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Establishment of a QSAR model based on the joint effects of quorum
sensing inhibitors and sulfonamides on Escherichia Coli
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(1. College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Guilin University of Technology, Guilin, 541004, China;

2. State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control and Resource Reuse, College of Environmental Science and

Engineering, Tongji University, Shanghai, 200092, China)

Abstract: Single and combined toxicity of seven sulfonamides ( SAs) and three quorum sensing
inhibitors (QSIs) were measured on the model organism E. coli. The results showed that their joint

toxic actions were antagonism and addition. In addition, molecular docking was used to calculate the

E\ 4 value by stimulating the interactions of SAs and QSls with Dihydro folate synthase ( DPHs)
and E. coli fami protein SdiA. Based on the E\; ;. value and the octanol-water partition coefficient
Ky (miv) » the QSAR model of joint effects of SAs and QSIs was established with a good correlation

(R*=0.901). The work can provide a theoretical basis and technical support on the ecological risk
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assessment and prediction of joint effects of SAs and QSIs.

Keywords : quorum sensing inhibitor, sulfonamide antibiotics, Escherichia Coli, combined toxicity.

UTAR SR B AR 2 (SAs) JE il WM 1, R 2800 A0 & 7= 2 T Btk S U i R B T
P, P EHTRRCRAE B XS PUA 7 A P AR PRIy e i PR ) R0, A W 90 B A S 0T 2 1 A S vz 1
il 350 (QSIs) VE A B AE R AR . QSTs T LU= {55 22 &R N e 2L 5 ( AHL) K% 1Y) AHL P figt ifg
R R AN, (QS) RGEABESG 2 B T 3L i P B IR R 5 5 TR S5 5 0 F
(32 PR A Se PSS A NITTBEHIBERE R QS R 40, dF sk BIPT R MR S AEk A AL QSls HHid:
FEA 2, LR B S A PR SCR , IR R 45 1 W KA RS A7 i T R, R Ay B ik — 25 T
JRABATT IR & FEEDT Y.

KTFHARE QSIs MG T, RS RTHC TP 7885 TAE. RZWFR T 3 28 QSIs ( Wk i
2 LS FRSE RIS AL G 9) 5 SAs BYERG 2B PERENE , A BB SR B AT TR IS 2 ik Ak A W i 2
PERE A B EEA AN, SR MRS B AR BT KIAAT 1Y 24 h 180 2RI HSHIEH,
INHATRESE T SAs f23E T E. coli RN SdiA FFIRYFRIE , BUEEH 5 QSIs 456, 1D HAE WA 307
T, TSSOSO ) 7= 2R AR SR ASUE e T 8RS, OF B AR D, BTk =
XA FE I 1 2 AT HT AR

SE AR TE PEAH DG (QSAR) MRS | 2 i F #EIR 1155 75 I MG 2 7 W i 52 A MLAL & 90 19 45 514
FRAE A R AR T LA M 2 I A G R T H AT, T B 2T R T A i A T T
W, KT KT AT SHC ™ AR R R AR T R By, RAEACE ) S5 ¥ UM BLAE
PSR Deng " SR E,, ., MHEE T SAs XoF B 52 & G B 4 #E 25 19 DHPS Al LuxR 1) QSAR #E%! (R
A3 AETF 0.785 F10.760) , 43T TR AT B 52 B SGAT R A A8 PEIK & 35 1, JEHR 1T BE T homesis IR{2 5
S EEMENLEL Zou ™ N W FET E,,, 10 SAs R 36 25G0) (TMP ) T 2% FC OB (1 QSAR BRI (R® =
0.818) , 5 HIGIEM QF oy, M 0.797 , Wi Z 25/NF 0.3V FREABIARLELAT R A1l B s fid bk

A 5T L2 B 2 A W) KM AT TR A R 32 2B W, BEBR 7 BB SAs (SCP L SPY ,SMX,SDX,SQ . SM |
SMP) 55 3 it QSIs(MF VP \HPL) YERWFFEXT S -5 T QSIs 5 SAs BRAREHERN, BIA E,, SR G
ERE K BRI K, T, BESL— AT QSTs 5 SAs BEA MR QSAR #EAL, LIIh QSIs H4ik
BRI A PR A A UG AN T LA S 5 Pk Pt 2 (4 — 2 it 5 Al

1 #ES 1 ( Materials and methods)

1.1 A5y

SAs . fisf it — HH JEMERE (SCP) | fiff e Mk BE (SPY) | fiff Jiie HH W s ( SMIX) | ] 4550k e ( SDX) i e s 0 il
(SQ) s e %t B A2 IE (SM) it il 480k 128 ( SMIP ) . QST : 3-HH KE-2-( 5H) -BE M i) ( MF ) \N-Z 45 J ik s
LEli (VP) | (R) -3-MLME BifE (HPL) .SAs Fl QSIs ¥ [ Sigma-Aldrich fb2# i i A B2 ] ( St. Louis, MO,
USA) A A, 2l B35 2 A i LB AR RS B 3R | R ARSI E W) Escherichia coli (MG1655) ,
) H Biovector Science SZ56 %S
1.2 BEFR3E SR el

(1) BER AL

A3 HIFRH10.0 g SAALEN,25.0 ¢ B FIHR, 12.5 ¢ BEREE T 1000 mL ZE48 K | 44 228 15 W 08 1 326
B, $%J5 H NaOH 5% HCI 14 pH {E°A 7.0+0.2, 7025 T 250 mL HEJEIRHT | FH G ik e ZE Fn 4 Bz 4060 2291
SRFLE TR 121 C R KB 20 min, BEGEHEAET 4 °C VKA T RAE.

(2) TAEE AL

WU A P 5 75 250 — AR MR 3R 3 | DAFEFR IR — R0 BRI/ NI B AN A B 5 mL YRS IR 5L
F/INMFETE R, 37 CTERAR R R 6 h Z X450 A: K0 B R B2 0 PR 8. JBUAh - Xeh B50: 1 SB 0 A RO AL 31
1% NaCl ¥R, A3 40 2 BE IR 1000 cell-mL ™" 247, 7ERE S1HEFE 40 min J5 T 2EPED 2.
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Table 1 Reagent information

e hIcamR P &1 ST E [k CAS
No.  Chinese name English name Molecular structure Abbreviation
/O
0] > g '’
1 Tl i — P R g Sulfachloropyridazine \ 7 SCP 80-32-0
a NA
N=N NE,
N
N . LN N\
2 it JHig bk g Sulfapyridine S / — SPY 144-83-2
110
O
~N
O
N)y—NH NH,
30 mUME A Sulfamethoxazole SN N SMX 723-46-6
07\
0}
NH,
N
CINGS
4 JAREE Sulfadoxine o SDX 2447-57-6
NZ ~
!
N O
[
HN,
5 R Sulfaquinoxaline QS i~ S0 59-40-5

N HN /N \ /
6 BERTHEMEIE  Sulfameter J/ \<N 0 SM 651-06-9
- —

/]
O/ [0]
H
o N< S//
7 i Jiig H ARk 18R Sulfamethoxypyridazine « lN (;’ SMP 80-35-3
\O N
NH,
3- -2-(5H)- —
8 EP% (5H) 3-Methyl-2( 5H) -furanone d MF 22122-36-7
T o
(6]
N-Z & 5 Iy
9 o Zj e N-Vinyl-2-pyrrolidone \/N VP 88-12-0
St il
(0]
OH
10 (R) -3-MH & Jo e (R) -3-Hydroxypyrrolidine / ; HPL 2799-21-5
N
H

1.3 R

RO I A5 0 P e — P RE I 0 ( DMISO ) T i) i i B2 4 i B B VT, SIS 3R R T 19 NaCl i B
SEXTEORR EE R 5, A 96 FLEGARAR 1, BEALILIA 200 pL &G LG S5 X TAERMR IR A4, %=
FI4LLL 1% B NaCl AL PR3, R B R TE 37 C T ARGHEFR 12 ho R A B BRI %
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£ 600 nm FRFRM OD A, L AES AR E DS 12 MRIERE 3 VAT, FATHE AR IR 25 R 15K

hibition (1) = 2~ P 1000 1
n11t10n()—TX (4 ()

Cy Cy

ECay © ECyy (2)
Hrr,0DH E.coli TETLHFAET T B2 11 OD “FX{H, b OD A2 E I N 4l 9 OD “F-34{H.C  Fi
Cy TR AR FREEN TN I B —T5 344 (A B) FETR A A R I BE R MR BE (mol - L7') 5 ECy, A1 EC o 53
IR 15 Y ) B — 5 YL (1) OOV R
1.4 BdEabs

fdiFi] SPSS 16.0 software (SPSS) Gei 43 Hr 4 4 HEATHUE B9 PG 23 B, FIFHAROC REL(R? ) hRifEiR 22
(SE) \Fisher value( F) J i & P 7K (P) XF LG BB 43 #1. R F Adobe illustrator CS5 % Origin 8.0
22K
15 TR By BT

WG &Y E A BFEVLHIIFFE, N PDB protein data bank (http://www.pdb.org) $REASZEALE WY
EARSER (1 =245 . HFRHEEE 11 DHPS 5 SdiA 1) PDB J§5- 43511/ TAJO 5 4LFU.

i Accelrys 23 7] F) Discovery Studio (v3.1) P8 CDOKER Jy % #4740 F X #, R H CDOKER
interaction energy ( E,, .., ) fE NI SEC TR 6 Rl ek e w42
1.6 K, () PIH5E

K, ooy TSI AR (3) B

18 Ky iy = 1 21 % (K,),} (3)
K, iy FIR G WE B KL R B, n SRR G W H LB DB« IR B TP B ) § B IR 43
B, (K, EEY i iSEm- K oI R AL
1.7 QSAR R[4 2
MRS T X5 B SEA3 21 QSTs A SAs R 30 2R 11 2 JR0AH FAF FTEG By, (D, ST IE T By
FK,, (i) 19 QSAR A

TU, =

mix)

2 R 51718 (Results and discussion)
2.1 QSIs 5 SAs X R v 1) B — B
QSIs 5 SAs X RMHAT I 1Y FA— g AR Ik 2 FE 1 s,

%2 QSIs 5 SAs X KIAFFIE 1Y B — MR
Table 2 The single toxicity of QSIs and SAs on E. coli

P TR AR PRMW/ ECsy/ Eyinding” K o
No. Abbreviation (g-mol™") (mol-L7") (keal-mol™") o
1 SCP 284.72 2.09x107° -35.800 0.31
2 SPY 249.29 9.33%x107° —-29.346 0.53
3 SMX 253.28 2.45%x1077 —28.347 0.48
4 SDX 310.33 5.89x107° -35.780 0.24
5 SMP 280.3 3.09x107° -31.703 0.20
6 SM 280.3 5.13x107° -36.079 0.26
7 SQ 300.34 1.95x107° —-34.475 0.84
8 MF 98.1 3.09x1072 -18.604 0.03
9 VP 111.14 5.75%x1072 -21.344 0.25
10 HPL 87.12 1.35x1072 —-18.183 0.92

. K, BIEZAE & Y 9D AR I A BE 7, B0 R U F 5 F EPIWEB 4.0. K, characterize the ability of the compound across the cell
membrane, data from the software EPIWEB 4.0; PRMW FE1FALE Yy EE /R JFi 5. RMW characterize the molar mass of the compound
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B 1 QSIs 5 SAs X RIHFF R —REPE LA
Fig.1 Comparisons of the single toxicity of QSIs and SAs on E.coli

1 AT LLE H, SAs BITEPE SRS KT QSIs, I FH EC, #AF A9 MK /NIUF 4. SMX > SQ > SCP >
SMP > SM > SDX > SPY > HPL > MF > VP.7E SAs Kb &54 1, SPY MaEtE & /MR, H EC, o0 9.33%
107 mol - L™ ; SMX fFEME R i K iy, H EC,,  2.45% 1077 mol - L™ 7 QSIs H1, VP 1 EF 1 2 fe /M, H
EC,,H 5.75%107 mol - L ™' ; HPL [ ZEPE &5 K I%, ECy, H 1.35%107% mol - L.

2.2 QSIs 5 SAs X KA HF B iy & 20k

7 i SAs 5 3 Fl QSIs ) I nF R IR G B SL I A R K 3 o AWK 3 hRTLIE R, QSIs 5
SAs MEKA BEPESCIG A5 R INHIIMVE A 9 41, TU fATE 0.87—1.14 Z (8], R A HEEHEH LA
11 41, TU fE7E 1.25—1.88 Z[H].MF 5 6 it SAs (YBA TR MR KBNS BT S HIMVER, VP 5 7 F SAs
ZRIAAIIER , HPL 5 7 F SAs JLF-RICAFEHUEM. A MF5E R R B SAs RERS I
KIEH A LuxR 2K KBFF# Y SdiA J& LuxR MEGE A, O A& SAs BEME ¥E K FT
B SdiA 5 3357 SAs 5 QSIs FUFLRIVEA T, QSIs 5 AHL S5 4+45 4 SdiA |, 1M SAs fEiF SdiA H )
A, QSIs 5 SdiA 458 F %, I AE K1Y QSIs, U 35 H/E . SAs 5 QSIs B4/ L 3t A
JAER , 34 PR SAs X #EEE 1 DHPS #l i — &0 FR A BUAE FH T4 SdiA i e #E4E T , eI SAs
FZERIXT DHPS {EPEA IR, BI04 W0 45 VR R TR AR A 1, AT R B AR AR . SAs 5
QSIs BRATE, HLAR A 22 B 72 K 55 5% 0 #0 R (1 45 A i AR A 2 o,

2.3 BTN A B QSAR B A

ARITTEVAL AL %t A= PR 6 B P00 AT SR FH A8 43 3R AE . — A2k B AL ARSI 6 P 1) 25 i i
i — A YA NG, 5 BARRE AL S ER TR — e &9, SRR R R TS
K, RAE BRI TR ENTT R K, o BRI BRI AR G5 B bR
FUNZS AR E g, TR T HE FHF QSAR BRI AL, T AT AL &5 W (0 1 369 J 3 138 FHASE
RS RE R PEDLER > R AR SCH A K, ) RTRR A 0 ZE R B, 268 SAs 5 QSIs Al H AR 2E
ZIAHEAE S B BE By, EVE A RAESEL, 55 M BEEEUE 1g(1/ECy,,,. ) (AFIJH SPSS 4 #E1T
[BH AT, 57 A9 QSAR FERIUNT .

Cy

C
-1gEC,,,. =4.322-19.026 (Ac] XE i ingn +0. 1 59(

A+B

J ><E’I)indingB +O' ] SOKOV\( mix)

A+ B
(n=20, R*=0.901, R, =0.882, SE=0.112, F=48372, P=0.000) (4)
adj

XA, €, 0 SAs [ 8— ECy,, €, R QSIs I H— ECs), E,j i N SAs 5 DHPS [MZ5 G HE E, s N QSIs 5
SdiA IS5 ERE, K, (i N SAs 5 QSIs IR A FBE-7K 53 4K

FIRRE RS H B IS 0 R, R AR )y FRALA PEBE  EBE R4 R R (R, 2R
A AR LA BB R I R 0.901, R, =0.882, 1] UL AR A 4UL A D B S B4 19, EHH SAs 5 QSIs
MEEE MY B, 5K, ZBAT BT A AR .
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3 SAs 5 QSIs X RGHF B MBS BEPEEIR
Table 3 The combined toxicity of SAs and QSIs on E. coli

[T,
e B €/ Cy/ ECsomn/ ) (BCg,)  TUg Eio%flltjyﬂ 1K i
No. (mol-L™")  (mol-L™")  (mol-L") effoct
1 scp MF 2.09x10°  3.09x1072  1.28x1072 1.89 1.51 I 1.96
2 SCP VP 2.09x10°  5.75x1072  6.68x1072 1.18 1.34 Hbi 2.06
3 SCP HPL  2.09x107®  1.35x1072  1.01x1072 2.00 1.86 it 2.23
4 SPY MF 9.33x107°  3.09x1072  1.41x1072 1.85 1.39 EEI 2.19
5 SPY VP 9.33x10°  5.75x1072  5.41x1072 1.27 1.25 bt 2.25
6 SPY HPL  9.33x107®  1.35x107%  5.59x107° 2.25 0.87 AH T 2.36
7 SMX MF 2.45x1077  3.09x1072  3.31x107 1.48 1.27 EEA 2.15
8 SMX VP 2.45%107  5.75%1072  4.69x1072 1.33 1.1 AN 2.22
9 SMX HPL  245x107  1.35x1072  1.22x1072 1.91 1.88 it 2.34
10 SDX MF 5.89x107°  3.09x1072  1.80x107 1.74 1.06 | 1.85
11 SDX VP 5.89x107°  5.75x1072  4.11x1072 1.39 0.93 AR 1.98
12 SDX HPL  5.89x107°  1.35x1072  1.02x1072 1.99 1.51 i 2.17
13 SMP MF 3.09x107°  3.09x1072  1.51x1072 1.82 1.1 AN 1.78
14 SMP VP 3.09x10° 5751072 5.40x107 1.27 0.99 AN 1.93
15 SMP HPL  3.09x107°  1.35x1072  1.08x1072 1.97 1.28 Hbi 2.14
16 SM MF 5.13x107®  3.09x1072  1.80x1072 1.74 1.03 AH T 1.89
17 SM VP 5.13x107°  5.75x1072  5.03x107 1.30 1.08 AN 2.01
18 SM HPL  5.13x10™®  1.35x1072  1.16x1072 1.94 1.65 Hbi 2.19
19 SQ VP 1.95x107°  5.75x1072  5.71x1072 1.24 1.14 AH T 2.43
20 SQ HPL  1.95x107®  1.35x1072  1.29x1072 1.89 1.49 EEA 2.50

T Ky (i) HE I ESHAX(3) K, (mix) calculated with reference to equation (3).

EbindingB

e DHPS
EbmdmgA

2 QSIs 5 SAs R A1 L B
Fig.2 Hypothesized mechanism for the combined toxicity between QSIs and SAs

2.4 BERLE FU

FH BT ST 1) QSAR BAIXT 10 LIRS BEPEBE R AT P00, T {6 e 3% 25 i 45 SR DL 3R 4. A 3R 4 AT L
TIN5 S0 (AR B W) A, 3R 2ZEE AR

FIH QSAR 1°;~ﬁ”ﬁﬁ(4) Xt 10 A R B PEA T 00, X B A TR, 45 R LR 3. T
550 (B B B A A PE (R*=0.913,SE = 0.096, F =91.159, P = 0.000 ) & B 41 B R 47 (1) T fig
71, W AR A YA 2t T
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Table 4 Experimental and predicted values of binary mixture toxicity
jea=] C./ Cy/ S T B2
A B _ _ Endingn  Evindings Kowa owB N N .
No. (mol-L')  (mol-L7") lg(1/ECsp) 1g(1/ECsp,5,)  Residuals
1 SSz VP 4.68x107° 5.75x1072  -35.18 -21.34 1.03 0.25 1.32 1.36 -0.03
2 SSZ HPL 4.68x107° 1.35x1072  -35.18 -18.18 1.03 0.92 1.92 2.05 -0.13
3 SMZ7, VP 8.32x107° 5.75x1072  -36.43 -21.34 0.76 0.25 1.35 1.39 -0.04
4 SMZ HPL 8.32x107°° 1.35x1072  -36.43 -18.18 0.76 0.92 2.20 2.23 -0.03
5 SMM vp 1.95x107° 5.75x1072  -39.68 -21.34 0.20 0.25 1.31 1.24 0.07
6 SMM HPL 1.95%x107° 1.35x1072  -39.68 -18.18  0.20 0.92 2.06 1.86 0.20
7 SD VP 3.02x10°° 5.75x1072  -31.55 -21.34 0.34 0.25 1.42 1.27 0.15
8 SD HPL 3.02x107¢ 1.35x1072  -31.55 -18.18 0.34 0.92 2.06 1.90 0.17
9 SMR VP 4.37x107° 5.75x1072  -38.64 -21.34 1.03 0.25 1.30 1.36 -0.06
10 SMR HPL 4.37x107° 1.35x1072  -38.64 -—18.18 1.03 0.92 2.08 2.05 0.02
24 -
L R=0913
22} °
£ °
(u_'j" 20
= 8
= 18}
g T
S 161
=l
L -
-
14 o
o

1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 22 24
Measured 1g(1/ECsypiy)

B3 BB 1g(1/ECs,, ) EASEE 1g( 1/ECs,,, ) TE I HHICE
Fig.3 Correlation curve of toxicity values calculated by the model Ig( 1/ECy,,;, ) and experimental 1g( 1/ECs,;, )

3 %518 ( Conclusion)

(1)SAs 5 QSIs XIRIGATF R I R —FE S E,,., [HEATRE BN, SAs 1Y E,,,.., L QSIs /)N,
Pk H QSIs K.

(2)SAs 5 QSIs X KA —JTiR & BRI EPIEN , 3202 SAs ek SdiA KB,
MTTEFE K B QSIs, FEUKA RN I AFEHT. B IEH, & th T SAs XT L2 1 DHPS MfEH KT
HXF SAiA AYRIEAE R, e SAs FEER XS DHPS BT, BIPTSAL A9 43 I0E F T4 1 AR B ¥ 8
F, AT B0 R AR A .

(3) BT By [HFN K, o, TEFIEERY SAs 15 QSIs MR HT B 0K & 87k QSAR AR HAT 847
FYARDEHE , QSAR BEFU Y R IAF] T 0.901. 38 i 55 ik, AR R ELA [ 47 1) TR0 BE 7, 55 784 1 35 0 55 S DAL
# R*>A 0.913.
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