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The structure characteristics of prophages of foodborne Enterococcus hirae R17 and their
interaction relationships with host bacterium
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Abstract; Objective This study was to understand the structure characteristics of prophages in the genome of
Enterococcus hirae R17, and also to analyze their interaction relationships with the host bacterium. Methods The gene
distribution and gene encoding characteristics of prophages in the genome of Enterococcus hirae R17 were identified using
the PHAST software. The virulence gene, antimicrobial resistance genes, and environmental resistance genes in the
prophages were also analyzed. Results Three prophages were found on the chromosome of Enterococcus hirae, including
two incomplete prophage elements ( Prophage-1 and Prophage-2) and one complete prophage (Prophage-3). Some function
genes of bacteria were found in the sequence of three prophages, including nucleotide transportation and metabolism related
genes. One incomplete prophage carrying erythromycin- and bacitracin-resistance genes was identified in the plasmid,
which suggested that prophage induced gene horizontal transfer caused erythromycin- and bacitracin-resistance of
Enterococcus hirae R17. Conclusion  This study laid a solid foundation for the diversity analysis of prophages of
Enterococcus hirae. Prophages played an important role in promotion of antimicrobial resistance of enterococci. Scientists

should pay more attention to the spread of antimicrobial resistance and pathogenicity induced by prophages.
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Figure 1 Positions of prophages on chromosome and plasmid of Enterococcus hirae R17
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Table 1  Distribution and characteristics of prophages in the genome of Enterococcus hirae R17
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J R o A B W T SEAL ; g
JEME: B 1k 44 ik HRAR L W T A TN e py 1 /kb (CDS) % #8143 5/ bp s
Prophage-1 JEER I 1 S-SKS R 52 (30) et i 13.3 13 1153 628 ~1 166 955  38.57
Prophage-2 o BR A W AR GEf1 ANSEH(20) RGNV 17.0 11 1 784 095 ~1 801 146 33.68
Prophage-3 FAER B W B R pFLIA SEHE(150) PAYCRIN 35.7 49 1 807 515 ~1 843 264 34.00
Prophage-p 7 BR T W TR A SPB-like AN 564 (60) kL 35.2 13 15 443 ~50 734 36.24
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TR GC &8 (35.57% ) ,

fifi F§ BLAST 4Kk 4 L Xt & B, Prophage-1 5 % i
¥k B8 (ATCC 9790) o AH L)y 51 1 4 a5 26 34 )
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Figure 2 Coding genes of prophages in the genome of Enterococcus hirae R17

#2 APHEREE R17 e fk g kg R {& Prophage-1 J& K RRAE

Table 2 Gene characteristics of Prophage-1 in the Enterococcus hirae R17 chromosome

CDS ¥ & /bp K B /bp J7 51124 531 T A H ) fig COG Yifig

1 1153 628 ~ 1 154 905 1278 I W T 447 51 L AR RS REA NA

2 1 155205 ~1 156 170 966 T I T A B R il NA

3 1156 277 ~1 156 765 489 411 51 5 - e DK M A 1 R A% A7 il A R 12 A T e
4 1156 749 ~1 157 882 1134 4T 75 5S-G HE WK M A AT R B WA R s AR o B
5 1 157 896 ~ 1 159 203 1308 T I 1 1R ) 51 HKWER R E A NA

6 1159 360 ~ 1 159 737 378 AT T 51 fir i —

7 1159 999 ~1 160 715 717 AR NG 1 T A W T o o 5% 31 R Y I e 5 il NA

8 1 160 730 ~ 1 160 984 255 FIWET K7 %] 5,5-phosphoribosyl formylglycinamide amidotransferase NA

9 1 160 986 ~1 161 657 672 417 7 51 R TR A% B T bk e 1 W R 2 AR T B
10 1161 659 ~1 163 881 2223 T I 7 1% I 31 T 9 A2 M9 PP TR bk 4 B 10 NA

11 1 163 866 ~ 1 165 308 1443 il ] T P e Tl 2 A% 0 i 5 RS Tl %A R e 38 AR 3 g
12 1 165 322 ~ 1 166 365 1 044 CLER LN G DR R A R A NA

13 1166 362 ~1 166 955 594 AR NG W Tl T A S B A NA

T — R BB H s NA R T RER A

K3 AHAERE R17 Qe @K P AT R /K Prophage-2 J& R+ iE

Table 3 Gene characteristics of Prophage-2 in the Enterococcus hirae R17 chromosome

CDS i B /bp KB /bp 31 25 51 T A = 2 fig

N 1 784 095 ~ 1 784 108 14 411 51 B 5 137 1 attL

1 1 784 300 ~ 1 785 247 948 GOl RN TR ThF TBSE ] M B e R il
2 1 785 326 ~ 1 786 690 1365 I W 157 91 FWE R R E A

3 1786 975 ~ 1 787 175 201 4 51 Rk EH

4 1787 223 ~1 787 411 189 T M 7 A 3 F W B R B

5 1787 511 ~1 787 984 474 T I T4 1) XRE 5 ik i 5 98 5 76 1
6 1 788 098 ~1 788 454 357 Y W B A4 T 51 LI fE S24 F ik K
7 1 788 563 ~1 788 781 219 T I B 4457 1) DNA #5458 H

8 1 789 294 ~1 789 776 483 T I B 14 7 51 #HEHEA

9 1 789 880 ~1 790 080 201 T I B8 14 7 51 FWETH R E A

10 1790 101 ~1 790 973 873 T I B8 14 7 51 FWETA R A

11 1791 136 ~1 792 296 1161 T W B8 14 7 51 %4 T

N 1 801 146 ~1 801 159 14 4N TH 751 Bt 40 15 attR

T+ N 327 BT W 0 134 B 25 16 45
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Table 4  Gene characteristics of Prophage-3 in the Enterococcus hirae R17 chromosome
CDS 57 & /bp K B /bp T 31 2 53 T 2 (M 2 B
N 1 807 515 ~1 807 526 12 4 1751 M o L autl,
1 1 807 641 ~1 808 621 981 T I B 44 T 51) S it Ty
2 1 808 605 ~ 1 808 892 288 T T A ) FIE
3 1 808 934 ~1 809 215 282 YT 751 B E A
4 1 809 372 ~1 809 725 354 40 1 51 iz E
5 1 809 741 ~1 810 265 525 T I T 14 T 51) R E N
6 1 810 265 ~ 1 810 624 360 I W B 145 )7 31 B E A
7 1811367 ~1 811 852 486 T W B8 14 T 51 KEZEA
8 1812 124 ~1 813 026 903 T I 7 4 T 51) FWE AR
9 1 813 039 ~1 815 750 2712 W B R T 31 YN
10 1815 747 ~1 816 487 741 T B AR 51 AR 4> 1
11 1 816 477 ~1 819 266 2 790 I B R P 51 RE
12 1 819 508 ~1 819 849 342 4 1 1751 BiZE A
13 1 819 849 ~ 1 820 466 618 BT I 48 4 5 91 REE A
14 1 820 467 ~ 1 820 844 378 4N TH 751 (& HE
15 1 820 846 ~ 1 821 243 398 4NTH 751 [t &HE
16 1 821 236 ~1 821 607 372 T B R T 51 LA EA
17 1 821 607 ~1 821 948 342 4N TH 751 iz & H
18 1 821 960 ~ 1 822 175 216 EiE)E2dl Rk &E A
19 1822 198 ~1 823 088 891 I B R 7 51 KATEA
20 1823 103 ~1 823 717 615 T IV B 1% 1) N2k (RNA £ 5l
21 1 823 850 ~ 1 824 167 318 40T 7 51 iz E
22 1824 169 ~ 1 825 047 879 T I T A 1) KEEA
23 1825 139 ~ 1 826 594 1 456 T I T A ) BAEHA
24 1 826 682 ~1 828 098 1 417 T I B 44 T 51) K B &M
25 1 828 091 ~1 828 924 834 I W B 145 )7 31 A S Tt /N IV
26 1 829 039 ~1 829 281 243 4l 1H 75 B E A
27 1829 524 ~1 829 850 327 41 7 51 B E A
28 1 830 180 ~1 830 674 495 T I 7 4 T 51) DNA fif 8 jiE i
29 1 830 975 ~ 1 831 442 468 T I3 7 44 T 51) ArpU %6 S A
30 1831 712 ~ 1 832 401 690 T I T A ) FE W R A
31 1 832 501 ~1 832 998 498 T I B 140 T 1) FWETH R E A
32 1 833 166 ~1 833 381 216 4 1 17 5] BiZE A
33 1833 712 ~ 1 833 999 288 I W B 145 )7 91 H I R R
34 1834017 ~1 834 211 195 4N TH 751 (L& HE
35 1 834 212 ~1 834 541 330 4l T8 7 51 R H
36 1 834 980 ~ 1 835 468 489 T IG5 7 4 T 51) EA
37 1 835 508 ~ 1 836 383 876 I R 31 RecT KM
38 1 836 385 ~ 1 837 326 942 T W A A )5 41 K Y qal K%
39 1 837 398 ~ 1 837 643 246 T IV B 1% 1) FKWETH R E A
40 1 837 684 ~ 1 837 869 186 40T 751 iz E
41 1837 886 ~1 838 116 231 YT 751 B E A
42 1838 113 ~ 1 838 667 555 T I B4 1) H I B A
43 1 838 955 ~1 839 782 828 4 1751 TIGRO2 391 KEHEH
44 1 839 723 ~1 839 974 252 4B )7 51 RixEN
45 1 839 986 ~ 1 840 225 240 T B 145 )7 31 LS kY |
46 1 840 364 ~ 1 840 756 393 T W T 14 7 51 e AR B A
47 1 840 763 ~ 1 841 191 429 T I 7 4 T 51) 8- & 4&|
48 1 841 253 ~1 841 882 630 4T 7 51 R H
N 1841921 ~1 841 932 12 BN sl B} 5 57 45 aiR
49 1 842 041 ~1 843 264 1224 I A R 7 51 INEIE A

TE N R B TR PR 10 B 7 05 NA ORI E R A
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#5 AP MHEREE RLT R i W B & Prophage-p 3k A FEiF
Table 5  Gene characteristics of Prophage-p in the Enterococcus hirae R17 plasmid
CDS {3 & /bp K /bp 7512 51 T 2K 11 2 g biliicRey s
N 15 443 ~ 15 454 12 4 T 7 5 W 7 2 antl, NA
1 28 639 ~29 319 681 T T R ) 5 R i NA
N 29 378 ~29 393 16 AT T 51 B} 2 57 45 atel NA
2 30 253 ~30 990 738 YT 7 5 LLEH RPN ermB S Y TESE 9|
3 31 115 ~31 198 84 4B ¥ 5 23S rRNA H 5 #5 il 27 %5 2 i 24 5L
4 31 420 ~32 106 687 T 1 A )7 91 WA WA O R 11 /5 3 il NA
N 32 144 ~32 159 16 20 B 751 W % 57 s, aztR NA
5 32303 ~33 133 831 A T 5 FF B IR BT HE I berD LN NSRS
6 33 133 ~33 882 750 e gl FF B KBTI berB LN NSRS
7 33 875 ~34 792 918 I W T AT 91 I A R0 32 DX berA/ s T 1A 2 14 LN NGEE 5|
8 34 975 ~35 589 615 I W T A7 510 T BT 1 s SRR BE R berR/ G 38 300 i 26 11 FF B BRI 24 3 (A
9 35 579 ~35 776 198 B T R A SR EN NA
10 36 139 ~36 825 687 T I A AT 91 A WA U B /G 8 NA
N 36 863 ~36 878 16 o 7 ¥ 5 B A0 85 aneR NA
11 36 936 ~37 196 261 I B R 51 FWETA R NA
12 37 562 ~38 047 486 I 1 1R 7 51 DNA HEEEE 5 A NA
13 38 050 ~38 949 900 4B ¥ 31 IS A A 7 R R NA
N 50 734 ~50 745 12 N2l W 7 A2 antR NA

T« N 3R T W BR R 19 B 3 65 NA ORI fig ok A1
548 G PR A5 365 g Y R DAL e R e 8 R A TR IR
HH B —FR 53, [] I 3 5 M W B T8 F DNA, BEAIR# &
AR TE AT R B BRI AR A, Ak, A A
200 T e DR 2 110 T A AR ) 23 i A T R R 2 R A
SEREAS e G, I T AT A DR AL SRR R
TEA PR R17 FEPR 20 R B0y 4 A if Wt 1 4
oA 3 AN I B ART BB A A 1 R DRI R A L AT
T BT W T AR S K

XiF 22 bk A TR I s DR A O R DU ) A BT R B T
TR 2 200 T R 309 D 9 3O e o R () A ) 2 R
9 S BN Ll PR 43 B BUWR bk 2 I BR B V583 3k
PRUZH & 7 A58 50 W T 0K, e 91 R
kA /NI 25% 1, R4S Prophage-1 ., Prophage-2 |
Prophage-3 X /7 A7 $ I3 Bk B R17 Z% 8 4K 8 K Y
2.29% , Prophage-p ¥ /5 i B 4 K B 47.83% , {H
Prophage-2 . Prophage-3 #l Prophage-p /% %1 5 i Bk 14
&l N AR 18] P 2 B 2 o R AR AR, B A 39%
XA WY I W TS S 3 A BR T N R ]
PR oA 2 gh 0y, Wi B 1 A h s K R1T i Wi
TR AR o g A A s R 53k R 2 A

Y I TR A 5 40 R 8 B0 ) T 24 1 LA R 3R B A
PR A B SE R A KL DN 4 RPN I R
PRAEAR 2 T BB PR 22 ) B0 P 22 e 9 R 2R
i BR VR N AR I 3 S AR A A R ) L H R
BUWAR IS IR T V583 e PR A rh L 454 1 i kA A
% 5 B9 2 1/ B 45 43 2 11 (platelet-binding-like
protein) , X Bl 8 AT 5 BN 28 ML/, 3 N 2R TR
AL AR R AT BFSE S R B, FEAR £ 36 I Bk

T 01 13 PR 4 B3 ok 1 5 PR 200 oo 8 % B0 T 22 R T A 1
RIS (polylysogeny ) , 3 it BH B W5 TR 14X 7F 14 i B0
e B0 15 o5 B B 0 O P O T 4 BRI, R
TEAPLIHER B RIT BT W 3 A b A % B35 ) 3t
DRI, L7 5 257 e T 3 B0 T Rk B A8 A o

W T A S i TR 2 R T 2 P R R R
JRH Z— . JTAERBESE R B, O IR 2R R
T L4 BRI A O e, 5 A A T 24 e 1 i e A%
o X BRI T SO f3 A0S PRRE h HEAT AT, R I
AT —2F R 5 8 ) T B R 3 e T 3K Rl R A T L
A S A LR R T 24 i DR A A B 2 ) AT R A
ARBFFE s B, i 45 AR A% 1A TR 23 B8 0 A B 0 BR
R17 ()20 % R U PE L FF B K307 %6 2 i Prophage-p
A, 33 0 T I T A 7 84 B bk £ R 2 0
45 T SRR o T W B R X T £ Tl
T30 4 70 0 S A 5, B A R T S M 4R R N
YD e T 5 A T 2 5 AL A U A B R
P, A PR IO R G

W T A Sy o7 o 40 2 26 0 A 0 o R
WHE T Z 36 i T 0 B R B0 20 g 1 75
5 S L B 0 A B A B M T LR D B A R Rl
I, — SE T A ] 5K el FH I 1A AR 7 R 6 e 4 TR
S B R I, BT 58 40 R W T A AR
M, AT LA IR A TA T 2 B I G O R O
P T 24 1 R 85 38 R 1 43 T HL L, T LR T
PEROR S S TR SR hUAE BT B A
wE Y,
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