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pg/ml #= 80 wg/ml. &9 CCE s+ C,~HSL,Co—HSL & Cy—HSL #) & % % £ 52.8%~100%58 B, xF 5 AR 3 008 A& 4 1% of 3 ) 3
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R T R 1Y ™ A2 SR, E o R B R 2808
A S 07 00 1 ) g AR IR S < 1) S 4 v 2 B
WA 2) KA A A BT Y AT
it ;3) ST A B SY TR AR G5
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TRV KM 32 224055 AHLs N TR  AHLs [
JE B R g RN AL IR S5 . Dong 5512 ZF AT 1R
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i A= EAT QQ BRI IS, 3R 45 1 A%/ AHLs B3
SRR J /N ZE AT T S8-07, A& B H T 4 4
ML A S TR B B B B HIER, B
B A 280 ) 0] 2 R 0 L T RIS Jo 0 TG 1R = ) A
TFHRE, AN, B RZERIT R = A2 1 AHLs %1k
it JEU il PASOBM -3 figfiifk AHLs 24309, H i o6 T
FLAT AN YA K3 W 2 LT BRI 5 2 A
T B 45 HE 0 S5O B TET T R K S T R 5
O 1 B TR A A 2R 0 1) YR AR B OB ) 0 o
W IHATRA

AR SR FSUZ BENG 3 80 50 E B AR YF-2 XF
¢ A1 BRI TR A R AR SRR YA TR T A AR T
IR A IR 6 2 BT VR TG PR RIS R 45
5 i HON S 3R AR R 5 VR T ) T X
DAL IR T A 0 O AT ) R AT BRAE T . AR
SCEENF B W ZFAT A IR D SR A mAK
VR B BN VAR K TR R KT 2 T B B o TR A
TN ZR GE VR AR, R A K T T A A 3
wE%,

1 MRE5FE
1.1 #RERH

SR 2 AT B (Bacillus cereus )YF-2,77 8 H
1L 5 B9 5 5 98 AR L 1T (Pseudomonas fluo-
rescens) 43 B H WK ZE 8 5 25 6K E (Chro-
mobacterium  violaceum)CV0266 Jy %8 {4 fT
ATCC 31532 ) mini-Tn5 27254, Htk A B A=
A: AHLs, {4 S AHLs A7 76, A7 7= Az R AE PE
FEWR, KImEEEM K C~Cs IG5 2
To PA B TRAR RGBT AS Be Gl 2 P 52 30 %

HUIEHY LB A% (LB [, 55 B il 1A Y 4
ARARAF IR R R , Ll = R AEYHAR
AR VKBS R LR L B db st i LR}
FABRA W TOK QB AR F e de T iR
MM 2.5% % —FE, RS AEYRHECA R A A
A AR A S R A UM AR PR A BR 2 D 5 TR
FE A ZH DNA P il 48 128 57 & Jaq PCR Master
mix 4S GelRed &R YL DNA marker-D, 4
T AW TR BRA A AO/EB XY 1) &
S ERAWHARARA A,

12 UE{5iEF

BSA224S 75 1 K-, f5 [ sartorius 4 A ;
AZ8601 {45 pH 1, & V5 fir IRBHE B A5 FRA W 5
ZX-400 T 4 [ 3 i 5 T, BUNERT AR
JY92-TIDN # 75 i i 4% Scientz—WSQ 4= A 2 i /E
P A 2R A T A, T I T 2 AR 5 PCR AR, 1 [
Eppendorf 23wl 3 HLIK AL, Jb 5075 — A= W BE 4 A BR
OS] B AR R GE BERRY, 32 [E Bio—-Rad A H]
UV2550 55h-r] Wop ot T, HA B HEA W
Leica TCS SP5 {3t 5 £ 1 G B, 78 5 Pk 1
Y0 ;GI54DS B A L KR A%, e 23
WAL A A PR 2 F] ; HealForceOptiClean1300 ji 4+ 1.
G, & RS R ;SHP-360D /1L 5 44 , L
T8 AR A5 LI A B /] s N-1300V-WB JiE 5% 7%
BAL, IRt BRAL AR AR 2 25 4t LC-WB-4 fE i 7K
W, REHE
1.3 #i%
1.3.1 RS BE R YF-2 B 2.0% (IR F 4
BOZRT LB Wz, T 37 °C,24 h %04 T 1&4R
B a i A, LT B CV026 Fwe 6 (R AL 1 LA
1.0% (PR B8O 28 F LB Wiz, F 30 CH; 5
24 h ARG SR 3 Ik, Hid S EAFFE CV026 557
5 6 LB 1% % 5L h s 2896 B o0 34.33 umol/L-
dRIBREER.
1.3.2 G AHLs 155 4> F AL 297 /9
& SHFTIEYR I RO R R Y
F 4 °C,8 000 r/min & .L> 10 min, WA LI # , IF
FH0.22 um JEFEAIE . B 100 mL 388 T 43 W -
d SRS 0.01% 0K BE R 1 218 20 TR ¢
B BRA), f 8 S min J5 A0, WCAEFLAL Z WA &
T 50 °C . 120 v/min 5514 FHERZE K, HEZR KM
HJE LR RS FE T8 R 58 70% 1)
BV Vs M T, A9 B0 PO R B AHLs
FLIRY) A7 T =20 CrkAR 5 H
1.3.3 WAk YF-2 BERPE OGRS E . 2% Cui
RN Ik o 1 mL AR YF=2 (19 3 1R85 379 (pH
7.0)5 10 pL 2GR E AHLs MRS, T
30 CHEFF 24 h, B O WCEE BIEW R B Y ik
PRI R YF=2 B3 1A 8% 0T 1 T
1.3.4  BERVEIGEWY RN E KRR E 5%
Torres S J5 1% JF A AR A& 2, B 40.0 mL 7 Bk
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YF-2 ¥ 3% T 4 °C,10 000 t/min £.0> 5 min, {3
TR 135 W (Cell free supernatants, CFS)FlE#
RULTE . WAAULEE M PBS(pH 6.5) %% il ik 2
WJE EET 10.0 mL PBS(pH 6.5)H, FukoKinh
[ B 75 M A S min, B0 R LB W, LIE WA
0.22 pm U8 BESE U8, BPRBR YF-2 B9 240 A 42 50
(Crude cell extract, CCE),

1.0 mL B #E YF-2 R & .CFS . CCE Fl#
KGR CCE (100 °CK % 30 min) 5 C,—HSL (¥
BE A 10 mmol/L) IR A, T 30 CHi#F 24 h,4 C,
10 000 r/min .0 5 min, WA LR =Y LIER R
FHBREF- AR ™ Fo 4 U 380 42 C,—HSL & 1, LA PBS
Sk B BE, R 6 I 1) CCE Ay BEAE X R

2% Romero S5 ik 43 M B Ak YF=2 20 ilh
H RIS B2 AL, B 1.0 mL CCE 5 Cg—HSL
(AR 10 mmol/L)IR A, T 30 CHiF% 24 h, &
OWCESER FRY) B, R B AR Bl A
M 4% Co—HSL &, FH 1.0 mol/L HCI &35 5 4%
LR FEY) B W pH A% 2.0,30 CTHi3% 24 h
Je AR A Y pH EE 7.0, FF FH IS F b i
KA H: Co-HSL 7% £,

1.3.5  BRR YF=2 X5 @AFF R CV026 A K 15200
2 25 2% R 5 5 A R YF-2CCE 14 28
F 8 2 AR B RR BE 2 10° CFU/mL, B 180
wL 246 FT B CV026 (10° CFU/mL) B 2K 2 96 fL
Merb B 5 A 20 pl. CCE , i H: 28 f & o i vk
439120 10,20,40,80 we/mL & 160 pg/mL, H L%
i PBS 22 WA B X HE L 30 CCHE 3% 24 h, BEBE 2
h 5 H ODsos,n 1
1.3.6  #Fk YF-2 %} AHLs bR i (O F& A 0 6
C,—HSL . Co~HSL 1 Cs~HSL 5 54> F 5 & 50 9 5
¥k YF-2 % CCE (10,20,40,80 pg/mL } 160
pne/mL) A, T AHLs 45 i 29 & 4 10 mmol/L,
F 30 CH 8538 24 h,4 °C, 10 000 r/min #L> 5 min
WAL G 2 EIE W, R SRR AR A HOE A
Pl 4 AHLs &, L PBS 28 i g B 1 %o B
1.3.7 TRk YF-2 XF 2 ' Ml it 7 A= 40 S ) 52 i)
1) WM e 96 FLb b K E AR YF-
2 CCE Smma & A YOLMBPME (600 nm 4 OD
B4 0.8) 1Y LB Wiz, fef AR 1 28 5 i vk 4 )

20,40 pg/mlL Fl 80 we/mL,30 CHi 3% 24 h J5 ,
I 2 VAR AGE ) 2 ST A BT TR AE S I AL, ] PBS
FP RS URIL 3~5 W, IMALE KT A
AR PBS 2% M 22 1% vh Uk 5~8 W, G T Ab B
10~15 min, #iJ5 /il A 200 wL 33% VKRS R , 595 nm
AR OD B RIVA: 9 BEAH X 55 4

2) HEWIEER E 96 FLHR X 9¢ G R B
W AT ARRE 5,30 CHE 3% 24 h J5 W b AL b & 77
W&, PBS 22 M vh kAL 3~5 Wk [l fL B N 8
P2 1 1R 43 ) 20,40 pug/mL T 80 pg/mL
() ¥k YF-2CCE, T 30 C}; 3% 24 h J5 , #% 1.3.7
VIR T A IR i

3) FRIEAMMEAETE R B 100 L 28GR A
PR TR ES O BT TE , & T 0.85% 4 #LER K,
TE A I AR B TR A T

4) WotILRME WM ST KD -
TCHEBEES A $2 00 B A 24 LA 5 3R Oy i
Pk YF-2 CCE #1116l 35 78 B 2¢ 't AR PR 1 71 26 ) B
JH PBS 22 ol e 2 3 v 3~5 W E , H 2.5% 19 1%
TV AT 4 °CTF [ E A Y 30 min, [E 2 5
AO/EB XYL W Y {4 15 min, 2R J5 FH JC# PBS 2% b
W 3 U, T4 30 min, LA 10 wL HT% 6K
AR, HBOCIL R B I a . WA
RHTPER 525 nm, R WK 488 nm, KA EL
10x, AEPI ) = 4E 454 1] Leica TCS SP5 %A
22
1.3.8 HtREw BEEME. XEHE YF-2 3
FrilZeaift, 51t A 5V OF U5 LSS TR
YF-2 B A, IRl i R A7 8 2% [Q YL (0300, AR 3R
b« 2 B SCHRPOX TR Bk YF-2 sE 474 B A4k
Y3E . 16S rDNA BR)JF 5 01 . BUAER YF-2 3
REFEH 1.0 mL,4 °C, 10 000 t/min £.0> 5 min, 5
5 PINE AR S 5 53 T 16S tDNA )T

2 BR55H
21 B YF-2 WA BBMBESFERERFSE
B 36 1IE

K FH BB A 9 #0060 UE B AR YF-2 X 2¢ )t
i L P AHLs AH 32 4 i ¥ K 0E M, &l 1a fir
N EBR YF-2 XTI P AHLs L3290 04 [
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fift 3k 100% , KT PE R4, ol HEA 7 J5 2215
22 HFHRYF2 ZRREMEYRHALERKBEHE

H b v, S50 B B AR YF-2 A
W Cu—HSL HA WG, BEff AR 100%
CFS X} C,—HSL %A % K VEH ,CCE X} C,—HSL ¥
Rk 100% ., 455 %M, Wkk YF-2 X C,~HSL
A PR YE B RS Y AT CCE b,
K Br SFPHEAR ST VE I FLAT T YP4—1-1 AV 0
{0 B I B A BT R AR YP4-1-1 (%) CFS, T #k
YP4-1-1 ) CCE X g /K <ML T& AHLs (197 K24
I ARG SR AL, SRR YF-2 /Y
CCE #17 J5 2e0F5% .

B 1c BB YF-2 19 CCE £ 100 CK % 30
min J5 XF C,—HSL A9 K TGP o 55 A I3 1 %t B 21
HEE, HWRE YF-2 () CCE & #ib B X} C,—HSL fY

() BEBR YF-2 X3 2 6 A 0 T A A 40 20 P ) 356

i I ‘
"By
KRiE  Kik

(c) B bR YF-2 PRI VR4 5t 6 2 Bl 2

VRGN SRR Wk YF-2 CCE i ¥
TG ) AR M 2 R IR S IR I H AT R
SR,

TEREAAR IR A I Tl PN TR 8 5 K A AHLs
) N T A R HEAE SR, R 1 45 1R T N TR B 1)
i T, TR % AL WA T 305 b K A IR L B AN
AHL P52 [0] i Bk e, 7= A AH I 1) U0 25 1 I e A
1o 22 R N TR, SR A D i 3 1ot 4 Ak A S
55 3 B AN L A MR R D04 o A T 3 b B AE AHLs
(A 2F 25 R0 ] 1d frs R 8 AR YF-2 K
W R R Y Ce—HSL B T WM 4514 5 , Cs—HSL i
PEIR KA, A SR  JB SR, 5 0 B
ZSARE  RILAT AL EAR YF-2 CCE H iKY
R & N BREEAN , T BEIE A IS % AL il ok 4
PR IA G

LB+C-HSL' YF-2+C -HSL

)

‘e

RusEmY) T LiER
+C-HSL___ +C-HSL

(b) BBk YF-2 PG4 5T 0 o &

HRRIRBY  PBS+C,-HSL
+C,-HSL

pH7.0 &

pH2.0 .

(d)ERR YF-2 VK i ) 28 R s

B1 B/ YF2 W RAERBMEAREFEFREFERIERFREEYRAEMEBNTHE

Fig.1 Validation of QQ activity of strain YF-2 against P. fluorescens and determination of the location

and types of QQ active substances

2.3 H#k YF-2 CCE W5 B9 FirmIf4 iz

Pl 2a SRS AN [R) 2 190G BV B CCE B 45 4,
FFE CV026 A ik, S 6aFF 1 CV026 23 S
RURRAEA R M2, BEW] Fr ik i Ak YF-2 CCE &
R B TG FF T CV026 A K TSR

B e B 4 10,20,40,80 pg/mL K
160 wg/mL. CCE %} AHLs #5 i (C,~HSL,C4—HSL
K Cy—HSL) 1 B i R &l 2b~2c¢ FTm o TR bR
YF-2 CCE % C,—HSL Fil Ce—HSL A4 [ fife 205 S 5 1k
FEMCHE , H Y BT Wk B ik 80 wg/mL Ji5 , CCE 7]
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5t B ff Co~HSL Al Ce-HSL {555+, L4, 78
i CCE 45 11 5T 5 vk B2 N X Co—HSL Y [ il 52 1
F100% ., 45RFH  Fk YF-2 CCE 7652 5
TFFE CV026 A K5I, X AHLs HA 3%

;%‘

/§

97 [=a=eceatol
—o— 10 pg/mL

06 | —A—20 pg/mL
—w—40 pg/mL
—4— 80 ng/mL

05 | —4—160 pg/mL

ODsogm

(I) ; -II 6: ;1'01'2 l‘-l ]lﬁlIBZIOZ‘ZZIAZI6
RS )
Culture time/h
(a)YF-2 CCE %% FF 18 CV026 A=+ 1952 0

10 pg/mL 20 pg/mL

R oLl
C-HSL

bt S
C-HSL

M M

C,-HSL :

VR R AR . R THRSE CCE X 2 (R 5 it o A 1
RN RS TR, PR P BT & e 20,40
wg/mL il 80 pe/mL () CCE Xt %¢ 3¢ B o M B = 4
FSEEEE A 400 160 R0 9 AR A PR 5

140 |- [Jc-HsL
[CJceHsL
120 I c-HsL
~
N o A aa
% C =
= b
b g
=
& 5
&
-
o0
5]
a
20 40 80 160
PR

Protein mass concentration/( pg/mL)

(b)YF=2 CCE %} AHLs 5 i 09 B fi 2%

80 ng/mL

160 pg/mL

(¢)YF-2 CCE %t AHLs #x i 1 B fife 2 R
A B.C.D K ab.c®RAREARREE YF-2 CCE AbHEA & &2 5 (P<0.05),

2 B YF-2 CCE WZ£ B HE CV026 £ K= (a) &3t AHLs trm BB R (b.c)
Fig.2 Effects of strain YF-2 CCE on the growth of C. violaceum CV026 (a) and degradation of AHLs standard (b, ¢)

2.4 H#k YF-2 CCE MR EAME EWIEN
A1)

241 EmST EWERIE S KA E S AR
PRI A= R ) SRR A i A SRS ) L B
A FEL A A W i 2 TR B2 A R Sh S A EAR . A
T B, B A i R R 280 e e el e DA T e B, K
BL 77 0 1 5 Aok A5 Bk 2 0 e B R LA T A2 R
WFFE 2B, DB BRI P A= W RS 1 T B 2 FLRE 1
TN RGP, AR YF-2 CCE X9 6 {R

Jit T A 0 R 4 £ R A ] Ba TR B P R R
J& 20,40 pg/mL 1 80 we/mL ) CCE X A= 4 B A
B 1 R AE 25.84%~56.63% , Hitk YF-2 CCE
XoF 2 S A B TR A 00 B ) 0 ) 8 SR LA o A
W X6 T U 0 0 e 5 SR R (D 3b) , R Bk
YF-2 CCE 7E 45 515 A5 5 M v A 9 S Ui,
N R W) TR Ui A0 LA IE ARG, R R YF-2
CCE X9 6B 5 B v 14 28 K 35 Mkl /6 Raafat
LS I8 W RE ZE AT B 30b TR K TG 41 At 2 ik
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A B R A B TR PAOT ) 24 B RS T sl />
72%~86% , HLAN 5 Wi i Uiy 20 MO A7 35 R, A WF 50 4
G HARML,

Kl 3¢ Ik YF-2 CCE X 8% 5 b (1

60

50

i BT A M1 T R SR, A 1 o i MR EE 20,40 g/
mL F1 80 wg/mL [ CCE X %¢ Y I 24 it i A 4y st
(1) 3 5 3R 23 9 26.12% ,30.54% A1 59.35% , 5 B
R YF-2 HA — @ AL W s bR g T

60 f
0t
401

30

20+
10+
0

RERY

e
Clearance rate/%

=
L )
g = =
L a0t $<_§,_ 6F
# = DEE
= g 30f c =22
g2 : SeE 4
TE ) ol
< o z:‘ 2+
= 10t S
g
=
0 Z 0
Xf M 20 40 80 xof
T

Protein mass concentration/(g/mL)
(a)YF-2 CCE X 506 {15 2 14
Az R A A A

A T AV R
Protein mass concentration/ (pg/ml)
(b)YF-2 CCE X 5 AR 5 i 1
T Uit 40 1Y) 52 )

40 80 pagiit 20 40 80
A T A R
Protein mass concentration/(pg/mlL.)
(c)YF-2 CCE X 26 {5 2 Jf
A BRI BR A

TE ARG 7R R0R 22 5 3 (P<0.05) .
3 TEESWEK YF-2 CCE XX tmAMAEMEMME (a) ZHFHMAI RN (b)
RAEBAMEEMEZR (c)ER
Fig.3 Quantitative analysis of strain YF-2 CCE on P. fluorescens biofilm inhibition (a) and

the effect of planktonic cells (b) and the clearance of P. fluorescens biofilm (c)

242 BOCIRE DB YA E T
RN TR IR e 11 W A AT A da st /)
FH OGS 3R 42 W 0OBE T Rtk — 25 W A g i — 4
SERYP 9B PRI BT TG /6 AN M R S 1 9 bR
ICHEFT YL (0 5 40 & R S 0 8 AE T FISZ 3 4
& AL, HRk YF-2 CCE %98 6K 2
AR W B ) AV FH AN 4 BT, R R 41 A= i st
LERI B e SR N 26 wum, LT IASEH . B
PR YF-2 CCE Wk, e i i) A 1y i
SERY RN SE R, PR 26 wm I E] 7 wm, B

CERIRREIR . X — S5 RS A YR AT A R —
H, XHIANEATTEIKRE FHEK YF-2 CCE
Xt 9 Ol B PR B A 0 T 1 T B — 2 A 4 o A
FH . Devi S50 A BOFF T R—18 12 B0 &b 3 A1 b
BRI Y I R B A ) I O S AR A
5L, 550 HRAH LG, Ak BH2H A A ) BB PR R O, X R
RS FEAT B R—18 $2 HUY) 136 1T Rk 5 4% 25 o1 1)
RN R G0, FEUE Y BN 5 AHIE 5T 45 R A
.

(b)20 pg/mL
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(¢)40 pg/mL

T
30 40 40 500

T

20 30
y/pm

(d)80 pg/mL

T s FR AW GEIE sy FoR IR 52 FoR AW IR L

B4 HMAHBEEMBEITEN% YF-2 CCE MWK ABEMBE EYRMINHIER

Fig.4 Confocal laser scanning microscope analysis of inhibition on P. fluorescens biofilm by strain YF-2 CCE

25 HHEE

E Sa @RI YF-2 76 LB [E AR 723 [ 5
L SO URE MR K, 8 AR, AR E
PRI R R Y, TR, WA 2 R
Jo PR WA T R K (/] 5h) AR K
PSR EERHES R L IR PH M L 32 1 Rk
YF-2 By B A A % 45 1 AR SCRRUSAITE 25
SEOMHT, TR R YF-2 O B RE ZF f AT 7

Kl 5¢ M PR YF-2 [ 16S rDNA JE K ¥4 iy
KA, AT AR YF-2 (s i Bew s h 94 | H.
PCR F=#11€ 1 500 bp BT th BURRAE Z545 . 914
FEY kAR AR TN A A, ak NCBI s
P F a5 RIFM R RFE R BR (B 5d), Bk
YF-2 5 Bacillus cereus (MN691546.1) 3 2% % &
i, Won 100% R, PRI AT 25 5 R R YF-2
N KL ZEHUAT B (Bacillus cereus) o

F1 HHRYF2M4%8 EHELEEHER
Table 1 Physiological and biochemical identification results of strain YF-2

A #R A %R A %R
15 248 48 - LiE - H R B -
i =N - x4 + Wb LA -
Lt + AR A 4 - N Z -
W A MR 3k - RAEFH - E=— -
A + F 54 - FEHE +
W E A + H & AR - RAE +

T+ FR B =" FRom B

(a) Bk YF-2 7Tt B 25

Marker
5000bp

3000bp

2000bp

1500bp
1000bp
750bp

500bp
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BEREZEIAFIR (ON221929.1)

20 *H
100 —C AT S (KF648911.1)

a L WFEEAAT I (MN691546.1)
WEREZEIFT I (EU621383.1)

100 YF-2

SEFF AR (MKS571691.1)

ST AR (KY673671.1)

AAERTFRMIANA  (Uncultured bacterium)

68 —: JHZ%IH (Actinobacteria bacterium)
n

(KC463798.1)
(ON329487.1)

SEAUFFIRE (KY618735.1)

(d)HkE YF=2 116S rDNA &4 & B W

5 EHYF-2EFW(a)RAFERE (D) THRE(E=ZIKEE,1000x)F1 16S rDNA EF i G Bk E (c)
% 16S DNA 45 & B H (d)
Fig.5 Morphology of strain YF-2 under plate (a) and light microscope (b)(Gram Staining, 1 000x)
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The Quorum Sensing’s Quenching Activity of Bacillus cereus YF-2 to Pseudomonas fluorescens
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Meng Yugiong', Ma Rui*, Wang Shulin*, Ying Miyan’, Yang Xu’
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Abstract Pseudomonas fluorescens is a dominant spoilage bacterium commonly found in fresh aquatic products, and its
spoilage ability is regulated by a quorum -sensing system of N-homoserine lactones (AHLs). Based on the quorum-sens-
ing quenching activity, the type of quenching activity substance from strain YF-2 was analyzed using heat inactivation
and acid sensitivity tests. The results showed that strain YF-2 had a significant quenching effect on P. fluorescens AHLs,
with a degradation rate of 100%. Its quenching active substance existed in the crude cell extract (CCE), which was
preliminarily identified as acyltransferase or oxidoreductase by heat inactivation and acid sensitivity assays. The degrada-
tion of C,—HSL, C4—HSL and Cy—HSL treated by the CCE at protein concentrations of 20, 40 pg/mL and 80 pg/mL
ranged from 52.8% to 100%, and the inhibition and clearance rate of P. fluorescens biofilms ranged from 25.84% to
56.63% and 26.12% to 59.35%, respectively. In addition, the confocal laser scanning microscopy showed that the CCE
reduced the thickness of P. fluorescens biofilm and disrupted the biofilm structure. Meanwhile, Bacillus cereus was recog-
nized as the source of strain YF-2. The application of B. cereus to control the spoilage bacterium P. fluorescens in
aquatic goods will have a theoretical foundation thanks to this study.

Keywords quorum sensing; Bacillus cereus; Pseudomonas fluorescens; quorum—quenching enzyme



