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Abstract This study investigated the antibacterial activity of caffeic acid phenethyl ester (CAPE) against

Klebsiella pneumoniae and explored its molecular mechanisms in inhibiting biofilm formation. The effects
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of CAPE on bacterial growth were evaluated by determining the minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) ,
minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC), and growth curves. Crystal violet staining, adhesion assays,
and confocal laser scanning microscopy were used to assess the effects of CAPE on biofilm formation and
structure. In addition, leakage of extracellular DNA and proteins, as well as changes in exopolysaccharides
content, were quantitatively analyzed. RT-qPCR was performed to determine the expression levels of
genes associated with biofilm formation, adhesion, and virulence. The results showed that the MIC and
MBC of CAPE against K. pneumoniae were 0. 312 5 mmol/L and 0. 625 0 mmol/L, respectively, and that
CAPE significantly inhibited bacterial growth, At 2 MIC, CAPE effectively removed mature biofilms, a-
chieving a removal rate of 50. 18%5. Meanwhile, bacterial adhesion and exopolysaccharides content were
reduced by 73.3% and 46. 2%, respectively, and CAPE induced substantial leakage of extracellular DNA
and proteins. RT-gPCR analysis further revealed significant downregulation of multiple genes related to
biofilm formation. In conclusion, CAPE exhibits potent antibacterial activity against K. pneumoniae by
impairing membrane integrity, inhibiting biofilm formation, and modulating the expression of virulence-
related genes, supporting its potential as a natural antimicrobial agent.
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HULL LUK CAPE 756 5111 R D7 5 T SR UL S0 e A 24
L MRSk

1.1 M

MNME R 2 2 B CAEBEAS/NT 98 %6, IR A= Wy BB A BR 2 B 5 ili R 5 B (A B (45 : ATCC 13883, )
TR WY BRI ) s B BR R (1 K5 80, L1 B hr T AR LR B0 A7 BR 2N /D 5 R 6 iR K 5L
(TSB) QLA VG A2 A BRA B s 45 i 5 (CV) (R 22 s kAR B B A FRZA &) 5 LIVE/DEAD™ Ba-
cLight™ Bacterial Viability Kit(%[& Thermo Fisher 2A]) ,

1.2 4%

FV1200 #OGH IR £ B s (H A Olympus 24 7)) ; NanoDrop i 206G T (3EE Thermo Fish-
er A7) s EPOCH2 23 KB (3&E BIOTEK A ] 5 H 37 S-4800 F34 BL F . #348% ( H A Hitachi 24 7)) ;
CFX96 TMReal-Time PCR {¥ (Z[E BIO RAD A )

.3 Jiik

1.3.1 K. pnewmoniae B8 & &, TTHFMH T B K. pneumoniae W1 #3, H 200 ul. TSB ¥ # G %5,
BIS) AT TSB iR PAR . 18 F 37 “CHEREEFFRM h 15 5% 24 h, PKBUESY — 1 BRA W%, /M E TSB
B gpdedr, F 37 °C 180 r/min fHIRFE R PR 57 24 h LUSALE PR, B 100 pl WAL RS E 20 mL
TSB B35 rp  FEAHIR) S5/ T AR LE 1555 24 h, R4S 5 B AR T 4 CEIAER .

13,2 AR BEMIO # R TI R MEERBED Y ME CAPE X K. pnewnoniae ) MIC {8,
I 1. 3. 1 ARAB TR . A TSB 8555 36145 o 1107 CFU/mL AW . CAPE DI H 53l (DM-
SO i fif il &R B TAER A DMSO KW EEA/NT 0. 1%, R A5 0 B A Il B 2R FERRE N 0. 078 1
~10 mmol/L iy CAPE %7, % CAPE S5#2 WM A 96 FLAL . i AR FL TR E N 510° CFU/mL, & F
37 CHEERFA PSR 24 h, W5 BFLIMA 20 pL ¥R 0. 1 mg/mL 7] KF WYL BOE KT
37 CHFE 3 h, SCITEE 3 41X IR . 23 XTI ({3 TSB 553750 (BAMEXT B2 (B 5 TSB Ki ek,
ANE CAPE) | FHPEXT HEZH (55 TR L TSB KE 323k S &k 50 10 pg/mL MR R . AL MIC 4880
1E PR R0 AR A A Fe IR CAPE ¥ B2 BHME: X 18 32 22 F 563 S 30 1A 2R A st s vk O E
MIC |5 14 o 45 il b o

1.3.3 RAFHKREMMBO e, RH TSB MBI E MBC, 7£58 8 MIC M€ J5 , B MIC 4552
WAL BRI T TSBEIR M L. s T 37 CHIER FFM bR 7% 24 h WEOEAR R E K
T, ASEg T MBC 5 VM b JC T 75 T8 Ll B 7% BRIl AN /T 99. 9 % AR CAPE MR B,

1.3.4 A¥wZegm iz, B1. 3. 1 AERIIA TSB 595 361 & 0 1 X107 CFU/mL B &R . 17 3#
B IARFARFL CAPE BEWE  (H HLR EE 73501 1/2 MIC . MIC.2 MIC, H WK R 28 5 mL, DMSO
LWREBNT 0.1%, BT 37TCHRRIRR TR 24 h, BrgeiE] & 2 5% 4 h BURE 1 9k, BRI 100 pl
B VRAE I 600 nm AR W EAE (ODy) o XFHRAIA T CAPE ¥ HoAt 85 5 Ab BAH AR T

1.3.5 #MEFTSTAMER, WL 3. 1 MEWAS 120 TSB 55 2% J R 38 Rk B 2 1 < 107
CFU/mL VUl FH 2R, 96 FLESFRAREEFLANA 200 pl BER . B T 37 CHEES R PNE 24 h, et
YA AR AL A BE IR AR I . R B 45 o5 . 78 245 FL IS 2 B FL R I A & ARk EE CAPE(L/2
MIC.MIC.2 MIC) B 1% ks TSB 555735 200 pl, AR S F T 4kakE5 3% 24 h, 38 BAPEXT FEAH AN 75 B B
5 1% 0E0% TSB #i25k. BJE 7 24 FL LB W T BERREh 2 vl (pH 7. O BRVEN 3 WL LB A Y
HIFEIFA A, Bl H AR KT . BESLINA 150 pL HIEE[E 22 15 min, 3225 BES FORE IR T, A 150 pL
0. 1% (/) &5 AR Y, B IREEE Y 4 15 min, FF A YRJE . A B K O 2 sk VR (6, F iR T
FALIMA 150 pl 95% £, 37 CHEE 30 min DAF M IRES G rI45 2 0kt . RHBEFYAE 590 nm K
T RE WG RE (ODsgg ) » LA OD i S5z B4 B 6 i 2 S A st

1.3.6 g%k DNAC(extracellular DNA,eDNA) | %& & R Z 91 % #% (exopolysaccharides, EPS) 4% ¢ & .
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(1 Mush DNA 5EABEEME . B 1. 3. 1 AR TSB #5372 E 2 110" CFU/mL, W4 X4k
AR EW . B 500 pl FEIREERN 2 TSB KR AR RIRF CAPE RI fliHLZR 4y 51k 1/2
MIC.MIC.2 MIC, B R AN & B S TSB {5783k, R CAPE, # T 37 °C.180 r/min fHIRFE K H
WHEFE 24 h 5. T 4 °C .12 000 g &4 F 250 30 min. W FWEW . JFIE ISR TE 260 nm (ODyg,) Fl
280 nm(ODy) WK AL I EAE  Horfr ODyg, (B IS DNA BEHLER: . OD,q, H 5 W 7125 1Rl e
[Pl CAPE X 41 1 40 i B8 52 38 P i 2 i . (2) A 288 & il a2 . SR 2K M- iR 75 U %2 EPS 7
U S A KRR U B L I BV RO R B R LA . W BRI 3 AR RES G
KT, FEMRAGET 4 CHENR MEdE EPS UiiE. £ EPS B Ul )5, T 4°C .15 000 g &4 N B0
10 min, 72 FIEW L VIEH 1 mL BR/K R EE . RARB-GRIR Ak, 76 490 nm PR AN @ 5 %5
VTR R G (8 A A R b S Rl AR v i 28 L 15 EPS By & .

1.3.7 CAPE i X 5o F1 W A R AL Z0%a, AU CAPE X4 v 75 1 B 5 R 2R /K P By s ) , i
B MIC ¥R JE 1 CAPE b3 4 5a F5 A TR i 1 S 28 i B PCR X AH X HE X 1 36828 b A7 0B . il
RIDEAFE S RNA BHREUE B8 TRleasyTM i RNA $2BGR DA B #E47. /] NanoDrop Ultra-Micro
IPEIEREEHAG I RNA A BE R4l , $2EUS . f#i ] PrimeScriptTM RT Master Mix i7) & 7547 555 5%, 4%
JE ] TB Green®Premix EX TaqTM i #4756 & PCR WM . SC5H i 15 149034 i A= T A9 ey
BERAFA R SIS BN 1 R, ISR 16S rRNA JEE, R 22T )5l A% mRNA #
KK, 16S rRNA AERANEE T H I NS ] FEAS R AR PR 25 1 T Sk A AR e ELYE R0 TS 4 v 36
IR AAZ F| CAPE AbH 1 252 , DR AR g AR i N S 551

£1 WMRETEEEXEEMEFET

Tab. 1 Primer sequences of genes in Klebsiella pneumoniae

B4 YT F1(57-37) 2SI EAN FIWFEHI(5-37)
16S rRNA F:CGTGTTGTGAAATGTTGGGT luxS F:CGATGTGCTGAAGGTGAAAG
R:CCACCTTCCTCCAGTTTATCA R: TTCGTCGTTGCTGTTGATG
mazF F:CACGGTTTCACTGGAAGAGG mrkD F:GATTGGTATGCGTTTCAGCC
R:GTATGCGTTCCAGACGCTTG R: TCAAGGGAATAGTTGGTGGTGT
fimH F: TCACGGACCGATAAACCCT wbbM F: TTATCAGGCTGCCATTGCCAT
R: TGAACTGGAAGGAGTCGCTATT R:CAGCTATATGCCCAATAACGC
mrkA F: ACGTCTCTAACTGCCAGGC ompA F: TGGTATCGCAGGTTTCCGT
R: TAGCCCTGTTGTTTGCTGGT R:AGACCGTTTAGCCAGGTTCG
uge F:AAGGCTGCCGTCATACCAA mrkH F: AGAGGAGTTGCGCAAACGTA
R:GCTCATTGGCTTTCTTGGTG R: TGTCAGGGCCGCATTAAACT

1.3.8 oFabd. MIRGE CAPE Wil fiti 58 vd T 1 8 A= P Y i v e ALl 64T T 20 FXHERE . CAPE
i) = 4E 25849 . PubChem %84% 2 (https: //pubchem. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/) F#EEL, JURP 54 YIRIE SiAH 56 1)
EHGERRIET PDB 88 7E (https: //www. resb. org/) M UniProt $#5 /% (https: //www. uniprot. org/) ,
£345 MrkA(PDB ID: 9HW9) . MrkH (PDB ID: 5EJL) . LuxS(PDB ID:5E68) . MazF (PDB ID: 7D2M) , Uge
(AlphaFold model ID: AF-A0A0OKISB67-F1), WhbM (PDB ID: 6U4B) . OmpA (PDB ID: 5NHX) . FimH
(PDB ID:9AT9) #1 MrkD(PDB ID: 3U4K) ., &JH AutoDock Vina X fit 145 8 32 1A 22 (8] A7 X354, LA
PR HGE AR M ST . il PyMOL BEF 745 H0 T b B K SR 2% A 7R FL A0 00T FE T AVE T A R AL 23

1.3.9 LIVE/DEAD %X &ml 2 CAPE #u2a A AW ACR . B 1. 3. 1 BB TSB 8537 3 8 % ik i
% 1X10" CFU/mL, B 2 mL I ASEREEFFFR AT, 37 “C A4 T g 3% , (1 AR R Y MU EM L, 15
FREEH G 05 I R TSB 8555 50 R 28 wh ok =R DA R BRIBIF A . 1 B IR (% A TSB
Frigdk) (1/2 MIC.MIC. 2 MIC 525540 (% CAPE) ,/EFIISTH] 8 h, #2335 F% LN WA, £ FH G TR A R /K
VELLLBRIR Y . B R LIVE/DEAD 40 B 16 A SrtE AT 44 6, 8 SYTO 9 FILfk P9 BE (Propidi-
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um lodide, PD#% 1. 1 AR IR G IFH PBS #iok b TAEWR . 1035 5= M 200 pl Gy @A R S44F T
BFE 15 min, YeO45HE I LY FH PBS 828 bk 2~3 IRALBRZ ATkl Feda R HIOE L 3 A i
5% (CLSMD #E A7 ULEE , i ] 488 nm OB & SYTO 9,562 nm BOGEE PL G5O CFRRTE B, LLA5E0%
IRFEER . ARIETEIEAE 5 1 5E B AT 45 X A S B S5 R AE S CAPE FOVE R BEA T 102

1.3.10 B, AR INEEY L =R EE 1 YE +FrifE 22 (o £5) Fn, BdE A Graphpad Pism
9.5.0 B AE B, I fili H SPSS 27 #E47 M1 IH 43 B F1 J5 25 43 AT (One-way ANOVA ,* p<<0. 05,** p<Z0. 01,
wxx <0, 001,

2 AR5

2.1 CAPE %} ili 42 % 3 A0 B 1 MIC.MBC K 7k 1K iy 28 1) 5% i

MIC F1 MBC J&PFAh BT B 245 90 (RSP0 18 16 1 i A O 8 b, 25 R B R WL 1(a b)), CAPE X K. pneu-
moniae F) MIC 2y 0. 312 5 mmol/L,MBC 4 0. 625 0 mmol/L,MBC/MIC H.{E K 2.4/~ CAPE X} fifi % 78
A EA BRI BT T 1

-5 2£29

“tepgpiei 050 (¢)
Ss:iz:5254%23 /2 MIC Control
T2z z:2z¢8©E — Control,
G ittl =

33888888 | s02sk

ssscssoese d
300G BB E ¢
ELL LT X X X K
P j@@%@ 2 MIC MIC 0.00 l L
: ‘ ~ 0 6 2 8 24
ﬂ ' a. : YQ B} i/

E: (a) MIC BIE ; (b) MBC B 5 (o) A K iR il
1 CAPE 3} K. pneumoniae ¥&%8 51400
Fig. 1 Effects of CAPE on the proliferative activity of K. pneumoniae

MK g R an i 1o . SRIMMZGXT A H AR EE CAPE X K. pneumoniae WA
TSN, S 3 Sk PR B AR . 35 5R 24 h P X B A TR AR KR SZ AR AT ] RO (B2 SR S I AR Y SR %
U R -RsE e s R K i 22 1/2 MIC A MIC ¥R B CAPE Kb B 21 i 40 1 A8 4 34 15 ) i 4] —
B0, (H AN ] A5 W' (B4 B ARG T 0 BR300 BH 400 7 S A A i 1S I s i 22 . 2 MIC ¥ B CAPE 4b B
H IO CIE AR A g B P AR RS e R I I % b, R CAPE ¥R BE T 405 A K LT 452
LIRS FAESE , CAPE R i) 4 2 4 B A A o5 400 ) 48 7 14 7 o) 2 A 4B AR SN TRV o HL L v o e S
TR PEHCHE
2.2 CAPE X Jlli 5 5e s15 A0 b 71 I Fun i Bok-f5k 1) 5% i

A=W BETE W55 AN A 26 B RE 1 2 VIR G . R A Hf CAPE 3] K. prewmoniae "R IVE FH . AT 98 R 50
538 CAPE X 4 B A W 1B K w1 B B BE 1 09520

AP E RN SS A R A 2(a) , CAPE Zb3HZH ) A E IR S CAPE W &2 i A G, 7R e
A0 B A6 85 Y FL PN C AP J% A A ) 10 ) 580 07 it i 38 P o i 528 20 B i v 2 MITC A 8 40 o) B8R de o
=AY BR A 50. 18%0, H AT RALAH 22 M 35 (p<<0. 001, EZERYE Qu " LT TH
Py 41 it 58 e B AP AR B R T 9 45 R — B

2B R B E BT R AN 2(b) L Y CAPE WL F 1/2 MIC i, K. pneumoniae R L3 1
A HR 66 B o b 35 FEAIR (p<<0. 001) , 2 MIC B, Zh B Ze n] 3K 2] 73. 354, Al B, CAPE X C0 % 1 i 48 147
B PR AT LA B R R B VR . IRl SRR S, CAPE 1 BE A ik 41 il 40 18 470 Ui 286 B 45 it 25 6 I B 8 A
VA1 B4 LB AL LD A= 0 ST B %) S SR G A1 0 I A 43 A W A i VR FH
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2.3  CAPE X}l % vE 5 0@ M DNA L H8 1153 B 280 7 it 18 55 i

K. pneumoniae "=HNE AN T 32 i i/ 24 (EPS) L i 7h DNA K 25 A R, Hi EPS 2 4E+F
A WIS R R A AN T 20k B B T 2 TR A SRR T R M B L Y A W B A 2 B A A DR R A i
4 B T el A D B IR L FLRR AL T A H s B E AR . P @ AT A eDNALEPS FIEE
JoT AR AL, AT AR S WA P R e R AR B . AR — )y 38 A S D 5 % T YRR R i IR A 1
JERE  VEAS CAPE Xof 4 i 15388 3751 B B PN 40 SINB (R 52 M 5 7 — T R FHR -B R 150 52 EPS #r 2, LA
i CAPE X A= W L T 5 LA IRl 4

161 (a)_ 80r (b) — sas
1.2+ N = 60f
T E
g Aok E
Q 08 T E 40F
o ° deokk
Q
5
o)
0.4+ S 20F
<
0.0 . L . 0 . L .
Control 1/2MIC  MIC 2 MIC Control 1/2MIC  MIC 2 MIC

2 CAPE XI K. pneumoniae &= HI[E 2 EFF M 282200
Fig. 2 Effects of CAPE on the total biofilm biomass and adhesion of K. pneumoniae

ZER RN 3Cab) . MIC Fil 2 MIC ¥ JF ) CAPE AbFEY) S 20 i AE 280 nm 5 260 nm 4b B
B i 2 T (p<<0. 001, Ui BH CAPE #£ MIC K LA LR BEVT B3R K. pneumoniae 20 M8 B Y 25 48 52 58Pk, A
MAE AL N 2R TS DNA 3% 2 M40 . 5 75 0 A 4 56 5 0 1 A4 B

R BRI A 25 R B /R W1 3(e) , CAPE Xt K. pneumoniae W) EPS & -5 B EA e B AR 1=
ISR 24 CAPE ¥ FE M 1/2 MIC #6J THEn 2 2 MIC B, EPS (M & 2 %45 It H & vk 5 2 il 3
TR B Go it i 3 22 53 (p<<0. 001) . Hirp 2 MIC 4 EPS #i R n] 353 46, 2%, X —&5 SR
52, CAPE ]l i 5 AR PE T I EPS =, 11l 55 25 P IRt A0 3 5 i 2 R Re e, LA i/ 5 5 5 245
WRIE S IEAHE,

£ 1, CAPE — 77 [fil 38 i fl VR 200 1 240 B A 58 2 1175 S B ) DNA VBRI RANE » 53— 138 4o vie 3 A i 1
/> EPS 7KV, R 145 A P R OG5 B8 I o A R o 30— W [ FH DA 25 4y R At 2 1 BEL BT 2= 9 1 T
S ERAE & CAPE il Jili 48 5o B A i AE W AR B 2 AL 2 — .

250r (a) 200r (b) S0F (o)
——
3k
200F e .- a0
15.0F ot =2
%
a9}
150} i £ 30l
& 00k ° ek
8 o Ag 1
100 2 20}
£
5.0 S I
sof 1ok
. . " 0.0 0 . . 0 . 0 .
Control 12MIC_ MIC 2 MIC Control 12MIC_ MIC 2 MIC Control 12MIC_ MIC 2 MIC

3 CAPE X} K. pneumoniae %M DNA 1% B R K S HERIFERIKE
Fig. 3 Effects of CAPE on the release levels of eDNA, proteins, and EPS in K. preumoniae

2.4 CAPE %} Jlili 98 5 T A0 G O By i 5t P 3 i K ~F- 18 P a4
RT-gPCR 255 WK 4, CAPE 7] .3 N K. pneumoniae HWIIRIE AR EE GnrkA smrkH luxS) |
%jﬂ‘ﬁi’ég (mazF .uge .wbbM ,ompA ) S RE B AR L A (fimH \mrkD .ompA) {IE SV ﬁ%%ﬁ}%ﬂﬁ}
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5WEAMfimH mrkA .mrkD) JEZ W5 FENEZ A K (uge \wbbM) FEARIBN T4 (LuaS) A= Py IR AL
B Gk HD K RE ST T (mazF compA) S I BOR S BB 2. 25 1, CAPE il id i 21> K
B BL A 1 23K o NGB E A 2B 0BT B % 5 0 3308 25 0 TH 1) 555 240 TR ) B0 T 0 o AR B R K R e B e g
VEF . 58 25 S5 AR G T 2 vi S A B AL OB ST 2538 M AT

» 2.80r(a) = 2.80r(b) » 2.80r(c)
5] ®kk [ - -
z — .E sokk z y
< 140 % 1.401 :,: 1.401
g g %
2 001 2 001 2 0.01
5 k= ks
& & 2
os)
E E 3
.00 mimm S gl mEEw = 0.00

Control CAPE Control CAPE Control CAPE
= 2.80p(d)  2.80r(e) @ 280F(f)
[5) sesksk — o
> [} >
2 13 stk = Kk
< 1.40F :C 140 —— < 1.40F
2 z z
E = E
° g °
= 0.01 2 0.01 2z 0.01
o 2 &
K o =

L O e =

0.00 Control CAPE 0.00 Control CAPE 0.00 Control CAPE

» 2.80r(g) « 2.80p(h) @ 2.80r (1)
[ sk [ o Kk
5 3 sokok 2 —
2 9 — K®)
< 1.40F < 1.40F < 140}
% Z %
g ] =)
2 o001 2 0.01 2 o0l
= g =
& e &
< w )
s £ %
S 0.00 0.00 = 0.00

Control CAPE Control CAPE Control CAPE

B 4 CAPE Xt K. pneumoniae B FRIZZEHI M

Fig. 4 Effects of CAPE on gene expression levels in K. pneumoniae

2.5 B

Iy XHEST R R . CAPE Al 5 2 Mt 58 50 S A 8 2 A IRANSC R AR U s a4 LB i 45
A A MBEN T —6. 4~—8. 2 keal/mol Z [ (W3 2) . HH.CAPE 55 LuxS #l MrkD )45 & E 1 it . 1550
75 —8. 2 keal/mol, Ho¥k i WbbM(—7. 7 kcal/moD) #1 MazF(—7. 6 kcal/moD), M5 OmpA(—6. 6 kcal/
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Tab. 2 Docking scores of CAPE with different receptor proteins

ZREA Docking score/(kcal » mol 1) Z RN Docking score/(kcal » mol 1) Z{REH Docking score/ (kcal » mol 1)

MrkA —7.0 MrkH —7.4 LuxS —8.2
MazF —7.6 Uge —7.0 WhbbM —7.7
OmpA —6.6 FimH —6.4 MrkD —8.2
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Fig. 5 Molecular docking analysis of CAPE with different receptor proteins
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Fig. 6 Effect of CAPE on K. pneumoniae biofilm as visualized by CLSM
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