho

ARSI & 15 S 5E U R RAE IR 12000xg 250 10 min R A, H
SERTIA I PBS VRS UTIE /5 BB DICSRDTIE, RE 3 IR, &5 PBS 4% 1:10
P LG R B A A7 R o 2 e 1 B VR P A B AR 15 IR 10 70, 45 5 ),
BHERRES, WG RERT 4°C, 12000xg 20 10 min, 3F_EiF, JEH%ET
A PBS HEi. ¥ SxEE LIRS =k E 2 B Ak Bont HE B (1 B R T AR
B 4 LLBIVRS], T 100°C& @i in# 10 min J5 & T ok b, IFERTBER 5.0 10 7
B BAHEE Marker 1E %S BRI A 120 T8O/, VKT 1 25T BB Bk LAB FE,
VKIE 2 RN R A EALRER, T REARR NS 12% 0 PRSI et R AT
SDS-PAGE iR H F HLIK, 56 80V ia47 30 70dh, S5 EIRE B Wk 4e iR /5 2 120V
14T Lh 724, SEFEM S a0 BRI .

HEAREM AL FIK T8 BUR BB e e # B R B, KR AR IR AT R
FERE R TIR . AREREER /NI YI R/MEIE ¥ PVDF i, & T HE &L, &
W€ B PVDF JE[RIRE 3G 4% 2154 R o 4% 18 Trans-Blot Turbo 25 %5 E0 R G012 K
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LREREIR R, 4 B R -JEAR-BE i -PVDF -8 AR- IE R A, B30 s JER 3 H 1)
B R/ E B BT TE] (5-15 min)

PRI G . FENSE RS 1 PVDF RBTCT & 5%BSA [ TBST i+, =ik
B NE 2 he BHASERURFHERE] 11 5000 FRE M BRI his-tag Prikd, EHEH
5%BSA ] TBST ¥HAE NFRER, 75 4°CIF E I (12 h), 2 5 TBST Bk 3 X,
R Smin. F¥ PVDF JEFFLE] 1 2 8000 B B S B S AL (HRP) ARic i)
UPEHLRR 1gG —Hi, FRE & A 5%BSA 1) TBST A NMR, 7E 4°CIE
12h; 2 J5H TBST %% 3 K.

EAKHRN: KR E AR 7 & (Clarity Western ECL Substrate) H[) A. B
WEELLBNR A, 2 Ja IEPUARRE & 5605 1) PVDF B E, @B L8, RN
R ICIAG F Gk I A%

3.2.2.18 ELRFBREEKEZNE

¥ =R E 4 H Kk LAB-dmLTa. LAB-LTb. LAB-FaeG 1253 # ¥k LAB — LUk
T R 0T B8 M -80°CUK A B HE i » WX 10 pL T+ BLElliker [ 3% 37 3% F 43 X RIIZE,
T 30°CIRE ST 24h JE BRI B BRI AL 20 3 AU AS TR AR 2% AR AR B 2R 1
BLElliker 373 I PREUAANTT RN T GM17 UMAE: 2756 T i B85 9% 24h, R H
PR 1:25 M LOO B3 TR EE ) GMLT WA FRE b, TN 30°CRfE BT IR 12h. W%
Fe )5 IRE RN Oh, A\ Oh FF4R, B /INIHASIN — R B VR ) ODsoo 1E, F LARS ] g A A
#7, ODeoo TH A MASAR AT Z ], RITS 21218 (1 A=K it 22 18] o A S U4 ) B R NZ3900
FIFERA BRI R SR fR A Kt 2k, RO R M7 IR RE R 53047 2 05
FAEAR, R M7 SARRE 7753047 AR K il 22 1)l e

3.2.2.19 ERABREFEHFMATEE X RHEZNE

FIH ok 2.2.1 F 70 =R B4 Bk LAB-dmLTa. LAB-LTb. LAB-FaeG Al
TEE R LAB LA & AR B R NZ3900 H#HATE 7R fkE 7%, 2 Ja /MR 1 mL
PR ORI FH P LA THE B CFU TS50, A5 3R 4 R o«

(D) KEBLIE 1 10 IR LLGIEATBR BERRRE, TREL 100 uL MBI 2
A 900 uL K1 PBS [#) 1.5 mL EP & Hh i T #ks, Ak AR LAT, IR iE{X
TATEIR AT 30s, BEA N 107 YO R R

(2) M ERFH 8 107 F5BO0RRE B VR L 100 pL BB B A 900 pL K
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PBS ] 1.5 mL EP & AT Fi B, A Sk AME BT LA, 1 i e O30 g i 2 30,
HEIF 9 1072 IR OJ7 Rk s

(3) LALEHE, FREE) 107 D5, Z R REANRIT BRI EL 100 uL 3B15)8R%
AT WAk R 72 | 30°CIREARE 7% 24 he

(4) LLPBR - HBL 30-300 A1 & B A Re E A THEOhm vt 5 H 50 BT
i B A B I I S B S B, DA R RS AR AR, VE B AT logl0 BN
YNAERRAEHT LRI, BNAS B0 T 1 B ORI ) (00 R 2k

3.2.2.20 ELAFEEE pH ERETE Y X ZRZNE

M L3R 2.2.1 T IER =k A W Ak LAB-dmLTa. LAB-LTb. LAB-FaeG Al
SEE R LAB LA S AR R bR NZ3900 347 Z 5 % 3%, 2 5 /N IR EL 1 mL
PEYREAT pH BRI, DR [ AR AR bR, BRI pH BN ARAR TR I, BI19 3 &
YHFLER R pH ERI R) (056 R 2k

3.2.2.21 EAF LT BKE THERWAE 142

Sy AIECH] pH (EAE 1-12 B IARE IR L, KB G H . FIH Bk 2.2.1 770
= FREH # Pk LAB-dmLTa. LAB-LTb. LAB-FaeG 45 # i #k LAB PA K A& 344 (1)
B AR NZ3900 347 R 7 fss 7%, FUREE L8 12 25 (LB 4 A3 T AN A pH
HIBAR S FR I b AT 1S 9%, 30°CEREREFR 4 h, ZJE0HIH%IE 2.2.2 5 24T I
CFU i+ LAWY pH (E B4 ER, 5 BEAUTK) logl0 BN FRERRIRE.

3.2.2.22 ERABRAKESFRFFIBFERAR

F M8 IR 2.2.1 F 77250 Z bk B 41 B Pk LAB-dmLTa. LAB-LTb. LAB-FaeG #!
S FE R LAB LLE AN S AR E TR NZ3900 HEAT 2 75 MEE 9%, R ER )G 4 h
BB, A% TR 4 PSR EAT ORAT

JE: IR E R 10 mL # A 1SmL 08 F, WEFHG 2B E T
4°CH1-20°CH

Hl: KRR BERREL 10 mL I 10 mL KB 9 50% HIm@E e 21, 43
PR R 22 15 mL B0, i A7 T 4°CHI-20°CH

AR : K5O A BRI 10 mL I\ 10 mL 2K 1 1 B Vs v R 21, 43 BRI 0
R 2 15 mL 08 T, 2l f#fr T 4°CHI-20°CH
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AR L. RUSCEE A BRIV AR 20 mL 7F 4°CTHUA B LHLH 3000 r/min 50 10
min, ZJ5H 20 mL K@E 51 15%BAEFL AT HEE, BANEEE 15 mL B0
B, ar s AE T 4°CHI-20°CH

SRIFES 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 16, 20 AHHAT IS @#E G R
I EOREAA AR, DIV log10 fE NN ABAREHTEL I

3.2.2.23 E{AFERFLBKE M 2518 A

R FH 24 SR R VA I 2 A LR LR B X 19 B LA IR 25 15 100, S o0 0
R A B 2.2.1 RN ZMRE A E K LAB-dmLTa. LAB-LTb. LAB-FaeG
2 FE R LAB AR A S 8RB /R NZ3900 HEAT R R RIRE 9%, W3R EXEUE K
I, BWGEL 100 pL ¥4 T BLEliker ¥535 5 b, AT I K # &L
1 X 10°CFU, ZJa¥Z8r M EEF7EE b, 30°CIRASREFE 24 h Jo ks R, HARYE
R 4-1 AT R

& 3-11 HiERFRIH bk

Table 3-11 Antibiotic types and criteria
FIERRE (mm)

-
i it 24 th 4y U
VY= <11 12-14 >15
ZRTEM <13 14-16 >17
HHERG <14 15-18 >19
TR <14 15-16 >17
AR E <12 13-15 >16
WD 2 <12 13-16 >17
277 v <10 11-15 >16
N S <12 13-14 >15
R R <15 16-20 >21
Z K% B <08 09-11 >12
KUF <14 15-17 >18
TR <14 15-20 >21
AER <12 13-17 >18
FIHFEFR <13 14-17 >18
TS DA AN <17 18-20 >21
BRR <11 12-14 >15
ARES <13 14-23 >24
Skt <19 20-22 >23
Sk A <22 23-25 >26
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3.3 &8

3.3.1 ERFLRERNAE

33.1.1 ERFBMERARTNHEHESR

AT TR P FLER FLER R AS B 1K) Usp45 73 We it IR IR 2k D5 Fe 91 4 9 AR B R 23
S, BAAEFERE, et iNEE A REM W, REEADUREAN 5
i B ARHUR A & BME TR ACM Ny — Bt i =ANE . Lysm FE PP 91 9 i 10 22 ik Jr B
IR T AR ALERE, 2 — BRI AR A B s Ik, REMS I PR B P i
FEFLIRFLER A A N BE R 1T, AT S BLANIR B B R i o, R A APUR B 1 37
B A FLERFLERTE RIA SN A M R 7 Son e A T 3-4 s FLIRTL
BRI R I PR E A RO R & B R B 3-5 Fios

Kpnl Sacl
[ 1
his L
LThb 309bP
783bP

B 3-4 EAAREWRETRRER

Fig. 3-4 Schematic diagram of the construction scheme of recombinant lactic acid bacteria

antigen
extracellular
environment Linker
A g 1 v
cytoderm Y :,\V y
cytomembrane |
4 <SP
Ribosome
antigen
cytoplasm
Linker

B 3-5 RAARERARSIEEEAEE

Fig. 3-5 Schematic representation of antigendisplayed on the surface of recombinant LAB
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3.3.1.2 Usp45 X his-dmLTa-his KRB &R EE

MM 3-1 1@, ®O@MX 5175 Ay ¥4 2K /NA 119 bp [ Usp45 I B
774 bp W] his-dmLTa-his F7 B, 2 Jaiid over-lap PCR {77k, FIH®@O© M 2% 51 04
B R B TES, 183K/ K 867 bp I Usp45-his-dmLTa-his B o

Uspds his-dmLTa-his Usp45-his-dmLTa-his

2000

1000
750
500

774bp 2000

1000
750
500

867bp
250

100
119bp

250
100

& 3-6 Usp45 J his-dmLTa-his 7 EBtf] PCR " . £EB

Fig. 3-6 PCR amplification and overlap of Usp45 and his-dmL Ta-his fragments
3.3.1.3 pNZ8149 K. Usp45-his-dmLTa-his 5 EZE9N EG]

fE A PR GIPENTIEE Kpnl. Xbal XRIEH A pNZ8149 NE B v B Usp45-his-
dmLTa-his HEATWEEY], 2 5I3R1G T K/ 2542 bp J 855 bp KM%k, il 3-7
FroRe

bp M 1 2 bp

3000

2542b,
2000 P

1000
750
500
250
100

855bp

M, maker; 1, pNZ8149 XEVIF=¥); 2, Usp45-his-dmLTa-his MBI =4
& 3-7 pNZ8149 K Usp45-his-dmLTa-his H Bk fI XU EE]

Fig. 3-7 Double digestion of pNZ8149 and Usp45-his-dmLTa-his fragments

3.3.14 PAMEAFHEEES

FH r M e P )AL B NZ3900 IRz, JFFIH L Ik B 15 IR 3 —
BXINIA) J5 ¥ A1 T BLElliker [l 95 2E b, KBS QR & B4 1, PR
R EIATEE .
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& 3-8 EAARIIREE BLENiker [FAFRE ENBEELS

Fig. 3-8 Colony morphology of recombinant Lactococcus lactis on BLElliker medium
3.3.1.5 PCR ¥ 2 E4H AL pNZ8149-dmLTa

FIHOM@ AN L FiF5| it T PCR %58, BRI 2 K/N N 1338 bp, #R
TRHIAHE, E R R A 2 IR

bp M1 2 3 4 bp

2000

1338bp
1000

750

500 489bp

250
100

M, maker; 1, BATEXTIE; 2, NZ3900; 3, pNZ8149 Z#Fiki; 4, pNZ8149-dmLTa PH 4 H %
3-9 EHFR pNZ8149-dmLTa (] PCR %

Fig. 3-9 PCR identification of recombinant plasmid pNZ8149-dmLTa

3.3.1.6 MFEE

# PCR %52 % 5 IEMAR BRI 22U 7, F+FIH SnapGene B4 BEAT ELXT, H#5%
€ 1E B I JFURE 43 53 iy % N pNZ8149-dmLTa .

10001

> T
uspd5 | BxHis
6xHis

B 3-10 EZFK pNZ8149-dmLTa WX E

Fig. 3-10 Sequencing identification of recombinant plasmid pNZ8149-dmLTa
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3.3.1.7 ACM K Ex i3S 1

MR P @@W 2% 51 9 43 2K/ )9 603 bp ) ACM £:F B, 2 Ja#E47 V)
JBZ 1R o

ACM

2000

1000
750
500

250
100

603bp

B 3-11 ACM KB

Fig. 3-11 Amplification of ACM fragments
3.3.1.8 pNZ8149-dmLTa . ACM J ER O EE L]

¥ ERE ACM F B B 48 58 IER IR UKL pNZ8149-dmLTa, 14 FH IR il 4 Py V) i
Xbal F1 Sacl BH1T D], 1520 T K/NA 3378 bp A1 595 bp HIPH AL A B, #H4T3%E
P [ B AL 22 NZ3900 R 2 25 .

pPNZ8149-dmLTa ACM

595bp

& 3-12 pNZ8149-dmLTa }2 ACM J7 B I W EgH]

Fig. 3-12 Double digestion of pNZ.8149-dmLTa and ACM fragments
3.3.1.9 PCR ¥ EE4H KL pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM

A HOM@ N LRl 51P3E47 PCR 455 , A BRI 1S 264 K/ 1920 bp,
ERVUMIAH A, R B JFORL R 2 A o
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pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM

1920bp

B 3-13 EHFH pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM K] PCR X5

Fig. 3-13 PCR identification of recombinant plasmid pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM
3.3.1.10 MFEE

s PCR %558 IERA R BURLE 22005, FFFIA SnapGene FAFHEAT LU, #455E IE
B FK) o Kz i 44 8 pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM, 2 kK % N LAB-dmLTa.

1000l

> I T | Lysm

usp4s | |
6xHis 6xHis

3-14 ELHFRL pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM I 7 %58

Fig. 3-14 Sequencing identification of recombinant plasmid pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM
3.3.1.11 his-LTb-his B his-FaeG-his s B PCR ¥ 145

AW Q@ FXT 5190539 8152 363 bp [ his-LTh-his W B AR/ N
837 bp [ his-FaeG-his 7B, M1 FE 3-15 frs

his-LTb-his his-FaeG-his

000
2 2000
1000
750 1000
500 750 83 7bp

361bp 500

250
100

250
100

& 3-15 his-LTb-his } his-FaeG-his Jv B {19 34
Fig. 3-15 Amplification of his-L Th-his and his-FaeG-his fragments
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3.3.1.12 pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM. his-LTb-his X his-FaeG-his ;BB R

¥ BRI his-LThb-his Fr B« his-FaeG-his J B J ik pNZ8149-dmL Ta-ACM
43 ) A5 FH B 1) 4 P9 D) B Spel A1 Xbal HEATXUEFY], #5217 K/NA 3208 bp. 355 bp Al
829 bp M=t B, 0 b AT F2 I N A 2 NZ3900 5225 o

pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM his-LTb-his his-FaeG-his

3208pp 2000
2000 2000

1000 829bp

1000 750 1000
750 500 pr— 750
500 < L™ [ 355bp 500
250 250 250

100 100

100

& 3-16 pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM. his-LTb-his }% his-FaeG-his Ji B XX EEY]

Fig. 3-16 Double digestion of pNZ8149-dmLTa-ACM, his-LTb-his and his-FaeG-his fragments
3.3.1.13 B4R K pNZ8149-LTh-ACM H1 pNZ8149-FaeG-ACM HJ PCR £ &R

FHOM@N E NI AT PCR %%, HALFK pNZ8149-LTh-ACM Fil
PNZ8149-FaeG-ACM K12k K/Nor 518 1509 bp A1 1983 bp, FRITMAHE, IF B 5k:
P IR

bpM1 2 3 45 6 7 bp

2000 1983
1509
1000
750

500 489
250

100

M, maker; 1, FAPEXIEE; 2, NZ3900 ; 3, pNZ8149 F#fFiki; 4. 5, FAJH kL pNZ8149-
LTh-ACM; 6. 7, EHFFL pNZ8149-FaeG-ACM

B 3-17 EHF R pNZ8149-LTh-ACM Fll pNZ8149-FaeG-ACM K] PCR %5
Fig. 3-17 PCR identification of recombinant plasmid pNZ8149-L7h-ACM and pNZ8149-FaeG-

ACM
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3.3.1.14 E4HBRKI pNZ8149-LTh-ACM F1 pNZ8149-FaeG-ACM I FFEELE R

# PCR %8 % ® IEff Rk 220/, FEFIH SnapGene HAFHEAT LR, H%
€ 1EAf R L4033l 6 44 9 pNZ8149-LTh-ACM F pNZ8149-FaeG-ACM, 4 F k7>
w4 5 LAB-LTb Al LAB-FaeG.

T
o007 1000

i 1Tb i Lysm N opteec ] Lysm

uspds| | uspds| |
6xHis 6xHis 6xHis GxHis

& 3-18 E4HFH: pNZ8149-LTh-ACM Fl pNZ8149-FaeG-ACM HINFF % &
Fig. 3-18 Sequencing identification of recombinant plasmid pNZ8149-L7h-ACM and pNZ8149-

FaeG-ACM

3.3.2 ZHEHABRENRAERE

AT 73 I AE A 42 (0 7 TR Bk 2 A FU IR R AR BB R I, AT SE LA
HEE LR A R AR E R o H E BE2A ) =k S5 20 TR R (0 U B 1 Rk
Hor 1 SIKE NS B S, 2 SUKIEN TS5 K =R AL R AR
PR PUIR His-tag HUABEATRN . 45 R WA 3-19 fros, 0wl 2K/ 54 k
Da (LAB-dmLTa), 37.9 kDa (LAB-LTb), 53.4 kDa (LAB-FaeG) [k, UERH =
PRELZLTE PR AN R 2 IR R RS, JF BT S AR St o9 e e A T AR DT, R
HARBARARRRE, SHUAR.

M 1
55KD
LAB-dmLTa
40K D
40KD
LAB-LTb
35KD

2
wsnnne. | 54KD

37.9KD

———
” 53.4KD
- PR

A 3-19 =ZHREHIRER WB &R

55KD
LAB-FaeG

40KD e

Fig. 3-19 WB results of three recombinant Lactobacillus strains
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3.3.3 EHFBRFLTKE A ik

RHEE 3-20 Frr, =PREHAILRF ARG UL, S BAEKIHINAE 2-6 h 2
[, 6h ZJaENT-E; S BERKRNECAEKIALE 3-7h 208, 7h Z G
S L T EA R T — AN ANESH BRI E R NZ3900 HIAEKRIEIEZE,
ODeoo [HIRZAE 0.5 LA T

3.5

-~ LAB-dmLTa
LAB-LTh
LAB-FaeG
LAB
NZ3900

t o+t

Py Py
> *

T T T 1
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Time/h

A 3-20 EAFRIARFEKILE

Fig. 3-20 Growth curve of recombinant L. lactis

3.3.4 EYEFBEIEEHAATE A X Rk

Kl 3-21 BoR VIR BC SRR, AWK AT RUE Y, = PRE A PR DL S A 3
B A o AR 4 T P TR VR 2 SR P AR W B R 108 CFU 24y, BRI T I AR R TR
10° R ik, #E 6 h ik BIEEAE, ZJGARERIER % 12h, HEEBEEAREAL., A
JORE ER) TR R I 1A 4 TR T B VR B FE BRI AR B B AE. 107 IR /e, BRI PRI T U
CREFIE 108K A, 7E 3h P EEATABIIE(Y, 2 JG4kE59% % 12 h, TH A EE Tt
o, HABTHEREAR. 5 ERAEKIMZSEGKE, EHE LTI+
AR (4h), TEBEEZA 1X10° CFU/mL, %W A6 (6h), IHEEZIN 4
X 10° CFU/mL.
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10.0-
9.5+ -o- LAB-dmLTa
) LAB-LTb
S 9.0
o) -+ LAB-FaeG
& 8.57 o ¢ g * = LAB
% 8.0 ~ NZ3900
7.5-
4
7.0 I 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Time/h
B 3-21 EAFREEHEECRN EK R

Fig. 3-21 Curve of the relationship between the viable number of recombinant Lactobacillus and
time

3.3.5 ELAFEAE pH {EFATER X Rk

Kl 3-22 Fros AR AR B TE A KR ) pH (ARG, 2 AR RN pH H
fE72 K4, WEHRTLUEH, RWIEESE (0 h) 1Y pH (EAE 7.16 4, 55 A
B LT E S . —MREH R AEIARF G2 01, BRI pH EERRSE T I,
ARG 5 /NNARETE 5.7 Iihs Ik LAB AF{EMH A W%, (I pH A
T I %S 6 /NI, FEEZH B AR T — NN, 33X 5 AR K 2R ) 25 SRR AU,
I H pH [ERAFEL 6.0 £4, WETEAREK. NSRRI NZ3900 Eik pH 8
HAMRFEA L NG AT — Tt e, WI4h pH {EN 7.27, 45K pH fEAE 7.33, X5 &
H TR PRI I LA ORI 22 572

8.0
7.5
) RN ——t—s—+———o+———+ o |AB-dmLTa

7.0 LAB-LTb
T -+ LAB-FaeG
o 65-

-+ LAB

6.0- - NZ3900

5.5

5.0 T I 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Time/h
E 3-22 FHAILRE pH (EATR A F5< R H 2%

Fig. 3-22 Curve of pH and time in recombinant lactic acid bacteria
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FZH LR B B DR T AERIT IR B4 13 R ORIAT B b A R H

3.3.6 EEFBMEIUEMERNERL

LR AL BR A M BR A 120 1 3-23 B, FrfT AR S AR, Py TR Ak
£ pHAE Y 1 A1 2 (SRR P AN BEAETE, 7E pH {H 6-8 Z B AL KAGHL LS, 1&
Bl f i VS B AR TR pH fELAE 4-5 1 9-10 A DX [A) (R e, 7 0 i A AH [
TERECN T AR, H10° PR 10%, T pH AEAE 11-12 B FEARH MR 2,
pH 7y 3 N FAK 3-4 D ECES, JFHEAFEMR. S BRARAIANS UL I TE PR 5 DL A
HTF

10 mm LAB-dmLTa
LAB-LTb
mm LAB-FaeG
7 = LAB
mm NZ3900
B_
=
o
o
® 77
iH
He
6-
) ‘
4 T T l
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
pH

A 3-23 EAA RS W RIS

Fig. 3-23 Acid-base resistance of recombinant lactic acid bacteria

3.3.7 EHEARIKEEAFRHRIFFI THRFRAFR

ARG B ORAE 50 25 SR 1] 3-24 1 3-25 Fiow, 43 ik 4% 1 B R4k
25%H M WILA & 15% MR 9O/ E M ORI FR TSI i AR . 4RI, A
ACHEE, BURFLIE ORI, B RAR . 28R R LR AN JFORE ) B PR I 1 4
15 4 J& A HRFEAR 7 — DR A2 4 ) 20 218, 3% AU 2 TR, 2 20 JA,
B2 bR B S BR R T T AR T 4 RO, AN ORI TR R I TR R AR T Y
NECER . EHREMRIERM T, EHARRE ST HERAE A H A2,
B TANE JFORE ) B PR AE AN 5 DRI TR B AE N ORGP 26 A £ 12 A B T
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—AMEES HBRE N FIER T, 20 BRBET 2 NMEZ, AERTPFIR
WL, 20 AABILT 4 MEER.

FE-20°CHIRAFH S T, BiflEFLAE A ORI RINRCR B 4, I wARAE 8 N
WEEEU LT IR, 1E 20 B PSEEEE R N, BRI R A T 8T,
BB EATIERIFE 10° LA b 25% HMAE MRS FFE A —E AR, K7 & A it
BB RRAE 4 F POE RO L RS, 78 12 I H B T — MR R, A5k
IR PRAE 20 A N — € FRAK, (ERRRIEEEA K ANE RIS LT WARLE 6-8 JH
I LA EBAETS, AN S BRI R RLE 20 BN RS 7 — DN ED: HIRIE ARSI
TBEOLE, S PR R PRAE 3 N PUEIRC 1 4 M EEH, 12 16 N ML, A
B BURLI TR ARAE 20 J8 AR T AN BB

] R i AR ST,

101

1\ \ T T
| %

NZ3900
LAB
-& LAB-FaeG
% LAB-LTa
-~ LAB-LTb

FEEH/log10

e R AT YT T e T I

T T —T T T T
012346810121620 01 2 3 4 6 810121620 0 1 2 3 4 6 810121620 0 1 2 3 4 6 8 10121620
wER/ A

E 3-24 ELHIRELEA R F T HELBR (4°0)

Fig. 3-24 shelf life of recombinant lactic acid bacteria under different protective agents (4°C)
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FZH LR B B DR T AERIT IR B4 13 R ORIAT B b A R H

Fi# i AR BREER

104

—-——v-—-—_—-__—-m

.\T\\—\\EW

¢

NZ3900
LAB
LAB-FaeG
LAB-LTa
LAB-LTb

FREH/10og10
<4

012346 810121620 0 ‘; é é A é é10121I62I0 01 é I3 Alt (Ii 610121.62'0 (I) ‘II 5 :Ii
REH/E
A 3-25 BEAABREEAFASFFTHAEHBR (-20°0)

Fig. 3-25 shelf life of recombinant lactic acid bacteria under different protective agents (-20°C)

3.3.8 EAFMAKEHARILEN

A TR FLERTA S BRSNS ORI BRI 25 5 DL IR 3-12 B, & R
RLER T RS AN S BRI B ARAR LE, ZRIEAAME, T AR b 22, B
W, AR E =R E), XTI R ZRTE R B PR HUE R A TIN5
W, T AR 2 U

T
8 10121620

o ¢ b ¥

& 3-26 A VERNELAARARERN G REE
Fig. 3-26 Schematic diagram of drug susceptibility disk method to detect drug resistance of

recombinant L. lactis
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£ 3-12 EHARERAEN

Table 3-12 Drug resistance of recombinant lactic acid bacteria

i NZ3900 LAB LAB-dmLTa LAB-LTb  LAB-FaeG ghR
IIEZS 3 23 25 23 24 23 UK
RS 22 23 22 23 25 UK
HEHRG 25 27 24 25 25 UK
TR 17 15 15 16 17 Hi 4
NN 21 23 22 23 22 U
R A 10 11 12 11 10 fiif 24
5277 Wi 7 7 8 7 7 it 2%
RRFER 16 16 15 15 15 %
WRWE 12 12 13 13 11 iy 245
ZHiHZ B 9 8 10 11 9 rh A
KR 20 22 21 22 21 U
FEMREE R 23 22 23 22 23 U
A/R 22 23 22 23 22 U
FimER 22 25 23 24 22 U
TSN 22 25 23 25 23 U
TR 16 17 17 18 16 U
ARCE 3 28 31 29 28 31 UK
L7 i 30 35 31 33 30 UK
3L 5 32 32 32 33 35 UK

3.4 g
3.4.1 BRI BENMAE

PR EE R KA A (ETEC) Rells T 300048 NAE A (1 2 TP 2l )4 & A JE VS A
T2, HAEAFRE R AR 1 T 2 Ak R 7 s i B KA BB R (Yuetal 2017) 7EAX
LRATHEBIM A, F4 TR ETEC RITEH AT WILATHE LR B 47 5% h
Sl S IR E 2R AT, A LG T oA B B RAT ZR T A, 1 RO B 2R B T K (Hur
etal2011). BMRBEAZIVMENZ G, BB BRI NGRR, )55 WA 4
(LT) M/siddagmeiRn (ST) SEBESG™HELK (Wenetal2012). F4 HEE
Bt I SV FaeG AR B AT 5 S 280 B B R S 1L R AN 4 B S 2%, 4
AN BAERFFREN XS FAT ETEC Y1055 B A% 1% G SR IRI9 /1 (Verdoncek et al
2004, Liuetal2013, Yangetal2017, Yuetal2017). BT E LIV 7 A #
T3 LT 1 AL B FI/NIEEE, SR, PN FEAR B R AR o2 S 2 S & (R
TER, TEBCA I SRR TR B0t — /NP, JF B TR ZIY L ABs 4544 . K,
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E ETEC M5 928 1o HH/BL AR 1X 19 A M0 B AT L S — AN SIF B 437 B8 ] BB X LT
FRMH AN (Norton et al 2012, Norton et al 2015b).
[ 20 tHat 90 EARLLKR, FLRE (LAB) 1EASF AN D FRIEBEBHM AL %
B TR Z AT (Berlec etal 2012, Rosales-Mendoza etal 2016). KA %4,
A, A, 5 Tt s e f Tl 5% 5 30 ZL 0 2R GRS s S N S5
R EHRAR TR IR T A E K VE (LeCureux and Dean 2018). FF5T#
W, 201 ok B s R R P T R IAPUR M E LR RS, X URh AN B S dR e AR
1A R B G 3 B B AR (Wu and Chung 2007, Ribelles et al 2013, Rosales-
Mendoza et al 2016). [Hitt, A 704 FH AR FLER B 1E R4, 4 F4'ETEC 1)
=P SR AE UK B AR A i A FLBR B, PPAN AR B FATETEC 4Lt 1
HRE F IR o
AHFFRAL T LTA WAER)E 63,72 Az JE RN Hdb AT 9 8 4L P (Feng et al 2005,
Yuetal 2017, Zhangetal 2020, LTB WAEEARFEAA, EE F4 (K88) W -EM L ES
B3 faeG —FL =AM SR B R, R SRR T FLER R A5 B (1 53 WA 5 MBS IR B[R] UspdaS
(Hernandez-Valdes et al 2020, Roslan et al 2020) M 4R EEIR LM EREILF LysM
(Buist etal 2008, Michon etal 2016, Pham etal 2019), SZHLHTJE 7E FLHER 14 2% 1 1 Ji&
N, FIFH#ERS PRI T RigmRE R, FAH ERTE, REFFERINEE T =k
T 2T 7 _Fodk = bt Ji 1) o 2H LR B

3.4.2 IEBIAKEEKERANSHH

AW FCRIL, & BRI R FLR AL B A A K AR RO E S, A
KL AR AR TS A BRI AR 1 DR, IF HAERSIR SRR H pH EHIREF
AAZ T W ARAE R IR AR T, REUCE R LU BT 6 IR I T 2 28 PR
Lh; [RJI 72 A B VR pH (BRI 45 SR rh B TR B, B AL Bk L S 3 AR - 1 h 2E
NFE ], X R E A IR AR R T 2 S AR S o (BT AE 3 T B Al
EE AR D B AR B WIS, T8 B R T R A TR, R A
Al UEAh, FLERTE pH {H-5 8] 5¢ &R R 45 AR, FLERFLER TR 115 7R I Rt — b
THAEFLRE B R AR, R R ARG RE T, B pH (AT TR, SRR —E
MIREREIS, S SO SRAM A B A A, BIE 2R €
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3.43 BRI KEREEERSH

ML AL BK A i B U 45 ROK A, BIR R & A BRI PR, ASTE EEIEH
RVEIRET, BENEIR 52— € BRI SN, Xl PEPR5a ) i 52 P 2 vy IR PERA B, £ 5
B VEVA R R AR RE R — s AT, (H2 A REAESRIRVE P ATE . AL, WiRee 2y
AR AR, MR 45 293P HEAT B IR AN B R A 25 24 05 1 ORI 11 IR 2135 iy 18
RAFVERL. R, ERIFIE R thZE e 5 8K s, RS TR EA S R4
AR

3.44 ERFBREREFHHNIHRER

RYEEE RN, PRI, -20°CHE B AT K IAGRAE, 75 = Fh R4
A CHuh s BB BUIEFL LEAH R FIDUAR AR, Bl rLAE e Ry RERS ik
PRI RROER, 15 20 JA ) IRAF I DRAESZ R A7 05 T vk O BCRAE — MR RN, B
ToEREUN L, 3t B ATRE SRS, (R 15%BIRFLE LRI, [RIIN 47 £E-20°C
FIskBE R, EBLM BOVA R B S A7 25 AF, RIS TRk UF, o —FiBOA
B oy SO 21T

3.4.5 BRI BETIE FRIE RSN

RAEL R EIR, AR KE 1 HE Ry E R T HEORE, RUAEASH
R HAERKPIVERER, RSP E RS, BRHUIEEE R RN, 5
& B RO B AR TR IR . RIS, AR, CIR R R,
PUAERTEE N A A, FEREERI IR/, B, T i
AR P ARERA R, Ao K i FLR B 8 20T I . ARLIR]I R A7 R
TR, AR ER, WER SRR SPUE R, ORI B2 3
SO, QRIS TRAE A ] (RS etal 2023).
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3.5 ING

(1) Fygd 7 =pkimm fEon AMESUR & A B A FLR AL PR LAB-dmLTa. LAB-
LTb A1 LAB-FaeG, J H 52 JiokL A7 76 FF AR SE M AL FLBR B AR A, M A4
T A

(2) HHAFRMRAIREIE HIE pH=6-8 W FAK, EHEL T REKT, 17E
918 (pH=4-8) F55HL (pH=9-10) H B M & F M EEH, K (pH=1-2)
BN A, 9N (pH=11-12) 535 FF% 2-3 MR

(3) AR LA 15%MBIR A PIVE AR, A EAE-20°CIN e TR AF 20
J&, EEACG R E R

(4) FELHFLIRBE N K HB 2 103 WPt A RN Z5 1k, (X iERID 2, 555
W, MW RE=MPUERTZ, XTI R R ZHEER B AR E R 2 .
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ENE EHAREEREIEOBREHONARS

il

4.1 g

ETEC e 3 B4 K A I ZUIE TS AR KGR G2 A 7K S5RE IR (Fairbrother et al 2005,
Xu et al 2015), [FREEAERRRE . KN RMIETRIBE SRR, GBI
FE KHIZ G K (Deep etal 2023). HFIESEEIRAR L, SRR G5 3 2502
BT ERBAT G . (AR TUA AT MR, 40 G 244 55 v R, 1] 2R
tH (Nirupama etal 2018), 3t A= 2 AL B2 A IR 10456 FH AR KR BEBRAIC, 425
IR BB AIR (AR, 4R IR IE R T 400k RIS, K35 A VAT 24 MR A 445 i i
23 PR R R AR T S I Er A A 2 NSRRI hEhY) (Manges and Johnson 2012),
R E AL P AR, RS EEI A & — R AR BUASIECR AE
I AT, REEC T 2020 4E 1 A 1 Hg 428 e el b ds i fe AR K3
PR,

FELZBTIRZ RO, BRI A28/ ETEC RS 52 1) A 50R
LT, ATULEAFRREE EFHAS A W HE (Dubreuil 2021).  H i lla &R b AT
F R Rl 3 B KR T, (B T3 X 2 18] ETEC HI# & KBRS %R
BK (Liu et al 2014), #5701 X A ORI A W R (Hur and Lee 20120 BRA1K
WAL, IR B LR AR R B AR, L, Ui AR AR — i E R T
I PAS (038 2R 28 15 B ¥ ETEC S80S (Dubreuil 20210, Tk, AT ik Ky
I =M E A AR IR S L ATIR G, IFOL 15% e A=W R drfl, JER T —Fh
FLBR B E S DR B, IR /N UGS RS L IR LA A DA S YR B S kAT T
ENNSES, SRR T AR SERRAE A AR . AR @I IR 7 AT e,
G 795 TG SR B USRS, TS R R R R G 0 e R B, T R AR PTR
PP R IR
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4.2 MRGE
4.2.1 ¥

4.2.1.1 FERFIZIEFE

vl GV

HE J4i B AT AR A IR 7]
ZANEAL A AT AR A TR 7
SR ERYT A AT AR A IR~ 7]
AR ] 2454k [k 2 R A BR A A

HARBUN S RV E L2 5 MR =5 1 2.1.1

4.2.1.2 FENHFEE

e GV

fi 7K AL BB 7S HL A BR 2 7]
B DR A H T AR A
RE ROURAS AR
T ) AL R R A A IR A
LA L EHERRA AT IR 7]
K 6 RARETH SR BEHAL A% W25 A7 PR 7]
915 i B3 i

IR B R H A JE B

AR R 5t H A JE B
HARBCEVE LSS 8 R =5 2.1.2

4.2.2 ik

4.2.2.1 EAFBREFEHEOREENGZE

B B 3.2.2.17 FRE T EMEAREKRNE S RIE, HRER)EEEF
MFATIEE B E, G RFERESE 3X10° CFU/mL ##47 1: 1: 1 EFRS,
VB 5 3000 r/min Z50 10 min, 255 PBS YEEHE A 1k, FIFHKE G 15%ilE4
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WY BB IEHET 10 IR 48, SRS AMAERE DA EY . HEYTh AR ARE N
SR N 3X10'° CFU/mL, HAEAHEAFEERRFRLIRE N 1X10° CFU/ML,
BAR D IRE R %N ABG; AR IESAFIR ISR LAB SEIKERZE T, M
A PNZ.

4.2.2.2 BEBEKRER

WEFTH R R FA'ETEC Witk C83549 HASLIG = fRAF, NARHER K. M-80°C
KRR, 78 LB B FIL E S TR0 R— . MBI EHRE— 4
FATERER C83549 MMKEERN T LB WAAR IR, 37°CHEIK 200 r/min I RIE TR, Z
JETEIE 1. 100 B ELGIEE R TR LB MRS IR 4L, 4R%E 37°CRERES IR 2-3 h, 4
ODgoo fHKEIIZE 0.6 BF, 3000 r/min 250> 10 min YXEEH R, FIF K# 5 PBS HE7F
R B SR e S R B

4.2.2.3 TISSEHF R

IRIEAC A e BT A S MHE T %€ (N0.20230819),  BFURBESE a2 i 50 1
BRI K AT BR B3R A I EAT /N B A DR ik S A4 3 P 2 56 143 7 T
FHAT AR IR 7] 340 S 56 1 o e oA 5 1 AT

/NS, FATETEC WK R R . 12 H 3-4 AR C57BL/6 Mt/ R BEHL />
2, IR 4-1 BTN RUBRYGALS, AFETE SPF M TR, /D RIERIR
B2 RIGHATHE B Ry, BEAEME 7 K, RO E, SRR RIS, 7R3
7 RIS Xof /N BRFEAT 22 SR U AT o3 B

R 4-1 /D RBGURELRR 5 4
Table 4-1 Grouping of mouse infection model tests
Control PBS 100 pul
HEH 6 A
C83549 C83549 100 pl (5x10%8 CFU)

NGRS R SIS e HE N ] 4-3 (A BzR: 3-4 Ji1¢ BALB/c i1/ ERBEAL 5>
NaH, RS AXEA (CK, n=10); BEYXTIRA (CG, n=10); = IGH A%
BEXTIEAL (PNZ, n=10); HR%IZEA (ABG, n=10). HARGEHEHES: 3 K1
MR %% ABG i, B R/NREER 0.5 2T, ZJEHE 4R, %% 4 8. a8k
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G0 MR 1R e 2 LA FH AR R S 7 28, 22 S AE T U ¥ PNZ. 43 Sl 4E
SEIRER 1 d, 28 d WREEDULL/NERAME ML, [8#: ELISA v E 1gG kKT
CG. PNZ. ABG ZHI7E %5 29 d B f# F ETEC (K88") ArifEBEIE C83549 47 5 I
gy, FEARE RN 5X10%CFU, BIidA 0dpie BUEEfEIELE 7 R MM/ B R 4
fE B AT L. FTE A I/ NRAEIEGL S 7 K (dpi) HEAT % SRIEFI R, JFHREFT
A/ B/ N AT R ERY) P 4 K HE Jefa.

14 FA+ETEC BMRER IR R 3 : JEEL 6 R 8 HISFL K K =JufPHE, TN
T.3., fH ETEC (K88") #r#E itk C83549 HEATHE H Yy, & N4 1310
CFU, BRGNS 7 K, FICTEN, FECATHESLE R, BrA A2 AT R AR
o5 7 R (dpi) HEAT 2 SRFERI RS

7t ETEC BHEHUAATIE S R SLIR N1 4-6 (A) Fis: 18 A 8 HigFLK K=
TCATRERENL N 3 4, Rl a AR (CK, n=6); Y4 (CG, n=6); &
AR G AR TR %% 4 (ABG, n=6). ABG 73R 4E 3 R O R%% ABG
ey, WE/MEER 3 =T, GG 3 K, sk 3 . A RITESLINEE 1d, 18d WY
KA 3 AAFHE AN E ML, [A]4% ELISA Akl i 1gG JifkKF. CG. ABG HIHTELH
19d B F ETEC (K88") bRl Btk C83549 HEATH#E B BYL, I R RATHE 5%10"°
CFU, HHEHEHN 0dpi. BYLJEIESE 7 RIBNAFFE G CREIR L IRVE 1. 43 ) 75 5256
% 1d. 6d. 12d. 18d J2 7 dpi BRI X A FREE IR EHE . AR ARG
%7K (dpi) BFFEATZ2RIEA R, RlREFTAHFEN+ 380, . BaR&
i Z b EL 5 AT B U 14 B HE Yo

BRUR 5 BH R O IR e Seae an 1] 4-7 (A Fhas: BRIl & @ f IR I 4E
N FRGEIZEEN 18 SRR 86 R EBFMK, FRUEAEIR—Wrdr AR 2k b, K HBENL
3UL, Al ENERA (CK, n=6); TENHEMGBZENMA (PNZ, n=6); HA
FUBR B I A D IR % 41 (ABG, n=6) ABG 414 JHi%4E 3 K D RE ABG &1,
T BHEREER 5 2= TF, ZJERME 4 K, %% 4 . PNZ 405 ABG 4113 HIAH R S
%, ZRETHEHZSAEMAIEET PNZ. 2 5I/ELIE 1d. 28d. 58 d if R4 3
YT URRERE M L, 17182 ELISA AR MLiE 1eG PiiloKT. T BB LE SR AR 29
KA, REFLEIEYIFL, 4> B FLIE B BELISA A8 1gG PiikK-F. s2365 35
K, WEELBEIEE P AT R BEN LG IR =3k, SHF— AT R PR RSN I, 1]
2 ELISA VAR LI 1gG HUARZK T o 43 5l 7E G 8 i A1 028 J SR B 4% 2H BEAE 1 S
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A, G AT A % 2B A0 AN R 23 il i 44 09 QCK. QPNZ A1 QABG, e f%Jatt
A4y Bl %8 HCK. HPNZ Al HABG.

FALE RERHUAAT R4 FLY BLC R SR B0 W B 4-14 (A FoR: LK 4-7 (A S5
T RS AT AR AT IR T 5, JREL 8 HSTH%, WM THL. 25 (Xt B4R
FEATREBENLERE 12 3k, PR AR, 5 AXTIRA (CK, n=6); J&YLh
B2 (CG, n=6); 7% FITGHIAR Gz xt B RIS BT AR AT SE B HLERIE 6 Sk, A2 TR
RGBT (PNZ, n=6); HHILER B EHA 1 IR Sy 4 BFRE BT AT S8 BE LB IL 6
e, NBHEHUAZ (ABG, n=6). Bk CK 44k, Fl4—2417%, {£H ETEC (K88
FRUERR PR C83549 HEATHE B Yy, IR ATLIFHE 1x10'° CFU, MEHEH 0 dpi. K
B SEIELE 7 RIEIAFAE AR IR X FE TG00 FrA AP G555 7 R (dpi) #EAT
GIRIEA T . D AREFTE I+ 8. = 51 L 2 I e 45 30479
YR iIE 2 HE Jefs

FAAE BRIRHUAAT R 1 IR G2 ORI 5 1 B 52 G B 4-15CAD i : LA 4-7¢A)
SO0 =2 RERE AT AR AT R IR 5, B 8 HIRATHE, NN TH. FExtigd
RERE AT AEAT S BN IE 12 3k, 0 AP4L, 2R XTI (CK, n=6); 4Lt
M2 (CG, n=6); 7 E#MR G X AL B Fr AR AT A B LB A% 6 3k, s A aiid i
AR (PNZ, n=6): Gl B AT AEAF AR BEHIBRE 12 Sk, 405008 H R S g
4 (BIM, n=6); BFHEHIARL (ABG, n=6). BIM 4G sk 3 K R%ZE ABG
EH, BNERR 3 2T, 2R3 R, %% 3 . PNZ 45 BIM 4 {8 HAHE
TR, ZESFETHZ ISR PNZ. ABG 4UF SR anZ BEL B 0y, {3
RS IR AR & AR AL . 43 IESRER S 1d. 18d INRAE 5 AR M L,
[f]4% ELISA 560 L35 1gG Hiik/KF. CG. PNZ. ABG. BIM #H¥J7E5 19d i
H ETEC (K88") FrifEBMk C83549 HEATHE BBy, & NfEkirs% 5x10'° CFU,
BRI iE N 0 dpie G EIZESE 7 RIBMAFRE IR RAEIR S MG IE TSI BT R R GeJ5
57 R (dpD) BEATZIRAEM TR . 7 R RI -+ 46l 2. Bl K
FMEIM LGS FEAT R ELY) v 4 & HE Y.

4.2.2.4 1gG LRI

14 FH 8] #% ELISA :3E4T 1gG Puistai, EARS IR
A AR PR dmLTA-his 85 M A, £:FL 100 uL I 96 fLESHFHR
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AL FURR S B IR FE DG FA* 7l % K T B R b
4CHMI I o FF AP, FFFLIN 200 pl PR, ¥ 3 K, K Smin, REHT.

A LI 200 puL AT, 37°CIRAATER 2h &, &L 200uL ik,
Ye 3k, R S min, REHT.

ot A PBS #¢ ke Mmigsc e 1. 100 #ike, &L 100 uL, 37°CIRAAIEA 1 h
Ja, BEFLIN 200pL PeiEW, e 3 Ik, BEHK 5Smin, REHT.

INEEAR 40 BN 100pL1: 5000 Fke f5 BlEhR — Bt (BRI ALYl (HRP)
FRACHI L2 E TN R 1gG 5L A8 1gG), 37 °CIRAEVE 45 min J&, HEFLIN 2000l
Ve, W63 ¥k, K5 min, REMT

S AL 50 uL RV A, B0 S0 uL RV B, RS, EiREDHEE M
10 min, SREEFLIN 50 pL 1B, 10 min WISESS 5, ZEREFRC_ BB K 630 nm
) OD 18

4.2.2.5 #(E DNA ZREREMX RS

MG EIRS RIS 12 HE, o BITE RIRUE G 5 B BERE S50 Hh R4 S e w1 3%
AR, SRAETTVEN: I — M 10 mL OB 00 RIS REAE RIS B 3500, 7E3%
{6 Fp O I L SRAE T B I /INAT R AR L) 5-10 3800, 37 SRR 3R 5 LI 2 6
W FRIC G L2 B P B 5 2 h DLE, 2 G 5-80°CAR A7 I R Pk
I B AE MR A PR FIEEAT =48 16S tDNA $ 8810, 4G I 25
PItE oL .

i FHH-HUGRAF & HiPure Stool DNAKits (15 D3141) #473%{F DNA $2H. H
SRR

(1) 5% 150-200 mg FE{EAEME 2 mL EOE S, LRI 1.2 mL Buffer SSL
EFREM T, BEE LR E | min 785 FT BORE

(2) 70 °C7Ki# 10 min.

(3) WJiE 15s. =i F>14,000xg B> 10 min. #7# 250 uL L& £ 1.5 mL
B

(4) M 20 pL Proteinase K 1 250 uL Buffer AL & _Fif . BR{EVES] 10 XK.
70 °C7K¥% 10 min.

(5) A 250 pL oK LBEZFE S, BUEVES] 10 K.

(6) 2 HiPure DNAMini Column I #47F 2 mL WWAEE . HRIEAGHEH 7.
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10,000xg &> 30-60 s.
(7) BIFFRER, T FREEIESE H. I 500 uL Buffer GW1 £F:F L.
10,000xg 0> 30-60s.
(8) fRIFEUE, HEAE THEEEEE . A 650 pL Buffer GW2 EH:TH .
10,000xg &> 30-60 s
(9) fRIFFUER, O T2 RS . 13,000xg B0 2 min T4 T
(10) FEF2E7E 1.5 mL BOE . A 50-200 uL Fii#A & 70°CH#) Buffer AE
ZAETRIER L, EEBE 2 min, 13000xg 0 1 min.
(11> Z3 DNA Z55+E, 8 DNA A7 T-20°C#H
DNA F¥: fit 400 F5E (R A I < A0 75 224 B A 2 pL, R B2 &35 [ 2 2-3000 ng/pL.
IS MAZER Y OD H, H K2 NE R . A260/A280 HUAE M AE 1.8-2.0 2 [H]
I lF . DNA260/280<1.8 UiWI-H HEE G %, >2.0 YW RNA V54 51— MR~
FR AL L bR 2 A260/A230 LUfE, HAEMIZTE 2.2 Zifh, 6T 1.8 RIFAFHEMH
MU K. 28 . #h B 15 m0T5 4o IRA n] BE AR B2 AKAR I A LA RN o
Tt B VP PRI« o R R AR AN R AT B R W e FEL K P P A 0 A% R R AR
Mseetk, RERERR, REFEASGY. FETHNER Y DNA S5k
RHLIK G, 2 B — R 5K
4.2.2.6 16S rDNA V3-V4 [Xigii/ 18

ERBI#IRN 341F (5-CCTACGGGNGGCWG CAG-3"), I GI1#14 806R (5'-
GGACTACHVGGGTATCTAAT-3'),
(D FH—Rey 8k RINE 4-2 k.
R 42 BB QS EEY WA

Table 4-2 The first-round of Q5 enzyme amplification system

iy B

5%Q5@ Reaction Buffer 10 uL
5xQ5@ High GC Enhancer 10 uL
2.5 mM dNTPs 1.5 uL
Primer F (10 uM) 1.5 uL
Primer R (10 uM) 1.5 uL

Q5@ High-Fidelity DNA Polymerase 0.2 uL
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Template X uL (50 ng)
ddH,0 A 50 uL

(2) F—RY IR xR 4-3 Fis:
£ 4-3 F—% PCR ¥ HEF

Table 4-3 The first-round of PCR amplification procedure

R (Edad I (7]

® 95°C 5 min
) 95°C 1 min
® 60°C 1 min
@ 72°C 1 min
® 72°C 7 min

H: @-@="EFF 30 MEFH
(3) ZH—# PCR F=¥p4litk: FIF] AMPure XP Beads 17 PCR F=#4litk, #lifh g H]
Qubit3.0 E & .
(4) BB Ry WA RWEE 4-4 Fos:
K44 B QS EY WA

Table 4-4 The second round of QS enzyme amplification system

4oy HE
5xQ5@ Reaction Buffer 10 uL
5xQ5@ High GC Enhancer 10 uL
2.5mM dNTPs 1.5 uL

Index Primer (10 pM) 1.5 uL
Universal PCR Primer (10 uM) 1.5 uL

Q5@ High-Fidelity DNA Polymerase 0.2 uL
Template X uL (50 ng)
ddH,0 A S0pL

(5) H AP HETF: 3B Ry HAEFEE 3-12, EERECN 12 MEIR.
4.2.2.7 XEEERMFIH

i H AMPure XP Beads %55 404 34 )3t 17 214k, F ABI StepOnePlus Real-
Time PCR System (Life Technologies, F=HiZE[E) HEATEE, RIE Novaseq 6000 ]
PE250 # 3 pooling ML F o
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4.2.2.8 ABEYIRHI{ER HE 36

AR EIE CERD:

(1) BURF: 3 tef 2 2 1 52 8 2 24 h DA_E o K 20 20D s VIR L 2 30 XA P
HFARTIE H IO HGUE 5, BAB D) IR 20 ZURU R AR5 8T 7K & A

(2) /KR R K GO i 8 5T KB P9 AR CRE B RS AT K . 75%
HE-85% P A5 -90%iPT 475 -95% P A% - To /K L BE 1-To7K LB T-BER-—FZK - HK 11-
65 °CRULATHE 1-65 °CRlIL A I 11-65 *CRbAL A 111,

(3) A KRR H T RN TR SN Rl S SO £ AR,
AP IE et [ 2 K 2 M 7K 6 PR B 2 A0, 3 T ) BRSO AL 3 I I 1 f oz Fry e
o T200UR G VA, iR ] 5 K i H DA A JHUNE b L TR i e

(4 Yl BB g8 T AEV YR, 5 2-4 ume V) REETHE A
Bl 40°CIR/K P AL T, B HRBIE, 60 CCHATNIE o KB TIEEAL 5
WO H R R AR 2 H

HE 4Lt

(1) AT WS 27K AR R N — 2RI 15 min-— F 2810 15 min-—
2K 10 15 min-JE7K ZBE1 5 min-J6 7K Z B2 5 min-95%3545 5 min-85%3F5 k%5 5 min, K
IKHE

(2) HARTGA: VI N ARRIEGE 1-2min, HHRAKLE, SRS, HEK
K, IRWEHORE, KL

(3) fPargett: (A e -h et 2-3 min.

(4) KSR VIR KOOI TEK L% 15 min-Jo7K ZEF 115 min-Jo7K Z IS
min - - F 21 5 min- KI5 min 3B, SR ECE A .

(5) WigER, KEEREDT.

4.2.2.9 BB

B B 8ok B 20 3 E S AT OS2 . B A, IE A S 2=
(SD) %/R. 58 GraphPad Prism version 8 #4704, TERH 18R K T %
(ANOVA) Al T A58 (T-test) (7775, 4 P<<0.05 RHAAZERREFR], *F
7N P<0.05, **3{I8 P<0.01, ***3&/x P<0.001.

86



FZH LR B B DR T AERIT IR B4 13 R ORIAT B b A R H

4.3 &R

4.3.1 /MR F4'ETEC BIBURIERIRI#EE

MU/ BEAT ETEC A R, A 4-1 AT RLE H, 7E 5x10% CFU HJE
PFET, NREBEYIG 7 RWHILT S0%KIBET:, INRIET 2 AT (EAR K, Lk
B3, (HARWHHEIEE . WALILG . AN BRI 4RI, N B e i BAR
W, AR ORI A (B 4-2), TRERELG. M LW, BB S S
FEAR— AT KA B 1) 70 B8, RIS TG R I IR AZAE , SRS B8 R 72 JY3E P 8 5
AN NIE b ST A IR AL

100 . . . - 083549
= -& Control
2 80-

c
@ 60-
t * *
S 40
("]
o 9.
0 L L} 1 L} Ll 1 1 L}

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Days post-infection

B 4-1 /MR ETEC B fE LR

Fig. 4-1 Survival curves of mouse ETEC infection

IEH /N iE 5 /N S T8

& 4-2 JRY: F4'ETEC /M RBIHEE

Fig. 4-2 Mice infected with F4 + ETEC autopsy lesions
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4.3.2 ERIABERESEESE OREERF/DERSESZ F&ETEC R

N B S A R A 4-3 Fis, HA B A CA/NREN SR E . BB A%
PER 5 /N RIS 1gG PUR/kK-FAnillZh R, MBI alDUE H, %%l (1d) B
NRIBITPUALELE, D% (284), 5 CK. CG. PNZ =4k, ABG 4/
PRI EZE RS (P<0.001). S5HEATHELE, CK. CG. PNZ AFif/K-F&H 9
R, 1 ABG AR ERE. B C NEEE 7 RNSHDRAEE, BEE
NERAEAE IR ZE R EIR, CG H 5 PNZ H/NRAEIFE G 7 R A HIL T 50%M5ET:,
ABG 15 CK /MR SE A7, BoA HBUAET. . BUE S 7 R/ R 45 R 5 A
WY HE e ta 45 R Wl D Fros, IS R DEH, CG 42 PNZ 4/
BeSS I T W BB L /N P R B M N A RREIR . CG AN N AR AE— 58 1Y)
Hif. HEEEY) T HE Jeta s RE TS5 RAFE, CG 41Kk PNZ 443 H I B
PAoREWIR.. 245, LR AR . AR A% IR sk, [EH R
Ak, WRZAEERIER, M ABG 5 CK 4/ RIFEH TR .

A
ck el | I p
,,,,, ETEC(K88+) %
83549 ’ Peripheral blood collection
e 1d,28d
cG WErsrels 4 Il = )
,,,,, ETEC(K88+) B3P
C83349 Tissue samples
7 dpi
pnz Srlrseird CLLLBEL BIL o adl ARTRNEN
eV ST SV 8% ETEC(K88+) ==P Oral immunization
83549
ABG ~ » v v+ I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I P ==P Infection by gavage
----- 123 8910 15616 17 222324 29d 7dpi
0dpi
B C
3.0+
- e 100 Ay i A = CK
) ® A ABG
2 801
2.0 > ' & CG
=3
2 » 60 \ + PNZ
a 1.59 E
. g 40-
1.0+ o
& 204
0.5
0 ] 1 T 1 1 T 1 1
ol it ifh 0o 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
CK CG PNZ ABG CK CG PNZ ABG

days post infection
1d 28d
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& 4-3 EHAFARETERA DR BARERI R
(A) MRIMERTRERE. (B) S&HTE & H/DRILE IgG HiEKCFRIER. (C) BYE
7 RAFADRIFFERIL. (D) FE/RGERR SR Z/NGREY R HE a8 8,

Fig. 4-3 Immunoprotective effect of oral vaccine with live recombinant lactic acid bacteria vector
in mice
(A) Experimental protocol for the oral immunization assay in mice. (B) Serum IgG antibody
levels before and after immunization in each group of mice. (C) Survival rate of mice in each
group within 7 days after infection. (D) Anatomical intestinal lesions and HE staining results

(40x) of small in-testinal tissue pathological sections in each group of mice.

4.3.3 {3 F4'ETEC RIS RIR#3E

RN 8 HE AT 34T ETEC YRRy 5, KA B 107 b7 g . M
4-4 MTLLEH, 78 1x10"° CFU FIBRGAE T, ARG 7 KWL T 33.33%/1)

SET . FEIRGEMIE], Fra ARl 1 RARTEAEIR, B I DU SR, A
SR LA B Bl ™ VS S B BUK SRR (B 4-5). Ak, RIS R EIR, fFREmGE
BT TR BT W BEAR T TRl s B N SRR, (R4 T ik L 45
FEE L, FFEIERGE ETEC S EU0M M ALIER, R WIAHT FUR &AL )5 I RS
SR AIRAE N IR L [ SRR IR o
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100+

80+

60

40

Percent survival

20+

I:'IIII
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

days post challenge
& 4-4 {732 ETEC Ry FR LR

Fig. 4-4 Survival curves of piglets infected with ETEC

FEISEER EFEBHR FpiEER FAFR R E

A 4-5 fF3E Y F4'ETEC FEIR

Fig. 4-5 Symptoms of F4"ETEC infection in piglets

434 ERABREESFOREERIP T ERGEFREHFTIME RS
F4'ETEC B

NIRFUAS IR AE ARSI IR N O R R 3E4T 7 A 4-6 PronBsii
e, W7 R 4-6 (A) Fron. B B NSl e S A8 LIS 1gG JUR AT Al
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GER, BEREIR, WHER 8 H K K = oA SRR T4 (1d) Kl 1eG
PR, FrA AR ToPUR, TR R A A AEAE BRI UA . RG2S (18d),
5 CK. CG ML, ABG AP E R (P<0.001). S%ZERIAHEL, CK.
CG HPUIRAKTBA L MAE, 1 ABG 3 HEm . 475578 5200 11 A) 44 21 486 K 1o
an C BlFR, fE—f)G, RISRE0EE 6d Y, ABG AFAE 3 ST CK. CG A

(P<<0.05); %% —%J5 (12d), ABG AP EAERE ST CK. CG 4 (P<0.01);
=R SE U (18d), ABG AT A HE 5 CK AT HH L H R 29.7% (P<0.001),
5 CG AT 3L R 24.8% (P<<0.001). IG5 19d BEATHE B &K YL, 7dpi Ik E
SRR, CG A AEGICH B, B&F/ T CK4A (P<0.01), 1 ABG 4
TEIRG G E AR IR B K, B E ST CK & CG 4 (P<0.001). K D N&EIE
HAFEIGRIEIR R BB, CG AR I 7 BB E . %, ABG 4
FRETARATIER, AERKBREELT CK 4. B E NERGLJE & 475 iRV 5 0 &%
R R R, WEFTR, CG AP ML T HE NS, ABG 45 CK 4
FHE, SRS RER . iEw s R, CG AT L 1 W i i BE AR,
B, AAEER, CRUNGB RO, e IR IR N B, ABG 4
5 CK AR WA . I RIEKRESEERER, CGAHBI AR H I, i
IKEEAE, ABG Je CK HIIEW B F s 1 i R A5 B Y] i HE Jeth 4R,
CG ARETPrR O[5 5 AL MR G SERILERUE, 5 CK AMl, CG
AL A% >, ABG ARk & B4 m . B G-I Bl R T8+
—HeW . 7 B R B A HE Qe g5 IR, CG A3 B 1 W) S ) i BE LY J2= A T
PABE R4 1Y, WL, Mg ERstil, Rk AR, B R R
BRRZERAS, T ABG f CK 4 IE%H .

A

. fia. M Peripheral blood collection

ok EvEwE | | ’ Aed
ETEC(K88+) ©» Body weight measurement
8359 Ny — Y 18, 6d,12d, 134, 7dpi

CG oo | 11111111 N 3 Tissue samples

o o T ETEC(K88+) how

C83549 == Oral immunization

ABG vy LI | Iil dini

a4 123 19d

7dpi = Infection by gavage
0dpi
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B c
2.5+ 8
Kk
Rk
A 7
2.0 _
g 6 *kk L : gé
g1:5- 55 i3 + ABG
(=] ..g' 4
o 1.0+ - *
A £,
K=
°
0.5 =2
1
0.0- 0 : , . : .
CK CG ABG CK CG ABG 1d 6d 12d 18d 7dpi
1d 18d
D
E

F .
Symptoms of diarrhea Intestinal lesions Mesenteric lymph nodes Mesenteric lymph nodes

B 4-6 EHIRETEB M O IR LRSI R R BOR
(A) TEHEFUEFHESIMERAEE. (B) %BHlE&EFHEILTE IgG ik FRNZ R .
(C) ERIPAZAFBEERUEMR. (D) FAFEBRERARER. (B) ZHEFREEER
Bl BERRRR. BARBKRESRE. (P SEF%EERBERESHET T HE e s 50R
BE. (G +EBHFREY  HE REZERREE. (H) ZEFWEY T HE REAZERRR
B. (D EERETA HE REERREE.
Fig. 4-6 Immune protection of piglets without maternal antibodies by oral recombinant

Lactobacillus live vector vaccine
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(A) Experimental protocol for the animal experiment conducted on piglets without maternal an-

tibodies. (B) Serum IgG antibody levels of piglets in each group before and after immunization.

(C) The body weight of piglets throughout the experiment in each group. (D) Clinical symptoms
ob-served in piglets after infection for each group. (E) Diarrhea, intestinal anatomical lesions

and mesenteric lymph node lesions in piglets. (F) HE staining the pathological sections of
mesenteric lymph node (red line:1x, black line:40x, the same as follows). (G) HE staining the
pathological sec-tions of duodenal. (H) HE staining the pathological sections of jejunal. (I) HE
staining the patho-logical sections of ileal.
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PNZ 4 (P<0.001). SZIG5H 35d WAERE LB P B AT JE P bl P ie ==k, IR EHH
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PR E B Em T CK ) PNZ 41 (P<0.05), {H CK [ PNZ A2 AR HZER.
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o s e 1 2 3 8910 151617 224 2 3% 58 o

Body weight measurement
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(A) EGREHEESIM LR R . (B) BTG & HBE M IgG HLiAK PRl 4R
(C) Auf)E# AR IgG HLiEAKFRMER. (D) BAREFT AR M 1gG PilkK
SR, (B) SHARER AR EERNER.
Fig. 4-7 Immune effect of oral vaccine with live vector of recombinant lactobacilli in pregnant
sows
(A) Experimental protocol for the late-gestation sow trials. (B) Serum IgG antibody levels of
sows in each group before and after immunization. (C) Colostrum IgG antibody levels in each
group of sows after immunization. (D) Serum IgG antibody levels in piglets born to sows from
each ex-perimental group. (E) Weight measurements of piglets born to sows from each

experimental group.
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Fig. 4-8 Gut microbiota structure in each group detected by 16S rDNA amplicon sequencing
(A) Stacked plot of sow fecal microbiota at the phylum taxonomic level. (B) The Venn diagram il-
lustrates the similarities and differences in the genus-level composition of fecal microbial
communities before and after immunization within each group. (C) Indicator analysis of the
differences in fecal microbial community at the genus level before and after immunization within

each group.
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Fig. 4-9 LEFSE analysis of fecal microbial communities at the genus level in the ABG group
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Fig. 4-10 welch's t-test of fecal microbial communities at the genus level in the ABG group
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Fig. 4-11 Random forest analysis of fecal microbial communities at the genus level in the ABG

group
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Fig. 4-12 Results of analysis of differences in alpha diversity of fecal microbiota before and after
immunization in each group
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Fig. 4-13 Results of PCoA principal coordinate analysis of differences in p diversity of fecal

microbiota before and after immunization in each group
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Fig. 4-14 Results of ETEC infection during lactation in piglets containing maternal antibodies
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(A) Protocol for animal experiments during the suckling stage of piglets with maternal
antibodies. (B) Clinical symptoms observed in each group of infected piglets. (C) Survival rates
of piglets within 7 days after infection in each group. (D) Diarrhea, intestinal pathological
changes, and mesenteric lymph node pathological changes in piglets. (E) Histopathological
results from HE staining sections of mesenteric lymph nodes, duodenum, jejunum, and ileum in

piglets(10x).
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Bl 4-15 EHFRETERE DR H FHEDUAF B R &R
(A) & EHEFURFE R BTN BB R EE. (B) FEMEBREERFERTEE.
(C) SRR E B AMFHEMIE 1gG FiAKFRUER. (D) FAMFEBERIL. BHHIER
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HE REZER (10x).
Fig. 4-15 Challenge results of piglet containing maternal antibodies immune recombinant
lactobacilli live vector oral vaccine

(A) Schematic diagram of the experiment at the weaning stage of immune protection of piglets
containing maternal antibodies. (B) Schematic diagram of clinical symptoms of piglets in each
group after infection. (C) groups before and after immune piglets serum IgG antibody level test
results. (D) Diarrhea, anatomical intestinal lesions and mesenteric lymph node lesions of piglets

in each group. (E) HE staining results of pathological sections of mesenteric lymph nodes,

duodenum, jejunum and ileum of piglets in each group (10x).
3 S
4.4 ¥1ig
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UESE T IX R, P o AR A5 31 T BUF R Y. iR gl RUESE T AR H IR io0f 72
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TRHEBUA A B S TR R .

ETEC X THE#Efa S s R BAE TR AT B, HAFRESE 7 HBR AT
FF R AE PR B VS FE B MK BT, T A0 AR B AR HE ST 4 J7 R R BLE Y
BREPUARAL B0, BRI TR IR (Rutter and Jones 1973, Melkebeek et al
2013). IMASHT BTt 1 H IR B B B SRR Ja S AT HUIR G e, &5 R EoR, &
DU D IR )n, BEESRAT TR m M G 1gG Uik, HF HE®ZE 30 K (ff
WTHIBT B PR B BT N, B EBGEIK T S a BRI AR Bk
AR T RIAERSE R, S BRI AL PPk B S T A, Bk
SFLPAMLIE T 2 £ AR S B KTF FFER 2] T HBOR IR T, (R 2 R4
R, UESE T BHESUARRESS I FL R AT A4, (2] fe 1 TAF RS 3 I 7L & A
[ BUF DU PR Z 5. 8 HIRAFREIAERZ R FFEA T, XA iR
PR B A A b R i Re 71, RIRER A &P ERRCR (B 4-7).

UBAL,  BERE G R0 J5 IS B RS R RN, % 5 I B T8 N FLBR AT T & 1
SRR, T IR P BT A LR TR S MR AS B RO B RS i TE N I LR
FR & &, XA A2 LM RRNPUS AR R, 890 7 AR LR L i TE 1 4
FAIsf[A] CAlp and Kuleagan 2019), #ETWI{E#E 7 HLAN AL BE & 2. [
I, A G 1T IR B T o2 B e PR S AR B AR AE, 1T IR S0 )5 1 BEAE i i
AT 2 4 A P 2 B RGN, T 1Y I I e P A8 FH PT E  1 ES REA 7 0E FR E F 50
FIFE, BRF o ZREME0TRIL, DREEARIZIERR 2 A2 T 5tm, XAThE
5 Ok A B IR R AT Ok, ARBEAEA NS BT E, =7 7 ahiniE
R TR, (RIS 50 = (1 i fd e KT Hﬁﬁ%ﬁ@% SRR, M
JRZE v A S A I i TE B R AL AR AL, FE R A S e dr, R SR A
FE ROV 0 55 4 A T f R FE )3 e 2 ELERAE G Y, IX T I AR T S S BRAE
FI P AF 8 R v T BRI TR o L A T S BB 10 22 e TR v R R LA T R
AT 3R AR FLER FLER B8 (L. lactis), X R ARG ERAREK I e il T
BlniE. IR, ARIAKEENBMIE (GIT) (Alp and Kuleasan2019)
HAEAETE 4 /I, (£ B IHIEA TG AR B 3R, X3 HAR e B R AR )
(GMO) BB E =4t (Vesaetal 2000, Michon et al 2016, Craig et al 2019).

AT — MR NN, € TEAE W8 B TR 28 5 77 A e 52, o — R ) /)N 7 8 0 o
W HEM R ERERCR RS, AR TRRIEE, AEARKYEHE, 7ol
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FEef, RO R B EAR R e R

AT TE FIRERT e Ja B AT 8 H AR AT 7 Wik, 25BN, AT
BREHUAIRY T, ReBS TR BRI R MG, R A AAs, WA R
FET: 60%, MY IR B e B i ity ok 1 BRIS A4 e 6 35 BT AR A7 J8 IR0 ETEC
g, A — BRI, BRESUAIE A BRI T REAEWT W B %2 ETEC )8
e, 474 (0 BEIR ST AL FLI B 22 127 B AIC, i 2 56 427 25 (18] 4-15) (Melkebeek
etal2013). FEF Uk, AWFFRI AT 4R S IR E 17 %6, T35 RREHUAR
48, 16 8 HIB R N s, Sl =5%%i5, &R RENPIE, 7MiM
I 1gG PUARACHAS R 18t P R T, IF HAERMIEE R ERERE T, Dk a
193 T AR, BREBUALLS ToBHETUAH B R NGRS, TESE RRIESUA A R4 4k 4t
A G 28 RERE CRAP ST W I B HAAT R o IXHHBEER ), JEI AE AR BRRE 5 DU 6 11 e g2
LB AT =50 IR S8, RS DRI AT R AE BEAN I LB B W IS 3 AN R AETETS

FAN, RFFOEAFIE— AR, WHTE LI AT 2 R B B SR, SRECA
Tk R BT BT 19, X AT REFRRR 1 ALt i B A4 0 T 1 AR S 9% 1) 5
( Augustyniak and Pomorska-M612023), XA fpift— PR 50HE . 3 H, A8 7K H
(¥ G2 7 O I I BB 7 ORI N B FaDsk o S IR e S R AR, AP0
BARIRS BTN LY, AT R — b e G R i Bk S 7, B
WK FERRAERT e ORI . RIS IR 0 e AR LU S e, e
FERF SR, TE I RS O A8 v P e 22 Al — 8 I T8RS S e 4, 10 7R B — B AR
UBAh, BERS PRI BOR ARV B AR, IR RIS F18 BB, AT HIFR
XA [F) B R R R SR G AT A8 SUERAP PR, A fr it — P SBRI0iE. Z8 BNk, AR Ok
Pl S A S S, Re gl S BERE BRI AEAF S8 IRAS BRI SR, OREPBT AR
B AT 48 5052 FATT= 5 22 KIAT B IR B gy, AP ARk IR S I, X Wil JE A7 1
I R R IR A AR R . TR BRIEPUAR S OL R, Sl 1 AR S A4 TR RE AR
PUFREATEWT I BOR A IGTE, AP RRSE TR BEAS ETEC X TAFR4 I 5 B B
HAWARIR T
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4.5 IhNgE

(D ¥ =R E A IR A G 15%MBAR LA E AR LR 77, il T — 3k FR
FEH, WS RN 3X10" CFU/mL, HARAEARAEE R P HRZKED 1X10"
CFU/mL.

(2) Fr5kasE T /N RAE BRE ST AAT 46 FA'ETEC B RGAA, JERIH Bk
PR B HEAT S e DR s B, 45 SRR W DY %6 D IR S 2 Re 8 A 38 OR 47 LDso 77 & 1)
F4'ETEC &%%, =% LIRS e e 8 DR 47 73842 Wr 3l BUH) FA'ETEC 4.

(3) AR EMA P v DU 1 AR G e B4 i BEE LTS AR 7L 19 1gG HUAR/KF,
IR AL BL AT . B DRG0 IS (i R AL R B, AL A e
TEMIE N e S, (AHARE T FUBRAT B AE BB i T8 N I B8, 52 1 IR RS A

(4) BEREAL L S5 AF 54 10 BRIR UK B 8 HRAE LDso 718 1) FA'ETEC /&%, {RIF
FAEM LA R A IS BT, [m, & BRIEPUAR AT 56 AR 0 LI EAT =48 1R,
RE 1% 5 B KT B B BRSBTS 2R (A7 #E HPT FA'ETEC & 4.
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EXRE

(1) ETEC M7y B 5 MINTE N REY), IERER B e, HREES
PR, XERPAREARTEIER, J HEEEH T . R8F505 521 ETEC H,
HRMATHRR SN STb, HERTHERENA F4 (K88), MATHRKR&ENEE S
R AN K88/Sta/Stb.

(2) & F4 WEFMZEE LT SO B FPTE AR 8 — i s bk S 7 Sk
bLfA i, BRI AR BT A 1 A 8 BT R AR IO 77 R IX PR BT A
T = IRERI s AR R B B B A PR AL PR LAB-dmLTa. LAB-LTb A1 LAB-
FaeG.

(3) L ALJGURE PR S A FL IR FLBR B A 2R KTE I s o, I HL B A i R e e
pH=6-8 P8 T A, FESRERINED N ik g . AR LA 15% M5 4= 951 A OR9
A, EAFAE-20°CH BN RS RAF 20 J&, TEWECL R E 2. HH IR WX K
(R BT I TN 25k, DO I B, 7 HiE I, R B =R i 2,
ST RIS K 2R R B AFE— EFE TR 24

(4) FIF B3k = MR A BRI AR T — 3k DR, BSR4 IR N 1%
10" CFU/mL. 435l #6) 1 /N AN TG BHESUAAF 5 FA'ETEC J# B SR GLEAY, IFFH
b R AT S B OR S, 45 SRR M DU IR S RS A IR YT LDso )& 1Y
FA'ETEC JB&4%, =56 FIR 2 Re 8 DR 4778 CE W W3R B Y] FATETEC B 4%.

(5) A TR AP B DUAE 1R 028 RS $8 o S Uk B LT AN L 19 1gG BifAoK
F, FREE WAL LS R . B DRGSR TE AR AL R Y, B AR
ANBEAENRIE N e T, AR T FUBRAT B AE BRI A (R T8, SR T RS
BESEAE BT 36 I BHIR LA RE RS HINA LDso 71510 FATETEC Y, (RIM7 34 70 L
AR ANGYE RAET, [FRS, & BRESURAF R E AR T =50 D IR e, Aeig
BT 43I B BRI AT SR AT 44K BT FA'ETEC 8.
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Table 1 ETEC isolation of stool samples from suspected piglet yellow and white dysentery infection

e WS LT STa STb Stx2e K88ac K99 987P F18ab F41 e FEALSEA
1 XZ1 + + + Wk T
2 XZ2 + + + AL T
3 XZ3 + + + WAL T
4 SH1 + + + WAL T
5 SH2 + + + AL T
6 JT1 + + + Wk AT
7 JT2 + + Wk AT
8 LYS1 + + + Wk AT
9 LYS2 + + + Wk AT
10 LYS3 + + + wAE T
11 LYS4 + + + + AL T
12 LYS5 + + + i o R N &0
13 LYS6 + + wAE T
14 LYS7 + + + b AT
15 LYS8 + + + + + WAL T
16 LYS9 + + + WAL T
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17 DJP1 + + + AL T
18 DJP2 + + + + + AL T
19 DJP3 + + + e T
20 DJP4 + + wak T
21 DJP5 + + + Wk AT
22 SHT1 + + + + Lo LT
23 SHT2 + + s T
24 SHT3 + + L7y T
25 SHT4 + + + + + L5 JIHRF
26 SHT5 + + + s T
27 SHT6 + + + L% ik
st 11 13 26 7 18 0 0 9 0
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Table 2 ETEC isolation of samples submitted for inspection nationwide

5 BIRS LT STa STb Stx2e  K88ac K99 987P F18ab FAL i R
1 5 + + + AN i
2 19 + + + = i
3 20 - + ¥ e it
4 22 - + ¥ e it
° . * * * il i
6 37 ¥ + * &k -
! o4 * Wi
8 65 + + + % Wi
° % * PR 3
10 68 + + R S
H r ' * * il i
. 0 ' * * il i
13 84 + + + 07 Wi
14 86 - + ¥ L7 i
15 97 + + + LA Wi
16 104 + " " Wk Wi
17 114 + ¥ L7 i
18 117 + ¥ ; T Wi
19 122 ¥ + " ST i
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20 123 + + + T 7 13
21 E59 * * * ¥ YT Wit
22 E66 + + + + BivAll i
23 E69 + + + gkl i
24 E98 + + + + v JimiE
25 E125 + + + 4R Fefd
26 E134 + + + I Wi
27 E160 + + VEiEs] FAF
28 E193 + + B 7 e
29 E237 + + SN e

St 16 17 27 0 21 0 0 1 1
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® 3 EEERERIFFESHEFR ETEC 2B ER

Table 3 ETEC isolation of environmental samples from healthy pig herds and farms nationwide

P95 EbgS LT STa STb Stx2e K88ac K99 987P F18ab F41 St RERRAY
1 XJ17 + + - + W a8 BHEHT
2 FY240 + + Fg H AR
3 HUN18 + + bilEe) FefE
4 HUNS50 + + i £
5 S77 + + aNse) BHEHR T
6 XD1 + + T ES KT
7 GZ10 + + el N7
8 GZ12 + + el H AR
9 GZz31 + + pivll FefE
10 HB29 + + Ak F&K
11 HB37 + + B FefE
12 AH91 + 2 BT
13 HB27 + Ak FEK
14 HB33 + B FefE
15 HB44 + L Bl
16 HUBs36 + biBle BHEHT
17 HUBs37 + bik] BT

Mt 6 6 16 1 0 0 0 1 0
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