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FF 5

ENEOWBWELEE, MEEMEIZCEBWVWT, _KEHO LD 5EEGIX
REV, Fpk 22 FEREKRKERE TIT. MBHEREMICBIT 2 H08
APERK 110 T b0 9 H EHIENK 42 5, 38% & L. HIZHEE
EPERD D BRI 2% & KR X T A Mizuhopecten yessoensis 1. ¥ 48%
ZAXFENEOTWD, 4% b HBEBHOAFEIIWEIHEICK T D FE
IRNETE 2 S OFRFAEN O 5 I RAL D T2 O OAFSE - BB S X
HERLOTHVHITDHEEZEXDOND, HHEBEEMRBINOBREOTZD
ICEERWR S E LT, “AEHOERGEEEICET W IENRD D,

THAOEMBIZB W TR RN EAET DI LEDBEL D DD,
HHRANTIE Z O EZE &t /o 7212 Z B H O BRI 5 A5 R
AT R Z 7T & 7= (Tubiashet al., 1965; Potasman et al., 2002),
FRICREPEZAME LT <L e R E L THIASKHNLEN TS DI
HXETHDH, WFHETIEEAER (Carnegie and Burrson, 2012) X°
7 4 /L A (Renault and Novoa, 2004) ([Z L2 ENKE L FloEFELE R
WL DIRRNET AV X Crassostrea virginica T®DJii . Prekinsus
marinus (Villalbaet al, 2004) <° Haplosporidium neisoni (Burreson
and Ford, 2004), 2 —1 v/t T H % Ostrea edulis \Z¥} 5 Bonamia
ostreae (Carnegie and Cochennec-Laureau, 2004) 2 ENRNHFL TH 5,
ZOWVo R TORMICH L, BARTIITIRFIC L 2 KRR “HKHED
BEOFH I THEVRESNTELT, LA KEOBIEDRK &
LCHEARESCERA R EOREZERN, 25 WITHA T OEHRFEEOIKT
NEZHNTEGERD, 1974; £k, 2005; £B 5, 2009), LirL, T
(T~ IR RO K FAEROFEE (Itoh et al, 2002) XU A /b &
HicksbDEELXLN57 2Y A Pinctada fucata O K & HE5E
(Miyazaki et al, 1999) 2A#E SN THBY, BARIZBWNTH I b D
KO RBEIRORIZEDN D, A H OIRKAERY R B o 2 i 5E
FEOVHEEL TWSHBERDLDLEEZOND, FFIZ, HARTIHEE
JNE S TWRWRFEERICEDERPEANLELIAETN S ERMEE



ERTL2201FE., ZHEOMICET M ERBAZENIT DI LT
TERWVWTHA I,

THHEHOBERICEBWT, AEICBITIENERESER DD,
THBEFAESCH BB ASMEEORF R IEF I AN NS 2k
Thob, PIAITRAETEIRARENEHRINTWVDN, Zib OEIHM
RBUZTB W T H A RRF NS S 4v, G o R K 000 AR O i
BEIEOM NI NT WD, ZOREERE L TH A 2B N0
5TV % (Toranzo, 2004), MEMEDHIHDHEL LTI T U AE
(Egidius, 1987), HEHEKFEJE (Ringo and Gatesoupe, 1998) # 1L U & &
LTERMERH L8, Zhicx L, “BEBETOMBEMERE L W2
ZOFEELNERET Y FIETH D & vo TEW (Paillard et al., 2004),
THEBEICBOWTRICHEIZZR > TWD ET U A BMEIC L 25K L
LT, A AT UV Ruditapes philippinarum (%4257 7 v
U v 795 (Paillard et al., 1994; Paillard,2004), ~ T 7 X U B %
A O BEIE (Boettcher et al, 1999, 2000; Ford and Borrero 2001;
Paillard et al 1996) N2 F b, B ORZENRAEED T &
BRoTWDLA, WIZEAFTIno 7 ) ABUSOME IR LTI,
THEBEN T ARDIEBERE L B L TR EI VTS &R E R
bd, “HHEOHIICENT, MEICKT HPHEEIZ DWW THEFT %
ZEiE. CHEOLERBEERICRE T S ERERMRA LR TH A I,

KA ZZOBEFHESMITESRE LR, O AR R E
Bic /7 LTk v, mEKIC X 2&8E, MARMER#E (& - =8 2007)
EL PIEBELZIILO & LEEE#EK - (58 - & 2006) (2X80
BRI D Lo TWVLH EEZLNLTWVWD, ZHb DI
BT, BRSO MR #ENA T OMEEIZRE L Tl FEIZ in vitro D EFRR
IR D%~ DOBEREICE L THIET 2 b D% < FEEO B HEARKIC
BT OHEREE DS O T RGNITELZD 720, £ 2 TR
TIX, In vivo & In vitro DWEN G, K H AR RS O fF 2h M 2
TWARDZEEEH LT,

THRAEFEEREEOEM TH Y | FICRE T OMEICIRE STV D
WRBIZCH D, FICERSHE T, KEREAMEMETH DI ERD



RIREEOERBFARKTHLZ ENMBLNL TS (Kleeman et al,
2002; Itoh et al, 2004), —J7. M EOHAEBRICIIHEBEETH D
U F =L RX T T —BOBEBRTORISLHEHRIGEEDLH H 2 &N
HMONTEY, MEICTET2EEESHA TN I ENBEIoND,
Z T, “HHEHOMEMERF IR T 2 ENZBIEEIL. ZOHNERT
HMEZPER LIENA~DRAEZENTWDZ XD O TIE RV E
Zz2zbhvb,

B OMIBRRE AT DA EERE LT, W S5 KRN
WERH) - FALFRNCMAED ZHERT D L WO — T = AU T RAELE
9% (Lamont, 1992; Hoffert et al, 2008), FHAFHIZ I\ T b (KK i kLK
ICHIEBERTH DLV Y F—LRBEY T ThDH LT F U EDOH
KN EENTEBY ., BEPEEBELARSDZEARALNATND
(Shephard, 1994), £ UV FFRL NV a v ORI EF-20nHi O
RRERH L, ~T OB lbMrzRoM0KRERBIIKEIY b
Wz o7 DRGNS, KRIEZ DR BOYERR) e FEE & L TAR
iz w5 L Tnbd EEZLNTWD (&I 1996), Hikl o —HoD
BAFRO HMH T THEHEEITMEZ ZLEREE T DK E B
BELTEY, ZofRRmEMKICSITL2EEBEHE LT, RO —7 =
ANRYTELTOBEN _HEICE S TEHEROTIIRWVWNLEE X
bivd, L., ZHHEHOKRIZET 2478 & L CIXEBIZIB T 2 H6E
NELTARLNLTWD H DD (Smith, 1975; Beninger and St-Jean,
1997), BB ORRICERBEHICHEE T2 L@ E LZFHIETD R0,
TR EREEEE Y I — 2 (McDade and Tripp, 1967). u o
7 —+€ (Brun et al, 2000), L 7 5> (Fisher, 1992) 7¢ & DM 73 i 58
., PR REEFTMS SN TV OHETHLY , HIEOMEIC
ST LERABAE TS & L0 RYICAERBEINRN L L CHEICHEET D
DI ST RV, T72b 6, ZHH ORFR R HE O AR
L TOEBOMY ., F-MAEIC BWTEBICEMNT LB#IKF o
FeEld, AR OB LMEI RS AT A~OHMREZ BT 5 ki &
RHEBZBND,



AWFZETIE, 3 MEO _KEEZHWT, TNETEHBEHLMTRN- -
IR RS O KT 2 PR, PUEERICB L T, AR
BT DA EERE S L COMBOWELMHATLI 2B ET 5,
ARWFFE A AT Lo/ R, HBICEEMICHEET 5 & Bl oMk o
B ERAE N R CX D5 L D12/ b, SHLICAMREOREZISEHTHZ &
IZE Y B E AW R E o AR EOEECREEFUIREOFAN, £ 72
W & ORG24 LT A H I3 298 RIS B3 2 5 Lo EHE
HOHWETE FOFA - ERICHLFIHATE 2ERFOREREL VWo Tz
B e BRI RCKEE~OBEHANEZ N D,



BI1E IAXEREAHBRONEEEORE

[#E]

[

Fim Cik_7= B0, “HBICB W TIRERIZOW S5 KR A A Y
CHE AR T 2 =T 2 AN T L TORTEMHE S O & HEEE
WEZE L7 BlT N, £ 2T, ERICKHEOMK EMEZ ST 5
ZET, MEZHERT D0 IERIERRA RSN D D E T,

o1 BETIEIMEIE LT XdF 2, M2 ERICERE L TE D
PEBRZ T2 EER (n vivo FEBR, 5 1 #) &, BRI L 72K kK 2
PLETEEZ R T &R 2 38 (In vitro EB. F 2 §i) 217-7-,
01 B MR R T A TIIEE U U TR DRI
FTHiAn, BHICHECEHZITZEOE LN, AR TIEH ET
KR AR - MR D MEPERIEREZ R D720, ~ T F DAER

ICHEERE LM A, A2 B W TRHI L, AR B D ZbL % il
THZETIToe, & 2 HIOERRIL, EBRAR%E in vitro \ZRET S
ZET, MBERDOIEMZ LV DNV 50N ETHBET LD TH D,

HF 1 EIIBWTE-BLTTXFZMEE L THW, (KREREAED
PitEpenE 2 e L, HREmM2mRl2Ss 2 & & L,



F1H#H AFHTIHMEEERR

[+ & FE]

YHFx

~H¥1% 2013 4E 5, 8, 10 HOdBEEREBEO LD E H W,
T T 12°C O N LK % i 7= U 72 KAl (2 4G B oD R RE TR Ff
L. JEXRSERRICH L 7=,

s

PREICHEHA LMEIL. 7 7 A E Micrococcus luteus (JCM1464),
77 KEVEE Vibrio tapetis (FPC1121), Escherichia coli ® 3 ¥ T
»H5, M. luteus & V. tapetis ¥ Marine broth 2216 (Difco) T 26°C T
—HEERESE LT b ORI LT, E colild, 7T Vit E
Fi> GFP #i#t 2 E. coli = A\ 7=, pGLO Bacterial Transformation Kit
(Bio-rad) ® GFP % 8.7 7 2 I R%Z H T, One Shot TOP 10
Chemically Component E. coli (Invitrogen)% 7' 7 k 2 )VIZHE > CEE
L L7 b D&, 05 % 778 —REET LB LY, 37°C,
200 rpm T—HBEDOIR E H R 21T > THERBRIZH L 7=,

MEEE

EERIT 3TV 1, 2181 B 1% M. luteus & V. tapetis % .30l B X E. coli
W, BB LEZNETNOMEZ & et 2, =008 (4 °C,
600xg, 15 43) L. EWEZBREL T, L2 0.20 pm OENL BT =T &
F— R T4 AR—YF TN AT VLT 4 E—2=v | (Advantec)
EHOCCTHEBEE LIZANTHEK (T 277V 0L RATAR) ZMA
MEZHBRE L, ZoWEs 2 BV L, BlE 220l A L
WEKIZE# L7k OD600 Z#RIE Lcd &, Ml E B E IR I PR E A Ty K
Z Mz T 0D600=0.25 ([T L, BT ALK T 1000 524 R L 72,
AV X0 M BRI O AR IR EE & 105 cell/ml DA — X — & LT,



BHEOLOO~TXITEZD LIS BmMUICEHRLZLDE2®RAT
EERICH W=, A OB ORI R X O EIC, 22 1UE 1 mm, 5 mm
BoyIx&xz, AERIZEZ ST R NE 2 ICEE L TARE (Fig. 1A),
MEB®BE sml 2, 7AYoy (5 ml (Fvx) &EHE
(25Gx1”) (T ) ZHWTHBOUIREMLHAEEN (EhADOHNERE
WP E N 2ER] . Fig. 2) 12, AR W I 9GS, 8RS A5
WK IICHEAL, ZOBRFRICE 5T T 7 4 VA EFRONREZES
Iyl LT~ Fick&EoiF7= (Fig. 1B), MEZ R L=~ U ¥ 1%,
Rl ANUK) 4 °C IZfrRo oW ATF v — L ®/oOFOFIZ, Eitx
TICLTEHBE L, RAFIILBEISLTHELOL LD EZH L, N0
BRI IRIRIC R o 7= MR FE L L 1 8] B 0 326k Tl 6, 12, 24 Reflif£ 12,
2FEHETIE 1, 6 24 FFff#%ZIZ, 3 [HH Tl 6 %I, BEX DT 7T
TANDEMMNT, FNICEREL-MERBREZ RSO R END
15 ml JEE T = — 72| L 7=,

1 FIHOFEBRTIX, MEZERET D10 EE, X O E KRB K%
PR 6, 12, 24 REZICIREBIR & B L 7= B R O R £ 2 b kK %
BE L7z, FxBXE L THEZE R VIE AN LHKEZEREL -
Pr7vEHE L, 6, 12, 24 FFHZICZN LD b RK Z R L 7=,
MR OBEUT~ T X O 5% Z R 7 Liztk, SAEFREONEIEEZ 5o
RNWE AT L—="—=TRED, REEZE > TR EZNEED,
~ A7ty N A= I V—TREET v T EHO TR VRS Z
& TIT - T2, MRIZE O EE (4°C. 600 xg, 15 %)) L T _EiE 721 & [\]4Y
L. —30°C THEMRF LT,

2 B HOERIZBWT, EEICHWEMEBREBEREZ —H0EL,
YAFE—RICEBATF e — LV -OBFORIZEHE L, 1 K% - 6 K
B~ X OEI L 72 M E B EE & FRICAIN L THEH 7 L — M I
&, am=—%BEIE, ThiT4°C- NTHAKOEME T THEERK
MBARIZHEADT DA EEEB X, TNEHRTDHZOOLDTH D,

2, 3 H DOFEBRTIL, #H LMD~ H FdRIREIZ AT L7z vl Rk
AEZ, FBEBRBENPBRANTEETWEEEZL LN D EBRDIELRIC
LT D EANERE - MO —F, 1 cecm x 1 cm OFFH % R H Y



TEYVHL, A= M7 L—7WE L7 1.5 ml =y X F a2 —T T A,
500 ul OPWE AN TH#EKEZMZ T~A 78Xy N EJPREEFET v 7T
EXy T4 7L AEBREBIOMOEEEEST-, £z, #HEL1
~ XA T oMK E SEEHE L, AE AAEREZIRY - T
fill L SEANEBR O T 5 ml OWE AN LfKEZ#EHE, ~ T FIEKEHO &0
FEPE O FAPHICHEFR L 72 MK IR0 D & WE LT,

EERICH W~ XY 7L, M. luteus + V. tapetis %= 7=
1-2 BHOEBRTIX, ThEhoV o7 v 7R - REBRX T 3 fEE
To, Eocoli w072 3IEADERTITA4BEKETH S,

MEEE - a=—AU Vb

[ U 72 B R i s L OB IR - v ik 2. BRI 7 L — M IZ
BfAL, RSN Tcae=—%2h v L7z, Hnl7 L — MiX,
M. luteus & V. tapetis Tl¥ Marine broth 2216 [Z & &EEE 1.5 %L 725
KXo ERER (Fu) . E coli 1 LB agar (Invitrogen) |22
1 mg/ml TT ) UVERE Fi) 2zl <, BEY vy — L
AT D2 Wz, BEEE, B L 7 M B B R s A Tk ©
10 A ML T, AAERE - fIEHFRIIARETZOEE, WET T A
E—X&FNT 100 pl 27 L— MBAT L CE®ET 5 - L T -7,
M. luteus i% 26°C T 24 B[], V tapetis 1% 26°C T 48 R, E. coli 1%
37°C T 24 WKifll A v FaX—hL, Bl ESNTcave=—2A T, TH
FHOMBEBBEIRICBWNTIE, AV T 472 br—L LT, v HF
WCHEME L0 &R UME BB 2 HE AN LK T 10 AR LT
7L — MIBAA L THWE, M Iuteus & V. tapetis TO EBRITHAE
MEIZLDEBRETONT, ZULUADOEDOan=—b BRI NS
e, TNENOMEOREN L TR aa=—DHhrE U ML,
TSN D =— 3N LT, Tobb. M luteus 1TEFEK 1 mm
DEEWVWaIRr=—%_ V tapetis [T EZEMN 1.5 mm ~2 mm f£E D HE
Dan=—7Fa¥xl, E coli 137 >V U CTERN T
b7, BEREnhi-e2Toae=—% Y7 ML, TNENLDOKX
IZ2>W T duplicate TH;EZITVW, IV FLcae=—D YR HEE.
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ZDXIZEBIF D Colony forming unit (CFU) & L. F 7= AKHFFE T
CFU = Af# L AL, REMRHERELT, b — MZBMLE
AEBEIE O 1ml H7-0 O CFU Z5E L, ~ VX THEMT 2810
A AR B R A B S TN L 72 M BRI P O AR o K9 Ik
L7z~ ic,

HEEEROTHAXTHEDOY Y F—LEE - 2OV EREAE

MEZEE L XD~ XIS DDIEEN ST g
FARD7=0, 1 BIHOMESEREERICE O TIX, RBL2~ T REm
MR OWRHBER ) VT — L OBRIEEB I OX X7 HRE %2 E
L7z,

U F— AJEMEORIEEER E LT M. luteus W E IR (AL T.2)
ZHuv, 0.02 M HeEE - BEfe - MU U A8k (CHs COOH - CH
COONa) (pH 5.0) {21 mg/ml £722 L OB L=, 96 XN~ A 7 1
TL—hETERAENDOY TV 20 pl & EERK 180 pl ZIERA L.
~Af a7l —hKIJ—4— (Model 680, Bio-rad) T 540 nm (28!} %
W SERE &2 JIE L7k, 37°C C 1 R AUS &, O 540nm TW L %
ME Lz, &% 70T triplet THIEL., 22> b — L TR D
ROVIZATHKER W, TRENLOY 7o, Kikar (0 47) &
BOGt% (60 43) OWMKEDOEZEBEDORPEE L, 22 hr—/LXD
WHEDOEALETHIELZ, 20L& D) yF—LaiEEiX, o7
20 pl U729 O, JEE 1 mg/ml D M. luteus ¥ 1REIARE K 180 pl &
BALERO, KIS 10MICHOEEEL 0.001 T 2EEIEEORS %
1U(z=v h) EERL, 2N THRLE, FELEZUOEIX, 270
¥ 1 ml 4720 OfE (U/ml) (ZHE L7,

ZUNRIBETZTaT AT v A (Bio-Rad) 277 v R
74— RETHELEZ, BERIZIT VT I A% % —F (Thermo)
ML, 7oA 0T v AfTEOT v k3 iE - THIE LT,

BRI, MELEZY Y F—LEEBIRZ NI EHERENS, XV
NI BENENSTZY OV Y F—2aoiEME, iEE (Umg) #3HE L,
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DY) F—AiEVE « XU X ERE - U F— A IEM O NE R R

Dunnett @ Z B\ IR EIZ LD .

%M%M®%%?@N%E&

ERIC L OREROMIZHBREN DD 85 D E MR LT, fERE

5% & L7T-,
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[#ER]

M luteus B LT V. tapetisHIERBENIO=—hT U+

1EEB, 2 HEOERTO, MEEMEZICZAZNORMIZEIL -
MEBREBEEO 1 ml %720 o CFU oflERER 2N Fig. 3 BXLW
Fig. 4 127, MEBREBIKRIZ T L — MIBAAT 5E1IC 10 EHAR LT
WHMR, TORRICBW T TOREICHREL T\ D,

Fig. 3 1Z/r9 1 [ HOFERIZEBW I, MEBEMERT. Oh TR
#wik > CUF/ml 1%, M. luteus I3 2.5 x 105 CUF/ml, V. tapetis 1%
leuﬂmWMHT%otoE%%®%ﬁﬁ%wf%\i®%§®$ﬁ

CBERELC o6 BEMIZICIT 1/10 1T LT, 12 BERIE IS HIE
%ﬁm%@ﬂbt@%?i(Ewm1®¥ﬁ@mﬁﬁmwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁw
) 1/5 FREDMIZ 7 > TW DM, 24 B OEKR TIZE O 1/10 7>,
TN O E 72 o 7z,

Fig. 41Z/x9 20 H ® EBRIZH W TH CFU/ml X REE DM M %2~ LT,
B 2 i O Al B SRR R @ CUF/ml 1X. M. Juteus i 3.0 X 105 CUF/ml,
V. tapetis 13 3.5 x 10> CUF/ml Th >7=, M. luteus TIiTZ DERE N
PEfE 1 REMZ ISR L2 IR CUIEA 1/4 1272 0 RERIRR @IS PE - T
L. 24 KFE#Z B U 72 @R CTIER 1/15 1272 > 7=, V. tapetis Tld., &
NENORRET CFU IZIE 62X 3H 2 b 00, FHHEEZ ENITT T
oD ) 72 P [ ~C HE2 i AT oD i R RV TR DAY 1/8 1872 o TN Tz,

¥, ZOFERTEINTE ZMEBREBEKROREIL, 1 FEECSEFY
LTH2.3mlETH - 7=,

NERE - BERBRO M luteus B LT V. tapetisOaO=—ho Uk
2 [ HOMEHEEERTO~ T FAERS IO 1 cm?2 4720 O
KD CFU/ml #ZhEi Fig. 5 BXL W Fig. 6 IZ/R-T, IEBRGEEIR
TIX M. luteus TIL#M%Z 1 K OK R THHK 100CFU/ml/cm? T
. R HEWEE DT LTz, V) tapetis 13 1 Reff] H O R T

IZ 250CFU/ml/cm?2 T& - f:@ifi\ RERI AR IS > TRELSFA L,
24 WRHBRICFae=—2F LA BRI o T, BYEHKR T

13



CFU/ml/cm?2 O R FFZEAL O M 134 EREVEFH KR & FER TH - 7253,
CFU/mlem? OEAEITANERFELLHF IR LV b RE o7z, HEMERE 1 FEHE O
BF T M. luteus 135 900 CFU/ml/cm?2 T, #fE# 6 Bl O E KD 5
Rl 7T CFU IR RE S ooy, #efd 24 e[l DY 71T
134 300 CFU/ml/cm? (234 LTz, V. tapetis 1Tl #FE %L 1 FEfH T
% 7,000 CFU/ml/em? TH 0 | KIS - TR L, 24 FFRIZ 1T
) 2,000 CFU/ml/cm?2 & 72 > 7=,

Flo, B LEMENINEENTIEN > TWZEEBEZ LN DLHHTH
HN o AX3MEAEREHNTHRIFFLIZEZA BELZF4em x2cem =8 cm?
BROHBETH o772, HNERIT 8 cm2 O mFEN M IR W I c i L, £/
FEICBI L TIXEA RN 2D BLZ ¥4, 4ecm X 1em = 4 cm? O HEPH
HRIZfih Tz EEB 2 b,

E coli MERBRELUNEER - BEFRKROID=—HU Vb

E. coli DMERER D CFU/mL 13, #EFEH%E 6 W o ke il CHERRRT O
W Z (Control) ®# 1/5 WA L7- (Fig. 7). FERE - fEPEHIK O
CFU/ml /X, E6 6 HIX 62X FIEFICREVN, FHTITIZER L
Hofim & 7p o 7= (Fig. 8).

RHFMEROV I F—LEFEE - OV EREAE

1 B H OFESR TR KRR E O~ XKDV > F— L5,
BN ERE, VY F— AIEEOWEM A Fig. 9~11 1277, A
NLHKZERE LR TIIWTUOREE B T RFERRE AL D
RERBAEDEACIL 72> T,

AR X Tl EERE% 6 RFRHIRICY Y F—AEEOIR TR LT,
V. tapetis BEFEX IR RIS LAREIZY Y F—AEHENET L
(p<0.05), XX DK 240 U/ml i2xf L V. tapetis HEFEX T3 70 U/ml
Thol, M luteus EFFEX A B ATV (p>0.05), X LD b
IEENME T T 2MmRHY . £150U0/ml THho7z, Z D, V tapetis
XTI 12 BFRICEAEEZTENLOD Y v F— AIEER R IX
LS ERTLIHEANARELN., 2T 24 FEZETHR L Th o7,

14



M. luteus BEFEX|THICTY V F—AEERITIFRX LD bEWE X T
Holey, 12 R LIBII X & 0FBEZ T2 - 7= (Fig. 9),

N7 EREICEL T, TN ENDORFREICE WD TR & RZRKX
DETHEZD® D L 5B (ITAR N0 -7 (Fig. 10),

Uy F—AiERICBWTIEZ, VY F— LGN E RO LN
Aotz (Fig. 11), B2 01X, MEZHERE L T 6 Rl O AT,
M. luteus HEFEX THXHXIZX LA BEICHEENMET LR TH D,
UV F—LEETITETEEIZSH 2 b ODOAETIE R o 7eid . sk
TITAEENAE LT,
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~—— Posterior notch

Anterior notch

Fig. 1 The position of bacteria injected into oyster’s mantle

cavity.
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2 ‘ A
Intestine o ,)/'{:4 :% :
| S = Connective Tissue
o § Ry
IR )P oo)-;? ':'
Stomach { |G S L Digestive diverticula
116807 W Sy e
A ’ ': =] .QN/ :O‘
Gonad -0 N S
i [eagly N Intestine

) y s Kidney

Gills Mantle cavity

’;t Mantle

Fig. 2 Microscopic illustration of cross-section of oyster.Region
indicated in red between mantles is mantle cacvity. This
illustration was quoted from Howard and Smith (1983).
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100000 —o—Micrococcus luteus
90000 - Vibrio tapetis
80000
70000
60000
50000
40000
30000
20000
10000

0 1 m
6 12 24
hours after inoculation

n = 3, respectively

CFU / ml

Fig. 3 Temporal changes in number of colony-forming bacterial
cells in bacterial suspension inoculated into the mantle cavity of
the Pacific oysters in the first experiment. Means + SD are
indicated. In this case, CFU/ml of bacterial suspension at 0 h are
about 250,000 for M. Iuteus and 21,000 for V. tapetis,

respectively.
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100000 —e—Mlicrococcus luteus
90000 ~B-Vibrio tapetis
80000
70000
60000
50000
40000
30000
20000
10000

0

n = 3, respectively

CFU / ml

1 6 24
hours after inoculation

Fig. 4 Temporal of changes in number of colony-forming
bacterial cells in bacterial suspension inoculated into the mantle
cavity of the Pacific oysters on the second experiment. Means +
SD are indicated. In this case, CFU/ml of bacterial suspension at
0 h are about 300,000 for M. luteus and 350,000 for V. tapetis,

respectively.
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500 —e—Mlicrococcus luteus
450 —=-Vibrio tapetis
400
350
300
250
200
150
100
50

n = 3, respectively

CFU / ml

.

1 6 24
hours after inoculation

Fig. 5 Temporal changes in number of colony-forming bacterial
cells inmantle lavage fluidof the Pacific oystersafter inoculation
of bacterial suspension on the second experiment. Means + SD
are indicated.
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18000
16000
14000
12000
10000
8000
6000
4000
2000

CFU / ml

——Mlicrococcus luteus

—-Vibrio tapetis

n = 3, respectively

r.
-

24
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Fig. 6 Temporal changes in number of colony-forming bacterial

cells in gill lavage fluidof the Pacific oystersafter inoculation of

bacterial suspension on the second experiment. Means + SD are

1ndicated.
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Fig. 7 Temporal changes in number of colony-forming bacterial

cells in bacterial suspension inoculated into the mantle cavity of

the Pacific oysters on the third experiment. Means + SD are

indicated.
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Fig. 8 Changes in number of colony-forming bacterial cells in
mantle and gill lavage fluid of the Pacific oystersafter
inoculation of bacterial suspension on the third experiment.
Means + SD are indicated.
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Fig. 9 Temporal changes in lysozyme activities of the mucus of
the Pacific oyster mantle after inoculation of bacterial
suspension or artificial seawater. Means + SD are indicated.
Lysozyme activities are measured at pH 5.0by using driedcells of
M. Iuteus as a substrate.Results areshown as unit (0.001
decrease of absorbance at 540 nm per min). Asterisks indicate

statistical significant differences from the control value
(p < 0.05).
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Fig. 10 Temporal changes in protein concentration of the mucus

of the Pacific oyster mantle after inoculation of bacterial

suspension or artificial seawater. Means + SD are indicated.

Protein concentration are measured with Bradford protein

assay.
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Fig. 11 Temporal changes in lysozyme specific activities of the
mucus of the Pacific oyster mantle after inoculation of bacterial
suspension or artificial seawater. Means + SD are indicated.
Lysozyme activities are measured at pH 5.0by using dried cells
of M. luteus as a substrate.Results areshown as unit (0.001
decrease of absorbance at 540 nm per min). Asterisks indicate

statistical significant differences from the control value
(p < 0.05).
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B2H ATHROMEFERNRE

[## & FE]

RAFMERS LTUMmMY v /RO

PUETE MR EICH W e~ TR K Y k22 2012 4
SABLV 10 ADHBIRINEMO~TX L0 H 7Y 7 L, KR
10 fEELDRIE L B0 O HFIETHERL, KEMWORELZ LT,
MY I 3B~ TXMBMEL Y7 Y D ES#
£+ (26Gx1/2”) (7 VE) Z AWV TEIL L, KR & RO S Tl 5y B
ATV, MK 2RV Te RIEEZ G, MiRiE—#H%2Y) vV F— 2L
M X U R BERERICOELEZD L, 2~3 kSO T —1 LT
BTN, LB 0.20 pl @7 4 v % — (Advantec) & AW\ T
TBEE L, W vy X F 2—TICANT—30°C THEMRTEL T,
My >R 38 fMESELETT— L L%k, BBREEEIT-> THb o
LR LTz,

F72.20124 11 A O ER RS E~ T X 2 5H{K 7Y 7 L,
FREE RO HIETH E MY 2RI, XU X7 BEZAE LT
%12 SDS-PAGE (2 L 7=,

HE
FEAH L7-ME L. M luteus & V. tapetis ® 2 FETH 5, MEHEME
FEREFBRICEE L 02 EZRICH L7,

RAFKES LMY VROV IF—LEE - FVRVEREARE
KRB L0 Y XD Y Y F— LGN - X2 N7 BIRERNEILSE 1 Hi
ERIERIC L TIT o T2,

SDS-PAGE 24
SDS-PAGE % XCell SureLock Electrophoresis Cell (NOVEX) &

NuPAGE 4-12% Bis-Tris Gell 1.0mm X 12 well (Invitrogen) % fi H
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Lc, 27V 7 Lt 11 AT XROMBERB LMY & RKT
1 mg/ml ®#EEIZHIR L. NuPAGE LDS Sample Buffer (4X)
(Invitrogen) & NuPAGE Sample Reducing Agent (10X) (Invitrogen) %
AW TLEE L, NuPAGE Antioxidant (Invitrogen) % ¥R L 72 3% 7t 514
FTT150V TykEh L7z, o7 id—f 20 ul 275 00K L— RN
L. D fE~—DI—F5ul OF VAT AV RE U NRIE~—T—
(Broad range) (Nacalai tesque) & — 7 & /7 % — (Broad range)
(Aprosciense) #fEH L7=, 71 DY |Z1% Coomassie Brilliant Blue
R-250 (MERCK) # JHv 7=,

mEEEAE

AHEE A SRR & AR D HIE T, ZNENOMEAEBREIKZ 105 cell/ml
DA —F —ICHEE LT MBI &~ TR X O Y > 3% 20 ul
TORA L., 26°C T2 A v FaX—hF L7, 2 br—E LT,
ANWEHE THKEHEBRBRZES L BRXZHELZ, £ %=
N— &, BE AN LK EZHWT, M luteus 3 10 (54 R, V. tapetis
(X 100 f5A R L, MIEEEFE F28R & [RAR O H1E TERRE T L — MZHME
BBREBM L, an=—%hU > b LT, 2vhe—oan=—¥
EHRTZGAED, EBREOan = —8 OB ER 72, JIERRIL,
Student ® Ffll t MEIC KLY, ThZEhoH T - HEIZEWNT
FEX D CFU O FEHE 2 6 X O P2 L 0 A EISHIN D 2 Wi
LTWEMWEIDEHE Lz, fERFIL 5% E LT,
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[#ER]

RAFERB LMY ROV F—LFE - 2RV BEEERE
~ AXREEN Y VT —2iEEE R LIZOWCR L, v i) N

FEACTEME RIS o7 (Fig. 12), F£7-. X 87 EBEIX

W CfECTdh -7 (Fig. 13),

SDS-PAGE f##r

IR E MY X TIEHVBRICERMICE T S SDS-PAGE IV T,
c,t<U7‘:ﬁ<%b/W~‘/%f L7z (Fig. 14), 27 kDa, 55 kDa, 80 kDa %
DEFERN RFIHEELTHEEL, TSSO R ERZESRR -
m)/ﬂ%®%/7W@#ﬂ%mﬁé%®ﬁ%éﬂ ELHhDY
TR ET DO R Z R B RIZR ORI o T,

EEEAE

~ HRAARREFIRIL., M. luteus IZxF L CIFAEIC CFU b &
(p<0.05)., PLETEMEZ R L7223, V. tapetis \[Zx%F L Tl A B 7215 %
RE ol (Fig. 16), ALK EMEEZRA LR X O CFU %
100% & L 7245 \ﬁmk@ LICEBRKTIX 6% CTHDH ., =2 b
2L Do AW Lic, ZHUTKE L, V. tapetis TiL. E¥I0 79%
ToH Y RFRIX X @ﬂf&< Rolen, X6 2ENRELIFHX LY CFU »
REL D2, AERIEERIIRIN R o2, Fig. 15 ©
V. tapetis TIIFRHX DXL OET HIEWITRENTZDODLNDIT VDR,
HE L7z 7RO~ ORFREZ2, FREAZIRG TIZE LIS D% Table 1
2T, ZTOXRTEH, TNETNOHAITB W TXRX O CFU % 100%
ELEGADO, ~WHFMKREMEZIES LIZERKXO CFU OF4 %
ARLTWVD, 1~ 4@5¢kﬁ%fﬁf?ﬁ#ﬁﬁ&&@% L= 7o CFU
TR E P L7zas, 5~T R E OFERTIEHICKRE ML, Fig. 16
IZ. M. luteus, V. tapetis ’i‘ﬂLLVCYH'J/E L7~ T X AREK AR O P
EHEORED OB, HOWTERRPBFRC T =L 7T
b5 b5 DODT —HIZONT, ZHILENDOMEIRES D HUEIEME & HERE O
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WZ L > THAMKIZLIZbDTH D, ThHE=HR R2 = 0.759 TH Y,
~ T XRARRIEAEIR D M. luteus \Zxt T HPLETEME L V. tapetis (I3t 5
PLETEME E ORIV EDOMHBENS D L E 2 iz,

MR OFERITKI L, MV /N Tixk M. luteus |37 58 & 72 PLE 6
IR ENT, Vo tapetis IFARIC T o =—8n3EmL 7= (Fig. 17),
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Fig. 12 Lysozyme activitiesof mucus and hemolymph from the
Pacific oysters. Means = SD are indicated. Lysozyme activities
are measured at pH 5.0by using dried cells of M. luteus as a
substrate.Results areshown as wunit (0.001 decrease of
absorbance at 540 nm per min).
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Fig. 13 Protein concentration of mucus and hemolymph from the
Pacific oysters. Means + SD are indicated. Protein concentration
are measured with Bradford protein assay.
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Fig. 14 SDS-PAGE of hemolymph and mucus of the Pacific
oysters. Electrophoresis wascarried out in a 4-12% gradient
acrylamide/bis gel under reduced conditionsand the gel was
stainedwith CBB. M1 and M2 were pre-stained protein markers
(Broad Range) for SDS-PAGE and the XL Ladder broad range.
Lanes 1-5: hemolymph. Lanes 6-10: mucus. Each samples were
adjusted to 1 mg / ml protein concentration. Only lane 7 sample
was about 0.7 mg / ml protein concentration.
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o
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- V. tapetisin=17

Micrococcus luteus

Vibrio tapetis

Fig. 15 Antibacterial activity of the mucus of the Pacific oysters.
Means = SD are indicated. Mean of CFU of control (Artificial
seawater) were defined as 100% on each bacteria.Asterisks
indicate statistical significant differences respect to control (P <

0.05).
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Table 1 Relative percentage (RP) of CFU by each mucus sample

of the Pacific oysters in the antibacterial assay.

Sample  RP of CFU
28.2%
57.4%
58.0%
55.0%
240.2%
169.6%

225.8%
*Control = 100%

N oo o A WON P
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200%

1S

150%

100%

Vibrio tapet

50%

0%

Relative percentage of CFU against

0%

Relative percentage of CFU against
Micrococcus luteus

Fig. 16 Relationship between rates of CFU against M. Juteus and

V. tapetis of the same mucu samples.
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400% | m Control (ASW) *
_350% . Mhemolymph [
M. luteus:n=5

V. tapetis:n =6

150% -

100% -

Relative percentage of CFU

(Average of control(

50% -

0% -

Micrococcus luteus Vibrio tapetis

Fig. 17 Antibacterial activity of the hemolymph of the Pacific
oysters. Means + SD are indicated. Mean of CFU of control
(Artificial seawater) were defined as 100% on each bacteria.
Asterisks indicate statistical significant differences respect to
control (P < 0.05).

37



ER

o1 EICBWT, v XA EENICHER LM E BB, 2
o CFU = AEBEZBAD ST ENHLNER-T72, 3EIITHo T
EBROWN, FAE CHIBEBRER & B L7 2 BB O ERO#ME% 1RO
KR TOY 7L Th, BEEFO CFU X 1/4 LT ERoTEY,
F—F =N 1OFRLEFLCHEP LTS, 2B, ZOERIT CFU O
HEOEDICan=—2 T T AR, v XN EREIC T A FELT
WAHMEDO arn=—HL8R -2 TCLE DD, M luteus 8 LN V. tapetis
AEEL-ESITIALOMED an=—F A2 ERICH Y T 5
ZriIETETCWARY, LrL, TrET Y o CRIRARE GFP f# x
E. coli D#HFEFER T H RMEOBDABIEZ S, 1, 2 B H O FEER &R R
REL AR LT enolclcd, v HIHAEBENIZHD N OLHFET D
MEOEBIZLS/ITINEDELTELRNWI LTS, 22T, 20
BEREERTENTZ T OEFENMEREBIR DHEZ IO T, §HEE
R AL T 272 DIc, 2 B H OEBROMEHERER 6 FFf %12\ T,
BRELZER S, ml 22 CHIRLZERELEZSAG., BTk &h
ZEAREBENEAD LT EE LS, 2BIBOERD 6 KE{iH TE 25D
X, 3EIDOMEEREEROETICBWT 6 FMAOY P L ZEIN LT
B, ZORKBEMECICHERELEZAEAENSKRELSEBL TS 2 ENH®E
TX5720, BEIXO2BIHEOERTIIEM L7 M luteus & V. tapetis
DI DK D CFU 28MFIEFR U T2 6 FEZICIZEIN L7-# » CFU b
FIEFRLCZ2OT, EHLHDOMEICELTHEL L5 ICHM{LTE TEHEAE
MLRT WD ThHhD, ThEFET L& L CMEREKS O
AT 1,500,000 cell DN F & e KIRZ < AFE & - 72835 220,000 cell
25 6 R % oo Al B BRI P IS AEAE L. 1,280,000 cell o 4B 25 il &
BB OWHER LI E WS HEICR D, 2O OMENIHEA L-Bh &
LTETBEZOLNDDOF, BBIERT THBE L2, H D WVITRER S
BIOBFTICBE Lz Thb, TLTBHTI2OTHONIEEENEL T
WHAERENEICBE L RN EmWEB X biv, & LTI S
LCTAEETHEN, HOVEMELTOLLER LI L W) ATEERE X
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bivic, & 2 THMRICAHE L L 8E L, ki o CFU &~z
DN, T AVICITEERE L MR R > 51 2 72 1,280,000 cell (2T
o272 o 72, Fig. 5, Fig. 6 DAAENRI KX OO BEiEK O 6 K
Ho CFU &, MEBREERNR > T\ EHETE L8N O 2 S
KRR A L CW AR EZHR T 2L AEFETIZELLOME TS
BT 400 cell, HAEBEIT 4 MHLDOTERLEZRTEHER L T,
M. Iluteus T 8,000 cell, V. tapetis T 48,000 cell THDH, WITiLbH
M E BB OHRELIME LD D720, Leh->T, HELESD
AE T, MEBREETICRB T, MiERmicB 0 THIEARBED,
MBENPDTHIRLIZEDEEZDND, & 5 \WITHIE 2 Mk
AR EE LTEREINEZETEFEE L THRETE R 2o
EWVWHZELBERIDLNDN, EOGHE TS E LM BN D IR FR kK
ENTODMLENDY, RO EZZITLHEBZ2x0615, £ LT, ME
BB - AAEIREBE L OO EEE T o CFU IXRFF AR B IZE VIR & 12
KT EmARINT, ZNDDOFRBENG ., v T X DOHNERENIZEETE
LI E XI5 2 &, BRSO L Vo o R R m RIS
BWTHEZHERT 2EKPEE#KAZ~TENRALTNDL 2L, 22U
PG L TWL 2 ERBRX b, TOZ &b, In vitro EHRIC
X DR OPLETEMHREIC LY | v T ARERmAIR DS E ISR L THiE
RRAZRTNZH 2 HIlCBWTHRE Lz, ok, AR INT~ T F
HEENTOMEDOHEKIZOWNT, v HFHBEN~OME DR A &
LTORYIALZEE X2 TFEL S MIZET DI, B4 2 M E 2] & 2>
DOz LTk &, BEZIZ~ T X OMMY A 2 1Ek L CHIE 2B -
RHLTEZDZEBVLETHA I,

in vitro DPLEIEEFERICB W TIL, ~ T XMV > 30T o /ME
WO PETEMEZ R S R o 7oy, KiRIE M. Iuteus \ZxF LIEMEZ 7R L
V. tapetis ([ZxF L CIITEHZHET A7 PICEL2ZXEHDL DD,
PLEEZ T A EEN B ES T, ZOMEIL in vivo DFEEBRT
BN~ X EREKHEAE O K EEREE L Co®RE L LFT D
bDOTHDH, V. tapetis (KT OHMROARNLESIL, TNENDOERE
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TRV Vo SDFE D EERENESE L TV D AaJEEMEN
ORI

KR DVER N AREZE R V. tapetis \ZxF L. M. luteus \Zxt3 58 E 72
PHEERIZ, VY F =22k ThrAEENE N EBbNT,
UV F—2I% 77 LR OMIEEZ ST 28EFETH DM, kLKL
MY /T, FERZ N TEOMMEMLTEH Y (Fig. 14), MERIZ7Z T
VI F—LEEIEERND D Z e (Fig. 12), ~ 0 MK D M. Iuteus
WX THEERIZY) Y F— L2 OEFIEHICL D2 o PEELLEZ X
bivie, A—w 7 =X A Chlamys islandica ®V Y F— LR
7T IR T AU X Crassostrea virginica ® YV Y F — AT
7T AEMEICR T AHEEENH D X 912 (Nilsen et al, 1999; Xue
et al., 2004; Xue et al., 2007), ~ Xk, VY F—rtLtBbhd
MER N7 T LE@BEETHD V tapetis IZHEHA L TV D AHEME D
EZT-N Fig. 16 DZNENOME KT 5~ VX REOIER 2V 7
VIS S EIEBAK N B, ZADLOHEIBIOKICY YV TF— 4L
Zz2obid M luteus (ZHLEAIEA Z R LR T3 V. tapetis \IZxF LT
PEEEZRT L) 2 @EB xS WEBbiic, v~ XKk
M. luteus \ZXt T HHEIEH & V. tapetis (ZxF T HHEEH & ORI
MBEBRA DD Z ENBEXONDM, M. Iuteus \ZxF L Tix, ¥ 70
TLICMEDOETHNLE —FRIC CFU #A S HETWWDHDITx L,
V. tapetis \ZXF L Cix CFU M L7 D LD L7zd O & IR RN
SN TW5E, Zhix, VI F—rtE 25225 M luteus |25 5
MEKNFOHDLEFICLDETIT L. T OPHEIRK T & 33 oL
K+ 2BN1FELE L. V tapetis \ZxF L CTEHA L TWA 7D TlERrnwnt
Ezl, Tihbb, VYF—rLBbhD M Iutues \ZHEF L7ZPLH
K7 & . V tapetis \Zx L C/ERALZEHER FIZH A2 OH DD,
M. lutues Xt 2 PIEIEENIR WY 7V TIX V. tapetis \ZxFT 5
PLEEM RN EB X NS, v X RREESEF X, M. luteus IZ
K LUTLEE LTMERZRTHER TV Y F—20 &, V. tapetis IZxf L T
AZERER R THERKFO, 2 st 2 BEOPLEKNFBFE
THZENEBEALN, ELT, MRTICHFETLIEEZEAONTIND
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OPER N, ~ XS EENTOREICEEL TV AEENE 2
biiz,

VY F—=LPHEENTOREICEHD> T EEL6NDL 9 1
DT =L LT, ~HIAEBENITHMEEEZ L T 6 RFFM®ZICHERL 72
RR MK CHEBATOMK E L _XTHEICY Y F—A0EEMME T L
ZEBRFETOND, THNETFRO, MEEREICHET DM 50O RIET
boHLEEZOND, “HEATIIMEREICEID Y Y F—2OEEMMET
LicFEflE R LIeHEF S, 33— v/Nk T % Ostrea edulis
TI% Vibrio anguillarum DO HEFEIZ XV U YV F— AEMEDNEK T L
(Hauton et al, 2000), #\Z7 ¥ VIZEBWT V. tapetis D&Y LY
VY F— 235N ER L7 (Allam et al, 2000a,b)72 &, —fEHD Y Y
F—LPMEOBRBEICL > T ONDOFEEELZITHI ERREINT
W5, SREEINTHMEERICEL DY Y F— AEEOK T IE— S
I AR RIS TH D & bFE 2 b D0, FEEICITHERBRKR LW
HER - o CFU BIREREBICHEVED LTS, 2o ) Yy F—
DIEMEDR T T2 RIS s £ OM e B O 720 O S T % v getE 2
Hb, KV ) AHA Mercenaria mercenaria O LEK % & teil U > /X|Z
7T Lt Bacillus megaterium DMH & ZigE L7~ & 2 AfEkH o
VY F—LENMETL MEFOY Yy F—LEN EH LW |EN
& 55 (Cheng et al, 1975), ZiTmEkF DV v F— ABHE O HIlH
XV MRS~ SN bDTHL ERPASNTND, ZOIMmEKE
DO RIEDRAEFICBNTHE I o EBZ 2L, BEINTZHEO
FIIZ XY AEFENOY Y F—AOGWNEE I v, i~ 51
R 2~ & Hl G BRI~ & o S, SVERERN O U Y F — Lk g
L7c7edlil, L pWanNTMi@ i) Yy F—LEENKRS 2D
FICRHEARIE T LD ) Y F—AEFERDOKEIIR T, W) T &
PNRRESND, RICZOL D RISERIGEZ L TWLDOTHIIT, M@z
ok LASIE - IRR A CHERR T 2 & W O AKPIEEERE & L T O KIS
ThHLEEZDTHAI, VI F— NS WMENTZDTHIITHERE
Whnbb VY F—afEERRE D LB X, WET LR
ML O 572> 7= (date not shown), T AVICRY L Cid#EfE L 7=
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MBI O BN Z M E o720 WEE TIEMER N VWY vV F
—ADRFRENTLESFR VWS v EZ NS, PLY VF—LohiK
rHWE AT ay h° ELISA 7 EEELEN EICHhEDO Y VT
— AZBRHT A2 HFEEHOCRIT X VENRERPIEOLNLDLTHA D,
U F—=LUNTH, v HFXOHNEENIT E. coli WgEGETHZ LITED
BRI TRYBEIR S X7 THLXTF NI BBk
% (Peptidoglycan Recognition Protein: PGRP) @ —f&i, CgPGRP-S1S
DOFBEN LH T DL BRSO MR 2 386k LISZE KOG

ZRTEEZALNLBNIMICE H Y (B 2012), A MBSOk
O, VY F—LREOHPERE A OISERICT . ~ T F AR 0 A K51
VAT LAELTORRERRT LD THL LEZLNI,

lbED, =T xFEEmGEFOY) Yy F—NIZLdbEE2ND 7T A
St M. luteus \ZxF 3 DHLEIERICRI L. 77 ABEYERE V. tapetis IZ
ST OEENS EMEO LR EEREE L THER LD TH D &
Bz b, Vibrio BMED K BIZX LREMEEZ AT 28 E L LT
EZ2 ONHERIC.EEN T aT T —EDpELE (Labreuche et al., 2006)
. MERD Vibrio JEME T2 EARENE VW & (FR S, 2005;
Labreuche et al, 2006) 72 & @ Vibrio BENFFOEMENE T b5,
RKEBR T~ X ARELEIIED V. tapetis DAEB I C&mL vy Z &
IF, ~ T FFERITIT 26 O HBEEE 2 i 2 72 Vibrio JBME ToH > TH
PR TE DLW AIREEHEEZ R L TWVWD, kb KERTHW V tapetis
FEEZCTHIVOT I 7HRORKEE TH Y (Paillard et al,
1994; Paillard, 2004). ~H X EICKTHEEE L RETINLTWVD
H OO~ HFIZHT HFEMILE < 72 < (Saulnier et al., 2010), %<
DE .~ WX D Vibrio JmlZ L 2 KEBILITHNEWICBITL2METH 5
Z & (Boettcher et al, 1999, 2000; Ford and Borrero 2001; Paillard et
al. 1996), EBRIZHWZDRMEDO YT X TH D &b, HillC
< HXHAEICBWTHRBED Vibrio WRICKTH2HEMENH D LIS 2
W, L, WTRICLTH ZOMRFICHFET 2 LB EH
R % Bl CZ iE B SNED Vibrio J5~DH %h 72 XHEE O ML
B’RLZ0TERWNEBELLND, XLV ORUECHENTHIEMD
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BMINZITHOZ2DRHDHZ T, PAERECLILZNRFORIDODENFELET D
ZENBBZOHI, ZOPLEKFIC L DA EKIZ E > TOMmHEMELFED
RS0, LA A D Vibrio 5 DG HRE~DICH 72 ERN IS 5,

IAFICBNWTIET 4 7= PGRP, BNV Efka 7
ARBGENRTICET 2280 EN72INTEY (Gueguen et al,
2006; Gonzalez et al., 2007a,b; Itoh and Takahashi 2008; Gueguen et
al, 2009; Itoh and Takahashi 2009; Seo et al, 2013). ~ A FL4 D
THEIBWTHHERT T KX PGRP O#@E R H 5, AWFFIZEBNT
RSN~ H XKD V tapetis \Zx T H2HEEMA S, MU N2
WD REIE D IIAFAET 2 LE <7 F FX° PGRP 72 E2MEM L 72 R
DREMERDH D, SHOBEL LT, ZOHEEFRLEDL S REDT
bDHD, EDRIE S FrEMT DT A 5,
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Fl2E XHAFXANAEREPOVIYF—LELUVFFTF—EOD
KRR

1 BT HFMKICE O TR SNl E®IL. M. Iuteus 12
XU CHERICHEREZFEIE L., V. tapetis \ZxF U TIIAZERN HHEDN
OO E R LT, 202D, vHIRIETOPIREEMNZRT
KF12ix, 2 b 77 2w L TRICIRMIIER T 2WE
NEFENTWVWDHEEZLNTZ, I T, SHAFITBWTHEEDHERIN
TWAHHHEEKFON, 1 BICBWTHMKFOIEEZHEL, 77 A
SGHERE I T D EIEH 2 R TR TH Y . M. Iuteus \ZxF L THHLE
ERZRLTCWE EHNLTEBETHL UV F— LI LT, REEMAET
PITWEBIC X O — 7 = 23T THEREIC I T 5B 7 15
ZHOTWDI N ZEHREF Lz, £/, VY F—2IZMA T, EES—HO
77 LRI L TEEERZ =" FF—BIZbHHB L, k&mA
R OPLFEIEMEICE D > TV A &M LTz,

FLIE T~ T X OHNEFHERY ~ F— 2O L& RO N 2170,
%1 BT RINT~YAFRROPEEEICALEIZY YV F— LD 5D
BExbnbdnimiatliz, VY F—2u (EC 3.2.1.17) T7 7 — ¥,
N7 T VT Y. FHEEY . BEAFHEENY LRk 2 R AW An T DR
T, 77 LGMROMIEELZ KT 2T F N7V D0 N-TEF L
5T IV MurNAc) & N-7tEF L7 ay I (GluNAe) Mo
B-1,4 #E A& Z MK GIET HDIEEEER TH D (K5, 1974; Jolles and Jolles,
1984), ~ X DY Y F—2r4r+ (CGL) 1% 3 FIEMFIET D 2 & DR
SN THEY, CGL-1,CGL -2,CGL -3 &¢MENTWDS, ZNHD
U F—205H, 1 FABRMHEZRSAIONIZAMEE T, 2 TFEI
HILEEZOHEALMIE T, 3 ITXEHAERETELRETFHAREIEL TWVD
(Matsumoto et al., 2006; Itoh et al., 2007, Itoh et al, 2010), CGL -
1 BXO CGL -3 FHICHAERTEIL TSI NG, 20D 2 D
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UV F— LN ERGICEE LR FTHY . EEEL LTS
AREMERNSH D EE 2T, £ 2T~ U XANERM K Z W CREETEMSED
Rt 2 02 U, oW\ T HMFZE = o JHRRE BT B 200 Pichia Expression Kit
(Invitrogen) % W CIE L % 1T > 7= Pichia pastris BFRIZ XU
FLHL 2 B 32 recombinant CGL (!CGL) D & % - KL L IAH - hiE R %
ATV, CGL WM I T DK & L THR b DO TH D08 b )i
THZEAHEELE, _HEICBWT P pastris #HW\WTU a2 v
FU R F—LmAEHELTEHE L TIET Y U (Takeshita et al, 2004)
T WY T HA Chlamis farreri (Zhao et al, 2006) 72 K ORI 23 1 |
aREnNTE) Y F-AEEWEREEZ T RN, Vel s b
U F— L3R EOBATICH WD ENRARET HD EE X,

2 i T~ XA BB RO IR E R X F - —BICBH L TRk
S, HIZEER cDNA Z68 LRIBEAZHWTHEE ¥ "7 %
Gk L. BRELXZ I 7, ¥ U XI2i% glycoside hydrolase family 18
(GH18) (2@ 3 5%+ —+t & LT Cg-chitl (Badariotti et al, 2007),
Cg-chit2, Cg-chit3 (Badariotti et al., 2011) D& FNREINTE Y |
Cg-chitl IIAEBETHILL TWDH D, ZORERIEEDOMTIZITHOILT
WY, FFF—EOEML L TITHEFEOMANEEZ#KT 2 B-1-4-N-
TEFAITNLAY I VDR v —ThdLXTF a2 MAKSHLEER
FERE 70 BT k9 B AR HIIA+ & L CTHERET 5 (Boot et al., 1995; Boot
et al., 2001; Kramer and Muthukrishnan, 1997; van Eijk et al., 2005)
E, VY F—LEERENLET 57000 VT — A & RO E M
T GEALHDH (Majeau et al, 1990), UV Y F—AL LD DFE W
BMETHY ., T2 HEITME L FRICEREEORIE S D702
N, BEICKH L THEATEEZAL TS EELL, ¥ FF—
TOMWRBMIT AT T bEERMLL R DL THA I BRI,
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F1HE IHAFHAEEDRDO) VF—LADKHERIT

[+ & FE]

RAFNEEMHED Y VF— LFERRE

~ 77 %1% 2006 4F 9 HOEIRRZNEBRER X OREEBED~ T FZ i
Zi 3 R L1 K, 2007 FFIREBEE~Y X 10 ER BRI L .
WAES 2 it L € —80°C THrAF L. MEKMEIR L THEBITHE L 72,

HAE R L C W= T % OEE 2 i CRRm%E, MHHA YL
Bty hEHWTHAERZHHLEZ, ABROEEZWEL, BEE
® 5 % (weight/volume) @ 0.1 M Hifig - Bz NV ¥ 258K (pH
5.0) ZMMx CKHFTHHALENLAREY A XL, =Lyl (4°C,
17,000xg, 30 73) LT EEZMSZ, EBICITMOAZEBA N E ENTE
D, ZNZEHLE S50 um DAL T L7 4% — (Millipore) % HWT
w4252 ThELE, bz biEE2 555 L., 2ED 6 N HCI
F 721X 5N NaOH #in 2 < pH % 3.0, 4.0, 5.0, 6.0, 7.0 ™ 5 Btz %L
L7z,

U F—AIEMITE 1 2L RIS M luteus % W72 EETHIE
L7, BHAELE LT M luteus DR I21% Sorensen U BEKEE IR
(1/15 M Na:HPO.—1/15 M KH:PO. , pH 7.0) Zfv., % pH ¥
7L 100 pl & BRI 200 Wl IRETAH L O L, U=y ) ©
AEGEDREER, b7V E EHEBEKOERNED > TNDHD
ERRDRLSTWVD, HMITHEMBEEEL -V OV Y F—A3EE (Ulg)
TERLI,

RHAEFNERV YV F—LOEBRZBER rCGL-1 B LU rCGL-3 D&

ZINZEND rCGL % FEA T & 2 I EIRMEERT . M WF7E 3 O JF ik E
Bh#HE It EEZ b0 v,

WA L C\Wie P pastris BEfE% YPD B5#~7L— | (1% yeast
extract, 2% peptone, 2% dextrose, 1% agar) Z VT, 30°C T 3 HH
BRELL, 77— hLRIOBRSNEBERO 20 =—% BMGY Kt (1%
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yeast extract, 2% peptone, 0.34% Yeast Nitrogen Base w/o Amino
Acids and Ammonium Sulfate, 1% Ammonium Sulfate, 4 x 107°%
biotin, 1% glycerol, 100mM potassium phosphate, pH 6.0) 50 ml 2%
ANoT=nXy TNAftE 7T A3 |ZE L, 30°C 200 rpm THBELZND
24 W5 L (—REE#), KE%E#HEZ BMGY i 1.5 L, 2.3 L
F721E 3 LITIAEIC 3 HIERG#E Lz (CREF#8), R EICB VT,
B 1.5 Lz TR HERIIMEMT Y v — A % —MBF-300ME
G PR b ae bk s th) 2@ L, ) 570 rpm THIFE L TH#E L 72,
23 L 7201 3.0 L BT OBIEZNICMAANy 7 E 7T A a%k
A, 851 0.8 L £7213 1.5 L % 200 rpm THRERSERDPLEEE LT,
O %WERE 2 E Lo BE (4°C, 3,000%g, 5 4y) L CEIUX L. 500 ml @
BMMY £5#1 (1% yeast extract, 2% peptone, 0.34% Yeast Nitrogen
Base w/o Amino Acids and Ammonium Sulfate, 1% Ammonium
Sulfate, 4 x 107°% biotin, 0.5% methanol, 100mM potassium
phosphate, pH 6.0) [ZF&# L CrCGLEADFHE 2 ) ), FIZ 3 HIM.
24 W3 T HID 1% RO X % ) — VA MA B &R Lo, H5EIX
rCGL-1 TIXkEEELZ 1.5 L T1 DA, rCGL-3 TiX 2.3 L T 3 A,
SLT1E To7m, “IREFED 3 HHICKEEZK T L, Kz =000 8
(vcsng5 ») LCEERZ DB L, rCGL 2 & ekt 21572, 2

W7 v E=7 L% 0°C ITHB VT 80%FIFNIZ 725 K DTz, 4°C T
A K —F —% MWW T over night T@# L, HTExiT-o72, L7 & >
X BB A iy B (4°C, 89,000%g, 25 43) LT EiE AT CRIL L,
PEB T AE g £ T —30°C TR FF L7,

rCGL-1 & & U rCGL-3 D FFH

rCGL ORERIIGA AR u~ T T 7 4 =L > TiTo 7,
WHARATE L T 2 RIRICHE L TR L, 2&D 0.02 M
HERE - BERE - b U U AREER (pH 5.0) ICHEM I, 2z PD-10
717 2 (GE Healthcare) # VTl L7=, BiME L7 RMERst o 7
# 0.02 M FEfefEE K (pH 5.0) TY-Hifb L7i=fiA A v Rl 7 A
HiTrap SP XL 5 ml (GE Healthcare) (2% 1 ml/min TR L 7=,
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F L CHFRRFEE R 2 i3 5 ml / min C 50 ml., FIZHEE K O NaCl 2 &
Z 0.1 M IZLT 250 ml LEJEL, BT AICHAELBRWE NI H L
Bripk oy 2 e L ChRE Lz, BERO NaCliEE % 0.1 M 225 0.7 M
£ T, ## 2 ml/ min, & 72ml THRAICEFESEL7 TV Mk
ZEOD T LN RIEREERN S, WHEZ U713 2 ml #I
777 varvELTRIIRL, TREND Y F—LEEERE L, 0
%, rCGL-1 X, 7773 a0l F—LEEDOH LHEH 5O — 7
4%, iCON Concentrators, 7 ml/9 K (Thermo) % H\>TiE L4y B
(4°C, 5,000xg, 25 43) L CIRIMER ZITV, ¥ X7 H &M LT,
rCGL-3 1ZiEMDH 727 T 7 v a v 24D T 0.02 M FilkiEE KR (pH
5.00 ZHWVWT 10 fFICHRNL., BOFEERO FIEIZX D BGA A4 2
s~ N7 4—THERL, VYF—2iEMEobD 777 va %
PR A1 88 CHAE L7,

BUNVEREATE

R L7 id, H1IEEFEKROT 7y R7+— REICKY #
R YEEE A RE LA, rCOL ITB W TITBERIER D 2 2 v #— R
TaT AL ALUE—=FR]T (Tyy Z 7Y r) (Biorad) &MV,

SDS-PAGE f#&#r

SDS-PAGE 12 LV, rCGL OB OREZMIB L7, HHL KSR
BLOTFVIEHLIBELEKRTHLN, T E~—I—IZiF=7 v
Z % — (Low range) (Aprosciense) Z fH\, &% /X7 EH N2 KOG
Coomassie Fluor Orange protein gel stain (Invitrogen) % fffH L T,
UV R A4 NI X —F =T XD EIB TR LIz, ¥ 08
~—H—=nb, TNETNDO rCGL Oy +E & H#HE L=,
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BE AR

ETNENY Y F—LOWEIEMNEZ, FEKRO pH I8 XA 4 %
EZTHESTHZ &T, BEIGEHESEMLZMHEN L, FiEIX Xue et al
(2004) OPEFEESE L LT,

rCGL-1 B8 X O rCGL-3 O #&fE i 2. iCON Concentrators, 7 ml/9 K
(1CON Gold Recovery) Z M\ 7-i.050Bf (4°C, 5,000xg, 25 43) (Z
L OMRATEEIC L > THEKIZRB LT, Tk, ZUo "7 EREEY
77y R7x—RETHELEL, BE 1.8 ug/ml IZHE L=,

RE A3 2R IE. pH X 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 5.0, 5.5, 6.0, 6.5,
7.0, 7.5, 8.0, 8.5, 9.0, 9.5, 10.0 ® 155V & L., ThZFh o pH T L
A FmEX, rCGL-11% I =0.005, 0.020, 0.100, 0.180, 0.260, 0.340,
0.420 ® 7Y . rCGL-3 1X I = 0.005, 0.020, 0.100, 0.180, 0.260 ®
5 & Lz, BEROFE X, pH 3.0—5.5 [XIHEELHEE R, pH 6.0 —
8.0 XV »EEMEMIK., pH 8.5—10.0 1IF VEAEE IR ZMH L=, 44
PR IX, BRI Z 1=0.006 £ L=b D& FEL, NaCl 20z 5 &
<1 =0.005, 0.020, 0.100, 0.180, 0.260, 0.340, 0.420 D FEE K & Z 1
ZFHAERL LTz, 25 OFEEHK 990 pl 12, KK T 100 mg/ml O AE
\ZWR L 7e M. luteus 72 10 pl X TIRA L., &5 pH - A A U RESMAD
1 mg/ml M. Iuteus ¥R =B L1=, b E2 AW CREENEZ T
L7z, BIEHEZ., nEFno pH « A4 4 BESRMED M. luteus Wik
WaEEEICHW, a2 hr— L ZnENORMEOREIRIC LI
BH1ELFEAKTHD, ROBEEIEENE N> pH - A A U RE SR
BUDEHEHEEO U=y ME 100% & LT A5 TOEREIEEZ %
TFK LT,

F 7. rCGL DERFEIEMEICH T 2 KIS IRERE LM Lz, EFio
pH A AV BEDOFHENICE T H2WHEEEOBEHEEFFT T, VY F—24
TNV EMEBREBREIRS LIZZOA ¥ 22— MEE%Z 5°C, 10°C,
15°C. 20°C, 25°C, 30°C, 37°C D 7T# Y & LTV Y F—AaiEME2NE
L7z,
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mEFEEAE

VY F—=L3 7 7 0BHEICHT H2EREMERZRS>Z L BLY
1 EXLY T LAGME M luteus X T HHFEIEMRICY V' F— 20
BbhoTWnWaZ eRnEXLLNDHZ ENDL, U Y F—A1F M Iluteus (T
S LUTIHEBERNICEE T2 2ENBZLONL0, TRUNADEITH LT
XEDXIITERT200ETH e TIE ARV, £ 2T, BWEEM LRl
PEEHZET 52, iEEHEOHEIZIT., 77 A BHEMAERE
Marinococcus halophilus (IAM 12844), Planococcus citreus (1AM
12456), Staphylococcus aureus (IFO 3761), 7 7 A [& 4
Alteromonas haloplanktis (IAM 12919), E. coli (IAM 1264), Vibrio
tubiashii (ATCC 19106) @ 6 fE & V7=, 256D 5 H M. halophilus,
P citreus, A. haloplanktis, V. tubiashii ® 4 FEIXIBEMETH Y
V. tubiashii (3~ T x 2 & T “HENECK LREMEZ RTEH TH S,

EE 1L, rCGL-1 1% PBS (pH 7.2) I=0.005,0.172, 0.700 3 L O}
HEfg#E K (pH 5.5) T = 0.172 @ 4 ¥, rCGL-3 X PBS (pH 7.2)
1=0.020,0.172,0.700 ® 3fE¥H TH 5, PBS (pH 7.2) 1=0.172 ® PBS
DFFIE 10 mM PB, 0.85 % NaCl T& Y .1=0.0053 L 1*0.020 ® PBS
FIN%E 34 4B B LUO86MHEAML THELZ DO T, ENE 1 rCGL-1,
rCGL-3 DIEFEIHEMED BRI IE ST b D TH D, 1=0.700 ® PBS
/% 10 mM PB, 3.93 % NaCl T, NaCl O % Eif CA A4 imELMt%
HEAKIZIEST LD TH D, FiffkERIT I = 0.172 @ PBS LR C<
NaCliRE% 0.85% & L7zb DT, rCOL-1 [ EMMEMFETLH ORED
REIEEZ R TRHERNb T, TOFRMFETTOHEEEZHL720
RITTZHEBRIXTH 5,

U v F — A% iCON Concentrator 9K/7 ml Z W 7= [RAMEEIC L VD |
rCGL-1 % > 7V Ok %2 PBS1=0.005 3 X O'FEfE#EE R 1=0.172
2. rCGL-3 %> 7NV OfEEik % PBS I = 0.020 IZ&# L7z, ZibHD
TN ELE 020 um DT 4 AV FX —FBLTHEEL, 77 v K
TA—FETZ N EREZRNE LIRS, SEEFKR THRL T
2Ry EEE 388 pg/ml & L7z, S HICHERE HFHAREIT- T
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& N7 R 19.4, 9.70, 4.85, 2.43, 1.21, 0.606, 0.303, 0.152, 0.076,
0.038 pug/ml O AR 2GR L7,

FENEINDOME Z K FRE K TR 10° cells/ml DA — X —IZHmMNL T,
PLEIEHNEH OMEBRERZHE Lz, TN OREER CHHE L
MEEIEL, T = 0.005 3 X0 0.020 @ PBS & I = 0.172 OFFFEKEE IR IE
V. tubiashii U@ 5 Fi¥E. 1 =0.172 ® PBS TIX S. aureus & E. coli
D 2k, 1=0.700 ® PBS TIIEHEME 4 TH D, KA A HRETO
PBS X O\WERE#RE i C V. tubiashil Z 72> T=DlX, 26O
ST T V. tubiashil I3MEIETEX o127z Th %,

WHEFEHAD 96V = /)7 L — b L TCHEMEBREIK 20 ul & & AREZHO
rCGL %R 20 pl EAIREG L. R T 2 RIS SE 2%, MM
4 FE|Z21X Marine 2216 £5#1 (Bacton, Dickson and Company) % .
S. aureus & E. coli \Z1X h VU 7 F Y — i (Nissui) % 160 ul Il x .
26°C T 24 FFEIEE L T, v/ 277 L — U —%—"T 630 nm CHi
O EEEE L THELE, RYVT 47 a2 br—E& L TCHE
MWK ESEEREZIRSG LZX CGL 0 ug/ml) 2. x0T 17
ayhr— e L TMREAZEERWVWREEKOAOX ZHE L, BE%
N T 47 ar b= VBROERKORNENSXTT 72 b
B L XOWHELZZ LI WTEEZFRE Lz, VY F— L2 hEiEtt4s
AR, MEOHEMEAImEl S, BESES A LRy, £20X BN
MroNs BN, MRITMEOHEEZIZITTERICHEL L
VY F—20x/MNEE (FK/HF B IEEE . minimum inhibitory
concentration, MIC) TH L7=, BIEIXTZNZENOME - BEEHRIFTIFIC
BT duplicate TITV, F72FEERIL 2 BTV (n=2), BWE DO FLHHE%E
Lo,
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[#ER]

RAXHNEBEMERD ) VF—LFEEAE

Fig. 18 IZ&E A D ~ I R A EBRMTIK O pH TDO U V' F— AEMEE
RLTWD, ENENDOEMEIZENTO Y Y F— LIEEOMB R 5,
25D T T 7ITH 1 Tk Lz, Fig.18A 1% pH 4.0 mit% O ERMES: T
Uy F—2riEEZRTEAKT, MIELELZS S 10 EEZEY LT,
Fig.18B X pH 7.0 TH ®mWEMZ R T 7L —7 T, 4 fEEKEIZY LT,

rCaL-1 8 KU rCGL-3 D& & FFHR

rCGL-1 O, BA A I/ u~ T T 7 4 —TOX LRI ERHBO
Fy—hlba—F, BLOKE 777 arolyF—uiEEE Fig.19
IZ~7, Fig.20 B X O Fig.21 1, €12 rCGL-3 ® 1 [01H, 2 [v[H @
A F R~ N T T 4 =T DX NI EHEEHROF ¥ — b
Lla—FRK, BIXOEKE 777 va )y F—AiEMEZ L TWS,
FEE DRy D7 Z 7 va x )y F—AEEHERIC T — VLT
WHE Sy C, Fig. 19 8 X O Fig. 21 128V CTIREM L CTRERAEM & L,
Fig.20 ICBWTIT 7/ — A RZRICHIR L T, ROFEIZHE L2,

Fig.19 IcB W T, rCGL-1 XV Yy F—La{FEHOEY—27 & —EHT 5
REBRBZUNRNITBEOEMYE — 7 DRI NI, ©— 27 OFifliL ki
ZoNRITEFEERDNUARHE—7 EEE->TWie, TREREZDIC
E— 7 OHALEEHEHEO TRHM L. SDS-PAGE IZfi: L 7=,

Fig.20, rCGL-3 ® 1 [MHD 7 u~ c/5 7 4 —TlE., F &Mz
R DORERBEHE—7 BB, TORICY Y TF—LIEERH LT T 7
VaUPKMEZ N T D= BER Lo TR TIH LT, oY
F—LIEEDOE— T E2ED TiTo 72, Fig.2l1 IZR L7 2FHE D
su~vw NI 7 4 =Tk, FoRIEEREY Y TF—LAEEREOZENEN
DE—I7 NZIEER-TZRELE -T2, TOTEAHDEEDTH XY
H &N L. SDS-PAGE (ot L 7=,
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KEMICELNTEZY T Ao % o7 BT, rCGL-1 A% 570 ug,
rCGL-3 284) 590 ug L 72 o7z, “IREEEFFOEH 11 4720 O &ICHE
T5HE. FNENL 410 pg/l, # 59.8 ug/l ThH - 7=,

SDS-PAGE f&#7

EHE% O rCGL-1 B LU rCGL-3 » SDS-PAGE vk#i41% Fig.22 T
b, ELLLHE—ONNELTHELNE, 7T BESN»LEHE
L72 rCGL-1,3 ZNZ D4 7 &I13H) 13.1 kDa, 13.7kDa TH v (Itoh
et al., 2010), ~— I —OBEEHE & OS5 rCGL-1, 3 Dy &%
AL D L. £h<h 12.3 kDa, 18.9 kDa TH» 5, rCGL-3 »4y 1 &
NT X BB OHEE LTI bFE LI RELS R0 T,

BEAMREREAT

HE LSRN TO rCGL-1 B X O rCGL-3 O A H i M D %1 511X
FnZn pH7.0, 1=0.005 &£ pH8.5, I =0.020 T, iEMEOE I IXZNn
Zn4.09U,883U Thotlz, Zhx=v F%E 100% L EFRL-L X
D, KFpH - A A VBRESZHTOL=y FE2%TH LK Fig. 23 Th
D, ZTORIZEBWTIE, FENROVWEHREREEN GV & 2B
LTWb, E5 560 rCGL FME~HE M DK A A 2 58 B 50 T e
9D, rCGL-1 1% pH 7~8.5 O, #RD TA A L 58 E MR WA TR
EMHEERLTWSDIZ% L, rCGL-3 1% rCGL-1 UL EicEm v pH &fFi
BOWTbHbEWERREEEZ R L, $TA4 4 MESMH D rCGL-1 £V mw
FETEWEREIEEE TR T O IC o T, £, EB 5D rCGL b
Rt i LTIV b WA A U RESH CIREEMEE R
Hm23d %75, rCGL-1 1% 3 ITth~EMEZ R T &2 R <. pH4.0-5.5,
I1=0.100-0.180 DAV FERAFIZIE VT 40~50%FEE OIEMEZ/RT L9
rCGL-3 [ZITA DN WA H - 7=,

FROBESEMETICBW T, BESDIRE 22 X 1856 O WG
X, KOS E D@V ETESITE < e o 72 (Fig, 24) . rCGL- 1% rCGL-1
EHiE LT 20°C L ETOEEIENED EAN LD K& <, 37°C T,
rCGL-3 i rCGL-1 DIFIE 2 fFDiEM 2 /R L 7=,
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REEEAE

rCGL-1,rCGL-3 & b ICH RGN BE SN DX T 7 2GHEE O M.
halophilus & P citreus D% T& %, Table 2 TiX, XX ~JREE
KA RIEEAD RN ERXZ T o, MIC O%fE (ug/ml) %
FZLTW5, pH 7.2, I =0.0056 DEMHICE T D rCGL-1 DI P citreus
ST HPEEEOMEN>388 Lo TWVWHDIE, VYV F—LDRERE
RIFHICHE BB OBENBRD LizZ LiF@Boonzn, UV yF—2A
TR BRIN O EEE TH D 38.8 mg/ml TH 5222 Hl O Bl & #i <
ol tazRLTWD, 77 LBMHERE S aureus BX N 3 FLD
T ABEEEICH L CIEEREEERRO L L7z o 7= (date not
shown), MIAEMENB R INTEZEBREKXOKZL Y VY F—LAEETO
/10D630 DfEIL Figs.25~28 IZ/R"d, 77 7O FlIME & EA LT
UV F— LB DOWREET, AUO 0 pg/ml iz VY F—oE2EGERNEKRY
T4 T ary kr—IBiT 5 0D630 DIETH 5,

Fig. 251X rCGL-1., PBS pH7.2,1=0.005 TOHIEIEN DEMEZ R L
=bDTdH D, M. halophilus ¥ rCGL-1 2 19.4 ng/ml THIE D HY 5l
MEIE BRIz bz, P citreus . TeiEE O 38.8 ng/ml T,
SERTIE WAy b —/b (0ug/ml) O 1/3 LA FE THEWED EHRN
i Cx 7=,

rCGL-1 13K DA F i EIZEEl L7z PBS pH7.2, T = 0.700 Tl
TEVERN R S o722, rCGL-1 2NEH O BTG S D 50%F E O
WHETEME 2 RT&1ETH 5 pHE.5, 1 = 0.172 I2BWTIX, BEEIEEN
BTHEFMTOYDERETH AL 0D T M halophilus (2%t % MIC
75 4.85 pg/ml T, HEFME LY SN RPLETEMZ R Lz, P citreus
Ik L CIESERICIE., WOMINR R LZERFERE N L, 77 70BN
BTSN, BEFE 38.8 pg/ml ICBWTHEERPIEEE I RENLTH
RO FAII S (Fig. 26) .

INHoREFEICK L, rCGL-3 1T rCGL-1 LV & MW PLE G M %
L7z, PBS pH7.2, I = 0.020 (2B WTIL, M. halophilus, P. citreus
5% L MIC 9.7 pg/ml 2/~ L7- (Fig.27) . P citreus [T 19.4
pug/ml DL EIZHB W TS duplicate THIE L7259 B R HE T ICHME OHEHE
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MBOLND EABICALRERNH o725, 9.7 pg/ml TIHIFIF
ERICHIENRIE S22, 2bb%ad MIC Ofié L, £7E86H5
OMEIZKTLTH, EE 243 pg/ml L FICBWTIH, 2> hbe—b
(0 pg/ml) & HEL T, REICIHEFRITHE ORI ME S T D
EWVIOFERDFFO N, T OHIEMBENIEMEILT = 0.700 THERIZE S,
M. halophilus OH THAZNREICEHDLDLTHMEOEBTEZ Lo REIC
i L7z (Fig. 28),

55



b=

30

25

20

15

10

Lysozyme activity (U / g )

30

25

20

15

10

Lysozyme activity (U / g)

3 4 5 6 7
pH

Fig. 18 Lysozyme activities of mantle extract of the Pacific
oysters measured under various pH pointsby using dried cells of
M. luteus as a substrate. Results areshown as unit (0.001
decrease of absorbance at 540 nm per min) per gram tissue. (A)
Eight individuals showing higher lysozyme activity at only lower
pH points. (B) Four individuals showing higher lysozyme

activity even at higher pH ranges.
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Fig. 19 IE chromatography for purifying rCGL-1 from lysozyme
secreted in broth. It was performed in a HiTrap SP XL 5 ml
column eluted with a liner gradient of 0.1-0.7 M NaCl solution
in 0.02 M acetic buffer, pH 5.0 at a rate of 2 ml/min. The green
frame region of the elution profile indicated fractions containing

lysozyme activity and was collected for concentration.
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Fig. 20 First IE chromatography for purifying rCGL-3 from
lysozyme secreted in broth. It was performed in a HiTrap SP XL
5 ml column eluted with a liner gradient of 0.1-0.7 M NaCl
solution in 0.02 M acetic buffer, pH 5.0 at a rate of 2 ml/min.
The green frame region indicated fractions containing lysozyme

activity and was used for second IE chromatography.
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Fig. 21 Second IE chromatography for purifying rCGL-3. It was
performed in a HiTrap SP XL 5 ml column eluted with a liner
gradient of 0.1-0.7 M NaCl solution in 0.02 M acetic buffer, pH

5.0 at a rate of 2 ml/min. The green frame region was
concentrated.
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Fig. 22 SDS-PAGE of purified recombinant CGL-1 and CGL-3.
Electrophoresis was carried out in a 4-12% gradient

acrylamide/bis gel under reduced conditions. The gelwas stained
with Coomassie Fluor Orange protein gel stain and visualized
under a UVtrans-illuminator. M: Protein standards with the
molecular size indicated; rCGL-1:Purified rCGL-1; rCGL-3:
Purified rCGL-3.
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Fig. 23 Influences of pH and ionic strength on M. Juteus lytic
activity of rCGL-1 (A)and rCGL-3 (B). Data were obtained on the
activities of rCGLs in 105 or 75 buffers covering a pH ranging
from 3.0 to 10.0 and ionic strength ranging from I = 0.005 to
0.420 or 0.260. Maximum M. luteus lytic specific activities of
4.09 U (A) and 8.83 U (B) were observed at a combination of pH
7.0, I = 0.005 and pH 8.5, I = 0.020, respectively.Asterisks (*)
indicates the point showing the highest lytic activites.Activities
were expressed as a percentage of that observed at the highest
activities and a contour plot of lysozyme activity in 10%
increment was generated.
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Fig. 24 Effects of temperature on the bacteriolysis activities of
rCGL-1 and rCGL-3. Reacted conditions were adjusted at
optimal pH and ionic strength of each rCGLs. Lysozyme
activities are measuredby using dried cells of M. luteus as a
substrate.Results areshown as unit (0.001 decrease of

absorbance at 540 nm per min).
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Table 2 Antibacterial activity of recombinant lysozymes against

gram positive bacteria

rCGL-1 rCGL-3
pH7.2,1=0.005 pHS5.51=0.172 pH7.2,1=0.020

Gram positive bacteria

Marinococcus halophilus 19.4 4.85 9.7

Planococcus citreus >38.8 >38.8 9.7

minimum inhibitory concentrations (pg/ml)
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Fig. 25 Changes in AOD630of brothmixed with bacterial
suspension and 2-fold dilution series of rCGL-1 in PBS pH 7.2,
ionic strength 0.005. n=2, and Means + SD are indicated.
Samples were cultured in 96-well microplate at 26 °C for 24
hours. Sample of 0 pg/ml lysozyme concentration was positive

control whith mixed bacterial suspension with PBS.
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Fig. 26 Changes in AOD630 of broth mixed with bacterial
suspension and 2-fold dilution series of rCGL-1 in acetic buffer,
pH 5.5, ionic strength 0.172. n=2, and Means =+ SD are
indicated. Samples were cultured in 96-well microplate at 26 °C
for 24 hours. Sample of 0 pg/ml lysozyme concentration was

positive control whith mixed bacterial suspension with acetic
buffer.
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Fig. 27 Changes in AOD630 of broth mixed with bacterial
suspension and 2-fold dilution series of rCGL-3 in PBS pH 7.2,
ionic strength 0.020. n=2, and Means + SD are indicated.
Samples were cultured in 96-well microplate at 26 °C for 24
hours. Sample of 0 pg/ml lysozyme concentration was positive

control whith mixed bacterial suspension with PBS.
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Fig. 28 Changes in AOD630 of broth mixed with bacterial
suspension and 2-fold dilution series of rCGL-3 in PBS pH 7.2,
ionic strength 0.700. n=2, and Means + SD are indicated.

Samples were cultured in 96-well microplate at 26 °C for 24

hours. Sample of 0 pg/ml lysozyme concentration was positive

control whith mixed bacterial suspension with PBS.
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F2f1 IXHAFHNEEPROFFF—ELOKERT

RHAFNEEMHBEOXFFF—EFEAE

2011 4E 78 A OF IR IEINEIED 2 D~ H % % 5 A >FRH L .
SRENE 2 fi i LT —30°C THfF L. NERMEER L CTHEBRICH L 72,

HNERIIEIR CREEZ, B 1H OV Y F— ATEMWERER: &[RRI H
WERB LIz, 2720, o BICHEBRICI X2 -EEKRIL 0.02 M
HeBeiEEr (pH 5.0)ICZF L=,

X FF—BiEM X, Yamada and Imoto (1981) @ Schales 2% KT
LEEFETHIE Lz, EEREIL 0.1 M OFfeEE R (pH5.5), V #
e (pH 7.0), Tris #&Hik (pH 9.0) ThFhicoFL o 7Y a—iL
¥ (Fid) ZE 0.05% Tt L CHV., REAKIZ0.5M KEET b
U A+ KF1H NasCOsz+ 10H0 127 = U > 7 Ak U 7 & KsFe(CNg)
IR 0.06% TR L 72wk 2 Fl Tz,

1.5 ml =y R Fa2a—7NTHE pH OREEREK 150 ul IZHEK
itk 15 pl iz, = b —iZidx o 7 ofb 0 I EEIR &
HuWwiz, BAELEY 7% 40°C T 30 Bl A v F a2 _X— kL, K&
BTH% 72T ME T ) UL EKE 300 ul MMxT7vy s A%
N — % —T 100°C T 15 ZpMMEA L 7=, MMEFZE HIZKKTHA L,
96 V)~ 7 a7 b— YT INE 200 pl AL, v A 7 1
TL— ) —=F =TI K 415 nm TOWMHELHEL, =2 ha—iL &
DWW 10D415 ZFHE L7z, JIEX triplet TiTW, ZOHIEIC
BWTHERK 415 nm TOWIEE N 1 5712 0.001 T8 5 % FF —EBiEME
DI % 1 U (2=v ) LEBEL, BRIZIX L NJE mg H72H D
teiEME (U/mg) TR L 7=,

NEBRH R D & R 7 REITHE 1 BERERIC, TVT I A
H—ReHWET7 7y 74— RETRHELLE, £, fiHEO U v
F—AEEDLE 1 BERBEOFIETHE Lz, VY F— A% E2HE
THHABHZ, VY F—2 b TFF—BREEREZ R TEHEERL LT
ANEBRMHBRICY T —EBEERZ Lo THETLENLN T T F—FIZ
EHbDTHD LITMETERWVWA, TNENDOEERTENEO & S & g
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TAHZET, v DA ERICXXF T —PRTFEET DI EMHRTEH L
E2T-TDThHD,

Cg-Chitl OELENADI/O—=2F

2010 4F 4 AICEBERBE L0 7Y 7 LT xR LD HEK
ZHiH L. RNAlater (Qiagen)iZi® L CRIF L7, Z OAERY L
£ V. RNeasy Mini Kit (Qiagen)% fi\» T Total RNA % #i L 7=,
X 5 12, PowerScriptReverse Transcriptase (BD Biosciences) &
random hexamer (Invitrogen) % M\ T.1 pg ® Total RNA 7> 5 ¢cDNA
RS LT,

Cg-Chitl ®5%E4 % ¢cDNA 27 u—=v 74 57=0HI12, BEmOEY T
& 5 Cg-Chit (GenBank: AJ971238.1; Badariotti et al, 2007) % (T
7T A ~—%q L7z (Table 3), Chit-fwd 77 A ~—{%. &k L 7= PCR
PEW) % pET151/D-TOPO vector (Invitrogen) (2 A7 25 72 ®
Cg-Chit B2H D 55 o 7 F VX7 F REHI & BR\ 72 2K i 6 4 ;@u:\
CACC DA Z A+ L TaxEl L7z,

Cg-Chitl @ PCR K&k iE. KOD-Plus-Neo polymerase (1.0 U/nl)
(Toyobo) % 1 pl, 10x PCR Buffer for KOD-Plus-Neo % 5 pl, 25 mM
MgSOs % 3 pl, 2 mM dNTPs % 5 pul, 10 uM ®Z L Zn® Chit
7T A4 ~—% 15 ul, 77 L —hrD cDNA &% 2.5 pl, KE K%
30.5 pl A L72, PCR &M1%., s #11C 94 °C, 2 57 C DNA Z#Z&ME S &,
Z D% 98 °C, 10 @@2@@,52 °C, 30 D7 =—1U 7, 172°C, 1 53D
Rz 40 A4 7 VY IRL, K#%IZ 72 °C T 7 /R L7z, PCR
TN 1.5 %7 e — A7 TERXIKE L. SYBRSafe DNA gel
stain (Molecular Probes) TY:fa L Tl L7, D% QIAquick Gel
Extraction Kit T PCR (W KR L, Y7 A I P77 ¥ —
pET151/D-TOPO (Invitrogen JIZfiAL7-, =D ¥ —% One Shot
TOP 10 Chemically Component . coli [Z3EAN L7, H#% 15 ml EEHE
Fa2—T7%HWNT, 10ml ® 1 mg/ml 7 U SERERN LB 5 #

37°C. 200 rpm TR L 5 L6 —BeE5# L. QIAprep SpinMiniprep
Kit (Qiagen) Z W T 7 2AI Fa B L, v—Z7 xRzt L
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(Macrogen Japan), Badariotti et al (2007) IZBW\W T —27 = AN
Bl 52272 > T5h Cg-Chit #, Cg-Chitl LTk Tr/r—=271L_L
BELIELZ IS,

Ce-Chitl O 7 = / BE ST

HF o7 CgChitl 7 X /EESI L, NCBI IZH&INLTWD
Cg-Chit (CAI96026.1) D E %% ClustalX Z#H W TC~AF 7T 7 A
A2 MIZH S, Genetyx Mac Ver. 10.1.6 (Genetyx) 2 LV BE D
DfEEFEFENEFHE L, £/, ExXPASy OXTF K v ¥ —
(http://ca.expasy.org/tools/peptidecutter/)iZ L ¥ . Cg-Chitl & Cg-Chit
DRI Ty o=V XTI A e TLF =
Y A FOMEERER L,

Cg-Chitl MR ABRESHA TS A FOER

Bone77 2 Fo, N RKigflo His 7 7 0% A2 HAT % 7 %,
C RimMllc SEP # 7 &MLz R L2 EMT 272007 T X
REER L7z, SHIEBRLAET I AI REOE E AWV CHH X R
AR LIESA., REMEOEAKRE LTHELNEED T DL, ENLEN
DETIL, BMBOEBEMME LTV AT ETLIRELA T 5
(Clontech Laboratories; Kato et al., 2007; Rathnayaka et al, 2011),

SEP # 713 9 DOT ANT X URzate 11 7/ kEa2 C Rinfilic
7726 > T, Cg-Chit1-GGDDD-R & Cg-Chit1-D9Term-R ® 2 > ®
3 I ~—%Fit L., HW5D Z & T L 7= (Table 3), & #® PCR
TORNMBEOMRIE., 77 4 ~—IZ 10 pMCg-Chitl-fwd ¥ L O
Cg-Chit1-GGDDD-R % i\ . $ L 74% DNA %/ u—=>7L{
Cg-Chitl @54 cDNA [ZZEFE L 7= UAME EFEd Cg-Chitl @ cDNA
®» PCR L FEETH D, PCR FfFI1X. 94 °C, 2 43 ® DNA %, 98 °C,
10 B oOEM,54 °C, 30 BOT ==V 7,72 °C, 1.5 nDOHE% 35
YA 7MKL, F#IZ 72 °C T 7 4ME L7z, PCR EMEED
FEEREBRICLTHEEL, 2 FIH® PCR % DNA & L CHWZ,
2 B[ H ® PCR %, reverse 77 A ¥—|Z 10 pMCg-Chit1-D9Term-R %

171
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M., 77— ho DNA %z 1B H O PCR O#lEEr f & L7z LIS,
PCR &SR - HEPEY O UKE) - FMREFMHELEZORET 1 BIH & FERT
b5, THIZXKY Cg-Chit ® C KimlZ SEP ¥ 7 &MLz, Hoiil
2 B H® PCR OEMEKT i % pET151/D-TOPO (2 A L., Lit L FEED
HETarye Ty b AVORERIR - R - 77 AI N0/ n—=
7 W EZITW, SEP ¥ 7 &% 11 L7z Cg-Chitl @ ¢cDNA % fHAIA A T2
TIAI REHET,

Bt VW T HAT % 7 @ f+ i X HAT Protein Expression and
PurificationSystem (Clontech Laboratories) # A \» 72 , pHAT10
N7 Z — |2 SEP % 7 fF/n Cg-Chitl % i A T & % X 9 (&
Cg-Chit-fwd-HAT & Cg-Chit-rev-HAT % %5 L 7= (Table 3), PCR ;)i
1L, Tks Gflex DNA polymerase (1.25 U/nl) (TaKaRa) % 1 nl,
2x Gflex PCR Buffer # 25 n, NN D7 7 A4 ~—&EiK 10 uM %
% 1 ul, SEP # 7 f}n Cg-Chitl 77 A X Rk 100 pg/ml % 2.5 nl,
AHKZ 195 ul IRA L7z, PCR &M%, 94°C, 2 53 ® DNA . 98 °C,
10 B Z1,58.8 °C, 30 T =—Y 7, 68 °C, 1 nOHE%L 35
YA 7O, K% 72 °C T 7 pMMELE, B L7Z PCR
HEEWr R 1.5 ng & pHAT10 N7 % —1 g #HilEE%E Kpn I & Sac I
(TaKaRa) T, 7®m ha/LiZf->7T 37 °C T 1 h AF L., HIR#HHR
YA MOk L7e, WE% . PCR EM & ~7 % —% QIAquick Gel
ExtractionKit (Qiagen) THH® L, Z#Z4 0.075 ug, 0.05 pg %,
T4 DNA ligase (Invitrogen) Z T 14 °C T Wi &+, HAT
& 7k SEP % 7 i L1z Cg-Chitl 77 A NG, bl
TIAI FRER L HET I e —=7 L,

Z O HAT # 7L SEP # 7 253/l L7z Cg-Chitl Z, pHAT10 ~7 %
— 7225 pET151/D-TOPO X7 Z —|ZEIZE L7, Cg-Chitl ## A L 7=
pHAT10 27 > 7 L — hiZ, HAT # 7 - SEP # 7 Z & PCR THiE L |
PCR FEM % #EHE L T pET151/D-TOPO 2 ALz, 774 ~—I%.
3MlE Cg-Chitl-D9Term-R ZFH ONH W, 5l HAT % 75 O
Bdsiz CACC s %= L. PCR #igHr /2 pET151/D-TOPO (Z
HATEDEHIcT % A4 L7 CgChit-fwd-HAT-CACC % v 7=
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(Table 3), PCR ® * ¥ v KX SEP ¥ /' f}MEf LR TH 5, BN
Ry =R LT ran—=v27 1Lk, ZhiZk-T, iz
BEFEARICHWS, His # 7 - HAT % 27« SEP % 7 3l L 7= Cg-Chitl
DA =T ) =T 4 T TV —LENHAEAENT-T T A I RNERK
L7z,

yav e+ bk Cg-Chitl DA

E L7792 FERHWT, KFFE =27 v bEa
TransformingBL21 (DE3) Star One Shot Cells (Invitrogen) %
Vo2 T VI E s THEEERS L, 250 ml @ SOC £5#1 (Invitrogen)
F1¢ 37 °C, 200 rpm TIEE 9 LoD 1 OEREZIT- 2%, iz
100 WM 7 > v U VIR % & de LB agar 7 L — MZEAA LT 37 °C
T—BEEEL., BRI, BkShlcaer=—3774 ~v—
Cg-Chit-fwd-HAT-CACC & Cg-Chit1-D9Term-R % v 7= PCRIZfi: L |
HEBE W 2 B RKE TR T 52 & T .Cg-Chitl A —F 2 U —F ¢ &~
TIT7 LU —LNHAINTWD Z 2R LT,

Cg-Chitl Ofi#t 2 %% . recombinant Cg-Chitl (rCg-Chitl) D&k
X, 27 hELVZEEEBR L, SOC B THEE LRI, 20
B 2 E AR LB B U N A CTRESREEAEDFE LT 5 2 L TiTo 72,
LFREOEREEM LIRS Eean=—0, —EEEL TRAFEK L
LEbDzHnWTHFF I —EBoalziRlnicht, ¥ F I —EBoEtsRE
NEL A Lo, sERICH &7 5 AR O T g 25 3F 5 I N #E L
RolelebThn, LROBEERER L= 7 i Ete SOC
Bz, 156 ml JE T = — 71 AN 1 mg/ml 72U VERIE %
E e LB 511 10 ml 12 %, 87°C, 200 rpm THR & 5 L722S & —Brts &
Lic, &%, BEX® 1 mM 225 K54 YT L-B-FAHT 7 |
v7 /v F (IPTG) A CHE RO ZHE LI,

& L7 E colilX 4°C, 3.000 rpm, 15 3 D1z LBl K- Tt %
fr& AN L72, Z 2 BugBuster Protein Extraction Reagent (Merck)
Zz 2 ml JIZ TR L, =T 30 oA > F=2_X—FLT E coli &
W ST, ZokiE Lo (4 °C, 17,000 xg, 10 77[#) L., k&%
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BChE A S, Z0EE S 512,10 ml ® 1 mM EDTA # &% 0.5 %
Triton X-100 T L. ==iE - 120 rpm OEE T 10 iR E 5 L Tk
L. EmDDBEL T EBA28B T, 2oWwE %2 3E# ik L T, rCg-Chitl
S WN N = 3

rCg-Chitl &R LTV IJx—ILT44 2T

HHAMKIT 8 M R, 0.3 M NaCl, 5 mM DTT # &3 0.05 M U g
B (pH 8.0) 2 ml TEM LT, WML ->72b DX 4 °C,
17,000 xg, 10 M D Lo EE TR FR& . RIEEZRST,

WE L7 HAR # 7 ff & rCg-Chitl ®#f AK% . Ni-NTA 7 H 1o — %
(Qiagen) IZ L 27 7 4 =7 4 =2 v~ T T 7 4 —-THKRLI,
Ni-NTA 7 2 —% 200 pl ., +4r@&D 8 M JR3%, 0.5 NaCl, 20 mM
A IHZY = VEET 0.1 M Tris-HCI 21 (pH 8.0) %z . .04y B
(|IR, 250%xg,33)TT Huw—RA&HEd, REEZHETLH, Lo kE%E
2 [B4T - 72, BABRBIRICITA I XY =% 20 mM OEEIZRD LD
ZsmL, 7T e—AHEAEKIZMZ, 4 °C. 100 rpm T 60 43R E 5 L.
rCg-Chitl 7 7 LIHEA S, BO7EEL T EEZBREL, 5ml D
EFo TrissHCl ZMx CHEF L, 7 —R%2H 75 (05 X 5 cm
econo-column; Bio-Rad) (Z§5 72, & 51T 5 ml Tris-HC1 £ i #iZ T e
Lz e, A IX Y —LDOEEZ 500 mM |2 L7 Tris-HCI $& & # 1 ml
THAELEZ o 2 LT,

MNWTY 74— T 4 7OEELIRA, BT TREZLRE LT,
A L7z rCg-Chitl Z % AT Spectra/Por molecularporous membrane
tubing (MWCO: 12,000 — 14,000) (2 AL, JRFEEEEZ 4M,2M, 1 M
IS LI2 DA OFEILR U Ch DRI D U EEEE K 2 500 ml 37>
HEL,.4°CIZBWTAZ =T —THRIPLEND I D ORFEIRH VT
1T o o 7 2B L, BBEICIRFE 2R\ T2, IZIRFE L DTT
BEFERWY CEREEER 500 ml 2 2 DHEL, VU7 E 1 B
—Be LB LT, BN ET LIS, AU REEE L TR,
rCg-Chitl &M LTz R & 1572,
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SDS-PAGE - v T RXRA>TOv T4 V@

rCg-Chitl OREFR O X, SDS-PAGE THER L7-, vkEHZHLL 7=
P 7 E, rCg-Chitl G EFFEE T HHIED E. coli WK, B AK%E
8 M JRFE TP L 7w iR & NItk &t 1% @ rCg-Chitl WK T 5,
BERUKENL, XV =2F 2 (T =) ZHVWT T2, Y700 H
J7{% - Antioxidant Offif] - ¥ X H~—0— - CBBHAIZIZNET
® SDS-PAGE & RRIZATV, ' id 10 %RV T 7 VAT I RV E
ERR L CHWE, £/, =278 Vv I X —Mn1b, rCg-Chitl O &%
HeE LT,

Bz, A L7e& "7 H Cg-Chitl ThdZ LE2MHERT HIZDHIT,
HAT % 7 O¥r Rtk MWic vz 220 7ny 7 40 7 %727,
SDS-PAGE #1777 Vv&E, BEI NI4T vy T 7 EREFIE
(7 F—=) /W, T4 X7y b 4aM (T F—) 2T, 7 b
Zrv=FrrEra— REEER (Schleicher & Schuell Bioscience
GmbH) Iz B L7z, BBEREII T o v % 7K (I-Block (Life
Technologies) % TBST #&f % (10 mM Tris-HCI, pH 7.2, 0.05% Tween
20) (T LI TLARBICAR L kLA TH 2 7 3 5L HAT
% 7 HiK (GenScript Japan) & 4 °C THESMNIIIREE 5 LN 6 —H
s S¥7e, KIStH, 7ueyx TR E2HE T, K% I-Block & %
72y TBST fREWRICIR L, BIR T 15 HESHICIRE 5> 75 %k%%
BEAT -7, RIZ, 7 m y F U 7K T 1 HFICAR L2 kA, HRP
Bk 7 2oy A6 7070 R 7 a—F bk (Dako) #
Mz, =R T 2 RFRFESLNICIEE 5 LT S, W T, MUSED
% TBST #&7E#E T 2 [A], Tween 20 % & % 72\ TBS &K T 1 [BIPEHE
L. BERETH 5 EzWestBlue (7 F—) Z M LIZIRML T 3 /pMFEaE
SH7,

rCg-Chitl o X FFr—ERMERAE
rCg-Chitl WK O ¥ FF —BiEMERIEIX. 4 EfEHHIK & FEED
S FIETIToTe, RV T4 T7arbr— bt LT, BHBEHE
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Streptomyces griseus ® ¥ J F —+1 (Sg-Chit) (Sigma-Aldrich) & .
=7 FUIAHY Y F— AHEWL (Sigma-Aldrich) & H 7=,
rCg-Chitl, Sg-Chit, HEWL DR X £ £ 63 pg/ml, 60 pg/ml,
1 mg/ml [ZFHHEL THWZ, ZRENOEEEOER - REB L OVEME
HE DX XIZIiE, 0.3 M NaCl, 50 mM Tris—HC1 #&f# % (pH 8.0) %
Ao, fERE, 2o "7 BEY720 OIEMEICHE LT,
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[#ER]

ITENEREMHARD) VF—LBELVXFFr—EEHRAE

SAEFEMBEO Y V' F— MERB X O T F—BIEHE O ER R %
Fig.29 (Z/r9, Fig.29A 13V V' F— Ak, Fig.29B i %5+ —Bin4E
DT —H2ToHbH, TH- -8 ADTHIAEBEMBIKITIHENT, B~
WHMEDIRNEHE T TRE LI FF—BiEER RSN, £/, 8 A
LV 7T AOY T AOHERFF T —BIEERE N0z, THITH L,
UYF—AEHIT 7T ALY 8 HOoEFREL, ¥TFTF—BLHDO/BRE
ol

Cg-Chitl OELEDNADO /Y O—=VFB LUV 7 3/ BREHIBRIT

v HXHNEBRLVE 5172 Cg-Chitl @ ¢cDNA &, GenBank (2% &k
#H D Cg-Chit (AJ971238.1) O 7 X JBEEIT 74 A v FORER %
Fig. 30 lZR"3, ¥ 7 FAXTF K&\ Cg-Chitl @ ORF 1% 1608
Ptk 536 7 X B CHERL &L, Cg-Chit b5 & 392 FH DT A X
TEXUVBN TV T, 402 FBHDO ML A =0 RN Y T, 500 ZHOD
AU BNY SZERL TV,

Table 4 |% Cg-Chit ® 7 F VX7 F R&EERW\W72 ORF & Cg-Chitl @

SR MEEEES - TAX= VRS - a7 T — B UL & g
LTebDTHD, 18- FER - UIWESAICENIERP AN,

rCg-Chitl M & A & 58
A L7z rCg-Chitl B AKDOYEE - 250 - FBH - . HEE
715 60 kDa @ rCg-Chitl ®#47 i B i 75>?Ef6ﬂ71 (Flg 31) CBB
XD AN ERET DL KL ORI O REEERTND ZER
D5, Cg-Chitl LELNLIHFEON FPHERE K IZo& D &
LT/ (Fig. 31A), L —> 5 TWkEW L TIABn@Efa&kT L
rCg-Chitl 5L 7NV Thb, VZAXZ L TuayT 471280,
— & HLIRIZ HAT Ptz H W5 Z & T, CBB tta TR L= T &
60 kDa O /N RAFEA L, ZniL Y HAT # 7 %2 £5 rCg-Chitl T
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HoHZENPproTz (Fig. 31B), rCg-Chitl OHEE /Y & 60 kDa 1%
His # 7'« HAT # 7« SEP % 7 Z{f/iIl L 7= rCg-Chitl & LD 4y 1 &
(K168 kDa) LD H o0/ NI WEE o7,

rCg-Chitl @+ FF—EiFEHRAE

W iE 8o Cg-Chitl, Sg-Chitl, HEWL O Z LD x FF —EBIE M
ZRE LR RS Fig. 32 T D, WInb®ToO pH £HTTHF
FT—BIEERH Y, BESFELRIEBDIEERE N, BRI
Cg-Chitl /X, HEWL X 0 ZiEMENE WA, Sg-Chit &% & FH L <
TEPEDMR Dy o 72,
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Table 3 Oligonucleotide primers used for this study

Primer Usage Direction Sequence

Cg-Chitl-fwd synthesis sense 5'-CACCCTGAAGTACAAACGAGTAT-3’

Cg-Chitl-rev synthesis antisense 5-TTAGGACATTGAAATTGCTAGGAA-3'

Cg-Chitl-GGDDD-R SEP-tag addition sense 5 -GTCGTCATCACCACCGGACATTGAAAT-3

Cg-Chitl-D9Term-R SEP-tag addition, antisense 5-TTAATCATCATCATCATCATCGTCGTCATC-3'
insertto pET151/D-TOPO

Cg-Chit-fwd-HAT HAT-tag addition sense 5-CGGGTACCCTGAAGTACAAACGAGTAT-3

Cg-Chit-rev-HAT HAT-tag addition antisense 5'-CGGAGCTCTTAATCATCATCATCATCA-3'

Cg-Chit-fwd-HAT-CACC insertto pET151/D-TOPO sense 5'-ACCAAGGATCATCTCATCCACAATGT-3'
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Fig. 29 Lysozyme and chitinase activities of mantle extract of
the Pacific oysters collected in July and August 2011 A:
Lysozyme activitymesured under pH 5.0 by using dried cells of
M. luteus as a substrate. Results are shown as unit (0.001
decrease of absorbance at 540 nm per min) per mg of protein
concentration.B:Chitinase activitymesured under pH 5.5, 7.0
and 8.5 by using ethyleneglycolchitin as a substrate. Results are
shown as unit (0.001 decrease of absorbance at 415 nm per min)
per mg of protein concentration.
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AJO71238.
Sample

AJO971238.
Sample

AJO71238.
Samp le

AJO971238.
Samp le

AJO71238.
Sample

AJO71238,
Samp le

AJO71238.
Sample

AJO971238,
Samp le

AJO71238.
Sample

AJ971238.
Samp le

61
42

121
102

181
162

241
222

301
282

361
342

421
402

481
462

541
522

LKYKRVCYYTNWAQYRNGIAKFEPSHIDPSLCTHI 1Y AFGK

YYDICARQVQRVGETYRDEKAQTPFFVQENTWVGFDDAQLSTYTKVNDLV [ SKQLGGAMIW

ALDFDDFNNICGYGKYPISRVMTDTLLASESDISITPPSTHIPLSTVGTTTRSPYPPPTG
............................... PR PR

DGGKTPDSGGGGSGHDG I TSLDVDCGHEGDGL YRYLSDCSKY IQCVKGKTFVRNCPTDLE

FNTAFSOCDWASNVNCSSTLYTIPKTTTSVYSKTDNSSLNI TP INTGCQLSPY SHHLTLY
................... Ve

TYMYLLIFFLATSMS 555
............... 536

60
41

120
101

180
161

240
221

300
281

360
341

420
401

480
461

540

Fig. 30 Amino acid sequence alignment of the Cg-Chitl, the
GenBank: AJ971238.1 and amplified cDNA. Red and green parts
respectively delimit the catalytic domain and thechitin-binding
domain (Badariotti et al, 2007). The light blue parts were
(For

mutant amino acids in the obtained c¢cDNA sample.

interpretation of the references to colors in thisfigure legend,

the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
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Table 4 Theoretically estimated characteristics of Cg-Chit1.

CAI96026.1* (g -Chitl
Molecular weight 59579.88 59493.79
Predicted isoelectric point 5.08 5.15
Number of amino acid residues 536 536
Number of arginine residues 20 20
Protease cutting sites
Trypsin 48 48
Thermolysin 141 142
Pepsin (pH > 2.0) 106 104

*Chit protein [Crassostrea gigas] GenBank: CAI96026.1
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M1 1 2 3 4 5 M2 M11 2 4 5
kDa A kg kDa kDa
190 ‘i 150
114 S 100
87 W 80
61 h L— ol 60

50 47
47 i
371 . 37
35 = 30
it —”

Fig. 31 SDS-PAGE of recombinant Cg-Chitl and protein
molecular markers after stainingwith CBB (A) and Western blot
(B). Electrophoresis wascarried out in a 10% polyacrylamide gel
under reduced conditions.M1 and M2 were pre-stained protein
markers(Broad Range) for SDS-PAGE and the XL Ladder broad
range. Lanes 1 and 2: culturedcells before and after inducement
by IPTG. Lanes 3 and 4: insoluble precipitate andsolubilized
inclusion body. Lane 5: dialyzed sample (partially purified
recombinantCg-Chit1).
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M rCg-Chitl

140
E"lzo M Sg-Chit
S 100 = HEWL
> 80
=
2 60
(T
o 40
.
S 20
o
>
5.5 7.0 g5 (PH)

Fig. 32 Chitinase activities of rCg-Chitl, Sg-Chit and
HEWLmesured wunder pH 5.5, 7.0 and 8.5 by using
ethyleneglycolchitin as a substrate. Results areshown as unit
(0.001 decrease of absorbance at 415 nm per min) per mg of
protein concentration.
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ER

v HXNEBEMERICEBWTHEERY Y F— 2B X0 EERSR
XFIF—BOmMFOEREZRIB L, TN ENENB X ORBEIC
Ko THMABFZ LG - BR L., Bt 217 -7, SDS-PAGPE (Z
L OHTE L7z rCGL-3 5+ &2 CGL-3 O7 2 7 BELHIN & OHEE
EIVFELIRELS RS TWEDR, ZHNITERICE D% X7 HEOFRBLIC
KXV RTEDONAN—=TValb—ralryPDREIoEEZOTHD
EEZ 55, Nakamura et al (1993) ICBWTEHRBREHRIZL - T
ER L= NI U Y TF—Ln 7 )avb—va Lzl &ERngE
SNTWDEN, VY F—AERICERELTE X)o7, o T,
AWFFEZBNT S rCGL-3 Z RN IZH WD Z & IR IE 22 &by
L7z,

U F—AHIZBWTIL, v A FHAEBERMIEICIS W TRRME L OH
D2HRICBOTEWREAEATREZ R LEZZE, BLIOAMKLE rCGL1 &
rCGL-3 L DM THEWEEIEEEZ T pH - A 4V MERENER > T
WHZE, IR LILEEEE R L, TORMEL R 5T
W Z e b, v HFHANERICHFMET H CGL-1 & CGL-3D 25D U Y
F— 25 DOZEE M E L TCWD R[N RN, rCGL-1 -
rCGL-3 LIZHMHEEME T THWEEEEZ ~T 2, rCGL-1 X rCGL-3
I RERE - A A VHRESEICB VW THLHIBREDO Y VF— A E
B L, — 5 rCGL-3 Xl EME» S EmA 4V RESKIEDOILWSEIE T I
BWT rCGL-1 LV bmWEREEELZ R LT, Zhbarevr ik
VY F—b e~ IXFEERNDOY VY F—L DM THEMEEETRMEIC
REBREWITRWERET 2 &, SERETIEBRMESME TIEEIC CGL-1
N PR~ MRS CIX I CGL-3 NAEEEE R T L 9T, AW
(A5 L7223 B IR JR WS CTHRIEE (2 kF LB EE &2 J8 4 L T % AT REME
MNEZOND, BAEYTEY OEMEN rCGL3 DIFHI>NnEmNnI &
IMZ TrCGL DVEME DK a2 5 1Hi D Fig. 1812 TIL® 572 6 Fig.18A
OB CIEEEEEZ R L Tzl Y9 — 41X CGL-1 TH Y, Fig.18B
DOHHETEWIEEZRLTWEY Y F— AL CGL-3 TH D5 mlHetENn
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mWNEEZDLND, £7- CGL-1 [IHILERESCMERTORIALH D Z &
725 (Matsumoto et al., 2006). FEMESRM CHLREIEEZ R L TV DH D
IZVEALEEE & L COMESERRAN O pH &M CToKXEEH I @E IS
waé:k%%i%ﬂ\MﬁerﬂﬂBk%;EW%@I¥&bf
HHEARMEAROENHN TX S,

rCGL-1. rCGL-3 LTI ENFmWIEE Y V' F—AIEMERE L 2 D05,
INE~ITXV Y F—LOREIREN 50CTHH LWV mEiEDL (1986)
DFERETFTE L2, SEIOPFFRIZH T~ T % O 4 F kO KR
BXZE 256 CTHLD, v HXRITWHAFICERTL2EMTH LD
IV EROREICHINLZ EbMBESN, VYV F—LANEWIRET
mu\%ﬁﬁ%mﬂ”_ CIXEETHLIEELALOND, HKHEIZEE
Yav Ik, Blray 7RmEKOBRRER, BREIOKTIZED
ARG E OD/HZ EAL, HESCHIMAEORPEDORN b 2 &)
3o Tvs (Lang et al., 2009), UV Y F— AN EIRTHET S Z & 1%
:@ié@%m’ﬁwfﬁ%f%ééo

PLEEMEICE L i, rCGL-1,rCGL-3 &+ bz V' F— AWEMEZ TR <
%%E-M”éﬂtf: ZRBWT, 77 ABMHEICOBIIEEEZ R LTV Z &
WH, ZOPEEEZY YV F—2E L TCORBEIEEICESS DO THY
CGL-1 BXL W CGL-3 b~ W FHAEBEIZBWT Y 7 LAEMEREICR L To
AN & L CHlRET 2 52 bz, “HENERICB T 20HE
TER T 7 K ETHE I N TWVWD N (McDade and Tripp 1967;
Haug et al., 2004; Defer et al., 2009), ~ A EFREIZB WV TILT T A
BBMEEIC LT Y F— A K DME RSN T VD Z &N
REINTe, F 1 BIIBIT LD TXAERENLS LORIL RO P
ERICY Y F—LBEb> TWAZ E 2R LN, Tzl R
T 57— 40 rCGL @#i?ﬁﬁ@ﬁ’ﬁﬁb%ﬁ%htkéiéf‘%% 76
<X rCGL- 11X pH5.5 DEMATIZ. Y YV F—AIEMEREESEM D 50%
BETH-TICHELL T R#MSEMFIZEV pH 7.2, T = 0.005 O EHRIX
L0 MOBIEEMEZ R LTz, rCGL-1 MLV THIRED
EMEZRTEVWD Z EF CGL-1 MM TCoOAKEFMEIE 7 & LT
HECTHIITHD EEZON, v~ AXMEKOE RN TOERMESM
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ICBITHHES, BEORKERMFICFEINTZEZICHNREZEET LD
Elbns, rCGL-3 X rCGL-1 XV & FHESIFICER T 2 Prm s N
R, ZHITEREIEMEORSICER T2 0 B b0, v T FAK
28T %5 CGL-3 b FMESMFIZH T 2 A KBI#EK & L TiL CGL-1 2Lk
DA RTOLEELEEXLND, MEICKFEEDHF A (2004) 2
AN EFEMRHEOZREEEICOWTHRITEBY, ks L
SAEMRIHIRIZ 7 7 LG MHEIC L TREEELZBET 53T
Wi, RIFRTH LNIC o7 T AEHREICKT 5 Z OPiEIE ML,
U F—LB~TXOERMEGERA & L THEHERBHEEZLTWDLIHEL
HENTHOTHDLEEZ D, £72, rCGL-3 1L 1 = 0.020 TOKJRJE
FHIZBWT, SOICHEEEENRD RN T = 0.700 128V TH
O HREEME O ZME LT Y, I HI2Z O RITIEEIGME &E N
BEEICHEIKRFEN TH o7z, rCGL-1 TIXEMICIEERFEN 2 PR IEME %
AL, VY TF— LR —EDORELTICs EHEEEEZ RS toT
W72 23, rCGL-3 @ Z OHEIEMEIX rCGL-1 O ZF N & IXH & MiT
Bl oTnd, rCGL-3 1T rCGL-1 ([ZiXMmv, BF 5 < B2 @ iE
EFBIOMBENORMEERLALTEY, Z0DICKBEETHHED
BREREZRTZENTERLLWVWSAIEEREZEZIOLND, ZORRERD
CGL-3 W~ A X DOEERANRYHKFTHLZ 2T LH7—FT
HHEEZRD, EHTEHLBTFTORIENAELNS CGL-1 ITx L
(Matusmoto et al, 2006). CGL-3 1Z4FICHAER CTERFLRET S
(Itoh et al., 2010) &\ 9 K%, B X O Fig. 19 IZB W\ THEREH H ik D
UV F—LEERNFERECTCOLE DS TEBER Dot 2 &b,
CGL-1 [ZTEFEMICELE F RN HEET L0 LT, CGL-3 |L—#H oD
THEVYF—AICAELND X O, FEEASLA N AR EDOEMIC
FoTHEEBFREANBEIND (Allam et al, 2000; Oliver et al.,
2003; Li et al,2008) % A 7 OAKEKFTH D, LWH Ko RET
BREESHAZ L TWL 28BN 5, 202 LB LTIE, Mg,
mEDORIHE CGL BinfoRBlE, VY F—LiGHOE L OFKRE
FOVFHELIMRELTWS ZERRBETHAD, L, HSETTZ T A
EMEICULMERZ RS2 nW~ XY VY F—LOFEEERIZ., 77 A
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fEHEEICH L TCOIEZ R LA — a7 =% AT AV T *
(Nilsen et al., 1999; Xue et al., 2004; Xue et al., 2007) L v L RHT-
METhHrEWVWZBTEAD,

“AXOFFF-RBICHALTE, TV Y F—L L0 IBEHEN
FFF—BEMZRTZERMON TSI (Kb, 1974), U *
AEBEMMEIZEWNTY VY F—AEREITR DX F F—BIEERN
FIET 22 L 2R T 21D, THE8ADYTXV Tz HnT
U F—LiEtEe X FF—EBFEEOmMAFLERE LT, R, VY F—L4
EHEEFFF—BEROm SN LN LD ~ XA BN
BIZIZ YV Y F— A LMY L TR F T — R FET LI ENRE S
72, Z#UiX Badariotti et al. (2007) IZBW T~ XA ER T FF—F
DB TORIAPHFESNTVDEIELLXFFIND, T —ED
TEMEIXERE D D EME S TIAW pH SHIICBWTLZETH Y . Tk
E hOF KRN A TH—F (Boot et al, 2001) , X /XA AX XK
Manduca sexta ® % F -+ —+t¥ (Zhu etal, 2001) 2L HLITWHEE TH
HEBEZOLND,

KRBT - 7=~ ¥ % FF—1 Cg-Chitl i% Badariotti et al.
(2007) IZBWCHEIZZ7 e —=v 27 &N T/ Cg-Chit 7 n—=7
LELZYEN®, 7 JBEINICEBEWTEENEL TV, L,
v A EREMEIRICB N THFF T —BIEERFEEL TN 2 LR,
TR RESN P OER LIZEER, TAF=RER TuTr T -8
Il 4 R P BEFIL Cg-Chit Eirro7=2Z &, Cg-Chitl %
FEREFRATICH WD & CIXRE 72 &Il L 7=, Cg-Chitl OZEE S 5.15
X, ¥~ 2D AMCase °t ¥ F hU A ¥ —EDHEER LI (Boot
et al., 2001), ¥ 7 A2 AMCase [T H TEBIz 2R OREREH N & NHL
P ToH% (Boot et al., 2001), /=, 7L F = EEKL T nT 7 —F
I A FOBUT Y Y F— L DR S R T FIZB W TITE DIFAET
HHFRIC L > CITEELRFEHE THDLZENRINTEY Xue et al,
2004; Ttoh and Takahasi., 2007), Z i 5 DO F%IEEH D W X BIWHERAL 23
DI WERITIELSREICHES LD EE XL BN D, Cg-Chitl ® 7 )L F
S VRERSUIMY A NXEOT X VO BENGTHEZETH Y, Hik
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BB D HAEER TR <AHAEBRMK I T 50K & L To
Wica LI+ ThodeEXLNT,

XFFIF—EBOAMITIEBWTIX, %#] Cg-Chitl ® N Ki&iZ 6xHis # 7
DRHEATMUT- M2 FER 2 AR L2, ZOGAERRITEAKRE LT
/o, L2 8 MRFERL6 M 77 =V VIEMIEOEMERNIC S REET
bole, RIBE THER LT Z /37 BNEHE LA LT 2 FHITHE S
TW7=2% (Chatterjee and Esposito, 2006), AHFZE CTIIIAEfEME O i E D
7z rCg-Chitl |2 HAT # 7' & SEP ¥ V' & L 7=, Zhic X v FH ALK
DIIRIEN S E S, 8 M IRFE & & CREMIRIC & B KD T0%LL L%
W35 Z I LT,

BONT B2 RO T —EBiEMIT, BELOEEMEDORME T T
HELIEEEZR L, 2SN EREMEE SRR TH-o72, LL,
RYT 4 7arbhu— b UTHELL Sg-Chit 12kt~ % & rCg-Chitl
3K 16 ~ 1/6 LIEFITERLS . ZNLbd > TU Y F— AREFEM 72 Rk
fRATIZCE 2inolc, ZOFEMOKRIOFKFE L THESINDL B DI
ML HAT # 7L SEP # VDN ZEZ LD, ZbD X 7
FERIEEOHAELBIT 5 & S TEY (Clontech Laboratories; Kato
et al., 2007; Rathnayaka et al., 2011), rCg-Chitl ® &M 23 FE 5 12K W
HEXiZox &idbhbwn, B hOF kU A4 —EXL AMCase
D FLHL % %52 Tl Mucor rouxiiya =° Candida albicans % O EFHFHIZ
XTHMEFEEERN DS Z LB TWEHEN (van Eijk et al,
2005; Chen et al., 2008), AW T 67z rCg-Chitl (2B W\ Tl
MEFEEENR 57 >o 7= (date not shown), TS DJFKE L T,
ROV 7 —NT 4RI ELRESNTVRVDTIE RN NLE D
BN, KMETEHEDY) 7+r—NVT 4 71X, BREE=v TV
T LbHEAESIETEMEAMZEBERICHRET S L TITo2y, Zan
IEL Vo T RWET L, V7 =T 4 U TEOSRE, DN
AEHIHWRP S TZ R BRZDOERICHEREZH WD R EDTHIET, KDY
IGHEORW, FFEBITICOHNWD I ENTEDLXFT T —EBZAEKTEX 5
EBEZILND, FDH)ZATHDTXF T T —EBDOEMEREICK T 5 &E %
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fEMT CENIE~ TR ERE - R O A RGEICE L CHERARMRE RS
259,

2 ECHARIBEREOIFHEICE W T, ¥ F T —BI2B L TIXiEaEn
o=, VY F—20OWEIZBELTIEE 1 EOERERLOKEE%
AT AENE N, T72bbL, v~ TXAEEANL X OIS
B LMEHERR, ~ T ERRmEE D 7 7 MG E M. luteus \ZxF LT
AEICHEEEZ R T O, v~ XA ERETEB B L, BEREN
HGAET DV Y F—APREEREHZH W, M luteus 2% L TIEHA L T
WD THDHEWNWSIZETHD, LT, H 1 BTV HFREMN
77 MEMREICKR L CHOPEEEZ R TEAR b o722 L, VS TF— A
NI T AEMEEICHEER 2 RS eho 22 Lk, ~ U FIERERmKHRKIC
X7 7 LAEMEICR L THEEEEZRT Y Y F— 2 LA OB 1 5
FIETDHENI ZEBEWT D, v XKL, 77 2GMHEE - 77 A
[EMEE O G L THEEE L RT, =7 =AY 7 & L TOME
FHBRIEREZ L D) Z E W RSN WX BHTEAH D,
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BIE —HAOKREMEDEEPHMEDRS

1 EICBWT, vHXRERREIIKIC T 7 DGR M. Iuteus I
® U TCHEIEEN RS I, 77 ARME V. tapetis IZxF L TH RELER
DOPLEIERZRT U TADBR N, B 2EICEWNT, v ¥
NEFRTCER TR LIEELRNROONLI2EEBERY VT — L0
ML FER N7 T LR IR L CHEERZRT 2 L 2frd, VY
F— LN AT XEREHICBT D77 2EHEICH T HBEK & LT
BHELEEEBEZONDZ L, FE1EOTXMEDO T 7 ABHEREICHT 5
PEERANRY Y F—AcX b0 Bbhsd 2 & KKIZIXY VF— 24
CXERL L 7T LARBEEICHT LR TN FEET L ENBESN
7=,

F3ETIE, ZOHFITEB W THEE SRR OB EBEREN ~ F &
PO ZHBIZEWTHILET 2L ONEHLMNMILE ) LA, 20
M DORFEN Y X OHLDORERPI2 D TH D HIE, RIS R
JSH O FREME DR A E DA, KIRIC X 2 K, KR O MEE 23 o % <

“HKEHEBEIZLEETDOILOTHNIE, A% ORESELNTT —F 1T
BN 72 E~OFHIZHZNENO “HBIZBIT 5RO EDHAIC
TSEDEDERDIEA D, ~ X LI DO WL R D 2 FEO _MKE
ZRHWT, MMEOPIEEEZRE L, v~ X & HBRFT 21T, ERIZ
AW ZHEIZ, ~TFU R KREORKREAMKREZ W T D F X TA
Mimachlamys nobilis, KERHEK Z T LA EFW LW NMmY > N IZHE
15V %> 7T 1 A Scapharca broughtonii T 5, KLk D73 WREN~ T
SRR INLDO KAV TR OPEEELE O b, REm
KR DY —7 = 280 THERE T B EBEIC—RMICHET 26D TH D DH,
KR D WEN VW HEAOEAEED X S ICTHEREZIT> TV DONE
Rt L7z,
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[## & AE]

EFOXFHA - ThHA

EFTXRH AT 2013 £ 10 HICFERFRBRBLOBALE-ZL O Z
AW, ANTL#EAKFTCOMEIZITLT, BAKICE DO F FRK -
mY > _RZEgELT,

T AL 2012 4 10 HIZHEITFEEEEO DO EZEA L, 12°C D
AN TR CHAGESE L, ERMEH L7,

R -m) R TFYDY

EATXTADOIMY REBLORIRIZ 15 EEN Y 7Y 7 LT,
M) I E D ERSE YN ) v Y E W TER
L7, HEOHENPOGERWEHZIZEI D b5 &2 AD%AMZD LAY
OlgIC#2flZ Ty »REHERL, 2 nEx 3EEST>7— L,
5 00DIMY L XT—EG, TivEmLaoEE (4 °C, 150 xg, 15 47) L.
MERCAAR A 2 Rz R 2572, BIEIEALE 0.20 pm O 7 1 L & —
THEEBE L, D7ELT—30 °C THEHREFE L, ik, AR %
il L Bk 2Bl 72t AAEEZOVERYD, TnEKR5H5ZETHAELT
W KEIR 2 F37z, KR 3 k> — L L, 5 DORKRT — %
FTm. KBEHRITHEERIEF ISR . ET MM N LR L > TV 7o o,
RIZINERE L, BTk =008 (4°C, 15,000 xg, 25 43)
THLE, M AGH D VITEHTH D EE LA - ROARA W TE
D2BIZHLRESBE LD T, EOAWSEZ TE 5720 B L 7=,
B U 72K 2 4 (5 B OE N LKz, ArvTr vy 7 AIFH%—7T
L<IRA L, EOOHE (4 °C, 15,000 xg, 15 4y) L CHIEMCRME L &
DR o oo & Bl L EYEA RIS 5 2 & TR Z 55 I/ LT,
IHNEAL 020 um O 7 4 VX —THREMEE L, 2L T—30 °C T
WA LT,

TATADOMY NBLOMEIE 5 @K N 7Y T L,
PAB T 2 U)W L 2B 2%, AR E->TnwaH MY v %
~ A7y NTERLE, B#liLcm ) NI TEedTrT—1
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L. =008 (4 °C, 15,000 xg, 25 4y) L CHERZ /3B L B &2 15C.
LA 0.20 pm D7 VX — TIEWHPE L, 2 L T—30 °C THEHRALT
L7z, BiRIE, MU o RERIRLEZICEZ LEGSHEL, SAERED
RENMEPIZERTZ LD EZBEMETI TV ER->72%, 500 ul @
NTHKFCHREZES 2 & THE, 5 RS OREE 1 DO N LK
THev L TR O N T KA BRI &2 15T, FL7 0.20 um O 7 4 L ¥ —T
TP A L, o7EL T—30°C THERAF LI,

DIF—LEHMRAE - 2 RV BRERATE

VY F—LEWRE - 2 o7 RERNEE BIT, & 1 ETOHF
Kig OWE & [FERD HIETITo T, TNITIMMA ., 47 F T A KK -
my > "ol F—EERMNEIX. M. Iuteus O %2 BEREREE K Tk
< NTLHEK (pH 8.0) Z/HWTITo e EBRXAMEL., 2z lllE
L7c, e X TAICEAL T, FRKITZ—2LIHE LR -T2,

SDS-PAGE fi 7

SDS-PAGE &5 VKENC X 283, & &L F L FIETITo 7,
EFUXTANTRE - ) 5T Z N7 R 1 mg/ml
(AR L T SDS-PAGE vk ¥ 7 v zdiffE L, vkEncft L7z,
TAHATMY D hz, FRIFEFTICCOETERRBHAY T V%
A L CRBRICH L7,

EEEAE

PLETIE ML, 86 1 B 2 #io, in vitro TOHLEIEMERE & RO
FIETIToTe, THHAITEALTIE, Yo7V o7 Uikt d s
HEIZH W o 7=, FUETEMERIEICH W2 V tapetis T 2 W, kK -
MY o /NERISBITHEH T L — MZBA L CTHEET L, e v XA
ORER « 1Y /X TIEIRE AN LK T 10 fBFARLTERL, 7T A
DI Y XTI 100 fFICHIN L T L — MZBfA Lz, e A TUXHA D
HETIE, 2 br—1ThsATLHKEMAEBRBREZIES LI-SRK
M 1ODHRT, ZIWIK LEBRKIZS TV EHNTWDL, ThHHA
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MU RTiE, X ERXE HIZn=5 TH V., WERFEIL Student
DRMtREIZELY ., ZTNEFhOV o 7« fEICB W TERX O CFU
OFEJE R KR OELHE LV AREICE NS 5 VI LT s
EOMEHE LT, ERETIT5%E LT,
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[#ER]

EATVXHA E-m) N JVIF—LFEERE - 2RV BRERE

EAUXHAREmIEB LMY D& X7 B E % Fig. 33
IR, B GE LT 1 B 2 i TR LI~ W SRR ERE O
T2 E WD, AU HTAREIIT Y T ORERT
bIEAIMLTCWNDHIZD, JTLCORBICHE L TWDH, B4 UXHAKKD
Z NI REITK 6.4 mg/ml TH Y | ~ W FIEEK 1 mg/ml TH 2D
2K L 6 5L EDIRETH Y | IEFITIRWVASIK Z REIT/HW L T\,
Fo, MY 88 1.2mg/ml &, v HFHIEEID BIREDN & o T,

EATRHARE - MY DY Y F— ANEMET, BERRFEE R (pH
5.0) M TFICHEIT D ml Y720 OIEEIZZENEIL~ TR DK 8 17,
2 fEThoten, NTLHEAKY (pH 8.0) TR EIEMEEZRI oW
W) B AN B o 7 (Fig. 34),

EA4 o £H 41 SDS-PAGE 47

SDS-PAGE BXUKEN CTH > 7 V& 0BT 5 & RRmAIKR & U >3
TN KR =R RN R 67z (Fig. 85), ¥hiikiX. 15 kDa,
20 kDa, 40 kDa, 70 kDa 72 X O K& S ORXRRBNF X7 E R KR
Ao, ~TXOR@Eem ) NIRRT XIICRHFEDH VX E
PUNRRKRBICHEET DL RN E =2 Tix oz (Fig. 14),
MY /3% 70 kDa IZHFEFHIZRKW A RBRH D | 2SO N BR
DN E WD XU RTE DR BN RE — 2 Th o T2, iR IZAEE
L7250 kDa A TORE I DLW Rk, MV N2 b [ UAZE
AN RBFET 2 K5 208, 2EIiEim Y ok~ 7> T
A

EXFOXAHAEFEERNE

AT A TR - Y o E BT, M Iuteus IIXRTBEIX LD B
EEIX T CFU/ml "L . Vitapetis (Z1x CFU/ml J8/0 7 2 7] 53
-7z (Fig. 36~37), ® WX A —D L7\ OFEFHENTIC L 26 %
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IR TE vy, FERICELZTXToY 7V TRBROME R 2R S
N2 EeMb, ©FUFT ARG - LY /32 M. Tuteus 2% LTI
PLEER 2~ &3, Vitapetis \ZxF L CHUEEA 2 /R T Em A58V & v 2
Ho, aria—ZxtL, EH560H 7 ATH M. luteus ® CFU X
20%FEFEIN LV, tapetis ® CFU (X3 B DfE & 7p o 72,

TFhAA ME-ILY N JVIF—LFEANE - 2RI RERE
THHTAREREBIRB LMY D& 7 B % Fig. 38 I
T, THL LG E L T AT RERIROT — & 2 3icfHig T
WD THTARGKD Z X7 LK) 18.7 mg/ml & FEFITmVD
CHWEARERTOT I T A ORI IEN . ERmIENIZ oW
ENDHEERECTED, VEOANTHEHKFCTHEMIEDL LENID
Tholld, ZORKREFHERITEICHNE L TWERMER S —FIC
LHOTLEY, TN ATHAKPTEMEL, MERFOX X7 EHEH
LTLESMHRETHD, EBE, BoNTMIRY 7T 7T 0 T A ik
DIRNETHRES> TN, TAHAHAMY RAREMER S HERTE,
H R PEEEEH 2.0 mg/ml, < B E KR OK 2 EDRENH - 7=,
TATAREWE - Y DY F— AIEMIE, CRRITIE S A ETEMER
MW Y U RF MK EL D ZDERNBRIEEEZHF LTz (Fig. 39),

E# U ¥4 SDS-PAGE f&#7

TAHA TITHRITMERE a2 I 2B LT LESTZD,
SDS-PAGE EXUKEN TCO BRI Y > SO TIT o, /N RANZ—
(% 80 kDa IZEFITIRWF NI BN RS H W) RN AL T
(Fig. 40),

TAHA A EERE

THAITAMY N, M. luteus \Zxf L CIXIFIEERITEF & ]
L. PLEIEM 2R L7723, V tapetis \2xF L CIXA B RPLAE M 2R S
7eo itz (Fig. 41), 77206, ~ F SRR O FURE TG & A X R 7228
(Fig. 15). M. luteus \Zxt 3 21ERIT X V5@ »> T2, V tapetis (23T 5
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PEEHEIIIEIODEDRRELSALE TH o7, Table 5 TIHHEE L
5D V. tapetis \IZxT HHLHEIEMEDOME 2 OFEREZR LTz, ~ T FkhK
® Table 1 L FERORTEN, ZTHLTHENENDOERIZIB WV THEX
®» CFU % 100% & L7235 AIX. CFU R KRESHEB L TWa, T742bb,
PEMRIEANRHE S Z &b dbiuX, ¥ CFU 238 L T 53545
HdHoT,

96



Pacific oyster: n =10

Noble scallop: n=5

O B N W B~ U O N

Protein concentration {mg / ml)

Pacific oyster Noble scallop Noble scallop
mucus mucus hemolymph

Fig. 33 Protein concentrations of mucus from the Pacific oysters,
mucus and hemolymph from the Noble scallops. Means + SD
are indicated. Protein concentration are measured by Bradford
protein assay.
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Lysozyme activities of pacific oyster and noble scallop

1600 .
Pacificoyster: n =10
I= 1400 Noble scallop: n =5
—~ 1200
=
= 1000
=
5 800
©
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£
S 400
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7 B
O ;
Pacificoyster Noblescallop Noblescallop Noblescallop Noblescallop
mucus mucus(in  hemolymph{in  mucus(in  hemolymph (in
Acetic buffer) Acetic buffer) ASW) ASW)

Fig. 34 Lysozyme activitiesof mucus from the Pacific oysters,
mucus and hemolymph from the Noble scallops. Means = SD
are indicated. Lysozyme activities are measured at pH 5.0or in
artificial seawater by using dried cells of M. Iuteus as a
substrate. Results are shown as unit (0.001 decrease of

absorbance at 540 nm per min).
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Fig. 35 SDS-PAGE of mucus and hemolymph from noble
schallops. Electrophoresis wascarried out in a 4-12% gradient
acrylamide/bis gel under reduced conditions and the gel was
stained with CBB. M was XL Ladder broad range. Each samples
were adjusted to 1 mg / ml protein concentration.
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140% - ® Control (ASW) Control:n=1

B Mucus Bacteria:n=5
120% -

100% -

co

S

a~
I

60% -

40% -

20% -

Relative percentage of CFU
(Average of control(ASW) = 100 %)

0% -
Micrococcus luteus Vibrio tapetis

Fig. 36 Antibacterial activity of the mucus from noble scallops.
Means £ SD are indicated. CFU of control (Artificial seawater)
were defined as 100% on each bacteria.
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140% - ® Control (ASW) Control:n=1
B hemolymph  Bacteria:n=5
120% -
100% -
80% -
60% -

40% -

20% -

Relative percentage of CFU
(Average of control(ASW) = 100 %)

0% -
Micrococcus luteus Vibrio tapetis

Fig. 37 Antibacterial activity of the hemolymph from noble
scallops. Means = SD are indicated. CFU of control (Artificial
seawater) were defined as 100% on each bacteria.
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Pacific oyster Bloody cockle Bloody cockle
mucus mucus hemolymph

Fig. 38 Lysozyme activities of mucus from the Pacific oysters
and hemolymph from bloody cockles. Means + SD are indicated.
Lysozyme activities are measured at pH 5.0 by using dried cells
of M. luteus as a substrate. Results are shown as unit (0.001
decrease of absorbance at 540 nm per min).
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Fig. 39 Proteinconcentrationsof mucus from the Pacific oysters
and hemolymph from bloody cockles. Means + SD are indicated.
Protein concentration are measured by Bradford protein assay.
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Fig. 39 SDS-PAGE of hemolymph frombloody cockles.
Electrophoresis was carried out in a 4-12% gradient

acrylamide/bis gel under reduced conditions and the gel was
stained with CBB. M was XL Ladder broad range.
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Fig. 40 Antibacterial activity of the hemolymph of bloody cockles.
Means + SD are indicated. Mean of CFU of control (Artificial
seawater) were defined as 100% on each bacteria. Asterisks
indicate statistical significant differences respect to control
(p < 0.05).
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Table 5 Relative percentage (RP) of CFU by each antibacterial
assay by each hemolymph samples of bloody cockles.

Sample RP of CFU

1 219.6%
2 121.2%
3 18.7%
4 31.7%
5 33.1%

*Control = 100%
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ER

EAUXTAMBITI AW EOL IO RS, U Y F—AEED
BREND, vHXLREBICYH—T 22N 7L L TOMRENEE S,
PETEHERNEICBWTZ 7 AREREICH T 2PEEE LS "B I N,
MY /N THREEBEOIEEN R I, BRNICE T DM E P BREEE & 8 E
SNDD, MO DOIRENIEFITELS . ML RN ERELE > T
W22 M EZT, ROV —T7 = AN TICKAENEETH D
EEZOND, MIELETXTOY TN BWT V tapetis DEE %
Ml L7722 L3, v TR TE 2 b7 V tapetis \[ZxF 3 S P K 7
Pl V tapetis N+ EFELERELDONE AU HANHIFET D A fEMEE
RLTWALHEEZDTHLAY, A UXFITABLRNTXD 2 FED
THEBEFICGHEENEZONTZ O V. tapetis (X T A HIEIKE SO
ERICE L TEAMETIIMATE R 272D, LD DERY
TNELTEeF X HANIHEN REIZH G, Ly PR IUEIEN
ERTZEMBIEFIZHNNRT NN Z R EF2xbNT, %X
LA TXTA AW V tapetis \[ZXT D HIEIN T OMEHE L, FhZ
ESS ZHAEMBROY —7 = 20 7 & LT ORI EER
MEREE D ThAH I,

EAUXHA BB EIRMY 20T, v WX T7 A &
KB ThoTDIL, MW Y F—AEERBDOONTICHEDL LT
77 LG M. luteus |23 DPLEIEHD R ENR D272 & TH D,
Bl w2 mrb, vHAXKICEWTIRY Y F—LAOEETEMED
7T LNGHEEICR T A PEERE L CHEET I EMEm LN, e4AUX
TANZEBWT M. luteus \ZXT DPLETEMEDR R S 72 Do 7o DITRGHR -
.V o "ol yF—LBANLHBKOFHETTERAEMNEZ
RSB Te T2 TIE R W EEB X BN 5, pH 5.0 O FEREHE ik 51 &
pH 8.0 O ALK EMETOY V' F— LGOI EDORKRE R DRV |
MR O S Tl EE®EZ R L, NLE KT CIREREE T E AL
BV, TV DM E TRV pH £ CTHEEIEEEZ R T~ ¥
SAEFEMEHR S L OB L7 vCGL EITRELS B MHEEE WL D,
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UV F—2D—Mi72ME E LT, HILEERAICHEET 2 b O3t
FHETTRWEREZRT EIOICHELL TS EIN TS (Imoto
2009). pH 8 D AKIZHE 2R IC s D U Y F— LS ERIE S
TOARTIENEZTRT I EOAEBENQRERIISEOERE R LI
E< oo, e FUXTARBEPHEARKEITRE RS pH -
AFUBERNEEZRDL, ZOXRMETTIZY VY F— 2B HDNHEET D
AIREMES, 7 H UV U Y F— LA TREND LYV F— LB EIENE L
TR DLFZMH T CHEEGEEEITR R LIBFBEMNEZ T Al M
(Takeshita et al, 2003) 72 EHE 2, A TUXHARIKY V' F— A,
OWTIE - HEMKY YV F—2OEKEHEKEF-ELTOEREL LD
R<HATOILERD D L Bbh b,

EFTXTART TR L. T HHTANTREED 55U - HIRIZIB N T
KB ThHoTe, mwbEBAERI VRS, EMENY Y F—LEEE
HELTCOIEREEZ RIS oTe 2 b, v XA TUX AT
MEINTEZHBICEDT —7 22N THEBEIZAETELE WL EZE X
bhn, LrL, MY/ "TIEr7 7 L5M%E M luteus (T LR®D T
MARMEIERNEZR L2 &, 77 2BME V. tapetis 2% L TH
REZERDOHENBRENEZ R LI e, TATA, OV TITRK
DI WEDDV 2N A TR, BKN~OMEORANITH D H DO DIEND
Y N KDMEBRPB I THY, Tk TRALLCMEIZ
KA D LD ERBIIN B D, THHAMY DYV F—»A
[EMEDN~ T XRE L VRN B 6T M luteus |23 2 PLE IE M D3
XKLV RO THLZ LiF, AEIOY Y F— AIEERNE TIE
HELTWZRWS pH 8.0 AT TIXXIVEWY VF—AiEMEEZRT
AIREMERC, Y N F D 7T AGHEICHLEER 2R3 U ) F— AL}
OREEF OHFEERBEIND, TATADOMY »RIET 47 =
UM, MRS AR LB IR 2 87 (BPD X LPS fi&
2 X7 (LBP) R ENFIETDHZ EnmEINTWD (i et al,
2012; Mao et al., 2013), 7 HA N T T LGYERE M. Iuteus (25t LR S)
RPEER 2R THBE E LT, TNODEEPEEZEELZH > TS
DOhH LIV, ZHICk L, THATA DT T LEWE V. tapetis |2
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T LHEMRMERANARRZERNORIND I L~ H kim0 Mk
ERLD, Ll BIROZWENRTH W AW THIMY » /3T
77 LAEME IR LIREORER Z R THERN RN Z 21, KA
D 2R BENA 7 & LTI 1 T2 <R, I Y NI Vibrio %
VA LESE2WENGFETHZEEZRB LTS, ZOMEOMYIL,
RIIVEBZEORERBEE R HTHAS I,

Iz Nt ZHEICIKET 2MEPERO 2D O A KB &
LT, WEREHKKEEREICOWT 2 KEIX, BMERX—7 = X
NYTELTHRET D, FIZ, BT Y Y F—2I137 7 M5 IC
KT HPEKN & L TEEREEZRZL, £77 7 2BERIC LT
LYY F— AL TR PEER R TR BNEET D, (IR kK
DIFWN LI EIF, MK CTHEZ T, AN~OHEO
BAVBRTHEIND, LMALIMY U NICK AN TORLEEENRR I TH Y
IHNICE s THIEZHERL TS, EWI RO E Z KL L
2 1BV ORI O SENEE SN, BEREVI T —T =AY TR
“HEOERBHICBWTEEREFH Ao TS Z ERN B INTE
T, =T =2 AU TIK S 72 W RS N AFET 5 2 &3 /A
ERNIZB T L HEMOMEESLAEIMEEZEZ D) A THEAT REZ L
Thodre&ExBND,

#03 EOfEm e LT M HOARPIEHERM & L TR D77 W RE I
£l 2@ OnEEMBEL, KRAKOY—7 =AY 7L LT
DHENEZHER L7, ZORREERRIETL2DICITELYEZL D
F=ANMETH D, AFFETHWE SHEO AU ORED ~ KA
IZEBWTHLHMBROMEEZMET S LI, TN ENO AN ER
THBRBETOMBEOREEHEFEMEOFE, ZFh o i HOREES
RO E DR R, KHEAOEKRREEN Yy —7 =AU 7 & LT
ENFEEERHICBWCTEHEHE TN EMHET DI ENE5%OME
EbHEFEXLND,
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WEER

AFEICEBWWTHRESINT HERREMEOY —T7 = 2 T &
LTo®El, VY F—LFOPERFOBEIL., b DEHFENFEERIC
HEBABRICENL > TN D Z M XFFLIEE WV I RT, ZHHEAK
5 ORI B W CEHEERMA L o tEZ NS, FFICHEICK - T,
B D WILE CHEN T H R & - T Vibrio BB %9 5 BH g2
VWL ONFEET LI EEZOLND Z L, HAEICBVWTLIELIE
HERBEEL L0 T EIEMN 2 MR E ISR L TH AR 25 R %
HELDZ LN TELAHEMEEZRLEZEV) HTHEFICEETH A I,

KAWL TH G NIC o Tz, B REOEEME, VY F—2A0E K T
D HEHE O B EM 2 fF R MICH R IZIE T O ThiX, DL F Ok F A
ERBEZOND, 1 2iF, MEREZHWE ZKHEDOIEIZKTH 5,
Thbb, PEOMEERY, TZICEEND ) VY F—LEOHEN T
DOIEWEZHT D2 & T, HREZZHEGT 52 < HOAFRBOAEK
BEEGE D OB BB T 5 2 LN TE 5, B 1 BT~V T IRFKE KK
FOYYF—2EENHEOBREICRT HIEERISOFEIZ ET Lz
ZEERLED, THIFEMEERERICBIT S RIS EL 5 X D HIE
DAEDHIE, WEMEMEIC LD ROEE L L THHRETH S &
E20H25, £, B 1 =D in vitro EBRIZB W T, ¥IRD M. luteus
&V otapetis TN ENITH T H PR TEMHEICHEBERN Lo Z M b&E X
T, MERF OV Yy F— NGO E S &, 2 OEEOAEREGEEE DR S O
FRIEL CEXLAREMENRDL D, XV Y F =237 7 LEEEICRT 2
PUREIEE 2 R S0, U Y F— AR E O EER X RIS CIEER
HEE e ht Vibrio R+ & b9 REAKPEK 76 E72mMm < RBELL
TWLDOTIERNWNEZEZDOND, MR THITEAELREGT L2 Lk
ZHHOAEBIREOIECHHEZ i T 2 KHEICHEH T 5 2 &2
ARETHIHIEEZLN., YV TF—AFTERNENRS THDHZ &
O, MAEBICHEEMICBW AT Ebhd, £72. HKD
AR ARG T 0 2 E < HBICHIETE 22 L0 b, m0VAER
Sipne 2 FE ok 23Kk L COMBEMEOEHICHAT 5 &
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Wo ISR EZ 6N, “HAOMFEESEOF & LTk, QX K
My N =—A U ¥ Saccostrea glomerata (Green et al., 2008) 73
HHN, ZOXIICHFEE LTRSS N6 A BEICERED 20,
R & W ) AARBAICEE R ZE 2R L, BofiEz EoF 71
WREEZMIT T 2RF2RHEEZ LT, 2% 0 K EFRLEIEIC
BWTHARERERNGEONTEESADTHAH, AWFET 3 FED
THAEICBWTEENEE SN Tcht Vibrio K+ %ZFREL, ZOKRFO
TEYED R S X o TSR 2 40 &KX, Vibrio JRiE — M H & v )
AR EMESLTED Z LR/ IND,

CHHEEEMICB T Dt Vibrio AT O b 5 —OOFHAEIX, KA
N TFEE A PEIC BT D A HIEICE G/ H272 Vibrio 5 O T 15 - 163K
ELTORMTH D, Vibrio JEMEKIDEIZ L 5 KREBILD b RE L
RHDITHAERTHY | RO KN TEE S5 K B 2R
WNINE D L& XFMY Bt EE 72679 (FF 19935 & 2003),
BT S EMEOERICIIEFEOPIAME S Vibrio J&ME 2 53 ik
T57u 77 =Bl T AHEREHND Z L THLET LD T
HOHN, ZOBHWD O K EOHAESLCREEICHT2ARMBENE D
THHZENEE LW, ZD Vibrio BHE I L THWA AL LT,
KRWFTE CTELENE 2 bIT-HT Vibrio K+ FHTE 2D TiHRW s
Ezbhb, ZORFBNNRDEDTHDLDONEMRPAT5D1F5%0
METH D0, EORGE - FEtEMfTr 247V, KEICARK - R L TAL
PR OB KR IZHR AN L Vibrio B IZ L D EYEE T8 - 1B T 5
ZENTELAEERDL, O KMEBROAHEEYWE TH LD
(2. ZHBENE~DAMREE~OGRITITEDNESF LV b7 <
NTAEH EEENICB T 2ICHARHHTELTHA I,

T, A UXRH A~ T IHEN Vibrio JBIZKR L HLE TG Z RS
KNFa2HSZ LZW LML LT, L KEEYOIFEFEIKD R
o, B NORBYEFEORKE G725 Vibrio JBME O 7= 72 B BRIEIC
DIRINDAREMEDN B D, Vibrio N A H & & Lo KEBM ORIFETH 5
TERINETCHRRTELLZLETHDLD, B M TH2EFTHEORKE &
L C% Vibrio parahaemolyticus, Vibrio vulnificus % 031549 & iz
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BNEABLE MOEET 222036 TS (Su and Liu 2007;
Normanno et al., 2006), A BIZFET D EE 26D Vibrio B iEH
WZxt9 5 BHEIE T A2 T AUE, 2 VibriolZ X D5 RHPEO TR
BRICIGHTE 22 BB 26N D,

THBEMEOY—7 = AN TR, T EHE O iE R O ZEE,
REBRFERMELFFOMIESE TH A O, ZHHEMBEBEHED REL - @
IbDTD, HDHWILES - EFNRFh~O%REZHHGL, L0 x
EOTNWS ZEBMETHS,

112



B

~ X OHNEREN X OHEBEER T TITME N ESIZIET 5 2 &
NHEZ BV, FLRR R T C ORI IR R R IR O B 523 HER S 4T,
v X EBREERZFR UIEEEZRE L2 2 A, 77 AGHER
M. luteus \Zxt L CHiE{ERHZR L., £ 7 LM E V. tapetis I
KHLTHOBARLERNOVEEHNZ T HEP Ao, 202 b
~ AXEEEEER T — 7 =AY 7L L CHEA2 PRI 2 EER
ARBIR T Th D EE LN, 77 LAEEREICK LIEER BRI
B Tholcl &b, BWHERY YV F—L20OBERE X LT,
S~AXHNERETRET IR Y F— L OB 2 R OKRE
FRNTING . ~ HXRR D 7 T DGR IR T 2 PLE ISR Y VT — A
MEEREEHZH S TVD EBZ DN, o, v TEFMBIRITIZT T A
R ICHEEELZ ST Y Y TF— 2 UANDOKRFNFEAET D 2 & DN
ST,

~ X ERERmMBEIROTETEMEE . ~ T EITHBEROMER N R 72 S
EFUXTABLOT BT A ORHRIE LU Y SO FLE IE M & bl
L7z, TORE, RETEHMKZ KREICHWT 2 AT, MEHD
=T =2 ARNY 7L THRELMEZERL TWD Z &, RRmEAERD
SYWMH DI TR EIE, MY N K BN TOEAR I TH D
IHNICE> THEZHBRLTCWD 2 &, &) “HD 2 @Y OEK
i ot AN E SN, Z DL &, 77 AEHEICR LTERT %
BHEINR 712X Yy F— LB FEL, 77 ABREEICHLTHY VYV F—24
IR LIMEFEAEZRTRFRFAET LI ERB 2N, 77 A
2 M (ST DU K F 28 BRI — RIS AFE LG D 2 &1
THRCEHBIEFIN O3 ESS Vibrio BHIEIC LD FOBHFFEICIX L TO
B2 BiRIE~OICHEN I N5,
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B

Rt ED HICHley fEHA L L TRIBpEY REEEZ B Y
F U 72 B AL R 5 R 2R B 2 S i SR B K B B 4 A2 BE AR 40 B oD i A BT T
WEHRICEATHEHALHB L BT 3, £, BIEOTZR LD TSok
PR 72 & N L Fn H B IR N - LET, MA T, BEZER
ELTTESoEAEFCHLESHEALR L ETFES, £, RIS
BWTHE MBS - @S2 TS0, FE L L TOEMEEiEE
TEW T2 R E kA% 72 b NSO R E R B B D SR L B £ 97,
AR ARHFFE I B AL R 52 K 2 B 2 22 0T JE R K e B W A B R F FE = O
EHROWBY EEH IO LD D T LN TEE L, WEHH L
EFETS,
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