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Preparation and activity analysis of endolysin LysLorf22 derived from Sal-

WE: WA TTICE MR Lumpael 194> 55K 20 551, T000 122 5 T 1 S 1l 25 P81 O X L AT AR AR B2 4
BT s RACEAE R G B 223k RGP 3R IR T /AT WG o A L7 B LysLory22 S%H‘;ﬂ:@iﬁ%ﬁ’iﬁtéﬂé%m@x&%o %5
R ZUREE LysLorf22 WIAIXT 4 F I 9 1.76% 10 S5 8 8 9. 14, HE i 23k 50 . FIBWRIKR Escherichia coli
BL21,37 CiEF 4 h, LysLorf22 i 5 58 , i AL TAEWRE 4 375 nmol/L, 7E 30 min P ] i &5 AL FL ) Salmonella
Enteritidis ATCC 13076 B 0D, FF% 0. 72;375 nmol/ LI LysLorf22 5 0. 5 mmol/LZ %P1 Z. 2 —4M 5k FI % Sal-
monella Enteritidis ATCC 13076 & AR BAE, 7 2 h W] fi1E BEOA L. 62x10° CFU/ml PR %4, 31x10° CFU/ml,
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Abstract: In this study, the gene encoding endolysin was predicted and analyzed by bioinformatic software based on
the genomic sequence of Salmonella bacteriophage Lumpael. Besides, the expression of LysLorf22 in Escherichia coli expres-
sion system was optimized, and the bactericidal effect of LysLorf22 combined with outer membrane permeabilizing agents
was analyzed. The results showed that the molecular weight of LysLorf22 was 1.76x10", and the isoelectric point was 9. 14.
The optimal expression condition of LysLorf22 was using expression strain Escherichia coli BL21, induced at 37 °C for four
hours. LysLorf22 had a broad lytic spectrum, and its optimal working concentration was 375 nmol/L, in which the 0D, of
chloroform-treated Salmonella Enteritidis ATCC 13076 could be reduced by 0.72 in 30 minutes. The combination of 375
nmol/ L. LysLorf22 and 0. 5 mmol/L disodium ethylenediamine tetraacetate showed the best lytic effect on Salmonella Enteri-

tidis ATCC 13076, which reduced the viable cells from 1.62x10° CFU/ml to 4.31x10° CFU/ml in two hours.
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TR AT I 509 % 20N PUMR LR 254 A5 7€ V0T
PR IR T VD ] TR B X PR V0 2 A 2 R A T 24
JrAs RO DT I TR R 42 o T A R B R, it
B — R BUR R AU HUAER

Wi TR AR LE F AR S b 20 Al )2, 1958 4F Jacob 45
TR YL RS i i ) — S 2 1 o R AT SR A T A A
F s LAl i 45 g 400 T W T Ak 2L e A
AR A SRR S BGR L I AR —
PR 5T, HEARPE BT o) TR0, T 0 Hoth A7 el i
PRACAN Tl Ak A 7= H 2 A Tl 4 1 P IR 23 32
Pt B PASEIRLEE  pH MIHA S 1~ B9 520 | IR 1z H]
i S 41 i T 1) 3 7R i A g AR IS (]
IFEEHIE A . 5P A AL, 4078 5 Xk
LB FEBUIE 33X PT RE A R T 24 B O L
P BEARAT R SR LN AU R H — AL 5 4
B DI RESR AN fh Ak D) BRI, B 5T K B — b L ik 1t 71T g
A 1A A, X AT A8 2 20 1 X LA 2
= AU E R IR R 2 —

Wk T A 25 T O A 2 T 200 R P IR SR M, o
= TR R R JZ= 800, (IR R =AM 3%
(SRR TP, 24 R LA B 4% A AN AL, H
BT V01T R Wt o (AR B A T e b, TR PR
G 22 TR T i T A 2R A T 100 25 )~ e e o
545 i 7 ( Outer membrane permeabilizing a-
gents, OMP ) I5¢ FH 5l 34 %) 2 fife g ik 47 181 DA 48 1
SURRBCRIE YT 58 0 2y Y ARHFSE AR
DT TIRTRWE B R Lumpael 1925 P20 20 FF 15 41, K
A E SR 2 A T 2 W T AR R I, AR Lys-
Lorf22 FE K %15~ M HAE KW FF A ( Escherichia coli
E.coli) Rik R FRIK , H AT 24 M4 Bl LysLorf22
5 OMP SRR VP 1T IR RVA E AR,y HAE &
A A AT R RS

1 ARSIk

1.1 ##

1.1.1 XA  Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC |
Escherichia coli ATCC 25922 Staphylococcus aureus
ATCC 25923 Il H 3£ [E ATCC, Escherichia coli BL21
Escherichia coli DHSo W [ 1% [E] Novagen NI HE
PP AR T RO R /N LA AN DU AR R 271
Ay S A I

1.1.2 £&&XA LB W% XLD HHEWAH S

TR Rk el 1A IR R AT RS W] Triton X-100 1 F AL
U R AW AR R A, A7 B RR (Citic acid,
CA) ERER (Malic acid, MA) Wy [ 11 K 4= #y F)
HABR /A F], 3-color Pre-Stained Protein Ladder High
Range PM5100 14 [ 574 SMOBIO A H]

113 ERAE A4 JY 92-TIN 5 S AN
FRASC, TR 2 A R By A BR 2 W £E 77 Varios-
kan Flash BEFRAL ST 16R ¥ 7 &5 .0oHL, 3¢ [ Thermo
Fisher Scientific 2 5] 4 7% ; Gel Doc XR+#EE % £
%4 Chem Doc™ XRS+ {14 & 4%, 25 [H Bio-Rad /2 7
A

1.2 REWHE

1.2.1 g8 B LysLorf22 #9 & 15 & F 5 H7
MBI G B W B K Lumpael )42 3£ 41541 ( Gen-
Bank #5% 5 MK125141.1) 2 4% L B SE A Lys-
Lorf22 WV I8 BEHE , X A% T MR P 91 b A7 #H e, Al
JH ExPASy Bioinformatics Resource Portal ( http ;//us.
expasy.org/tools/ protparam. html ) X} 24 f# it LysLorf22
AR X 3 1 JB i R A5 R R 3E AT 20 A, AT NCBI
BLAST T HX LysLorf22 H) 2 HE W2 FF 51 #E 47 W) P51
LeXt, F FH PRABI 3 i) SOPMA F2 )% (https://
npsa-prabi.ibep. fr) X LysLorf22 W) — 2 2545 17 i
W1, 2% FH] NCBI Conserved Domain Database 1 Inter-
ProScan ( http : //www. ebi. ac. uk/interpro/scan. html )
X LysLorf22 WIREHAL ST FHEAT T , F1H] SignalP 5.
1 Server ( http://www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/SignalP )
SYBT LysLorf22 155 k¥ 51, FIl il TMHMM Server
(http://www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/ TMHMM/) 43 ¥t
LysLorf22 5 RZEAE

1.2.2 148 LysLorf22 #9 &k

1.2.2.1 BN pET-28b-LysLorf22 Wk HE 2L
flMEHE N LysLorf22 AT %S T AL (& T E. coli 3
KRG, AT AY TR EE) BRHARAAE
R LysLorf22 FEE (FE) 338011 6 x His BR25) . F
BIFIN BRI 57 3" 3 0 5
A Neo 1Rl Xho TEGEIAL A, LA LysLorf22 JE A J
B, 73832l 4k PCR =4, 2353 PCR 7= 4 Ml
1A pET-28b #47F Neo 1. Xho 1 XY, 16 °C & FE )
7Y AL E E. coli DHS o JBAZ AR AN, Pk 5 b 730
JF- Y60 UEARAS H 4H TR pET-28b-LysLorf22 .,

1.2.2.2 2 LysLorf22 IR B SR Mk
TR LysLorf22 W3R 3K, A W] A9 3 35 T B AN
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AT, w5, W AR A B EE AL R
BIVE E.coli BL21 Fl E.coli C41 , IF¥5AH I % Ak 110
PR VEZM T 5 ml & 50 weg/ml K ARE & (Kana-
mycin) Y LB }5573& (LBK) /1 37 CHi &,
MR M ZE S ml H 6 LBK, 24 0Dy, 02
0. 6 B K it — L0 TF 100 ml LBK, 455549
) OD g, 18 35 3 29 1.0 B, fin A & ¥ B 0.25
mmol/ L5 N % B-D-1-Hi A2 FLIH ik isg 4 1 ( Isopro-
pyl B-D-Thiogalactoside, IPTG) , 435 7E 16 C % T
12 h,30 CiESF 4 h 580 37 CiE T 4 h PEA7 2L il
Ik, HFRELGH)G, LL7 000 v/min L 15
min AR R AR DT TE . DL IR £k 2% i ( PBS; 50
mmol/L NaH,PO,,300 mmol/L NaCl,pH 7. 5) ¥t
DUYE 2 WK, B ULTE 2 T 40 ml PBS, Jf-fifi FH oK 78
T 10 °C AYIRLEE T~ B 75 A R 4 i ( 105 W 30 min,
2 s, 452 s)  UE BV B AR I R AR 3R
F TR B, NPE) AR P 25 4 5 $2 B (B8 7 Ak
PG UIIE Y IR R AE 8 mol/LIRZ ', DPE) |, It [7] %5
PRFURE 5 T SDS-PAGE 23 #7 5

1.2.2.3 24 LysLorf22 Wik 54tk il
ff Il LysLorf22 WAL ek 551G , # HAE 3 L 35 5%
Serhi ik, W4 NPE, # 8 Liu 40 5 v: L
Ni*-IDA £ (#HTH NeuroPeptide A= ¥8}27 58 K\ F
P ) AL R B LysLorf22 , 31 #47 SDS-PAGE Al
Western blot 73H7 .

1.2.3 B dg LysLorf22 9 3L i ¥ S %
Mikoulinskaia 257 14t 16 , 30 1 o R o A S e il
LysLorf22 Wi 5415 . F 52 X A E2FP T 130 ml LB
PR R M R i e JHG v 2 PGP B 8 9 0
BAERKWEIMA 5% (ARF43%0) B0 A5 AL B 20 min
DI 22 AN A8 000 r/minS Ly 15 min, Z TG 7K
ZWPEV A B O WU K K UTTE A 50 mmol/L
Tris-HCI 22 W& (%5 0. 1% Triton X-100,pH 8.2) &
BT 0D, 0. 8~1.0, 7] 200 wl 20 5 H & W
P 50l 246 il , T % N AE T 30 min J5 A5
0D g, , AAR AR F Tris-HC1 28 W3 (2 0. 1% Triton
X-100) BAR AL LysLorf22 1E Ry %t BR . BT A i 56
HA 3R ARYE 2% A5 AR G i R R
F= [ (AL OD g W/ INE =25 FAAL 0D IR/
1)/ BIRPIR 0Dy, | x100% , 2% B
FHE DAL PE Bz B O TR

1.2.4 ZL/Es LysLorf22 REERRE Z% Geng

£ L8] oy vk , LAZLRA R W) Salmonella Enteriti-
dis ATCC 13076 1E N $E 5 & #1724/ B LysLorf22
AR IR EE G, FROT R 1.2.3 RS2 A i kb
PR A1 T2, B 50 wl AR EE Y LysLorf22
TIAE] 200 pl 20 BB (LysLorf22 24Uk 5 433l
5 0.4 nmol/L, 2.0 nmol/L. 10.0 nmol/L. 50.0
nmol/L, 250.0 nmol/L. 375.0 nmol/L FI 500.0
nmol/L) , 7EZE IR T HEF% 1 min KU 0D, , 26050 30
min, DAIAHFMAFR Tris-HC1 2% #h ¥ (& 0. 1% Triton
X-100) BACRA# G LysLorf22 AF S B Fr Ay 1056 5
23K,

1.2.5 3L188 LysLorf22 5 OMP B 6975 1A k4
¥

1.2.5.1  fRfk OMP RHEAEHHEIE S%5%
7 D i ok B R A e OMP (EDTA (CA
M MA) M HEERE. ¥ Salmonella Enteritidis
ATCC 13076 50T 120 ml LB A 3 A3 37 3 v
¥R 208 KIS L8 000 t/min &> 15 min, &
TCHIK Z R BE iR B O WOE R A . A0 s TTE ] 50
mmol/L Tris-HCl £& #f ¥ ( A& 0. 1% Triton X-100),
pH8. 2) HEZE 0D, N0.8~1.0, ¥ 25 pl LysLorf22
(UL T i AR W ) (25 pwl OMP (EDTA 283k
J& 4 0. 10 mmol/L 0. 25 mmol/L 0. 50 mmol/L 1. 00
mmol/L, 5.00 mmol/L_, 10.00 mmol/L, 20.00
mmol/L Al 25.00 mmol/L, CA, MA & & 0. 1
mmol/L., 0.5 mmol/L, 1.0 mmol/L, 5.0 mmol/L,
10. 0 mmol/L20. 0 mmol/L#1 25. 0 mmol/L) FI 200
L 41 B R RO A, FEE R R R R 30
min A 0Dy, , SEWEM 2 b, REXR EE 3K,
1.2.5.2 mOCBEHHAEGWEE I Ik
1.2.5. 107 IR A TR DT TE I BB 2 0D M0.8 ~
1.0, K 100 wl LysLorf22 ( 29 J¥ O f5e A4 41 FH ¥
JE) 100 wl OMP ( 5 1.2.5.1 #f5& W i FEBE
OMP FHHR 3G vie B ) A1 800l 41 1 F2 IR 51, 18
25 CHE 2 h, R 100 wl {R-5 Wb BER BE S5 75 XLD
B dk TR BOEN IR A 3 IR,

2 HR50Hr

2.1 ZUAESEE LysLorf22 IS BFENHT
MGV T T FC W B K Lumpael F3E R 4 75145

SR ORF22 i K B2 Sy 159 A~ 3 R 1) 2 fig

Tt ( £y 45 2L BB LysLorf22) o LysLorf22 A X} 43
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T N 1.76x 10, SFHL 5k 9,14, LysLorf22 5
Escherichia sp. W & {4 Skarpretter | Klebsiella sp. W 7
N vB_KpnS_IME279 VL X Enterobacter bugandensis
F1 Rhodobacter sphaeroides i VAT 2 3L 1R )7 51 AHALL
FEH81% ~85% . _REEF TN 45 R K W], LysLorf22
FE o BRE TN B I A AE (R B 45 F 4
J, He1 535 R 43. 40% 41.51% 6. 92% F1 8. 18% .,
LysLorf22 J&8 ~ 154 v S 5L R 5 W R AR N 75 T B 45
FS AR RV BRIRE VST . LysLorf22 A& A5 5 ¥
B WA 5 58 DX I
2.2 BfEEE LysLorf22 HIRIX

PR TR 2 JFORE pET-28b-LysLorf22 , 228 A [F] 3¢
IR TR R AN 1K I B2 20 5 AL R B LysLorf22 Y3
ik AR T TR 2 B EROA R AR 40t 5 IR B A
FEXF 43 F 0 29 1.70% 10* /) 2R 1 B 4, LR R
INFF G SRR LysLorf22 W) TN AH X 43 F i, /o
H I EE B A R T B I ek ARy Rk
PR E.coli BL21,37 Ci55 4 h, £l KiFRAA
Sl A5 T RERS I ) LysLorf22( 1 2) .

M 1

g

23 45 6 78910111213 14

140 000
100 000
75 000
60 000
45 000

35000

25000

15 000
10 000

M 2 15T Marker; 1. %5 FIX R RIR E.coli BL21 RiFFHRIK;2.
WM E.coli BL21,16 C ik F1E ;3 Witk E.coli BL21,30 ‘C#Kik
b3 4 HRR E.coli BL21,37 °C 33k 1155 Witk E.coli BL21,16
C B LULYE ;6 HkE E.coli BL21,30 °C B0 ULHE; 7: kK E. coli
BL21,37 CE.OUTTE ;8. 25 FIXT IR, kR E.coli C41 RifsFHRik;
9: IR E.coli C41,16 °C ik L3E ;10 Fkk E.coli C41,30 C £
KT 11 HRR E.coli C41,37 CFIK L3512 Btk E.coli C41,
16 C B OULIE; 13 Hkk E.coli C41,30 CE.LUTIE; 14 Hikk E.
coli C41,37 CE LT,

B 1 RERZEAEEE LysLorf22 SDS-PAGE %7

Fig.1 SDS-PAGE analysis of endolysin LysLorf22

2.3 ZfEEE LysLorf22 W REIE
I TR R 22 it il LA — 2 RO R S (2 AR XS T
W TR A, 8 ik it 0 1 FH SO LAY — s Y T R

M 1 M 2
140 000
100 000 75000 =
Zg ggg ey 60 000 S
45000
45000
35000
35000 e 25000 S
25000
15000 i
15000 S 10000
A B

M. 2 5T Marker; 1.2 LysLorf22,,
B2 #{tf5 LysLorf22 #5 SDS-PAGE(A) 71 Western blot(B)
SR
Fig.2 SDS-PAGE (A) and Western blot (B) analysis of puri-
fied LysLorf22

He 19 BRTE R TR LysLorf22 19 2438 , 25 5 L
1, LysLorf22 FEARMNEEZLH 45 22 [CPHYE TR Listeria
monocytogenes EGDe Hl Staphylococcus aureus ATCC
25923 fHIXF 321 2 AT AL BRI 17 BR A 22 B
PERI I R i BB, 21 12 #k
YT W, LysLorf22 %F Salmonella Enteritidis
ATCC 13076 FYA R 55 5, 0 T9% , i 1% 4% Salmo-
nella Enteritidis ATCC 13076 N5 SHAS AR . A
IR LysLorf22 F AR T U0 17T FR A W 1 A4, (2 E X E.
coli DH5 o 1) 247 R 45 151 (83% ) , X Salmonella enter-
itidis ATCC13076 FYZHARIRZ (79% ) 3% il fEE
F LysLorf22 5 Escherichia sp. W & & Skarpretter H:
BEEFIFRYE . LysLorf22 Xt G807 UL 3 Al 26 18 T
Pk E.coli BL21 HATEGRZHEE ST, 7E LysLor/22 il %
R T E.coli BL21 AR Z A7 Ab $1 HL TR B T Ak
WGk = OMP , #UL T R WL 5 3 3K W bk E. coli
BL21 K IR SRS o
2.4 ZFEES LysLorf22 REEERIRE

LysLorf22 1) fe HEAE I BEAG TN 25 2R 4N 151 3 fr
TRo LysLorf22 ¥ A 2 nmol/ LI R X2 @15 A B ()
T T R B W 0 B RN SR B Ty 250
nmol/L375 nmol/LAI 500 nmol/ LA 2 fff 55 L 4%
LT . Y LysLorf22 ZAWk £ R 375 nmol/L, 518 £
YEH 30 min I, 0D T B2,y 0. 72, U W W5 TR
RS M 2L A0 T BAT R v, X 5 2w AT 5T 4
R g,
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R 1 ZfEEE LysLorf22 IR fRIE

Table 1 Lysis spectrum of endolysin LysLorf22

Cl AR (%) CR A (%)
Salmonella Typhimurium ATCC 14028 48+1.03 Salmonella Enteritidis 10978 43+0.66
Salmonella Dublin 3710 50+0.14 Salmonella Typhimurium ATCC 13311 44+0.95
Salmonella Dublin 3723 50+0.44 Salmonella Typhimurium ST-8 47+0.27
Salmonella Anatum ATCC 9270 65+0.24 Escherichia coli BL21 68+0.45
Salmonella Choleraesuls ATCC 10708 53+7.50 Escherichia coli DH5o 83+0.58
Salmonella Paratyphi B CMCC 50094 44+0.58 Escherichia coli ATCC 25922 69+0.67
Salmonella Pullorum CVCC 534 37+1.82 Escherichia coli Og 63+0.93
Salmonella Enteritidis ATCC 13076 79+0.20 Listeria monocytogenes EGDe -3+1.18
Salmonella Enteritidis 10984 43+0.32 Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923 -1x1.61
Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC 27853 61+0.80

—_
(=]
1

0D600

0.4
03
021 =

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 101214 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30
1] (min)

= 254; —e— 0.4 nmol/L; —— 2.0 nmol/L; —— 10.0 nmol/L;
—— 50.0 nmol/L; — 250.0 nmol/L; —*— 375.0 nmol/L;
—*— 500.0 nmol/L

B3 ZfRES LysLorf22 RiEIRE
Fig.3 Optimum concentration of endolysin LysLorf22

2.5 ZfAEEE LysLorf22 5 OMP BXARIB R
2 TG IPE T Eh T R SROBE S A R 4 4
PGS B 4 H A 2L AN, 75 2 OMP BB
P o B AN R AR, AR SORE LysLorf22
(375 nmol/L) 5 AR B #) EDTA [CA F1 MA Kk
R 38 3 R R T AR OCR S R A 4 BT
P00 W LysLorf22 B0 AR ] T 3% & I, 2 h A8
ODGOO—FIE% 0.06, L F®&H SRR, 5 Oliveira
SOV i — B, EDTA (&KW JE R 0.10
mmol/L, 0.25 mmol/L, 0.50 mmol/L, 1.00
mmol/L ., 5. 00 mmol/L_ 10. 00 mmol/L, 20. 00
mmol/LA1 25. 00 mmol/L) B £E F T+ 15 W i A
—5E W B0 AL, 7E EDTA 1 Mk % R 0. 50

mmol/LIFf ,2 h fi 006007:5% 0.18, LysLorf22 5
0.1~25.0 mmol/LI¥) EDTA Bt FH i} GE A % 2L fit 15
FH, 4 EDTA ¥ EE A 0.5 mmol/LEf,2 h N
0D, FFEFZ , J90. 47, BAER ) 30 min FA1EH
BRI, 0D, FFE0.32, CA Tl MA (&9 ¥
57 0.1 mmol/L. 0.5 mmol/L, 1.0 mmol/L_ 5.0
mmol/L, 10.0 mmol/L, 20.0 mmol/L, 25.0
mmol/L) Sl AE FF 16 B, 40 B RCR A B 5 A
[ # B CA Al MA (0.1~25.0 mmol/L) 5 Lys-
Lorf22 Bk JH I 1 224 fige 58 R A0 T B 4 ] CA A
MA {255 F EDTA 5 LysLorf22 B IR,

i E R A L 2R 2, T XLD 15 77 B X
HATEROR AT G5 R 03 2 Fi7R . LysLorf22
(375 nmol/L) B4t /E F T Salmonella Enteritidis
ATCC13076 B} ¥%& A % fi 2 R, EDTA (0.5
mmol/L) FAAAE FH B ROR B /N, 2 h oA fif 48 7
M1.62x10° CFU/ml T % 1. 14x10° CFU/ml, 1
LysLorf22 (375 nmol/L) 5 EDTA (0.5 mmol/L) ¥k
FH 2 h BEAE 4 £ TR 24, 31x10° CFU/ml, &
RN 73.40% . D\ 2R fifk il T A e 32 AR 2% T 4K
RE, LysLorf22 5 OMP X FH (936 £ 1 2L F Lim
TGS . H AT E AR R RS EDTA B B
T &5 A 7 B9 R 38, 40 Marianna 255K % 1
it FLARBEER 1 2 A1 EDTA BE4 0 H T A DF AR,
KB W 0 40 T S O LR T A K iy A
s
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b A3
mm2.0h; E@1.5h, S1.0h; Z205h

a:Tris-HCl; b : LysLorf22+Tris-HCl; ¢ ; Tris-HC1+25. 00 mmol/L EDTA ;d ; LysLorf22+25. 00 mmol/L EDTA ;e Tris-HCI+20. 00 mmol/L EDTA ;{: Ly-
sLorf22+20. 00 mmol/L EDTA; g: Tris-HCl + 10. 00 mmol/L EDTA; h: LysLorf22 + 10. 00 mmol/L EDTA; i: Tris-HCl + 5. 00 mmol/L EDTAj; .
LysLorf22+5. 00 mmol/L EDTA; k: Tris-HCl + 1. 00 mmol/L EDTA; 1: LysLorf22 + 1. 00 mmol/L EDTA; m: Tris-HCl + 0. 50 mmol/L EDTA; n:
LysLorf22+0. 50 mmol/L EDTA; o: Tris-HCL + 0. 25 mmol/L EDTA; p: LysLorf22 + 0. 25 mmol/L EDTA; q: Tris-HCl + 0. 10 mmol/L EDTA; r:
LysLorf22+0. 10 mmol/L EDTA, a’:Tris-HCl;b' : LysLorf22+Tris-HCl; ¢’ ; Tris-HC1+25. 00 mmol/L CA;d’; LysLorf22+25. 00 mmol/L CA;e’; Tris-
HCI+20. 00 mmol/L CA ;" : LysLorf22+20. 00 mmol/L CA;g’: Tris-HCl+10. 00 mmol/L CA;h’; LysLorf22+10. 00 mmol/L CA;i’; Tris-HCI+5. 00
mmol/L CA;j": LysLorf22+5. 00 mmol/L CA ;k’; Tris-HCI+1. 00 mmol/L CA;1"; LysLorf22+1. 00 mmol/L CA;m’; Tris-HCI+0. 50 mmol/L CA;n’:
LysLorf22+0. 50 mmol/L CA;o";Tris-HCI+0. 10 mmol/L CA;p’: LysLorf22+0. 10 mmol/L CA, a”:Tris-HCl;b": LysLorf22+Tris-HCl; ¢”; Tris-HCl+
25. 00 mmol/L. MA ;d"; LysLorf22+25. 00 mmol/L. MA;e"; Tris-HCl+20. 00 mmol/L MA; {"; LysLorf22 +20. 00 mmol/L MA; g": Tris-HCI + 10. 00
mmol/L MA ;h"; LysLorf22+10. 00 mmol/L MA ;i"; Tris-HCI+5. 00 mmol/L MA;j": LysLorf22+5. 00 mmol/L MA ;k”: Tris-HCI+ 1. 00 mmol/L MA;1";
LysLorf22+1. 00 mmol/L MA ;m”: Tris-HCI+0. 50 mmol/L MA ;n"; LysLorf22+0. 50 mmol/L MA ;0"; Tris-HCI+0. 10 mmol/L MA ;p": LysLorf22+0. 10
mmol/L MA

4 A ERE EDTA(A) . CA(B) MA(C)L5 LysLorf22 Bt i3t Salmonella Enteritidis ATCC13076 HIAH 2R

Fig.4 The bactericidal effect of combination of EDTA (A), CA (B), MA (C) at different concentrations and LysLorf22 on Salmonella

Enteritidis ATCC13076
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