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Advances in antimicrobial substances from genus Xenorhabdus
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Biopesticide Engineering & Technology, Northwest A&F University, Yangling 712100, Shaanxi Province, China)

Abstract: Xenorhabdus is a kind of symbiotic bacteria living in the intestinal tract of entomopathogenic
nematodes and produces a variety of secondary metabolites with different biological activities, some of
which have the potential to develop new pesticides. Antimicrobial compounds found in the secondary
metabolites from Xenorhabdus genus in recent decades and representative strains that produced
antimicrobial secondary metabolites were summarized in this paper. The mechanisms of some
antimicrobial compounds produced by Xenorhabdus were discussed and the inhibition of protein
synthesis was an important way for some compounds against microorganisms. The methods of
exploring new compounds and improving the yield of specific antimicrobial compounds from secondary
metabolites of genus Xenorhabdus were summarized based on their biosynthesis pathway and related

regulatory factors. The research prospects of Xenorhabdus were generalized and some countermeasures
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were put forward in this article in view of the current problems in the research and application of

Xenorhabdus and its secondary metabolites. This paper provides a reference for the reasonable and

effective application of antimicrobial secondary metabolites of Xenorhabdus, which is of great

significance in promoting the utilization of Xenorhabdus and its secondary metabolites.

Keywords: Xenorhabdus; symbiotic bacteria of entomopathogenic nematodes; metabolite;

antimicrobial activity; Xenocoumacin

K2R mEM RN A TR 2 —, TELRFER
e REFREREEN, HHEAGEMEH W
KT —FRBVIA B, ) S BRI AR 51 B
i TR 24 VR BE 9R S . OR VE T D R 24 A D )
A, BB A S TR BTN EE . H
R LTI A B A Y A R % = AE M B )
IXRE AR — PP AEAE SRS, e —FREAALE™M, PRtk
MBS AE DA = P v SR B M EE R &)
R—MAATH 7. BT E &t kK D
ZUFR ZUVER. AFRER. HFNER.
FHEBr HEHER. PERRLATHERSE
WHIZ PR AR, AP HB&E - ENES
HERUMAHEFEEENTAEFER. FNERS
PUAER O ZH T REYRERWPIAR . EE
IR TR, EENR B R (Morganellaceae) WIEUp T
J& (Xenorhabdus) TR IGHF W J& (Photorhabdus)
A B e 7 AR 22 M B AN B M I O AR
Yy, ZECRGAE Y B A IES, SR B
AT R R Frmtm DL UMY R
PE o AT 3 SR BOUW AT B R 4 A 140 )
B HBE AN ON B RVE R R T, 2R T Rl AR
WA PEYD T AR R R R . B AR TR AL B
PR WE RSP AT A AL TS
BN YA RS R TR S R T R T
S0 T TR SR A B 1 S s S % G 4e] S BT B A
FE 1) 0] S5 77 T N 2, DL O A 2 350 +F 1 )&
M ELN NSRS .

1 BURATERBRAE MR

BOWAT B A R — RAFAE T B A R
hpiE N IEAE, 5K HRE (Steinernema)
2 dudt A, JHORE 5T PR O i 2 e O AT TR
Xenorhabdus nematophila™. [ HUjp Ji 2% LA B
FAE TR G W2 L i b, AIRRBEA Bk N B
dfAN, FERBMESRKREEHE, mAEFERM
M@y, SEBIEEEARET LR, 5%

TR REE R, HEE IR, HIRMEALRST
PN BN, R RO AT R EA PR A T
A, FETRIN TR E L S AN S = AR O R Y
R (NBTA) b, ¥IARREKES G
(B 1), ARG, HBRKEG NS
FHEAE—ZRRR; YIEREKRER - ERA
GRS PRI GACE =, iR A R AR AN BE

B 1 REL&BRBHETE YL001 #14E BV EIRA
NBTA E7FE R SHEHE

Fig. 1 Characteristics of primary phenotypic X.
nematophila YL001 on NBTA medium

LK, ST BOw AT 1 4 B 0 i
MR & 208 H . £E. ME. mER. WAF
W mAR L HILEMGIT R T — RA05,
e, SRR INE KRR LRI s 7 HACHS
PN G BT T, S BB AR AR
W E & i A, R AR B R S
AR 7 8 5 E k. [ I 32 2 P A AR AR
B A EAME R A B DL AR K S AR G
AN K 2SI T AR L. o, A EAR
Mt e A2 A A SR AT B O iR 4R R AR AR TR A
RAFVERT T AL, BIh 2 B B T — S miE R
WaEw, IR RR T H YU K/ R,
PO IR MBS BN R4y B 1 B 4Lt 30
R AR PACE W, A2 EREE EIRR T IR
AR =P S0 E A HLEL, WIE 050 T A S AXAS
PO, JHRR TR R PR
R A Ee HE T 0 KB o B O R 2k U A
FHEAT T AR AR bR R
BRI T BORAT WA R BUER . X
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I VERA P ) T R R B R
TR SO AT AR B i AR R
2 BHURTRERAERHYIRIEEE

21 AEEEENY RS R E R AR
Z M R U R A O A A R A P AR T
WYV IRE JT . E CIRE R SCHR (LR 1) 1,

FEHA IREURFTF# X, bovienii+ X. budapestensis
X. cabanillasii~ X. doucetiae. X. khoisanae. W&%k
HEIH A X. nematophila. X. romanii f X.
szentirmaii 1X 8 PP A RAT RS I, 3L
RIS RIS A A w . A M. EREEN
s BRI R R 4 T A TR VBONS DI B A 410 1) 25 R G
NI, HIEE R T E

®1 BFETERAELBRNINEEY

Table 1 Antimicrobial activities of the fermentation liquid of genus Xenorhabdus

Bk BRI R I R SCHR
Strains Places of Xenorhabdus discovered Bacteriostatic spectrum References

A IR EUWFT B YL002 [ ez FHW. Y05, I [11]

Xenorhabdus bovienii YL002 Yangling, China Fungi, bacteria, oomycetes

Xenorhabdus budapestensis C72 hE AL FE [27]
Beijing, China Fungi

Xenorhabdus cabanillasii +HI KA (28]
Turkey Fungi

Xenorhabdus doucetiae IBSC nl5 (WaYii} HEA [29]
Brazil Fungi

Xenorhabdus khoisanae J194 E[E gl (30]
South Africa Bacteria

Xenorhabdus khoisanae SB10 Mk HE. [31]
South Africa Fungi, bacteria

LR BT I CB6 i b 5 HE B GRS [14,32]

Xenorhabdus nematophila CB6 Beijing, China Fungi, bacteria, oomycetes

W 2 B AT B YLOO1 T E b SN N N | [11,17]

Xenorhabdus nematophila YLOO1 Yangling, China Fungi, bacteria, oomycetes

Xenorhabdus romanii CER129 i) HE [29]
Brazil Fungi

Xenorhabdus sp. strain Q1 WRF I HE. AR [4]
Australia Fungi, bacteria

Xenorhabdus szentirmaii DSM 16338 PR 3E HE [33]
Argentina Fungi

2.2 BEHIESEMEARENREH =

B0 AT TR J8 4 TR AT 7 AR 22 P B R 1
PR =, Horh i ABAS B FE A LT LML
AW (K 2 F1P 3): Xenocoumacin 1 (Xenl, 1) Al
PAX RAIPIEMK, HEPUINE . PLEm AP E
i Nematophin (13). Xenorxide 1 (24).
Xenorxide 2 (25) #ll Xenofuranone B (62), HEFH T
W MPLYl i 35 s Xenorhabdin 2 (15) fl
Odilorhabdin fi74:4), BA GG 1E-
2.2.1 Xenocoumacin X{t. &4 Xenocoumacin 2
WA (1~6) 5 & MG 28 U EUm T 1 A
SRR, HEZERN Xenl, Xenl A
ARBREM A RBE L RLEN, Xen2 (2) REEH
ARt AN IR, W8 2 B0 AT 1738 m 38 H S fig
BEH M E Xenl, AR AR B P AR HD BV PEAIC
T Xenl 9 5 Fhrik 49— Xcen2~Xcen6 (2~6), il

T 5 R PR I RS IR AR, BIE AL RO R B T
Xen3~Xcen6 (3~6) B4 H E ROV R B 2 1 -
R B AR R Xenl WAL, FEAIL T HAL R BTN
BIEME, Xenl X2 RE Phytophthora boehmeria
HMBRE S P. capsici ¥ ECso {73528 0.25 M
2.44 pg/mLC . PUABA MR K A2 B 5K
I E R T Xenl, FERIL T HAERTIE MK B %
W EIPER, 1S Xenl XHHERBAZIRE Sclerotinia
sclerotiorum W] ECsy fHN 3.0 pg/mL;  BLAb, sk
FE 4 10.0 pg/mL 1) Xenl %7K FESURIR B Rhizoctonia
solani~ LXK KPR E Exserohilum turcicum F3§
% KR Botrytis cinerea W4 il Z 15 fg ik 3|
80% LA LB, 2, Xenl RIEHMBEEMRLF, H
IR A B A 77

222 HYERAET U B E A B A
Yy g3 B B 1) — LE 5] e AT A M0k 22 M A R A
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Xenorhabdin 2 (15) Xenorhabdin 3 (16)

v

Xenorhabdin 6 (19)

Xenorhabdin 7 (20)

Xenorhabdin 10 (23)

S-S H O S—§
N
/0

Xenorhabdin 4 (17) Xenorhabdin 5 (18)

Xenorhabdin 8 (21) Xenorhabdin 9 (22)

S-S H 0 S-S H S-S H 0]
S-S K\QNM %N %N{z\f{
H O N N HN
) {j_\ /0 /"0

\\ // \\//

\ /<’\’}
Xenorxide 1 (24) Xenorxide 2 (25)

2 HmEMTEBRAESENINEFEELEY 1~25)
Fig.2 Antimicrobial compounds (1-25) produced by genus Xenorhabdus

LW LG BT . FEAA IREUR AT R A2
BRI R B R T 4 iR &9 (7~10),
Hoth &4 7 F 8 X i BB BR T Cryptococcus
neoformans WA HIHEE (MIC) B 5 3114 50 F1
25 pg/mL, L&Y 9 F 10 XF 7% 559% B 1 MIC 18
N2 pg/mL, LAY 10 X EUREEE: Phytophthora
infestans 1) MIC {E N 50 pg/mLP7, 2= RUBESECY 71
g 2% th HUR AT B SN313 BRI KB h R T

2 FmgIe AL S, Hoh i OB S 11 %
RS B ICso 1N 11.20 pg/mL, tL&%0 12 %
i K9 R ) 1Cs (BN 41.58 pg/mL. Nematophin
(NEP, 13) x5 Hi Li 209 g 2L i 805 A B BCI
WA =Y 7 B 3], RERSHIHI AN . K
AU G, NEP X436 ] & BRI Staphylococcus
aureus ] MIC {H°~ 0.75 pg/mL, XA 28 A 56
Bacillus subtilis U 55 A K 5599 B 1) MIC A
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H2
Je A
(0] £ Ho H
H z H
/N%N/\H/N\/\Rz HN \Z\/
R | O ;
NH

Xenortide A (26) R'=isobutyl; R>=phenyl
Xenortide B (27) R'=isobutyl; R?>=indolyl
Xenortide C (28) R'=ispropyl; R>=phenyl H2N
Xenortide D (29) R'=ispropyl; R?=indolyl
PAX1 (32) R*=propylamine; R°=(3R)-3-hydroxytetradecanoyl!
H H H PAX2 (33) R*=ethylguanidine; R°=(3R)-3-hydroxytetradecanoyl
N.__NH, N.__NH, N.__NH, paX3 (34) R*=propylamine; Rs=(3R)-3-hydroxypentadecanoyl
\ﬂ/ Y T PAX4 (35) R*=ethylguanidine; R°=(3R)-3-hydroxypentadecanoyl
NH le) NH NH PAXS5 (36) R*=propylamine; R%=(3R, 72)-3-hydroxytetradec-7-enoyl
= H\/IL £ H H PAX6 (37) R*=ethylguanidine; R°=(3R, 7Z)-3-hydroxytetradec-7-enoyl
HzN’\r( >N ’Y N ~R® PAX7 (38) R‘=propylamine; R5=(3R)-3-hydroxyhexadecanoyl
o) = H 0 H PAX8 (39) R*=propylamine; R%=(3R)-3-hydroxyoctadecanoyl
Y NH PAX9 (40) R*=ethylguanidine; R5=(3R, 92)-3-hydroxytetradec-9-enoyl
J\ PAX10 (41) R*=ethylguanidine; R®=(3R)-3-hydroxyhexadecanoyl!
N™ NH, PAX11 (42) Ré=ethylguanidine; R5=(3R, 102)-3-hydroxyheptadec-10-enoyl
PAX12 (43) R*=ethylguanidine; R5=(3R)-3-hydroxyheptadecanoyl
(

Bicornutin A1 (30) R*=butylamine PAX13 (44) Ré=ethylguanidine; R5=(3R, 11Z)-3-hydroxytetradec-11-enoyl

Bicornutin A2 (31) R3=ethylbenzI

HN

(0] N : N{E
/mo/\/\g/\” 1 H

Xenematide E (49)

Xenematlde A (45) R®=indolyl; R’=indolyl
Xenematide B (46) R®=phenyl; R’=phenyl
Xenematide C (47) Ré=phenyl; R’=indolyl

NOSO-95A (52) R®=OH: R?=OH Xenematide D (48) R®=indolyl; R’=phenyl

HN HN  NOS0-958 (53) R*=OH: Re=H Xenematide E (50) Ré=isopropyl; R=indolyl
Ro E RS NOS0-95C (54) Ré=H; R*=H Xenematide F (51) R®=n-butyl; R”=indolyl
o
O 3
; Y 2.0 o
Q | 1
0 © /S NI RS
\_NH ~ © HOv
H,N H j NH,
HN ~NH; e

3 BURHERERERSENZHRIEFELEY 26~54)
Fig. 3 Polypeptide antimicrobial compounds (26-54) produced by genus Xenorhabdus

N 12 pg/mL. Zhang 5517 MG LL U T YLOO1 RGP KB itk Kk &% EAHE

TR PR AR AR P b 7 45 3 T NEP, JRIIE T
FOR AR ST, R IH KRG SRR T 1) ECs
{84 40.00 pg/mL, 500 pg/mL [¥] NEP XJ 7K & £0A
W IVE T VE R B AT ik 83.59%, 5% B R HIBE &%
M. g2 Ll UL, NEP GEGSHIH| 2 FomE e, B
A R IR T

2.2.3  ZEME XA Y BRI R A

Xenorhabdins I Xenorxides 2% (14~25). 7EMELE
SO AT B A QB0 AT B B AR T E R I T
Xenorhabdins (14~23) , HXKEW#HMEA M
BT . Mclnerney %5140 78 W 28 H S0 F # A1H
B0 AT B AR & B T Xenorhabdin 1~
Xenorhabdin 6 (14~19), ' Xenorhabdin 2 (15)
X I S ER B Micrococcus Iuteus AR BEBR B
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Streptococcus pyogenes~ SR ZEAUFF 1 Bacillus cereus
N4 €8] & BR 1A 1) MIC B2 5100 0156 1.25.
3.13 #1120 pg/mL, HHAhJLFL S P 040 5
Xenorhabdin 2 28l Li %607 7R B AT B
A2 TR i K LT Xenorhabdin 7 (20)
1 Xenorhabdin 8 (21). Xenorhabdin 9 (22) Al
Xenorhabdin 10 (23) JU52 ik FH AR MY K =7 Y K S
SR AR IS B AT B SNS2 TR AR AR F= 4 A R
HEHALEY), X AL G 0] Al 5 25 S0 T R0 e
REFHIAF B ICso EAE 10~21 pg/mL Z [A].

Chen™" 7E 41 FBUW # B BB R B T
Xenorxide XL &%) (24~25), FHEAIHEAEEGIE
AT ETE. Hor, Xenorxide 1 (24) XA i
% Aspergillus fumigatus 1) MIC fE°~ 0.75 pg/mL,
X 4 v 5078 %) BR B 1) MIC {E N 3 ug/mL. AR
2, WNTEIGK L O E 2 Hm A& asE
ZIBRBE FE R, Xenorxide 1 [ MIC {8 2 My F&AK T
4 % FIFERIIL SN K AEFE Xenorxide 2 (25) H,
fH Xenorxide 1 FHI B &4 R 38 T Xenorxide 2,
Xenorxide 2 XJ M #h 5 1) MIC {674 1.5 pg/mL, X}
S V8 t0 78 A BR A 1) MIC {20 3 pg/mL, X T7EIE
PR b B 5= A 2 3 Pt 24 M 1 < 0 078 %) BR R B PR
HMICHEMBIT 2~4 511, Z4iREH,
Xenorxides B VF A A T 96 # O 7= A2 bt 245 14 (1)
Pho MEmhE TSRS, SRAMEALSY
HRM, T Xenorxides AR & R R B, R
AEERREHATMPIEPNE. B2, ik
TR 5738 R A 088, BUWw A 7 & 48 B AR
B A s b R B — € IR A ME 51 &
=W
224 ZIKERAEY BRI E A B A )
ZIRRPUER T EA 5 KK, 7257 Odilorhabdins
(ODLs) . Xenematides. Bicornutins. Peptide-
antimicrobial-Xenorhabdus (PAXs) I Xenortides. %
JRSEPUAE 2 HIAER 4 1 BT BOK, W1 Xenematides
A1 Bicornutins i AHXf 4r F B #E /£ 600~1 000
], ODLs Fl PAXs 7E 1000 LA I-.

Xenortide A (26) il Xenortide B (27) & 5 H
Lang S5 A 30T 26 s 05 A B 1A S P, 1
Reimer F51 £ I8 45 HOEUm AT B AR R B T
Xenortide C (28) 1 Xenortide D (29). Xenortides
() 4 M S BA U A YE 1 .

Boszorményi 254! J L T Bicornutins (30~31)

HIPTON TG P, 7E 25 pg/mL B, Bicornutins L&
YRR S ) L] 58 24N HI M 52 25 Phytophthora
nicotianae WA % -

PAXs [AIIS 3 B PTE B 000 B AN 51 4H B
Y. Gualtieri 5519 A2 RUBURFT I F1 # AR AR
WP R T PAXI~PAXS (32~36), 7L KT
N 20 pg/mL %14 F, PAXI~PAX3 (32~34) X Fiffd
%J& Cladosporium sp. fE ORI E Fusarium
culmorum WHHIZE I EL H] 90% LA |, 20 pg/mL
1 PAX2 (33) XIJ%& % Phytophthora myc 4|3 7]
15 81%; PAX1~PAX3 X Rk I W Fusarium
oxysporum [WANHE &%, H MIC{H N 1.56
ng/mL, PAX4 (35) %3 K i & BK A Staphylococcus
epidermidis 1f] MIC 154 12.5 pg/mL, PAXS5 (36)
XK W 1 A B RN 3R R 6 %) BR B I MIC {8 12.5
ug/mL. Fuchs 2647 7ERE 28 B0 #F % HGBOSI1
PRI K IL T 13 A PAXs A &) (32~44)
Dreyer %0 B IRAEBUR T BB K X. khoisanae
SB10 W HACVE Y R I T PAXs (&4, Hrp
PAX1 Xf Al B 2F AT BR . OK i AT B A AR 22 1 BF 1R
Candida albicans Y5 B A4 ¥H1EH

H AT S &I 7 Ff Xenematides 14 &4 (45~51),
XAV GV R A AR PSS E G
KA 27 Bt e ARG 42 BV AT ATCC19061
PRI T4 B A B K B T Xenematide A (45) »
ZJa X4 KL T Xenematide B (46). Xenematide
C (47) F1 Xenematide D (48) 1“1, f5 2 FEEBY K&
KILT Xenematide E (49), F%E T Xenematide
C M Xenematide E 5 18 4 5 5L 1 (1) 40 61 4F H
M43 Xenematide C fll Xenematide E X} 7 i K 2295
B 1) ECso H73 54 22.71 A1 85.31 pg/mL. Xi 55"
KI T Xenematide F (50) 1 Xenematide G (51),
FEME 7 HADEEYE, Hd Xenematide B X i 52
ZEHIFFBE ) MIC {858 64 ug/mL, Xenematide F X
LR AT B Pseudomonas aeruginosa R 980171
Salmonella enteritidis 1] MIC {543 524 32 #1 64
pg/mL, Xenematide G AN EEVETE BT, XG5
FOFF B AR FRAT B8 1 MIC BN 16 ng/mL.

Odilorhabdin 2§ (ODLs) th &8 2 H1 35
FHERKIE . Pantel 55052 11 W 28 B 00 AT B8
CNCM 1-4 530 BRI ORI T — 258 2
IRFAUER (52~54), 737k Hodn 449 NOSO-95A
(52). NOSO-95B (53) Fll NOSO-95C (54), Xkt
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A ZR RS D) AR 25 TR P B AN R S IR B, R
BLFE OO BT 85 05 R P AR R 77 AR Bt B i 4 v R
Y. Pantel 5505 BEFT KM, ODLs HIATEY
NOSO-95179 X Jiifi 4 5. 75 {1 & Klebsiella pneumoniae
(RO 3 1k A i, L MIC BN 4 pg/mL, %GR
W IKE Serratia marcescens K 7% % B
Escherichia coli /) MIC{H /N 8 pg/mLP”. ODLs &
HATHE IR IE L H X P2yt ik 2, R
I A B B R S TS, {HAA 98 ODLs
(A AT B VS 1 H RIS R WA .

g bR, ZRRHEMMER Z, AR
2z, REZMBERHMEHEE, HA PAXS
AR TSSO R H, ODLs B /1 K.
225 BiREEXNEY FHKEE ESABKE
M, A SR AT A Y NEP )N i 2R Ak
G RIEEPY G2 B BUR AT YLOOT f) R Bl

ﬁo oj\NH

ORI T JUMBEIESALE D (55~57, B 4), IR
LI U AL A W55 76 it K 25995 B 38 — e i i il
G . Zhang S5 FERE L HUBURAT I YLOOT B Pk
R A BRI R T4 &9) 58, HAE
50 pg/mL X B KRB B I 2 67.70%17;

I B 7 12 B PR R BV ) 2R 2. TR 26 B PR ik 7;@“
THEY 59, HZUEMHIMEEERT. k&
B FEAR IR BUR AT B SN269 B Pk 1) R Bl h &
BT LAY Madumycin 11 (60), Z4b &9 B A Bt
FLTEETE, XK BRAUE R e R R
BEJR B 1 ECso {H 2078 35.40. 35.32 1 47.43
ng/mL. MiERUEMEZRE, X7l R
AN, B TAE A A, DR X I e LA O 1 1
RARF= AT A B8 1) S5 40 O&E A B T30 58 LR
J2E NG

er

Madumycm Il (60)

W@Eﬁ

Benzylidenacetone (61) Xenofuranone A (62)

Xenofuranone B (63) Shenginmycin (64)

E 4 BURITERBHEE~EMEREREREMINEEELEY (55~64)
Fig. 4 Amides and others antimicrobial compounds (55-64) produced by genus Xenorhabdus

22.6 HAKANSY Ji FHOYERE L REURFT
B AW R L Benzylidenacetone (61) B A —
JE AN G, RERS A HI] B0 B Agrobacterium
vitis~ BHE NEKJEIH B Pectobacterium carotovorum
N AEVE MR # Ralstonia solanacearum 552 FE
VIR R AT, (RAE R IR B N R 4 I L
T, HIEEEIMR T RS R, Fizis
WIAE AR M A0 S i AN K

0T B AT R A B A L Tk R R 4 A 1)
i‘fl] EiEEE Y, XA S H Brachmann

LB N X, szentirmaii TR ARSI 0 S5 3

Xenofuranone A (62) 1 Xenofuranone B (63) X4
SRR Pseudomonas aeruginosa~ #EpEKH
Enterococcus faecalis~ 1522 B AR 7 B 12

BA — @ Mg e, h4h, Xenofuranone
B XTAﬁE@@%f*I*MFx%@?lI 1] MIC {8 % 5l
N 64 F12 pg/mLB" . £ %} Xenofuranone A Fll
Xenofuranone B 14« Al P4 H §T#& JoAH KGR IE
A 53 T S22 X A A s D A ) 0 AR
FOX B 22 e 5 T () 403 MR8 LTF, Xenofuranone
B BA K NEZ BT .

2018 4F, PHALARAMRHRE R i) B R H
ARV K 5 1) 2 UM S5 ) 93 Sl 6 W 28 H B0 A 1
YLOO1 B R AT SN313 T bk (1 A e A B T
R 3% (64) o 1RG0 H IG5 3 o2 MBI 1 )&
(Pseudomonads) (AN H 7 A BI), WELE
O BN R IR R B AR AR ORI RIE

gr b, BURM B Re % A 2 A B A
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RV PR IR AR =4, b it T i 2 1 2 P 42
BEURFF, HIGEA REURHE . —SEE
AL G (10 Xenorhabdins) 751 £k Bt HU% AT B Al
B IRBUW A 1 AU P rh &R RE % B R I, IX 2 B
TIX PR R A 7ok RO, R HED H ARk
B AR N 2 AT DLAE AR ) 5 06 F R I 1R TR R A R
B, HIET;—EHT. T NI R
SEFNE— AV E TR A R, 3R
BT REAE— S, FkEMmARS
FERRAH G TL, — Ml o /S PR 4H R I — Fh s
JUMEHEE G, FIN B AT 5 80 5
L HA A Xenl 55, TR EELG . KU
N W IETR 5NN 11 e R S I N PR DLW i DA 5 A s
Z, HiEES AR R ISR R B L

3 HIEDEMHESYIRERIE

S0P B 4 A A B
tEmrRE 2, HAERVBEBAAEZS . MR
WHFER B, — SR IS T SU% AT B 40 B 1) R AR
VIRERE N E & A A R, EA RS Y I &
R G O R P 1 B P IR AR VR 22 5% . 10 Xenl
Al BE BT 5 A E (RNA 454 40 1 Bk 4 1) 22
fi, ODLs fi74:4 NOS0-95179 @it 1 il tRNA 5
2 REAA B S5 A0 A0 ) R P AR A AR B B, T
Madumycin IT UG8 FHL1E t(RNA ) CCA K 5 ik
B RE I O 25 BT I 38— N IR B () T i o
3.1 Xenocoumacin 1 BY{EFH#1IE

MAWFERY], Xenocoumacin W) LA
Xenl 0B G M d i, H AR F LB 3 AR 2 0
EABRA R Xenl X E (Phytophthora)
(3G T B 5k, T s AR BT B R UiEBh
7 R B 244K, FRRT 5| S 2 R A R
LA, Zhou ' HFFLKIN, Xenl 7] 5]
HRERA - YIS KRB (RNA A
RIEEHM T FRIBECY K, Xenl 7] 5] 2 iH=E
BRI A 05 AT (19 TR 22 95 T S 20 T P S e A 2L,
ST AR, Xenl RES 5K EBE-(RNA & Bl
R 4 NIRRT R SR, AT 400 ) R -
tRNA & BB FEPE . KIE 2 (Blasticidin S) A
5 Xenl AHEAKEES M, H - #HKEERmASA
A3, o AE R AL B AE i o 0 ) 45 7 2 Bk
tRNA (7K f#, (5458 & B IR EE i BE G R T
BT 00 ) 3600 1R Ik A 11 28 ak B B Le-02,

Polikanov

S SV IERL /NN B Bacillus pumilus W R I P)
Amicoumacin A (AMI) 5 Xcnl )45 1A% 9 48
fBh, HEet s & B4 B, #id R mRNA-
1% W A 10 AH LA FH TR e R AR 1 AE R R
Zumbrunn 25 5 H, Xenl HIFEFFLELFT AMI A
[, {HHATMICIETR R, BN AMI K4k 45
IRl 5 16S rRNA 1 mRNA 45 & XA, 1
Xenl [BREELEL AMI K, AIREZ 20 H kN 168
rRNA Fl mRNA Z [ )2 s, thakh, =35 89HH
IFi) 5 4 2% S P g AR 7 400 1) 3800 36 0 0 2 9 oK B
ER . 45 E, Xenl B AE S R RN T 45 4 7] REAE
W E A RMEN SRR RIEEEEER, H
Xenl HARUA 5200 8 15 BT 75 3 — 20 e
3.2 Nematophin BY{ER IR

Zhang 2" B 7E R B, NEP GE6% 5] #2 /KR 4L
i B TR 22 R T A5 46« TR 22 AR T . 4T i o 0 3
A UL R SRR R B B, RSN RES R
D IK FESURE 9 R B A% R = A, A R IR 5 90
PR . A B R E R T NEP B FE K%
MHLEE, HorFHLEAS RS
3.3 Odilorhabdin 2/t &4IE1E IR

Odilorhabdin 3§ (ODLs) f£&4) & B i@ it 1F H
TREHE R TS & AR A, B S VU R
HFRMERPEE ZEAR. Pantel 2052 @i 4 1%
BT 7L I, ODLsHiTAEY NOS0-95179 fEH T
AR RS L 1) ARLAT, F5 16S IRNA FR ALY
R AR, BN M- tRNA 5 R0 4 i 5 A
D75 ATARZBEARASBERE T, AT $10 1) 3R 3 O R
Gz
3.4 Madumycin II B9{EAH1IE

Madumycin 11 7] &5 4 £ 70S #ZHE 74 1) K I 3
b, e E kS R R O N RS HORES, i
FME IR BE AT . Osterman 5% BF 5L R I, 7E
Madumycin IT ¥ N 3.2 pmol/L %14 F, FHAER
R - RN R IR BRI 40%; izt
WA 5 umol/L B, HARZRR- 2K N & IR K
TERRERAN 10% 47 . TERREE T ) 6 — A 2
A, Madumycin II BPAJ 45 & BAZ 04K B, FHEA
AL (RNA SR A fP AL g4, |
REMLBH I tRNA [ CCA 7K 3ty 1F By 52 o7 3] ik 3 5%
B+, SERNABEFWHBEARLIES T
—NFIEER 2 AT R B, R R OC TR IR
AR,
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4 HAEVERUESYINEYS RS

B AT B A IR AR R, kT
Xenl. NEP. OLDs Il Xenematides [114E4) & A
FELZ, W WG 5 A 2 1E JUW A # AU
IR ORI, AR SCAN I S . Xenl BIZEHECN
5ok, Hoigilid Je A e 1 R AR o1 P AL AR
N Xenl KRR, Mol T HAE WS
Y. bEdJUAeEYY, 58T Xenl ABHRTE T
HIWF 7%, Sf NEP. OLDs fl Xenematides 1815
W R E>, HoR NEP BIAEY) & SRR
faj ¥, Ak OLDs 1 Xenematides F4 Qi 1245 &
—ANEBERR T . TSR RS T — R
BRI FERRMED &R EER, WA
—Fh Ak T A5 88 3 Hfq 48 ArcZ 117 RNA
ST A B S R AR T 6 T B X SE AL
5 R I R I A B T8 S R e AR = & =
4.1 Xenocoumacin XU EYINEE RS EE

AEAZ BE R IK & Bl (NRPS) 15 i & Bk i
(PKS) 5 1 Xenl MIAEWY A . Xenl FIEMS
B AL e 14 AN EE, 42 N xend xenB-
xenC~ xenD< xenE. xenF. xenG. xenH. xcenl.
xcnd xenK+ xenLs xenM Fl xenN, H A xenA~
xenL B 5T Xenl FIAEE R, xenM Fl xenN
1157 Xenl 1] Xen2 FIHALCT, XenA FiT XenK AR
MR K G BB, XenF. XenH Al XenL AR EH &
Figlos), g 2 H 3500 A B 0 40 PR 5 P e F2 B XenA—
XcnH—XcenK—XcenL—XcenF BT & 3 A
EHERRTAEYIE, B XenG fEAL SR Xenl FIfA
TR AN I TR A T Jrg B R T R R VE PR B Xen
e JEHE ABC ¥iz t A % is 2 A s

EAEMEEER Xenl X rELk HEUHRTE H S
WA —ENEN, FHRRE ST xenM M
xenN R ERZE, FE Xenl AN AT
Xcn2, H Xcnl Fl Xcen2 i w] PLar 5 #46 A
Xen5 il Xen6 B9, M IAET AR 5R IS, Xenl H
E I K EEMUE S, L, R
pH {EXT Xenl BRI AR EE RS20, i
FRos, ERT PR AT, B RBEURTE
DR B ARV PR AT B M 5, LR AR A KR
AR B T PR 0 1) B dd pH EAE 6.5~7.5 Z [A]70,
£ 5.5~8.5 JulHl N, 4 pH HIZHW =), xcnd~
xenL BRI RE B 2 T, MifEidE Xenl )

VG RG H1F Xenl 172 843 B ECKR BT,
WAk, ZFERBE TR, KR NaCl A H)
T2k B AT B YLOOT B FE 4 K BL & Xenl
A6 o

W5 42 R G ) OmpR A1 CpxR A it 1]
W Xenl WA, iR cpxR R G, WE4 R
o B R BV PRI P B Vi 1 PT i v 1.4~1.7 500, T
1E ompR BRI R ) RABH, xend~xenL BRI
Fisw LA, MEEESEERE. SRR
R F Lrp Al FliZ 7] IE M 8 4% Xcenl A S
B LeuO M7 A % Xenl IZAEMI G R, SR
MM, X LA R R T BAR RS W i
Xenl (728, (B CRIA B KRN M ER, H
IR 5 EAR SRR N 7L Xenl BITRIENLH .
4.2 Nematophin BYE & X

NEP b2 85 /B T ., i i Rk 1)
HARCOEWPHHILEY S BUER, NEP AYE K
J& H—F 4 RdpD HIAEAZ WS R KA Bl 56 BT,
AEEZAEE BT, B R AR I F %
NEP 444 AR S i o DR &5 w4 ol ]
Wesche 251 SR b2 515 A BT NEP S 24l
Yy, B NEP A7 A4 I 400 35 1 AH EE BT & A P
FEA. UbAh, Zhang S50 I, A5 E B4R [H]
IS B A A LK) NEP AR B Hh 40 35 45 21 14
NEP {EHIE S LA LR EW ZS, XKW T
RARF=H) NEP F] RS2 PRI A4 B TR 5470 o
4.3 Odilorhabdin U EYHEME K

Odilorhabdin KW &M EYE Bt odll
odl2. odl3 Ml odl4 4 NYmid It K =8, &
ml~m10 3t 10 M, B85 F %6 41 (C).
IR B S5 A (A) FIKBEEAEE A (T), 1E
m10 FEH ) 5 AR E — AR ER R 45 #35 (TE), 1%
S8 P G BT 2% 1 R B R SE Y
4.4 Xenematide XA ENE K

AR R A K A K 67 57 Xenematide ZR1L &4
HILEWE R, 5 OLDs FIAEYI& AL, Xenematide
FKAEWH 4 4 CAT BEHAH L, FHERRSH
—> TE B,

5 HFERERESXIR

51 RS FREEEUREL AN~ E
JE BUPIAT TR 8 20 T 10 AU A TR L5 2 R
BT PR AL &, B SRR AT 2 PR ) FL
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— IR P R B R R . e 3 T A
s — 75 T AT BAR RG50Sy PR A &
Y, 55— 77 TR SR EUE 4 1 SR DA = AR AR
WA S L S I R . HH O SRS L HE R I T
St BT B E s T LR i
iy 5 B

KA BRI T 1A R S R AR =1 Je H
FHORATAENY), REfE 5 @y 1K L8 R SR 7= W) 1) B ¥
71, BHEATAED ISR MBS . B,
OLDs FIfiTAE Y HBL T WG m ik 5452,
R R NATAEY BBl T — S EE L A e,
8 Xenl [ 2 P AT A= 9 10 400 18 3 1 0 35 A 4o &)
PRI, NEP A7 4= W0 40 B 355 PR AN G BT,

PR AL ., B IR S5 5k A S 2 )
WAEMR PR RS &, @ kT2
(AL BE B8 12 ) — Le 0 1 V5 Y R 1) 7= & . NEP
r= B 5 EEMRE K, WL REURME BCl H
PRI NEP P B2 2 5 T ATCC19061 EFRAI D1
R Xenl (=B S5 WM E G, g
2 B AT B ALl EFERD Xenl 7228 2 5T YLOOL
ERRI, Ak, Xenl A NEP #BREFE 48 h ik 3]
AP, JEERERIH & TR, 5k
Zy ST SR R A A A 3 A T V0] W 2 B0
FFE CB6 BRHEATIEAL, ik ®) 1 Befig it m Xenl
FEEREAE, AREERA 10% A4 B
3 g 28 H BUR AT B CB6 B PR R B AR R AT
Ak, ¥ KEER T Xenl 7= 2 M 146 pg/mL $2 5
FT 312 pg/mL, fHH T8 A R i 2 S 0
Wl K /N 5 R B S R AR o 2R SR DR AN R B R
Xenl & &, IR ZERR, FIILE RH N
PR 3E— 25 0P . Dong %58 S R A P2 W55 7%
[ IMESE S Xenl P2, M 3576 Tk
7 Xenl WARH AR . 0L SERBEY RH
S A — B Pk, (E2& Xenl [77 5 3 A ik 21 30 #H A
WEIE R BT iR K e, IRk, DA B BB R /N R4
WA & BN TTEFIEAERE . ST X gL
B AT B YLOO 1B & 1 K B i #2 3k AT Ttk
KEEMH Xenl BI7= 58 & & ik 170 pg/mL. %0t
Tt R 1o ST R VEAS I Xenl (&, A4S
BB S BN — RO TR v, R
SERTE NIEE . DARE 2R B UM AT B YLOO1 B Ak R
WA G, BRPHAE YA 25 TRER AR 72 A0 idk
17T ZHUAERIE T, RILT AR, pH H.

BB I SR X At A I 2 A X 1 i R )
Jo = SR O RS, fH R, RTINS
PRSI A R, HETRE AL
A7 N FH I s K

PR T AW 2 BRI R &N B w5 RAR T H)
R T ATRE, R, RERIL . R
KRBT A e PO A A PR AL R T BN ]
T 5w E Y i — ke E A - & . & )
53 7R 9 TR AT AR v 2R AR P )
TERG L L EUFAT I YLOO1 B #kH, XL 4 4% &
4t CpxA/CpxR H1[#) CpxR el 1145 xcnd~xenL
R, Rk cpxR FERHJE, Xenl B8 AT 25
3FELA RS, XU S5 A 4% K F OmpR A4 J& i 75
K7 LeuO 4% Xenl BIZEWIE G 104 =I5
[A-F FIiZ 1 Lrp IE#$E Xenl MIAEY& R, K
b, R EeRs LA SO I R R R, A I R
R, W Xenl B~ EAR AT BE 45 BB
$&Ft. Liu 55K Holrhizin A I Rhizoxins 7E £
F1 ¥ Schlegelella brevitalea F 347 FIRKIA )G,
HraRa2 7 BEReE. Ak, gL EUKN
FEBTH Irp & BRI BT R AF B 5 5 2 )5 3 7 id ik
Ja "B, Xcenl. Xenematide A Fil Rhabdopeptide
1 )M SR BAER T BE RS B
)5 WO B J5E T T E e AR R A AR
VIR ST RENAPER, Wb T et
AL E VDRI IRAE, BRI AT A B v e AR
T — M R 7,

UEAh, B TR AN S A 7 R R i
R RV B3R 4L 738715 Bozhiiyiik 55
FE NRPS (45 & S5 3h AR I 1 — Feh 58 #5070 4
H IR (XUC), &8 MRS = A4 i Ak
ZHEAARR, H A& B T B A Or, Horp
— 2 N g K S B RIS F) 280 mg/L. Liu &
W s A AR, KI T R R R IR
TR R AR = AR 77 B 0 s RO B T Ak, Bl anAE
AR — 2T, Rhizomide A
Icosalise Al LML G =B R ER .
b, K B0 AT 1 e A AU T A S
AW A R A A R A B T R R AT RO, R
PE R ENE TR S B R — R AT R T
52 %RFEHFMUEY

WA R R 2R, WATA—
FEREWS > B T A S B, DR, AR
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BAL G VUK SR A2 W8 25 B0 AT B I 7 R A7 AE 1Y i)
o BTSN SETF BN, —SHEOR, Wiy
AYILEE S RIRKIA . BRERR. SUEE3T
DL S e Ok B ik 5 1 WTFH T B 9 BT %) B0 AT
BRI PEARU 240

Tl AR P 1 FRBOR AT BT R 8 5 AR IR
LA =W . EBYFILEEFERGAE TR ER
NSRS, (R HE 7 LR FR A ) 2 8] () AH BAE
I, AT BT REMB0E — L8 R IR =W (1) A ) BT
KRR TR, ElRFEMAEDRIARE e
RILT ZFHAeEY, K — L Bt fe i ik
1 LR F7 TRE R BB IR R AR =y se-s71, ¥ ih 25
Aspergillus sydowii FMIASFLZF AT R L3572, HAET
TR I 25 Flopr AR, Hbfd 4 Mg &4,
PRI, X6 350995 FF 181 8 0 40 T R T 25 R SR FH s %
FEARRAR 3 B TR AR =W () K o

W AR i DRI A 3R AT S VIR 0 0 e 40 R BB 1Y)
WEY), X—J7k CAESBURAT B B 20 B R R )
RIEHAFBI N o @ PR K Xenortide B4
AR R % kj12ABC FIRRIEZE K E S+, K
W 7RMEATmARMB KL LS, HiX
KW EVRIE 175 EGHEWA R A
PEE-0, - Crawford S50 T B D4 W 42 HUEUW A B
774 ) Rhabduscin 75 K W358 A5 i i AT Rk,
T AT B 8 4 R A ) FLA R SR 7 Pt AT 2 R T
EIAT AR RS -

240 B ER 1 A2 & B DR A B T & 4
IR, Liu 5602 18 1 JE PR 4 290 A R Y R R 1)
T, KT — BRIV F BRI N B 2R &
Y. Liu 04 LT U MLEE Chitinimonas koreensis
HARRIE A G IR FE chm 755 A 8B R
Bk RIERIE, KT —RIH BRI
chitinimides A~chitinimides H. i 5 K 4150 #7 &
W, WELLHEURATE YLOO1 Witk & 2 MRk~
IR ARG R 5, (H 2 H AT IEAS RE 4 5 E0AH
XoF LR T A A T, T X A ) R DR R
FEHG A B B R A R SRR A, BRI —
LI &Y

iok 2% 55 B 16 5 R ] {2 b P B R IR
P g 28 L BUR A 1Y leuO FENAE X, szentirmaii
EtkP I RIE G, MUK T~ O g aHz
IR B R IL I EY), ORI T — e A e
G BeAk, 8 1a) e B 2 A 2 DR 1T e A5

B E D) . KR Aspergillus nidulans
4 Jey i 1T AT LaeB WU RGRR S, K T 8 Fif
ZATE A R RIS &, Hod 4 Fh
e EYC,

$li N5 B 7 IO DUER 1 2 8] 7T 45 51— L8
IR A Y. HATIR — 7k e E
TAH 0 /R 8 TH Burkholderia gladioli W15 3| N
H, 8BS I bgdd R hgdd FER %, RILT —
S ) R RS AL S . )3 B T IS R AT A
T RIEHAEY, Bl K hfg FEH K X
szentirmaii WA B AN GE = A AT AR] 0 I R AR 72
Yy, ABAL IR HAFTRE 55 5 8L R B T 0E hfg AR
R SR AR B R R S, AT DA R B A
PR AR LA S, T TE HAh R AR W B
P, AE T XRE A E PR A R E Y o3 B A
R,

K FH g TR 2 B 75 1R AR A2 0B A IR 5 R i ik
Tt WHBTHEWEI K. Bozhiyik 5
I T AR A B A I B g A2 AN R A R ) T A e
T (XUs) #HATPHESGE, @57 7 H R AR ik
KGR, MR T — RIFEY) . %5
H) — 8 7> XUs Bk B T 200 AT i s 20 1
U, 27 BT BUR AT 1 e g A R
BRI X NRPS 4 & Z5 #4411 XUC 4514
AT E AR, R RS IR RRE R
BRIRRA G, XA BT R TR Y
RIRF=HYEI . Zhong S0 3l 1 %} J LA 22 Ik i 2 45
UG S RIREAT B, K OB R E K N b
R, MNITAZ R T HIR E B B A B L &4«
53 MMEBERZFEENABRTERAERE

BEXS R — TR PR AN [ AN 5] i 39342 A0 [R] 6 9
B AR AT R, A E R RS B F A &
Y, TR AN [F) 1R 43 85 77 R G T Re g3 B F) —
&Y, AT i, PAor BRI R — L S 2k
B ci ) VS KT G VU P - P D )
TERE PR Bt R i DA R BB R R
it DR BB B 30 AT TR R 4 T 2 FH ) e ) — A TS AT
Inik . I R T T2 T AR e R R A R
WP, e M R R T R AT DA LR B B AR 7 SE B
o A, SRS T 2HTIRGE, 2K B
HHA AR R B B IR LT R R 9 E U i ke v
L M BURAT RN AR . B AT, B2 REURE T
B RS AL A Xenl A2 R AT AT N
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AR FH I FUTE R B3 o A0 2E FE R0 3 i Ak A/
X 25056 2 T, 0.25% A Xenl 7K 8 I A 4
TP, e 40 R 7 d JE PRI 98.30%.
BT A TR 1.2% Xenl 7K 7% S B R0 B
BIRUFHIB I ROR o A UR 2 38 i 6k & B gk AT
BB IR 4 55 TAL 22 LA S BHR Y Xenl &=,
Be] 7 — RFIEIH, ERESERRSE ERE
S0 ARG 15 92 95 1 B AR A 2 IR R OR T
BRI, HLAE BT 6 RSB Bk it 92 996 1) FH I 245 2%
RIGHHAS T 2FE IR CRER).

B2, B TFEEJTE SR Ih AT Xenl 1
A=, RS E AR S &) Xenl P2 ARt T
— 2 AT IE G . Incedayi 250 {4 FH T A 4 5
A ) 78S Xenl WIZEA BRGER R, KRG T
BT Xenl HIRFEW. RN, B RS540
AT AP R AR R A, TR AR R
k& G FEF, XF XUC 85 3803t 4T 28 g s v]
TA =R EUD HIRE G, AR E AL
B AL IR,

6 FESRE

R ILELAT I 1 00 T R K Ak S W0 2 BUR A R R
PV S PR TR B A . AR SO T A
AR PR (AR R R B, B AT ML 4
T LA SR RAE S0 A 5 41 A A R LR
MBS Y, JER AP M EE R S Y
FIA0TE 1 VLB REAT 10, NN E A A
AL 2 B S ORI AR B B 2R . [
i, IR AL S YR ) & OSSR R
PR A7, S5 T M BUR AT b 40 A K
R AR =S T SV R U5, B
N ESIAT B 200 A O A A0 ) e 2 5 BN T 4
HS%. o, AENH T IR E THEL R
BUPAT A Z WA TE R S Xenl B .

FEE R M NEAR 25 )8R 20 SE M R BUR 15
TN, EVRZ I )R RN TS, B0
A B 4100 A1 v A 0 BRI 7 I A R A Bk —
DRI HFINN, RARBUFHTE & 4 w0
AT TR AELL T 5 AT 1A BTRE: 1) BL
e R AR RO B PR IR AR BT 5T 2) LA
IHELHTAE Y B AR BIAE I HLEEE 7T 3) BUR BT
WE N BRI KRR 73 BEWETL; 4) DLE IR
9 BARIAR G i TF R 9T: 5) LLAR 56 5

TG A B bR B & VI G B 5T

DA e e il PEAL S 17 5N H AR T 5T B 2
YW EZE FUIT A, AAT AR5 2 i 45 A
FROEEACA YR, IRNER ST & i 428 K
RAEAER B FHLEL, 3 n] DO 2B 6 pl 2
(Rl ) QB B 34T UG . H A4 L 22 e A A
15K 21 Bode VR 7R 1Z UM FUECRIR A, AR
fI1f#EHT T Xenl, NEPU* 1 Xenortides!*! 2540 &
IR G O HE, R T — S A 45 PR e,
Frd s 5l N5 T B S 3 B0 R E B YA
R, $m 7 REamm =g, DIEE A
% B L E NAER AT AE RN TE, /s T
— LR AU YD S B AR = A B A R
BLEEE> T, FEREE AR BEEORIE &, SR
RPN B ¥ 1 0 73 T A LEKE 45 21 5 AT BT B A
)3

b & 25003 AT B 4 R AR R ) iE R S
AN R I, AR R TR R SR Bk A B FE
MR K o TIAE L RS F2 A0y 17K F I 18 A% #5458
NRIEFA SR 7R . BN, SRR
& VI A AE VSR & — A PAT I 7 1A, H
HutoBs — et E. Bl Xenl N, &M
R RN FLAR S B B v PR, AR A 7T ORI
THEEP ARG . Incedayi®E!" KIL, HE
48 h J5, Xenl X B4 Tetranychus urticae 1)
LCso 14 60 pg/mL, {HIL BRI ACRIE A £51F
#r» Xenorxide 1 1 Xenorxide 2 PHFMb-&4) bk &
WATH T BEMmBI BRI K, #F—Pm 7
AT R AN . B AT BT 6 SR A B AH 5 i
PR AT B v T B — 3G A B Y E AR B I
i 5 RE % 4R vh S8 2 (0 08 o BR A R AT R T
Ko W2 PG I EER, A EEZHAE
7= AR, SE KA D7) ) A5 A
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