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Resuscitation Effect of Bacterial Rpf on VBNC State Bacteria and Its
Application in Environmental Remediation
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Abstract Microbial remediation methods are widely used because of their environmental friendliness and efficiency.
Most microorganisms are in the Viable but Non-culturable ( VBNC) state under natural conditions, and only about 1%
of microorganisms can be purely cultured. Resuscitation-promoting factor (Rpf) , a cellular active factor produced by
bacteria, can promote the resuscitation of VBNC state bacteria to a culturable state. The generation mechanism of bac-
terial VBNC state, the function and biological activity of Rpf protein were reviewed in this paper. The application of
Rpf in environmental remediation and its challenge difficulties were also discussed in order to provide new ideas for the
development of microbial remediation technology.
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sepprh 25 97% J& T A ], AL G AT I
["]( Bacteroidetes ) . 28 # B '] ( Pseudomonadota ) .
JERETR ] ( Firmicutes ) F1HCZE 1 ] ( Actinomyceto-
ta) ARG 165 rDNA K P57 41 K4 HE 5 14 71
T T 1 S ) R 82 S 400 000 A, AL 45 R 24
60 000-1~J& ">, SR T Hb Bk L 7ty 1 60 41 1 490 i 1 552
BRACE A TR B H X AN B07 = LA B g
Hh 2 S A3 1R W Kb T B R B RS T SRR
A5, 1982 4F  Xu Z¢M 3 ak X IAF 7 AT 11 3R 5E
A2 SLIR I ( Vibrio cholerae) PEATWESY, IR
T 15 1 AE 7] 8% 3% ( Viable but Non-culturable,
VBNC) ARZSEE:, BI 5 240 1 A0 TR AR 8 57 R
R FIAEAE S T I, 23 A —Fh BB Ak 2 £
TR I AR G IR T ik B IR B ES , IX 24
S PE A AL T ME LI 7 AN ) s 5 R 0 400 o A
BT AW IETT e A U B BRI
w1, BIMESE R F (Resuscitation promoting fac-
tor, Rpf) S 7] 42 75 1 25 BRI ( Micrococcus luteus )
Ei IR b R B, B RE A AL AL T VBNC ARZS 1Y
AR I R R R AR K HAETSETF Rpf 19
I Y 3 A v AR R B IO I Rpf FZL P20 BR T
( Rhodococcus erythropolis) Rpf I, W58 FH )
1 3 1 22 SRR Y5 B R RIS Rpf A4 18k 21 1l
BRI IR BRI, AN RE B 2 B v 22 SR
RO fR A M AE 38 mT DU AL st ) + I8
R H B TR ( Pseudomonas sp.) HR1 ., TG (%
FFH ( Achromobacter sp.) HR2 ., 7& 2k T ( Candida
sp.) LN1 2 PR AN R, 5 T L HEA0 R 24
PR PR RN SRR . Luo 51 alifb T 41
FLLERT KB1 1 HY Rpf ZKEHE M, #E— LR T
XU X A AR KRR R BRI EE 5, Fu
LT EFSE 2W Rpf 25 PR Z0F- 21 3R B KB f9 4=
KHEA W E R FEAE L, AE 0% B . 45 J 2% 11 bk ik
AR A U] i 5 B9[], A 10 nmol 11100
nmol T Rpfl A, WL KB1 7£ 48 h WK g
F153 1360 301.70% F 382.28% . FEA1iH1V5 Y+
e AN Rpf1 25 AL RE RS 1 35 19 in m] 1% R s A=
PRI Rh R TR B AR B FR L TR SN 0.40% (1
BUMED) (9 E 241 Rpf1 A1 Rpf2 fff o] 1% 3% 14 (14 Fp 2%

TEJE K L AR Fe2s ) B 43 34 T 36.59%
68.29% , W HIEES ARG MK E RN TH N
B S FES Ll I AN Rpf 8 8 R T 4 B
22 R 1R 255 T R 2 D, R i 240 AR DT 1
FEfREIL T 30.00% , X2k BRI T Rpf R
TR AR S ) A 252 TR S 0 & v Y B A
M. %F Rpf EARSEMEMIBEE h HAE KK
I s 3 FANE , A8 SCEE S 2538 Rpf 19 76 FH AL
B HAE IR S i SR

1 VBNCHhRA@H

VBNC AR —Fh i A By % 55 v sl A7 7E 1Y
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R B R R LA K VBNC RSB 2 T
IRGUAE W T TH X R ) B B I 0 A A R s (R
1) 22 FE VBNCARZ R, 41 B A RE 78 55 50 &= i
il AR IE RS R A BT O B AR Zh E A
BEIRIZRIA ) I 240 M B O e % (H OB A 2 kA=
RS (| 2) 22 VBNC RS HE -8 T
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Fig.1 ~ Schematic representation of bacterial VBNC

state formation in the environment!??]
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A VBNC AR K 2 4 2 24 B HE 40, 9 )
33K B ( Vibrio wulnificus ) . 31 & ¥7F & R FT H
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( Citrobacter freundii) | %% 54E 1 ( Edwardsiella tar-
da) A& HFFE ( Ochrobactrum sp.) Y S Ris

A VBNC ARAS Y5 22 BH 40 7 B9 B2 AR 0 A R

FI R A 48 32 2 A 46 RE R 2L 2R ( Rhodo-

coccus biphenylivorans ) " I 4 # {2 # 4 Bk 4

( Staphylococeus aureus) ™ 45,

2 AEPRSLFLBRE KB1 AR ENED

Fig.2 Electron microscope observation of Rhodococcus erythropolis KB1 cells in different state

[25]

TEH AR ZS g 3o B0k K100 KB1; VBNC RS N 2.5% (FRF3E0) %155 18 h J5i#E A VBNC IRZA ) KB1

The normal state is KB1 in the logarithmic growth phase; The VBNC state is KB1 that enters the VBNC state after induction with

2.5% (v/v) benzene for 18 hours

AN HIEA VBNC IR AT RESZ B Y BE b2z
Wy ERIE A 2RI R R AR P B PR 2R A 9 e Tk AR
itk MRER (BB ) M pH L H IR
S TR Dk S A e AR AR R R N SE
IRz PUHER IR T B B ) R A R
i ERE AV YA S i,
DAb AT R 2R 2 AT R fof 40 T DA A A RS B
SR VBNCOIRZS !, A PR 300 T e AR ot 2 s
A VBNC RS, B4, #F 52 BUBOE BB K L 1
(Acanthamoeba castellanii) BEWS 175 T W K M B
(Aeromonas hydrophila) A VBNC RZE

2 &2 R 3t HF (Rpf)

Rpf B YR BT T 8 10K T B R MY V6
o B S TE S A BT TR ( Mycobacterium tuberculo-
sis ) R WE {0 4% B B ( Streptomyces  coelicol-
or) P LTLTERTE A @ IR EEIRFT T ( Corynebac-
terium glutamicum) "' 254N A KL, B
R Rpf & HELE T 220 DEBEMILEE, N
Ui AR ST A A I 75 AN BRI, 2 FAT I TR il
TGP SRR, G C o bl 109 A4S RE R 5k At

AT AR X, ForP AL 4R LysM 2544 38, Hom] 48 [X 38
i S A 3 B X5 0 R UK TR OB S B A —
Nikitushkin % B8 2 W, f5F 1 Rpf 45 #4380 78
EEMERE Rpf 8 AR A KA & i fE p i &
FERVE, M 59 Rpf Rr i BA 558 %
Rpf #H—BAE D215 1
2.1 Rpf RIEEBREEYFHFHE

Rpf G305 86 32 43 A T IS 0 119 40
A BT B ( Mycobacterium) i R R R
( Nocardia) T FK B J& ( Micrococcus ) . 21 3R i J&
( Rhodococcus ) 55 . G5 BFF I &6 5 AR
TUERTE Rpf 2 14 R R 3L ), H A3 51 2 5 RpfA |
RpfB .RpfC .RpfD il RpfE T Fi & 11", RpfB &
FTES AT B P i E EXEEN MG, B
SEME— T EAZ BT R AL T 1 Rpf SR H . XM
FUR Y C-A SR & T — RS T4 b sk, Hoop
ALFE—ANH 70 A E LR IR HEAL LAY 857 Rpf &5
F3s, —A~ G5 S5 M8, DL & =4~ DUF348 45 #4948
(K 3), XFE5 BT B RpfB &R (14 25 /4 BIF 58
7~ H DUF348 Z5 i B A KLz R & 45
Fy, X 86 DUF348 2505 5 G5 2k el Al Y X 2% AH
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HAFFRYI N EE A R D RE o A% 5 AR
FIPST, Hett 5500 BF 5 6 W1, 45 43 BOFF T 10
RpfB & FFARMS &N, Wi 5 Rpf AHEAE
HH (RipA) IBIREGY, H RpfB 1 57 Rk 240
e RE R SROBE A4 RS Y B T RipA AR Dy —Fh N K g
TATT LA TR SR Y S KB, 3 I ol 2 19 B 22 ) 114
AR EL A AR T Xk 4 BE SR SR A B3 1R KA
Sexton 55 PSR, Rpf AEZLME N- £ 15 1 BE R
A N- 2 PBE R =2 1] bRt 7 SRR 5 1l B
1, 6-l5i 7K -N- £ Tt BE R F) 2 i ik 7 v 4% o 2
({5

3 LFELO3KE KB1 B Rpf2 EE =R EWEIE
Fig.3 Simulation of the tertiary structure of

Rhodococcus erythropolis KBIRpf2 protein

Rpf £ 11 09 40 i 52 75 ) fig 55 L 1A i 0
YA, AT 2 Bk e 5l TN 2 R 2 e 217 418k
7 Rpfl H B4 Z R TG ME AL A Glu54 B, Hs i
it 15 1 B A2 R DI BE I Tk 55 o 2 L Ao Ak
GTRBUCHT , FL7 o B S M e ek, HARER
Ji VBNC RSB 40 AR, AHABL 25 SRt 7 T 3 1k
PR HOURER 3], o A R TN R 1 e 5 B
VA5 PR TG PR SR AR R X — B UESE T Rpf 2
F) ¥ BT O ME OO T AN A O o AR Y
PEVCOAT S Rpf 0T B A 8 o HL U B S
fiFf 21 R JOA SR B B L SN oy R AR R R S
G3F, DA R TR A O, A R R AT R R
WIS rpf ZREEH, 73 5 e 44 0 rpf1 A rpf2, 24
XA TR e ) — A R AR SR AR I 40 LAY A
W H AN SZ I R 4 R A [ B & A SR AR
PRI PR 4 A K TR 0 a1, 5 SR R R A Y 4

ML E I AR, W B AT o Gk T 5]
rpf2 F PR ) 4 S R AR AT B 0 K B SR TR Y
ETE WO FI B AR TR rpf BRI IR 2R AR R
iR T T 5% 3% WA Y R, AT DA 3 o e
HEAT B K IR Jungwirth 2507 BF 5
FW NEIREFE rpf2 K 01k 4 51 52 4
1 F GIxR .RamA Ll M RamB = H #5115
2.2 Rpf &K HE &8 ThEE

Rpf ZIE 8 F bR T A0 & P 5F 1Y Rpf 45 14 35k
A, ik g Z2 B0 At B IR 45 4 38, 1 4 LysM
LytM \DUF348 FI G5 #5444 (& 4) . HATVFZ M
& S5 AR IR D) R A R 26 S U6 R IE , 1 £ 8 2 S0
B UE () Z5 A S8 A 55 R i 5 A5 TR P RpfA 19 LysM
SEFIRAN RpfD 19 LytM 45 46 3l 33 £6 235 ¥4 3 52 e
# Rpf M BB, B0, 24 RpfA Bk
LysM 45 ¥4 35 i, JHL 75 4 i 00 4 B =2 DR 2R (1 1Y
70% , T RpfD A LysM il LytM XUBRK J5 | 7 T il
TEPEA N JEUEE 0 30% , 7€ W] 3 S0 28 44y duf Al fi 5
TR B 15 M SR 1 435 A B 0 e R T VA R
PEOT D FRATIIEEH] KB1 Y Rpf2 & 11 +h DUF348
S PSR s 55 HL S PGS M, FLTE PR R AR
BE S5 DUF348 25 s B0 ik He, Hifth £
A GEF IR D) BEATY T 1 — 2 R ABIEE .
2.3 Rpf AIeERIE R R R IEEES

S L B FE RS ( Lytic Transglycosylase , LT) &
— W, 76 A B JOE R K I R, fE8
St 0 A A L o R SRR 25 4, DA 5 40 T 4
I REE (1 T R R4 fip o R, A e R I A 4 i
R [ WSO 40 L B 0 2 38 A 0 19 S o 2 a1 R 4
HAEVE . R E A5 R 1 R B K
i T 6 5 5% 14 7 (L 20 2 Yo e ) 4 1 2 7
S AR AR 1 AR A A R ) N 3
it N-Z Bt 5E-N-2 BE-B-D-H BE A 3L (1, 6-1 /K-
MURNAc) 443 F W 34k, 76 NAM-NAG 17 4t
AR IKR B 20 (B 5) T X R fE R LT
ALY FRA, T Rpf 5 LT BA A F B Glu #E4k
AL (B 6) , FE R BE 2L vh & FEAHRL 1)
FWEA, B2 KAIRA B st70 W Glu fi#
ARTE A 85 Ry 24 X DR ST, e LR AR L 7
W7 TH 5, M AE Rpf R FHUR S | B 06 o
SR I BEALC, (AT SR AR50 40 Tl 0% 1 B AR A 4
RE e .
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B4 &5 Rpf RKEBLEMEREE

Fig.4 Illustration of structural domains in selected Rpf family proteins

&5

NI EEER(ERILE

Fig.5 Mechanism of action of lytic transglycosylase

6 Rpf 5 SLT #3385 51 Lk 3¢
Fig.6  Sequence alignment of Rpf and SLT domains
SLT &5 K380 413k F KA 354 TR 14 sl70 28 (H ; Rpf 458038075113 B 20720 8R 1 KB1 (9 Rpfl #H

SLT domain sequence is selected from Escherichia coli slt70 protein; Rpf domain sequence is selected from Rhodococcus erythropolis

KBI Rpfl protein

TR, & A 1,6-i7K MurNAc A9
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PEB AN BE A 8 25 A DX, RV A 2% BH P RN
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01, (L 2% BRI B 400 Bt BE 1Y 22 J2 A1 4 T R JEE 5K
WD HAB SR 5 W 45 4 (JU I IR o BE 1R | i BE

PRI IE Nt 2 Bl (19 3R 5 W 4 ) ) T o LA i 42 5 o
SEBIPE TR AN BEAAS 5 BN, A PR A 2R A
FETEEAT — Y (R GRS Y 7S BE R, 5 200 M
AT ST ORI, 3¢ e DX 2 i 14 2 P 5 op 2
VA SRR NG, A5 22 PHE TR B SR80 e i 5 il
T AT FR T IR SRR A W i 7 v ) IO RO
BE/NS 0T 2 B 2R B T =, S
iR S R I X T 40 1 T R e 2 i AR A R
Rpf 25 306 HBA B B¢ T Rpf
5 LT RARRIBIE AN B | T Z e — 2L R ABE
FEHAS R B A4 57 [
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Fig.7 Periplasmic events in Gram-negative cell wall recycling

3 Rpf EHANBEIRFETLFH
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FEAEAE AFHACIITE S KA, Mert FAZ S i 85
FEITEMELL 3 B35 9% . Y IRBE S (ol | 3 & 4
B A B 35k 6 200 B gl T DA R AR T v A o e
15U YIBE T . Rpf BEAE(EHEAL T VBNC IR 40 A
WIS T3, 52 70 4 B 20 M AT B 02 i T e R At
PEEE Z R0, Bk, B Rpf 295 AR R
VBNC ARASHIARTRE , JF 0 T35 G 1 i) it
FINEETE ARG 52 240U, ELAT ) Wl B 1o FH i

7+ 3eM5 52 J5 1, Han 250" (i FH R B 130k 1
1) Rpf I E I8 T — kB Sk 22 2K (PCBs) 1)
ZEFIFT B ( Bacillus sp.) LS1, & PLiZ @itk %t PCB
18 Fil 52 HAT S 4T Wy BE e ), HLA B Ak T LG

[43]

WIAFIG 6 52 PCBs ¥5 e L3 IR FF T 1 55
R IR AR A BT R EE . Fu
VTV T V2L ER B Rpf2 76 7 ik £ b vl
Bi R A 2 REVE A HEVE T, 25 SR A, 4tk i)
Rpf2 25 I HA W s GV, WS n4lifb (1) F 41 Rpf2
FA,FHHAR A KRR e, s T+
EE T R SRR SRS UER TR T
T 0 1) B A A A i R 5 T R SRR AR R 1 2
FEME B2 o s KR R T R e, %
VBNC JRZ T 405 PCBs A 9 i BE 1 RO BIF 98 %
PR, 38 L VS 0 BGOSR B Rpf %o 8 6 R 41 R 1A
TGOT B RIEAT I 5 I 42 =7 PCBs PR %, %
AN Rpf 7T LUK IR rpf D9 R0 2635, A
M e E A VBNC AR TGOT TR B , 14 i 41 ity
B I R A PCBs [ A 5L DR 8 i A 20 5% fit
PCBs'™' . AUt Rpf RLAER 75 + %+ VBNC AR
AUNTR , A R A K e S R )
X TG YL R A B T, T L0 A R e R
Hehim g aa B R4 0 KB RE 1 FAE TS
Pk, %0 Rpf 7675 4 LM B e &2 i o %
AR
FEKRBEAE 52 7 T, o 0 R B 2R I 05 7K 4
PFF BB RER B Rpf I 1735 W 9L )5 shad
B2, OF B T AR R R .
TS, Rpf &2 750 1Y 5 B2 2 1T b g Bk
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P & ( Corynebacterium ) (FUFT T8 7] 7 1) 98 &5 H
i J& ( Proteiniphilum) #1 Petrimonas , iX 655 I g
PE T REA B 776 = 8 B 25 1 T 0 5 b I Ao R
M2, Su BV R HL, AR W) RN A (Mem-
brane Bio-Reactor, MBR) "5 il Rpf AEME 2 = A
DIREE 2Y/PS N &S =PiN [ N ) E e e E i
JFH Rpf X} MBR 2 4t 14 A= 49w 1oy P RS 14 4R
HAT A, KSR, Rpf &
P RE A1 3R OC ) BE B R 1005 M, 42 = e TS
Y/ NP R & 1) | LB R W) SVAE ¢ i SR =2!
SRR IRE G 52 U AT 0 T R AR m

H A 55 3R B 7252 15 Y i BB v TS
LW, R E e VBNG MR, SETTH
55 T EWEYIRF PR BE T . Rpf ABAE 5 5 &8
AbF VBNG RES U , il HAR AR AE K
TESE FLARAT N, Rpf AN RE O E G0 A 9 (0 X
Ja 3] REA Bl T HHT A ST A WA Y A AP A
HEMHG SR IR B B RE ), TR AR A E T
|, Rpf BVEHIALERBIF SEAT SR AN 005 5843, 2R R (1 B
5T B IR A MR T Rpf 1943 F- L, LLAE o 4
T 1 B A AR PRI 8 52 b A IO 20, IR AR
FRNTS B A S AL B 2R A

4 Rpf £ FR5E £ 152 T I 695k %

Rpf 7L E B BE A8 B P B T — 2t
BT AE S RN A, SRS A8 2 ATy R T e 1 22k
fif . PRBEIN IR0 Rpf 78RR E P16 52 v i
MM EERRZ —  Hh 46 pH [ RE $hE
BRYIRAA EAEY RED | XN R
FIRES IR Rpf 0936 P AR S o, 1 52 i Ho AR
SRR A RCR . A BEAREREE N E X Rpf 1 1
A R, PR BT SRms . 10k, Ak 2R
B ok, g il Rpf 1 R AR pH {E, DL 4E
PHTIRE, Kk, B HE AR TR (e s
ZEAR B A R I ) B2 = Rpf RS RRE Pk TR
AR FH RS UE R B AR R A R Rpf AN 32084
B S A 52, B ORI E M A% O A
T Ak I FH R W, B it s ) SR 3 2ok 26 AN P
GHEM ], fe e, HF5T Rpf A4 ME AN 3R 5886
WM DASTT &R R R 1 28 A8 R $E T HAE
B8 A Hp N RO I S, 25 St 3k S 1
Jiti , BERS A AR T Rpf 7E R B8 5 rp i A& 1k

R, J3—A-5 00 Rpf 7E ARG WiE 52 vh v
(R 2SR AN AN S AS[RIFR S 9 240 0 T RE X Rpf
{8y Bl 187 AN [1] , HE b — S A B N 2 B 1T R B v R
G JE ZLER A & 555 T8 ( Streptomyces ) 5 H 4%
5% 5 Rpf (I i b 40 v 7T RE 75 2250 5
(%) Rpf e & LIARASAH [R] g mad 1 - PR, 7 Rpf B
FHTIREEAEYAE S 5 25 HE 40 o i 288 S H X
Rpf AR R

AR B 52 5 W A 52 52 ) Rpf 76 2R 58 5l 4= )
BE N S — A EERNER, AR IR R
52 H bR A] BB Bk A R OB S SR m . 6 4%1E >
(18 52 S T L) f R B 1l & 45 Rpf IFE
I, 2 T O Rpf 7EAS [R] BREE A8 52 SR g b 1 A 58
PR | 75 BRI ZR 9 £ 5 PR Tt >k iy % 7] RE H R
PPk . T, TR PR B YRR A AR A
SEAF (AR pH HAE) , & Bk HEAEYE R OR
W, W FERE BRI, 0255 75 18 Rpf 1Y
AW TR SR, I AT BE M R AR A5 1 LUk
HECR . Ah ¥ Rpf 5 H A A P18 52 HoR AR S
A, NGB YL AR AR G B 4 | BERS K HE R
YER s AR

5 k Z

Rpf 7SR5 A W8 52 v i g o] LA TR 25 22
NI, B, 454 ProteinMPNN 1% fig 5 1%
TR WS X Rpf 47 F 50 FE AL, 0 a2 o] 4 T H 2544
R e S Ak M RE , i s HoAe R R &2 2230 5%
H T YRR 58 Ry g ) Gt 15 Rpf
(KR E M, AT DA AR T 22 0 R B v S B A%
B4, N4 JR L AE AN R PR35 b i R R 7, 3
WK, B8 R )k Ak R T R O e R, T LR &
T ELA T S AL ARG Rpf AR, ILAR,
T o 2 T T AR GnaE i AR A R AR LA
ek, o] RE I o S H A PR A B A S Y P IR
PEHPST @t B3t Rpf 545 € 20 it B 45 4 1
ST, 0] LAAE AL BE AT 05 Y W s i e A5 R il
Ak,

KR IR DR ENE Rpf S PR T
FRAHSS A mT B, 38 2 1) I 4 1 e P S b
(DI REPERAE P LU 5], A Ak B 1R A R 45 18 B2 3
RUOT fainaE e A e B TR S Rpf
FIVRE R 1) 2 R0 A DT AR, T AR SRRy B E W
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