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PN IEER E T 930 R % hreS B E IHEE AT

ARE" BEEY X AT M BEX BREE”

(1. FRL I E AP 220, K3 1301185 2. R EO L Rb= B (R a9 i,
FEW H A W R s S, bt 100193)

FE . A oA A 4 AR 23k % % (type T secretion system, T3SS) P & 2470 & & 49 hreS F H 2+ 6
JNPE B2 B Acidovorax citrulli 39% 51 69 3% vér , VAT N2 B2 1) 57 & A B Ak Aacs A st %, il i A R ik
M hreS 2K B B K R K A Ak AhreS B 3 AN & AhreS-comp , W 52 3 8% ) B BR AR K A B Rk
T RELHBR A BN RIBHREAMAERR R E T AN R A BIREKRE
To BREF, 5EHAR A AacS A  hreS A BBk R X AARE R T A L08R A F 58
FFTMEFHBER AN ,EFERANRFIERT 191.75%, AN RN BE TR T 43.90%,
BAKAE KA LRI HA)E ETHRAR, hreS A B B kA% G NEBRHE T3SS ¥ hipG hrpX =
hrpE AR A B He 2 lIC K R Ak F 2% L, 5 5 A AR AR 2.2715 23845 .1.2645F2 1.77 4%,
hreQ AW R £ B R 5 TR, AT AR B9 50.75%, F A hreS I B R 4 4F 79 N2 5L ) SR AL
VY REEERER.
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Abstract: In order to understand the role of ArcS gene encoding core protein of type III secretion sys-
tem (T3SS) in the pathogenicity of Acidovorax citrulli, the hrcS deletion strain AhreS, and its comple-
mentation strain AhrcS-comp were derived from Aac5, a wild type strain of A. citrulli in this study. The
pathogenicity and the expression levels of genes involved in pathogenicity, hypersensitive response on
tobacco, motility and the expression levels of genes involved in motility, biofilm formation, in vitro
growth rate of the 4. citrulli strains were determined. The results showed that the 4rcS deletion mutant
strain lost its virulence to the watermelon seedlings and the ability to induce hypersensitive reaction on
non-host Nicotiana tabacum. Compared to the wild type strain Aac5, the swimming motility of the mu-
tant strain significantly increased by 191.75%, while the biofilm formation decreased by 43.90%, and
the in vitro growth rate decreased after logarithmic phase. The ArcS gene deletion significantly in-
creased the expression level of T3SS genes hrpG, hrpX, hrpE and flagellin gene fIiC by 2.27, 2.38, 1.26

and 1.77 times, respectively. However, the expression level of T3SS gene hrcQ was significantly re-
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duced by 50.75%. These results indicated that the gene hrcS plays an important role in maintaining the

pathogenicity of A. citrulli.
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PO TR IAE TR I ACR AR 7= R 2% b A e
M7, TR I 2 o B AT A B A KR A —
Pl S A L Re AR Bl A BRI ST EUE 1 S Rk
4o AT P SR e 7 P IR B A
Byl A, Ho U O P I W R 18 Acidovorax
citrulli , 555 TR SR B A (U BE I e 2
SEPRJBE ™ 2 0 P ORI T A 7 2 5 5T (Ba-
har & Burdman,2010; Burdman & Walcott,2012). P4
JTGPR AT =2 QR IR, 3E it FRAR K 24 4.0~5.0 pm
IR AR B BB 3l , AN 2, TC I (REEE B 5
2001) . H F PG A TR AR Y o AT e = RS
T BRI SRR, X TR 20 B 1 SR B 1) B 37 )
F B 27 245500 A5 AR X e AR DR A e, B 1<
AR A2 25 550 it 1, TN 0 B 1 S BRE o s it el A A
A7 BT, PR b A 22 2 RIT R LR
T Bl 4 NS 20 e P SR B B 280

1751 4336 2 45 (type 111 secretion system, T3SS)
S SR IREE R 1R B R (FRRESE,2020) ,
hrp (hypersensitive response & pathogenicity ) 4 [F 7%
SmBZE 2 , S VY TNE I R S50 Aok 22 e B 1 DG B A
o PHJIIERR B T3SS H Y hrp B T HLH S
T hrp WAL, HCAZ U 43 B R 5 BT T S B B P Xan-
thomonas campestris #H 7] , 34 2 hrpG 1 hrpX %
(Z1A%5,2004; Zhang et al.,2018) ., FEF % hrp th B
A = AR SF ) hre (hypersensitive response & con-
served) 5 R % , Hi 45 19 hre 85 [ 68 (1 200 25 1%
1oL 4R RS i |, BT i Y 7F 3 (Bogdanove et al.,
1996; Alfano & Collmer, 2004) o P4 JINWE iR 17 7 Are
kPRI 7 VG TG PR T 380 2o A v ke 2 DGR E T, 2
hreV(Bahar et al.,2009) , hrcR (fE4+5%%5,2009) |
hreT(7E#r1,2010) . hreC(Johnson et al.,2011) Fl hreQ
(T 5%, 2019) 4y HA M B 2R 25 fig T B000 TN 2 1 22
Y5 1 A5 | AR A B o f8CPE KN (hypersensitive re-
sponse , HR) € JJ TR 5 hreN FE PRI B2 J 7 TG 72
PSR 1 5] HR B BE )t 255 ™ iR 55
2015) o LIMRSFREA hreC . hreU F hred W)HE 53R 3K
AR, 52 (2016) AT Ma et al. (2019) 75 75 JICI
1% T TR R MIH21 T 0 16 2R 15 8 410 1 74 I s 2
T3SS 43 WA B FH TSl 5 Tk 2 Ak & P A 5
B HEmE — ST AR, LR T3SS 2k 30k 1 -

U T IV 2 R )i 1) HE 22 W R TR 4. avenae 1 hreS JE
5 hreR  hpad FEH 2 [61 47 1F 8% & & (Tampakaki
et al.,2010) , P4 JIIERR B 1 hreS BE[H 5 hreQ LA
TEAEPIE X R (T4 ,2019) [ HIhfE K 5 T3SS
At R 4 DR ) G 2R v AN BT , PR 5T S Fi
PRIECH LHX A A RO P TR TR 24 ) HA T
R W At T3SS Hh HEA% O AR Y hreS FE A
X6 P TR P TR 5003 7 )5 T, A 5 38 ek 35 PR B
4y 38 hreS F PR i 58 A8 TR AR AhreS S HURM TR B
AhreS-comp , I 72 3 L B R B 77 S H 5 BUR A OC
FER ARG B R RN R T s shifg ) SO
5z dRe S AHOCEE P ) 3Rk it AR YR i Re ) A
B K BE ST, AT horeS DR AE P4 IOV PR 1A B0
(1) Ff1 €0 RN 7E B0 4% 45 i VR, U Sk I & 74
JIWE R BB R AR A BT AR R0 e 25 Fe B

1 B 5T X

1.1 ##

3R B RR R ) - VG TN 2 B B A U B Pk Aacs
H B PE R o, AR SCI = R A7, e
PG TR TR T4 112 B Ak (Yan et al., 2013) , %P2 75 55
RADUE B AERPUER BT KA B Esch-
erichia coli pRK600 B ; HA R ABEE RPuiknd ks
pK18mobsacB H %A sacB JHENFEIE L 55 ; HAT R
5 ZHUE Tk pBBRIMCS-2, LA lac R 311, LA
AR ORI ARSI S R A . PE SRR g
Fii 7 B i RO R B AL T AL
S B RN SRR BE = A= M) Nicotiana tabacum var. sam-
sun , B EIONBFE BEAR P AP I B AE A 1
A=W [ SR A S AR FE H OGN, 1F
HA ] 6 -

KSR KB (King s B)WARRE = FE 50 AN =
M 15 mL . MgSO, 1.5 g K,HPO, 1.5 g JEE 15 g,
pH 7.0; LB(Luria-Bertani ) [E {485 55 3L 1 700 IR 2 11
W15 g R EUY) 10 g NaCl 10 g BfiE 8 15 g,
pH 7.050.3% > [& {412 Bl & F 55 57 3 1o R e Bk
PEH 0.3 g AL HEMR0.3 g BilE# 3 g, pH
7.0, BiREEFREMM AR FKEZE 1L, LI 121 C
KT 20 min, T FEFE 2 40 °C, 3800 AR
B P AE R AR . MO BE SRR
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MgSO, 200 uL .20% FrEERR 4N 2 mL  Bihg 3 g Ak
20 g J2 40 mL ) 5xM9 # (NaCl1 0.1 g NH,C10.2 g,
KH,PO, 0.6 g .Na,HPO,-12H,0 3.0 g, & T /K EA
%200 mL),pH 7.0, KB F/KEAZR 1L, L1110 C
KT 20 min, £ 76 2 40 °C, 48 0 m AR
P A R S AR P A . BRI R R
PUERYDRGEARE AN, A N EHE RINEER
VR R MR 531124 100,50 #1150 pg/mL .

TS : RIGAT RS2 S 4l DHS o TR BE
KAAARHE (A 50) 5 FRZA 7] 5 Axygen Multisource
DNA IR &, BT AR arFhaE (R L) A PR A F] ; KOD
plus Neo i{7fll &, H 4 TOYOBO 73 Al ; Axygen Bt
R &, 2 Axygen A R s Kpn 1/BamH 1, H 7R
TaKaRa 2\ 7 ; EcoR 1/BamH 1B ¥E N VI , 55 H B2
AEPER (a0 A BR A B HAb TR 48 B ™= 58
afi . RXZ TR N TARA , T I TLR AR
Evolution E300 8 ~h ] WL Y6 G 1T, 28 [ Thermo
Fisher 23 7] ; 24 L A1 200 £L 3 K 205 55 2 4, 26 [
Axygen 23 ), AriaMx Mx3000P 7¢ 6 5E fi PCRAY,
&[] Agilent 23 ] ; EOS 7D AHHL, H A Canon /A F] .
1.2 FHi&
121 BN B hreSH B 09 £ 15 8 F o4

i 1 NCBI (https://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/) Fl1
KEGG (https://www.kegg.jp/) I’ 3k 2 #% I T fi# hreS
HEEIEAE B . fdH SMART 9.0 7E£R B F 0 M
hreS 2 (4595, {1 BlastP & F#E47 hreS 2
Jo3 13 50 [R5 L X o A MEGA 11.0 342K H %
RESRIEM RS LBW, ARSI ER 1000 K.
{8 FHH TMHMM 2.0 7F 26 S04 1 hre'S 28 11125 FRE 2544
. [HIHDNAMAN 64T hreSTEFFH 73T
1.2.2  hreSTE T AMA BANA MR 5 £ R I IE

i 5 KEGG U e 45 0 TN 1R T AreS A
B NUEEA A Ak Primer Premier 5.0 %3514
hreS-L F (5-GCTATGACATGATTACGAATTCTCC-
GCCCAAAGCTCCA-3' )/R (5-TGAGAAGCGCTG-
CGAGCATGAGTGCTTCGGAGGT-3" ) #l hreS-R F
(5'- ACCTCCGAAGCACTCATGCTCGCAGCGGC-
TTCTCA-3")/R (5'-GCAGGTCGACTCTAGAGGAT-
CCGCTGCCTTCCTCATCCTG-3") , i A 51 ¥
A RIEH B A BRA A A . 7 I8 Axygen
Multisource DNA 1257 65 158 BH 5 $12 HC 7 IO 15 B Y
A= FUTR K AacS I DNA . LUFEHUY DNA AR , fifi
JHKOD plus Neo il & el hreS bR B RS
P EATH & PCRWG L T U A BEml A o 8 B il 1

N U1 EcoR 1/BamH TX} B 244 ik pK 18mobsacB
HEAT AU TP B atif , PR BV 0 SR S hreS
FER BT B Rl A i 4 |, 459 31 5k pK 8-
hreS, T A 2 K AT 0 B2 25 40 il DHS o 18 BR 5 7
£ 100 ug/mL F AR & A LB [EAEHr F 4535 24 h,
W R S B BUBRE , -4 FH 5 149 hreS-L F/R X}
A FORLIEA T IR IE K 56 UF 1E B Y R B AL AR K
FRBHEABRARINY . FH = E5ARZ s B
A AR PR KM T R R PR pRK600 , AT 2R
TR R PUTE R A B TR AR AacS LA R R BT
PE 1 K AT 1 1 Bk pK18-AreS 43 51 7E 200 t/min
28 CHAMFTFHFE 24 h, TRH K P EE IREGER
i T LB AR 7R3 |, 28 °C 200 r/min 258 R 15
7248 h G PRHURIEAE AR v T A RICE R
KB W AR 15 35 56 b T 28 °C 200 r/min 5514 F 45 55
12 h Ji5 i 51 %) hreS-J F (5'-GTGAACCGTTCC-
GCAAGT-3' )/R (5-GCTGCTTGAGGCGGAAT-3' )
Xof 05 16 3] 1) B AR E AT PCRIGIE . 25 pL WA &
B 1 uL . 2xPCR Mix 12.5 puL . Primer-F/R 4% 1 puL .
ddH,0 9.5 uL. PCR W #2)F:95 C TS 14 3 min;
95 CA:30 5,38 k 30 s(hreS-T hreS-T FIWFB f)iE
KR BEST M 56 .58 F158 °C), 72 CHEMH 30 5,254
PEER ;72 CHELEA 5 min J5 12 CLK M. K5
UE Ry BF: ) B R U4 A 78 7% 10% TR X BT &R
HEPUEM MO BRI T 28 CHi %, HE g
B 75, DRECA TS B F KB R 3L h F 28 «C .
200 r/min 257 FRE SR . hreS FEHFE F S 1Y)
hreS-T F (5-AACATCGTCCAGCTCACCTCC-3')/R
(5-GCCGTGAGAAGCCGCTG-3") & V4 JIX W iR 1

% 51 51 ¥ WEBI (5-GACCAGCCACACTGGG-
AC-3")/WFB2 (5-CTGCCGCACTCCAGCGA-3") %}
JIAS AR HEAT PCR $GUE , RN AR R AR R o £
PCR 25 59 hreS-T F/S BYE H WFB1/WFB2 by FH A%
(1) TR AR A hreS 2 DR R 2 98 78 TR bk, BRIV 28 A8 T bk
AhreS,

i 1t KEGG #0422 18 B hreS e K 51 e e 1
s sh 4, di JH#A2F Primer Premier 5.0 %315
Y hreS-H F (5-TAAAGGGAACAAAAGCTGGGT-
ACCCAACATGGTGCTCAACGG-3' )/R (5'-GCTC-
TAGAACTAGTGGATCCGCTGCTTGAGGCGGA-
AT-3") o DAVY I 1% B 7 AE 78 18] bk Aacs JE R 41
DNA J A4 , {#i ] KOD plus Neo izt 7] £ # 4T PCR
P . 50 uL ¥ 3 {& & . KOD Buffer 5 uL, KOD
neoase 1 uL. .MgSO,3 uL .dNTP 5 ul..Aac-5 DNA 1 pL.
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GC enhancer 10 pL.Primer-F/R 4% 1.5 puL.dd H,0 22 pL.
PCR [ W F2JF : 94 CHlAE 1 2 min; 98 CAEPE 10 s,
60 Cik & 30s,68 CHEAH 2 min, 30 MG ;68 CH
JEH 3 min J5 4 CZLARRN . Axygen &E R
A& 821 bp Y 14 . i1 Kpn 1/BamH 1
Xt iR pBBRIMCS-2 #4170, & PCRF: H
(1) 3 PR S L i ) ) e B 5 V) 5 1) pBBRI
MCS-2 # A4 42 , 3515 pBBR-hreS HAMEAK . i i
Bl F 18 K AT 1 1 Bk pRK600 K B #h 2 /& pBBR-
hreS A B R ARTEAR AhreS T, i hreS 3N 4 5
PEB Y hreS-T F/R B V8 IR 11 4 57 1 5 | 9 WFB1/
WEFB2 HEA T 1 , 247 522 B 1) B8 ke D kg 725 0 e B
Mo T IS PR ZE FE b s RS DR A B2 w1
¥, 7295 AACO0-1 FER 2 H hreS H2 R 81 EE X AY,
I Ay AhreS HANFE R AhrcS-comp. BT P51 4%
FEAL AR R A FRA LT o
1.2.3 B ER D BARE LB F A F eyl

W VU T I R BT A R B RR AacS | 28 AE TR PR
AhreS MU ANE BE AhreS-comp T KB {435 F £ rh
28 CHEH: 48 h, Ff B 1414 22 3x10° CFU/mL
R B PR & T 50 °C I /K HIR ¥ 30 min,
IR IC R K e 39K, TR B TR 30 min, f I
BT AL em 5 15 em BYAEZL T AEZ P26 K
R A B 1 CE R 1 ok 1 8 A RIS 1
WAL A 2:2: 1 1), BN EERP 3164, B3 7 8 Joip
o BAEZLE TOCRWI AN 16 L:8 DOLIERHEE A
28 C EEREHHRE A 16 °C) MG IR B F240 h 1 9%
MK ZEFFUREE T d X PG 2RI B0 i R A 1 10 B
W FET G LA T IR e 5%, LR 3 k. AR
I Ol F RO 18 B0 Gbm e R e 15 40 9%, 1T
BN TERE AL, IFTH R th 2R R A T 3R s 4
FbpifE 0 9%, K &9 5 1 9%, V9Tt | DA K 2
2L S T AR o R T AR <25% 5 2 ), 25%< 229 THT X
7R TR L1 <50% 5 3 9, 50%< s T R R T
TR HEB1<70% 5 4 9, T0%< 23 T B o B TR AL ) Lb
B1<90% ;5 9% , K9 1R S TR 9 LEAFI>90% . s
TEHEEL=100% > (£5 ZI <25 BARRAE) A A 4
50 e e AR TR

R WA hore'S 35 DRBR R TR R XOF 7 TR PR 71 8005

SRR 5 T3SS A G, FI I SE I 5 7 it PCR

FE ARG VY TN 2 0 98 722 TR PR AhreS T T3SS F22E
WL hrpG  hrpX B EUR AN CIEH hrpE  hreQ #H
X 2% 3k F 5 B A B TR Bk Aacs 197546 . FFH TRIzol
T (T35, 2019) F2 BUCE A= BB MR AacS FISEAE 14

PR AhreS 11 50 RNA Jf 525 5% B cDNA B H Ik B 1
P75 4 100 ng/uL. LA hrpG F(5'-CTCGCCTGGCT-
GCTGTT-3' )/R (5'-CCTTGTAGATGTGCTGCTCC-
3") hrpX F (5-GCGCTCACGCAAATGCT-3 )/R (5'-
GGCAAGCTCCTCCTGTCCTA-3") . hrpE F (5'-GT-
CAGGATGGACACGCAGGC-3" )/R (5'-AACGCAT-
GGTGCTGGCAGAG-3")flhrcQF  (5'-CGAAATC-
GCCCTCCACG-3' )/R (5'-GTGGCCTCGGGTTCG-
G-3")m519, AN Z 3 H rpoB F(5'-GCGACAGC-
GTGCTCAAAGTG-3' )/R (5-GCCTTCGTTGGTG-
CGTTTCT-3") A TSE9E A 1t PCR, 25 pLoE e
i PCR LW A& % : cDNA 1 uL ., 2xSuperReal PreMix
Plus 12.5 pL.50xROX Reference Dye 0.3 pL . Primer-
F/R 4% 1 puL ddH,0 9.2 uL, R FEF : 95 C AP
15 min; 95 “C7AEME 10 s, 60 “CiB kK 30 s,72 C FiEfif
305,40 MG, RIGALHE 3R EE it 9O E
PCRAGE! Ce1H , e B A B TR AR AR DG PRl e ak = 4
1, 5 B SRR X% A i (Livak & Schmitt-
gen,2001),
1.2.4 TR 54 1 1 AR08 35 3 AU R R 48 /) &
FH KB WA 5% 77 6 74 T 92 T S A 2 TR ik
Aac5 AL F MK AhreS FH AN AR AhreS-comp 435
B 9% B BOH 5 H R R 1 % 3x10°CFU/mL.
FH— R TR TS 3 R AR o3 B4R 2] 6 i
W =AY LR ddH,0 MBI TR R, 24 hS
WEEEIH B R T O, TR BRIC S o AR B R4
3t IR E R 31K,
1.2.5 WREBRH A ARIZ ) A ) ZOR B A 2l 2
FH KB WA 5% 77 6 74 I 92 T S A R TR ik
Aac5 AL F MK AhreS FIFN B AN AR AhreS-comp K
Fr RO, B RO S 34 7Y 2 3% 10° CFU/mL,
B2 WL R ST 0.3% E [ Aqs shik & R 9%
Frhge, 28 CHE 3% 48 h e 41 R I 1 147 75 2 Bl L
o FRER e N EYEERE W ERE 3R, Fk
iz B RE 71 5596 JEL A 0 A AR 0 B Re A G, T
I TR T v 8 B i TR f1iC (5K &3+, 2017) Atk o
LK ched (A i, 2015) %132 shRE 1A %M.
A hreS 32 BR G52 %o P JTCINE 52 B 1 3 BB 1 1) 52
=T Hizshie ARG OC, R 52 I 9O &
PCR £ A I PG TNV R PR 5878 B AR AhreS W ched Jt
SUCHEERARRTF IR 7284k, LhchedA F (5-CGGC-
GATTTCGACCTCAG-3' )/R (5'-GCGCTCAGGTC-
CAGATCCA-3")filfliC F (5'-GAGTCGGGCAAGG-
ACATCA-3")/R (5'-CTGCCGTGGCGGTAGTGA-3")
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J B W AT 2 5 A2 1 PCR, S B A5 4 L 2 g A
F S AE TR 1.2.3,
1.2.6  TG/NTEER A A AR A M BETY A% AR ) 6 ) 2

FAWE ' B e e 0 e A= IR T S BE . 433
W 1.2.5 il £ 19 MR B2 328 3% 10° CFU/mL 1 3 #E TR
BRI 500 pL, 43 H A 51 24 FLER K 205 55 F2 4
1,28 CHHE 7 d, 7RO TC /K BEF LR 2~3 1R,
80 °C[#%E 30 minSHMA 1 mL 0.1% 25545, #% 45 min
PLYe A, Jo B KT YEFLIR 3 U5 T 37 CHETF, R fL
BT L5258 HH 48 (A R UL, B FLAROIN 1.5 mL
95% LA FE 2 b, OO T 575 nm
P KALIM E DGR (Head & Yu,2004) , Fibk Rk 61>
AEYEEE R ER 3K,
1.2.7  B)NTEER B AR B AR R K AR A a9l e

FH KB AR 15 75 H 0 78 T TR 1 BT A 78 R ik
Aac5 RAEH IR AhreS FIH KPR PR AhreS-comp 35 57
ZNPEC o o B RO B I Y & 3%10° CFU/mL,
i & 100 15 )5 & F 200 LR R 2 m B il b, F
28 CHR¥EFE, 52 h T 600 nm &b 5E B R WO
OD,y, . LM E 36 UK, KT E 3K,

1.3 #HESH

K JH SPSS 18.0 B4 AT it o b o W ¢ 4
B X L PR Fe ik B ifE AT 25 57 0 S A G, A S
IR Duncan [GHTE 2L 725 55 0 B MR

2 BERE5HM

2.1 AREEErcSEREYEEFESIT

hreS F& R 78 VG IV R 7 AACO0-1 3 [H] 2H vh 4
5ol Aave 0448, 45K 264 bp, 5 T LK 77
] B —E . hreS Fe P15 T3SS 3 K hreQ (dave_
0450) ¥R R BY), IF5 i T3SS #E £ BUAH O
HEHFENA fIhB(Aave 4412) ] BEAFAEHAE , hreS FE[H
A T3SS 45+ 75 H hreS , hreS 25 H B 87 >4 KL iR
2N, SEHL R 536,43 T E M 9 071.73, hreS M
BAT 245 B 454, AR (B8 4 18, hreS #
55 2[RI R0 DXL 4 i 1 P B AR AR
ROk H WA BN, VERR S 5 75 K5 B & Ralsto-
nia sp. f¥) hreS [A1REE R0 —25, P9 JINEE R 1/ hreS
B 5 e WE R T hreS B 1SR Z O A BGE (1),
22 P O R 1 T 19 hreS 25 B ST o

o1 GEMEHIATL B Mirsuaria noduli (OWQ47972.1)

80[L 4T KA B JB I Rnbrivivax sp. (RZ161987.1)

98I L1 2 BRI AL AFFE Roseareles depolnerans (WP058935655.1)

WA B E Roseareles sp. (WP092942552.1)

BEBATE Xylophilus ampelinus (WP110465621.1)

FR 340 AT JB B Methylibimm sp. CF059 (WP047483383.1)

77\ WSS Hydrogenophaga taeniospiralis (WP068175125.1)

68 MRIMTAFE Pseudorivibacter rhizosphaerae (WP140636086.1)

B E B Rhizobacter sp. root (WP056661983.1)

08 — I ¥H 3R B B B R Y SR BUR S Pl Xanrhomonas campestris pv. campestris ATCC 33913 (AAM40523.1)

B S B R AR BUR 2 R Xanthomonas campestris pv. vesicatoria (CAJ22052.1)
T R Massilia sp. (WP166861511.1)

N #RE/RKE Ralsfonta solanacearum GMI1000 (CAD18010.1)

45| 39

HME TR Acidovorax avenae (ADX44437.1)
FEREBRYE Acidovorax oryzae (WP013593005.1)
T8)NMEBR B Acidovorax citrulli (ABM31055.1)

—ﬁTﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ Pseudomonas sringae pv. tomtato DC3000 (AAO54916.1)

100 @y R SC BB Erwinia amylovora (AAB06006.1)
E1 EFhreSEAFFFKARRKURZHNERNERESHEBXHMNRSZELZ TR

Fig. 1 Phylogenetic tree of Acidovorax citrulli and related species using maximum likelihood method based on hrcS protein sequence

2.2 FANISEEE hreSRE R KRR H B AR IGIE
2275 JNWER 14 51 4 WFB1/WFB2 §7 34 )5 |, hreS
I R Bl AR SR AR TR BR AhreS FILE AN RE AhreS-comp )
A R/IN360 bp (4 H 4 5500 (18 2-A) , RITZ
PRAVERVERR IR . 28 hreS BERFESPES 19 hreS-T F/IR
P IGIG L hreS B R 2R 58728 B PR AhreS AN RED 1 H
FAIE R B 257, T H AR AhreS-comp BED 1 H
F/N360 bp [ 1 445 (] 2-B) , W] hreS 3[R ik
RGBS AR C AR A

23 hreSRERKBR N REXERRIZE

55 V4 TR o B A B TR AR AacS AHEL , 5828 TR
AhreSSEATER T BUR T, VRS A K BAF A K
RS [R]XF BR BN AR AhreS-comp YK 52355 BUR
I, TP I e S BB A AR IBOIR A
Bt , T H A4 ZIET (E3),

PO TG TR P 2 7% T iR AhreS AL BT 78 T4 v
B 1B T8 2R 0, B BF A= BU TR PR AacS Ab PR 5 A9 1%
F541(59.0) . 3 T [ (P<0.05) , P4 JICE iR BR1 B R BT
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Pk AhreS-comp 4b B 5, P8 I &) B 09 95 1 48 20 R
25.5, R AE TR AhreS Wb 355 (7993 175 +5 B0 T K
52 EAT 0 A T B AR AU TR R Aacs Z0FR S B TS
$(P<0.05, K1 4-A) , F2 W] hreS FEPR 52 0 V4 JIUGE R 14
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PO TG R 1 28 22 B AR AhreS H, T3SS A3 A hreQ
35 I (P<0.05) , B A BU B #R Aac5 T hrpQ i
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A VE)RWERR R 519 WEBU/WFB2 K5 5 B: hreSFHHFEFHES 1Y) hreS-T F/R K. M: 2000 bp DNA marker; 1: BfA=7
TR AacS; 2~3: hreS SERIHR 5848 TRIRE AhreS FIH AN AR AhreS-comp; 4: 14X B, A: Detection of primers WFB1/
WEFB?2 for Acidovorax citrulli; B: detection of specific primers hrcS-T F/R. M: 2000 bp DNA marker; 1: wild type strain

Aac$5; 2-3: mutant strain of 4rcS gene AhreS and complementary strain AhrcS-comp; 4: negative control.
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Fig. 2 PCR verification of /4rcS gene deletion mutant strain AhrcS and complementary strain AhreS-comp of Acidovorax citrulli
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Fig. 3 Symptoms of watermelon seedlings seven days after inoculating with wide type strain of Aac5, hrcS gene deletion mutant

strain AhreS and complementary strain AhreS-comp of Acidovorax citrulli
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Fig. 4 Pathogenicity (A) and relative expression levels of genes related to pathogenicity (B) of wide type strain of Aac5, hrcS gene

deletion mutant strain AhrcS and complementary strain AhreS-comp of Acidovorax citrulli
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TR 22 5 I 3 (P<0.05) . Data are mean+SD. Different lowercase letters indicate significant difference used by Duncan’s new

multiple range test (P<0.05); * indicates significant difference between treatments used by ¢ test (P<0.05).
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2.4 hreSTRIT BRI E A T B0 R R BE Fik B E LI (P<0.05), J B A4 AU B #k Aacs o
W5 7 T W R B BT AR B RR AacS R R LCIHEFARTFIREAY 17745 Btk PE LY ched AH
AhreS FNH AN RE AhreS-comp 3R RIMHEL-95 24 h - XfFeihhE B, (B 5 B9 4= UG bk Aacs 22 55 8 B 3%
Ji, HA B AE TR R Aacs fign | iR EF M E S (Kl6-B).
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Aac5 F7% HA%(0.97 cm) . E 11 191.75% (P<0.05,

K 6-A) , 7 # 5 B A5 RU TR Bk AacS VR BLAE 22 7 A E5 PG AR B e R e R R
B3, FEH hreS FERIER IS IS VU TUWE IR TR 1Y 42 sl g Fig. 5 Tobacco hypersensitive reaction test using different
I BT . FESRAR TR AhreS T, HETEIEH f1iC AT strains of Acidovorax citrulli
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Fig. 6 Effects of reS gene deletion on swimming motility (A) and relative expression level (B) of
motility-related genes in Acidovorax citrulli
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multiple range test (P<0.05); * indicates significant difference between treatments used by ¢ test (P<0.05).
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Fig. 7 Effects of hrcS gene deletion on biofilm formation of
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WS DR TR A2 sh AR, HA R B R a2 A
73, P IR R T b B A f1iC 2 ik 52 5 20 A
% (Bahar et al.,2011) . ABFFTHE A Y5 B 250
M & B0 hreS Fe IR 5 2 A T3SS $f B G 1l AH 56 235 1 1Y
SEH fInB T REAFAE HAE . TEB SRS IE H , AhreS
TV 10 TR K o B AR B S I K, e i C LR ik i
3 B R A AR ARG 1.77 6%, T hreS FE
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P2 (Szomolay et al.,2005; Luo et al.,2015)
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