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The construction and application of a genetic manipulation system for Bacillus pumilus

WANG Chao, HE Ting-Ting , SONG Ting, ZHANG Chang-Bin, WANG Hai-Yan
(Sichuan Key Laboratory of Molecular Biology and Biotechnology. College of Life Sciences, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610064)

Abstract: The fermentation supernatant of Bacillus pumilus SCU11 showed efficient dehairing capabili-
ty, indicating its extracellular proteases has a good application future in leather industry. However, the
efficient genetic manipulation system of B. pumilus SCUL1 has not yet been established, which greatly
hampered the genetic engineering and the gene function study of this strain. In this study, high osmolar-
ity electroporation method was developed for the efficient transformation of B. pumilus, and the trans-
formation efficiency was obtained up to 3. 5X10°CFU/ug DNA. Moreover, a temperature sensitive E.
coli-Bacillus shuttle vector pUCETSs was constructed by making use of a temperature sensitive replica-
tion origin, and the peptidase C40 gene of SCU11 was knocked-out based on the pUCETs. The electro-
poration method and gene manipulation system established in this study laid a solid foundation for fur-
ther genome manipulation of B. pumilus.
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Tab. 1 Bacteria and plasmids used in this study

Strains or plasmid

Description

Resource

B. pumilus SCU11

E. coli IM109
coli ] proABT laclt lacZ AM15)

Bacillus pumilus strains producing alkaline proteases

supEA4 hsdR17 recAl endAl gyrA96 thi relA1 Allac proAB) F’ (traD36

This laboratory

This laboratory

pSUGV4 E. coli/Bacillus shuttle vector; Kan® Amp®, Orig. wis Ori. . gwitis » LacZ This laboratory8J
pUCI18 amp® lacZ ori This laboratory
pSKE194 derivative, pE194 released by Xbal restriction and ligated with o
pE0OT MCS of pUCM20. Em® ,Ori-ts Borgmeier*”
pUCETs E. coli/Bacillus shuttle vector; ermCR Amp®, Orig. o s Orits, LacZ This study
pUCETsAC40 pUCETSs with deletion cassette for C40 gene This study
2.1.2 BFEL5EAN LB EFEE. EOK ) Bacillus pumilus BA06,pE194 Fl pSUGV4

10 g/L, ®HH 5 g/L,NaCl 10 g/L;

GM K Fe k. 78 LB 55 B s fin 0.5 M L&Y
FEFN 7.5 % (m/v) SRR 5

RM Bi5R 2k A LB 5538 25 im 0.5 M1l &
BEF1 0. 38 My H FE B ;

R B SR kL Bk K 25 g/L, BT K R
20 g/L,BEE 3 g/L,K,HPO, 4 g/L,NaH,PO,
0.4 g/L.CaCO, 3 g/L,pH 8. 3.
2.1.3 w £ 4% W-buffer: IhZLEE 0.5 M, {f
FElE 0.5 ML EHERH 7.5 % (m/v) . Hl 10% (v/
v) s E-buffer. INZ4HE 0.5 M, H & 0. 3~1. 2 M,
T 7.5 % (m/v), Hilt 10% (v/v);
2,14 ERRA ILAUEE H R RS AR A
AETAY TR LR ORG) A RA A ; Tag DNA &
4 i .Prime Star MAX DNA B Al . T4 DNA lig-
ase MG H TaKaRa (K i%) 23wl 5 Bl 2= P9 V) i
4 H Fermentas ( Thermo) 2 &) 5 B¢ [0 i 1 46 1k i
F & H OMEGA A H] ;B2 W [ Sigma 23 v 5 48
AR I FRHE 2 7 s R 2 o 1 7 2 B 4
2.2 /7 &
2.2.1 ARAFFEGILIR.E coli ¥4t SR
(HrF el S BG1E T 5 — AR 5= S I A5 AT
2.2.2 3l 4i%it & PCR & 2 #¥E NCBI A #i

F ), % Primer 5 3431751 9% 11, 3% 2 %1
T ABETR FTE 51 A B PCR SN AR & (50
pL) : Prime STAR MAX DNA &4 25 pL (2
X L BETRWESIAA 10 pL. A DNA 1 pL. i
ddH, O Z 50 pL B PCR BT - 98°C Fil g
3 min; 98°C A8 £ 10 s, 55°C B k 20s, 72°C %E fd
10s, 4k 30 RAFH ; 743 FEAH 5 min.
x2 AHRFASIMEEESR

Tab. 2 Primers used for this study

SRR BIFHIG 3

PE007-F  GCTCATATGATGGAAAGAGGGGTATCACG

PE007-R GCTCATATGTGGACAGTCGCATACAGCAT

C40-1F GCTCTGCAGCTTTCGTTCGTCTCAATGTAGC

C40-1R CGTCATCATCTGTATGAATCAGGCGTTGTAA
GAAGAGTCGTT

C10-2F GAACGATGACCTCTAATAATTGTTTTCAC
GTATAGTTCCTCCTT

C40-2R GCTGGTACCAACATTTGCCCTTGTTGGAG

Kan-F GATTCATACAGATGATGACG

Kan-R CAATTATTAGAGGTCATCGTTC

M13-47 CGCCAGGGTTTTCCCAGTCACGAC

RV-M GAGCGGATAACAATTTCACACAGG

C40screenF CACCCGTGTTACATTCCAGTTA
C40screenR CAATTATTAGAGGTCATCGTTC

R L B R A 5z 5 R £ 4 B 5 L B ) 4 O & PCR
S F B AN B



\

%5

2

IR, F BN TFRATRAAREBRER AW ELIARR 1085

2.2.3 gAFRFEREL BRGET 80CH
JE/NZEALFF R SCULLLFE & 1% 4 WY LB -4l I
I 26 155 Ak s P IBOT- B 7K i B A K TR L 4 D
F 5 mL %k LB,37°C,200 r/min, o 7% 52 3% ; B fh
500 pL i % B 3 W T 50 mL WAk GM B 3% 3%,
37°C,200 r/min J5 3£ & ODy, =0. 9~1. 053 ¥ 15 57
W% 2 50 mL B0 A 1, VK 10 ming 885 4°C,
4500 r/min, B> 5 min, FHE L F, HW L K W-
buffer 50 mL k% =W & /5 il A 1mL E-buffer
(1:50, v/v) ., BFIRA 532 RZ 540, vk
7% H.

80 pL JRZABAMME 5 pL Bk (41 png)
T 1.5 mL Ep B iR 4] IR & WO A f Ak | #E 1
mm [ 8 B AR, 7K 5 min; ] Bio-Rad # HL %%
A HE 47 L i, S 80 B e 2400 V, 25 uF
200 Q.1 mm; HL 5 58 5 - 57 B i) AR R om A 1
mlL RM #5358 3 IR 5 5 5% A4 v, 37°C, 200 1/
min, 9% 3~4 h; % J5 8.0 5 min, #3525 800 pL
VE S A SR S A0 R A R TR A AE S A R
PrA R AR b o R 3R PRI AL T R AT S 2k

BE.
2.2.4 BEHMBEEE pUCETs t9#2 DI

K pE007 (pSKE194 FrRL A7 A4 24K Bz , 1]
PEOO7-F/R 5| 9y %+ 4" 14 1k B SO &2 R 25 O
ts ML T EZPLERNE ermC, B8 F B Ori-ts-er-
mC. ¥ Orits—ermC F B pUC18 43545 Ndel [iff
Y, R %1k E. coli JM109, F 100 pg/mL &
RN R R o i o S A S B T R
coli-Bacillus ZFR#E M pUCETs, 24K F Orits
ermC WIS LacZ 1A
2.2.5 J#& pUCETs BEHBRKEEE KEH
T B UM Bk pUCETs 19 45 /N 28 F00 T B8 % 4k
PRIEF TR K R BE 2 10" cell/mL, B 100 pLL
WA FEA S pg/mL 8 E M LB Vil 2R )5 i &
TEARFRRE T (30°C,34°C,37°C,42°C) ¥5:12 h,
AP B Y TR T BORS: B IR RE X R A 4
EH.
2.2.6 A FIAFE CL0 K B Sk HRAK G ML
DL B R Bk pUCETs Ay #4448 /)
ZEAUFT R CAO J5 R A B oL, g 8 3 s ] 1
Jras. Lh SCULT K& P4 Ry 8k . i C40-1F/1R Fi
C40-2F/2R 51 ¥ %F 43 $1 914 C40 FE A || T iE R
U5 % 45 51 C40-flank A F1 flankB; DL Bk pSUGV4
FBEN, A Kan-F/R 5] P %4 15 R I8 2 2 5 A

Kan; fi| jl £ & PCR ¥ = 4~ i Bt #  ok 15 5
C40-flankA-Kan-C40-flankB; fill & /4 B4 Pst [/
Kpn | X HEY) J5 5 84k pUCETs i# % Jf % fk
E. coli JM109,F 100 Hg/mL HEHEHEEZEW I
i 1 o A5 21 FH T 5 DR AR 19 SR pUCETs A C40.

SCU11-Wt genome

plasmid pUCETsAC40

ikan-F
i o e kan

C40-screcpl

SCU11(/AC40) genome d
1047 by kan-R 7 C40-screenR

| ' 2420 bp

I
3694 bp

2321 bp

{1 pUCETsACA0 My K wsAn C40 AW akrh &4
F SCUII(ACIO X B =& B
B P4 & &4k & 7 ik pUCETsACA0 #y s it 42 57 0 51 4
B ML WMILE = &EB; 2L &4 Kk (C40 screen F/R) &+
ik CA40 AR sk E4-F AT R 51 4.
Fig. 1 The construction strategy of pUCETs /A C40
and the genome of SCU11(AC40)

2.2.7 C40 A H 3 % K 4R 8 ik 2 & PCR 3 iE
B i iy pUCETsACA0 kLR FH 75 95 1 R R %
ok e A J /N 2 AT 1/ SCULL, 7E &% A Spg/mL
RAREE M LB F i b 0 1 5 A BRL 6 J5 /N 25 96
MRS T PREL 1 2% & A ikl pUCETSs
ACL0 B EAL T R T 5 pg/mL RIFE E K LB
WARRE SR AEVFATIRE 30°C T 4R35 K 3% 36~
A8h Z A0 v B 22 107 cell/mL; SR J5 % 1A R
B KFE R 10" cell/mL 3R F&A 5 pg/mL R
WA RN LB A 42°CH 3% 12 h {2 i kL & k.
h T HEBRATE R & A ORI A T o8 iR 42°C B
EILO R N % A O S E 2 v s o D T e S
pg/mL L8 Z MMM 5 pg/ml RIAE E M F
M BRI REAE RIBEE 2P A KA L8 3%
Vb A K B e AL HEAT S S gk

2.2.8 gAFRHEFGHARE PETELE T
TR AR T 20 mL LB ¥ 3R E A HER R, 37 °C
AR SR 12 h, LAY A e Fp 226 25 mL
KTEREFR M 100 mL HE T, 34°C 200 r/min
B5FE 48 h, WA A BEW .13 000 r/min,4°C &0 10
min, B3 W & A . A AR A
HA.

2.2.9 BamiEhvmE BEREAEE S
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W5 15 SB/T 10317-1999 U107 HE 47 i i 1 0 52
3 & B

3.1 BhGFRAAERERLTENET

2 HERG B0 2 SEUFF TR 14 50 98 35 s HlL 7 Ak Ty i
XN ZE AT B SCULL #E17 5646 (5% fk ] DNA
R pSUGVA) L 2R M. 22 Wil gk B E-
buffer HH i B #e B A0 H oy 37 5 5 A4~ TR 3R 0
INZE SR TR AR R AT 3 PR ) PR X X A

% 54 %
REHAT T k.
3.1.1 HEBREMNEDNFRAAGHELXENY

W S AR E H#EE (0.30~1.20 M) 1y
E-buffer > i fb H #8 B 04 55 A FH 5, HL 35 5 B2 34
24 kV/cm, B 5 LR BT ] BOR R pSUG VAL 2521 4n
R 3P ATLLE I Y H B E R 1,00 M A,
FEAL L H i R AT 3k 3. 58X 10° CFU/ug DNA, 833
O BE o H 8 T A B 44k 252 398 im 2 1 5% A 3R IR

£3 HEEREXNENFAFEZLEENZM

Tab. 3

Effects of mannitol concentration on transformation efficiency of B. pumilus

E- buffer Field strength Transformation efficiency
Mannitol (M) Sorbitol (M) Betaine( % , w/v) Glycerol( % ,v/v) kV/cm CFU/pug DNA
0. 30 0.5 7.5 10 24 0x10°
0. 50 0.5 7.5 10 24 (0.02+0.01) X103
0.75 0.5 7.5 10 24 (0.43+0.05) X103
1. 00 0.5 7.5 10 24 (3.58+0.47) x10°
1. 20 0.5 7.5 10 24 (2.14+0.26) xX10°
3.1.2 w3 Ests et 2 e %k o Tk 4 —— Transformation effiiency A
Y9I eI AR E-bulfer L7 408 F L B8R T i b L N2 NG R
SR BB FE (1227 KV/em) KB 5 B 42 38 10 b b g8 » D YNGR
P S5 R0 B 8L o L B HE 0 B 5 A 147 &
FURF B 1 55 AL AR LB 2 T L AE 24 KV /em B 35 51 i / b
B A 3. 6% 10° CFU/ g DNA. H 85 38 Ji 8 o 1 b £, | 43
ELJR HEALHCRIE IR (P 2). s /
Gy LRSI S B S/ S KT B 7 o o LY .2

() E-buffer S LFEC I Fy - HEREE 1 M, IHALEE 0.5
ML ESER 7. 5%, Hil 10 %, B G AL H i 2 80%
B} :2400 V.25 4F.200 Q.1 mm. R Bk &0
S8 2 Wik 1T A KR, 7 AL BT H DNA
pSUGV4 J5i ki, % b &% 2 £ € 1F (3~ 3. 6) X 10°
CFU/pg DNA, £BZ )7 B Fa e ] 4.

3.2 @INFANERERESENAE

3.2.1 E. coli-Bacillus % JE 5 B W F AR B AR
i H PCR Y14 BokL pE007 74 3] ) DNA J Bt
Orits-ermC 1 pUCI18 4 Wil B ), % ¥ )5 % 1k
E. coli JM109 (WL A+ 5 75 125 . Pk I BH 1% % £k 1
& BOFORE P 47 U % G (NdeD) . 45 58 8 R B U F
BER/NS T — B (8 3A) 3 — 25 2 I P 3631 3%
B3 A B B IE ¥, E. coli-Bacillus ZF 18 &
pUCETs #4 & i 2.

12 15 18 20 21 22 24 27
Field strength (KV/cm)
B2 w3k Ext B. pumilus SCULL #4L % 04 % vk
Fig.2 Effects of field strength on transformation effi-
ciency of B. pumilus SCU11

| 2 3 4 M ] 2 3 45 6.7 8 9 1011 MI2

A B

A 3 pUCETs Ji # 8 7 ¥ i (A) % SCUI1-
pUCETs 44 ¥ 4§ PCR 33E(B)

(A) M: AEcoT14 1 DNA marker;1:pUC18 Ndel fifi¥]; 2.

ori-ts-ermC PCR = #j; 3. plasmid pUCETs; 4: pUCETs

Ndel )] (B) M: A»EcoT14 1 DNA marker; 1-10; SCU11-

pUCEETSs ¥ 1k ¥ # W PCR; 11: i ki pUCETs PCR; 12

SCU11 B # PCR.

Fig. 3 Plasmid pUCETs enzyme digestion (A) and
SCU11-pUCETs PCR verification (B)



% 5 8 IR, F. A

N

AT H AR R R L BB A 1087

3.2.2 pUCETs #4142 /> 3 5047 B & I8 JE A &
WIAE R B E R A ALTE o pUCETSs %
RS /N ZEFAT B SCULL J5 . 45 3 21 % R v a0 %
b7 PRE 10 AP bk % b7 17 PCR Bk, 9731
Folt KNS HR 40 K/h— 30 (K 3B) , # W4 A
(4 2k B T 4 B €0 7 2 K AT A R U 1) A Tl R SR
Z1 % = pubE B K ] DUFE /N 2R AT I SCULL
RIEAE M. K4 2 W b+ a4 8 SCULL-
pUCETs.

g ¥ B EAE pUCETs JBURL 7 /N 27 fil FF
B SCULL Py X} i B A SO 4T 1A [m] 45 57 i
BE R (30°C ,34°C , 37°C . 42°C ) B I B 0 v ) 3K
50RO E BUOR A P A RU R R (SCULL-WoO 7
30°C Al 42°C 4 ¥ 0] LLOE # A4 K SCULL-
pUCETs ¥k 7E 30°C Fl 34°C 44 F 4B KR B
U5 37°C B SF-A b BA % K B R B 0 b L H BV R
POV AN VB2 S o B S = 2 o s | - o I I
B U4y B0 s 78 42°C I TR E 76K M L B0 B
T pUCETs A~ fig H £ & fil, & ¥ pUCETs 7E
SCUT1 P2 i B U . ] A SCULT 3 £ 1 st
TR A R4 42°C W] AR Sy 8 2H - 1 O 1 IR 2
3.3 pUCETs #ERZFEHMN A

AL 2 H AT 5E £ W] Peptidase C40 J& %/
ZETRAT PR MR A B 1 T A T A o i e Y AR LT
REAHNE L AR S8 BRI peptidase C40 fE
FEH L —J7 w3 UE R A pUCETs 244K 5 48 X 5/
ZEARAT TSR T B DR R BR B AT AT PR L O — T AL 5 ¢
I 2 B TR 2 5 2 R TR PR AR 1 il R A R ) AR
FE /N ZE AT DA S DR A BT R i R AT
3.3.1 @ik # 4k pUCETsAC4L0 ¢ M PCR
Y145 ) C40-flankA Fl C40-flankB LA & Kan %
il i & PCR ) @ @l DNA Jr B C40-flan-
kA-Kan-C40-flankB, X E§ V] J5 5 # & pUCETSs i#
P 54k E. coli IM109 CULATRE5 05 36 . PR IBCBH 74
S AL PR HUBOR T SR 1T B U0 250 45 R WOR BRI A
BER/NE W — 2 (R AN 9F— 25 200 7 540 &
W4f A B DNA 7 41 1E #f . @ bk 2% ¢ pUCETs
ANCAO ¥4 71 1).
3.3.2 pUCETsSACA0 #4430 F 041 A A B
B EA T Gk M A0 FE 4 R pUCETSs
ANCA0 2R HI &8 35 TR 3 A ik e b SCULL, B 4k
JEWRATT 5 pg/mL L3 M LB M I i 48 % 1k
T R AL F VK AT PCR B3I, HUPk 45 3R 5 1
Wiy DNA R Bt K/ — 3 (& 4B) ., & W] i ki

pUCETsAC40 {Zh# A SCULL, ¥4 iZ

SCU11-pUCETsAC40.
12 3 4 5 6 7 89 10 1M

S EA)

12 3 4 M

B 4 pUCETsACA40 Ji 42 849 3638 (A) & SCU11-
pUCETsAC40 24§ &9 PCR 524E(B)
Plasmid pUCETs AC40 enzyme digestion
(A) and SCU11-pUCETsAC40 PCR veri-
fication (B)
(AY)M:AxEcoT14 1 DNA marker ; 1 ;pUCETs &35 Pst
1 /Kpnl; 2:C40-flankA-kan-C40-flankB R B33 (Pst | /
Kpn1);3: pUCETSAC40 B #2;4 . pUCETsACA0 Ji # 2
B9 (Pst | /Kpn 1) (B) M: xEcoT14 T DNA marker; 1-
9:SCU11- pUCETsACA40 # 4 F # ik PCR;10.SCUL1 ¥
% PCR;11 B4 pUCETsAC40 PCR.

Fig. 4

HE—4 M SCUL1-pUCETsACA0 15 K o 7 ik

Jeta fk b CA0 PR w e bR A 4 . % SCULL-
pUCETsACA0 T ¥k 73 ) 47 R IR 8 R M40 5 R
[~ AR T 28 Pk e HAE - ROIBE 2 Pk F A KT TE
LR EAEK WAL 3517 PCR Sk, Hik
B30 ANk F HEAT B, Foh 1 AR VR (Ar 4
SCUL1(AC40)) 2 3 % PCR 5|4 (C40-screenF/
kan-R. kan-F/ C40-screenR. C40-screenF/ C40-
screenR, & 1) #ATY 3G 4715 5] C40 FHe DA 5 H 21
TR/ S5 (B 5AL1-6 38D L {H [ R PR 4b
51 Hyxf 247 PCR 473 ], 75 30 B A 78 0 g B A
P 2%t (BT SALT T8 L 16 B Bk 38 i 5% 1k 5 AT RE A
af, A WA AR R . 3 — 228 SCULL(AC40) &
Al AL T vk 5 UE AT PCR 3G £ [R] VR 8 A0 i
5|4 C40-screenF/ C40-screenR #EATH" 31}, 15 %
TR 45 (B 5B 1 ). #F— 2D d X A9 18 B
AT KN, 45 BRI SCULL FL R 41+ C40 &
K8 kan F R, C40 FE PR Bl IG .
3.3.3 SCUILI(AC40) 2 B 41 F 35 4E  Peptidase
C40 RN ZF A SCULL EA4: K1 5 48 B0 7
DA B g 1) LA B L SR R T 3 R Y R B
T T 5 Wl TR P A A R e 1R ) 5 A X e PR
o [53% 2 Z8 k 11%) Tl TS AT T . 4 R WY 5 A8 TR bk
SCUTT(ACA0) K W g 1) 25 1 Mg iy 15 5 B A4 A
SCUIL-Wt At e Wl i 22 & (&l 6), AL W] pepri-
dase C40 Ny BL/NZF AT T8 AR S8 E g ™ A il /R
14 Al 0 5 DAL o JH Al 38 R A% 3 AE HF— 2P IR iR
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A B

B 5 B. pumilus SCUI1(AC40)PCR & iE

Fig.5 PCR verification of B. pumilus SCU11(AC40)
(A) M: »EcoT14 T DNA marker; 1,3,5,7 PCR # g N
SCULI(AC40) H [N 41 2,4,6,8 PCR A4k Ay %t I SCUL1-Wt
FEHEH;1,2 318 k. Cl0-screenF/Kan-R; 3,4 3| ¥ Kan-F/
C40-screenR;5,6 54~ Kan-F/R, 7,8 5| ¥~y C40-screenF/
R;(B) M: A-EcoT14 1 DNA marker; 1: PCR 4z i SCU11
(A\CA0) K 4H; 2: PCR f#g Sy SCU11-Wt Kt K 4 ; PCR
primer C40-screenF/ R.

6000 - —e—SCU11-Wt
—e—SCU11(AC40)

5000 - ‘
— 4000 -
E
=}
R 3000 -
I
&

2000 -

1000 -

0 . ‘ . ‘
0 12 24 32 48 60
1] /h

B 6 SCULI(ACL0) % & B & /ol &
Fig. 6 The protease activity of SCU11(AC40)

4 T g

o A% 6 11 P 3 A 1k S 2% G BH M P B AL s
HL AR B — AR T 12,5 KV /em" "), G S 482 5 el 7
SRR Y B B e AT LR A v ) R o R
R E YN FE = NS 8 R A RN & R}
SCU11 ekl izl 24 kV/em, & H 5 & 413
LT T v e o 2 o e v Y. A L /N 2 AT R
AL T BB B R Y H BRI E N 1 M
B B A AAOR d A MR B L 25 A AT TR R A
LR AT B 5% AL B E-buffer b H 88 BE We & & —
RN T RE S JE /N ZE AR R B AR B R D
() 5 = B X R FRL R R T A2 P T 51 AR Y.

T B B RV R A R PR 454 T LA H o
AR B, Horp F2 B — R T R AR R B R
RAK. HEREIRAG — e+, gt nl il L 97 KK 5%
75 30 R 110 400 o DA 4R v 07 o 3 A A= [ VR B 41 1)
AT R ML AR 5258 ) FH IR R SRR 5 o e S5 A
@7 E. coli-Bacillus ZE 8 # /& pUCETs, DL it 2%
PR 5 5 D) X SN ZF AT I SCULL iy C40 K
AT T #CBR . iE B pUCETSs & — A = 20 1 g X
/N DR A R HEAT AL AR 1 AR 5

25 L iR A B 5K 8 0 TR F R AR RN T
pUCETs (WL ¥ e R G M S5 & B or T 8/
AT T 110 32 DR B VR IR &R, SE BT X B AR 1 35 15
T N S SR TT R R /N ZE AR TR 3 R Ty e A R AR ML EE
RS LA K T Ak e R T i s 5 B T Sl

S % Uk

(1] T, H§@w, EiEH SN FHRTFEprED
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