FHEMKRFFIR  Acta Universitatis Medicinalis Anhui 2025 Dec;60(12) - 2273 -

W % pE BT ) 2025 - 11 - 12 17:55:52

RRMERR I 75 3 B A PRI A= 94 222 0 B S kil 7%
i —Z&0? CTARER? PN AR E OB PR
("ZHMEAKRFLAMBE SR, A0 230032,
CEERFHARARARBAN A ZEALAALB T ELLE LT

% 2% B pa AL 3k . https : //link. enki. net/urlid/34. 1065. R. 20251202. 1333. 013

100071)

HWE B8 HXTEPARMERERER B(TedB) HEPRL A )5 B2 504, I8 5 A% 3K 1 45 TedB, S A RO8E T A S A3t
B2 Fe, AiE FHZSAEYE B A, W Snippy, Blast, Muscle, R #55 I FY dist. alignment ( ) P45 helust () PREL, X
NCBI Genbank 348 e b ESR N Y 1 355 BRORMERR TRFE R AHIEA T LUXS o387, M R G R B W, I XTI TedB #F47 508 V@2 HT
i FAE LR AL WA B2 A 3 | X & Lo K TedB1 55 TedB2 MW AF A4 T IR (14 28 11 IR 465 # I 0 I 3 o7 047 T80 940 #r
Tk A O, R RIA R G, Al BUR AR 1 TedB, 5% HRIE TedB MFER Y [E N 1 355 #RIMER B RHK B AT 43
N2 AR, VL TedB1 5 TedB2 Jy A, 5 A 73 S5 21 09 B BB 9 93. 94% DAL 29 17. 20% HYTE R Al 7 25 1 MRl
B Z TedB, FUMERIRMERFETER A, TedBl 5 TedB2 BIPLIE RN 73 A1 ZA— B0, 200 T H C i 8 52 415 55 IS5 14 5K
Sho B5IE BUINESL T AR T IEXE A TedB M5B R ST, nf %) I 38 7 Y (9 A 3R Mk VAT AR HE AT B SR 3R 60 A TN | I % i a5k

Ja i TedB HEATE IR %

KB OERERER B PINMT s AR WS B o T s R AL B ; E Ak

FESES R378.8
XHRERER A XEHES 1000 - 1492(2025)12 -2273 - 08
doi:10. 19405/j. cnki. issn1000 — 1492.2025. 12. 010

ARAEAR R — MR R AR ) AR MR TR
F2 K B( Clostridioides difficile toxin B, TedB) 42 Hix
FEMTE ST BEAE R R AR R v 1 BF
FEAFRBEN AR IR Be gl e > S 7
BRI R A I FE b e S AEEAGRE, i,
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1R B2 A HBE e b DL i), A SR ok 4
BARVE T RGEMER SO (SR AR AE P 0 ke
AR MER B IR A T 0 SRR R B . IR R
A B A5 Ok v XU AR 1 A T AR O
TFAT W AW ) TedB #1740 B[R] s X 38 3 0

2025 -08 - 11 Uk

T H RIEHAE A % A4 E SRR H RS (S
= :SKLPBS2228)

YEB A T —%, 5 LR
PR 4, @IBESE 5L, A 00, W (E VR, E-mail :
1dy612@ 126. com

TR OEHGR AL AT B, I % K777 R EH
PEATE IR, R MR BT R

1 #MREFE

1.1 EFEAHERSE 55 NCBI M, it A
Pathogen Detection ( https://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/
pathogens/ ) , il A Fe A 1A] “ Clostridium difficile” Jf- 46
R, TR AR AR T 4L Bk, KT 28 575
B, HRHE BT BRI Location™ 5 8., PR H
GG TE N By E X, Bt 1485 Bk, BT
AR (n = 130,9.59% ) AH A7 BB R, A4
NIFEE5HT

1.2 REBBERFEXBESH H Snippy $2HUH
B R 2 80, AR S AL X, ] Fast-
tree2 A% AL R 20 L AR R RAUAR RS B B OR
VPI10463 1ENSH P51, HEMEE R TOL (hi-
tps://itol. embl. de/) I TR RS,

1.3 %L &F 514 8 ( multi-locus sequence typ-
ing, MLST) 4847 MLST & i 3T i i 91 i
(A TR A B T vk, B SR R 26 W 5 PubMLST ( ht-
tps ://pubmlst. org/organisms/ clostridioides-difficile ) ,
fdi ] Oxford 43215 i 45 — BRI MERR 1 2 2L 1R 17 51
B 5, BIVAT AR A5 6 B )7 81 25 8 (sequence
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type,ST) . 1.8 #EZEHA TedB WEZRER 4

1.4 RERE TdB S EBFIWE I
VPI10463 TedB & 2 1R 5 91 11 2 % 7 91, fili 1]
Blast, BRIASHL, 73 U XS T 20— R X MEAR 1 ik
P EFEIR 51, MR identity ” 3 B — PR XR XE
PR TedB 45, ffi F Seqkit, #2 45 ¥ 5] 4% B 42 B4
— BRARMERS B TedB ZIERR T 51,

1.5 IRMERE TedB FEA S K TEAE BN 0T
AMRMERR T TedB 2 AR ¥ 515 IF —A*. fasta”
WA, ] Muscle, BROIASEL, 144 55751 LU XS
XF 5%, R fasttree2 25 il HE AL R, EE R 25 51 Af ]
iTOL"™ &R,

1.6 FIRESHH KXIFENTIEA R K
Brp i seqinR package "' dist. alignment () PR
Bk multiple sequence alignment ZIEH AL N
PR B HE R distance matrix, i F helust () PREX, % H
SHEBUWE N R TTE I R R, A
BRI, 855 B4 o B, B AT X TedB 3047 70 BE, 2R
S TedB MRS g A3 B S SR S B AR I
T ITOL! ™ N T2 ALJ5 R

1.7 IRMERE TedB EWEBFESHT

1.7.1 #ZALR RN 5k EXpasy (https://web.
expasy. org/protparam/ ) *' i A TedB ) & I BRI
A, BT A5 3 AP BT ) 23 A S5 2

1.7.2 5 RAHERE RN & DTU Health
Tech (https : //services. healthtech. dtu. dk ) , #£#¢ Sig-
nalP-6. 0 T E. #i A TedB LR IF 51, BRI AT 15 3
HAF 5 IR B Aoz 1Y 3 e A5 B . %4 TMHMM-
2.0 T.H (https://services. healthtech. dtu. dk/serv-
ices/ TMHMM-2. 0/) , RIVAT % 3% 2 1 85 B X £ 7 731
S

1.7.3 =W &HAN  Ex NPS@ (https://npsa
— pbil. ibep. fr/), ¥E £ SOPMA Protein Secondary
Structure Prediction JIHE, i A TedB B2 1R 1+ 51,
R ] X 2 5 ) R SR A TR

1.7.4 B.T @ik zfm % 5% ABCpred ( hi-
tps://webs. iiitd. edu. in/raghava/abcpred/ABC_sub-
mission. html) 5 SYFPEITHI ( http ://www. syfpeithi.
de/bin/MHCServer. dll/EpitopePrediction. htm )" ™%
fi A TedB BYZERRIT 9], BRI AT X BT 40 1 3R
AT I, 5% VaxiJen v2. 0 (http://www. ddg -
pharmfac. net/vaxijen/VaxiJen/VaxiJen. himl )’ %i
AT BN R ALFH , m] ek HA I R 47 53
.

1.8.1 E&&XA ZNHR R, HNHE-B-
D-#A L2 LA AT (isopropyl B-D-1-thiogalactopyrano-
side, IPTG ) , BCA #& [ ¥ & I 52 il 77 & (3% 5.
A1170 18070 ,PC0020 ) 14 F Jb 5t &3 ERHE A R A
F], BL21(DE3) fb22 83z 5 40 M (155 . CD601 ) i
At X BV ARG R A A, HisTrapTM FF
Crude (575 ;17528601 ) 14 H & [H Cytiva A H], HA
PEHL TedB PATTREHTIAR (1 2 1 000) HRP {55 £
e IgG PR (1 2 10 000) (%% 5. abh270452 .
ab205718 ) 4 H J&[E Abcam 2\ ] .

1.8.2 &M E fEENEBGMN (RS,
MiniChemi830) 4 F AL FER QML BHE A BR A w41
WL A (TS Mini pro) W 1 ) M SR RE 4N K 2 9y
R ey A7 BR 2N 71, 3% 3% 55 97 46 (15, MQD-S3R)
WA S R AR A B A A, PCR Y (5,
T100TM Thermal Cycler) 5 2 T %% E ##§ ( Kl 5,
221BR Trans-Blot® SD Cell) 1§ H 3¢ [ BIO-RAD 24
Al, CO, ¥ F 4 (A%, MCO-15AC) I H H &
SANYO A ], LKA (Y. JY600E ) W H Jb i 7 &
KR AUk 5 A PR F] B A e (B . AK-
TATM pure) W4 H 32 E GE HealthCare 23 A ,

1.8.3 TedB E41/F #0935t KK BE G 44k
TSR AE 2 W 3 NCBI, MR 2 b 28000 X 42 1
VPI10463 TedB JE [H 751 (8 555 . KC292162. 1) , I
FEH: C i A 10 x His P51 %0 F AL 5 3% #
£ pET22b( + ) AR, B A ok, ik
SRRBOE R TR A A K %45 T8 BL21 ( DE3) 4
JLZ R EEXF pET22b( + ) 4R PCR 514, 9"
HEIF IR AL TR, PREBH R R IR AT YRR R,
KB 2 L, 37 °C,220 v/min 5% 5555 2 IR TE
600 nm ALK G EEEAE R 0. 6 224 BT, In ALk
FE47 0.1 mmol/L IPTG,20 °C .200 r/min i$ K FH S
ik, WERARIFIEAT AR, B0 a0 EIER
i HisTrap FF Crude 5 mL Fi¢E A8 7 AKTA
b AT A, BR R BRI W aE b ), A8
BCA 5 @ Ao vk B

1.8.4 Western blot 23 WUEN =85 RS vp
WIR A J5 4T SDS-PAGE ; fifi J1] 2 T B % | 300
mA 30 min ¥ ST FEEDE] PVDF I L % 5% AR
Wik TBST 5B 2 h J5, 5PT TedB A58 T
ILHFE 4 Cil i, ] TBST YEi&J5 , 5 HRP 1
KB 1gG PUIRILIER ,37 C,30 min, FE
WA ECL AL B (0, IF TRER R R % 1 B
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RE IR,
2 R

2.1 JR¥ERE TedB FIEIEEMMZES TedB 9
SEE 1355 MORMEMR E A F R, 1 122 Bk
(82.80% ) A ME #2 I % i5 TedB, H 4y 233 #k
(17.20% ) MEAERR B R E 7 B T AR S B JS TedB, HL
MRIARMER AR ER A, M BUE R T
B R R RN 1 122 BRI MERR B g i 2R 1Y
TedB 43 AT I8 12 DSAF A TedB SE R
FRiC A TedBl ~ TedBI2 (1), TedB1 J&H A&k
A, 4055 T 834 5 7 91, 29 5 B ¥ 9 AL
74.33% i & T 4L BE C. difficile 630 5
VPI10463 ; TedB2 £3,5 T 220 4505750, (5 BUF 5 K0T
19.61% ; TedB3 7 &7 5 ELIP) 1. 87% 5 TedB4 5 &
FEBELR 1. 70% ; TedBS H & 16 50751 ; TedB6 7
FOBELE T 5 MRS 2 RRRMERR I HiAy 5 Fhil 1Y
R AR R D

A 3o H 3 g — b S R T 15 %) I AT R R T
RTEREME I R I, 7E B — A P Pk — S5 A i
WHIF ARERAE A SR E L EW (E 2)
f8 1] Blast X450 A) T AR R T LU, 2 LR
ZEFRU/NNER 1 s, #43 TedB 7 #Y [a] [a] 5 B2 4%
5,0 TedB1 , TedB8 . TedB11, H A7, TedB4 5 Te-
dB6,TedBS 5 TedB7 31X R X I FHE [B] 2 JE iR 22 S+ PR3
/g HEA, 3R AL AN TedB2  TedB9 5 H B TedB
R[] 25 H K
2.2 TedB FTEEREBEARFZELERHNH
RS KB Oxford ST /P RIZER IR ST3(n =182,
13.43% ) ST35(n =179,13.21% ) .ST37 (n =172,
12.69% ) .ST54(n =162,11.96% ) 5 ST2(n =125,

9.23% )P EF AT B ST A, HRE LB
55 ST 3Bl B 7R H— 2 X R 56 2R . 3l dn, ST39 7Y
Y R AR = 35 B bk ; ST37/ST81 AUk TedB2; ST3 Al
AL AAAE—/ NS R PP BE R R TedB1 2258 ST3 |
ST35 ,ST54 , ST2 &l 2015 4F )5, S Mk 42 Yy

Tree scale: 0.01 ——

TedB clade

1 TcdB IEE G A BAH
Fig.1 Maximum likelihood tree of TcdB subtypes

2 TedB TERFMEFIINTERZELER
Fig.2 Neighbor-joining phylogenetic tree of

representative sequences of each TcdB subtype

®1 TcdB EMEEREBRAMFRERS L

Tab.1 Amino-acid identity percentage of representative strain between subtypes

Subtype TedB1 TedB2 TedB3 TcdB4 TedBS TedB6 TedB7 TcedB8 TedB9 TedB10 TedB11
TedB1

TedB2 93.71

TedB3 96.07 90.79

TcdB4 98.06 92.82 96.32

TedB5 92.18 88.09 91.12 92.52

TedB6 98.14 92.90 96.41 99.83 92.60

TedB7 91.93 87.66 91.17 92.35 99.07 92.52

TedB8 99. 66 93.54 96.32 98.23 92.27 98.31 92.01

TedB9 94.13 99.49 90.96 93.07 87.88 93.16 87.45 93.87

TedB10 97.70 85.88 94.24 96.22 93.83 96.22 94.00 97.62 86.45

TedBl11 99.58 93.96 95.99 97.89 92.35 97.97 92.01 99.24 94.38 97.12

TedB12 99.62 93.66 96.03 97.93 92.05 98.01 91.80 99.54 93.92 97.53 99.28
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(clostridioides difficile infection, CDI) 7E 17 [E 5 18 &
KK, 29 83.90% Y FRER & H 2015 4F 5 4 5
558, HZHEh P E LR X, Ho g s
BB I TE AR 5 B 40. 20% 5 B s L IX 5k 5T
T IHIE T 129 (9. 52% ) 5 105 1 (7. 74% )
FIRRAE B, 4 22. 06% S [ P 45 41758 A0 2 2 9%
BI(E3)

WE— 2 X B — MR AR MERR B TedB AR — A 4544
BT T MM RGBT, 2R K 4, B
ANGERIBR R G K B E B NP4 (Label 1 5
Label 2) ,iX 5 TedB MR 43 B0t KO, Hrr,
TedB2 5 H & WA Y S LR 25 5 1 32 B0 T 5L
SRS RSSO IS 2 e SRR B R A R, B ok A
TedB2 [ ST37/ST81 AUBG#E , 5 H e Bk , B v B

B3 1335 (RERBREREN
Fig.3 Phylogenetic tree of 1 355 C. difficile TcdB genome based on NCBI GenBank

A
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Label 1
C
Label 2
Label 1

B

Label 2
Label 1
D
Label 2
Label 1

B4 IRERE TedB SEMB R KL EH
Fig.4 Phylogenetic tree of individual domains in C. difficile TcdB

A: Glucosyltransferase domain; B: Cysteine protease domain; C: Delivery and receptor-binding domain; D Combined repetitive oligopeptides domain.
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B RAAE R 22 5 . #F73 WIbk RBD (24 FE e
AR 225 X AT BE 4 52 31 75 240 7 5 40 i
RS PACEE P IpA

2.3 IRMRE TedB MEMEERFENSHT N T
B TedB 25 A ) BRAK M 5T | 23 (8] 25 4 5 0 s 3R A
F AT SR, ABFFEESE T TedB1  TedB2 FiAS AT
FECE L 93.94% ), FHA: W15 8 2= e AR 4R
A X AR R T e 1 S 1R 9 A T 40 BT O LR A
Hor TedB1 A 2% 1 TR BE 6 5 19 02 [ B AR o B AR
VPI10463 ; Ted B2 AR B R ZE B 19 02 2022 4F |1
ZEIE R 2 BE 2 B B I S 4 S BE 43 25 459 B Y TR PR
(GCA_024972115.1) ,

2.3.1 ALK TedBl FRALPERINSE RN .
ZEE A 2 366 NRIELRALN, 70 TN Clas Higsa
Noosa Oss57 Ssy , X432 F- i it 29 4 269. 71 ku; BEiE PI
B8 4. 41 A ROZ R R B g iR ( RA AR Y
BATR) 5 IE A AR AL RS 2 MR 5 =R ) W8 70
Ao 392 5205 ; 2 W EARME B ATT .30 h(iFLsh
PIRZLLT A, R Ah) 5 > 20 h (EEREAI, R DY) ;
>10 h( RIpRsa K N) . 00, %8 1 R E
FREHK 36.49, vl IH K OH R E B A R KRN
-0.318, J& TRk 1 5 IR D i 48 0k 90, % MH
S 2 2 B B 1 ) TR D AR AR M 2 SR R 1Y
Lo, 5 8 A B AR e M AH DG, TedB2 5 TedBI
FEFRAEPE T b 25 /0N S R A AR R, 2 3 AR
i AR E TR S A 5 Rk & A,

2.3.2 BZERABREEX L, TedBl 5 TedB2
BTG5 K 3X 2 PPl (A 1 AR IS A 1, TS
X,

2.3.3 FLMH TedBl 4G5 H TN 45 5 1 &
S5A T - BRTE B A 393 (16. 10% ) 5 B-55 ff1 )
B ol 272 (11.50% ) 5 JC R0 2 #h 19 %5 i 896
(37.87% ), HEAHBEE F 45 10276 26 BRI — 4
P b 5E A PR W BE Br, OB O 805
(34.02% ) AAFHE LR M BT Y 24 B R % L AE &5
o] A HER 72, TedB2 5 Z M HCAFER K 57,
ZEANE 5B IR o SR TE MR R 798 (33.71% ) 5
TC B-% A TR G M A8 o 1 119 (47.28% ),
SEfRBERE A 450(19.01% )

2.3.4 Bk Tinl  BRSRAEL MG ABCpred,
fA TedBl 5 TedB2 & IERITS, BIASHL, H(H
WEHN0.51, ZWW, TedB1 $F43 > 0. 90 Ay F A1k
9%, Hi 3 ZHEHAVREME (£ 2), TedB2 P45
>0.90 MRAIILA 8 7%, o 4 FHE A BRI (R

3), TedBl 5 TedB2 (1) B 4 it 3 i B it JF o b
PSP AT, H R AP 5 43R T2 e
PR 7K it Tl 5 0 16 15 32 AR 25 5 A 3
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Fig.5 Secondary structure prediction of TcdB
A; Secondary structure prediction of TedB1; B: Secondary structure

prediction of TedB2.

%2 TcdBl B9 B 4AREHR R AL FN
Tab.2 Prediction of B cell epitopes of TcdB1

Method Location Sequence (5'-3") Score
ABCpred 1700 -1716 DEINITPVYETNNTYP 0.92
1167 -1 183 CEIWRMEGGSGHTVTD 0.93
733 =749 DSIIVSANQYEVRINS 0.95

%3 TcdB2 §9 B 4AREHR R AL TN

Tab.3 Prediction of B cell epitopes of TcdB2

Method Location Sequence (5'-3") Score
ABCpred 416 —432 GPIISQGNDFNTTMNN 0.92
1701 -1 717 DEINITPVYETNNTYP 0.92
1168 -1 184 CEIWRMEGGSGHTVTD 0.93
734 =750 DSIIVSANQYEVRINS 0.95

2.3.5 T miekfzm

2.3.5.1 CD8" T ZHMaZRAI I 8 SR A8 L W iy
SYFPEITHI, fii A TedB R FEFRIT 5], T3 S5, 1t
& MHC 287 Jy HLA-A * 0201 ; ZR3A mer 5 9 aa,
LT . TedB1 W4 > 26 BIFRALFIIIA 14 4, H
o3 SAPURTE(F 4) . TedB2 TF4) >26 HFAF
FIIA 18 4%, o 5 ZRAFHNA PR (R S) .
5 TedBI 3, TedB2 #9 CD8* T 4 M B 5 3547 %
% BURERSR , H TedB2 AT N S A4 3 0 B 54 7%
it 485 KA BlAT — BT B R BB R R A, i A A IR
BEREHMEIEX,
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%4 TecdBl 9 CD8* T HHAILRER AT
Tab.4 Prediction of CD8 * T cell epitopes of TcdB1

BRI AR Z MM, YRR, A PTG
HATIE SRR IF4lifl, aifbJ5HES 4 SDS-PAGE 5
Western blot 252 | 20 25 R ANK 6C fizs 270 ku 4b
HIEMWT A 3 TedB b BIEW AT AR, Bl %% oh
We - TR W h R 0. 05 mol HEPES 0. 15 mol NaCl

%6 TcdBl B9 CD4* T £HPRLARRHLIE R AT
Tab.6 Prediction of CD4* T cell epitopes of TcdB1

Method Location Sequence (5'-3") Score
SYFPEITHI 1807 -1 813 GLIGYDLGL 28
1098 -1 107 GISAGIPSL 28
1091 -1 100 ILLVPLAGI 30
&R5 TcdB2 I CD8* T HEHIFERATN
Tab.5 Prediction of CD8 * T cell epitopes of TcdB2
Method Location Sequence (5'-3") Score
SYFPEITHI 1 684 -1 693 GIDSCVNKV 26
1808 -1 817 GLIGYDLGL 28
1099 -1 108 GISAGIPSL 28
78 - 87 YLVIEILEL 29
1092 -1 101 ILLVPLAGI 30

2.3.5.2 CD4* T A sRfi o JHEESE. i H
MHC 25 %1% HLA-DRB * 0701 ;mer 4 15 aa, &7
W, TedB1 W53 >26 HYRAFHN A 26 45, Hrp 13
SBRNIEIAPURIE (£ 6) , TedB2 W43 >26 AU
PP AN A 22 45, Hoh 9 SR F I A PR M (£
7)o 5 TedB1 AL, TedB2 By CD4* T 20 M $i J5i %
P/ PrlEMER2E X TR th T B-FE M o B AE,
FITHikgs G .

2.4 TcdB EAMEZRIERETE Wi T.B ik
EXL 20 i 7 TR 25 5 % B, TedB1 5 TedB2 M AEAT
FIFHNE PR A1 22 RN, PrLL, PR Z 18
P B TedB1 [ VPI10463 B ERA/E MR, i HA
WA TedB JEAT R TR %, M NCBI 5045
FRAREC T IR XERR B VPI10463 TedB B 3L 5 ),
oy g 2 TR, R A R R R 6A BTN, BT
BEEAL A TARRE P, I PCR XL = b4 756
o BINEHEE I F UK 45 SR a1l 6B T, R 40 TR

A B M
bp

2000
1500
750
250

100

Method Location Sequence (5'-3") Score
SYFPEITHI 1792 -1 807 VSEHNLSFTPSYYED 28
1749 -1 764 FILMSTSEENKVSQV 28
1424 -1 439 SYKLLISGELKILML 28
1333 -1 348 GINIELSESDVWIID 28
505 -520 KTNISQSTEQEMASL 28
407 —422 YKILNNSLNPAISED 28
339 -354 DEEVQSSFESVLASK 28
1 533 -1 548 KDDIKISLSLTLQDE 30
1264 -1279 WRYFAFIADALITTL 30
1184 -1 199 IDHFFSAPSITYREP 30
933 -948 KGTIFDTVNGKLVKK 30
826 — 841 INVISNIDTQIVEER 30
421 -436 DNDFNTTTNTFIDSI 32

%£7 TcdB2 B9 CD4* T FHALARE R R AT
Tab.7 Prediction of CD4* T cell epitopes of TcdB2

Method Location Sequence (5'-3") Score
SYFPEITHI 1750 -1 765 FILMSTSEENKVSQV 28
1425 -1 440 SYKLLISGELKILML 28
1334 -1 349 GINIELSESDVWIID 28
340 -355 DEEVQSSFESVLASK 28
1 534 -1 549 KDDIKISLSLTLQDE 30
1265 -1 280 WRYFAFIADALITTL 30
1185 -1 200 IDHFFSAPSITYREP 30
934 -949 KGTIFDTVNGKLVKK 30
827 —842 INVISNIETQVVEER 30
C
2
ku ML e M1 2
300
300 250
200 160
130
160
100
130
72
100

6 TcdB EAMME KX AUSEELER

Fig.6 The Construction, expression, purification and identification of TcdB protein

A Plasmid mapping of TcdB protein; B: Result of plasmid transformation identification, M: DNA marker, 1: Negative control, 2; TedB plasmid

PCR identification; C; Result of Western blot identification, M: protein marker, 1: TcdB antigen protein, 2: Negative control.
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5% FEME (C L Hy, O ) o KBRS AT 2 2% vh
T4 h EER 4 ~6 UK, T BCA ) &, 4G
ARRAAL Y F SO EE S 0. 7 mg/mL,

2003 4L, B = BE T R 2 1 T Bk NAPL/
BL/027 R4 %, CDI B 28 ik BE 7 T AR AH e M &
Yoty FE R 2 — , H AT AE 23R AT R e w
WA sERERR " 5RRSE E R R, R AR B 027 #
PRRAE Y b DX (G HOR T ) AR D g Je, E 3
2014 47 E P BGATE IR e IR MERR TR 027 Y
FRR ;2016 45,55 1 (9] i SR MEAR I NAP1/B1/027 Y
PR AR K 5 S e IR e 1 R ) 1 R g G L T
1 355 BRABHMERR i, ST1/027 BB ARAVAL KA 16
FR(1.2% ), 1T E SR ER W AT ol 5 H e
b DCOAAE BRIt an SR P AR G SCRRHRTE 1Y) 73 2 05 1
X} TedB HEATRIEHT, AALTCIEHERG B TedB
W F () BARAE B FEIR YT B TR Iy T A7 A A

H i, & B _EAT A 502 X TedB 19 3 AR I
WA BT B AR E AR L, 7R AS R A B 5T
b AR 2t B — b g R AR R N [ i 44 T
Bl X AE— 2 R LA TR IR ANY D BT
TedB fELEIE 2201 | X B8V 10 76 AN [R) A9 22 R A3 45
FUEERE TR, ST & Fh TedB 2848 B
| PR R A R DG M 0 , T8 7 B0 1 L Bt
R GTD W61k 2R A 00 i 5 455 25 fE Jr i3
e 225, WFoE' ™ A, 28 FDA St DAE 9 &
X CDI WY B TE [ 259 Bezlotoxumab , 7E169T A1 TedBl
5 TedB2 SR AERYR, &6 2 RFEMEH, 7
RERIFSE b R L& R AR AR 2 RET
BERMZRGE G X BT — KA w) ] LU i 1
WG ARIRIR ) DRI, XTI A 3 DRI A e 2
AR FA T, S B R PR, B0
R,

ARBFFEHRE BTN T 1 355 kT E 4B A Y
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Bioinformatics analysis and expression of the major genetic type of TcdB
Fang Yitai'”, Ning Nianzhi’, Sun Yakun®, Li Deyu’, Wang Hui’, Luo Deyan'~
('School of Basic Medical Sciences, Anhui Medical University, Hefei 230032 ;
*State Key Laboratory of Pathogen and Biosecurity, Academy of Military Medical Sciences, Beijing 100071)

Abstract Objective To analyze the bioinformatics of domestic Clostridium difficile toxin B (TedB) and prepare it
to provide data support for the development of effective vaccines. Methods Using bioinformatics software such as
Snippy, Blast, Muscle, and the dist. alignment( ) and hclust( ) functions in R, 1 355 strains of Clostridium diffi-
cile from NCBI GenBank in China were compared and analyzed, and TcdB were grouped. The maximum likelihood
tree and phylogenetic tree were beautified and displayed using iTOL. An online bioinformatics analysis website was
used to predict and analyze the spatial structure and antigenic epitopes of the two largest subgroups, TedB1 and Te-
dB2. The antigen protein TedB was expressed and purified by prokaryotic system. Results According to the geno-
type of toxin B, the 1 355 prevalent strains of Clostridium difficile in China could be roughly divided into 12 sub-
types, among which TedB1 and TedB2 were the main subtypes, accounting for more than 93. 94% of all isolated
strains,, and about 17. 20% of the strains were nontoxigenic or lack TedB. The antigen epitope prediction of TedB1
and TedB2 showed that their antigen epitope distributions were basically the same, and many of them were distribu-
ted outside the C-terminal combined repetitive oligopeptides domains. Conclusion A specialized typing system for
C. difficile TedB in China has been established, and its main subtypes have been predicted for antigenic epitopes.
The screened TedB has been expressed for recombinant preparation.

Key words Clostridioides difficile; Toxin B; sequences analysis; bioinformatics analysis; epitopes prediction; re-
combinant expression
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