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Abstract; Staphylococcus aureus biofilm mode of growth is coherently regulated by multiple genes and factors.

Staphylococcal accessory regulator SarA is one of the major regulatory systems which mediate virulence genes

expression in S. aureus. Several biofilm —associated genes expression is controled by SarA either in a direct or

indirect way. This article conducted a general review regarding the structures of SarA and its regulatory

mechnisams on biofilm formation by Staphylococcus aureus. These findings provide an important reference for the

pathogenesis of S.aureus and the development of new strategies applied to eradicate biofilm—associated infections.
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VERGE, WISERM AR AL AR P sOR e RS S5
N, SarA FJRETE A T AT P BEE BURH DG S A
(8 35 o R ¥ 4 A T BF RO Y L AR SO X
SarA [&5F LA SarA T A= P g T A 56 1R -
FR ML AT AT A 2R, AT A 408 A 4L
A BT B 751 B A 1 JEL B R L A i
1 SarA RYZ5#

SarA J&H sarA HEIK G i (1)K /Ny 14.7 kDa
) DNA 55 A, ERR SHENE I FE & A/T
TRSF B XIS A0 R R, th g i R i 5%
PYEF T HAW T 7 (IS agr R 3I 7456) H
ek Al e 5 H A FE A 55 0 sarA FE [N
1 1.2 kb MREEL AR, f 1 = A H B (W e S A
I sarA(0.58 kb) sarC (0.84 kb) .sarB(1.15 kb) ,
BN S B P P2 P3 B FURE
1.1 apo—SarA #j %Ay Schumacher'” 2 2001 4F 42
WRTES S PER Ty 2.5A (1 SarA (A 45 # [ e W]
SarA J& 124 5 H R 51 3L 4 Rl 1) — Aol Y 97 S
B, B SarA FARKAE 4 A o — IR HER O X K
(al, a2, o3, adA, adB) Fl — 4 0] iFF S X 85
(ala2a3-B1R2-a4AadB—c loop) , HH AT FIX
B A B A (BT, B2) FI—~K C~loop
HHIBL(FE 1) o 1 Liu %5 BEIE AL SarA A
SER 5 HE AR N B SarR A SarS ML, 0238
ARAZELE A4, X 5 2 A Schumacher 25 BIF 57 32 1 Y
SarA ZEH 22 HIAR K, Liu ZE3E Y SarA PR 5
A a-I8E 3 A TATIY B BE LA L — 28 loops 3
FIZH A (ala2 -Bladad —R2R3-a5) ), F4> SarA
FRIY N RSGHEAE — Ca® (I 2) , lAMEAS SarA
HARIY N 53 A =2 5P Ca™ SRR,
AP Glull Asn7 Asn8'* . AHARAY SarA Rk
X I ARk = AN SRR AR L R A A T Ca™ 2
X, S AHERR K W 142 SarA — RIS 1t Ca®
S5 TE A AR BRI AR R R (B 2),
SarA ZIRARHAEFE — A O BBEAZ O 35 57 1 A
SURIRHESE T, A~ LRI E B 7 A0 — A~ B e -
Sfh - 1€ (HTH) B2 )% 1 — 1 B - K e
BEHE

1 Apo-SarA B{kzE#"

Fig 1 Crystal structures of Apo—SarA!”

Bl 2 Apo-SarA BkzEH

Fig 2 Crystal structures of Apo—SarA™

1.2 DNA-SarA g 454y BLARBRTE 8 1 K% A
PIFARSFIY DNA 5456 387, SarA 5 DNA 454
LR AL 4E HTH 5P (o30d) FIH B I £
HEE (B2B3) LI BLIRZE R (W 1) O Liu ZEHF
FEHEH SarA 5 DNA FH B/ A 9 77 205 H R IR
JiEHE A 2 01 SarR AHEL, BRI HTH &5 5 DNA K
TWAHE AR, 3R 25 505 DNA /B A BL/E A
(3), SarA RAFE 1315 SDS-PAGE 534 Bl 3R
B, BEUIR 45 My 3o S SE R R JL R84 T R9O X SarA 5
H#® DNA(160-bp spa Ja 3 ¥ F B) MAHEAEH =
KEE I H X AR IR IR TE SarA | (K%
TR EEORSE (B 4)  BURGEH LR % 5 D8
I E89, & R4S & H AR E LRI D8 Al E11 DL K
I FRIRHE CO YN} SarA T MR ) —E R,
A RLEUIRZE R B SarA f ST MRS
2 SarA FAE S B EE W PR AL

SarA J&4: W W 1 R BT HFRIBE RS,
B RB AR HE A 4 A BT 2 ) SRR 2Rk SR
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3 SarA-DNA Rk

Fig 3 Crystal structures of SarA-DNA complex
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E 4 SarA REZFERIEH SDS-PAGE 534
Fig 4 SDS-PAGE analysis of mutant SarA

proteins expression

BRI HT B SarA 2 A2 R0 120 A>3 9 Fe
sl Hirh SarA A LI HE agr B9FIA, T agr 2%
B HEIE I BF 19RE 7, HEM A sarA 5878, 4 4
I BF JE IR AE I 22858, {H Valle 55852 K B,
sarA RAZH i R BF T RLAE J108055 , 1IX A B 5 SarA
P45 22 B A2 W) ol BRAH DG BE A G, 140 SarA 58
A xR L AR R R il 110 R DG SR AR B
EAT&HI5S BF JE G AE S . IF B ST & B
agr LA agr BF A= MR iAW) 08I A0 BE AR TR
Ui SarA S LA agr AR AR W5 BF A9IE
W A BF B BGE R T AEAE ica KIS A AN
ica JEARIRE
2.1 ica fiiHiiRA  PIA E&H A BF G T
EEA -, FZAE BF I 00 R R AT Z 5 B B
AE H, PIA JZ& i B 18] 5 B % (intercellular
adhesion ,ica) #: 9\ T icaABCD ik ;=9 3 [A] 4 4k
B IO I A AR ica AT, H ica
RO\ 0 5 T AR W ROE iU R PR FHAR A2 2%
I HAFTE B R RN ERBE AR 1

Valle S50 IR EZ LA HI T sarA RAZKRAY)
PRI GRC ILR A ATHE ) sarA SRAZ2x 3%

IV ica I PTA YR IA TR, 3 S0 W A A= 9
BEE ) SRMAFSE IF A TG SarA I 755 ica 24
FHIR S TF454 . 1 Tormo FFWFFTUESL T SarA fiE
5ica A FHIR S FEEE M AR SarA 5 icaR-
icaA Ja B F P AN Z M B R /T i, A 3 5 4 2Z 1)
FEFEZ A DNA 4550 15, SarA 5 53X 48 DNA {5
54, TR ica BT 1L . Cerca S5
G KB SarA ] LA F R icaR WA, [caR &1 T
ica BT L UFAYIHIE LD TcaR X ica #R\ T 1)
KA IHIE . HAF SR BT, 5 3R He A 4 3K A AN
[, & IcaR X ica BN TR RIXZEAEE
R

Britb 2 5h, A BE5E R W B R b/ L kR b 5
SarA {fi ¥EH BF WIE WUAF VA5G, Didier S50 58 &
P4 1 TR 22 2 TR I StK1/PknB 1 95 220 R I8 it
SA0077 X} SarA A WEFRILAE M, SarA 2 SiK1/PknB
PR LIS | BEMG O 5 S 28 5 sh P A sE
Tamber %5 AT 5T 2 H SRR L5 19 SarA 7] RE 2> i 3%
SN ica BRYNT IO ZIR  (HELARHLH AR TE2E
2.2 ica FRHHE  icaADBC FEYLTFHI PIA 4R
X4 BF 18 i 2 G H 2L H Ik A B 5T 4
T ica AR A A A BF JEMUHLHI" . Beenken %
IFE A S 5 N T 46 1 T Ik PR 23 5 bk UASMI-1 11
ica JEDH 0 AR W) 1 IS 10 JE IO I 52 ) T 28 78
sarA Ji W23 10 55 A8 W W i 0 T e BE L A
WG R IR sarA FEAF 23 1 FR it Y 4 PO bR 4 v 60 3 4
ER B ( Methicillin — resistant Staphylococcus aureus
MRSA) B BAE VBRI BE T , T MRSA 202 DIE
FIURA 510 dca JEMR & 42 T8 1A 9 1 e
K, UL FBPE R SarA WRETETE ica AR A )
BRI IE 1L
22,1 EOQRRHMERE  TE ica IR 4T BF
g, EE A A B eDNA S5 & H/EH],
BTSN BF Ry E LA, AT,
BF HIE B0 46 40 Jif] BE 4 7€ 25 A QA 36 R 1
M C Fll G(surface protein C and G,SasC F1 SasG) .
BE4E N T A/B ( clumping factor A/B, CIfA/CIB) |
22 MR~ KA H TR 5 1 (serine aspartate repeat



R B2 4R 2017 4E 12 A5 51 &5 12 11

Chinese Journal of Veterinary Drug + 65 -

proteins, SdrC | SdrD Il SdrE ) , A= 4 B 41 56 & 1
( biofilm associated protein, Bap ), & Ml £ H A
(surface protein A, SpA) 4% & M 45 & H M
(fibronectin—binding proteins ,FnBPA F1 FnBPB)'*’
A5 3 B 3K 67 4 R T B 2R 1T 4 11 FT AT ca JEAR
1 BF JE Bl A4 1A ZHEHRN SR 4 o B vh R A Y
J.Penades il . Lasa A 57 A BA fe SE B BA T ica JEAK
H A= PRI T ML, AT TIESE T Bap ZE934-FL
F5 98 4 M 4T BIAR V329 BF JE B ) B 265 [ A0 2R
B AR T SRR BRI R A V329
1 ica I+, AL BF BIEL, Y15 Totonda
ZERGE AT T SarA XF Bap 26K , & P SarA
DL agr AR LJH T bap B A, SarA A] LIS
bap )3 3 T45 4, SarA J& bap kG L,
AT TAE R 1 sarA 278k JP62 il JP65 HIANREIE AL
AR TR sarA (9 T 20 FORL S A P66 il
JP69 )5, Bap HHT A, IF HIREIE U= My 9
B SarA W] DAYR & Bap AR 1) A 9 9 BB 1K
REHP

5T A I, AN A il T 2 1 o RO 1) A= )
YERETE 1 K #E SRR Y SarA T LA AT
FH 1 ( extracellular protease) BYGPE, I HA W5
FW AE SarA P44 Y EOE L HL I b A T
PIA (B, M S A S B S R E
HAEM S F2 , SarA N agr W o Zielinska
SENFIE R BAE S A A sarA SR8 25 UM AN B
f45 4 J& 8 (1 # (aureolysin, Aur) , 22 2 TR & 11 i
(serine protease , SspA F SpIA—F) | ¥ b 22 iR 25 (1 i
(cysteine protease ,ScpA/ SspB) 43 WAEE AN, 1% 26 4>
AR B BE R ) BF 2 80, Hoh Aur 5200
KPP sarA 875, AR RS 6380, 3%
SRR 250 22 B A T S H LSS FnBPA
SpA , o= F LA B My AT ¥ 1 el 45 2 R R IR 2D
XU 5 4 T ) 2 R ECR LA S AL HE BF
i A

FnBPA il FnBPB &4 i 5 2F 4k 2 1R 245 5
MR, EATRE L U 4 1 w8 2 1 EA4LE, 58
B BF JE R0 90 45 %6 R ik B2 . BT 58 & B, MRSA T

PRI A 0 5 T B B 77 B B2 5 3R B A, 4 N 2
FnBPA Fl FnBPB #YJ#H ¢, Loughran %5 A HF5E &
P aur AT LAAIH] MRSA F1 MSSA JE 1Ak H 9k I ) BiE
J112 ) MBI R T MRSA sarA 2878 Bk, I H.4%
SR T [R) R A DU Bk X 28 AE Bk sarA/aur , sarA/
sspAB . sarA/sspB | sarA/scpA , & B SarA 7] L) B i
TS B PR 147 53 | AT 92 6T 7 2 % 1) B A/ 2 1
BRI -0 , R AVR T A= 0 e RS0 SR O 2 1 1 i 3
akim A 3 T OBE B R, M TR & R AR
sspABCHEYN T 1T LIYK & sarA ZR7F K FnBPA [ 3%
ik MRAS YRS aur B 5L TT IR SpA, - &R
DA 3 BT 5 P R4 2R I 2630 ] SspA T
SspB AU , Aur 75 2 SspA AYILTE , LA Aur 7] fiE
JE (R 2 MR M5 6 75 7 I k7 SR ST
KIL,RAL sarA FE7AERE sspABC N T IHE A IKE
SpA , a—RE 3 LA B I3 ) v PR TR 9 B I AR U
aur [ B SFEMIXEEHE ) TR #aA

R 2 NG 58 & B, 76 Newman & FEH | SarA
Al LI 5 SaePQRS Wb R A 1E A 410 il 25 (A g A
B, SarA AEFE R SaePQRS HYTEE, 1 SaePQRS REAM
il B4R, L 430, fof 75 A 40 e BB 3R T R DG B
U FnBPA 43 Wb 380, AT AR i T A= 0 9 1 T
B, {H HHTX T SaePQRS 1 il 25 14 il 431 B AL il
AR T8 &AL sarA S8 HRES N4
Je R TR 7005, FaBPs /K42 & T 6 £%,
A P2 R 39) £64 I 2 FnBPs [
IR, 2R W] SarA AN i i 5206 SspB FlScpA 1Y 3 Wk
KSR FnBPs (7K BF5E & B ssp 2K aur 15
PEFER 2 10 3 20 54 HTE sarA RAE R SpA
IR >
2.2.2 eDNA {R#i#& %  eDNA 1E ica AEHCH 4 7
PR A I Y it R vh R AR AR, B RN
A RS B 1Y 0T 26k B o B R B e B
5T % B0, Fl DNasel Ab3EC Y A= P05 I, A b
Ry M eDNA 75 Mok I b 19 7K 23
Z BT 44 B2 i ( nuclease , nuc ) AY %, 1 17F 2 0
Y 2] SarA 23 T nue MFEak3

Tsang R T UAMS -1 nuc 2875 #k Fil
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nuc/sarA BUH SEAZ A 73 B B AT AR B 9 T i
FISZI , BF 58 K B sarA ZR74E | nue Y FRIE 7K #E
{5, M ZEAF sarA ZEE R nue J5 , 8 TC 1k A WA IR
fifg| > o MR & B sarA 2% AZ BRAH H,, nuc/sarA
XUH G AR BRI A BN ) RE ) 2 2 i v (H A9
Bl BRSO I AR A B EF A2 AKOF | TIAE nue/sarA BUEE
SRR NG sarA 1Y EE 4L KL, AR )
RO B IEH K™, X e R W UAMS-1
sarA JEARIR A Wy i B 3 Y R A 5 T Tl 2 Tk 1 5
A B R, SarA B2 5 T HALAY)
BRI B 2 R TR ik

Dengler 55 X4 1 if GE 5 ) eDNA A 5l 1) — 48
R HAT TRZ, AR AR RER (Al Aaa) |
CidA \LrgAB PAJ SarA, Hor Afl1 & B2 sarA %€
AR eDNA 15 1R 98/, [] I 2 ) 0l i e,
FWLP L BRI Z AN, Atwood ZEHIF ST K BRAE TR HH
SAVIRE T LAC 1 sarA 2875 J I 23 900 il A% 2 1ty
TSP (LT R sarA 98 748 ik & B A0 25 11 RE )
Je A BB S A R It 1) 146 1, DA B SarA 258 iod
RRE AR P88 1) 3 08 TR o 5 Wi A% R ol 1) 3 P
TIE BN THER sarA EABMRINE H GG, 8%
PR R P 0 | A W ISR AT 2 G A o 3k S 40
F M, AR B AP AR R LAC o A0 LU A% IR I
ISR FIBERT sarA 58728 i AR ) 4 5 sk 2 2R A 3]
FEERAEADY , AT SarA P eDNA MM AL
PRI CEAT R S 1
3 & i

B TR A W) BB LR — > 2 AR A 2 A
FE[R] AR AR TR . SarA 1 4 H T 2 A0 B ) B
WEIXE RS, 2 5HEE T 2R A Y IE il
KHEFREIL, PIA, AT, eDNA 1E 4 8w A
YW s n) B S A U o), F AR IS SarA JRHE 4 W
AT B S S A, PR T TR RR R S PR B
BiMAE , SarA 2 5 A [m) bk A MU ROTE
LTINS ARIR] AR SCE R S 25 HT R B 5T 45 58 i
MR SarA W5 4 4 T A WU ROE N = AR R AR
N HIE LA SarA VA R JOOT &R BL 4 # 18 BF
YRR T EE 2%, B HATE XS SarA

FL w40 A ST A 2 I, BRoe TARE AR
IDRE T A H R S X SarA 36 P47 ] 2 400 761
YEHIRZ5Y) . ERVF 2RI, 2 Fh w3 1k
B HABAL G BT A TR BE RS A R 5 3 A
WML, I (45 25 4y B Hy 2 A JBE PR 3% A R
P 90 ) TR ol 0 T T 0 T 2 0 7 2 T 2 1 Y
EEFENZ—, i TR AW AG B, H 45
IR T A0 X BT 28 B 250k, AR
KIRBIEVER ST, O HRA Rz, i,
BERIAE /N, M T AN B— AN B 7 A 1 2 4 45
ZRUAL, I, Tk v 2500 A WA SarA #[a] 1)
R AT AT PEARKR , [ BAT & sk bt A X
Ko BT 2, B <5 B A W) B R L il F 52
AR KR R TR IR B AN WO e, N 280 E B 4
o ) < IR
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