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[#ZE] B iR R 3E K F 32 R 4 5 K F 6 (tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated factor 6, TRAF6)
TEZEERTE S A WAL AR MG63 R AE S b YA o 733k R siRNA BRI T 30 03k MG63 4 iy
f9 TRAF6 5 A, T2 iz BR 18 2K 3 42 1 S FL G 9 BE R (lipoteichoic acid , LTA) 313 MG63 4fi g A [a] i} ], 72
PCR A& 10 41 it Toll £ 5% 44 2 (toll-like receptor 2, TLR2) Fl TRAF6 fit) 2% 75 1t ; ELISA B 461 MG63 4 Jifd 7 £ 1)
R N T 40 A % 18 (interleukin 18, IL-1B) Al il 84 IR E A - o (tumor necrosis factor-o, TNF-o ) 3k
BR SHEREE K LTA B MG63 4], TLR2 52 R Fll TRAF6 f 5 X K -8  AS [ i EE A 1 7+ (P < 0.05) .
IL-1B Il TNF-o B 26 35 HH 0 3 30 5 (P < 0.05) o FH siRNA 411 ] MG63 2 Jifd TRAF6 2 1% )5 , 412 48 K 1~ IL-18 Al
TNF-a R IBE R E TP <0.05). %t MG63 4 Ml 3= 20l i TLR2 52 AR P51 26 1 Bk 8 S R 4 0 o
FENH IR | AR LR S B v, 2SR ) R A BE B LTA
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[Abstract] Objective Explore the role and status of tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated factor 6 (TRAF6) in
the inflammatory response of human osteoblast-like cells MG63 which was triggered by Enterococcus faecalis (E. faeca-
lis) and its lipoteichoic acid (LTA). Methods SiRNA technology was applied to silence the TRAF6 gene of MG63
cells, Using E.faecelis and its LTA to stimulate the silence MG63 cells with different hours. After that, using real-time
PCR technology to detect toll-like receptor 2 (TLR2) and TRAF6 gene expression and using ELISA assay to detect pro-
inflammatory cytokines interleukin-1@ and TNF-alpha expression levels. Results When MG63 cells was infected by
E. faecalis, its LTA, TLR2 and TRAF6 gene level has increased to varying degrees (P < 0.05); interleukin-13 and TNF-
alpha expression was significantly higher (P < 0.05). When TRAF6 gene of MG63 cells was silenced by siRNA, pro-in-
flammatory cytokines interleukin-1{, interleukin-6, interleukin -8 and TNF-alpha expression decreased significantly
(P < 0.05). Conclusion E. faecalis and its toxic components is identified by MG63 cells mainly through TLR2 recep-
tors. The major virulence factor in periapical infections caused by E. faecalis is LTA.
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I REAR AR SR e i LAY R AR R iy Ak
POT R SR AT S B AREIR YT o (HEMREIRSY
Ja, TR A I 2 R AR SR 2 1 B AR O Al
ARNEL G AR B PR 2 R i i s sk
WY T2 BRI, BN e A FE SRS AR IR IX el 3k B
T HURMER R A FIR UG AN [ AR
0T I5 H Ak 1 R i o St — Fh B D BU LA
A S, B ERE (Enterococcus faecalis , E.
faecalis) , AMBZSEFETEARIGIT AR, B8 LT
MR R 1], R AR AR 7 A AR A 30
NI EEEOR AR . R IR SE R T2
PR HH 5 I F- (tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated
factor, TRAF ) , £ 2 Fi (5 5 1% i i v # H A
L BUAE R BUA 7 B0 5 (TRAFT ~ TRAF7)
H o TRAF6 1E K | iiF Toll ¥ 32 & (toll-like recep-
tors , TLRs ) i 1% 1 T i NF-w B 18 % 1) ¢ 8 4> 1, 76
MR R RS Wi B EIEM . Tang'®'5%
B, TE 2 IR bk B R K LPS 51 & N T i
JRET A AR AR AE i, TRAF6 T L4 Ui i i 5 4
PR ¥ e 3k, HHAE 2 1 3R TR IR G iR AR 9 J] 4
HEAE T IE R WLARGE . A BT SER ] TRAFG 723
Ji BR TR S B W BE R (lipoteichoic acid, LTA) 5| A&
AR RS 200 L 8 B I P B

1 #RFEE
1.1 EZRX A

2 L MG63 20l Bk (ATCC CRL-1427)
12 i BR B bR o B (ATCC 29212) (35 #0101 K 2%
HEV I B2 2 Bt S 5 o F 50 ] ¢ o i S 0 28 42
i) | E. faecalis LTA (Sigma, 35 [H ), IL-18 Fl TNF-a
ELISA i 7] & (R&D Systems, 3% [# ) , bt A\ TRAF6
M 5E TR (Abcam, JEEH ), X B 1gG (Abcam, 38
[# ) ; TRAF6 Silencer® Select siRNA ( Ambion, £ [H ) ,
PrimeScript RT reagent Kit With gDNA Eraser (Per-
fect Real Time) (Takara, 1 [# ) , SYBR® Premix Ex
Taq™ II (Perfect Real Time ) (Takara, HE ), BD Cy-
tofix/Cytoperm™ 2 Jifg [ %2 /38 175 Wi 57 &2 (BD Biosci-
ence, JE[EH), 7300 BITOLE i PCRAL(ABI, L H),
GelDoc XR System BEW % 2458 (BioRad ,, £ H ) o
1.2 @R

1 ZE M 3K TR bR HEAR F 0 BHL W M43 F 5 v IR
AR TR 24 he TR MR I 4 &
B, FH PBS L 10 000 g 250> 5 min 75 18 P X 41
W, T FH PBS EAR A I o 1 4 4 TR B I LT

1 x 10° CFU/mL, ¥+ 48U 1 E. faecalis T W 53
RETE B NI T KR #

1.3 & X 28 i, K F= Western blot 4 M| siRNA %% 3¢
MG63 J& TRAF6 & & & ik

FHA 10% 6 47 L35 F1BAT ) RPMI1640 15 55
HORLRE FE MG63 4i i, 15 AL A 4 MY, 1140 e A
2 x 10°/mL 4 MR, 4270 T 6 FLEE IR Al , BEAL M
A2 mLYNEER . & 37 CHMPRi 324 h5, %
BRIE R FR 3, 1 x PBS #h sk 2 W e FH G 1L 35 TG
WATHY RPMI1640 YUk 24 h 5 % o

FEIEAT G Yo S B0 T — K, K 35 57 1 MG63 4
it b 25 6 FLAR PN L B LA 2 x 10° AN 40 i, A
TCAULIK) RPMI1640 HEATREF% o S 20 0 %) fl 5 8 ik
F 70% ~ 90%Hf i AT % YL SE 5y . TRAF6siRNA
Ko X} B siRNA #4543z H Lipofecta mine® 2000 5 Y4,
R &, HE U AR

TRAF6 (A UTER SR FH I =X 40 B H ARG, 4351
FE0 h .24 h F1 36 h =~ Asf ] 5 K6 I 0 2R 5 TRAF6
() ZRIR K-, 8 TR O S e (W I B) R AT — 28
SEEy . BRI SE TRARG 1Y 3R INE L, JH Western
blot #:1 siRNA %t MG63 J& TRAF6 [ TTER A%
1.4 E.faecelis B 3 LTA #13 MG63 41 e,

B K IE S5 B E.faecelis I W & W T B AE
10 000 g &40 5 min J5 5 L3 , A £ RPM11640
BC AL 2 x 1074~ /mL, ATIR )G %5 0 .

¥ E.faecelis ) LTA F RPMI1640 7% fift 7 B A
10 pe/mL J5 %5 H .

H 55 5 b i 85 5 3 L bR BALINA E. faeca-
lis K% 4= W2 2 mL, i MOI1 N 100; 5% E. faecalis
M LTA VAW 2 mL, 43355350 h .6 h.24 h, 440
T @ F X AL @ % G o B2 (e G X iR
siRNA) ; @6 YL 2 (5 YL TRAF siRNA) .

1.5 Real-time PCR # | MG63 28 it ¥ 49 TLR2 #=
TRAF6 & B £ ik

Fi Trizol 157 45 A 136 W1 , 45 U4 240 i 5L RNA
H PrimeScript RT reagent Kit With gDNA Eraser it 5]
& R UL B RNA 3% %% 5% cDNA 451 .
& FI SYBR® Premix Ex Taq™ Il (Perfect Real Time)
2 6 22 1 PCR 3250 6 4% Ul B 5 #:4F i#£ 17 PCR J
N, R 43T B 51 907 B0 L% 1, i ABI PRISM
7300 ¢ E 1t PCRAXKTHEAR #E4T PCR UV o AR5
g R AR M 2%, A A BE K Y PCR 7 W48
FERERERE 1 x 10° ~ 1 x 107 hnifi gk, 3
#1221k 7K OF 18 52 ABIPRISM7300 % 14 1) JH A 14
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M2 L P RN THEAS 1, IF 54 A REASRE X B 1Y
NZ (GAPDH) AR EAL G 15 B e 4 SR . Rl )
PR e 1k K- B R 5 0 FE A AR LA RS B &R o
TLR2 5| 9 ¥ %1 . ¥ 5" - GGAGCTGGAGA-
ACTTCAATCC -3 5 F {i# 5’ - CTTGCACCACTCACT
CTTCAC-3"; F Bt K J# 160 bp., TRAF6 5| ¥ 741 .
9% 5'-GATGCAGAGGAATCACTTGGC-3" ; FiiE5'-
GGTCTGTCTTACAAGGCGAC-3"; F Bt K J¥ 167 bp.
GAPDH 5| %) ¥ %1 : I 1i# 5'-GTCTTCACCACCATG-
GAGAAG-3'; F# 5 -GTTGTCATGGATGACCTTGGC
-3'5 Bl B 201 bpo
1.6  ELISA #: E. faecalis % 2 LTA #|i% MG63 #a
Mg i Lk PAR K R F 8 Rk
fE0h.8h.24 h, 6 LM E 7R BIHW,

2 500 rpm, 0> 20 min, B[ 35K TL-18 A1 TNF-a

PR R T o ELISA K 7 325 35 4 B350 & i

BB EAT o

1.7 %t oM
FIBELRELERIR, R r+s TR

fdi FH SPSS 21.0 K 1 i 17 04 40 A o R A

Student ¢ K 5, K5 56 7K F A o = 0.05 5

2 & B
2.1 AR 48l KA Western blot # i TRAF6 % &
EOF &

F£0 h.24 h 136 h 5, A =X 40 5 AR A6 I
MG63 4 i N TRAF6 ) 3k 7K F , 7E TRAF6 siRNA
BEYL36 h )5, TRAF6 A iR ( 1),

Count
Count

Count

\
‘r‘l"‘wy.w\“, X :
0 T T T T 0 T et ey T 0 T T e T
10 10’ 100 10° 10* 10 10 100 10° 10 10° 10! 10° 10° 10°
FL1-H: FITC FL1-H: FITC FL1-H: FITC
@ isotype Antibody control control siRNA emmm»  TRAF6 siRNA

Bl MG63 4 ffif% Yt TRAF6 siRNA 7 TRAF6 £ [13 ik
Figure 1 The expression of TRAF6 protein in transfected MG63 cells with transfected TRAF6 siRNA

131 TRAF6 siRNA A% B siRNA H 4 MG63
A0 36 h, SR )5 E. faecalis Bz Fo LTA Hl 3 MG63 4l
i, FH Western blot ¥ TRAF6 [¥) UL 2R %50% |, % Yy
TRAF6 siRNA [ MG63 4 fifd ' TRAF6 £ FH 4577 #¢
JE AN B I [R] 3G 5 (51 2) o
22 & ¥ PCR#&M E. faecalis B 2 LTA B 3 MG63
29 LBt TLR2 F= TRAF6 2 B 49 & ik 1 oL

1E E. faecalis ¢ F2 LTA J&YE MG63 4l g A [i] B
) B I, 4 e R0 25 X BB A | A e o HE A R
SR ye gl 3 40 40 i TLR2 3 R /K S 3 4 g 35 36 =
(1) 25 U6 BRZL AL ot B 4H 1Y) TRAF6 5 [
FEIR KT G G A YL 41 TRAKG JE R Gk 7E
ASTr s ) B A e A2 AR (R 1) , B TRAF6 5E K 2

L AN
2.3 TRAF6 it % #7 4| E. faecalis % 3 LTA # ¥
MG63 @a 5L X fm BB F R A

T8 A 6] B5F (8] B 1Y) E. faecalis M H: LTA J8& 4t
MG63 4 i i, 4 P o 1 25 1 X A | e e X AR
A RV Y 4 3 AL AN TL-18 A 77 A 76 8 h T 4.23
¥ 4.09 %1 1.77 % , 76 24 h T &5 8.75 1% . 8.46 1%
1234 1%, LTA B3 Y 3 2H 40 M TNF-o 89 77 A= 78
8 h F+ 5 3.66 fi5 . 3.55 1% Al 1.48 1% , 7£ 24 h F+ &
553 1% 528 {5 H12.051% . JCIRfE 8 hifh /& 24 h,
JCiE S 4 P 0 & LTA il 3, 4 TRAF6 #4 l J5
2 3 W5 TL-1B 1Y BE 7 #B 8 2 & 3 i (P < 0.05)
(#£2),
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TE AN 5] B (8] Bt 1) E. faecalis M H: LTA Jg& 4t
MG63 41 L B, 4 TR IR 1 25 R HE A B 2 X

1R e 413 40200 L TNF - o 0 72 4 76 8 h 7 i on e on e i

10.97 45 . 10.93 455 A1 5.07 % , 76 24 h Jt & 7.03 4% o

7.01 %1381 4% . LTA HI 3% 1Y 3 2H 40 Ml TNF- o (1) TRAF6 | e e EESSET

; = o o o

T 5.58 £% . 5.83 f5 f12.76 f%. 70 h.8 h.24 h

B, 5% YL 2H TNF-o 19 43 WA AR 9% 5 5 il (P < 0.05) TRAFG | —————————— 7 ) 2]

(#%2), '

3 %W

3.1 TRAF6 ’7‘: AP ] E. faecalis A LTA % F MG63 41 Jf1 43 5% e 6t B8 siRNA 1 TRAF6 siRNA 36 h J5 , I

MG63 2 i 5 X 4 fie B %ﬁi E. faecalis(MOI = 100) fll E. faecalis 5 H: LTA (10 wg/mL) #$]3#%
TERIGIT WA, — AR SH H 4, Western blot 4 17813 0 h .6 h 1 24 h £ 1] TRAFG

A RATAEFE BB, WA B A AR R A FY) FURF L. TRAFG: I8 5RE I 32 A 5 A 75 LTA

RFJG B A FRA T, A 24% ~ 77% T K 3% i Bk BB EERR .

-lil"[z. 8-10] 5 H:| a:ﬁ%}*%ﬂ@i%%q%‘@m—m , #—?%ELE"J B2 YL MG63 i i £ E. Jfaecalis T HOLTA %% 5

2o P DT R 0 DL R S TRAF6 & H 35

FRABEARIIE 52 4 2 FE AT O 4R B 50 s 4 3 iy fa s Figure 2 The expression of TRAF6 protein in transfect-

S A S RE 52 4 KT O L T LA 2 BR T 1 A ed MG63 cells after stimulated by E. faecalis and LTA

223 AR 22367 R W Bl o

R 1 E. faecalis L LTA Fl3# MG63 41 i TLR2 . TRAF6 %&[H &1k

Table 1 ~ Gene expression level of TLR2 and TRAF6 by E. faecalis and its LTA-infected MG63 cells x*s,n=73

e TLR2 TRAF6

Y 0h 6h  uffi Pfi  24h  wffi P Oh 6h  uffi P 24h  uff PJH
25 X IR E. faecelis 1.00£0.14 11.26+1.00 2.92 0.002 12.11+0.52 2.92 0.0004 1.00+0.10 28.25+3.63 2.92 0.003 17.47+2.45 2.92 0.004

E. faecelis LTA 1.00+0.11 9.35£0.96 2.92 0.002 12.66+1.40 2.92 0.0024 1.00+0.26 36.62+3.13 2.92 0.001 26.52+4.73 2.92 0.006
et R4 E. faecelis 1.00£0.15 12.37+1.20 2.92 0.002 13.57+1.52 2.92 0.002 1.00+0.18 22.18+4.98 2.92 0.009 21.98+2.72 2.92 0.003

E. faecelis LTA 1.00£0.14 9.42+1.31 292 0.004 10.14+0.14 2.13 0.001 1.00+0.12 28.33+£3.30 2.92 0.002 21.67+3.25 2.92 0.004
L e E. faecelis 1.00£0.16 10.35+1.73 2.92 0.006 6.17+1.25 2.92 0.005 1.00+0.21 1.03+0.23 2.13 0.431 1.17+£0.13 2.35 0.166

E. faecelis LTA 1.00£0.33 14.56+2.39 2.92 0.01 10.67+0.94 2.92 0.002 1.00+0.12 0.98+0.12 2.13 0.449 1.04+0.24 2.13 0.408

£ M PE : TLR2 356 h vs TLR2 335 0 h; 6o F1 P ff : TLR2 $63% 24 h ws TLR2 %35 0 h; ¢ 1 Pyl : TRAF6 %35 6 h vs TRAF6 %350 h;
1 F1 PAE : TRAF6 321K 24 h vs TRAF6 381K vs 0 ho LTA : JEBEEERR ; TLR2: Toll BEZ 1K 25 TRAF6: BRI SR AE K 1 Z R M 5G4 6 .

R2 E. faecalis X LTA H3# MG63 4l 7= 4 1L-18 . TNF-«

Table 2 IL-1P and TNF-a secretion by E. faecalis and its LTA-infected MG63 cells xxs,n=3,pg/mL
IL-1 TNF-
415 i :
0h 8h 2%4h 0h 8h 2%4h

E. faecelis  E. faecelisLTA  E. faecelis  E. faecelisLTA  E. faecelis  E. faecelisLTA  E. faecelis  E. faecelisLTA  E. faecelis  E. faecelisLTA  E. faecelis . faecelisLTA
SERIRAL 20424291 22426291 94824990  82.09:6.31 19627+11.18 123.93:6.56 42.69+7.81 42.69+7.81 468.3937.26 365.05:1630 300.08+37.05 237.98+25.01

uff 292 213 235 235 213 213 292 292
P/fE 0.005 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.015 0.009
FERXTIRAL 22.85:0.71  22.85:0.71  93.58+1291  81.05:6.89  193.25+8.56 120.70:10.60 4647+2.87 46.47+2.87 507.79+49.15 429.89+28.00 325.67+25.55 270.88+36.17
nff 292 235 235 292 235 213 292 2.9
P 0.01 0.001 0.001 0.004 0.002 0.005 0.001 0.011

et 31714035 31.71:035  56.24+240  46.77+621  74.30£7.07  65.06£3.78 46.70£7.49 46.70:749  237.54+30.58 176.06:21.48 17820679  129.06+4.91

0 PoE A N B vs UL AT B A BN 60 B0 P A« B e X BB ws FE YL A T B DA . LTA IR B BERG ; 1L-18: FIAHAE A 185
TNF-a: Bl R P F o
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A by fie 3 1 2 YU 37 4K (pattern recogni-
tion receptors , PPRs) Z — % TLRs, REW% 1 51| Z2 Fh fic
T, TR IR e A ) 01 B AT % 45 5 R S LR Y
BRI S N o it TLR2 32 202 G 1 S HL i BE A 4
KIFARRR & RO B M B W AE S 32 R
TLR2 5400 LRSS & J5 , 38 £ MyD88 i 15
SRR, W54k NF-kB, 5 277 Az 58 Pk 40 i 19 1
43 W o T TRAF6 2= MyD88 i % 1 56 i % 4% 75
1o TRAF6 7E 2 i R5E & e i) it Ft b B H5 T G
HIVE T, Ahmad %5 % 3 TRAF6 164/ 5 15 & 19 TL-1
M R T EZRIAER SR T TRAF6 JE A
/N BROETT e v TL-1 B 43 M KR /D', TRAF6
TE B /N B S R A T R M A0 L PR Y O A
+, MR T TRAF P /N BB /NS 41 B 7E LPS
PR, RAE 41 L R 19 4 IR B AR 3l Jok ok A i
) & R TRAF6 i J2& A 1] /D |, Lutgens 55 &
AL BHL KT TRAF6 3 [ , 1T DL R 3l ik ks B 0 k 1 R
FE RN AN BRUMEEE IUE BB R TRAFG
T AT Zhang %5 % M TRAF6 1]
DA 92 5% i BR TR A 3 9 N 28 S B 1l 2T 24 A4 e ) 2R
ik 13 A2 , {H TRAF6 78 2 R 15 B g v (1 7 3k oK DL
fitif .

AHIF 5 g N 2SN R ARG MG 63 4 L (A A
RS AR P AR 2 JA] 4% i o e O 1 o Bt A . AR
WEBA T - O M BR B S H 32 2185 7 a4y LTA v] L
] 3 MG63 21 Jifd i) TRAF6 3 [K 223k T 5 s @24
TRAF6 K& R DT ER 5 | 25 10 3K 141 415 2R i 6% o 3 A
SF B ST 4k 40 2% 3K TLR2 A2 4K, 1 156 W 3k 46 37 fA
JETE TRAF6 JER Y L i , AN 4552 8| TRAF6 UU Bk 5
A sE I, TS B 15 5 5 0 B 5 8R R AR 1)
THE ST Y TRAF6 B UTBR 5 , T I8 A9 RAE 21
JL R T TL-18 F1 TNF-o 19 22 35 I 35 FAIE , 100 FH A 3%
Jo BR A i AR 22 J B B R, TRAS6 23X 25 A
SAE g LA S T R A EE N
@4 TRAF6 3 9 DL BR 5 , 2 M40 i 7 1 2 3k
IR SETH R A D VER I, #E & 75 TLR2
0] DA o 3 0ok H At i AR VR R Ui, X T
Ja i — LAY
3.2 MG63 4a it kR B AF

L2 ARSI VR 1) B 0 R el )
TR AR BT AR IR R BOR IR, 4
S 178 o A MR S R T —E R . MG63
2PN e g T e NG = A R S S
TR ALP G 8 B 44 45 i B 20 e B AT i R A 2R

RURSAE , BAT K AE AR AR, R AME AU, Z2 B4R
Je A LT R R, AR B2 N AR A Y
SRR BT o AR S R SR MG63 A i R UL {4
PR g 22 i A, il LR e 1] A 28 BB S ) A4 i
25 T S ) R R AR B ATS SR A AE 22 5
TE T — 2 0 TAR v, R R TN BB 20 M 2t 47

5%
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