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Abstract

A strain PYQ4 with high production of exopolysaccharide (EPS) was isolated from soil and identi-
fied by molecular biology techniques. The protective effect and its mechanism of the EPS produced
by PYQ4 against UVC radiation on HaCaT cells were evaluated. The results showed that the strain
PYQ4 was identified as Pseudomonas rhodesiae. After cultured for 48 h, the yield of EPS reached
2.50 g/L. The EPS was non-cytotoxic to HaCaT cells in the concentration range of 100 - 1000 pg/mL.
After UVC irradiation, the treatment with EPS increased the survival rate of HaCaT cells, decreased
the intracellular reactive oxygen species (ROS) content, and mitigated the collapse of mitochon-
drial membrane potential (MMP). The differences were all statistically significant (p <0.05), indi-
cating that the EPS has a significant protective effect against oxidative damage caused by UVC rad-
iation on HaCaT cells.

Keywords

Pseudomonas rhodesiae, Exopolysaccharide, UVC, Cell Damage, Biological Activity

TREHEREPYQ4RIZHEISTUVCIER
HaCaT 4G iRIF41ER
EAE, e, A"

WL R AR G TR S B R0, WL AR R N T BORRR JC s skl =, ek LHEARE
B FE SO TR E DRSS, WL B

AR

WEF|IH: S, AR, B FIIRIERME pyQs BIAN L HEXST uve FEIR HacaT 4iABBn R E R D).
YITTE, 2020, 9(1): 1-9. DOI: 10.12677/amb.2020.91001


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/amb
https://doi.org/10.12677/amb.2020.91001
https://doi.org/10.12677/amb.2020.91001
http://www.hanspub.org

LG %

RO E MR IRA T, IR 3%

Email: 'vivianzhoull@zju.edu.cn

Weks H . 202042 H25H; M EM: 20204F3H11H; KA H: 2020435 18H

H E

ME3E B —RE AN SRR BERPYQ4, BRSO TEMERANERTEE, FEFTHLSIE
¥ (EPS) XU AR (UVC) B B K AAL £ R 40 B (HaCaT) R GG (R e FH R FI L . G550, ik
HOBERBMERPYQ4 N T KR HUE (Pseudomonas rhodesiae). HHRPYQ4 K E#48 hjg L Fir-EniA
2.50 g/L, HFrF=EPSTE100~1000 pg/mLATIKR TR A X HaCaTAH I L4t FEUVCERR)S, EPS
KT NEBHaCa TR E R LT, 0P iE S (ROS) & & T BRI R R b4 i s A7 (MMP) B &I,
ZRBAGEE X (p < 0.05), YiIHZEPSKUVCES HaCaTZHf 5| M EALIG B B E P 1ER .
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1. 5|15

TR A BN, SRANRTT Loy =8 K ERAMR (UVA, 320~400 nm), i 42 (UVB,
280~320 nm)FIfH I 25 4h2k (UVC, 190~280 nm) [1]. FHH UVA Fil UVB (1) %835 F15558 il DAHRIE HhBR 3R 1,
T4 3 1) UVC 8 SLEUZINL, (H UVC & =38 IR T s (2R 8, mT IOk A A 5 JEk 2H 2RF0 48 i =
AERGE, BRAREAE. TER, 5T HMRERKEIIRE, UVC ERER 2 #s T Tl A4 7= Fl
HE AW, MAHRN R EET UVC R IR R .

WHARM, LM AV Z AR, B R TSRS T LS S 4 M AR i = e
F(ROS), WIAH A S MPTEAPIE RS, SHEMRPUSEAF DNA 50, ARG 5% F@e, B
s s Th e, JERBOGEN. RAE. el FE 2B MR = [2]. Rk, FHREERI TR
B UV S1RIPE T/ A BT, — SRR B 32 H) BT 3L R 4 i b s s v it 5t #41]
FYEH L TIX M fERZ FER UV SRR FEER I, 205 T R P E i sl

(A PEAE R D

ANTE ML AN 2 R AT AR — R TR AW, V2 EE A ard AR R OCRAAE I [5]. ARSI
PRI T, 4R Sh 22 BRSSO ZE IS T, dni oK S AL S T Bl R BUTR<E[6] [7] [8] [9]
FERL i B 2 S50 BB 2 1) 0T . ML T Z WEsR 20, ME S RA A A, o
RERFHRI SIS, B RN ATETR

AW TN IR ARG T — PR B Ah 2 B0 2 IR IR T R R PYQ4, Jfi2H] HaCaT SRR 14k
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TR 4%

T PYQ4 Frj Hu b 2 Hixs UVC & S Pr St B4 03 1 DRI 1 L D AROR DR A Bl 477 B (R R B A3 1 28
WA, HATT RN A5

2. M 55%
21 MREEE

2.1.1. R 5RA

iR FRAE: BERE 20.0 g, BREREIR 10.0 g, FERHEHK 5.0 g, BERREA _813.09, Bill5 2009, A
K 1L, 115°C KT 25 min.

KRG SR oL ERE 50.0g, MEEEEIMR5.09, MERHRKY 1.0, BERREA —813.09, 7Z&1H/K 1L, 115CK
25 min.

IR A T A4 i (HaCaT) e B [ S8 A 3 22 AR50 O . A0 25 R 2H DNA S2EUAFI S0 3 =+
HEAY TEARAR . 2,7- =8 SR~ L EE(DCFH-DA). )18 123 (Rh123)% R4 H
WERRAEVEARAR AR . BEREEEMTT)WE Sigma-Aldrich. 88 i H AR A 2 B4l

212 UBEE5RE

SW-CJ-1FD #L TAES, It & AR AR LRH-250 B9340, Filg—ERHEARA A
A3K15 AUk 0L, 78 sigma AF]; FreeZone ¥4 11841, 32 Labconco A#]; Spark 10M £ HIREHE
P, Fiik Tecan A®]; HF90 CO, ¥53%4H, i /JHUERAIRA R AIRIMTE, Jba0k ke fi T
J”; Nikon ECLIPSE Ti {81 & 2148:, HAJGREAR .

2.2. MEWF*E

221, FRMSEEHKRNTFESEE

ML RSP 2 el WS IS B LR AR, RN FEACH L 10 g N 90 mL G A B Hhk, IRE
BI5) JEBh MR, HCE @A R B2 (AR 100 pl A T P i b, 30°CHEF% 48 ho MEEIFIC K V& Ay
fiE o SGEHURNAR, A5 22 ¥ 50 B v 2 0 AR AT IR Al IR0/ A7, i bk a4 8 PY Q4.

FRAE 5 H B AR WA B L (K1 41 DNA R BGA S0 IRIEDUX R PR (1) DNA,  LUE 514 27F F1 1492R
P14 IZ B ) 16S rDNA L[, [BIfcd™ 38 =W J5 g4 T 5, G 5E 16S rDNA BJF 5 RIEAT B Rl 4 e . il
F BLAST ¥4 PCR P41l 77 45 -5 NCBI GenBank F 8 [K 7 #1347 LE#

2.2.2. IS HERNHIE

M4t Z B IOT VLS 2% O SCERIFRPEE E[10]. B0 B BEMR LA 2 Qi e fh e 22 R W Fr dk
£ 30°C, el 150 rpm REIR R R 597 48 /NIF . FITAS RV T2 VR BS Ol 4°C L 4000 x g R EG L
15 min PR WA, BT LIEWRALE 60°C [REs% 75 AR 4E . BEJGH Sevag v 2B BE A 5 K. B LG
5= AR TK CEER A, IHE 4°C FIUE R KUY E A 25 /K%, BT (3 & 3500
Da) 2 KRG T4, 1K1 EPS.

K FH Bradford y2:[11) R} - BRERVE[12)5%E EPS H R AR A IR /K AL A 0 1, 43 ) LAF I R
1A D=7 4 B it .

2.2.3. HaCaT #HpEi&sF

HaCaT 4iflifE &4 100 pg/mL H %%, 100 U/mL 5E5 & f1 10% (v/v) FBS (Y] DMEM mifiRs 7%, 8
T 37°C, 5% CO, %A FHIsFRM . AN m & LR 80%)5, F AR, ¥4l 5 0.02% EDTA
%) 1 AV A R B AS R R LR H DARE JE 4R 30, EAR RIS L TRl 48 4
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2.2.4. RSMEEERT HaCaT MR B RIS

KA MTT 5l E EPS X} HaCaT 4HMufriG 2 20 . 4 LL 5000 AN/FLI %5 BE 4270 28 96 FLAR T,
9% 24 h JG NN AS[E R EPS (100, 200, 300, 600, 1000 pg/mL)HIHHER; 2%, W H 24 h i 28
Fr4E, PBS iE VLG REALINA 0.5 mg/mL i) MTT, BOGHEE 4 h 582 EIER, BALINA 150 uL ) DMSO,
TRV AR B FR Y S 7E 570 nm TR ARSI O

2.2.5. UVC =B\ 5 5r4H

S YA SCHRIRIB[13], KA 8 mdiem? IR UVC A T5256. JIfEss% 24 hJ5, F PBS Pkt 2
#F#T 8mllem* UVC F, R 5&4A REWKE EPS (100, 200, 300, 600, 1000 pg/mL)fr et 753t —ikd
I E 24 /N, XFIRZAE UVC FITEPS 4bFE, UVC BEEIZH K UVC b3,

2.2.6. BSMEEERT UVC Bl HaCaT ZERER{ARIF I

F 40 LA 5000 AN/ALIH FERERN A 96 FLAR T, 359% 24 h JE K4 PBS Ve IF#FE T UVC, A5
5 — RFNIKFE) EPS JL0FE 24 /N, [HIS236 KA 5.68 mmol/L 1) Ve 1E NBHMESTIR[14]. BEJE, KA
MTT %l EPS X UVC 51 #2 1) HaCaT 41 B4 47 i1 52

2.2.7. RashSEERT HaCaT PR ROS 7K FEHIR M

{4 F} DCFH-DA % CHREFRALAM M A ROS (5 &[15]. K HaCaT 4iffLbh 4 x 10 ANFLI %5 B B 5
24 FL . 4bFRJE, 4 HaCaT 4005 10 uM DCFH-DA 7E 37°C, 5% CO, N & 30 734k, 2 )5/ PBS
Velko MATBYZ RIS, LRI 70 R g2 i . {£H Image-Pro Plus 6.0 %X f4% 5 6 i B gk 4T
T
2.2.8. BSh R EERT HaCaT MHpaL kA FE R AR

18 F] Rh123 58 J6ARET AL 40 B 28R4 I HL AL (MMP) [16]. # HaCaT 4HM L 4 x 10* AN/FL A %5 $ b
B 24 fLbh, & BRI, ¥ HaCaT 405 2 uM Rh123 #£ 37°C, 5% CO, %1 Tl 5 30 404, PBS
VRS PO R M EL . {4 Image-Pro Plus 6.0 BE%f ¢ 6o B 47 5 & .

2.29. Gt oh
S0 B 0 S BB bR v 2 R KR, X B A R SR A SPSS 23.0 B R AT B K B U5 2 4 A
(ANOVA), i#t—5{fi FH Duncan 36} & 20 2 (8] 1) 22 34T 70 8. p < 0.05 FonZEm RH St e L.

3. GRS 5Hh
3.1. EHRIFIELESHM S PERHIE

I K E RN, I ik — ks A Z BB PYQ4. Btk PYQ4 B & Y
BLAEEESWME 1L PR, HE AT, IR LEE PYQ4 B 2PN, W AE
B ELRRERE AR . 1] 1(B)He 22 IR B 285 SR W] N PY Q4 TR 22 IR IV TR

HE 2 T, CKZERR 16S rDNA F511 5 GenBank ARG (17 S1IEAT Euxd G R L, PYQ4 5
% I AE 51 B (Pseudomonas rhodesiae) [A) 14 5 i K% B ik 45 € 9 Pseudomonas rhodesiae PYQ4, JFf:{x
3 o L S A A R B R B Gy, ORGSR 59 CGMICC No. 16674 [17].

R PR - BR R E , B RR PYQ4 £E 30°C, 150 rpm, 48 h (1261 n] R A5 M4 2 B 2.50 £ 0.13 g/L,
B ST 2 P LR B A 2 B ) P2 & [10] [18] [19]. AMX anith, 5 Ho A R 5 M B 1) 7 B A b Ak TR K
S, X REE [20]400E FE R M pf-6 K BN 1.22 g/L, JERKCE[21MEAIR IRAS &R R HZ
(Pesudoalteromonas issachenkonii HZ) k26 F G, AR & 4153 2.603 + 0.022 g/L, LLfitbaiies
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114.95%. X} TR MuAb 2 BB R oy 3 — 2 AT B, AR PY Q4 RIS MU Ah 2 M b s & 8 94.35% +
2.20%, THEFEEN 2.47% +0.26%, i3k IAh 2 a0 S5 m .

x 10004

Figure 1. Colony morphology (A) and cell morphology (B) of strain PYQ4 on the solid screening medium
1. Bk PYQ4 BIENEZS(A) REFZES(B)

43 61

52

482[—

PYQ4

Pseudomonas rhodesiae CIP 104664
Pseudomonas grimontii CFML 97-514T

Pseudomonas meridiana CMS 38

Pseudomonas poae DSM 14936

38

77

Pseudomonas costantinii CFBP 5705

Pseudomonas extremaustralis CT14-3

Pseudomonas veronii CIP 104663

Pseudomonas arsenicoxydans VC-1

87
74

Pseudomonas panacis CG20106

Pseudomonas proteolytica CMS 64

A
0.0010

Pseudomonas libanensis CIP 105460

Figure 2. Phylogenetic tree of strain PYQ4
2. BEEPYQ4 ARG A B

3.2. TRMBREME PYQ4 s S HEX HaCaT HMTFERAIR M

IR E PYQ4 a2 KXt HaCaT 4ipu i dEtE st s R 3 frx. 5¥E A 100, 200, 300,
600, 1000 pg/mL () EPS 30 F 24 h J5, HaCaT 4HifEiG R4 101.82%~106.25% [a], 5%} FRZHAH LT
NEMES, LR R FIRIRE K EPS ANt HaCaT it s, vl LA T 5 82 seia it — 4 p=

P

3.3. FIRMBREME PYQ4 MM HEXT UVC 5l HaCaT 4RREH A IR

P EAR A PYQ4 f s kXt UVC 5158 HaCaT 4 i 25 M AR A id SR I 4 s 4 UV 4R
SPAbEE, HaCaT 4HHBA7iG R KiE FRFE, URXTHRZ1M 69.06 + 3.76%, Bt UVC BA B &M EE.
1M EPS N AA#15 HaCaT AN AIAAiG R e UV B B35 BT, thah, SEFAFRMRER EPS AbHE4Hk
T, VA JEE 8t 0o 0 L ) AR S5 S R, e v TR B2 A EPS AbFE4H.(1000 pg/mL) i L A735 28y 84.63 + 2.70%,
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i 4%

5 Ve BHPEXTIRZH(87.60 + 4.419%) A2 LR EM 2R . ZSLIRAE U, £%F UVC Sl mdniungg, %
EPS & MRS RN, HEAFEKEE. & 4K E EPS Xt UVC BB R8RS Ve #i2, TR
FasE, WHER MBS .
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Figure 3. Cytotoxicity assay of EPS on HaCaT cells
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Figure 4. Effect of EPS on UVC-induced damage in HaCaT cells (a, b, ¢, and d represent significant differences)
4. EPS %t UVC SI#2RY HaCaT MRS (REIFRIEF & a, b, ¢, d R FHEREREREE)

3.4. DRIRLME PYQ4 FashZHEXT HaCaT HFaA ROS KRS

RIS IR O AUE Y VB PYQ4 P Mush ZHiRe A AUEE UVC SRS, (EH%T
SR PR S FR ORI P4 B CR B T L3R AT 13— 2P AR I IR HUR P S8 i S h e e v i b T
Bk [22], CATRIVE M RN 2 5 B4 N K& ROS 17724, g &) ROS AR & H A
DNA ¥ = EARFMA 23] FERX — ISR, A0 78 DCFH-DA #R4H1¥fk HaCaT 4l ROS 7KF-.

HRAE ] 5 s, UVC JE AL 31 2H 1R 48 i 5 s ik B2 A BT RRZEL 1) 3.87 i EPS LIRS M 1 1 77 X 5
ERALT UV F -S40 ROS HI7™ 42, £ 100, 200. 300. 600. 1000 pg/mL EPS fIf£7EF, HaCaT
AP ROS 1152 Y50 B 40 1) R B 28 295.21 + 43.88%.263.33 + 43.65%.226.39 + 20.35%.179.06 + 13.66%-
171.78 + 30.04%, K BH B Pk PYQ4 BT EPS Ref A 2E BR R 5K A28 175 3 1T 7= A= 19 1 B ROS AT IR 41 A,
X5 Lee 58 ANRyHiE BA —#tk[24].
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Figure 5. Effects of EPS on UVC-induced excessive ROS in HaCaT cells (a, b, ¢, and d represent significant differences)
[& 5. EPS % UVC 5[#{2HY) HaCaT #BfAid 8 ROS M N(FEIFRIEF & a, b, ¢, d ZHFERETEREE)

35. TIRBEME PYQ4 KIS B HEXT HaCaT ZABALkia {4 F% B8 3T A9 32 M

VERN—Fh EZ 4IRS, 2R A s b AE T R R Re R, T ublm, fbEE R o R i
ROS TEZ A Py s 7= A= s AR [25] . LA TEREA[26], KAMES 2 FEE PR T ReREAT, i3]
R—FRINIAR P ST KB PYQ4 Frr=Hush 2 MEREE A 20 kil & ROS MSZIGs iR, AT
EPS 7] §EIE I IR e bR Th RERR AT R IE SR EH o AR F Rh123 PREFRRAFLERLAR I FLAT

K 6 R, SXEAMEL, UVC BERAMDOLRE N EE 78.24 + 2.42%, Tfi{E EPS f7#7E
FITESL R, MMP |4 2k B 2 52 257 = 0O/ ], JEH2 2 EPS IR FE 600 pg/mL F1 1000 pg/mL B,
HaCaT 4 ()7 ' 5 5 43 ) T LA F) 101.19 + 2.96%F1 102.87 + 2.56%. R4 L ES2a6 45 a4, UVC
RIS SEAN M MMP K0 B &, IS EERRR DI REREAS, 72 BB PYQ4 T EPS REW 2
H O ARIZPATIFEN, AR — € R B2 RS2 240 P 1E 3 AR s 1t

B
.’g
E
o8~
5 E
Control EPS-100 EPS-200 SEE
8= S
= on X
g o>
=
&
s
g ControlUV 100 200 300 600 1000
EPS (ug/mL)
EPS-300 EPS-600 EPS-1000

Figure 6. Effects of EPS on UVC-induced mitochondrial dysfunction in HaCaT cells (a, b, ¢, and d represent signi-ficant
differences)

[&] 5. EPS 3f UVC 5|29 HaCaT AN A ThaE XL (A EFREFR a b, ¢, d RIHFEREREFEE)

4, gEip

AN EIERTRE S 1 RE e AN Z BRI PYQ4, &AM EE, RIS AT K
i % B B (Pseudomonas  rhodesiae). it HaCaT ALY, AW YILIESL T2 IR HE PYQ4 T~
LAk 2 BT 2 TE BRI B ROS /=2 . M 2 R4 Ha A7 (1 J A, AT 24 Al UVC 51 4t
BEVERU IR S, HXFRORIVE R 2R EROBE T ERB AR R R T EPS RIEEEAE R B L
fil, NIFRETHE PYQ4 Fir=Misb Z Ml UV Bidr et T HRsnt, i —PE T2 TR
s R AR P I8 T 55
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