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Response of Burkholderia sp. IDO3 to skatole and downstream metabolic
gene analysis

LI Yujie, ZHANG Jiaxin, WANG Caihong & MA Qiao""

College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Dalian Maritime University, Dalian 116026, China

Abstract Skatole is a nitrogen containing heterocyclic aromatic pollutant with a strong fecal odor. It is widely
distributed in intestines, feces, landfills, and marine environments. It is relatively stable and difficult to degrade.
Burkholderia sp. IDO3 was assessed for physiological and biochemical indices under skatole exposure.
Downstream metabolic genes were analyzed using RT-qPCR and heterologous gene expression studies. The
minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) of skatole for Burkholderia sp. IDO3 was 1.5 mmol/L. Skatole promotes
biofilm formation and hydrophobicity in strain IDO3 in a dose-dependent manner. Oxidative stress experiments
revealed that skatole increases superoxide dismutase and catalase activities and inhibits lipid peroxidation
(malondialdehyde) and glutathione production. Based on preliminary omics analyses, we speculated that
catechol 1,2-dioxygenase (DCN14_04105) may be the key gene involved in downstream metabolism. RT-
qPCR showed that this gene was upregulated 3.70-fold under skatole exposure. The gene was expressed
in Escherichia coli to obtain pure protein. Pure enzyme experiments revealed an optimal pH of 8.5 and an
optimal temperature of 30 “C. Zn*, Co*, Cd**, Se*, Sn*, and Ca®" exhibited inhibitory effects. The K, value
was 25.98 ymol/L, and k., was 10.70 s™. This study demonstrated the physiological and biochemical properties
of Burkholderia sp. IDO3 was used to assess the effect of skatole exposure. The central metabolic pathway
of skatole degradation is likely catalyzed by catechol 1,2-dioxygenase. These results provide a new microbial
resource for efficient skatole degradation, and facilitate functional studies.

Keywords skatole; Burkholderia; functional response; biodegradation; catechol 1,2-dioxygenase
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¥ LRI 1 2 Y, FE AR SR E U KL 2
W RS PR A 5. 388 5L 3 2 M 1) T R A ) IS PR T A, 1T e 5 0
MR 245 2RI EF TR R I L R PR WP 5 5t
PRAAUER AL, AT, BRCT R R RZH iR
FH T B ARG WU RAE A B SRS 5T, 3 5L AR N AR R R
HIFFE T FC 5 A= 25 IR 1 DGy 5 D

VR —Fp L R () IR 5535 e, 36 5L 2 Re H | F 22 R IE A
AW, (RIS O AR P R B R S R AL 2R R R I A R R T
FIF4E T 19534, Proctorti B 5 i 1 [ i 5] Wk 2, 1R (1 3 7
HEATHEFC, ZRJGUE M T 38 S a2 AR U4, I £2 5|k &4
T% 2 fift ik A% Ml e 1R — 35 R 3 — Ml Iy — K R — 4B 2%
. Fujioka®i ATE19684E 18 7— Bk 4 [QBH 4 B A fi
3R E R AR RN 20054F, GuE Ak 3] — kIR
H W& A W #k Pseudomona aeruginosa Gs, {H [ fift o [ 47
BRI 20104F, Li%e A 4355 H 5 — Pl b fig 3% 5 2% 10 B0 T
Pseudomonas putida LPC24, J:{EMEA 21 T30 dN g2
2.0 mmol/LEE L5, H AL =y 3-F A Ak m| Wk, Bt LK 2
fif A1 2-F S 2B, 20144F Sharmais A NS4 b 3 75 ) v
B —F#kRhodopseudomonas palustris WKU-KDNS3, %
B 72 hWa[ £ 201 mmol/LINZE R &, B IE R REE1R
K", 20154F, Fukuoka® A\ X 38 5L 3 AR M i S S L 3
HEAT ST 2 A, A W0 R R AR U 3 B R T R AR B W, RIS
SLEAC 5 WA AR R BT AT, 20194 TessoZE A
X (5 7% 1% 1| Acinetobacter sp. NTA1-2ARITAT1-6A R
FREMAEE N1, 20224, HUZE N\ 7% 1615 2 Acinetobacter
oleivoransi# #k It B fig op ] = kAT 7o B J i Ye %%
N IRAG B8 08 19 1A 36 5 3R (1 ISP RN e M DR GEC T B, O %o I i 4
P RO P O AT RIAR T 5 R B, A R R 4R o 3 A
SR 5 e S AL AR AR T T S T R PR A 218 B 3R (W T e B ok
DR HLDH, Jf A i i 45 31 — Pk 28 R 2 P& % i Rhodococcus
sp. DMU1, #F—5FI FHEE R A7 s 007 . RT-gPCR
L R S R R TR BORFE 7R 1 B 3% RN ST AR AT 2R T U
BrT e 2 53 R R B MR, 3% 5 2 AW B R 12 416 3 1) L
%§[1571G].

g5 b, FERFMAED IR T D, HAYIBE 7L 5
FRLEAWr, (HES AR T BRI e B S R 1L F 7 B ] e i
FEYIT AT, AR AR D e L DR e DL 4R T L AN SIS 5 A 0 ik
15 31— R 5| [ A 41 T4 Burkholderia sp. IDO3, 7 B H: ] LA
FAFE R ZAE W ME— IR A K. A Ak 52 36 3R I R AR 1D O3/
PR TS e 2 B 3t B3 B R 9T B T e B T TS Ve
BRI AT FRATIR P 37 20 2 1 R K Rk ID O3 i 2% R
FOL AR AT TARAT, SIS 5L R T 5 1R Pk e i A R 2
LR JE Bl N RGBT, fE R b, BRATIEE B Rk
IDOSTEZE B3 i 7 T B Ads e )57 K 0o A 8 Ty R B DALt AT B
Ft, DA 7~ 25 5L 30 A D I AR 2 RO e FAR & AR,
FER RS DR AT N T iRk 5 5%

1 ¥R5REE

11 EMRIEFRE

S0 T P T R M R AT S YR TR S B R R
2 % fi# W #k Burkholderia sp. IDO3. 5o 15 1 # Escherichia
coli DH5a. Kig#F & &1 EHE. coli BL21(DE3). F ik )i
HipET-28a(+).

LBE: 374, (g/L) : BEBEKYS g, HEEAMR10 g, 504LEH10 g,
T K (ddH,0) . LR # 5L (g/L) : (NH,),S0, 10 g,
KH,PO, 10 g, Na,HPO,12H,0 16.4 g, ¥ T-ddH,O", mA
1000 x&:J& & mL, FIR G RS1E. MSY i ss 57 3t

(g/L) : 0.2 gFF R FE T ML b s 72 2. PBSZE MR (gf
L) : Na,HPO, 4.16 g, NaH,PO,-H,0 3.34 g, B & /%50 mol/
LIIPBS (pH 7.0 . Fra #5743 1121 "CKE20 min# .
ZE R (0.1%) : 0.1 94555 T-100 mL ddH,O. R %
Wi: 0.2 gBEH T 100 mLIKH,SO, T, Il HILAL.

1.2 EERF

FERE (-FAEMM , WEBTH T, e, FEFEH
igC113. 2 x Phanta Max Master Mix (P515) . 2 x Taq Max
Master Mix. #& K3 BGRF) & (DC103-01) « FkL 2 BUR 7]
£ (DC201-01 , B & (DC301-01) ¥4 T /e 5 i
MER DRI A R AR, SIWERSNTE RigA TAEY T
FEA B AR HEAT.

1.3 EMIERSEERH&E

AR BRECEA B V&, 598 T-LBIE IR TR /E 9z
BT AT BBl IR A Yo B b B fl T BT S LB S R o,
R gR & G HUAE K, Ba0LEC (6 800 r/min. 4 “C. 5 min) ,
WCEE B A, FHPBSTEEH IR, 2T B i OD4gye v 0.4.

1.4 ERZFTE K H/MDHIRE N E

LW G, EI6FLIRH & FLINA180 pLiF R &
HIES 2, 18 ULEWR GZ IR0 R , BR3P mA G R
KL EDMSOB FE W bR 1E AXHIRAL, 120 E LA, H %
H, 30 CHpERETE, BE R4 hFHBEARACN E ODgg-

1.5 EEFKERNE

TE96FLAR A 1% % B ik e e i 18], RS BR TR VI, BEAL AN
200 pL PBSHE# M4, EE3WX, BT =R T. Hrfl
TIN200 pL 0.1%%5 48V, Y .30 min, 52 PBSYEH
15, B JEINAN95% B ¥ i 30 min, BT B kR E ODsyo»
JIEE T il 2 246 5B 9 OD g5 B JIEE T J AR OB K FH 35— AR ) i b
72 0D4,,/OD .

1.6 HKREINREESHIEPSE ERINE

WL AN SR A W HR B . SR P AR 2432 X B AR A R & 3R B,
M T IR P 21 Yo B P i B BT 37 6 5 AN R 9 2 LR LB
B e, 30 C. 150 rimindR &k 3 6, BOHLE DIk 4E
BRI FIPBSYA L I P I, T B - AL B W, W5 B T ODgy0
591.0. L6 mLE B EHBIMAG mLZ VU ZBRIER, 4 C
FE3 h, B0 RERTZ ARG, mAAEAS®RA
BCAIRFI & AT E . M Ah 28 2 & R A U AT I
1.7 ERRFR KM RERYN ZE

B RAE S AN IR BEE 2% R R (I LB RS 95 36 R i i A K & 06 3
), B0 IS B AR I T PBSYA I PG 4% 5 ks 2 B, 1 X IR &
W, MEODgyfl, RIAA,. B mL#% 20 # 23% i A0.6 mL
TR, AR RAE D, e iR 30 s, BT
mETERT®E30 min, 2% FZE/KZE, MEODgyfH, &P
Ay TEEDD D 32 5 A RS IR TR A RO FE 2 LRI T
MK, BARA K NTRIKE= (Ac-Ap)A*x 100%.

1.8 EHRE NI N E

AR BB (SOD) HEWS i 1h e 50 B 25 1 H H 56 ik
A2 O, FTH, Oy, FE L AW 1 N AL 5 0 S A0 ST 4l v b A
FAUE AL AR (CAT) 2 —Fh 4 i A HL S fb B, Kt 41
7 AR R e i A AL (H,0,) A B K IS, By 1k
A A AR R IR AR B Ik (GSH) 2 4l b it 5 B
PUEML AL E Y, AEfs (R4 5 22 S B Y. A h
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FEVER T M R AN AR I 1, A2 s S Ak B 5, T i e 928
ThAg, oLk iR 5 AT RN R B (MDA 1 ilsE g5 ik
e K B RRIDOS M T3 2 Fl T LB S 77 3 A AN [ 34 i 2%
RELBR;FRIET, 30 °C. 150 r/minks 77 26 #AE K IH, %
GO CE R R, T PBSIA R B B B I AT AL 6, 2 54
T PRV A T AR T B 0, B L7 T B R 5 A ot BB 3 7 0
€, 1% HECAT. SODIE M/ #1 i & GSH. MDA & i
FUE VIS, AT HH I BT 1 B 2 S

1.9 ¢ 1H A SCI6 X SEATE 2 PCRG I

B FENSBCERM, MAERRIITIESR 774
h, & T QAU E B O WCE R &, I HIPBSZE b, &
VB T A IR A SR AT BT, 05 BT AR 3 RN R B
S T WA 2R 7R 260 nmik K R IROGE AR AL, H)
W7 B R ID O3 75 BE M L B, 0011 49125 40 52 Fp AR 1T 0 12 72
TNARIR &A%, HLEE SIS AR R 20 pLAlZE - (100
mmol/L) . 134 pL Na,EDTA (20 mmol/L) . 1 806 pL PBS (50
mmol/L) 140 pLKRGR, SEF N2 mL. # & Mk R E T35
CRPB10 min, FIFEEAN 53 656 B v 4T 4 6 i 4 4.

DO 53 il T2 b 3] &5 25 BL R ANAE 36 R IMSY ik ks
FrHE, BN FAT, IR E RSB, BT
WL R AT B U B B 1A, 25144 C. 10 000 r/min, 3 min. §%
HE RNASRIGR 7 & 3 B B 31T RNARI 2B, F I NanoDrop
2000 13k 5 43 )6 6 B V1 5 S HURNAK K BE &% i &2 40 4. B
1 U RNA, 2 BB RNA % 55 3k 771 50 150 B i i 4 0K
RNAI 4 55 HeDNA. Wit e EPCREIVITHI (R,
Z RPN EFRIDO316S rRNAKEH, #HESYBR-qPCRi
PV L & N R, SERS E BPCRZ&MWR: 95 'C 10
min; 95 °C 15's, 62 C 1 min, 40/™M&¥; 95 C 15's, 65 C
30 s.

110 SPFEZBEM, 2-WME R FIRFTIE RESEF AR

R4 JL R P 41 - S R R A 519 (R, R f iz
I MR IDO3EE R 41, LAE #IDO3 DNAR b, % FIPCRE:
A R B AT 1S, 35 e 0 ok I S R TR B R
B, FSEIR S 2 W % B H I ORI R AR pET-28a(+), JF#liist
L EIE. coli DH5aIFZ A5l iuH, $eh 2 & R A2 R LB 4
SRR HEAT O . LE R T Ak L 2 EELB RS R I P il AT Y
BRI SR EUTORL, 15 25 A Q02K 1, 200N S (1) 5 26 T kL
HALFIE. coli BL21(DE3)H.

BRI K A B IR R B R T & RIS R
LB AR 1 77 F v, 8% 9% 2 0D gtk £/0.40F, J1A0.05 mol/
LK) A -B-D- AR A PTG , UWiEFH I+, ¥
B HEAT AR IR B O W SR B A, JF FHPBSZZ i il vt %k, H &
20 mL, K B B T A0 M B S AT R, N e R
AT A U5, i B O, KL BB P NI-NTAHEAT 44k, o T 4l 1) 418
2R T, 2- 000 A B AT T TN A, B A L B
pH. 55E J M 48 BT R KB N Bl IS L R

E NN E Y

Table 1 Primers used in this study

MNARZR (1.5 mL) {3515 pLAL 2K % (100 mmol/L) . 67 pL
Na,EDTA (20 mmol/L) . 1 415 pLZZrfya k. 3 uL4iff. pHIE
VG I 7E6.0-11.0, L2 1VE N FT IR #h 42 /Pl (pH 4.0-
6.0) . kMR Eh 22 ri i (pH 6.0-8.0) . Tris-HCIZZ 3 (pH 8.0-
9.0) AR £h 2 (pH 9.0-11.0) , JLIK & #4550 mmol/L.
I Foe X iR FEE I, S 2% i iR FH b W ) o 3 pHAE 1 2%
TR, I E IR I E Y 7E20-60 C. #LELZn*", Se*'. Ca®'.

Sn*. Mg®*. Ni**, Cd**, Co™" %8 &8 1, I5E &8 B 14t
Fig s PR R, 4 8 B IR 91 mmol/L, 18I 1 3 T
JE R pHEAE RREAT M. B J BB 132 2 50 e - 18 5508 &
NAAER, 43R R A4 0.1-1.0 mmol/LAR 2K 1) i i
S L, AR K K T REAE R IR E - I B Rk R, IRE
S KB s Kool EAE ] Vinax = Koo [EJUHEE, LR [ED N R SIKE

(mol/L) . F|fHOrigin 9.1%: il # % i £k S AE A,

2 HFER55H

21 HEREWNEKIDOIF/NMNIEIRERERT A E
A
F6 LR N H MR IDO3 e/ N 1) 9 FE 45 i BoR, 75 71DMSO
SHIDO3A KT REM, 352 K 0.1 mmol/Li g &7 Hixd
BAR A KRR RN R, BB 26 R Rk T, IR
o, SRR ERENE. K KT % 1.5 mmol/LR,
FEA I BRI 2R CBIA) SR 45 5 58 e €005 00 T T T %
EASHEREAT I E (BB , 265 FIR T i 0f B TR il b 440
B A — s E A, (H i 28 5L R B 0 T bk AR K e R i
YEH (BM1C) , R — AW 4 (ODs;o/ODgye) PEAFE S
EM BRI (E1D) , %R R N3 R & T
BRI MR L, YA FIDMSOX I I T B B TE i, R K
12 IDOSE I TR, 7E32-48 hiti[Hl A, A5 ks 3% I 1A 1 4 K
FZE B ZIR T, {3k 1 A B o
22 ERZNEKREIREVSERFK TN
N AN L& AR T 45 K 2AF R, SaT IR AI L,
DMS O/ 5 i 1 7k i 70 35 (L A 2 B3 1 & =, 0.1810.5 mmol/
LI ZE R R M E R AN E A& &, HYSREIL$0.75
mmol/LR, 75 25 i 33 B ik B AN R (1 00 o b, LR Enl ik
800 mg/L. AR, 23R FKIREIXT0.75 mmol/LA, 12
HEE PRI AN R AWy, 32 B L HEF R I A R R 20 ik, X
Tt B 7R A EE ) 2% B 3R 5 0 T R A D B 1 2 B AR M o 8 4
e 2 T % 7K A2 R ER 4 B R T AR B K 2 T 80 P T 1 1 W
77, B KPR P I 5 K L 2R 4y 1 2 T AR R4 2 23 AT
R BEAKVE BB 45 T o, I 3% B 2 Uk 4 K B R T K
AE B T o, 26 BRI TR R K PE (B12B) .
2.3 FRERIKEXERZXEHRIMN R HAIE T
5xrH A A, N0, 0.5, 0.75 mmol/L3E 5 2l i &
A2 HETE PR AR Y SODE G P, H.IE ¥ B T, i 326 1 P 48 g

/B S (5-3D Fli&
Primer name Primer sequence (5'-3') Usage
16S-qF CCTTGTCCTTAGTTGCTA %t %€ & Fluorescence quantitation
16S-gR CTGTTCCGACCATTGTAT %t 5 /& Fluorescence quantitation
DCN14_04105-qF CACATCTGGGACGACTTC %t & Fluorescence quantitation
DCN14_04105-qR GTCCTGCTTGTCCTTGAG W6 ® Fluorescence quantitation

DCN14_04105-F
DCN14_04105-R

CAGCAAATGGGTCGCGGATCCATGAACAAACAAGCCATCGA
CTGGTGGTGGTGGTGCTCGAGTCAGGCCTGTGCACGCGCCC

i % % % Cloning and expression
7% %1% Cloning and expression

581/
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Fig. 1 The effects of skatole on bacterial strain growth and biofilm formation. A: Growth curve; B: Growth amount; C: Absolute value of

biofilm formation; D: Relative value of biofilm formation.
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S
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N
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o
T
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sy}
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Fig. 2 Results of extracellular polymeric substances (EPS) and hydrophobicity. A: Extracellular polymeric substances; B: Hydrophobicity.

*P<0.05.

(EIBA) . CATIE MR IR, SXTIZAALE, 0.1 mol/L
6 B AT A S 3 T CAT S M, {H0.5H10.75 mmol/LZ% R
FT AR R B Ak CATEE S M (B13B) . GSHE = T 45
REIR, SXTEAMIL, RIKRE IR E (0.1, 0.5 mmol/L) X
BiFkGSHE & T B 50, 0.75 mmol/L3E 5 27 & E 4]
PRGSHE & (K3C) . MDAE & 45 R IR, Sxtidimtt, 0.1
mol/L3E 5L Z X0 R AR MDA S & L & 52 m, 0.5%10.75 mmol/L
R FXBEMHIEHEMDAY & (E3D) .

24 EHMERERZFORFEENHE

e B R R W], B RRIDOSH oA 1T AT 2K 1, 2-X
T4 (DCN14_04105) v] §E v vt 4 fifti& 42 ¢ ey, 1@ ik
ME1DO3XT AN 2K — Iy MIBE MR e J1. xR Sh& A — 5%
UE, Z5 SR, N B S R I 40 2 By WU e k2 A A%
UEBA B PR IDO3 AT LA AV AR 2R — 1, W15 4 Burkholderia sp.
IDO3 il 2 5 2 b oA R 12 9 AR 2K — iR 42 (BE4A) . AT
T, 2-WUINA G S (DCN14_04105) 2% 5 5 M %

SRRIEENIT0 (E4B) , XA % FiARE, W]
RS 5 T RRIDOIM AR LR FE. K548 2K 3 1,2-3X0
fn%E g LK (DCN14_04105) fir4 4C120.
25 PERIEM 2-VUMEBEERNRESRIL
FIHPCRE AR W Th 3k 45 B LA, & LK 5 240 8 R 345
FEAM (F5A) , HPCRIGIE =B SART /R, FI A4l
331 L R £ Ik a2 5, SDS-PAGEHL MK/ HT & K
ANUNEISBAT 7%, THELAR 2 Y1, 2- X0 N 48 i A £ 3 4 T B
434.63 x 10°, B ilF K/NIET.
2.6 SRFE_EM,2- W N E B AL ERER F M R
W 4l B LR AT T, S pHER e Rt &8
BT R DL Bl S B ) S . pHERE MR E 45 R BoR:
2B {E pHAE 7£6.0-11.075 Bl W 254 35 1t , 7 pH v 8. 51 B P
i, MG pHAK T 7.0 5T 9.00, 2ifiis /18 & k. s
A A R BN [R) ) 223 1 2R %o 4l NV B B B2 i, £ pHIFL N
9.0, 4l 75 B R 5 28 pl i v P % M 7 T Tris-HCIZE
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Fig. 3 Results of oxidative stress reaction. A: SOD activity; B: CAT activity; C: GSH concentration; D: MDA concentration.

A4 Be
— [V Before
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— XMV F After s 4| ]
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2
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E4 PR ZEANEEREEIE REEFRIBLE. A: B A I b 402K i n 4
B B 5 5 B &0 -1, 2- 00NN S0 2 i 6 TR e s a5 4. 4105(C)
SRR, 4105(B) N SEIR 4. * P < 0.05.
Fig. 4 Enzyme activity and gene expression of the catechol
oxygenase. A: Catechol oxygenase activity in the crude enzyme of
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