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B E . BIFJ51810 (post-translational modification, PTM) 1] LLUR ¥ &5 I &5 1. Fae MR ThRE . 1EoN—
' PTM, IR BB IR IAAE T =T, 25 7T a0, Bsiiis, ErREM. 4
MRS AR, (5 S s SO R i JE A Y G R 5 5 2 N B AR B AR . IR,
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Lysine acetylation of proteins in prokaryotes
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Abstract: Post-translational modifications (PTM) are essential to proteins in many ways, including improvement of
stability, correct folding and regulation of functions. Lysine acetylation, as one kind of PTMs found in three
domains of life, implicates in multiple cellular processes including central metabolism, transcription, translation,
cell morphology, cell cycle, signal transduction, stress response and the infection of pathogenic microorganism.
Though studies about acetylation mainly focus on eukaryotes, with the development and application of techniques
like high-resolution mass spectrometry and generation of high-affinity pan-acetylation protein antibody, more
evidence has shown that in prokaryotes a variety of proteins are acetylated and some of them are functionally
regulated by this kind of modification. In this review, we would bring together the history and latest findings of
acetylation in prokaryotes and highlight several well-studied examples in various species. In addition, we would like
to raise several interesting questions to shed light on the future directions of research.
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PEIBE AT 43 N TS« (1) GenS A28 L TR B 72 g
(Gen5-related acetyltransferase, GNAT) Fji& ; (2) MYST
(MOZ, Ybf2/Sas3, Sas2, Tip60) & % ; (3) b & oA 45
&5 (cAMP response element binding protein, CREB)/
p300 Ff B B H 28 5 (4) S8l W 2 AR v A R 1
(steroid receptor coactivators, SRC) FKjik ; (5) %A
T TAF 11 2%, 1 KDAC A 43 N #fi Zn®" ff) Rpd3/
Hdal LA I i IR R e — 4% 1 B2 (nicotinamide
adenine dinucleotide, NAD") [ 7T 2k {5 B 35 K 1 2
A<M (silent information regulator 2- related enzymes,
Sirtuin) ZX P k2. Hi, Rpd3/Hdal 2] E—5
4059 1. TLAT IV 2K, Sirtuin 527 xS 487 FR N
11 2k ffg U2,

1 ZEEImmmRRE

1.1 EAKEFERNA

19 40 60 AN 2 B A £ 19 A4 A 1 R0 2k A
s Z AR 08 R BT TR RLIT 1% SRS i 4R
RIFH D, BB I 7 KRBT A N = AN
Bto B B g ek B3 o # # % & E (Chigh
mobility group proteins, HMG). a- f#’& & H (a-tubulin)
A5 20 B A AR DG BT BE E CheY 7E N [ J LA
EL A PR A 8 AR LB AE 1 B RE 7E 0. 1997 45,
Gu Fll Roeder'” jiH i ik 2. WAL 1 p300 FIEEI I T3
%, RIMAEHE AR E A p53 A LBt &,
ZOH TS T FHRIE N BA LB & e
FR T 75 7. 2000 4E, Kouzarides™ i 45047 7 'k
J& T 30 R LBEAHTE TR, U £ WA A 1
A] B R 5 35 A R A A 1 7] & =1 22 AR W D fg
LB TN T 56 B, 2002 4, Starai 25 ¥
RIFAZ LW TV 1T IR (Salmonella enterica) ]
LT A & B (acetyl-CoA synthetase, Acs) 3 P
HR O (1R 360 2 TR e 2 T 2 T A A i A 1 T I T
AT 770 X T4 R 1 IR LA B AT LR T
UGS J7. B S AR B Fe 0% & SRR
BT R PSRN )RR, B 2 1 8 B P
EBA e 1 BB R 2 N T
5 =B 2006 4E, Kim 25 " K B HeLa 41
FRLRR /N B 40 B 2 b 4 Hh A 2 BE K& 1. 2009
4, Choudhary %5 " 75 A Zuitk 40 i 14 (3 1009 41 e
RPEEH 1750 MEER ERA 3600 > LA
L e MMM REIR, CERAAB i FE m) — L
Z 55 F MR (g O ER . A, 5
) MR TEEY, HE T AN CE it

Z 5 MIEERIAGR . B — RV ST 745 R
KUY, fEZMEZAEY (nEERE. R, KEEE)
(8 AR A7 2B s 1,
1.2 FEZEYNEBRRLEGFECBES

SR A AEEE RE R BB S,
If Hix e 15 2 M i f2 A0 o0 . BLRIGAT B
(Escherichia coli) 15|, 2008 4F, Yu 2 ' % B E.
coli ¥y 85 NMEA T FEA 125 M7 fii LB 12
i, REEARSYES TEAREGHK. RIEAH. %
UL KRR A RN, B)S, Zhang %5 ' IR
IBAE E. coli AFLE 91 NHEA LB B E A T,
Horh 70% B8 A BTSRRI IE AR OC . BEAE HOR
()& &, 2013 4E, Zhang 25 " 1E E. coli th % 5E 5|
349 N OB AL EE A BT 1 070 A ZBEA AL A, FEHL
= Lm s T AT e A s . BRI oW E i
()2 1 o 4 R 40 R st e 1 BT, /Do A TR
REAR . BERRIAIRR . et )i s, X4 E ) RIES
SIS Rk, BIPESEE UM G ThRE. £
— R R EY S. enterica T, Wang 25 " R T
T HA OBAEmR 191 NMEAR, HPArRES
5 TREERE. EEERERZE, 90% KOs
PEAHREEHS 2 B | SERAABIRI4 o ARAT TR BN,
S. enterica W] L EAL FT BEA T 1 H B XS A [A] 5k Yt B
RO 1) S AL Z A TS IR LB T AT
PLid It Ac-CoA F NAD" SR JZ 1 2 fd 1) g R 7S A
S A AR K, $RH SB T oy — PR
AR 2 A R T PR s AR 7 X T
Sang %5 PO B A AR, SR, RS
KU, ZHEITEIES S T RAGFEI T TE (Salmonella
Typhimurium) €352 28, AN BN RREIEL
77 5 77 4

TEHARW A2 A 2 AR E AR 4
Btik, =57 Z2HMAHYRE. A FHEMTE
(Bacillus subtilis) "h 2N E H A BB, 5
ZRIARAE ) E. coli 1 LA £ 59% I E A P,
LRI AN (Erwiniaamylovora) W 96 /N & A i
B 141 AR RE BB, o 44%
Hiz5 T afEH R, B2, TRt
RS, EHAERERLS, SEWEKER
TR — LR [ BB AEAE Z B s B ng i 2
AT (Geobacillus kaustophilus) [¥) 114 N A7 L
(1) 253 MK AR o e, Hrh—5%2 5 1k
% fi#t . TCA 1fi ¥A (tricarboxylic acid cycle). %k 7K 1k
GO FALBERR A R IRERIGH A
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AR Bt R I B s Y. et
A0 A B L KR (Vibrio parahemolyticus) W) B H
JoT % 4 58 B2 A B B I SR AR AR T ——13.6%
HFIE E i (656 1) EEA 1413 MO s X
SRR R IIBE 2 A, £ 88% MR (1 A TR,
HAM oy B T RER R B . g oy P, 5, 7
FEIATLE R IR EEEE B (Streptomyces roseosporus)
HORIL T 10% BB E T (1143 4) B[ 667 AL
BA WA . XU A1 OIS A AR
WA B SR I B (1 R 2B e B i
9 B KT B (Mycobacterium  tuberculosis) 658 /™ 55 H
B B 1128 ML R 8 E B R Az, X
BEARZS TR EEREGREERE, JFHY
ZHERIGAF B YOTTIRTR 8 25 FAT B AN B
HEEFEE LRI S ESEL Y, Hh, 1
T AT R I S Acs. A Tl R ik T A1 2 {1 K] 1
G 1E A 20 PP F B AEIX S5 PR P b 20 46 5 2147
TE CBA B, TR BB IR 4R T B IR A
HEZKIhEE P, BRI, M twberculosis 1 —
B SUNTR B ) PUAR YU S AH DG 1) Bk R i 4 e
FIRAE T CBAEM, $ROR B AL B S A B R A
q]AEYIMHx P,

2 RREY BRI IRE KRB (LS

F G 1) LA AB R HE AL AL fB1 A e Pl R 1
& Ac-CoA 1) LAk 5 A1 e 7% B & B BB R IR

s~ Ac-AMP

-
Glucose —- — — Ac-CoA
Glycolysis

‘Pk\ AcP

R E T e &I FR OB RN . 7EJEAZ D)
Tt T 2 A A S. enterica F E. coli
LPRACAS I8 BN . GNAT K 1) LA
T2 Pat (S. enterica F )/YAQ (E. coli 1, 5|44 Pka)
KA NAD" (1] Surtuin % ¥ 2% 2 BEALEE CobB ()&
T Sirtuin ZK &, Sir2 F)ZELAY ) BT dE (K 1A
1B)* 1, 1 S. enterica F1, Pat 4y 5 ) 2 Bk AL 1
CobB {44 11 25 £ 1t A0 mT LA ae sk 8 =55 B it 117 1) FH >k
WA P RASALE E. coli IR R 4 P A7 AE — 1
i hs i BB RI BRI, H AT YAQ
HME— DRI LR . R BATE E. coli ORI T —
o B 22 SRS YegCo B A& — Fh 22 &R /K
Mg, HOWAERARTE Zn®™ F NAD' 4
B, FFHIAAT TAIFET CobB JEMI 55— A AR
Y (10,

2013 4, Weinert 25 P2 | Fil R e )2 R AR
g AR KB, TE E. coli FAFTE— T i L L IR
(acetyl-phosphate, AcP) #5244 H 219 5 ] 7 7% 216t
IR B B 22 0 Ak e Z A B LA AZ AL
(B 1D). AcP £ 41 g b AN 406 Bl e 40 2 B 5 1) &
Mk, HAFH B EHKCE LK, B2 340
LA AP A B AR I A e . 32 YRQ 4%
(1) £ e AXAE i 1) 8 2R 7 R Tz 2> 152 AP 4% (AL
o Kuhn 25 B 32 F AR [F) A7 2 bR ic i B G B oAR
FIFEUE] T IX—HLUEIRI A7 FE. BB AE B. subtilis M
BAZATRPRFT I (Corynebacterium glutamicum) F145,

\%

Acetate

AckA

&\

YfiQ A
_ " -

D(CHz)s-NH; . D(CHz)a-NH-COOH
~

(NAD") .

YcgC

(A) LW ARG QN S LA ; (B) IKIINAD ) 2 LI L AECOobBA S/ % 4BEIL; (C) YegChr S /IE 4BEL; (D)

AcPAr T ARBEHEAL I Z AL -

1 FEREYHEBRNe-TE CBALIEIRHILEI(LE. coliZgfl)
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RILT AT AcP i) L B AE M Y, 1E E. coli
AL R B, CobB X&) ( B L WA B 1 1)
B ) RIS AcP JE R (AL 2 AL B AL T
A e B,

XoF T 4 BRI R A BB BT T A NI 4G
W HTR A R AL B (Sulfolobu ssolfataricus) A1 [N
SR AR ER B (Archaeoglobus fulgidus) % 5 3| — 48
Pat 1 Sir2 (124, Altman-Price 25 P% i@ it /% 1)
EExt BRI, AEIR IRME £ 'E R & (Haloferax volcanii)
rHAE1E Patl, Pat2. Elp3 =Fh)@ T GCN5 K1) &
iR 2Bk SLHE F W A0 Sir2. Hdal #5 fh2: 2 R4k G,
SR AR B ) gm E R E, WA R, I
7N ISR AE 1 A0 B B B A A

3 REEVIDIREEBRCEMIZImTE

3.1 M AcsHYIE N B ZEL LSRR EE

Acs T LAl P20 [ N AEAL R« ATP R T
A (CoA) A= il Ac-CoA. TEAHE 1, Bk
GNAT il 2 o] LLIE IS 284 — /M2 T Acs 16 4
HO IR ST R R A B, ] ) P2 ) £ T -AMP
(acetyl-AMP, Ac-AMP) Fl1 2 7= ) Ac-CoA 1] ¥ il
25 S AT LR BRIX Al ] P27 S, enterica )
Pat F1 B. subtilis "] AcuA 1157 Acs {] Z kAL, 1M E.
coli WM AR % 5 H WAL Acs TR # %, CobB 1
W S, entericafll E. colit Acsifl 2 2.1k » %%, B.
subtilis [¥] Acs W55 Surtuin R 1) SrN ( Z BIFR A
YhdZ) #1 1 2% KDAC % W 1] AcuC % 2.0 16 41,
1E M. tuberculosis 11, Acs HHZEEL (1M 9FE Ac-CoA)
AW, EALURA E LB M R
Acs # Pat ZBifL &1, FNRFER (cyclic adenosine
monophosphate, CAMP) R] DL 255 %) Pat [, 5200 Pat
ZIRAE Acs™ s Sz, R 2B AR A b AT DL
Acs I13E /7.
3.2 BURMNIFTSERChe YR ZEHLASIHSINE. coli
RIS

E. coli F1J#EEE 1 CheY & — Mt Je N1
A, AT RURBAAE 5 AN SZ AR S B ik
EHEAY b HaE R E E B CheA 7T LIRS 1L
CheY, [RAEATZEIFISEF D], A X 4Em CheY
5L CheZ F13)) 15 1 FliM Z [H] [} F1 770 1
IR AL [ CheY 5 FIIM 45 &, fig 2t 8 B AN I I £
T A Ry IS A e B . T R K 1Y CheY AN F2 €,
CheZ 1157 CheY [ WEERIL "0 B T BERR AL 1S,
CheY 7] A% 4Bt 1E1M . CheY W LALE Acs II1E

FIF LN kS i R 2R kL ™, Bk Rg LA
Ac-CoA N B B A B AL B 2Tk Ak 1
CheY 5 CheA. CheZ 1 FIiM [ 3 Fl /3 [% i 1“7,
CobB i it 2 2 Bk 4k CheY I #4k s B ¥, AH ot
T CheY IR IR M AE MR 1 Fh T 1 58 Ak 1 AL
CheY 1) £ A4 A2 1 D0) % 22 1% b 1 45 48 B s A0 1.
CheY ) Z Mt A0 A 1 AT R A AZ 1 2 8] 318 F A A2 B
8% (crosstalk), BERR AL 2| ZBEAL B KA. B
Ak 1E, CheA B AcP A5 1B B2 A A& 1 = i
CheY [f] Z.BEAAB R, 1 CheZ (2R A X AT
LA 55 CheY 1] 2 BEAL1E 1 ™. CheY X 7 Pl %
JE1&1fi (post-translational modification, PTM) 2 [H] ) H
RE NS Z i, HEIE BT
3.3 ZEEBIRIATEARENRERERRAlba
5DNAZEHIRE

HAZADHH B E R N- KA 25 O
B, BRZ FZEM. B EAEE. BRI A
TS SE R B T 2 B8R (%509 (histone code), 7E—ik
HAE PR HER, BT MR R e
H _FAFEAE PTM, 51— g5 an S. solfataricus H )
KA HE M. Alba (acetylation lowers binding affinity)
FAE Sulfolobus I FLELZ () —FhHE % — 455 DNA
gt R AR, e Lysl6 1) LB B2 AR I
5 DNA 2 Al ff) 35 A1 /7. Alba R] #% Sulfolobus (¥
Pat i1 Sir2 {28 43 53 2, B b 25 2Bk 1k P2
TE 53— W AR A. fulgidus T, Sir2 [ [FEEY)A] LLE
Bi Alba ) Lys11 £7 ) £ 4= ™, DL E g5 % 0,
TE 7 A B A7 AE 5 A R B Pat/Sir2 2RI R4 /
XN ARG S 5 B .
3.4 E[EA RLAIEEF(regulator capsule synthesis
B, ResB) 5% RIS = Bl S Bt (L (8 1H 52

ResB &5 54l E. coli MG SEFEIE
AIEEE S AR E 55 S RGN RN Ty, BT
PLE ik 5 5 B Y5 — 2R AR Bl AT ResA TE 1l U
TRk G DNA, B0 BCE ) R Ui B bR g
M. O 7R A, ResB/ResA —RAKA] DL
0] 15 5 B A2 10 & A Ok B AIRDC B TR 1) R IK .
Thao % B9 @i 7R AN iE YAQ IR 75 K I
ResB 1 e/ YAQ IR #H— LRk, L
T ResB 4 H DNA 45 & X o BRE - 54 4 -o 1R )iE
FEAA (helix-turn-helix motif, HTH) [£] Lys180 f5 Z.Bt4k.
&, FEMASNZ YAQ LTk F CobB % Z 1AL 1
W ARAPSLEGFR I, Lys180 A7 LB I& 1 mT &
fik ResB 45 & fIRDC J3 5T I BE 11, fift B ResB Xf
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ARDC R F L) B,

ResB it 2 5 45 — Mol LLUBOE B F2 € o
K801 AE g i 7 RNA K (rprd) W3 . Hu
2 BV, ResB (1 R A0 A& 1 R 2, 185 Ak A& 1 B AT
CLEEIH rprd W65k . AR s R ER, Hiksb
SeEG S5 R, EAR N YRQ JEAfE 41 4L ResB.
M {E cobB BRI FR M, ResB 1 LMAL K- T
i, rprA W SoK S ) 52 B Al AT 8 R R,
Lys154 5% Jk (1) £ Bk A A2 11 7] BE 4 i ResB 3% /7.
LI T8 15 R I TR R S5 R - SR A AEAR ) K
FEiREDRE. DL EBRR, F—ANEEE R
R Rt (1) C e AXAE i BT DARD BIAS [R] R R 45 1R
3.5 RNAZATH(RNA polymerase, RNAP) ol £
PEML =8 SR AL AZ IR N cpx PIa B F RO 3% 3%

RNAP #Z 0 E AW AT By B o a)
H s, HorhH rpoA % b5 (1) a M A H N- R, C-
A i A A ] R R PR 2 IR 2L A . RNAP o EEE ) C-
Kz 5 7 RNA EAEX DNA §456F )3 3h 11
Woile 25 WA E BT R 70 REE sy 1 FE1E CpxR
Xk LR RN S Cpx A 4L R T CpxA/R XU 15
SRR, cpxP J5 BT EOE KT RNAP
FIE K T CpxR. E. coli 1 RNAP o W% C- K Ui
Lys298 ] Z Bt A0 AZ 1 43 T 0 2 0% A0 YARQ, %1&
i X 6 A FE A S 10 cpxP 1) e Sk R b T B
RNAP o W% C- Aim 75 — L 53 Lys291 () LBtk 12
s 2 410 1) 2 2 B ) epxeP WO oR, AL I E
WA % YAQ W%, 1AL & nl a5z 2 HAh K 2
ALl 2 AR R AL 1 Z BV 7 X T T
KW, F—NEAE BRSSO B A E R
AR B TRE .

3.6 ZELLIEIRIRSZEZELEER (RNase R)AIFE
EM

RNase R & —F7E E. coli 1] IZAFAEI N IR
VEAZ TR . 2 AT 00 40 P 7E 52 31 — 28 % 77 ) 3
(AR BE HE N FR e I, RNase R 2 5
A 3~10 51 R, Liang 25 "V K I, E. coli
1 RNase R [FFeE PEFIE & 15 52 3| LB AL B 1A %
16X H IR, YAQ 1 P Z k1L RNase R ] Lys544
Bk FE, f# RNase R 5 tmRNA-SmpB & &2 8 1)
FHEAE B %, 1 5 #% 0] LA/ 3 RNase R [FIP##,
DA 76 S # 17] RNase R [ v TR BV, e fe
WEE AR s AL, N YARQ I8 A K
FAFT R, F#{K T RNase R i) LWL /K, 55
7 RNase R ffifaE it &,

3.7 CEAURIREEN-BRES BRO- OB
(N-hydroxyarylamine O-acetyltransferase, NhoA)gY
&

2013 4, Zhang 55 " HI 2 (R AL AP A
il 5 i 1% E. coli CobB JE¥IIJ7i%, KT CobB
A REM ) N- BB D5 5 1% O- LBEF: #2188 (NhoA).
I 5T 2 B FSE RURAR, AR E T NhoA KA
CEAAE T 1) 3 A A Lys214 F Lys281, H
Lys214 ) L BEACAE VAR L 58 v o WA 1R T 0 BT R W
NhoA 13X P AN 81 52 R R Bk 1 Zu B AL 2 5% T 122 T 1)
O- LT B4 4 g (OAT) Fl N- LR F i #2  (NAT)
TEPE. DRI, RIS R £ B AR T E AR AP A A
P AE N EBRES 1T NhoA FA¥EE .
3.8  ZERKAEIH AT 5E TS AR AL EE-AMPIE e ER (fatty
acyl-AMP ligase, FadD33; 3l AMbtM)HI5E S

FE R A 1A 1228, RIEF MRS,
BRn R E AR . IX e B ] I AU IR S 1
FAMA MR TTER . G BT (M. tuberculosis)
AT LA P AR A « SRR 2 B AR KR (my-
cobactin) Al ] ¥ 14 1) 2 3 79 B AT 18 A K Z (carbox-
ymycobactin), mbt-1 5[5 % (Mbtd~J) 7157 3 £ AF
BAEKEMES R, 1M mbt-2 K% (MbtK~N) 171 37
W — A5 T 1) I 07 R 1 s A TR AR K R
BRIRIEN e- I L Y, % A2 Jo 7 2 FadD33 i
4 B W5 . Vergnolle %5 " (¥ BfF 53 2 W, 7E 14 41,
0t 35 43 B #F B (Mycobacterium smegmatis) FadD33
(1) Lys260 F11 Lys511 {7 & 7] LA# Pat ZFkAL, &1
TBBEZ BES  25 £ WAL DAc] AT BLf# R FadD33
) LB, DAc2 AIAREZL LAk FadD33. %
B} FadD33 [¥)3% /3 W] 43 5l %2 3] Pat 1) £ 84 1 DAc1
IR . PL R RIEIR, I B B v] fe
Wi EE 25 M tuberculosis N A2 15 £ ot F2 1 1§
FadD33 {3 42 ARl e
3.9 ZRii2inEdEIEDNAKRIRS & EAKus
MIDNA# R IEE

FEFAZ A, JERE AR S+ (non-homologous
end joining, NHEJ) 4 ML {£& %I DNA X4 W7 %4 (DNA
double-strand break, DSB) f)—FEE 7720, XFHEH
SH 4 FF Fe e P % OC HE B, Ku 2y NHEJ i B o %
DSB ] /% %2 &%, 1E 45 & F Wr & 1) DNA K i )=
Ku-DNA 5 & )48 55l ok kb B DNA K, B 5%
PR L TP R IR — MR B B DNA [ > W K
st Ku Xf DNA (855 %A P aosive, HEZAE
YId i) Ku o] A 28k 2 24k, B, SUMO
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(small ubiquitin-like modifier) 1, 1& #ffi. £ 40 & 4,
NHEJ £401% i1 Ku 1 DNA Z#20 LigD 21, 7£ M.
smegmatis *P', Sir2 ] [EJE )18 1L 5 Ku A1 LigD #H
HAER, 25 NHEJ 22l . B)5 Zhou % 1
B e B N RAZ SR8 1 7%, 2 T Ku
BAZ AR S BB, IF &K Ku 1) Lys29
B B AAB I 2 5 Ku B A RIS . 1 sir2 mif
BREHRT, Ku i) 2B miK-FAaE A & Eia
oAs, HEoR8 Ku 1T LAY Sir2 2 248k ), XA E R
RILANTH 1) DNA #4518 B & 5 B A QBB i,
R4 JE I LA R ) DNA 3 & ML FE H 1 # 510.
3.10 ZEtiLEsYHiQHE kiR HIZEM

YAQ /& H il E. coli 1 ME— ) e- &I - LMk
Ry, AZEMEEAR, X C KigAA—4
5 GNAT ZJi LW R B [ IR 45 & Ac-CoA 1
2, N-Kin 58550 A & 8§ (acyl-CoA
synthetase) A 5 5 [P . < BIA RIEUEIA E. coli
i YHQ FAEHE LB B Y, I H GNAT %
WRIIVE 2 RN ERE AR ™ SR sk,
E. coli 1] YAQ TEIE W A Afa e BV ZAR 5 07 (E Ac-
CoA Itf, YfiQ 7 Lys146. Lys149. Lys391. Lys447.
Lys635 KAEH & WAk, ¥ R Y 5 4k 5 A e 1
ATH ORI 1 1 N SRR . IX Fb & W4k ] BLid I CobB
KO, DL R R R, YARQ 7] DIEN Ac-
CoA WKFEMRZ 38 KA B SIAL, 1RIETE R\ FRAE,
P B AR E T A B S, I8 S0 B CoA I FEAN
Ac-CoA [173d i B 1,
3.1 #HREFRutREEZELEEREREMH B
TS SR

E. coli ") RutR 5 FL 4% %5 e Ay ms e AT 6 AH
KM TF rutABCDEFG HIRE 0. Gk K E
N TetR B s 2 R 1 IR A 2 —, J5 1 4 15
2 L 1% TR & J I (carbamoyl phosphate synthase)
1) carAB ¥ 9\ T . RutR 7E )3 3T L n] DU 15 3%
EAORIEIER, mRE RS SR . AR IRIS
RutR 7E Lys52 il Lys62 {7 s 2Bzt . fEAR4h,
RutR 7] LA#% YegC % 4 Wifk, AL N- i 70 H
KK RN ERIL YegC £ (K RutR L HE A6 12
i KF, RutR B AN S8 I K] tpmrD 1 ged 1) 334
R PEC. IR, RutR I H YegC %
LAY, B E I A S AR R R T, RutR (1)
BB TR IEH Ik B,
3.12 HFRHVEEFHIDR ZE L& ims i EiRE 4

TEAME R (A RBE & TRIEIAET )

FI 3 B0 5 7 HilD/HIIC/RtsA (IR T, i
sk R 7 HIlA W] BLE 5 B0E I T RO S0 B 1
(Salmonella pathogenicity island 1, SPI-1) ffj4% 5% 17,
SPI-1 2 i 1) 2508 B 1 B J 48 1 1 T 28 930 R 45t
(type III secretion system, T3SS) 43 74 FI| 41 B fd b,
515 FAMH & AR AEMEER Y. Sang 2 P
FEREFE SR ACAS A ER A 2890 113 S. Typhimurium
8 1 T D8 ), ad o 43 A i s Al s o IR
SPI-1 JEA Rk — @ A2 FE B Pat, 3 — 2B
TR W, Pat X SPI-1 (13 % & 1 HilD /+ S : 2
MEALHE I HIlD SR E Az e 1, et hild FERI %,
FEXE SPI-1 B BE A HEE X R H, S
Typhimurium 38 it 0] 30 1) 2 B4 A1 R S0 i 3% E 1)
AP
313  ZELEEIRINEI R BT & B PhoP SDNALS
AHIEE

A T B I RS2 AR A A SR SR, H
EAETE £ A . PhoQ ( 4120 B & 4G )/
PhoP ( BT8R A ) WAH S E 5T RA R OHE
oI TIRBEAE N IR 22 Pt B A% 38 70 SR, 9 55 )
fE o E. BB PhoQ 52 R 4M1E 5 Ja k4B
H IR AL, I 5 1ol IR ik A1 1% 3 25 PhoP. B IR AL 11
PhoP 4 T-HUEIRES, 51 B & phoP JEF AN ik
Rl G 5% 1, A% B, S, Typhimurium ] PhoP
A LA2y il Pat Z kAL AT CobB % ZWifk. 44k 5
Mg™" B FIRFE PR 52 B BRI s B v i 1 &
I B, S. Typhimurium H PhoP [ C- ¥ DNA 45 &
S5 K HTH P Lys201 47 25 1 2Bk AL 7K 7 FR A,
fiedk 1 PhoP 55 DNA 455, Wu& 1 PhoP Tt
A% 5% . PhoP KA WAt )5, S. Typhimurium [
BIREAG, T1E /N B 9 04 B 9ORE [ VAR 55
J35h, Lys201 () S BEALAE 1 JE AN BEAS PhoP (1 % R
o X—HFFTFRY], PhoP Lys201 [ % £ Bk AL R IE
TITTEIRIE N 2 Fh A /), 5% S, Typhimurium
SR R e U,
3.14  ZERALAEIRINEIAZPEAZER JMJIBRIT (ribonu-
clease II, RNase IN) {4t 3E 5

RNase II /& RNase R ] [[] Ji 47, 7] M 3' 2 5
Uti K fifE RNA. E. coli H1 90% A% W8 1% R 70U g 3%
4 # >k Y5 T RNase II. RNase II 35 4 A o0 Fff 30T 1)
Lys501 (1) £, Bk Ak A& 4 ml e ok PR AR 5 ISP 1 45 4 R
13, oM HAEALTEYE  RNase IT I Lys501 7 2Bk
1& 1 3F /N 8% I RNase 11 ) 2 52 P Y. 20 Bk 1k B
Y1iQ 12 Z AL EfF CobB 1] 43 Jjl] I 471 1§ RNase 11
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1) LB . YRS R, E. coli  RNase II
Lys501 (1) S WA 0K BT, GBS AR, I
7~ RNase 1T (1) 2 B A0 A2 1 W] g 3l 1 52 me) % 6 14
RNA (ribosomal RNA, rRNA) [1] [ fig $1 il 40 i 1) 4=
Koo XA KR I B AZ R AT DAIR 2 40 B P A% b
RN BE s 77 U,
315 FEBE-RNAS RLEG(aminoacyl-tRNA synthetase,
aaRS)FE L IE 1= B ZER AL IEIHRAVHD S

aaRS fi# 1 & L FR A1 tRNA 2 ] ) Fig 4k ¢ B,
FE il FE Ik -tRNA (aminoacyl-tRNA, aa-tRNA), A
EEHBREYE SRR M E. coli B]NHIEH
Jo2H 257K T 1 22 IS 8 # K B aaRS R kAL
Bifi. ARSI ERKRLIERKH, £ E. coli b
I Fh aaRS ( FRZ Mk -tRNA & Bl FUS 2 ik -tRNA
G ) BAAEE Z A ST OB, BT —
AT LLRIA SE s S WAL 2 IR PR BRI B B T &
Gu, ARSI E RIS T B A Rk A, A
A TR S = R Tk 22 1) 2 TR A A i T LS T i 1) 2
FEWEALTE 77, R\ BB AT B /E N — Fh aaRS
B s DTG, EREAREIEEE. HHh, &4
SR, AcP #1 CobB ] BE S 5 15 i & 1) £ Tk
B, T YAQ FEAREAEX M aaRS B Wik £
Witk . DL ERFFRAE RSN T LA IE TN Ta 25 aaRS
RAEEMATE 77 T E A R R I CE TR T T RE
4 RE

AR, LB RIPUIATI & PR
WHAR . EES RS2 MHEARRD SR R
TEE BB REE, FE T EE LB E
M), ORI 22 1 S5 AR T B I AL
BAHTS LRI S 5 . (HE R T gl S R a]
W) LB I TR IR ZTE L. thAh, HET
TEJEAZ A ORI OB 25 BRI FR A
B, SR EHE AR K E 2 1 Ll
BRI 7 EE AR IR R HAL — 28N,
CoA. Ac-CoA. NAD'. HH Ik % (nicotinamide, NAM)
SN R B AN 2 AL B AR o AR IR AR AR
Y, AcP /S LA B TR AL TR A B
B, X FRAEREAE AL B IR RS BRALE, e AN
i AR I 1) £ T A A2 A A LG R A DD R S 22
S, CEAN R PR o 20 B P RS AL ) T 45 A AR
VAN i N G e A I PR i L P

LB RTE 2o At 1 VF 29 B
ezt E Bl AHA ARG R, BRESAGLS

A 7TV A P B A 22
W%, P87 S A AR Ut ] e o 3 423K 6 7 R
SKFZ H 5 K Zh REAN A0 L £ W =2 ThRg . Jadh, &
PO A A W O R 92 LA QB 3 A I 6 g i 2 s 7 1)
FEwpLEl, e 5 AR ) PTM (anBii L &4 )
[ crosstalk, £ AR AZ Ui 0 1] 25 5 3 15 5 i T [k 4
NARAE EANRAE R, R R R TR T ) .
TS A% AP0 5 5T LA AB Ui B Rkt 72
B JE IR IR AL 251, freidt NS A RREA HE DTk
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