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Abstract: This study explored the antibacterial effect of nisin (NIS) combined with meropenem (MEM) on
methicillin resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA). The minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) was detected
by micro broth dilution method, and the partial inhibitory concentration index (FICI) was calculated by chessboard
combined test to evaluate the inhibitory mode. Crystal violet staining test was used to quantitatively detect the
effect of drug combination on the biofilm formation of MRSA strains. Galleria mellonella model infected by
different treated MRSA was established to compare the survival rate. The results showed that the combination of
MEM and NIS had synergistic inhibitory effects on the tested three MRSA strains, and the FICI values were 0.375,
0.5 and 0.375 respectively. After 6 hours of treatment, both the combination group (MEM+NIS) and the NIS group
could inhibit biofilm formation without statistical difference (P > 0.05). The survival rate of G. mellonella showed
that after five days, the survival rates of larvae infected by three MRSA strains were 30%, 80%, and 30%
respectively. For strain Yn2020051 and Yn2020078, the MEM+NIS group had higher survival rate than that of
NIS group, MEM group and positive control (PC) group (P<0.05).
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b5 8 G < B 00 &) BR B AH EE, T R SR 00 AR 35 5 &) BRI (methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA) 5| & B G A 35 51K A3 B I 18] A0 5 = A T Z 0, 2020
4 CHINET H [ 40 B irf 245 Wi i 57, ] pAy 3 S DX I 7 AT LA 1 R 2 28 1 4 % €6 781 2 BR 1 o
MRSA IR H 2R E R, N 31.0%P . 58 W AE R E R 2 IR _FIRTT MRSA B GL i H 1)
PoAE, BT A 25 07 A HEEAE Y MRSA B HAE (1) 80—y k8], A 508 SR 1% 18 i%
FRUEIRIT IR 14> B PR, MRSA T8 I AT MRSA JEE L I £1000 P4 5 9% 25 7% 5 1) MRSA J8 4
FET-#0E, JUHZE MRSA WIUGE, HAET-RBEETE, HATCIA 30%M. 54-WEtZKdiE
FAHLL, RN ARG HIBE M B A GBENSEED; SRERAE
AR B XS, X AT RE IR RIMCE 3. AN, TSR AR R I TR T A R 4
07 2 BR B 1) B AR AT A FE B R I B AR, DRI 10 D) 75 22 TR T KB YT MRSA R # 25
M T7 %

NIS & —FAZ i A& Uik, g AR =4, BAT T S HUmE e, 1E A&7
CLAFE A G Pz B, A HRIE NIS b S Le ki 25 B B /E . MEM J& Y
B-WBERE R A =, BA AN IGEER E, ARSI, EIHFAT T2 KA
BRI, AT R RZ T NIS B MEM X MRSA [R50 J He i A2 FRL,
NIRRT 7 S S AL TT LA o
1 HR55%

1.1 EHk. SSWRH, HEFRERIKT

16 £k MRSA B Pk B4R )1 77 50 TSy 428 ol v oCo B AHE s 0 428 T bk 4 28 B & BR 1 ATCC
25923 JySEEG EHARAF; AREE DN 300 + 25 mg W KESIRZ Ht (Galleria mellonella) TR id: 2
AL B A IR AF .

ffi i LB #% 3% ££ /LB [& /& £ 7% £ 37 °C i % £ ¢ MRSA Bk ; £ Z 57 A nisin

( Sigma-Aldrich, V900928) ; £ Him = /K &YW ( LigHEAEVWREEARA A,
T27M11K110264) ; FEBHFEAHA 10 pg v FUNAERFIE R AR, PD26) 5 37%
WEIR (BB REERFFIR AT, 60606) ; PBS. T/KZEE (EilEdwmmhAbRif
FR2w], E875930) ; HIEE ()7 M TH &M Kb GiA R AR, 20160307) , B NIS 4 Sigma
ST AR, H AR A A 4 48 A% 0.01 mol/L R 2 BRI RCEF NIS Bt B 0.1 g/mL
B, JCEI/KACE 1.92 mg/mL ] MEM BEE, 0.22 um JCEIES L IERRE, RFFT-20 °C.
12 753
1.2.1 478 B X5

MOFAR - BRECE 76 T LB Wik sE 723 b, 37 °cCEIRIRY % 24 h, i1 LB 5537314
BETRR ODeoo = 0.1, F J0 TR A A5 B HBURR R BRVRLEY) S0 U AT T [ (AP AR R THD, PR B 43 i 2%
BIREE T A S AN 15 ul 0.05 g/mL ) NIS. MEM Z5#5 4 i1 15 pL 0.05 g/mL
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(¥ NIS, “FHRE T 37 cCHfEIRE: FRAE 1 9% 16~18 h, B 5% 4130 15 8] B 4% I T S bk i
MEM-+NIS 4140t MEM ZH 40 B el g n s 8, H 54 5
WHBEE g H=-—1
f, A BRAANMEEER: B: HHAMEEERZ.
1.2.2 MIC ] %

PR A AR E I 2 NIS A MEM 43736 H AR B AR ) MIC. “FAR ESRECR B 7% T LB
AR IR 37 CCIHIRIR G T 7% 24 h, (i LB 3577 5LV 51 ODeoo M 0.1 %, i/
LB VAR IR, A NIS 2R3 J9: 5120 25.6. 12.8. 6.4, 3.2, 1.6, 0.8, 0.4,
0.2+ 0.1. 0 mg/mL, MEM £ E /3 %4 1.024. 0.512. 0.256. 0.128. 0.064. 0.032. 0.016-
0.008. 0.004. 0.002. 0 mg/mL; ALFEFLEEFLIIA 150 uL ODeoo = 0.1 FITE AN 50 uL 2453,
FAPERT BEFLN AN 200 pL JoBd LB WUfAR 7788, AR E=AEE, HEEET 37 °CfE
IR FRA 16~18 h JEWLEE, LA RAS DLIBAAR VA oh BT 0 B2 [ 852 /1N 245 09K B DR 24 ) 1) MIC .
123 A FKASWH KB

AR5 LA 56 45 250 F K MIC, 7355 A8 LB RAA RS SR LR R 7 IR EERR L 24
W BRI 50 pL 2530, {25 25 4L P 290K 9 2 MIC 1 MIC. 1/2 MIC. 1/4 MIC.
1/8 MIC. 1/16 MIC. 1/32 MIC, I 150 pL B, 18 B & W E N ODgoo= 0.075, T
37°CHIEIRES FRAERE TR 16~18 h JEWLEE, RIS BEMEH AR WA 25497 5 MIC H, Jf
THELER 4 I K £ 48 %0 (fractional inhibitory concentration index, FICD) . &A1

FICI = —+—

A, 4 BEAIES NIS B9 MIC; B: NIS A MIC; C: BCFHES MEM ) MIC; D:
MEM HH i MIC.
FICI 45 5 HE 71 24 FICT < 0.5 NWhEIMER], 0.5 <FICI <1 A ZMIEA, 1 <FICI
<2 NTEHIFMER, FICI>2 AT/,
1.2.4 %8 F 2 S A E 6w E
i H] LB ¥R AR FREEM B NIS F MEM 247K 28 75 240 B, Bl T2 . NIS 252K
%4 1.6 mg/mLHF Yn2020004).3.2 mg/mL (T Yn2020051 A1 Yn2020078) 1 6.4 mg/mL
(HF Yn202025923); MEM 243 1 2494 FE A 0.004 mg/mL(FH - Yn2020004 F1 Yn2020051)
0.002 mg/mL (FH-F Yn2020078 F1 Yn202025923) ; BEHAEH4L: T Yn2020004, MEMO0.004
mg/mL. NIS 1.6 mg/mL, % T Yn2020051: MEM 0.004 mg/mL. NIS 3.2 mg/mL, X|J
Yn2020078: MEM 0.002 mg/mL+ NIS 3.2 mg/mL, X+ Yn202025923: MEM 0.002 mg/mL.
NIS 6.4 mg/mL) . T PH_Eb— BV T LB ik 783, 37 cClEIEIR% 7% 24 h, ¥
ODsoo B E 1 %, BFALINEERARFR N 200 pL, Hid ODgoo= 1 HIEW A 150 pL, XfHELL
(CKD) MM HEAIZ W, AL E 3 NES, MG 37 CCRIMEREE R, 72



6. 12 A1 24 h AT AW . B 96 FLAR, AR & /N 0o B W, IS I PBS
YR 3 W, FERETEMEEEE 15 min, FRRA)EFREET, R 1% 0% 50
15 min, P8 FH O B KB 3 TR0 IRFLIG 4, BT J5 I TE /K £ B e, 15 FH BB AR (X AE 595 nm
Kb & W FE
AW H F = — x 100%

X A: PCHAVIETEE; B: AERHAVIETL A .
1.2.5 KGR GARA

el E R R, RORT AR TR RE R 1x105, 1x106, 1x107CFU/mL 3 MK,
RUEUE Sy 5 20, R 10 R, SR s 88 B du /e 5 RS 20 pL BN B i, dr
BT REFIAg, 37 CHESMEE3 K, RUAKBENMT, PBS AMAIEN NCH, LKk
WEAE 72 h FET- 309 80% G TR K FEAE b A SR YLk

7E MRSA B IO R E 258, — RS S R R L, 37 CigEst
WA S R, AR FBAIET . Wi 2R BB I 45 S /s (W e HER BE 1Y 1/2, B NIS
“1. MEM 4. MEM+NIS 41, PC 4 NC 4, HmZ&THHEREIEY) R4 5 H A2, A8
i Graphpad 8.0 2| E 77 #h £5

KB4 R B AH B G & FE=—-x 100%

A 4. ZHZH RIEY) BAAEH: B B RIIR ) sk s S 2
1.3 ¥R

KH SPSS 23.0 A1 Graphpad 8.0 Zi it HFEAT Hidla 402, LL P < 0.05 WHNH ST 25
2 ER
2.1 YIS MBHYERAIMEYR

i L AONIS R4 F T J5 MEMA B R K A5 Aok i izt , FRATT AN 16BEMRS A B i ik
H T =M MEMAINIS B A 1 F i SR 1 1 bk LA A SR IR R 95 2373 29 Yn2020004
Yn202005141Yn2020078, ‘e A THI4I B Bl d™ K A% 730 050.38 0.62 0.25 (ILRIAMED)

1 BHE R MEM+NIS 4148t MEM 4 405 138 b £5 %
Table 1 Inhibition zone diameter increase multiple of the MEM + NIS group compared to the MEM group in each

strain

n R Pl LA R Pl 1 £
LZS
Diameter of inhibitory zone (mm) Enlargement of
Bacterial strain o
MEM NIS MEM+NIS inhibitory zone
Yn2020093 40 13 35 -0.12
Yn2020120 18 5 13 -0.28
Yn2020004 16 6 22 0.38
Yn2020067 23 25 22 -0.04



Yn2020110 37 20 37 0

Yn2020130 20 7 20 0
Yn2020002 20 7 20 0
Yn2020077 22 20 23 0.05
Yn2020070 28 6 22 -0.21
Yn2020051 13 7 21 0.62
Yn2020043 15 5 18 0.20
Yn2020078 12 5 15 0.25
Yn2020083 22 15 27 0.23
Yn2020065 27 6 25 -0.07
Yn2020098 35 5 38 0.09
Yn2020050 23 7 22 -0.04
ATCC 25923 39 22 43 0.10

s

Yn2020051 Yn2020078

Yn2020004

Bl 1 PR BEVA TR MRSA Bk
Fig. 1 Screening of MRSA strains by Disk Diffusion Testing
#: 1: MEM; 2: NIS; 3: MPM +NIS.

2.2 MEHRH MIC HFIEHYHRAERAR

PL ATCC 25923 Jybritktk, 183 R Pz B2l 5e w6 Fh 20 S e T s Ak 1) MIC, &5
RARI, MEM HAAEH T Yn2020004. Yn2020051. Yn2020078 Fl ATCC 25923 ] MIC 43
A2 324 16+ 16 1 8 pg/mL, NIS HMAEFH T Yn2020004. Yn2020051. Yn2020078 I ATCC
25923 [f) MIC 43 %18 6.4, 12.8. 12.8 Fi1 12.8 mg/mL. R4 MIC 45 Fidk— A F AL S ke &
YRR K B A PR 2 I M B R, A5 AR B, PR 2R I, X T Yn2020004,
MEM A1 NIS f#] MIC 435l FF#Z 4 pg/mL A1 1.6 mg/mL, X} Yn2020051, MEM #1 NIS f{]
MIC 75 R £ % 4 pg/mL 1 3.2 mg/mL, %+ Yn2020078, MEM A1 NIS 1] MIC 735l T ¥4
2 pg/mL 1 3.2 mg/mL, MM F ATCC 25923, MEM F1 NIS ] MIC %3 5 F £ % 2 ug/mL
6.4 mg/mL, 51, Yn2020004. Yn2020051. Yn2020078 Fl ATCC 25923 ] FICI {f 4> 5
90375, 0.5, 0375 F10.75 (R 2) , YONPIFRZAEEHIIN 6 =#k MRSA 354 # R0 H 1F
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F, X ATCC 25923 AAEIn/ER .
F2 BB LB AW ERAR I E & B 4 ER FIMICRIFICI

Table 2 Determination of MIC and FICI of tested strain to drugs by chessboard method combined with

antimicrobial test

25 S E F IMIC ZiER-EE - IMIC HE e TR
F ik MIC of single drug MIC of combined drugs Mode of
Bacterial strain MEM NIS MEM NIS Fet antibacterial
(pg/mL) (mg/mL) (pg/mL) (mg/mL) effect
Yn2020004 32 6.4 4 1.6 0.375 HREH
Yn2020051 16 12.8 4 3.2 0.5 HREH
Yn2020078 16 12.8 2 32 0.375 HREH
ATCC 25923 8 12.8 2 6.4 0.75 FHIMAEH

2.3 MEAMEL A MRSA EHBEHIF 0

FEREFEF6 hivh, NISANS B A £ BEHIMEM, %FYn2020051f1Yn2020078 P FKMRSA
PRAFRAERRATCC 25923 A WIEIE A FdI4E FH - NISEFH IS % Yn2020051F1Yn2020078
2B S ) 410 81 2570 30l D960.04%A162.73%, BRHIMEMIE , %§Yn202005141Yn2020078 )44
JELFRI 1) 2 2973 SR160.27%F171.52% (ILFE3)D 5 %FYn2020051, NISZL. MEMZLAIMEM+NIS
MY R EYETCKAH, ZRWASIFE N (F=26.295, P<0.001; F=4.405,
P=0012; F=16452, P<0.001) , %fYn2020078, NISZLFIMEM+NISZL {445 A i &
PR TR, ZRBEL %8 L (F=20.440, P<0.001; F=18.112, P<0.001) , i
MEM-+NISAL 5 NISAL 2 8] 7 F A2 WA AR B B S8 i 22 L (P >0.05)  (JLE2) .

R3 HRMARLIELERARAWALE T MRSATEG i AW &

Table 3 Semi-quantitative biofilm inhibition rate of MRSA at 6 h under different treatments by crystal violet

staining (%)
il Ptk Strain
Group Yn2020004 Yn2020051 Yn2020078 ATCC 25923
NIS 12.77 60.04 62.73 66.91
MEM -13.37 22.78 7.14 5.24
MEM+NIS 12.71 60.27 71.52 64.09




P=0.0001
1

P=0.0002
—
P<0.001
P=0.042 r 1
P<0.001
E P=0.041 .
| — 1 P<0.001
4 = 7
- T 0.4
94—l i T
o ] 4
2 ] 8 1
o ] A ]
O 44 O 024 __
0.0 T T T 0.0 T T T
CK NIS MEM MEM+NIS g CK NIS MEM MEM+NIS b
P<0.001 s
P<0.001 P=0.011
— P=0.008
’ P<0.001 " P=0.005
: o P<0.001 ] r P-0.007 I
0.6 1 :
. 0.4
] i —l_ T
2 0.4 0 -
a ] a
a i ) 4
e} J © 024
e L
0.2 i
0.0 T T T . | T T ‘
CK NIS MEM MEM+NIS ¢ CK NIS MEM MEM+NIS

B2 4R aEEEBANRAMAEEAMRSAK6 WEWRE R E

Fig. 2 The biofilm producing of MRSA at 6 h under different treatments measured by semi-quantitative crystal
violet staining

V: a. MRSA Yn2020004; b. MRSA Yn2020051; c. MRSA Yn2020078; d.S. aureus ATCC 25923,
24 KEBIRZSLWITFNAMEEXT MRSA 5

38 3 S 56 7 52 Yn2020004 . Yn2020051. Yn2020078 F1ATCC 25923 [ 452 R ik B 1 Ky
1x107 CFU/mL, HF AR R20 uL/ R, DUZFI SRR G E LW LR, el K is 1 A A7
M2k, P55 KR, Yn2020004. Yn2020051F1Yn2020078 =¥k MRSA 1 #k kg 1 #k ATCC
25923 G4 1) K EEHE T MEM+NISZH A A7 2653 71 2N30% (3/10) « 80% (8/10) + 30% (3/10)
F140% (4/10) , NISHIELA R 55 810% (1/10) « 20% (2/10) + 10% (1/10) F120% (2/10)-
MEMZL AT Z 5 5820% (2/10) « 10% (1/10) + 0 (0/10) F120% (2/10) , TICKZLK]
TEER T HIN10% (1/10) « 10% (1/10) + 20% (2/10) F120% (2/10) . *+Yn2020051,
MEM-+NISZH Kl 5 40y s 7735 $5 5 T-NISZH . MEMALRICK A, 22 7 350 412475 L (F = 5.439,
P=0.001; F=4.767, P=0.001; F=8.820, P<0.001) ; X{Yn2020078, MEM-+NISZ K i
WA A S = TNISZH . MEMZHAICKA, ZRIF G EE L (F=4.989, P<0.001; F
=5.167, P=0.001; F=3.934, P=0.004) . 417z 3.
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B3 NIS. MEM. MEM+NIS. PCHINCZ AR H 7% R
Fig. 3 Five-day survival rate of Galleria mellonella in NIS, MEM, MEM+NIS, PC and NC groups
¥E: a. MRSA'Yn2020004; b. MRSA Yn2020051; c. MRSA Yn2020078; d.S. aureus ATCC 25923,

3 Wit 545ie

NIS/Z i T~ FLBR R Jm AN BEBR T a8 (1 — A5 22 IRPBR PR B P P AE A 3R, e —Fh RRZ
IRSEAL G, P R 51 i JE WP K 20 0 2 B PR T, O 7 AR A 1 1R 4 2 IR
P20 T PR 4 P e T

NS HE 7 4 T 40 0 i _E A I 1 FLIE, 3 eIV 40 1 40 R BE 110 45 kU2, MEMIR IR AL
) 2 E O R A0 ML BE 1) ARG, HLAN A R 2E K p- N B B AR AR L3, A FE s, NIS
Y FI T MRSA 73 12 PR oA <6 3 (07 %) BR A AR ERRATCC 259230, R FTRETE, X500
HABERF T LE R —5, F4h, AL R8T NISS5MEMEBX B 6 T MRSA B I [ 53 [F] 40 1)/
FI, 3X0T g 5 NISRES i 40 A B ) A 5K

PUBGLIRTTIN o bk AL ) AR B PN T2 3R BRI BT P BB, Ak P R ALk R 4
FEARIR FE HOHTAE R R85 7= AR 251, SX BB ) 245 B f = A O R 14, [E) I, 2R )
KT T A PR DR 3 BT 2 LLE N, A AIRARTIR 25 T AAO 200 T Xt 70 18 2490 ) RBURK A FEAIG
R IEA PR B PERGe A XE DG R, o S RN SEAS @ £ E R RS, AT AL, NIS
RS IR RE B (R < 2 € A BR B P R AR B B, TTMEMBX A NISHY, 5 NIS SO A A
EC, AR AR IR B E D, TRERE BT AEME AR BOF AR AR BE B AR, WIRIPIRES
BIEVIREIC B 2B By 52 2 L AM R B 4100 SR R 2847 17 (K45 5 1% Sl BRI P Ab 3R 53 11
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S2ME, MRSAAPIIE iR T EHENISTER/EH], MEMI R 2 [F) 35 251 E H
AT U I A A ) KR (Y SR G R B, NIS 5 MEMBX HY & 7T 52 25 48 R MR S A&
LIRS (A7 5 %, XA UEJINIS S MEMAE /R A A MRSA FFE A7 12 2 4], R4 b

s

T, A AR5 2B AR AR TR G R AT R, ST AUREL, NIS 5 HTE 25k
HIRE 2 PR S O & BRE 3R (SEC) [ A:00, ACHIF T h KR A A7 28 (0 B T A7

i
REHILA K.

T B EE M RE B AW SO S, NISK A0 e i, R BRI N A irE,
AW TR DL SMEM L [F {3 G U R HIMRSARIIE 75 NI b il ia )7 77 4t
#S%,
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