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&l 1% ZL AT B (Lacticaseibacillus paracaseti) |
i 5 1l M 9K R (Vibrio parahaemolyticus ) | 8 FF 2
18 FF B (Bacillus cereus) . 4 % {0 % %) ¥R #
(Staphylococcus aureus ) H A WEY) S5 T/
A E R L MRS #5585 | HIRR AR IR
LB B 3f 3k, ) AR MU A WA IR R 3,
JE ] 22 R 8 A W) 1 AR AT BR A 7] s TIANamp  Bac-
teria. DNA Kit Z B 2% [N 241 DNA $2 Bl 7 &
(DP302) , AL B R AR A AR AT IR 7]

IR AR 10XDNA EAEZ vk, bt R3S
(Solarbio ) B A R ] 5 + b FE AR R 84 (SDS) ,
JE R E Y BEARGRRA T SRS HE R -B-D-nit
Mg LA, I SR A AR R A R =%
AR B P be e R E AR ) e R A BR 2w
Na,HPO, - 7H,0 | NaH,PO, - 2H,0 . KH,PO, . NaCl .



245 FH1M

B T B& SUAT 1 & B i P 308 K 09 T ik At &) s fe M IR T 64 47 1R AE R 93

NH,CI MgSO, . L ¥ .CaCl,. VKB 2 . £ — &4 &
iz \NaOH | 3 [V W, V4 B Ak T et A7 FRZA WD

MO £ 3% 3 .200 mL. M9 hIE T (5x) (64 ¢
Na,HPO, -7H,0 +15 ¢ KH,P0,+2.5 ¢ NaCl+5.0 g
NHCl, HE® F/KE%A 2 1000 mL),2 mL 1
mol/L. MgS0,,20 mL ZL#E (20%),0.1 mL 1 mol/L
CaCl,, HE B 7K EAZE 1000 mL,

S50xTAE:24.2 g Tris,5.71 mL vk B ,10 mL
0.5 mol/L. EDTA , i NaOH % & pH=8.0, il /K & %&
% 100 mL,

0.01 mol/L % g £k 22 ¥ (PBS,pH 7.2).61
mL 0.01 mol/LL Na,HPO,-7H,0+39 mL 0.01 mol/L
NaH,PO,-2H,0
1.2 U5 &

AL H1650-W 7= 3 £ 2B O L, 80 R A e
DAL FR 2 A s H=-7650 B 5L B8, HAS H AR
43 ) ;Nanodrop 1000 8 #3243 e e & i, 3£
Nanodrop 7 7] ;C400 %8 1% R 45, 2 Azure
Biosystems A B2 22 7 ;Synergy HIMF 2 j G Jif§ i3
1, & EMA AR A PR F] s Nano Acquity UPLC
system \ Thermo Scientific Q-Exactive, 3 [E Waters
/5 #] ;Chirascan V100 8 — 3% 4%, 5 E Applied
Photophysice Ltd 2y,

1.3 Hi&

1.3.1 BT i LA 1R R B B 43 B 20 °C
TRAF B0 R T 1% LT T8 2 1R 19 0 322 Bl 3 80 T 20
ml MRS 5353 37 CHrEIRAR R 2d 52
W10 min B T &0 7,3 000 t/min &L 5 min
PEAT R 4 B, 1 R A 0 AR B 43 i Ry
3000 u L FHIZRE, T-20 CLAAF . F M 5 200
A 0 3 — 5 T 5 FH A AR G 22 R s SR R Y A ik A T
YOI R K E 25 em, AR 75 pm B9 53 B (4
TERE, oA A R 0.19% /9 H BEK B, T sh A B
J ONE L HERE S WL 7E 0RO €5 2R 1T B Uk
JB VR SR AN R 1 R o SR AT .40 mLY
min, 4 B % . 10 mL/min, B % LK 3.0 kV, &
908 IR JE 300 °C,S-lens : 50% (1 514 T H & o0 B¢
FE G AL HEAT B o3 M o Horh — 3 1l 4 R
70 000, 451 45 95 [l ok 350~1 600 m/z; — A1 4 43
BN 17 500, sh AT bR 10.0 s, ok s 25 1
FH A8 2 4 (MAXQUANT v1.6.5.0) 38 3L R 14 4 |

F1 HHEGBENHERREE
Table 1 Gradient elution procedure of liquid

chromatography
A 18] /min # iz /mLemin™ A/% B/%

00.00 0.25 98 2
01.00 0.25 98 2
23.00 0.25 70 30
23.10 0.25 10 90
25.00 0.25 10 90
25.10 0.25 98 2
30.00 0.25 98

B BN LS A5 2 81T B LA R KB4

1.3.2 PUERKMY L A5 5009 IR BT 51 R FH 7R 46
B AF APD3 (https: //aps.unme.edu/) 7155 22 Ik 1) B
far KRN B KR il Swiss—Model (https ; //swiss-
model.expasy.org/interactive) Tl Il 2 ik () = 4 45
¥, B 5 FH A Pymol 2.0 X470 T Bk 14 = 2 45 ¥4 F
figmt . Z KAt BTG A YR AT BR 2 F
KA E ML AR, I Agela C18 AEIEAT 5 2L
FH 1% (HPLC) 24k, 1) 8 AH €033 — 5 3% 166 A 4X
(LC-MS/ESI) il % 2 ik i) 45 B F1 43 it

1.3.3 Bl A 0T o ok B 9 5 (MBC) I I
PEIER M5 FF 25 FRLAT T | 4 B0 € 3 2 BR 1A 43 ol
T 20 mL EFE W7 H F 3,37 °C,200 r/min 1
3% 8 h i, JHEH 4 0.01 mol/L. PBS(pH 7.2)%3 %
B HFR B R 4.82~4.96 1g CFU/mL, ¥ k5 5 #&
% 1 000,500,250,125,62.5 pg/mL J5, H&HE
AR5 BEROR AT 37 CIE 2h i, HL20 pl 3
S AT T Mh 37 CHE 3% 24 h )R 34T B KT
BB S PBS 5 IR A X i il
FiE 3 RIBCFHIA

1.3.4 BFR -SRI Z 0T K37 2 06500 1 Rl
%M 9K A 0.01 mol/L PBS (pH 7.2) i B &
4.82~4.96 lg CFU/mL, % & Z KWK A &
T A A 125 we/mL(1xMBC), 7€ 0,0.5,
1.0,1.5,2.0,2.5,3.0 h 43 il X 20 L R, 765
IR R AR K 3 He v Y 5] Uk A1 37 CHi 3 24 h J5
HEAT VA THE LAAE RE) PBS FIER VIR & M X IR
W HEE 3 WHCFHIE .,

1.3.5  MECE M g 38 0 A R O O B
20 Jf0 5T B—F: LB T I A ) RIS R I KT ok
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7 20 B ) BRRLE MR AL, TS 7E LB R FR A
A TR B S R EUY, R RO G (10 000 v
min, | min)J5 EEE 20 mL M9 835 $2 K
(200 r/min) 55 3% H F ODgn > 0.4, I )5, 7 96 FL
e A W 100 pl.,0.5 mg/mL 45 Al 52K B—D—
L FLME IR BT (ONPG)10 L LA B AS [ Ji o ik
9 Bk 100 WL (0,0.5xMBC, 1 xMBC,2 xMBC , 4 x
MBC), %R 1 h FH AR & HAE 3K 420 nm
T HIIROGEE

1.3.6 B OTHLEE R RV IR IR B 5 A R R
W, BB 5 mL AT 1 mg/mL A9K 1 mL T2 K
A 37 CIEIREE % 2 h J5 B IR A WFE 250
HLAH L (10 000 t/min, 1 min), &6 FiH® ., H
PBS #hPEULIE 3 WK, A 1 mL 2.5% /) 15 — %
W, 4 CREE 12 h Ja RS WK, 9 F E A ig &
% e FES AL 70 CCREBE 24 h, 764 A% T
il 85 70 nm WEBE -, I R AGE TR B R R A ok
0 38 2o 375 S F 5T UL 2 AT 1Y) Tl 45

1.3.7  BERCBHA b A B L 240 DNA K7
PR IR P R A LK ZH DNA, % DNA
SR FH R AR o 43 06 0 B T ok B O 260 nm il
280 nm Y% JE H (OD g/ ODosonn = 1.90) 10 & 112 Bt
) DNA B94E 1SRG 8 DNA &2 1 2 20 ng/pl, £
L& PN 10 pL _Ei& DNA, IE A R[H
WP K, T K/DNA 435128 100/1,50/1,25/
1,12.5/1,6.25/1,3.125/1,0, iR &) )5 & F 37 CH 5
1.5h, BEAFEMECS WL A 1 pnL B 10xDNA I
FEGE PP, TE 1900 B A5 W 8 e 1 47 v Uk, R
B AR A AE PE K 320 nm A9 22 4MT T B 60 s
RS AG I DNA A3 B 1% B

1.3.8 B — 3% B = 4% {Y (Circular
dichroism spectrum,CD) il % HT B Ik — 9 45+ J2
Rl I S DNA X L85+ i 520 8 ko i
fif 72 25 mmol/L + — ¢ B 4 B2 #h (SDS) % W
0.01 mol/L. PBS v, fiff ik 9 5 ¢ it 1 Vi i Ty 0.2
mg/mL, SR 5 H B T EHA N 1 mm (44 5 L@
R iEAT CD HHs, JHEE R 180~280 nm, B 4EH
2 mm, FHE LN 10 nm/min, £ E 5 22 T
3B MO . SR 5 7R BT AR i A R I
PEIRESL 240 DNA W E 2 h J , 1 AR R O ik
R K A0 — e 25 ¥, W% DNA X Bk — 9% 45 44 4 5

Hr’ﬂo

1.3.9 B srHr K SPSS 22.0 43 b B4 % i
95 25 AT 20, R BT 0 i 5 (ANOVA) £
HZERBEN P<0.05 KW EFBE,

2 ZBR55H
21 BIFEHIAMBLBEFEERBERFIING
ES5%E

IR T s FLAT oA & e v L 5 5 6 N TEAE
PIPLIR T A (% 2) , FIHAEL SR 5 APD3 115 T
BT L AR KM AT P 2 = R B
12,53 F B Bl 2 1 036~1 587 u, Bi /K R0 Fl &
25%~60% , 1+ HLfar £ -2 F]+3

®2 BITEITELEGPRERKT
Table 2 Prediction of antimicrobial peptides

in fermentation broth of Lactobacillus paracasei

2 1k 51 ST RE BN/ W

u % EE e

VVDSEDLPLNISR 1456 38 -2
TVVTGIEMFNK 1238 45 0
FGVIFAGAQK 1037 60 +1
YGFDGDNTPVIR 1353 25 -1
MIGAPDMAFPR 1205 55 0
RQQAENLAKFAKKG 1588 36 +3

PR IK A IE A B THOE L F R E 55
TR TR SR W IR A5 A, DT BSR40 1A
11 TS SR VAN @ oY R R I S DO N
Gy F RIS B AT — g A v B 7E +2 549
Z A1 [T B e A B K B B 5 SR K AR kT
DAJE S5 25 45440, 3 10 4 A 200 T 40 R JE b 4 i 7K
DI, B IR A W B A AE T 10 A A TR K
FiE 5K BE | 43 BT R S () 254 ) e
5 PRAR PR T A DG T T IR R 10~50 A4S g5k
PR A A, 45 2 (A AT UK TIT R 2 30 o 5 R A D %
R T 5K B AT B P B 2 AR R 1 3 L P Sl
PTG 5 A1 A — G 454 D7 T, o= e
SEPUTE KR WA S5 K, A R T RN R
TR 375 3 T 5 S F LA, DT 58 B e B UK 2 485 A
20 B R B i AR A0 L v i R A, A
YER 6 MYUE K, Y192(RQQAENLAKFAKKG )
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B T BE SUAT B A B R P AU AR WY I ik R T 8 IR o M IR 4G o o AE R

95

14 2 R TR 4 A%, LB HR ff oA 43, 5 7K 2 iR
HA R 36% , Hr Fiie l 1 588 u, H =44k

1298_1639987817898_2111049685#1 RT: 0.07 AV:1 NL: 1.08E7
T: FTMS +p NSI cv=45.00 Full ms [350.0000-1600.0000]
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Fig.1

2.2 Bk Y19z 3T B)iA M SN R D E 1
22,1 FARRBEWE (MBC) RMIFEFRZI Y19z
PR AT e DN T X 4 0 A A BR TR I AR 2
FOLAT A R R % 0P I ) SR AR VR B . MU
K Y19z 5 H v o0 500 pg/mlL B, 43 8 00 5 4 BR
FRLFI S R 2F JRAT B AT SR A R o 2 4 il d B H
XoF 4 €0 4] 28 K TR R S R 25 R R S0 B AE A
1M ZE PR K Y19z [ 2 Wk 5 0 125 pg/mlL B, 475 %6
RS A IR A AR A ) R TR RO, IR T 3 o i
e B I I I PR SN TR % 55 i B A T TR R Y19z T
Tk AU N TG 0, AR 3 B, R, P K
Y9z X il i 14 9K 9 MBC 24 125 pg/mlL,
AL TT LA, BURR AR Y9z i 5 2% [ B M 3
(RIS AT ) 0 4 i 8RR T 8 2% [ PP TR
(4 B 4 3K T SRR ZFBAT IR ) X TR T
22 [ BH M 4 R A R b £ A T R Y KSR 2
PO TR RO L 2 375 L 240 Jf RS i e TR AR AT DA
G55 2% IR B M 4 A 1Y i 22 W8 (LPS) AT 5 I 240
JL RS0 LR 4 BR B 0T LA AR — R BN/ FHL TR
Z K, Horh R 2 B 0 2 B A, & AT
T RSCEA , G 2L R B Bk R (Nisin) 5609, L, L
K Y9z 19 & P 0] 5 Nisin B G 4), #F— 503
LR ik K TR PR IR A B TR
222 BIM-REATZ MK 4 W] LLE BB
APUHE R RS I 7E 3 h N H A D i
T, WP K YOz J5 A9 @l v it 90 5 2

T
1300

Mass spectrometry analysis of antimicrobial peptide Y9z

T T 1
1400 1500 1600

B 2 B Y9z H = 4 ST
Fig.2 3D structure prediction

of antimicrobial peptide Y9z

W B A~F UG K Y9z 19 5T 4t e 43 51 2 0,500,250, 125,
62.5,31.25 pg/ml..

B3 HmEk Y9z EAmENENRERRRERE
Fig.3 Minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC) of

antimicrobial peptide Yt9z against V. parahaemolyticus

BB 3 h AR BT 2 ARG, X R WP K
Y9z X &l ¥ il KB A A v AR BRI

AT —LERFTE N FLIR B b 20 8 1 HAT 0 0
PER BT, B 40, N FLRRAT B FGC—-12 rh 35 i
2 TR 2R 6T I IR S Y MBC 24 6.0 mg/mL, H.
12 h A ReASE KA w ™, AL 2N, i Ak
Y9z XF fl ¥ 1 M 9K ) MBC 3 AIS HL & KA [ 5
S LI LA TR MR T R R BROR T
2.3 HERL Yt9z X&) MM E I E LS 5T
231 AMORELEEME I A Y SR AR R
M 1) 5 B, R B IE 22 B0 IR Y19z Ab B R ik
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ST 200 I A3 3 1 P 72 A 04 R i M 3 in 468
B3R B-D -1 ZL Ok IR B 1 (ONPG ) 3 A 241 Jf )5 4%
0 ML ) Bt FURE T B R i, 7 AR B W AR
FEIRMY, H OD g, (H P LA W HE B35 1 35 T )
JER LS AT E X R A A I I IR 7E 2~5
h N, J5E 35 A7 52 00 T B T R 2 T s b
o AT X R, 28 PR K Y9z Ab B A R
P I 20 L S i O 1 P e ] S
T 32 W v, LK e BB vy, 4 L R o
K, 2% B2 A1 240 TR RS 57 7 5 B R K Y9z B A B
381 B ] e B R 4

PL TR KA 2K 40 BT 1 B 7 3 % e e A4S 4
AR B AEFH R RE T, A0 IS E 2 5 v Ah 2 A
P bl 2 2 X EZMIER , ik, KE2 4
L TRT JOR T Ao e T 40 L A % K AR A 2, SR, B
X 240 i JEE P 32 37 A FH O AN — 2 S S50 R 1 5 4
JRIRTREIR , 280 B0 T i 1E H far (9 47T B K BB A%
L% BB M TR AP P T 2 B (LPS) 457 £
W EAER, 2 A e i SIS B AR AL
BT, 5 35S 1 RN P it | 2 BT R R £ i
e, DT hn 4 L pE 705249 il CGA-N12 7E
AT PR IE LT, T o R 22 B )
SO AN VAR ) R ) K e | R A R s I 7
A 1R 1 3 T Bk A TR PR
232 PUEBK YOz — LM T R 0 g R
— )z N T AR AR AR B A A Y T
P B K 04 B0 TR M S g A i A b % VDA
K, PR H WYUK RS o 1RE -
P12 AR A 7 AR 0 ) B a3 6 e
K Yt9z 7£ PBS Hl SDS B /K 55 T B9 9 4544
HATEGE, WK 6 fix, 7E PBS RS T, HUi ik
Y19z 7E i & 200 nm 4k H B G g, FEPE K 210 nm
Ab S BLIE U, X UEBIBT IR K Y9z 7E PBS MBS F,
FCE S Ry TERLN A M2, 7E SDS ML T B
BK Y19z 76954 193 nm 2247 BLIE 1§ | 78 3 K 208
nm 247 60 R IAPTE IR Y19z HA -1 iE
S L HL 7 2 ik 40 TR 400 B R R T BE A
S5k A

SDS & —Fh B U R, TR 4 1R
FOEREE , DU K Y9z 7E SDS BR8 T 454 & Ak ks
Wi B BT B BK Y9z 76 422 firh 20 B 40 A A5 IS ) B 5 4

4 -# Control
-~ Y19z

1
Number of viable bacteria/
lg (CFU-mL™)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0
I ]
Time/h
B 4 HEAK Y9z 338 It 5 E A9 B 1E - 5% )
Fig4 Time-kill curve of antimicrobial peptide Yt9z

against V. parahaemolyticus

OD g,

Time/h
5 BUHE AL Y9z 3 &l i SN E P RR R I A
Fig.5 Effect of antimicrobial peptide Yt9z on inner

membrane permeability of V. parahaemolyticus

10
A Yt9z (PBS)

v Yt9z(SDS)
s B

v
0 w' ‘A‘ LA 1 | |
w 220 260 280
v
v

sk
W

&
S5pka Vv

v
A

< ¢

10° deg+mol™-em™ - res™

<<

Mean residue ellipticity/

i8S
Wavelength/nm

-10~

B 6 ARRETHER YOz ZREMETNL
Fig.6 Secondary structure of Y9z

in different environments

S TR, 3kl B R R B 3 A A
R0, BA ST R B, ST O 40 B 40 i
IS B R IR AR KRR b OB — 45 1, a2 TE Y
PSR AT B T G 7 2 A A A2 T o 5 |
AR, ol e e r A A B A O A Y
PRI L | AT S B -5 1A A A R
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B T BE SUAT B A B R P AU AR WY I ik R T 8 IR o M IR 4G o o AE R 97

233 &SRB PR K Y9z Ab 3 R T
B, I8 i i 5 B 8% (Transmission electron mi-
croscope , TEM ) WL 2 il i 8 Tl 45 40, 25 R BB, R
25 Kb JHLIR 0 BECZH 20 B (V8 I PR IR TR ) B AT 2H 214
B3 A1 1) 5 R A B, LR T DGR N Y
i (B 7a) , 10 BT IR Y9z b 21 Y @l i 14
INTE , AT A7 75 56 B 1Y A0 B I 25 44 | SR H & A T IR
iR H A0 M N ) 5 B e b (18 Th) . X 3R
W90 18 Ik Y19z BEAE 5 4N M JEEAH AR FH , 1 o 40 i
I 1) 3 A 1 R T AR AE AN T, I — i R O R B AR
£ S 1) S R

MR B, —LL 2 IREENE o % H A IR
20 B A A0 P P A B A R B
AR 98 B 0 BRI P AT B B R AL 4 A2
JHL TR, B AL B, R R B AN % R e | DT 2 X
JHL A o ) o BRI AR S M N Y B A A
e, RS 3L Ak R R gy B o - IR BE BT IR
pseudin—2, B 7EH %[GR MR th A BE R ig 2 b
(LPS) R M e 5 LPS #H B4 HI 7 240 f B 1T i AL
T 8 AL AR B 5 RNA B4 60, 4K
M, FUTE K Y9z 1 L A PR B A TE A, [ 1t
B — ARSI N AR AR A
2.3.4  HUAEIK Yi9z Xf @l i 5 5 5 2 20 DNA
A EAE  BR TR TRz oh, Hi i ikid
AT DK P9 0 T3 4 A R e O 4 9
I, JE A DNA B 150 R B 58 470 B Ik -5 ) 3 1 7
9K T A 41 DNA 22 8] (39 A B AE T . 7 Bt v Ik
Yt9z/RI ¥ 1L PE IR E DNA iy 100/1 B, TG W45 3|
DNA 4547, Bl 7500 50/1,25/1,25/2,25/4,
25/8 I, A UG TR R ST BE W BT xR
DNA [ 8 i L Dk P81 35 D) S8 7 i 56 % 30 M HL 5 W
SE kAT (B 8) o W LAE PR AR Y9z LAHk BEAK
A 77 205 B IR TE DNA A EAEH

P K5 4R 9 DNA A BAE 2 —Fh g Ol
A AL, HTEE IR AT DL 5 4R B R 41 DNA 25
7, FECE N 4 DNA ECHEE8 7, o5 BHL T 40 i DNA
F14) 552 T R0 A Sy {200 0 2 25 2 A 3% 70 KBS
o BURE K Y9z AN I 1 R il 1 KPR 4 i
WM, WAES H DNA A E VR R S 304 1 1
o X5/ A A H B K PuroB 1 HIHLHIAH
oL, B REAE 57 L A R AH LA A A B R An

> X

', . 7

(a) @17 1t 1 I

(b)FUHI K Y9z 4b #1L)5
B R 8 100 I
B 7 BAEmMESIEESEAMR Y9z 48
B S5 B E 5 B iR B 1R
Fig.7 TEM images of V. parahaemolyticus before

and after antimicrobial peptide Yt9z treatment

W & 1~7 MPUHIK Yi9/DNA Ji & H ok 100/1,50/1,

25/1,25/2,25/4,25/8 .0,

B 8 EERPE S E A Y9z 5 &8)i% %N &
DNA HtHE1EH

Fig.8 Gel retardation analysis of interaction between

antimicrobial Yt9z and the DNA of V. parahaemolyticus

JiL B g o XL 2 5 M TR, 540 i P R S
(DNA)Z5 G, WA BH A N K 53 & ke 52 38 4
PRI PR DA 00 3% K W o3 5 BT K CF—
14,388 35 338 0 3 e A B EK T 79 200 6 B3 55 1, DT
BN S DNA 254 56 B # it A2,

2.3.5 B ILEINE DNA XFHUE K Y19z 2k 45
PRS2 e (B A 5 K Y9z 5 Rl
FAMPEINE DNA 455 )5 0 9458k, it — 2
RS ZH Z AFAEAH EAEFHOC R . B9 Wos A
DNA J&,193 nm [ 1E 1§ F1 208 nm (1) 71 04475 S% A7
£, MHL B BR Y9z 115 BBk 3%, 3% W H0# ik
Y19z 5 @l % ol P 9N EA 35 R 4 DNA A7 76 A5 BAE
KFR, BLA LS DNA 454 )5, GeaE 3 DNA 15
il DT BEL S 2 BT OE H S R R At X AH DG il
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10~
}T% T 4 Yt9z(SDS) s
c £ v .y v Yt9z+DNA (SDS)
M’ =2 5 v
ol v
E (5} _9 AA -y
MEs 0 ! L
oS = = 280 40 260 280
qE g
B =< 5F A
T o
=2
1o WK

Wavelength/nm

B9 BIAMM4INE DNA XHE M Y9z — R/ H #0
Fig.9 Secondary structure changes of Yt9z binding
to DNA in SDS

TR, B LPS BB 4N & 4 v €0 5 4 BR B 1
DNA, 0 K50 A= ¥ & O # Fb 5 A il 1V il
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Antimicrobial Peptides Screened from Fermentation Broth of Lacticaseibacillus paracasei

and Their Antibacterial Mechanism against Vibrio parahaemolyticus

Xing Yufan', Bai Shujin', Jin Ritian'?, Weng Wuyin'?, Ding Nengshui*, Zhang Zhigang’, Yang Shen'*
(‘College of Ocean Food and Biological Engineering, Jimei University, Xiamen 361021, Fujian
State Key Laboratory of Food Safety Technology for Meat Products, Xiamen Yinxiang Group Co. Lid.,
Xiamen 361100, Fyian
'Collaborative Innovation Center of Seafood Deep Processing, Dalian Polytechnic University, Dalian 116034, Liaoning
*Fujian Aonong Biotechnology Group Co., Lid., Fujian Provincial Key Laboratory of Pig Nutrition and Feed,
Zhangzhou 363000, Fujian)

Abstract Vibrio parahaemolyticus is a common foodborne pathogen that impacts food safety and public health. In this
study, peptides were screened from Lacticaseibacillus paracasei fermented broth and identified by ultra—high performance
liquid chromatography—mass spectrometry. One of the peptides, named Yt9z (RQQAENLAKFAKKG) with antibacterial po-
tential was further screened by bioinformatics. The minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC) of Yt9z against V. para-

haemolyticus was 125 pg/mL, with all the bacteria being killed within 3 h. The antibacterial mechanism of Yt9z was fur-
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ther explored through membrane permeability, transmission electron microscope, DNA gel, and circular dichroism. The
results showed that peptide Yt9z could change its secondary structure in different environments, which increased the
membrane permeability. Moreover, peptide Yt9z penetrated bacteria membranes to kill the bacteria by DNA binding.
These findings provide a theoretical basis for the application of peptide Yt9z in the control of V. parahaemolyticus con-

tamination.

Keywords Vibrio parahaemolyticus ; Lacticaseibacillus paracasei; antimicrobial peptide; membrane; DNA binding



