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Mechanism by Which Laser Irradiation Combined with Spirulina platensis Enhances FeSO,-Induced Ferroptosis in

Salmonella Typhimurium and Listeria monocytogenes

SUN Jinyue, PAN Jianeng, CHEN Yiying, LIU Rencheng, ZHOU Wenwen™
(College of Biosystems Engineering and Food Science, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China)

Abstract: To explore the mechanism by which laser (L) irradiation combined with Spirulina platensis (SP) enhances
ferroptosis induced by FeSO, (Fe) in Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium (ST) and Listeria monocytogenes (LM),
this study measured lipid peroxidation, reactive oxygen species (ROS), glutathione (GSH), morphological characteristics,
cell membrane damage, and expression levels of key genes in the two foodborne pathogens after different treatments. The
results showed that the L + SP treatment significantly enhanced the bactericidal effect of FeSO,. The 4 mmol/L Fe + SP + L
treatment reduced the counts of both ST and LM to less than 1.4 (Ig(CFU/mL)). Additionally, the Fe + SP + L treatment led
to increased lipid peroxidation and ROS production and decreased proportion of GSH, thereby damaging the integrity of the
cell membrane, increasing the permeability of the cell membrane, decreasing the membrane potential, increasing the leakage
of intracellular nucleic acids and proteins, and ultimately resulting in the death of bacteria. In addition, the biofilm inhibition
and inactivation experiments showed that the 4 mmol/L Fe + SP + L treatment had an excellent antibiofilm capacity. Finally,
the counts of ST and LM on lettuce were significantly decreased to 4.63 and 4.60 (1g(CFU/g)), respectively, after the
4 mmol/L Fe + SP + L treatment. In conclusion, the Fe + SP + L treatment could effectively reduce the counts of ST and LM
in both planktonic and biological states, indicating its good potential for controlling foodborne pathogens on the surface of
lettuce and other foods.
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A58 N U5 BO T 2% 5 0™ B R RO
BTG R AR T E AL AR, AR
BT 4 = R R sripmt . ROGEDITIRE
(Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium, ST) &¥#H
DL 22 IR IR SUR B 2 —, B sl E
U5 MRIESE, FRE o RAENUIAE . PN G AR 2R i
Y IQH®  (Listeria monocytogenes, LM) &5 W22 K
FEME B VRVESOR T, v DAEMRIR . pHAE A i EhiR 254
i AE T AEE, BUEER N25%~30%"" . 4k, STHILM
HA B A AR B BB 715 AR W R i A A
B FEMNRT, AR, SHMEDRSaEL
JRIK, A AT S IR B T A S —
i insg, (EHIN TRk 5 E S rE gy, Hed
STHILMHKJYS Hedse A WP, Rk, AT @Rl
VR SO T 105 G T 51 R B MEEE, SR A GG R B
T3 508 FOI B A A A T 4 e AR L B 2

W2 (Spirulina platensis, SP) s&—Fl AN 41
i, RILESURIENR. 4 ERZMORE, Cam
VERC T A E i e eah, SPHREHFEEN
MR AT HAE N — PR IR BT, fELLBR0L (laser,
L) B AT L= A 3G 4 (reactive oxygen species,
ROS) , [HJHROSYE N5 AT AT LA G e o

BT MR ARt R, e s Hhe
FIRREAET: (RS, SRAEAETIE) 1 E B IX A2 8
SHEAM SR S A B K (glutathione, GSH)
FER, M FBUR U SR BERLR, 51 K40 5E
T A, BRI R AT AL A b, B
Xt TR G )T B BRI X . Zhang LiangZ5" i 58
KL, M ANPHER-919 L FRIFFIROSF=HERET), &
AL AR o 20 B R PO Ak, S ELGSHIERE, R
TR AR MR AT, AT AT LA A%k A1 ] e e 2 L )
BRI . IR, YDA M AN A B4 Rk W AEAE R
FET-BLZIT, Ak, BRERWEZL (FeSO,) & —Fii Wi
M ERIE T 5 37, ERERER T FeSO MM Tk S 4
BRIET IR AN, [FIE, FeSOME Jy—Ff s W1k I ARk
A, AL R TT Bk ST Y, JRT, 9% FFeSO,i%
FSTAMLMERSET K A B WE FC A LA TE

DRI, ORI LI & SP5 FeSO Ab F %t i 7L () 324 [
IH 4 B0 T AN B =2 QB PR B0 T 2 5 48 B B I
A, WEFLEGS SPHY 5FeSO, 15 T STAMLME AL T2 K A=

FINLE,  [F I 95 LEE A SPHY B FeSO, % STHILM A= 4 4
I 40 80 R R TR AR B TR T AR T v 2k 8
TARRMSTHILMI A, CAUNHE  ZBA R WA
FESED) F B A ) R S A8 S g

1 #ME5Jk

L1 ERE. MRS

R ZEID T IR ATCC14028. M K & R i o 97
# (trypticase soy broth, TSB) H AR
BRAF]: Bz g 4 2 Mk R ATCC191156  H [ 7
A= R A DR O o

Biflekn . BERREA . BRfREER. PFHEH123 ki
Blhr T AR R AR A ZIRREE#EGY-D18
CIR AR 5 A7) FigEEMREA R AR WA
W kHa  REERAEMEHEERAE: BidA
el s R EERERHEARAR; ROSK:
WikA & KREECEVHEHRERAA; GSH. &
LB GSH (glutathione oxidized, GSSG) &I 7 &
FEZREDBEARGR A KIE-1-ZE% (N-phenyl-
l-naphthylamine, NPN) | Z5d@% R ok A 4k
Bt AR AR ABAHE R -B-D- 7L W C(ortho-
nitrophenyl-3-D-galactoside, ONPG) N IR
AWRAF: CEwaifssRgs  2FEPHHERAFR .
12 {UES5 &

LK-R500%068  JHm s ROt A R A A
SpinSREOGHL KA BME  HARRKESEHAF;
SU8010F74#i i1 7~ i 1445 (scanning electron microscope,
SEM) HAHSL AR UV-1100%8 4043 6 6 FE it
SRR EE A IR AT Tecanfiff#r{X . Infinite 200Pro
JOCEEARAY  Fi b A F ;. QuantStudio3 S PG E
ER AWM (polymerase chain reaction, PCR) 1%
EEFMNHAENRGH 5 (L) GRAA .

1.3 Tk
1.3.1  SPHIE;:J%

BESPEERIEEL:1 (Vviv, TR MbfEm il
KE AL E R, HT25 CHJBI &M N
I, BEFR10 dE B IR L LL 3P T3 e L & e 5 97
Ferr, W10 dRUSPLES 000 X g 541 R B 05 min,
JERERUTHE, R UIIE0.85% 4 #R AR /K B3 K, & H.
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132 SPHI RS A0

B EBEFKENE LG RISPUTNE, 3 LA ' 4b
FR15 min, [7]I 455 1 2 B K LA E DG AL FE LS min
PERE HEAH o Kb 28 45 TR fe I At 42000 i X701 26 D0 e A
IR A S &
133 STRILMEIET-HLHITE T
1.33.1  STHILM}; 7

WSTHILM (—80 Co% M FIRMEAE25% H it 1)
R 2T 5 0.6% 8 BEWR Ky (1) 19 i K 1K [ 4k 5% 9% 5

(trypticase soy agar-yeast extract, TSA-YE) |, 37 C4

(T 7748 b BRGHUR . H A BIEIRRT770.6%
T RER R ) RIS K B IR AR, 37 3L (trypticase soy broth-
yeast extract, TSB-YE) 1, 37 ‘C. 180 r/minf&KIRZHs
FE10 ho AR5 1 1001 L5 Bk A T8 1 TSB-YE
Hi, 37 °C. 180 t/minf PRHR 4 7718 hi*Y,
1332  L&ASP. TR IR STAILMA R B 1 H

BRI ISTHLMIRE R E L&, 754 C.
5000X g2 R E0LS min, IF LIS, B T
Ve, RN UIE F0.85% A BREL KPR 52 IR, FHIESTAHI
LM#ZIE1 2 1001 U710 BB EAT MikE . STHILM ) il f
RGP INEAT AR AL . WFREE NG, HIEHR
BEAT10 fEBAEERRE, FFEL100 PLtE 4R RE G HOTR G4 i
i FTSA-YE b, 37 CIHIER; 7748 hjg #E AT B &3

1 STHRFLEA ik

Table 1  Different sterilization methods for ST
i 0‘8;‘5”7%@ F(erg L s 2T

AR + 40 min
LibFA + + LARE 1S minf5 442 E25 min

SPAbs A + + 40 min
SPHLASR4 + + o+ LREIS minFHSEHELS min

2 mmol/L Feft 41 + 40 min
2 mmol/L Fe-+LAbHH4 + + LACFE1S minfi5 4K B 25 min

2 mmol/L Fe-+SPAb#EAL + + 40 min
2 mmol/L Fe+SP+Lib B4 + 4+ 4 LIS minF4REERELS min

4 mmol/L Fe/bH 4 + 40 min
4 mmol/L Fe+L iR 4L + 4+ LARE 1S minf5 4L E2S min

4 mmol/L Fe+SPAb#41 + + 40 min
4 mmol/L Fe-+SP+LAb #4 + + + LACF 1S minf5 46425 B 25 min

#2  LMIRR AT ik

Table 2  Different sterilization methods for LM
3 O-S;ﬁfﬂ F(erg Lo i)

A4 + 40 min
L4l + + LALSE1S minfG 4RSI E S min

SPAbs A + + 40 min
SP+LAbEAL + + 4 LAEIS minF A4 E S min

4 mmol/L Fe/tb 34 + 40 min
4 mmol/L Fe+L AR F4L + o+ LARSE1S minfG 4RSI E S min

4 mmol/L Fe+SPAb#41 + + 40 min
4 mmol/L Fe+SP+LAb#E4] + 4+ 4 LIS min5ASEHELS min

1333 JEFid4Adk. ROS. GSHE &AL E
FHSTHILMAr I 0.85% 4 F 2hyKk (XFHE) Ab 3
40 min, SPEASLA (SP+L) FELALFELS min/g 4k 220
H25 min, 4 mmol/L FeSO, (4 mmol/L Fe) F14 mmol/L
FeSO, B4 SPHILZ (4 mmol/L Fe+SP+L) fELAbH
15 min/5 4k 42 B 25 min. AL, JESTHLMA S
I EAL I E R £ (C11-BODIPY4R4F) 44430 min,
SR 5 IO L TR 4R BB I 8 STAIL MK i i i 44k 15
WP sk, ESTHILMAIROSH I & (DCFH-DA
PREF) G830 min, FHBOGIERE BB M ESTHILM
ROSF=AERE W, )5, 1% IRGSHMGSSGHM 7 &
i _E R D RIS ISTAILM GSHE & 1451k
1.3.4  STHILMJEAR G g
1.3.4.1 4l EAFISEMM %L
STHMLMIPI R B A 77155551.3.3.3717, AbHEgh
Ji, 784 °C. 5000X g& M T 05 min, 77 RiEW, &
AR, B EAEM2.5%% R WIEE 12 h, [EHE
SR JE, MH30%. 50%. 70%. 80%. 90%. 95%.
100% 2 IR BEAT B BE MG /K, 8 T I TN s 4 b 2 )
14 FH SEM WL %2 B 1A I A8 4K, 0K A% 340 3 10 000 A
20 000",
1342 HBREASENE
STHILMIPI R B A 7715 5551.3.3.371, AbHEgh
Ja, f£4 °C. 3 000X g2 A~ &.05 min, R BB,
FHEEA o3 66 BE v b3S MRAE260 nmi b TRt B 3
KRR, IS TRAE280 nmi K AL S R OR R A
IR
1.3.43  AMEEE N E
STA W AFE77:2%1.3.3.3. ML R)E, ST
AT & T 5440 pmol/L NPN#0.85% 4 # &h/k v, H
B ASORS: TN 38 2 8 K350 nm A o 8 K420 nm T )
R 58 T 3R 7 TR A MBS S 1k AR A T
1.3.4.4 P9 REE i 1 )
STHILMKI R A 71525 %1.3.3.31 . AFE4E R
Ji, KSTAILME K 8 & T2 mmol/L ONPGH', 37 ‘C4%
PETFWE30 min, 5 FEEFR OO E F 5 WAE420 nm
e A e 25 P 27 1 A P R 5 T AR AR Y
1.3.4.5  JEANE
STRILMKI A ALEE 555 %1.3.3.3 . AFR4E R
J&» K STALM B M4 5 & T i 8K E 2 mg/mL% P+
12390, ZiREE 4630 minf5 784 'C. 3 000 X g%
PETFB05 min, £R B R B R 0.85 % A 21 £h /K Pk
3, ARG EETAE0.8SR A M Kt . &5, UG
o SRS T 2 0 K480 nm A& S8 4530 n 11 425 1) %
55 8 I B A S LA AR AR
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1.3.5 EEiiHEPCR (quantitative reverse transcription
PCR, RT-qPCR)
STRILMIP A B AL IR 7152 %1.3.3.37T . A4,
J&, i Total RNASZIBGR UL B 42 IS TARILM B 44 1
FRNA, ZRJEHRYESun Jinyues ) 5 0 R0 s sk ik F it
fTRT-qPCR. L4k, STHILM{SI Y75 WR3FI£4, 5
MIHRATAEYTIE (R BRBARAR A K.

#3  STHIETIEMFE SV JE Y RT-qPCRS 1)

Table3  Primers used for RT-qPCR amplification of ferroptosis and
membrane damage genes of ST
i 741 2k
S-16S rDNA-F GTTAGCCGGTGCTTCTTCTG B31]
S-16S rDNA-R AGGCCTTCGGGTTGTAAAGT
feoA-F CAGGAAACCGCTTCCACTTC
feoA-R CACTCCTGACACTGCGTGGA
fepG-F TACCGCCGAGGCTGACGGTG
fepG-R GCAGCCGAATAGCATTCGAC
gor-F TTCAGCGCCACTGCGAAGCC
gor-R CGCTATCGGCGGCGGCAGCG
gshB -F CGATAATATCCAGACCGACG
gshB-R CAAGCTCGGCATCGTGATGG
plsX-F TTGCCATCGTCCAGCGGTTC
plsX-R CGTGACGGTGCCTGCAGCAT
yacH-F TAAGTGACTGCCGCGACGGC
yacH-R GCCGCTTCGGGCGTACTGTA
VjgN-F CAGCGGCTTCTCATCATTGG
yjgN-R GCGCCGTGGGCGATGGTGAA

# 4 LMERSE TAEPIRUR R AE IR T-qPCR 14

Table4  Primers used for RT-qPCR amplification of ferroptosis and
membrane damage genes of LM
EAS izl 27 CHk

L-16S rDNA-F GGGAGGCAGCAGTAGGGA (32]
L-16S rDNA-R ACCGTCAAGGGACAAGCA

Imo0361-F CCTTATCCATTCGCCGGACA

Imo0361-R CCATGAGCCTCACTGGACAC

Imo0460-F CATGACTGCATCGCCTTCTG

Imo0460-R CATTGCTTGTGGGAGCGCTA

Imo0906-F GGATAGCGACTGTATTGTCG

Imo0906-R GCGATTGGTGGCGGTAGTGG

Imo0983-F TTCGCAACAAGTGCTTCCAC

Imo0983-R CTCATAGTGAATACCGCGAG

Imol433-F CTTGCTGGAGATGGGTAGGC

Imo1433-R CGGAAGCGGTGCAAGTGGTA

Imo2105-F ATGAGTGGTAAGGCGACGGC

Imo2105-R CTGGAGCGGAGTTACCGTTG

1.3.6 AN [RJ AL FE X AE 0 58 ) 47 i 23 SR

1.3.6.1 A=W A L 46
STRILMIfI3E 37 77 525 SR w7t . A5 3s 1k

J IR VBAZ fE 12 1007 EE A5 75 (e i - B 6 (R TSB-YEH,

7196 FLAR 4% A5 £1.200 pLAUKS I35 F9 )5 (9 TSB-YE,

BT37 CH:7E8 ho With BEHEFREE, JF445200 pLrff

HITSB-YEAI 24 SP. 4 mmol/L Fef14 mmol/L Fe+ SP[1)

TSB-YEII A B LW b . SPZH A4 mmol/L Fe+SP4H
ZF T 650 nm L& AF T 15 min, ARG, HaemeE
37 CHAE T 4k4:15 3740 h.
1.3.62  AEWDHR R B SLIR

STHILM [ 5% 3 772 2 % Sun Jinyue2s PV i
Fo K AL G B R A% BR 12 100 f bb 451 F 7 B2 F T 35
I TSB-YE, [7]96 FLAR F1 4% HEAE 1200 pLAUAS I FEFH
JGIITSB-YE, B 137 ‘CH:#48 h, Wil FERFRIE, Xf
WAZH: 0.85%4 3 3L /KALFE40 min; SPH+LALFEZ . HnA
SP, ZJELAC#E1S minf54k4EH( 25 min; 4 mmol/L Feih3i!
H: A4 mmol/L Fesb#40 min; 4 mmol/L Fe+SP-+L
AbEEA: N4 mmol/L FeRISP, JELARHE1S min)s 4k 4
B25 min,
1.3.6.3 4B

STHLM ;= AL BE 57555 1.3.6.1 11 F11.3.6.271
BRIREEG, Wt b2 R IR I B G B W R SR 4% v e
BIR . SRJE, A A B BEE 52 10 min, Bl S 5
FHEL, FFINIA200 uL 0.1%M 45 542 44 510 min, %
BEE R, WA S5, IF F T TR WL R % v e
3 . BJEHINAN200 pL 33%UKMEE B VAT M (0, (E37 C 4%
PEREEFR30 minf5, WE AL VS AE S5 70 nm Ak 16
%TEBHO
1.3.64 HEEIHH

AR R FERIAL B 575 1.3.6.1 15 f11.3.6.2715 &
BFRa G, Wt bR 97 5 01 B G v W R SR 22 ik
B2 K, MN200 uL 0.85% /LB /K o K A= Wl JEE AN FL Y
T — N F10.85% 25 HH 25 /K AR 3R AT 10 {35 5 FE 7 RS
IEFE100 pLAa A ARG 2 3 S IR A T TSA-YEFAR I,
1E37 ‘C 4 M F 19248 WS HEAT B VE T A0
13.6.5 VIR SEMAL 5

Y LE R I R ES LD WA M 5 2 B A 1, 8%
FERALHE 7652 1.3.6. 1 1T f11.3.6.2% . BERENE, W
Wb 285 77 5 I P G R R SR R PR 2 IR, K AR
JEEAE R 15 AR & AT, R 25 35 48 F SEMUOUL 82 1 4
A4, BORAEECNS 000,
1.3.7  AZERE A

AR AREE T YR T . Lk
BT, F AR SRR T 2% M I R RN VA W 5 min, G
R K BEGRS UOH Bk B I SR, BE SR AR E T
T &AM NI TR AK S E T 2 1F T K A S8 ik
3.5 emX 3.5 emIET %, KA s R AN AR S
HWATH R, EARRM3 Ay mEM10 pLikE Y
6.5 (Ig (CFU/mL) ) [FSTHILM 3 %, #RJ5 o1 &1
TR,

AbBR A MR . 0.85% 4 FH 2 K 4L FE40 min;
SP+LAEEZ: ISP, JeLAEE1S5 min5 4k 2L E
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25 min; 4 mmol/L FeibFi4H: Jll A4 mmol/L Fekb ¥
40 min; 4 mmol/L Fe+SP+LAFEZ: Hn A4 mmol/L Fe
FISP, ZELAb#15 min/5 4k £L755 & 25 min.

ARG, BASEMN10 mL0.85% 4 & /K
PR30 min. SRJ5, KEHRG IS AN $10.85% 4 P ER
KR EEAT10 580 BERG R, JEFR100 pLAa 24 IR RBEA 1Y
SJRATTTSA-YEFAR |, 7837 ‘CH&AF F R 7748 hig kAT
LR
14 HHRAE S S Hr

FT A5 1) & 29 5% F Origin 202 18 AE 34T 4104, S H
SPSS 26.0% 4347 EH5 73 #7,  Duncany 47 F T 46 56 28731
6] ) 2 PE 22 5 (LAP<<0.05% 7~ Bl 1) A7 78 B 35 v 2
%, RATRFERAmEREZ) M,

2 SRS

2.1  SPHIEMRES &

WE AT R, SPELIRS s M E Sk
6.67 mg/L, 3 & T Eb NI E R ERE3.87 mg/L
(P<0.05) , XEWISPEL FHIEME R T HETH
PR, X 5 Hu HuiqunZ5P% T 40 4L A % L
AR —. A, HEFKLRIELLALIEZLE S
HIRES R P2 AR AR H AR

oo

=)

~

N

0 V_:aE\ 1 ’;i;‘ 1 1
K+EDE  K+L  SP+HFAY  SP+HL
251

BRER IR (mg/L)

FRARFAFRAFAAZ MZETRE (P<0.05) . E2. 4. 6. 7. 11F,
Bl FORRILE G TSP ™ bk ih 2k
Fig.1  Dissolved oxygen levels of SP under white light and laser

2.2 STHILMEFET-HLEITEIT
22,1  AN[FEACFR S STHLM V% %

B2 0] %0, f BEZH B9 ST AL M [ 3 75 304> A
6.41 (lg (CFU/mL) ) f16.57 (lg (CFU/mL) ) , &
HBRLAL I S, BERMKZE6.39 (g (CFU/mL) ) Al
6.17 (Ig (CFU/mL) ) , [FIE g LARBEERT2 Fih s (1) 25 1
ROREB ., [\, Z8pfSPALTES, STAILMI 744
k%639 (Ig (CFU/mL) ) #i16.14 (lg (CFU/mL) ) ,
DRI L SR (R SPAR B X2 Fh Rt TE R B AR . {H &SP+ LAk
HJ5, STRILMIM % H[% 1K %4.83 (Ig (CFU/mL) )
Fi4.81 (1g (CFU/mL) ) , FrASPELALACHE B AT
MR R, XEZEARETSPEA LR ZE —FRA

PIGEGR, 7E650 nmAb LIS~ 1) 7= 4 K & ROS,

ROSTEN—FsREMT], A EEHRGEER. 1t
45, 2 mmol/L Fef14 mmol/L Felb ¥ J5, ST EEE
%570 (lg (CFU/mL) ) #15.47 (g (CFU/mL) ) , Ti
2 mmol/L Fe+L#14 mmol/L Fe+LAF )5, STH B %
fk®5.4 (g (CFU/mL) ) #14.99 (lg (CFU/mL) ) ,

XYL LEL A FeSO A AT — 52 {131 5 Fe SO, Fo Al A 3 (1)
FHERE ., AR, M2 mmol/L Fe+ SPA14 mmol/L Fe—+
SPALFE 5, STHIH HF#MLE5.38 (g (CFU/mL) )
5.15 (1g (CFU/mL) ) , 12 mmol/L Fe+SP+L
A4 mmol/L Fe+ SP+ LAFE 5 ST B # 5K &
4.55 (Ig (CFU/mL) ) fi<1.4 (lg (CFU/mL) ) . 5
I RES, 4 mmol/L Fe+SP+ LA i LM (1) i 5 & vl ik
#<1.4 (g (CFU/mL) ) , <1.4 (lg (CFU/mL) )

KRN ESHACT ol Bl . Rk, Labs T,

Al LU E e R SPHFeSO A MM RFMR. X5
Hu HuiqunZCO 78— 50, LIS, SPH LR E i
B RO TS R 4 1P PR 0 B8 R 260 IR VR U S A4 M AN AR A B
0 8] 7% T AR

L b be
S5k g
Sat
o3
S5l
&
s 1F B
i 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 )
> "% N ~

1t
®

(Ig (CFU/mL) )
N W A N
T T T T T
e
S |
w oL
< H—@‘
R
- o
- o
< ]

ap S
Fe+ SP+ L Ab 2 4 B % (% T K I BR
14 (g (CFUML) ) , TEEMETFINE.
K2 AWAEARST (A) FILM (B) (R EEOR
Fig.2 Inactivation of ST (A) and LM (B) by different treatments

222 JEFEEMLEROS

AT L ERRAE S Fe T 5] Rk 41 i A 5 ik A Ak A
ROS_ETF, AL M0 40 i g o 3 S AL AR OS A2 A W]
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