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HVERY . BN AR (W s L3 |
B HFNAE ) IR B0 D A4 A A2 1) K 9K 4 922
B RN < B RS SESPERAR
i), AMPs HAT Z 3 S AR AL, — 28 AMPs 7] L)
ML B R M BE R A T DNA R RNA i 4
T B LA B 358 in A4t B P T 1 SRR K TR B A EAE
A 5 = AR 25 1 . 9F L AMPs X BR 58 AT
B RAFARRE M, AT ATE R i Dolk Ay — B
R it B S SRR A Sk = i O TRl AT AR 3
W], 8L AMPs 7] LA RO i A= P 09T B, HE 2 %0
IR A R IR ke T 2 e Y B T
JIK brevin-gr23 A WG M AN Z A 0 77 A B
HATER TR A DI B AR AL EERK G3 FT LA
TEAN A B B 9028 I8 B 3ok v A W B ) OB i, TE ) 1
BBt , G3 ik AR At 1 2 1 FhL A ik M R e B
TR R G ik [R] % s A 490 okl 40 71 285 B0 5 7605 381, G3
LA R AW I Sh DNA (eDNA ) AH B4R,
IR RBE IR 3D R MEAE A i ee il

MOp2 Fll MOp3 2 A< U8 4 iy 3 M BACHRF 2 1
TR 43 R R B Y 2 BT AL B B BT K,
MOp2 A% 43 i 4 907. 06, MOp3 AHN 2T i ik
712,81, ERAE 1A B A AR ST 44 L
B-H5 M h £, BHA RAFHR ek, (] 2 il A R
HABAEIE 1 h SR 70% DL ERTEYE, BT
S. aureus FIM T RAF VGG, IF HXT S, au-
reus ¥ B — A& A B 4454 fH MOp2 , MOp3 /&
TN S, aureus A 7= A 400V & BF 5T
(A, A 5% 40038 523 70 A MOp2 \MOp3 Xt S, aureus
AW RTE BURE 1 LA S S AE W) AR 5 e, 45543
TR AT 2 FPBAKFHUR KT S, aureus £
YIS vE -

1 MREAE

1.1 #RS5iRHF

S. awreus( CICC 10384 ) , " [E Tl 15 3Rl 4
Lo 55 (T4l DAPL 8GR (43 brat) |
EHE A RAEMHARGBRAE; JIRE (Sbral) , i
ERIEERH AR A, MOp2 (k¥4 HVLDT-
PLL) MOp3 (k7% : HVLDTPLL) , ik Bt 46 & 98%
VL b R B 25 A BR A F
1.2 NFE5iEE

Multiskan Go I B #R 1Y, 3€ E Thermo Scientific

23] s Dmi3000B AY5E ' i 5% , 75 [ Carl Zeiss AG
/3l ; DHp —600 7 H B I 55 7248, 65 T A A
BES AL ER A RN 7 s TGI20M M 4 20w i 2.0 4L, b
AR A AR AT FR S F] s LDZM -60KCS #1375
TIZEVRK S, LR Z BRI,
1.3 ELIWH*E
1.3.1 S. aureus £ IET MR AL /M 2
Z M Ommen 25 J7 3R B 2, 7F 24 1L
B S A 2 mL JC B R AR R OR 8 R
(TSB) M & B4 0 1% B 41 W ¥ & W
(10° CFU/mL) ,#£37 °C N4 0lK53% 4 8 12 .24 48,
72.96 120 h, ¥iFEME, 7RI, IFH PBS
THVELABR RIR IR AN T . SR ) 25 FL %S in 500 L H
Bt 1€ 1 h a5 X BRI PBS Wik, LN
NARFRITEL 1% 45 52 4 44 15 min J5 H PBS P4,
TG A 200 pL SEE-PIERE R (KRR IL 4:1)
SRIGAE 595 nm AT E WG
1.3.2 # AR EHKRLIEE S. aureus 521N £
MERERE e N FREMER T RE
2
S8 Zhang 217 05 kIR IAE ., e/ N il
A= RE T VAR B (MBIC) A2 < 7E 24 FLAR 43l
A2 mL JCTE TSB FIA TR 7350 1% B 240 TR TR A TR
(10° CFU/mL) , B J5 AU IR RK , (5 2 2¢ ot 2 vk
3514 0.5.1.0.2.0.3.0.4.0.6.0,8.0 mg/mL,
37 CHEFE 48 h LUE AR, SRS ERALT A
EMR A (MTT) K 20 pL(5 mg/mL) ,2 h J5i W% F
T, PBS 5 Uk LABR 230 25 1, S BE M 68 ) 0
ODsyo o LATGHH TSB fL A2 FAXT R4, OD (5 5%
P ZHAH b TG I 2 725 b 1Y) B /) JoT i vk B 3 Sl MBIC
e/ INTE B AR W JEE 5 vk B ( MBEC) W 5 - A ) AR
24 LB 3R SE UG, F PBS YR AU, A S
7€ MBIC AH [F] 5T i BE (PR AR, SRS HE 37 CF
Higi 24 h, MTT 28 )50 & 0Dy, ..., OD H 5 XJ i
ZH AR L TG I 8 A2 Ak ) /N BT R BE 5 i MBEC
1.3.3 ®RABFHRB KT S. aureus £ I 64 F A
JA ) 2
Z M Ommen 251 J7 3R B 2, 7E 24 1L
e 2SI 2 mL JCH TSB FAFR 228 1% (1) 44
HH R (10° CFU/mL) . 37 CH53% 48 h LUJE ik
YR bt 5 7 TSB Jffd HIC TR PBS 1 ¥k, 28 J5
A MOp2 5 MOp3(2 4 .8 mg/mL) , 25 [ % B ZH Fhon
ALHK,IE37 CFRiFE 12 h, f£0.2.4.6.8.10,
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12 h B, 200010301 77 &5 il 58 e 4 10 00 7 45 4
fhEY ODys o
1.3.4 #AHFHRBAKRLES S. aureus 2 BE AL
&0 T AL

S8 Lin %" Jrik R e, 78 6 FLAR T
AN 5 mL JCE TSB RT3 19% B 48 7 T Ak
?&4(108 CFU/mL) } 1 }*%%%ﬁﬁ(z cm X2 cm)
37 CHEF% 48 h LUE AW bifi )= 57 2% TSB If-fii
Jow PBS VE UE, K5 A MOp2 5 MOp3
(4 mg/mL) , 25 FAXTIRAL P I A TCE K, 37 CHi 55
12 h J5 , BUBSE3 A, IE A DAPI(10 pg/mL) 75 22
i gL 8, 20 min, Fifi 5 FH 2% ' I T80 W 4% A ) i
45 .
1.3.5 # AKHFHRBAKRLEE S. aureus £ A 8

T #7 RAR8G TA

BABHA (1 em x 1 em) TEARFR G 75% &
FErPiZ 9 24 h, FEH A AL PR 1 h LA 2= w24 ik,
B J5 G B &3 FOKWEE W, IRl AE WA
121 °C = KB 30 min #5 FH, #F 24 LA 40000 in
A2 mL JCH TSB KT 80 1% B9 40 18 7 B
(10° CFU/mL) & 1 i KR ANEM R, 37 C F 5%
48 h LIE U , B 52 TSB Jf HIJCI PBS ¥
Ve, SRS M A BT B K MOp2 5 MOp3 (2. 4,
8 mg/mL) , %5 FIXT AN A TC R K . AbFHE 4 h, X
AR A BT R BAE, A 10 mL PBS #
15 min, A= 9 5S40 TR AN G5 40 7 b 40 85 O W48 T4
B TE TR B I AR RS- 10% 19 7] R B
W ,37 CEREFPE 2 h,4 °CT 10 000 r/min & 1>
10 min B W, BR300 K HAE 560 nm
R AR 590 nm & S AR A

1.3.6 # ARG IEE S. aureus £ 47 257 2
7 mx 9 T AL
1.3.6. 1 ZNEE#I 0% B 52 56

Z: M8 Bai 55 IR IR, AR 1%
(R 200 T TR B (10° CFU/mL) #5680 T 5 3 mL #j45 B
(48 0. 5% ) AL ER (it 535 3% ) 1 1k 0
RWIEFREE I INASURK MOp2 5 MOp3 (2 .4,
8 mg/mL) , 25 FUON B N A JC K, 78 37 C T 3%
FEEXTEA . L5000 r/min ¥R B0 5 min, 1520
WOUEY) MUY E T 37 C T, I B & 4
B 96 fLARH, I E 1 h J5, AR 7%k
25% W 122 , SR Je R A T 45 fb S0 g 4o, FH R A (S0
FE ODsys 0o FIRTRGFF IR (D) .

B RRLAE AR BT B DO 45 e 2 7 2 3R T 24 ) T 114 52 ) 105
OD(J35)
FRERff R — 2T/ 595 m
FHXT b B MX§Ehmﬁdm%O(U
1.3.6.2 BRAKPURE AL BTG S, aureus 3 1 5 7K
PERY S AL

PRFRST40 19% 19 20 T T B (10° CFU/mL) 4%
FF 3 mL 9 TSB W7, I A BT K MOp2 5
MOp3(2 .4 .8 mg/mL) , 25 FX REZH Hhofin A TSR K,
£ 37 CFHFR 24 h, ZJEHHRE A 500 pl H
A RIZUERE 3 min, SR )5 ## 1k 10 min, DLIRASAH 4
B R, A ICT 2 KR, TE IR RS D
600 nm ZbWERE  BRACRITR LA (2)

ﬁm$=10M%ﬁEmm

" ODCIRIRAD) g, 0% (2

1.3.7 HRAHREAKRALIEE S, aureus & IR 8 IL
Fe bl A
1.3.7.1  Ffscss:

16 48 FLA P43 51 A0 A 2 mL JCH# TSB A4
I3H0 1% (AN B2 (10° CFU/mL) , 37 C R 8%
F= 48 h LUE AR, K 32 Ja s i i oR 5, 000
HABEE 4 RES, b 1 s A, A3 AN
SCEA RAHRCE 10 N ESL, AT IATHE
K, S 2 43 SN A = LR 44 (10 pmol/L) | i 4
R A% R T (2 mg/mL) FIEE (1 K (100 pg/mL)
B 48 FLRAE 37 CH5 35 2 h, IR 4 &t &
€ 30 min J5 , A A% (I 22 595 nm A&k (1) 1
T,
1.3.7.2  ZHER I ZHE 5 e

e e o TR S < | T G N
H‘(l cm X 1 cm) TEARF 50 75% B 2 T E i
24 h JFHEFALEE 1 h DIBR R RIA T, WS R
BRI, AN R TE 121 C T
KT 30 min #5H . 7E 24 FLART 53 5IMA 2 mL JCIE
TSB AR 1% 19 240 B BT (10° CFU/mL) & 1
FREASEHA . 37 C FE:FE 48 h LIEAEY)
HRE, 355 3% FF 16 B A BT B K MOp2 5 MOp3 (2.4,
8 mg/mL) , % AN A SF & LK, R EME,
3725 TSB,JFH PBS #hyt LABR L LG B, K5
PRI ANE R R BT PBS B R b BE 1 h, IR &
% ,10 000 r/min £5.0> 10 min B 15 WAE g o1 5
AW (extracellular polymeric substance, EPS ) #£ 74
#H

K P2 — BRI 22 T T P B A 2 W 1 25
0K 1 mL YEROA L mL S (50 o/ L) IERIR A,
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RAYISEYRD 30 s, ZJ5 A 15 mL Bz (AR5
$095% ) W, AE RIS TRV 15 min J5 RS WIRATIE
&% 10 s, B THEE KA H RN 20 min, i 2840
I3 CCEE R IR WAE 490 nm KRB G | LLAM T
JHL A1 240 1 S VR
1.3.7.3  ZH@MIIME A &2
it FH 2 3072 A A 1 0 i) ) o R A R
i, HC1.3.7.2 il AR EPS FEAS 40 wL T
WA, R E AR (2 1) e, i E
10 min , FHEEARMUAEP S 595 nm A0 58 45 4 WO
JE 43 AR R,
p(FEf) =
OD( ‘m”%)sgs rrrrr B OD( 5‘:" E ) 595 nm

i xp(FRUE) .
00(1:/]_\‘{415‘)595 lllll - 00(§E)595um p( )
(3)
#1 EADBNEEE
Tab. 1 Protein sample loading amount rL
VORH)
205 I3 B

ik Ei? " pe ot

PRI ITAERT
ZHE 0. 05 0.00 0.00 3.00
PRI 0. 00 0. 05 0.00 3.00
7 0. 00 0. 00 0.05 3.00

1.3.7.4  #0H eDNA &8¢

FRR 13,72 R ik EPS HEA (24
DAL 2 DNA PR Sl £2 38057 & $2 3 EPS 1 eDNA
Je A AR [ 260 nm AL R W BE | 34 95 1%
JEEE A eDNA &4,

1.3.8 o FrFaEu4r

XHEAE FH ) AgrA | LuxS ., CshA | SarA £ H it
PRS5F9 I\ Uniprot B8 22 v T 403K 4%, Hrp AgrA 4R
F1f% PDB ID &y 6PRA , HA 2 111 B A 2 T Alphafold
TN B 25 4 . MOp2 ,MOp3 1 3D 45 %4 % il PyMol
2.5.2 fggt JFRAEN PDB AR,

K AutoDock Vina 1. 1. 2 #8EAT 40 F X £,
FEXTE T bR Z W7, 6 PyMol 2. 5.2 X} 32 /R 2 11 it
ATALIR 4R B BRSBTS
WENEG T H 2 A E AL, Ak, i
JH ADFRsuite 1. 03 4 fT 4 &b BRAF 1y /N o3+ DL Je 32
RE 44 AutoDock Vina 1. 1. 2 X407 1) PD-
BQT #%3X, Xt 4 548 R R Bl 32,
RBERFEOABRE . $T 00 e IXHE S0 R

RAEG S, Ja i PyMol 2. 5.2 %45 R bty
AL AT
1.4 ZUIEAIE

SEERZEHLE ] SPSS 26. 0 B4 4# , K FH H A
FJ7 253 BT A1 Bonferroni St i1 2~ KBSk i P <
0.05 M E MK MG 2R, SRR A
B + bR 2,

2 HRESW

2.1 S. aureus “EYIFERITE B BE
S. aureus W] VAAE L fh JEURE BCE & o T AL
RITE AV, 4o 00 4G BRTE 1) £ W) EOE 1 he
JIVLE T, HE T AT B R R A ] A SE G WOt
FBERIT 1T, 37 EL7E 48 h 3k 5 s (1.78) , WL
PR AR SR A A ) B BURE 77 , 45 5 ) SR 4 2
0Dy, >40D (0D, =0. 08) A4 Py ik >
48 h WA Ry 2 W I 1 A B B, AR W AR i 1Y
SAELERYSE I N, A P I P A8 TR R A A T T BROIR
NN P ) A Y =2 4 o s SIE S/ 8 (|
PEFE N 48 h,
20r
1.5+
Q Lok
S

051

0

4 8 12 24 48 72 9% 120
t/h

PR T (0 2 R T ) AR IO L AE

Fig. 1  Biofilm forming ability of S. aureus

2.2 EBRARMFHLE I S. aureus £ 4 &R MBIC
#1 MBEC MUE4 R
BRACKF T T RO 48 BT €, ) %9 3K T4 19 MBIC. A
MBEC ULIE 2, fE 2 AT, MOp2 MOp3 X S. aureus
f¥) MBIC %7 4 mg/mL, MBEC ¥ 8 mg/mL., MOp2
5 MOp3 1) MBIC &b T B 24 A= 9y J5 40 o 390 A% it 3R
(8 mg/mL) " 5T FH5 I (1 mg/mL) "7 2 [, Pt
MOp2 MOp3 A3 22 S —Far R A= P il
2.3 BHARFIHEIKI S. aureus =W R iF B
ER
MOp2 MOp3 X} S. aureus =W R 1)1 BR R K
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S
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P(MOp2)(mg - L)
(a) MOp2f#JMBIC

0 05 1 2 3 4 6 8
P(MOp2)(img - mL~)
(c) MOp2fyMBEC

p(MOp3)/(mg - mL™)
(b) MOp3fMBIC

0 05 1 2 3 4 6 8
PMOp3)/(mg- mL™)
(d) MOp3f{yMBEC

ANR/NG FRFR A SR 27 8% (P <0.05),
Bl 2 BRACKFHL AT RO 5 2 €6 3 4 BR AT MBIC Al MBEC
Fig.2 MBIC and MBEC of Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial peptides on S. aureus

PGS g BRI 25 R LR 3, 28 A
FJEHEFE 12 h NIEALEFEARAR | 52560 41 (0 WO Bt 5
MOp2 MOp3 J5i 4% 5 F ik /L, BB MOp2 5
MOp3 B9 BTk B XT S, aureus M= W IE A I BRAL
B, 1 x MBIC B9 MOp2 ZbFH 12 h J& , A= 4 3
Rk 5] 63.28% ,2 x MBIC i A= ¥ I3 [ 2 55 2]
80.56% , 1 x MBIC () MOp3 b3 12 h J&, 2E ¥ i
THRR IR H] 67.90% ,2 x MBIC B A= 4 JI55 35 [ 2R 35
F81. 64% , ¥E—15 ] MOp2 \MOp3 ] LAA R B
A= R LS B — 7 R R R AR

2.4 BARFIMBERKX S. aureus Y IRMUE T

spAG!

F T HFFE MOp2 . MOp3 X S.  aureus =) B
BEHRZ M 2R F 26t B ) TR AR S5 A AT T
OIS, WLIE 4, I 4 AT S HA K 4(a) ]
Y ZERY SEHE ST AP I 4(b) ER 4 (e) ]
PR W TR, AW = eSS M A, K2 5k liF
BRRAS A BUE B R R E, 45 R R W] MOp2 , MOp3
AERYIR S, aureus BYAE W) HR ST AR ZEH | 5 2040 T4 T

T,1X 5 Reis-Teixeira 25> FYBF5T 25 5 —5,
2.5 BRARFFIMBERX S. aureus £ IR N WA E

RN EA

YA AT R RE ) — i B 1 g S it T A
HRATE ), JIRE BA DGR, GRS 28 i3 4 i
JIE 3 38 AN ) 40 B 4R A D g 1 1 FH B3 A Sy o 2
sEE R =R R )R A K R AR
ALY I H R A 5 2 5 100 40 T 0 BE
Fb, RIS o 9 T ARG 0 40 1 A A A7 RE T

MOp2 MOp3 X 4 B £, 5] 77 3K B A= 0 R PR AR
WS UL 5, dIE S AT, 2855 0.5 x MBIC (1)
MOp2 5 MOp3 W25, S, aureus A=W I A9 AR 1 1
PEBI R R BE (P <0.05), 205 FRET 15.60% Fi
20.62% ;1M %3 1 x MBIC i MOp2 5 MOp3 Ab
J5,S. aureus W ENMAR W EMERE ETHET
54. 11% F1 62.34% , WERL S, aureus A= 4 BRAR IS
P T B 11 D PR A B 20 T A R P B AL A R
T4 s T AN 40 LRSS A P R T, AN R E A7 )
P R RO BIR 5 | e A D REZE L, R AR
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Fig.3 Clearance effect of Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial peptides on S. aureus biofilm

50 wm

50 pm

(d) 0.5xMBIC MOp3
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Fig.4  Fluorescence micrographs of S. aureus biofilm before and after treatment with

Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial peptides

IR 6 N N 1 G R R T e B RE SV R S i
L& B MOp2 \MOp3 FI LIBEIR S, aureus 1) 41 Jifg
REREZEAL 1
2.6 BRAKFHEIIT S. aureus H=YPEFEM
=AU

A AT B B T A S 40 B A0 i 2 1) Y
BB E SRR 2 — i , IS 40 BT 1] FH 40 A B 8 2R
(CWA) Bt T AR Zfhk g i ARBFFEmE T
MOp2 MOp3 X S. aureus #] #AZh B (1 520, UL 6.,
FH &l 6 FI%1,0. 5 x MBIC ) MOp2 5 MOp3 A LS &
IS, aureus FIRITRE(E (P <0.05) , FibfT 35370 T
K% T 19. 84% F124. 04% ;1 x MBIC ) MOp2 5 MOp3

X} S, aureus FOZHRE S B0 T BT AF BP0, B R
S3FBE T 44.19% F1 50. 77% 3 55 5 & 7E 2 x MBIC
iF, B0 3 R R T 74. 45% F175.96% , L5
H]: MOp2 . MOp3 X A= 1) J5 T A< 1) 400 40 68 B e ) LA
TR AR LS 0500 B ARORPE  2H BR R I R R RE O T
K, AE VIR RIE B RE T fli 2 TR
2.7 BAMNIEKI S. aureus 3T HE 57K 1B
=

£ 6 3% T L 7K P 2 R R B L A R T L
YIAH G, 4 P 22 T 7K M 1 B A1 PT e 2 55 A A P i
FIE L AE 11128 MOp2 5 MOp3 X} S. aureus 2 1]
BKPERI S ULIE 7, IR 7 AT, A AL,
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401
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AFING SRR R A AR 22 53 2 (P <0.05) o
5 BRAK-BU B IO 4 88 64 3 4 BR B A= 4
T AR A 4 522 )
Fig.5 Effect of Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial pep-
tides on biofilm metabolism of S. aureus
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Fig.6  Effect of Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial pep-

tides on biofilm adsorption of S. aureus

TE 251 MOp2 5 MOp3 4b P 5, 41 1 3 i B /K P 44
ARETRE(P <0.05) , H 54008 IR 5T & 5 IE
FHZE 7E 2 x MBIC B}, S, aureus V)2 1 51 7K P 43 51|
THET 71.94% M1 73.77% , X 518 5 A5
iR —H,
2.8 BHAMNIEKI S. aureus FBINREWH
A
2.8.1 S. aureus %My B4 s 5T
U AR W R B A M A T BRABHRL

ARVNE FHRFORH AR 257 0.3 (P <0.05)
Bl 7 BORRF DU IO 42 8 (B A BR R
AW R K T 5 )
Fig.7  Effect of Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial pep-
tides on biofilm hydrophobicity of S. aureus

RO TF (HEVEZ /N T U R ) -5 Bk 8%
Yel0 A T I S AT B A B 2, R
SRR (QS) MERAE W5 K H FI EPS 153,
Hop EPS HA — RGN IIRE , IAE R K4 FfE A= 9
PR A e e —2 00 TR, EPS 38 kA= Wy BB 1
TH R IR T LGl = R
# DNase | FIEE 1 i 43 901 /K it Z 4% . DNA Rl 25 H
J, I E B AN 22 HE  eDNA FIANE (10 & i, &3
S. aureus =W S F s 2 B R ( J i K
49.01% ) , HUR 2 A1 22 08 ( 53 5 348 39. 73% ) Fil
eDNA (JlT 4340 11.26% )
2.8.2 FHAHIBEKRSS. aureus LIRS % 45
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Fig. 8  Effect of Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial pep-
tides on extracellular polysaccharides of S. aureus

biofilm
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Fig. 9  Effect of Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial pep-

tides on extracellular protein of S. aureus biofilm

TRE(P <0.05), -0l T BT A 14.24% A
17.55% , 5 Secchi 25" Wy #f 5% 4% S — 2, i ¥
MOp2 5 MOp3 @il eDNA f4 R, B PR 40 B 1Y
B KB R G FBUE YR ICE R

20

10}

pl(pg - mL™)

¥ PP F
e R R R

O L& L
FFFg &
S S
A5
ANRING FbE R R 4 R BE 22 57 03 (P <0.05) .
B 10 BRAFFHL B AT 4 2 0 30 2 BR A
LRI eDNA B0

Fig. 10  Effect of Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial pep-
tides on eDNA of S. aureus biofilm
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Tab.2  Molecular docking analysis of Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial peptides with key biofilm formation proteins of S. aureus

Jik PS i HE| SE4HE/ (K -mol 71) R ERRE Y

AgrA -29.71 3 ASN-18 ,ARG-57 \LYS-32
CshA -25.52 3 ASN-292  ASP-381 ,ASN-426

MOp2 LuxS -28.45 6 PRO-78 .GLY-80 .CYS-81 ,ASN46 HIS-13 SER-8
SarA -21.76 2 ASN-61 ILE-6
AgrA -30.12 6 THR-96 .GLN-95 THR-121 ,THR-46 LYS45  ARG-44
CshA -21.76 6 GLU-384 GLN-239 . ASP-381 . ASN426 ,L.YS-266 . ASN-292
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SarA -22.18 4 GLU-77 .SER-33 .PHE-34 \LYS-69
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Fig. 11  Molecular docking results of Moringa oleifera seeds antimicrobial peptides with key biofilm formation proteins of S. aureus
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Staphylococcus aureus Biofilm

HUANG Zhiyuan, =~ DONG Wenming, TIAN Yang, HUANG Aixiang, WANG Xuefeng"
(College of Food Science and Technology, Yunnan Agriculiural University, Kunming 650201, China)

Abstract: Moringa oleifera seed antimicrobial peptides MOp2 and MOp3 had good antibacterial effects on
Staphylococcus aureus (S. aureus) , but their effects on biofilm were still unclear. Therefore, crystal
violet semi-quantitative method, fluorescence microscopy, enzymatic digestion experiment and molecular
docking technology were used to study the effects of the newly identified antimicrobial peptides MOp2 and
MOp3, which were isolated from hydrolysates of Moringa oleifera seeds proteins, on S. aureus biofilm.
The results showed that the minimum biofilm inhibitory concentration ( MBIC) and minimum biofilm
eradication concentration of MOp2 and MOp3 were both 4 mg/mL and 8 mg/mL, respectively. At 1 x
MBIC concentration, both MOp2 and MOp3 exhibited biofilm clearance rates of 63.28% and 67.90% ,
respectively. It was found by fluorescence microscopy that after treatment with MOp2 and MOp3, biofilm
adhesion decreased and bacteria numbers reduced. The initial bacterial adhesion rates decreased by
44.19% and 50.77% after treatment with 1 x MBIC of MOp2 and MOp3, respectively, and the surface
hydrophobicity also decreased. Enzymatic digestion experiments showed that the extracellular proteins
(mass fraction 49. 01% ) were the most abundant component in S. aureus biofilm extracellular polymeric
substances, followed by extracellular polysaccharides and extracellular DNA. MOp2 and MOp3 could
inhibit the secretion and synthesis of the three components in extracellular polymeric substances. The
results of molecular docking showed that MOp2 and MOp3 could both bind to key biofilm formation
proteins AgrA, CshA, LuxS and SarA in S. aureus, which might have certain effects on the quorum
sensing system of S. aureus and thus inhibit biofilm formation. The study aimed to provide a theoretical

basis for the application of Moringa oleifera seed antimicrobial peptides in preservation of food industry.

Keywords : Moringa oleifera seed antimicrobial peptides; Staphylococcus aureus; biofilm; extracellular

polymeric substances; molecular docking
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