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Abstract

Salmonella is a major foodborne pathogen in both developing and developed
countries and is responsible for a range of diseases including enteric fever, gastroenteritis,
and bacteremia. Despite advancements in food safety strategies, Salmonella illness
continues to substantially contribute to foodborne related hospitalization and deaths in
both Canada and the United States. While a majority of these illnesses are associated with
the mishandling of raw meat, a large portion are related to outbreaks from incidental
contamination of food products. In Canada, these contaminated products are recalled
from retailers by the Canadian Food Inspection Agency to prevent the transmission of
Salmonella. However, not all Salmonella contribute to severe health outcomes as there is
a large degree of genetic heterogeneity among the 2600 serovars within the genus. This
range in genetic variability across Salmonella serovars is linked to numerous genetic
elements that dictate virulence. How these elements collectively constitute Salmonella
disease is not completely understood. Several genetic elements encode highly studied
virulence factors, such as Salmonella pathogenicity island 1 and 2, with well documented
contributions to pathogenesis. However, many genetic elements implicated in Salmonella
virulence remain uncharacterized. Identifying how these potential virulence factors
contribute to Salmonella disease is essential to understanding the virulence disparity
between serovars. In this thesis I analyze Salmonella from molecular, cellular, and food
safety perspectives to investigate some of these research questions. First, I examine the
contributions of Salmonella to microbial-related recalls in Canada from 2000-2017 in
which I highlight recent increases in Salmonella-related recalls involving fruits,
vegetables, and leafy greens. Second, I discuss my research on evaluating protozoa as a
screening model for Salmonella virulence and present the Acanthamoeba screening
model I developed to characterize the virulence of clinical and environment isolates of
Salmonella. Third, 1 explore the role of the E3 ubiquitin ligase effector SspH1 during
Salmonella infection and demonstrate that it stimulates degradation of the host kinase
PKNI. In addition, I investigate the prevalence of sspHI in a large collection of
Salmonella isolates (the Syst-OMICS consortium) and reveal a potentially new SspH1-
related protein. Lastly, I propose future directions related to the work presented in my

thesis.
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Chapter 1: Introduction

1.1. The Genus Salmonella

The genus Salmonella represents a collection of genetically related Gram-
negative intracellular bacteria that are organized into serotypes (more commonly referred
to as serovars) at the lowest level of classifications. There are over 2600 Salmonella
serovars currently identified and among them exists a range of genetic diversity (1).
Despite their differences, all Salmonella serovars are transmitted via the fecal-oral route,
commonly through the ingestion of contaminated food or water. Upon ingestion,
Salmonella enter the gastrointestinal (GI) tract of the host where they initiate infection.
The severity of infection varies between serovars, ranging from a self-limiting infection
in the GI tract (gastroenteritis) to bacteremia and systemic illness. Sa/monella serovars
also differ greatly in their host range causing infection in humans and a variety of
animals. To help make sense of the great diversity among the many Salmonella serovars,
the World Health Organization Collaborating Centre for Reference and Research on
Salmonella (WHOCC-Salm) has developed a multi-level nomenclature system to classify
serovars into related groupings (1).

1.1.1. SalmonellaNomenclature

The genus Salmonella is named after Daniel E. Salmon, an American
bacteriologist, who first isolated the bacteria, Salmonella choleraesuis, from a porcine
intestine in 1885 (2). Since its discovery, the WHOCC-Salm have identified thousands of
new variations of Salmonella and have classified the isolates using serotyping analysis.
Salmonella serotyping examines antibody-epitope interactions on bacteria indicating the

presence of specific surface antigens. Fritz Kauffman, the first lead scientist of the



WHOCC-Salm, introduced the first iteration of a Salmonella classification system,
involving early work by Bruce White, based on serotyping analysis in 1931 (2). The
initial Kauffman-White scheme classified each antigenically distinguishable type of
Salmonella by its expression of specific O (O polysaccharide of lipopolysaccharide,
LPS), H (flagellar T monophasic and diphasic), and Vi (capsular) antigen. The scheme
also defined each unique antigenic formula as a separate Salmonella species, designated
by a name usually indicative of the associated diseases, their geographic origins, or their
common habitats (3). Kauffman later supplemented the scheme with biochemical tests to
divide the Salmonella genus into subgenera to improve the taxonomical classification of
serotypes (4); although, these subgenera were rearranged through studying the genetic
relatedness of isolates.

In 1973, Falkow and colleagues determined through DNA-DNA hybridization
that nearly all identified Salmonella serotypes and subgenera were related at a species
level (5). Since S. choleraesuis was the first species identified, it became the singular
species name for nearly all serotypes (6). This change in nomenclature lead to confusion
considering S. choleraesuis possessed different biochemical characteristics than some of
the serotypes classified under it (7); additionally, AChol
serotype name (8). As a result, Leon Le Minor and Michal Y. Popoff, the second and
third lead scientists for the WHOCC-Salm, proposed Salmonella enterica as a species
name replacement as it was not a designated serotype name. Le Minor and Popoff further
classified the Salmonella enterica species into seven subspecies, distinguishing
Salmonella serotypes based on genetic subgrouping and biochemical characteristics (8,9).

These seven subspecies (enterica (1), salamae (11), arizonae (1lla), diarizonae (I11b),
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houtenae (IV), bongori (V), and indica (VI)) formed the basis of current Salmonella
nomenclature under the enterica species, with the single exception of subspecies V. DNA
hybridization experiments performed by Reeves ef al. determined that the bongori
subspecies evolved separately from all other Salmonella subspecies, but shares enough
taxonomic characteristics to be classified under the genus Salmonella (10). As a result,
the WHOCC-Salm elevated the Salmonella subspecies V to its own species, Salmonella
bongori (11).

The WHOCC-Salm currently uses the White-Kauffman-Le Minor scheme, the
most recent Salmonella antigenic classification system, to characterize newly isolated
Salmonella serotypes into their corresponding subspecies (Figure 1.1). The updated
scheme outlines the accepted nomenclature for Salmonella serotypes where genus,
species, subspecies, and serotype (eg. S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium) or
genus and serotype (eg. Salmonella ser. Typhimurium), at a minimum, must be stated (1).
The scheme also uses serovar in place of serotype in accordance with the International
Code of Nomenclature of Bacteria (12). The White-Kauffman-Le Minor scheme is
supplemented and revised every few years to include newly classified serovars and to
update serotyping criteria. New serovars classified under the subspecies enterica are
designated by a name usually related to the geographical location where the serovar was
isolated, while those classified under the other subspecies and S. bongori are referred to
by their corresponding antigenic formula (1).

Within serovars there has been further characterization of variation using phage

type analysis and multi-locus sequencing type (MLST). Phage type analysis identifies a
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Figure 1.1: White-Kauffman-Le Minor Salmonellaclassification scheme.

(A) Salmonella are classified into serovars based on variations in LPS (O), flagellar (H),
and capsular (Vi) antigens. Biochemical tests and phage typing are also performed to
supplement antigenic subtyping of isolates. (B) The genus Salmonella diverged from a
common Enterobacteriaceae ancestor shared with Escherichia coli through acquisition of
Salmonella pathogenicity island-1 (SPI-1). SPI-1 granted Salmonella the ability to
internalize into cells and establish gastrointestinal infections. The genus later separated
into two species with Salmonella enterica acquiring SPI-2, enabling systemic
pathogenesis within hosts, while Salmonella bongori (formerly known as subspecies V)
did not. S. enterica diverged further into separate subspecies with salamae (1l), arizonae
(Illa), diarizonae (11lb), houtenae (IV), and indica (VI) all mainly associated with
endothermic vertebrates like S. bongori, whereas subspecies enterica (1) expanded into
ectothermic hosts. Within the various species and subspecies, Salmonella are classified
into serovars based on serotyping analysis outlined by the White-Kauffman-Le Minor
classification system. Furthermore, S. enferica subsp. enterica serovars are grouped
according to the host range and elicited disease, as some serovars are unrestricted in host
specificity, some are more adapted to certain hosts than others, and some are completely
restricted to specific hosts. The current total number of serovars in each subspecies (or
species for S. bongori) as per the most recent Whitel Kauffmanni Le Minor scheme
supplement (13) are written in bold. Figure modified from Gal-Mor, 2019 (14).



profile of phages that can infect Sal/monella. In Salmonella ser. Typhimurium, phage
typing has identified isolates with distinct genetic differences, referred to as pathotypes,
coinciding with changes in disease outcomes (15). Additionally, multiple groups have
identified new phylogenetic groups of S. enterica separate from the known subspecies
through MLST and whole genome sequencing (16,17). The WHOCC-Salm classification
system currently does not include the newly identified phylogenetic groups of S. enterica
or Typhimurium pathotypes. While serotyping continues to play a critical role in
Salmonella classification, future Kauffmann-White-Le Minor scheme revisions will
reflect insights gained from new serovar characterization techniques (13).

1.1.2. SalmonellaHost Range

There is great diversity between species, subspecies, and serovars related to host
range across the genus Salmonella. From a broad view, Salmonella host range is often
divided into two groups, endotherms and ectotherms (18). These two groups typically
align with the antigenic classification of serovars as S. enterica subsp. enterica serovars
primarily infect endotherms, while serovars from S. bongori and the non-enterica
subspecies are typically found in ectotherms. However, this premise is not absolute, as
both serovar groups can infect either temperature type (18). Where the serovar groups
truly differ is in their capacity to cause systemic disease. In endotherms, S. bongori and
non-enterica subspecies commonly produce an infection limited to the GI tract, whereas
S. enterica subsp. enterica serovars infection can potentially spread throughout the host
(19). This divergence of disease severity is reflected in the evolutionary events that divide

the Salmonella species and subspecies (Figure 1.1B).



The speciation of S. enterica from S. bongori is attributed to the acquisition of
Salmonella pathogenicity island 2 (SPI-2), which carries genes important for intracellular
survival (20). However, the acquisition of SPI-2 alone does permit systemic infection in
endotherms. S. enterica subsp. arizonae was the first subspecies to diverge from S.
bongori, followed by houtenae, diarizonae, salamae, and indica; all of which possess
SPI-2 and are associated with ectotherm infection (21). S. enterica subsp. enterica
diverged last in the enterica subspecies and represents the lone subspecies associated
with systemic infection in endothermic hosts. This divergence of S. enferica subsp.
enterica into endotherms coincided with the acquisitions of genes important to invasion
and survival in deep tissues, metabolism, and intercellular communication (15).
Numerous studies have also demonstrated that non-enterica subspecies are incapable of
survival or replicating within mammalian macrophages (22,23). The transition to
endotherms for S. enterica subsp. enterica serovars likely required adaptation to a more
complex immune system as gut-associated immunity in ectotherms is less complex (24).
Nonetheless, many of the genetic difference between S. enterica subsp. enterica and the
non-enterica subspecies are found within hypothetical genes or genes with putative
functions (15). As a result, our understanding of the transition of Salmonella into
endothermic hosts remains incomplete.

The diversity of Salmonella host range is also found between serovars of S.
enterica subsp. enterica. This diversity in serovar-associated host range is separated into
three categories: restricted, adapted, and unrestricted (19). Restricted host range refers to
Salmonella that exclusively cause disease in a single host species. Both Salmonella ser.

Typhi and Gallinarum are serovars with restricted host range as they only cause severe



systemic disease in humans and poultry, respectively (25). Adapted host range refers to
Salmonella that cause disease in multiple species, but are most prevalent in a single host
species. For example, Salmonella ser. Choleraesuis and Dublin primarily cause systemic
disease in pigs and cattle, respectively, but can also infect humans and other mammals
and are considered the two most notable Salmonella serovars with adapted host range
(26,27). Salmonella serovars that infect numerous host species are categorized with
unrestricted host range. The two most common Sa/monella serovars with unrestricted
host range are Salmonella ser. Typhimurium and Enteritidis, which can infect and cause
disease in humans, cattle, pigs, and chickens (28); although, infection is largely self-
limiting (29). Diversity in host range is also observed within serovars. Although the
serovar Typhimurium infects numerous host species, the definitive type 2 (DT2), a
pathotype, is host restricted to feral pigeons, despite its classification in a unrestricted
host serovar (30). Relating serovar classification to host range is still useful as Salmonella
surface antigens are major targets of host immune responses(31) and the Vi antigen is
primarily found in the human restricted serovar Typhi (32). However, there are many
other factors that contribute to Salmonella host specificity. With the advancement of
genome analysis, correlating serovars with host range may lose value as we identify the
genetic factors responsible for Sa/monella host adaptation.

The factors that contribute to Salmonella adaptation to a specific host species also
appear to influence Salmonella disease severity. Both Salmonella ser. Typhimurium and
Enteritidis exhibit low specificity for host species (28), while their infections are largely
restricted to the GI tract (33). Conversely, Salmonella ser. Typhi and Gallinarum both

produce severe systemic disease in their respective hosts, but do not establish infection in



other species (25). The factors contributing to these differences in serovar host range are
similar to those associated with the transition of Sa/monella into endothermic hosts. Host
restricted serovars, such as Typhi and Gallinarum, possess strict nutritional requirements
relative to serovars with unrestricted host range, suggesting a relationship between the
development of auxotrophy and host adaptation (19). Adaptation to a single host species
also coincides with developing resistance to species-specific immune systems. For
example, host restricted serovars, such as Sa/monella ser. Typhi and Gallinarum survive
better in macrophages and invade and replicate in deeper tissues in their respective hosts
relative to other species (34,35). Alternatively, serovars with unrestricted host range are
associated with severe systemic disease in early-age animals with immature immunity,
but are restricted to the GI tract in adult animals with fully mature immune systems (29).
A genome wide comparison of serovars associated with either GI infection or systemic
disease in humans also demonstrated that downregulation of macrophage apoptosis,
important for replication and dissemination of Sa/monella, is highly represented in the
latter (36). Altogether, adaptations in metabolism and survival in macrophages appear to
correlate with the development of restricted host range.

1.1.3. Salmonellalnfection Clinical Manifestations and Disease Progression

Infection with §. enterica in humans cause four distinct clinical manifestations:
gastroenteritis, bacteremia, enteric fever, and asymptomatic carrier state. Infection with
either a host unrestricted serovar, such as Typhimurium or Enteritidis, or a host adapted
serovar, such as Dublin and Choleraesuis, commonly produce gastroenteritis in humans,
which is characterized by nausea, vomiting, diarrhea, abdominal cramps, and fever (37).

These serovars are referred to as non-typhoidal (NT) Sa/monella as they usually remain



in the human GI tract. Salmonella-related gastroenteritis also has the potential to progress
to bacteremia depending on the health of the host and on the pathogenicity of the serovar
(33). Alternatively, infection with a human restricted serovar, such as Typhi or Paratyphi
(also referred to as typhoidal Salmonella), causes enteric fever in humans, characterized
by a sustained fever coupled with chills, abdominal pain, rash, heptosplenomegaly,
nausea, headaches, and anorexia (37). Unlike NT-gastroenteritis, enteric fever is
associated with the dissemination of Sa/monella throughout the host. Systemic spread of
typhoidal Salmonella will occasionally produce a chronic carrier state in humans, where
Salmonella is asymptomatically shed in host feces for up to a year or longer following
resolution of the initial infection (38). A chronic carrier state related to NT Salmonella is
typically not observed as Salmonella is no longer detected in host stool after twelve days
(39). While NT and typhoidal Salmonella present different clinical manifestations, both
groups initiate infection in the GI tract.

Salmonella infection begins through the consumption of contaminated food or
water. For gastroenteritis, an infectious dose of 10° NT Salmonella is enough to cause
disease within a 48-hour period (40), while a dose of 10° typhoidal Salmonella will
induce enteric fever within two weeks (41). Ingested Salmonella migrate to the intestinal
mucosa where they interact with the intestinal epithelium and exit the lumen via three
distinct pathways: microfold (M) cell transcytosis into the lamina propria, dendritic cell
phagocytosis, and induced phagocytosis at apical membrane of enterocytes. Upon
entering the lamina propria, Salmonella are phagocytosed by mucosal macrophages and

additional dendritic cells (42). These interactions that take place at the intestinal mucosa



between Salmonella and the host are where NT-gastroenteritis and enteric fever diverge
(Figure 1.2).

At the onset of NT-gastroenteritis, toll-like receptors (TLRs) on enterocytes and
mucosal macrophages recognize pathogen-associated molecular patterns (PAMPs) from
Salmonella, such as flagellin and LPS, stimulating a pro-inflammatory response and the
production of the neutrophil chemotactic factor interleukin 8 (IL-8) (43). Internalized NT
Salmonella establish a replicative niche in enterocytes and trigger apoptosis in mucosal
macrophages, further promoting inflammation (44). Subsequent neutrophil recruitment
and inflammation, both hallmarks of NT-gastroenteritis, induce fluid accumulation and
tissue injury at the site of infection. This disruption of the intestinal epithelium releases
fluid from the lamina propria into the intestinal lumen, which clinically presents as
diarrhea (45). Activation of T helper 1 (Tyl) immunity later combines with neutrophils
and activated macrophages to contain and ultimately clear the NT Salmonella infection
(46). However, failure to restrict the infection to the GI tract can lead to bacteremia via
the spread of NT Salmonella from the mesenteric lymph nodes into the host circulatory
system (47). Dissemination of NT Salmonella through the blood stream is linked to
numerous severe focal infections including, but not limited to, meningitis, mycotic
aneurysm, and osteomyelitis (48). Whereas NT-gastroenteritis is usually self-limiting,
NT-bacteremia is potentially lethal and is treated with antibiotics. Additional
complications occasionally arise following bacterial clearance in the form of post-
infection sequela. These complications manifest as reactive arthritis, inflammatory bowel

disease (IBD) or neuronal damage associated with Guillain-Barré and Miller-Fisher
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Figure 1.2: Gastrointestinal invasion during typhoidal and non-typhoidal
Salmonellainfection.

Salmonella infection requires invasion of host cells in the gastrointestinal tract following
ingestion. From the intestinal lumen, Sa/monella cross the intestinal epithelium boarder
into the lamina propria via three mechanisms: Microfold (M) cell mediated transcytosis,
induced phagocytosis in epithelial cells, and dendritic cell antigen sampling. Once inside
the lamina propria, the type of Sa/monella dictates the corresponding immune response.
(A) Non-typhoidal (NT) Salmonella invasion is characterized by the secretion of pro-
inflammatory cytokines, specifically IL-8, and recruitment of neutrophils. Pro-
inflammatory cytokines are secreted in response to pattern recognition receptor (PRR)
binding to pathogen associated molecular patterns (PAMPs), such as flagellin and LPS.
Phagocytosed-NT Salmonella also stimulate inflammation following induction of
apoptosis in macrophages, dendritic cells, and intestinal epithelial cells. Infection of
epithelial cells compromises the integrity of the intestinal boarder, which is exacerbated
further by the influx of fluid accompanying inflammation. (B) In contrast to NT
Salmonella, typhoidal Salmonella elicit a weaker immune response due to a lower
flagellin expression and a capsule that masks PAMP detection. In the lamina propria,
typhoidal Salmonella are phagocytosed by macrophages and dendritic cells, but do not
induce apoptosis like NT Salmonella. Instead, typhoidal Salmonella replicate within the
phagocytes as they migrate to mesenteric lymph nodes where invasive/systemic infection
is initiated. Figure modified from Urdaneta and Cassadesus, 2018 (49).
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syndromes (50,51). The factors responsible for development of post-Salmonella infection
sequela are currently unclear.

Enteric fever is initiated in a similar manner to NT-gastroenteritis. Infection
begins at the intestinal mucosa where M cells, enterocytes, and dendritic cells internalize
typhoidal Salmonella from the intestinal lumen. Unlike NT-gastroenteritis, typhoidal
Salmonella invasion into the lamina propria is associated with minimal inflammation and
the recruitment of mucosal macrophages and dendritic cells instead of neutrophils (32).
The recruited macrophages and dendritic cells engulf the invading Sal/monella but are
unable to clear them as typhoidal Salmonella possess resistance to macrophage killing
(52). Some typhoidal Salmonella remain and replicate within the antigen presenting cells,
while others migrate to the mesenteric lymph nodes where they encounter additional
macrophages and replicate further (53). A transient bacteremia develops as typhoidal
Salmonella enter the circulatory system from the mesenteric lymph nodes and spread to
organs throughout the host (14). Typhoidal Salmonella invade and incubate in multiple
locations in the host, such as the spleen, liver, bone marrow, and gallbladder, for up to
two weeks before clinical signs of infection are detected. Patients with typhoidal
infection of the gallbladder may develop a chronic carrier state, where they serve as an
asymptomatic reservoir for typhoidal Salmonella (38). Both enteric fever and chronic
carrier state are resolved through antibiotic treatment, although multi-drug resistance
strains have emerged (54).

1.1.4. SalmonellaEpidemiology

The study of Sal/monella disease distribution focuses on the subspecies enferica,

where the majority of Sa/monella-related infection stem from in humans. As such, S.
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enterica epidemiology is divided into its two disease groups, typhoidal and NT
Salmonella. NT Salmonella-related illness represents a significant burden to both
developed and developing countries globally (55). Our current knowledge of NT
Salmonella infection rates is largely reflective of industrialized nations as case reporting
in many countries with poor health infrastructure is absent. In Canada and the United
States, NT Salmonella ranks among the top three bacterial pathogens responsible for
foodborne illness (56,57). Consumption and mishandling of foods of animal origin,
especially chicken and raw eggs, are common risk factors associated with NT Salmonella
infection (58). However, many outbreaks associated with NT Salmonella are linked to
contaminated plant-based products. The largest NT Salmonella-related outbreaks in
North American history were linked to contaminated peanut butter and contaminated
cucumbers, resulting in 714 and 907 reported cases, respectively (59,60). Outbreaks
generally contribute to a minority of NT Salmonella infections as most reported cases are
related to endemic infection (i.e. transmission from natural reservoirs) (57). In Canada,
nearly all endemic NT Sal/monella infections are associated with gastroenteritis, whereas
15% of cases require hospitalization for additional complications. These infections are
largely caused by Salmonella ser. Enteritidis (57), similar to the United States (61). While
gastroenteritis is the primary complication of NT Salmonella cases, many studies have
investigated the risk factors associated with the more severe, but less prevalent
bacteremia.

The probability of acquiring NT-bacteremia in a developed country is relatively
low compared to gastroenteritis. A study conducted by the International Bacteremia

Surveillance Collaborative found a NT-bacteremia incidence rate of 0.81 per 100,000

13



when examining data from Finland, Canada, Australia, and Denmark (62). As of 2018,
the incidence rates of NT Salmonella infection in Canada and the United States per
100,000 are 19.4 and 18.3, respectively (56,57). This relatively low incidence rate of NT-
bacteremia does not accurately represent the susceptibility of specific at-risk populations
to invasive NT Salmonella infection. Numerous studies have demonstrated that both
neonates and the elderly are particularly at higher risk of developing bacteremia when
infected with NT Salmonella (33,63,64). Individuals with underlying health conditions,
such as cancer (65), lupus (66), and anemia (67), and the immunocompromised are also
at increased risk of NT-bacteremia (68). In addition to host factors, specific NT
Salmonella serovars, such as Dublin, Choleraesuis, and Virchow, appear to produce
invasive disease at a higher frequency than others (63,64,69). A more recently discovered
NT Salmonella subtype, sequence type 313 (ST313) of Salmonella ser. Typhimurium, is
also closely associated NT-bacteremia, specifically producing invasive disease in
immunocompromised patients in African countries (70). Why these serovars are
particularly adept at causing bacteremia is not completely understood. Considering the
numerous aspects that contribute to Salmonella disease progression, it is likely that a
combination of host and pathogen factors are responsible.

While NT Salmonella is prevalent globally, typhoidal Salmonella is primarily
endemic in developing countries. As of 2017, high incidence rates of typhoidal
Salmonella infection were reported in Sub-Saharan and Northern Africa, South and
South-East Asia, and the Middle East (71). These regions are often associated with
inaccessibility to clean drinking water, poor sanitation infrastructure, and hygienic

practices that promote transmission of enteric pathogens. Transmission of typhoidal
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Salmonella is specifically high in these regions, and not in developed countries, because
of the prevalence of acute and chronic carriers (38). Typhoidal Salmonella are completely
reliant on carriers for the transmission of disease as humans are the only natural reservoir.
Accordingly, transmission of typhoidal Salmonella is favourable in areas where
sanitation practices allow for contamination of drinking water sources with human feces.
Unlike NT Salmonella, typhoidal Salmonella infections are primarily observed in early
ages, from newborns to young adults (72,73). Additionally, patient age and pathogen
antimicrobial resistance are not considered prognostic of enteric fever mortality rates in
endemic regions, which range between 1-3% (74). Most patients acutely shed typhoidal
Salmonella following the clearance of infection. However, patients with a history of
gallstones are at higher risk of developing a chronic carrier state as typhoidal Salmonella
form biofilms on gallstones, increasing their resistance to clearance (75). Outside of
endemic regions, cases of enteric fever are typically associated with travel to areas where
typhoidal Salmonella infections are prevalent (76). However, cases associated with
domestic transmission are still observed due the contamination of food products by
chronic carriers (77).

1.2. SalmonellaInfection Models

Salmonella research relies heavily on infection models to study Sa/monella virulence
and host-pathogen interactions. Researchers have developed a variety of infection models
to study Salmonella due its broad host range and diversity in clinical manifestations.
Presented here is a summary of the current infection models used to study Salmonella

pathogenesis and its associated diseases in humans.
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1.2.1. In vitro Mammalian Cell Models

Immortalized cell lines are widely used in the study Salmonella pathogenesis.
Several different cell lines are needed to study Salmonella as Salmonella interact with a
variety of cell types during infection. Each cell line has strengths and weaknesses as a
model of Salmonella pathogenesis in humans. For instance, the COS-1 and MDCK cell
lines, primate fibroblasts and canine epithelial cells, respectively, are susceptible to
Salmonella infection and are useful for their genetic amenability but lack relevance to
human infection due to their animal origin (78,79). Immortalized human cells such as the
Hep-2, HeLa, HEK-293, and Int-407 cell lines are more commonly used in Salmonella
infection models, and assist in the study of invasion, intracellular replication, and host
signaling (807 82). However, these cell lines lack some biological relevance as they are
derived from tissues only encountered during systemic Salmonella infection. To model
human GI infection more closely, intestinal epithelial cells such as the T84, Caco-2, and
HT-29 cell lines are typically used (831 85). These cell lines form polarized monolayers
in culture with apical and basolateral surfaces resembling those observed in the human
intestine. Additionally, T84 and Caco-2 cell lines differentiate in culture into enterocytes,
a cell type Salmonella interacts with at the site of infection (86). The Caco-2 cell line is
also used to generate an in vitro M cell model to study Salmonella translocation across
the polarized monolayers of epithelial cells (87). In addition to intestinal epithelial cells,
immortalized monocytes, such as the THP-1 and U937 cells lines, assist in modeling
Salmonella infection in humans. Both THP-1 and U937 cell lines can be activated in
culture to study Sal/monella survival and virulence within macrophages (88,89), a critical

interaction during disease progression. This interaction is also studied using the murine
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macrophage cell lines J774A.1 and RAW264.7 (90,91). Although in vitro cell models
provide insight into Salmonella infection in humans, the knowledge gained is largely
cell-type and single cell specific.

Advancements in in vitro modelling of Salmonella infection in humans have
transitioned from two-dimensional single-cell type culture to three-dimensional mixed-
cell tissue culture. The first three-dimensional tissue culture infection model followed the
introduction of a rotating-wall vessel to culture Int-407 and HT-29 cell lines into tissue
aggregates (92194). These aggregates were receptive to Salmonella infection but
displayed less Salmonella invasion relative to monolayer infections. The addition of
activated macrophages (U937 cells) to HT-29 tissue aggregates later improved the
model 6s abil ity tS@mondlu sthiis wvagying ia kiruldace {9W.e e n
Further advancements in three-dimensional cell culture infection models involved the use
of stem cells to generate intestinal organoids and enteroids. Intestinal organoids are
derived from induced pluripotent stem cells which differentiate into a mixture of
enterocytes, goblet cells, Paneth cells, and enteroendocrine cells, all of which are present
in the intestinal epithelium. Enteroids, however, originate from intestinal stem cells and
only contain epithelial cells (96). Although both intestinal organoids and enteroids
possess cellular architecture that resembles the human intestine, organoids are considered
more relevant to human infection because of their heterogeneity in cell types (97).
Regardless, multiple studies have used either intestinal organoids or enteroids as models
of Salmonella infection with success (981 102). A final advancement in three-dimensional
cell culture follows a multi-layered approach to construct the human intestine in vitro.

Schulte ef al have created an infection model whereby layers of epithelial cells, collagen,
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endothelial cells, and immune cells stack together to form a replica of the intestinal
mucosa (103). While this model is currently limited to Salmonella invasion into the
epithelial layer only, its construction represents significant progress in in vitro modeling
of Salmonella infection in humans. Despite all these advancements in modelling human
infection in vitro, cell culture infection models are still unable to provide valuable insight
into Salmonella disease progression.

1.2.2. In vivo Infection Models

In vivo models of Salmonella infection permit the study of disease progression, an
advantage that is absent in in vitro models. Several in vivo models are used to study
Salmonella infection due to the broad host range and clinical manifestations of S. enterica
subsp. enterica serovars. In particular, the oral calf infection model is valuable for both
the study of Salmonella-associated gastroenteritis and bacteremia (104). This model
produces enteric illness in calves that resembles Salmonella infection in humans in both
clinical symptoms and pathological changes (45). The clinical manifestations vary based
on virulence of the serovar and dosing, as calves given low oral doses of Salmonella
Typhimurium typically exhibit transient diarrhea, while high doses are associated with
bacteremia and lethal infection (105,106). This range in disease is especially useful in
characterizing the virulence of Salmonella strains through clinical scoring and examining
intestinal pathology (107). Although the Salmomnella infection model in calves is an
accurate representation of human disease, it is limited by costs and logistics associated
with performing multiple experiments and genetic variability between animals (108). The
introduction of a ligated ileal loop model in calves alleviated some of these limitations.

Instead of infecting multiple animals, this model enables separate Salmonella infections
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in individually ligated loops of a single ileum (107). Loop infections are typically
restricted to the study of acute Sal/monella infection (<24h), but alternations to the
technique have permitted longer infection periods (5 days) (109). The ileum loop model
measures Salmonella virulence through examining intestinal pathology and quantifying
bacterial burdens in each loop (104). These ileum loops improve upon the oral calf model
as they evaluate multiple Salmonella strains in the same animal simultaneously. While
the success of this technique has also translated to rabbits (110,111) and pigs (112,113) as
in vivo models of Salmonella infection, the model is still burdened by the animal housing
logistics and the expertise required to perform the surgery.

The most prominent in vivo model used to study Salmonella infection is the
streptomycin treated mouse model developed by Dietrich-Hardt and co-workers (114). In
this model, mice are treated with the antibiotic streptomycin to remove gut microflora,
which provide colonization resistance to Salmonella infection (115). Pretreated mice are
then orally inoculated with Sa/monella leading to intestinal inflammation coupled with
epithelial lesions and endothelial infiltrate rich in polymorphonuclear leukocytes (116).
These responses to Sa/monella infection are similar to those observed in the calf infection
model (109). However, diarrhea is not typically reported during infection in the
streptomycin treated mice. Instead, fecal secretions appear slimy and pellet formation is
absent (114). In addition to gastroenteritis, infected mice concurrently develop systemic
disease akin to enteric fever in humans (114). These differences in clinical manifestations
limit the utility of streptomycin treated mice as a model of Salmonella disease in humans.
Regardless, experiments using pre-treated mice are favoured over calf infections as they

are less labourious and are amendable to scaling. An additional advantage to the pre-
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treated mouse model is the degree of control over both host and pathogen genetics.
Multiple groups have used the streptomycin treated mouse model to screen Salmonella
mutant libraries in order to identify important virulence genes (1171 119), which requires
numerous mice. Studies with immunodeficient mice have also used the streptomycin pre-
treatment model to examine the impact of host genetics on Salmonella infection
(120,121). While the streptomycin mouse model has its weaknesses, it remains a valuable
tool is the study of NT Salmonella pathogenesis.

Most in vivo Salmonella models are valuable to the study of NT-gastroenteritis
but fail to provide insight on host restricted conditions such as enteric fever. Considering
enteric fever related to typhoidal Salmonella infection is restricted to humans, modelling
a similar disease progression in animals is challenging. The current in vivo model used to
study systemic Salmonella disease in animals is the murine infection model. In general,
immunocompetent mice are susceptible to systemic infection with Salmonella ser.
Typhimurium, characterized by an absence of gastroenteritis and invasion of Sa/monella
into the liver and spleen (53). There are multiple murine infection models that differ
based on route of infection, genetic background of the mouse, and the S. enterica subsp.
enterica serovar used for infection (122). Oral administration of Salmonella inoculum
into mice is considered the most relevant inoculation method to human disease compared
to intravenous (iv), intraperitoneal (ip), and subcutaneous injections, but requires a higher
number of bacteria for successful infection (122). A large variance in susceptibility to
infection is also observed between different mouse backgrounds with oral Salmonella ser.
Typhimurium inoculation due to genetic differences in host immunity genes. Notable

genetic variants are found within Slcllal (formerly Natural resistance-associated
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macrophage protein 1, Nrampl) and Toll-like receptor 4 (TLR4) (123), which contribute
to intramacrophage degradation of pathogens (124,125) and detection of LPS for
activation of a pro-inflammatory immune response (126), respectively. Mouse
backgrounds harboring these mutations have increased susceptibility to systemic
Salmonella ser. Typhimurium infection (127,128). While Salmonella infection progresses
similarly for both the immunocompetent murine model and enteric fever in humans
(129), the serovars involved for each are quite different. Salmonella ser. Typhimurium is
genetically distinct from typhoidal Salmonella serovars and is restricted to gastroenteritis
during human infections (32), whereas typhoidal Salmonella do not establish infection in
immunocompetent mice (130). Therefore, Salmonella ser. Typhimurium infection in
mice represents an incomplete model of enteric fever in humans.

Another approach to modelling enteric fever in mice involves the humanized
mouse model. In this model, human hematopoietic stem cells are engrafted into an
immunodeficient mouse background to generate human immune cells. Following
engraftment, humanized mice are susceptible to Sa/monella ser. Typhi and exhibit innate
and adaptive immune responses characterized by the production of human cytokines in
response to infection (131). The inoculum is delivered either by ip or iv injection as oral
administration of Salmonella ser. Typhi is incompatible with intestinal invasion in mice
(132). Multiple groups have performed Salmonella ser. Typhi infections in humanize
mouse models with varying results. Mouse survival differed in studies using ip
administration of Salmonella ser. Typhi with one group reporting persistent non-lethal
infections (133), while others observed acute fatal disease (134). Another group using iv

inoculation reported high bacterial burdens in the liver, spleen, and bone marrow, along
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with significant weight loss and high survival (135). Despite these differences in
infection outcomes, multiple studies have screened Salmonella ser. Typhi transposon
libraries through the humanized mouse model and have successfully identified genes
important to systemic infection (134,136). These findings highlight the potential utility of
humanized mouse as a model for systemic Salmonella infection in humans, although an
absence of intestinal invasion still limits its relevancy.

In addition to the mammalian infection models discussed here, ectotherm models,
such as Caenorhabditis elegans and zebrafish, are becoming increasingly more
prominent in the study of Salmonella pathogenesis. Both the C. elegans and zebrafish
models are susceptible to Sa/monella infection and display conservation of host-pathogen
interactions between Salmonella and mammalian models (1371 139). These two
ectotherm models have the innate benefit of transparent physiology permitting non-
invasive microscopy to monitor fluorescent Salmonella growth and clearance in vivo
during infection. Salmonella research involving these two ectotherm models has
primarily focused on investigating host-pathogen factors contributing to bacterial
persistence. Studies using C. elegans as a Salmonella infection model have characterized
the function of virulence genes (140), evaluated the virulence of Salmonella pathotypes
(141), and examined in vivo biofilm formation (142). Salmonella studies using the
zebrafish model have confirmed important roles for macrophages and neutrophils in
pathogen clearance (143) and have verified the importance of cholesterol in Salmonella
disease outcomes (144). While these ectotherm models have contributed to the study of
Salmonella pathogenesis, they are still limited by their inherent differences to mammalian

infections. Salmonella infection in both C. elegans and zebrafish are performed at lower
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temperatures (< 30°C) relative to mammalian models (137,139). likely influencing
pathogen protein expression. They are also ectotherms, which are physiologically distinct
from mammals and possess notably different immune systems (145,146). Nevertheless,
the C. elegans and zebrafish models do hold several advantages. Both models are
amendable to genetic manipulation, are scalable for replicates in high-throughput
screenings, and are more favourable from an animal ethics perspective relative to
mammalian models (104). For these reasons, both the C. elegans and zebrafish models
show promise as low-maintenance screening models for Sa/monella virulence.

1.2.3. Protozoan Infection Models

In the study of bacterial pathogenesis, bacterivorous protozoa are occasionally
used as a supplement to macrophage experiments. Both protozoa and macrophages use
similar mechanisms for phagocytosis of bacteria and degradation of phagosomal contents
(1471 149). The virulence factors used by intracellular bacteria to evade and resist
consumption and digestion by macrophages often translate to resistance during protozoan
grazing (1501 152). A well characterized example of this versatile resistance is observed
with Legionella pneumophila as they avoid degradation and replicate in both amoeba and
macrophages (1531 156). In the absence of macrophage infection modelling, protozoa can
serve as a valuable replacement for the study of intracellular bacteria.

There are three main protozoan models that have been used to study the
intracellular resistance mechanisms of Sa/monella. The first model involves ciliates from
genus Tetrahymena. Tetrahymena spp. are highly motile protists that are covered in cilia
and are constantly sampling smaller particles from their environment. The cilia act

collectively to facilitate protist movement and to sweep smaller particles into the oral
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groove (157). Smaller particles, like bacteria, are phagocytosed in a food vacuole upon
entering the oral groove and are subjected to digestion as a food source for Tetrahymena
spp. (158). Unused components from digestion are then excreted through the anal pore as
membraned vesicles known as fecal pellets (158). As a model for bacterial infection,
Tetrahymena are typically co-cultured with bacteria in saline to assess uptake, food
vacuole size, bacterial resistance to degradation, and ciliate viability (159,160). Studies
evaluating Salmonella resistance in Tetrahymena spp. have demonstrated that Sa/monella
are resistant to degradation following phagocytosis and remain viable in food vacuoles
and in fecal pellets after excretion (161). Microarray gene profiling performed on
phagocytosed Salmonella indicates that many genes important to survival within
macrophages are also upregulated when enclosed in Tetrahymena food vacuoles.
Additionally, knocking out genes associated with acid tolerance in Sa/monella, which are
also important for resistance to macrophages, resulted in lower viability of phagocytosed
bacteria (162). These studies do not report changes in Tetrahymena viability in response
to Salmonella co-culture, although other work involving E. coli O157:H7, a shiga-toxin
producing serotype, show decreases in ciliate counts following co-incubation (163).

A second protozoan model of Salmonella infection involves the amoeba
Dictyostelium discoideum (hereafter Dictyostelium). Dictyostelium are primarily found in
soil where they phagocytose and kill bacteria as a source of nutrients (164). When
nutrient deprived, Dictyostelium collectively enter a sporulation cycle to hibernate until
growth conditions are optimal (165). Entrance into the sporulation cycle from the
unicellular stage is used as an indication of whether Dictyostelium are feeding, starving,

or viable. Unlike Tetrahymena, Dictyostelium infections are performed both in liquid co-
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culture and on agar plates. An agar infection assay involves plating Dictyostelium onto a
bacterial lawn and monitoring the plate for spore formation. Dictyostelium co-culture
experiments assess bacterial virulence through enumerating bacterial burdens and
measuring amoeba viability (164). Studies using Dictyostelium co-culture experiments as
a model of Salmonella infection have had varying results. Dictyostelium infections using
a low multiplicity of infection (MOI) of 1:1-5 showed degradation of Salmonella after
two days (166,167), while others showed intracellular replication when higher MOIs
were used (1:100-1000)(168,169). Results from agar plating experiments demonstrate
that Salmonella halts Dictyostelium sporulation and decreases amoeba viability (166).
Despite this variability in Salmonella degradation, numerous groups have identified
Salmonella genes important to resistance in Dictyostelium that are known contributors to
intracellular growth in mammalian models (16971 171). The Dictyostelium model can also
evaluate the contributions of host genes to Sal/monella clearance as the amoeba possess
similar gene homology to humans, such as with Slcl1al and autophagy machinery (172),
and are genetically amendable to mutations (164). The ability to manipulate both host and
pathogen genetics with Dictyostelium infection make it a useful tool for the study of
Salmonella virulence.

The final protozoan model used to study Salmomnella infection involves amoeba
from the genus Acanthamoeba. Acanthamoeba spp. inhabit several different
environments and are isolated from a variety of sources including soil, plants, fresh
water, sea water, and sewage (173). In these environments, Acanthamoeba spp. ingest
and degrade bacteria for nutrients in a similar manner to Dictyostelium, but form stress

resistance cysts under nutrient poor conditions instead of spores (174). In a laboratory
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setting, Acanthamoeba spp. behave more closely to mammalian macrophages than
Dictyostelium as they adhere to surfaces when in axenic culture. Accordingly,
experiments investigating bacterial virulence in Acanthamoeba spp. are conducted
similarly to infections in mammalian cell in vitro models (1751 177). Studies using
Acanthamoeba spp. as a model of Salmonella infection have varying results on bacterial
clearance. Multiple studies demonstrate that Salmonella are degraded by Acanthamoeba
spp. (176,178,179), while others report intracellular replication over the course of
infection (18071 182). Although the MOIs used in all these studies differed greatly
(between 10 and 1000), the fate of Salmomnella in Acanthamoeba spp. appears to be
independent of the inoculum to amoeba ratio. What does impact bacterial clearance in
Acanthamoeba spp. is Salmonella virulence. A study examining the contributions of
Salmonella virulence factors to Acanthamoeba spp. digestion resistance found that these
factors are important for intracellular survival in amoeba, similar to their function in
mammalian macrophages (181). Aside from this study, there is minimal research
investigating the impact of specific Salmonella virulence factors on survival in
Acanthamoeba spp. From a host standpoint in the Acanthamoeba spp. model, amoeba
viability correlated with MOI in response to Sa/monella infection. Infecting with higher
amounts of Salmonella was associated with amoeba apoptosis (182), whereas
Acanthamoeba spp. levels remained stable or increased with lower inoculums (178,179).
Altogether, the amoeba viability and bacterial clearance phenotypes associated with
Acanthamoeba spp. paired with their low maintenance cost make them a useful model for

the study of Salmonella.
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1.3. SalmonellaMolecular Pathogenesis

Salmonella pathogenesis is conferred by a range of virulence factors. These virulence
factors are spread across various genomic islands in the Salmonella genome. Some of
these genomic islands and virulence factors are conserved throughout subspecies of
Salmonella, while others are encoded by specific serovars. Presented here is a summary
of the most notable genomic islands in Sal/monella, their virulence factors, and how they
contribute to pathogenesis.

1.3.1. SalmonellaPathogenicity Islands

Genomic islands encoding genes associated with bacterial pathogenesis are
commonly referred to as pathogenicity islands. In Salmonella, pathogenicity islands
regulate many of the processes important to survival within a host, such as host cell
invasion, immune evasion, and intracellular replication (183). Several of these processes
are shared among Salmonella serovars as SPIs are mobile genetic elements that move
between strains via horizontal gene transfer (184). Many SPIs are differentially
distributed among Salmonella subspecies and serovars because of this genetic movement.
The acquisition of specific SPIs coincide with evolutionary events that define Salmonella
taxonomy (Figure 1.1B). For example, the genus Salmonella diverged from a common
Enterobacteriaceae ancestor with E. coli after acquiring SPI-1 (185). The speciation of
Salmonella is also linked to horizontal gene transfer as S. enferica diverged from S.
bongori after acquiring SPI-2 (20). An initial complete genome sequence of Salmonella
revealed a total of ten SPIs (SPI-1 T SPI-10) (186). The total number of SPIs continues to
increase with SPI-23 being the latest identified (187). The discovery of new SPIs is not

necessarily applicable to all serovars, however, as there is variability in the conservation
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of pathogenicity islands (188). While many SPIs are considered variable in their serovar
distribution, SPI-1 and SPI-2 are highly conserved (189), and both play instrumental roles
in Salmonella pathogenesis.

1.3.1.1. SalmonellaPathogenicity Island-1

SPI-1 is a 40 kb genomic island that encodes conserved 39 genes (Figure 1.3), a
majority of which contribute to epithelial cell invasion (190). These genes encode
transcription factors, chaperones, type three secretion system (T3SS) components, and
secreted proteins referred to as effectors. When expressed, SPI-1 genes work in concert to
facilitate internalization into non-phagocytic epithelial cells (191). Expression of these
genes is influenced by various environmental factors such as oxygen concentration,
osmolarity, pH, Mg”", bile and short-chain fatty acids, most of which are associated with
the conditions of the GI tract (192). These environmental stimuli regulate expression of
three AraC-like transcription factors of the SPI-1 hyperinvasion locus D (4i/D) and AilC,
and rts4, which is located outside the pathogenicity island (193). Together, these three
transcription factors form a complex feed-forward loop involving hetero- and
homodimers to upregulate expression of the SPI-1 master regulator /il4 and a secondary
SPI-1 regulator invF (194). Both HilA and invasion protein F (InvF) bind to promoters
within and outside the SPI-1 locus to activate expression of SPI-1 T3SS components,
chaperones, and effectors to prime the bacterium for epithelial cell invasion (195).

Upon contacting an intestinal epithelial cell, the surface expressed SPI-1 T3SS
(T3SS-1) of Salmonella penetrates the plasma membrane through insertion of the

Salmonella invasion protein (Sip) translocon pore, SipB-SipC (196). Insertion of SipC
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Figure 1.3: Genes of Salmonellapathogenicity islands 1 and 2.
Conserved genes found in the 40 kb pathogenicity islands SPI-1 and SPI-2 of S. enterica

are illustrated above. Genes are coloured based on function of the encoded protein.
Modified from Hurley et al, 2014 (197).
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into the plasma membrane immediately disrupts actin dynamics at the cytosolic surface
through actin nucleation and bundling (198,199). Following translocon insertion, the
T3SS-1 translocates a range of effectors to further destabilize host cytoskeletal
architecture to induce phagocytosis of the bacterium. The effector SipA binds directly to
actin at the site of invasion to stabilize actin filaments and to induce cytoskeletal
rearrangement and membrane ruffling, assisting in phagocytosis (2001202). Three
additional effectors encoded outside the SPI-1 locus, Sa/monella outer protein B (SopB),
SopE, and SopE2, contribute to Salmonella invasion via activation of host Rho-
Guanosine triphosphophatase (Rho-GTPases). Both SopE and SopE2 function as guanine
nucleotide exchange factors (GEFs) and activate Rho-GTPases by facilitating the
exchange of guanosine diphosphate (GDP) to guanosine triphosphate (GTP) (20371 208).
SopB activates additional Rho-GTPases through remodeling the phosphatidylinositol
phosphate (PIP) landscape via its phosphatase activity at the plasma membrane (2097
211). Together, SopB, SopE, and SopE?2 activate several host Rho-GTPases to facilitate
actin polymerization and actomyosin-mediated contractility at the site of secretion (2121
216).

In addition to facilitating invasion, several SPI-1 effectors activate host signaling
pathways leading to cytokine expression. For example, Rho-GTPase activation linked to
SopE, SopE2, and SopB activates NF-2 Binitiating a pro-inflammatory response (217).
SipA activity is also associated with stimulating IL-8 expression and recruitment of
neutrophils through a similar pathway (2181220). Additionally, these four effectors
(SopE, SopE2, SopB, and SipA) disrupt tight junctions in epithelial cells and compromise

the barrier function of the intestinal epithelium (221). Invasion-associated inflammation
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is also initiated with activation of cysteine-dependent aspartate-directed protease 1
(caspase-1) and caspase-3. Activation of caspase-1 is linked to host recognition of the
T3SS-1 components Prg] and SipB (2221225), as well the GEF activity of SopE
(226,227), while caspase-3 is activated in response to SipA secretion in macrophages
(228). Three T3SS-1 effectors, avirulence protein A (AvrA), SopA, and Salmonella
protein tyrosine phosphatase A (SptA), counteract these consequences of Salmonella
invasion through inhibition of host signaling pathways. AvrA, an acetyltransferase,
inhibits signaling through the c-Jun N-terminal kinase (JNK) pathway and, as a result,
dampens the inflammatory response (229), impairs apoptotic signaling in the infected
cell, (230) and strengthens tight junctions in the intestinal epithelium (231). SopA, a
homologous to the E6-AP carboxyl terminus (HECT)-like E3 ubiquitin ligase, is also
associated with counter-balancing the inflammation elicited by T3SS-1 secretion
effectors (232). Specifically, SopA ubiquitinates tripartite motif (TRIM) 56 and TRIM 65
resulting in their degradation and subsequent suppression of interferon-b  ( -b JF2BB).
SptP, a dual function effector, suppresses inflammation through its GTPase activating
protein (GAP) domain and a tyrosine phosphatase domain. The GAP activity of SptP is
associated with reversing Rho-GTPase activation linked to the GEF activity of SopE and
SopE2 and preventing downstream signaling of nuclear factor kappa-light-chain enhancer
of activated B cells (NF-a B X234,235), while the tyrosine phosphatase activity
dephosphorylates Raf in the extracellular signal-regulated kinase (ERK) pathway
dampening expression of pro-inflammatory cytokines (236,237). SptP also plays a role in
invasion through dephosphorylation of the host enzyme villin, which regulates actin

dynamics at the cytosolic surface during Sa/monella internalization (238).
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Following internalization into intestinal epithelial cells, Sa/monella are enclosed
into phagosomes, or what are commonly referred to as Salmonella containing vacuoles
(SCV). Although SPI-1 expression is downregulated in Salmonella within the SCV (239),
T3SS-1 effectors continue to manipulate host processes for infection. The T3SS-1
effectors SopB and SopD facilitate membrane fission after phagocytosis leading to the
formation of the SCV (240). In addition to membrane fission, SopB contributes to
survival of Salmonella within the SCV. The phosphatase activity of SopB at the plasma
membrane is indirectly associated with activation of the anti-apoptotic signaling kinase
protein kinase B (Akt), which extends host cell life for Salmonella intracellular
replication (2417 243). Additionally, SopB remodels the PIP landscape at the surface of
the SCV for selective recruitment of Rab guanosine triphosphatases (Rab-GTPases)
(244,245), Rho-GTPases (211), and sorting nexins (SNX) (246) to inhibit lysosome
fusion and promote intracellular replication. Intracellular survival within the SCV is also
regulated by three additional SPI-1 effectors, SipA, SptP, and SopF. SipA mimics a
soluble N-ethylmaleimide-sensitive factor attachment protein receptor (SNARE) to
reroute syntaxin 8 from the host vesicle trafficking pathway to the SCV where it
promotes replication (247). SptP also promotes intracellular survival through
dephosphorylating the host adenosine triphosphatase (ATPase) p97, which increases
membrane stability of the SCV (248). Similarly, the recently identified T3SS-1 effector
SopF localizes to the SCV and is required to maintain nascent SCV membrane integrity
(249,250). SopF possesses ADP-ribosyltransferase activity that is responsible for

modifying SCV-associated V-ATPases and blocking bacterial clearance via xenophagy
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(251). Whether this ADP-ribosyltransferase activity also contributes to SCV stability is
currently unknown.

Although intracellular replication of Sa/monella is typically associated with the
SCV, a portion of internalized Salmonella escape form the phagosome into the cytosol
where they exhibit a hyper replication phenotype (252). This escape from the phagosome
is regulated by many virulence factors. Recently, Stévenin et al. demonstrated that SopB
contributes to phagosome escape through modulating SCV size in response to
macropinosome formation during invasion (253). Upon entering the host cytosol, SPI-1
expression is upregulated in response to the environmental conditions (254). As a result,
a second wave of T3SS-1 effectors are secreted into the cytosol in a SPI-1 T3SS
transolocon-independent process (255). Second wave secretion of both SopB and SipA is
required for Salmonella survival within the host cytosol. The second wave of SopB
secretion induces a second increase in Akt signaling which prolongs host cell survival
and increases the duration of intracellular replication (256), while secretion of SipA
impairs autophagic targeting of cytosolic Salmonella preventing their degradation (257).
The secretion of other T3SS-1 effectors such as SopE, SopE2, SipA, and SopD in
Salmonella does not impact cytosolic replication (256).

1.3.1.2.SalmonellaPathogenicity Island-2

SPI-2 is a 40 kb genomic island that contains 43 conserved opening reading
frames (Figure 1.3) (258,259). Holden and colleagues identified SPI-2 through
performing a signature-tagged mutagenesis screening of Salmonella through a systemic
mouse infection model (260). The virulence genes identified from the screening were

similar to SPI-1, but functionally distinct. Instead of contributing to invasion, the SPI-2

33



locus promotes intracellular survival of Salmonella (261). The SPI-2 locus encodes
transcription factors, chaperones, secretion effectors, and components of a T3SS separate
from the system located in SPI-1 (259). A smaller portion of SPI-2 also encodes a
tetrathionate reduction system that provide a nutritional fitness advantage over gut
commensals during inflammation (262) and other uncharacterized open-reading frames
(ORFs) that do not contribute to virulence (263). Expression of SPI-2 virulence factors
coincides with the environmental conditions associated with the SCV including low pH,
iron, phosphate, and Mg*" levels (2647 268). These conditions activate the SPI-2 two
component system Sa/monella secretion regulator AB (SsrAB), which induces expression
of the SPI-2 T3SS (T3SS-2) as well as effectors that are encoded within SPI-2 and
outside the pathogenicity island (269). When the SPI-2 locus is expressed, the effectors,
chaperones and T3SS-2 work collectively to establish an intracellular niche for
Salmonella replication.

Formation of the Salmonella intracellular niche is dependent upon effector
modulation of the host endosome trafficking pathway. Diversion of the endosome
pathway is important for maintaining membrane stability of the SCV and for nutrient
delivery required for intracellular replication (270). Endosome delivery to the SCV also
stimulates the formation of vesicular protrusions commonly referred to as Salmonella
induced filaments (SIFs) (271). SIFs form a complex, interconnected network of tubules
that originate from the SCV and extend throughout the cell where they acquire
endosomal content (272). This SIF network functions as a pipeline for the efficient
delivery of intravacuolar nutrients required for the maturation of the SCV and

intracellular replication of Salmonella (273). The T3SS-2 effector Salmonella induced
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filament protein A (SifA) is traditionally viewed as the major contributor to SIF
formation, although several other effectors are implicated in tubule biogenesis (2741 276).
SifA primarily contributes to SIF formation through modulating host trafficking
pathways via its interactions with late endosome/lysosome adaptor proteins. Interactions
with Pleckstrin homology domain-containing family M member 1 (PLEKHMI1) and
PLEKH2M facilitate SifA-dependent delivery of the homotypic fusion and protein
sorting (HOPS) complex to the SCV with late endosomes/lysosomes as cargo (277,278).
The delivery of this cargo involves the motor protein kinesin-1 which is regulated by the
SifA and T3SS-2 effector pathogenicity island encoded protein B2 (PipB2) at the SCV
(279,280). SifA also binds Hermanskyi Pudlak syndrome 3 protein (HPS3), a component
of biogenesis of lysosome-related organelles complex 2 (BLOC-2), to deliver lysosomal-
associated membrane protein 1 (LAMP1) positive lysosomes to the SCV (281). The
lysosomes delivered to the SCV have reduced hydrolytic activity as SifA interferes with
the mannose-6 phosphate receptor (MPR) recycling, leading to misrouted secretion of
lysosomal enzymes (282). SifA-dependent delivery of these late endosomes/lysosomes
maintains SCV membrane stability, regulates SIF formation, and promotes intracellular
replication during infection. How SifA specifically modulates late endosome/lysosome
adaptor proteins remains to be determined. The crystal structure of SifA shares similarity
to the T3SS-1 effector SopE, suggesting SifA may function as a GEF (283); however,
this GEF activity has not been confirmed.

In addition to SifA, several other T3SS-2 effectors contribute to SIF biogenesis.
These effectors include Salmonella secretion effector F (SseF) and SseG which are

inserted into the SCV as integral membrane proteins upon secretion (284,285). Both SseF
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and SseG bind acyl-CoA binding domain containing 3 (ACBD3), a multifunctional
cytosolic Golgi network-association protein, and tether the SCV to the Golgi network
(286). This tethering restricts the SCV to perinuclear positioning within the host cell and
promotes intracellular replication of Salmonella. The absence of SseF and SseG during
Salmonella infection is associated with dispersed SCV position, reduced intracellular
replication, and diminished SIF formation (284,287). SCV positioning and SIF formation
is also linked to the T3SS-2 secreted protein Salmonella translocated effector A (SteA).
During infection, SteA localizes to SIFs and the SCV in a phosphatidylinositol 4-
phosphate (PI(4)P) dependent manner (288). Without SteA secretion, SIF formation is
reduced and SCVs display abnormal morphology with microclustering of intracellular
Salmonella. Additionally, deletion of sted in a sseF or sseG mutant exhibits dispersed
SCV positioning during infection similar to that observed in the sseF sseG double mutant
(289). While the exact function of SteA is unknown, these observations suggest that the
SPI-2 effector regulates SCV membrane dynamics during infection.

SIF formation and SCV maturation are also regulated by the T3SS-2 effectors
SopD2 and Ssel. Salmonella infections lacking either effector are associated with a
reduction in SIF formation (290,291). Additionally, the secretion of SopD2 and Ssel
antagonize the activity of SifA as they promote membrane instability when SifA is absent
(292,293). Despite the similarities in SIF and SCV phenotypes, SopD2 and Ssel
contribute to Salmonella infection in differently. SopD2 function as a GAP and binds
several host small GTPases. As a GAP, SopD2 prevents the activation of GTPases
subsequently impairing their activity in host endosomal trafficking (294,295). SopD2

effectively reduces endosome delivery to the SCV through its GAP activity, thereby
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contributing to membrane instability and antagonizing SifA activity (296). The impact of
SseJ on SCV membrane modulation is attributed to its acyltransferase function.
Following secretion, SseJ localizes to the SCV where it is activated by RhoA (283).
Activated Ssel esterifies cholesterol from the SCV membrane via its acyltransferase
activity, transforming membrane cholesterol into cytosolic lipid droplets (297). The
esterification activity of SseJ reduces cellular cholesterol leading to an increase in
membrane rigidity, thus impacting SCV stability (298).

Aside from its acyltransferase activity, SseJ recruits and binds oxysterol binding
protein 1 (OSBP1) to the SCV in conjunction with T3SS-2 effector SseL (299,300).
OSBP1 is a lipid transporter that facilitates that transfer of cholesterol and PIPs between
membranes (301). Knockdown of OSBP1 or deletion of both sseL and sseJ is associated
with a reduction in SCV stability during Salmonella infection (300). The absence of
OSBP1 also impairs intracellular replication of Salmonella (299). While Sse] may
increase membrane rigidity through cholesterol esterification, it also manages to increase
SCV stability via recruitment of OSBP1. The second T3SS-2 effector involved in OSBP1
recruitment, Ssel., carries deubiquitinase (DUB) activity that is associated with regulating
the lipid droplet formation during Sa/monella infection (302). The DUB activity of SseL
is also associated with inhibiting autophagic flux and increasing intracellular replication
in infected macrophages (303). Previous work has demonstrated that SseLL contributes to
macrophage apoptosis and increased bacterial burdens during in vivo mouse infections
(304,305). Whether these phenotypes of improved survival are attributed to Ssel-
associated OSBP1 recruitment or inhibition of autophagy remains to be determined.

Several other T3SS-2 effectors modulate host processes that are not associated
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with SIF formation or SCV stability. For example, the effector SteC, which resembles the
eukaryotic kinase Raf-1, stimulates extensive re-modelling of the filamentous actin (F-
actin) cytoskeleton generating an F-actin meshwork surrounding SCVs (306). The F-
actin remodeling is associated with SteC-dependent activation of the mitogen-activated
protein kinase (MAPK) pathway involving Myosin IIB (307). How this F-actin
meshwork contributes to Sal/monella infection remains ambiguous as infection with a
steC mutant displays a slight increase in intracellular replication and does not impact
SCV stability (307). The similarly named T3SS-2 effector SteD contributes to
Salmonella pathogenesis via inhibition of adaptive immunity. Following secretion, SteD
localizes to the Golgi network and Golgi-derived vesicles as an integral membrane
protein where it co-opts the host E3 ubiquitin ligase WW domain-containing protein 2
(WWP2) and the transmembrane protein 127 (TMEM127) to modify the mature major
histocompatibility complex II (mMHCII) (308). Surface mMHCII levels are diminished
in a SteD-dependent manner in antigen presenting cells, which suppresses T-cell
activation (309). Thus, SteD represents an important virulence factor against the
development of host adaptive immunity.

1.3.1.3. Remaining SalmonelllaPathogenicity Islands

There are currently 23 SPIs identified across the genus Salmonella. Research on
SPIs has primarily focused on characterizing the contributions of SPI-1 and SPI-2 to
Salmonella pathogenesis as they are present in nearly all Sa/monella serovars that infect
humans (189). The remaining SPIs associated with genus differ in their distributions and
conservations between the various Sa/monella species, subspecies, and serovars (188). As

a result, how each of these SPIs contribute to Salmonella pathogenesis is better
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understood for some more than others. Most SPIs are evaluated based on the proteins
they encode and their contributions to in vitro infections and in vivo fitness. A brief
review of the findings from studies involving SPIs 3-23 is provided below. A complete
list of all SPIs and their ascribed functions during Salmonella infection is found in Table
1.1.

SPI-3 is a 17 kb genomic island that encodes ten genes, three of which are
associated with Salmonella pathogenesis (310). Two of these genes are encoded in the
mgtCB operon and contribute to intracellular survival in macrophages. Magnesium
transport protein B (MgtB) functions as a magnesium transporter that regulates
intracellular Mg®* (311), while MgtC is involved in controlling membrane potential and
promoting phosphate uptake in the SCV (312,313). The third gene, misL, encodes a type
five secretion system (T5SS) that is involved in adhesion and biofilm formation and is
associated with increased intestinal persistence in vivo (314). While SPI-3 is found across
the S. enterica subspecies enterica, its genetic conservation is variable between serovars
(188). Conversely, the 27kb genomic island SPI-4 is highly conserved across most
serovars (315,316). SPI-4 encodes a type one secretion system and the giant adhesin
Salmonella intestinal infection protein E (SiiE), which binds to the intestinal epithelial
receptor MUCI to facilitate Salmonella invasion (317,318). The expression of SPI-4
coincides with SPI-1 induction as the master regulator of SPI-1, HilA, is also responsible
for inducing SPI-4 (319). Similar to SPI-4, SPI-5 is highly conserved across Salmonella
serovars (188). The 7 kb genomic island encodes the T3SS-1 effector SopB and its

chaperone PipC, as well as three T3SS-2 effectors PipA, PipB, and PipD (320). Although
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Table 1.1: Salmonella pathogenicity islands

SPI Function Reference
SPI-1 Invasion into non-phagocytic cells (191)
SPI-2 Intracellular survival (321)
SPI-3 Intramacrophage survival (310)
Mg*" transporter | mgtB (311)
Regulation of phosphate uptake and membrane potential T mgtC (312,313)
Type five secretion system (T5SS) and adhesion T misL (314)
SPI-4 Co-regulated with SPI-1 (319)
Type one secretion system (T1SS) - siiABCDF (317)
Adhesin T siiE (318)
SPI-5 Required for enteritis in bovine ileal-loop model (320)
T3SS-1 effector and its chaperone T sopB and pipC, respectively (322)
T3SS-2 effectors i pipA, pipB, pipD (323)
SPI-6 Chaperone-usher fimbriae operon - safABCD (324)
Outer membrane adhesin and invasin - pagN (325,326)
Type six secretion system (T6SS) (327,328)
Chaperone-usher fimbriae operon T tcfABCD (ser. Typhi) (329,330)
SPI-7 Vi capsule biosynthesis locus T viaB operon (82,331)
Type four fimbriae locus T pil operon (332,333)
Found in serovars Typhi, Paratyphi, and some Dublin strains (331,334)
SPI-8 Found serovar Typhi, inessential for intramacrophage survival (335)
Bacteriocin pseudogenes (186)
SPI-9 Intestinal persistence (336)
T1SS and adhesin T bapBCD and bapA, respectively (337,338)
SPI-10  Full and incomplete fimbriae operons T sef and pef, respectively (339)
Found in Salmonella ser. Typhi
Ser/Thr kinase and phosphatases T prpZ and prkYX, respectively (340)
SPI-11  Intramacrophage survival i pagC, pagD, mgsA, roaN, sopF (250,341,342)
Typhoid toxin in Salmonella ser. Typhi 1 plt4 and pitB (343)
SPI-12  In vivo fitness in mice (344)
T3SS-2 effector E3 ubiquitin ligase T sspH2
O-antigen acetylate-transferase - oaf4 (345)
SPI-13  Systemic pathogenesis in mice, upregulated in macrophages (346,347)
D-glucuronic acid and tyramine nutritional fitness (348)
Phagosome acidification and SPI-2 regulation T Igl-ripABC (349)
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SPI Function Reference

SPI-14  Upregulated in macrophages, putative electron transport proteins (347,350)
SPI-1 regulator in low O, - loiA (351,352)
SPI-15  Found in Typhi, an integrase and four hypothetical proteins (353)
SPI-16  Serotype conversion of LPS, highly homologous to SPI-17 (353,354)
SPI-17  Highly homologous to SPI-16, predicted to modify LPS (353)
SPI-18  Found in Typhi and Paratyphi, few other enterica serovars (355,356)
Cytolysin that contributes to systemic infection in mice I AylE (355)
Promotes invasion into macrophages - taiA (357)
SPI-19  T6SS, contributes to intracellular survival in murine macrophages (358,359)
Increased Salmonella ser. Gallinarum colonization in chickens (360)
SPI-20  T6SS, found in Salmonella enterica subspecies arizonae (358)
SPI-21 T6SS, found in S. enterica subspecies arizonae (358)
SPI-22  T6SS, found in Salmonella bongori (20)
SPI-23  Mainly found in serovars associated with livestock (187)
Contributes to adherence, regulation of surface pili - potR (361)

the contributions of SopB to infection are well characterized, the impact of some of the
remaining SPI-5 effectors on Salmonella pathogenesis is less defined. Neither pipB nor
pipC have ascribed functions, but their absence during infection in a bovine ileal-loop
model suppresses enteritis (320). Conversely, pip4 encodes a redundant protease that
cleaves RelA and RelB impairing NF-8 B s i @ and dubisequgntly inflammation
(362).

In Salmonella ser. Typhimurium, SPI-6 spans 47 kb and encodes chaperone-usher
fimbria within the Salmonella atypical fimbriae (saf) operon and an adhesin under pagh,
both of which contribute to Salmonella adherence (3241326,363). SPI-6 also encodes a
type six secretion system (T6SS) that enhances intracellular replication within
macrophages and colonization in the mouse gut during Salmonella infection (327,328). In

Salmonella ser. Typhi, SPI-6 contains an additional 8 kb insert including the Typhi
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colonizing factor (#cf ) cluster that encodes another chaperone-usher fimbria used in
adherence (329,330). Salmonella ser. Typhi also encodes the 137 kb genomic island SPI-
7, which in sparsely distributed in other serovars (364). SPI-7 contains a type IVb pilus
used for invasion into epithelial cells and the Vi antigen B (viaB) operon responsible for
the Vi exopolysaccharide capsule (82,332). While SPI-7 is mostly found in typhoidal
Salmonella, it is also encoded and functional in some Salmonella ser. Dublin strains
(334). The T3SS-1 effector SopE is also encoded within SPI-7 in Salmonella ser. Typhi
but is located elsewhere on the chromosome in other serovars (331). Similar to SPI-7,
SPI-8 is mainly found in Salmonella ser. Typhi (365). The 6.8 kb genomic island
contains two bacteriocin pseudogenes and does not contribute to infection in
macrophages (186,335).

SPI-9 is a 16 kb genomic island that is highly conserved across S. enterica
subspecies enterica serovars (186,188). The biofilm associated protein (bap) operon
found in SPI-9 encodes a TISS and adhesin that contribute to biofilm formation and
intestinal persistence during in vivo mouse infections (336). Unlike SPI-9, SPI-10
possesses high variability in both conservation and length between Salmonella serovars
(339). In S. enterica ser Typhi, SPI-10 spans 33 kb and encodes an incomplete version of
the Salmonella Enteritidis fimbriae (sef) operon and the protein phosphatase Z (prpZ)
gene cluster, the latter of which enhances intracellular survival in macrophages (340).
These SPI-10 associated elements are absent in Sa/monella ser. Typhimurium (339). Both
SPI-11 and SPI-12 were identified simultaneously from the whole genome sequence of
Salmonella ser. Choleraesuis and display conservation and size variability across serovars

(188,366). In Salmonella ser. Typhimurium, SPI-11 enhances intracellular survival
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within macrophages (250,341,342), while in Sa/monella ser. Typhi it encodes the typhoid
toxin (343). Similarly, SPI-12 in Salmonella ser. Typhimurium enhances in vivo survival
in mice and encodes the T3SS-2 effector Salmonella secreted protein H2 (SspH2), an E3
ubiquitin ligase, and the O-antigen acetyltransferase OafA (344,345).

SPIs 13 and 14 are variable genomic islands that were originally identified from
the poultry restricted Salmonella ser. Gallinarum (367). Both SPIs are highly transcribed
during Salmonella ser. Typhimurium infection in macrophages and contain genes that
contribute to Salmonella pathogenesis (347). In Salmonella ser. Enteritidis, SPI-13
enhances nutritional fitness and infection kinetics during in vivo mouse infection (348).
Additionally, the SPI-13 lactoylglutathione lyase /g/ regulates SCV pH levels controlling
the secretion of T3SS-2 effectors(349). SPI-14 encodes the transcription factor low
oxygen induced factor A (LoiA) that upregulates 4i/D and hilA in low O, levels leading
to increased expression of SPI-1 (352). This additional regulation of SPI-1 is absent in
typhoidal Sa/monella as SPI-14 is not found in the Typhi and Paratyphi serovars (351).

SPIs 15, 16, and 17 were identified simultaneously via bioinformatics in
Salmonella ser. Typhi (353). These SPIs vary in function and distribution with SPIs 16
and 17 found in numerous serovars, while SPI-15 is present only in Salmonella ser.
Typhi. The 6.5 kb genomic island SPI-15 contains an integrase gene as well as four
hypothetical proteins with no ascribed functions (353). SPI-16 spans 4.5 kb and encodes
genes that contribute to O-antigen glycosylation, which enhance Salmonella intestinal
persistence during in vivo mouse infections (354). The 5.1 kb genomic island SPI-17 is
highly homologous to SPI-16 and predicted to function similar manner (353). A small

genomic island (2.3 kb) designated as SPI-18 is present in the Salmonella serovar Typhi,

43



but absent in many NT Salmonella serovars (355,356). SPI-18 encodes hemolysin E
(HylE) and the secreted protein Typhi-associated invasion A (TaiA), the latter of which
enhances uptake by macrophages (357).

The remaining SPIs (19-23) are sparsely distributed and mainly found in serovars
that infrequently cause disease in humans. SPIs 19-22 were identified through
comparative genomics where each genomic island was found to encode a T6SS (358). In
Salmonella ser. Gallinarum, the SPI-19 T6SS enhances intracellular survival in murine
and avian macrophages and colonization in an in vivo chicken model (360,368). Unlike
the other SPIs, SPIs 20 and 21 are both solely present in the S. enterica subspecies
arizonae (358), while SPI-22 is only found in S. bongori (20). Conversely, SPI-23 is
found in several animal-adapted serovars and was also discovered via a comparative
genomics approach (187). SPI-23 varies in size between 27-35 kb and encodes several
putative T3SS effectors as well as the pillV-like gene potR, which is associated with
increased adherence and invasion in pigs (361).

1.3.2. Salmonella Virulence Plasmids

Several serovars in the enterica subspecies possess a serovar-specific virulence
plasmid that contributes to Salmonella pathogenesis. Although the plasmid for each
serovar varies in size and genetic composition, they all encode a group of conserved
virulence factors (369,370). These virulence factors are found in the Salmonella plasmid
virulence (spv) operon (spvRABCD) and are associated with enhancing intracellular
replication and systemic dissemination of Salmonella (371). Similar to SPI-2, the spv
operon is induced in the intracellular environment of macrophages (3721 374). Following

induction, the transcription activator SpvR positively regulates spv operon expression
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through initiating a feed-forward loop via binding both the spvR and spvA promoters
(375). This SpvR-initiated induction is tightly regulated by the expression of SpvA,
which quickly represses transcription of the spv operon (376). The result of this SpvR-
SpvA co-regulation is a short-lived burst of expression from the spv operon.

The remaining genes expressed from the spv operon encode T3SS-2 effectors that
contribute to Salmonella pathogenesis. For instance, spvB encodes an adenosine
diphosphate (ADP)-ribose transferase that modifies globular actin (G-actin) following
secretion, impairing actin polymerization (377). The ADP-ribosylation activity of SpvB
is also associated with cytotoxicity in macrophages during infection, marked by the
activation of caspase-3 (378). The second spv effector, SpvC, functions as a
phosphothreonine lyase to dephosphorylate the MAPKs ERK, p38, and JNK during
infection (379). This SpvC-dependent dephosphorylation suppresses the inflammatory
response in mice and enhances systemic dissemination of Salmonella (380,381).
Similarly, secretion of the third spv effector SpvD suppresses inflammation during
infection through interfering with the nuclear transport of RelA, required for NF-a B
signaling (382). Together, the spv effectors SpvB, SpvC, and SpvD cooperate to enhance
invasive infection through the suppression of host immune responses.

Aside from the spv operon, there are several other virulence factors conserved
between serovar-specific plasmids. Both the plasmid encoded fimbriae (pef) operon and
the resistance to complement killing (rck) gene are present in multiple serovar-specific
plasmids, where they contribute to Salmonella adherence during infection (370,383). The
pef operon mediates Salmonella adhesion in mice but is ineffective in adherence for some

human epithelial cell lines (384,385). Construction of the plasmid-encoded fimbria is
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dependent on a second virulence plasmid gene, suppression of cell division inhibition A
(SdiA) regulated gene A (srgA), which encodes a disulfide oxidoreductase (386). SrgA
specifically assists in protein folding of the fimbria and is also implicated in facilitating
disulfide bond formation required for T3SS-2 function (387). The virulence plasmid rck
gene encodes an outer membrane protein that binds to the epidermal growth factor
receptor (EGFR) on epithelial cells to facilitate adherence and invasion in a T3SS-1
independent manner (388,389). Rck also binds to the complement components
complement component 9 (C9) and C4b-binding protein, which impairs activation of the
host complement pathway (390,391). Similarly, the virulence plasmid encoded reduced
serum killing (rsk) gene mediates resistance to host complement killing, but by an
unknown mechanism(392).

1.3.3. Bacteriophage Encoded Virulence Factors

In addition to pathogenicity islands and plasmids, bacteriophage-associated
horizontal gene transfer has substantially contributed to the evolution of Salmonella
pathogenicity. Several Salmonella virulence genes are found in the genetic material
associated with bacteriophage insertion, commonly referred to as prophage (393). These
prophages differ in size, content, and activity, as some prophage are still active, while
others are merely phage remnants. Prophage distribution varies across the S. enterica
subsp. enterica serovars because of this mobile phage activity (394,395). Research
investigating the contributions of prophage to Salmonella pathogenesis has focused
primarily on Salmonella ser. Typhimurium, as it is home to several bacteriophage
insertion sites (396). Deletion of individual prophage in the Typhimurium serovar,

specifically Gifsy-1 and Gifsy-2, is associated with attenuation of Sa/momnella in mice
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(397). Many studies have investigated the genes within these prophages and characterized
their impact on Salmonella virulence. Found below is a brief description of the virulence
genes encoded in the main prophages of Salmonella.

The prophage Gifsy-1 spans 50 kb and encodes the virulence factors GogA,
GogB, and GipA (398,399). Gifsy-1 gene A (gogA) encodes a redundant protease, similar
to pipA found in SPI-5, that is secreted via the T3SS-2. As with PipA, GogA cleaves
RelA and RelB to prevent activation of NF-ae B si gnaling and
during infection (362). GogB is also implicated in suppressing NF-e B act
Following secretion via the T3SS-2, GogB interacts with S-phase kinase-associated
protein 1 (SKIP1) and the human F-box only 22 (FBX022) protein to interfere with NF-
9B i nfail pihtao r( | wiAtld) andupteveny activation of the inflammatory
response (400). This GogB-dependent suppression of inflammation is linked to greater

systemic dissemination of Salmonella ser. Typhimurium in mice. The final Gifsy-1
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The prophage Gifsy-2 similarly spans 50 kb and encodes the virulence factors
GtgA, GtgE, SodCl, and Ssel (398,399). Gifsy-2 gene A (GtgA) is a functionally
homologous protease to both to the T3SS-2 effectors PipA and GogA as it suppresses
NF-aB via cl| eavagg36.The &6yt2 Aencamgidencdds b dBotease
that cleaves the human small GTPases Rab29, Rab32, and Rab38 (402,403). During
infection, GtgE is secreted by the T3SS-2 and specifically targets Rab-GTPases bound to

GDP for cleavage (404). It is proposed that the T3SS-2 effector SopD2 works
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cooperatively with GtgE to inactivate Rab-GTPases via its GAP activity. The third Gifsy-
2 virulence factor, SodCl, is a superoxide dismutase (SOD) that is upregulated during
infections in macrophages to protect against oxidative bursts in the phagosome (405,406).
Deletion of sodClI, along with its chromosomal equivalent sodCII, attenuates Salmonella
in mice (407). The final Gifsy-2 virulence factor, Ssel is a deaminase secreted by the
T3SS-2 that modulates dendritic cell migration (408). Following secretion, Ssel
deamidates heterotrimeric G; proteins increasing host cell survival in macrophages and
chemotaxis inhibition in dendritic cells (409). This Ssel-dependent modulation of
dendritic cell migration is an important regulator of progression to invasive infection.

The prophage Gifsy-3 was identified shortly after the discovery of Gifsy-1 and
Gifsy-2. Gifsy-3 is present in Salmonella ser. Typhimurium strain 14028 and encodes the
secretion effectors Salmonella anti-inflammatory response activator (SarA) and SspHI
(399). SarA is secreted by both the T3SS-1 and the T3SS-2 and is responsible for
activating the STAT3 signaling pathway to induce expression of the anti-inflammatory
cytokine IL-10 (410). Following secretion, SarA mimics the cytokine co-receptor gp140
and binds to STAT3 with higher affinity, facilitating its phosphorylation and activation
(411). The second Gifsy-3 effector, SspH1, is an E3 ubiquitin ligase that is secreted by
both T3SS-1 and T3SS-2 (412). SspH1 possesses substantial homologous to SspH2,
which is encoded in a phage remnant within SPI-12 (344). While the role of either E3
ubiquitin ligase during infection is ambiguous, deletion of both SspH1 and SspH2
attenuates Sa/monella in a calf infection model (412).

Several other individual virulence factors are found in prophage elements within

the Salmonella g e n 0 me . The prophage SopEUG, whi ch
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Salmonella ser. Typhimurium isolates, encodes the well characterized T3SS-1 effector
SopE (413). The functionally homologous T3SS-1 effector SopE2 is also found in a
prophage, although the phage is no longer active (205). The T3SS-2 effector SseK3, an
arginine glycosyltransferase, is encoded in the prophage ST64B (414). SseK3, along with
its chromosomal relative SseK1, glycosylates different components of the death receptor
signaling pathway to suppress necroptotic cell death in macrophages (415,416).

Antigenic variation is also modulated by prophage elements as the gene clusters gz and

bfrom the phage U34 and P22, respecti

O-antigen (417). These prophage gene clusters are a driving force for LPS diversity in
Salmonella (418,419).

1.4. The Ubiquitin System

Post-translational modifications (PTMs) govern protein function in a multitude of
ways, including stability, activity, and localization. Both prokaryotes and eukaryotes
regulate protein function similarly through PTMs involving the attachment of small
molecules (ex. phosphorylation, acetylation, and methylation). However, prokaryotes and
eukaryotes differ in their PTMs involving the attachment of peptides and small proteins.
In particular, the 8.5 kilodalton (kDa) protein ubiquitin is a PTM exclusive to eukaryotes
(420), whereas prokaryotes employ a variety of ubiquitin-like modifiers such as
prokaryotic ubiquitin-like protein (PUP) (421), Ubiquitin bacterial (Ubact) (422), and
small archaeal modifier protein (SAMP) (423). In eukaryotes, ubiquitination 1is
traditionally linked to protein turnover as ubiquitin often acts as a signal for proteasomal
degradation (424). While true, ubiquitination regulates several protein functions through

ubiquitin linkage variation. Ubiquitination can involve the attachment of a single
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ubiquitin to a single residue (monoubiquitination), a single ubiquitin to multiple residues
(multi-monoubiquitination), or multiple ubiquitin proteins to a single residue in a linear
or branched confirmation (425). These variations in ubiquitination form a complex
regulatory system to modulate protein function. The type of ubiquitination performed on
a protein is dictated by the enzymes that facilitate the process.

1.4.1. Process of Ubiquitination

Ubiquitination is facilitated by three enzyme types: ubiquitin activating enzymes
(E1), ubiquitin conjugating enzymes (E2), and ubiquitin ligases (E3). E1 enzymes are
responsible for the first step of ubiquitination, known as ubiquitin activation. Ubiquitin
activation is a nonspecific process as the human genome only encodes two ubiquitin
specific E1 enzymes, ubiquitin-like modifier-activating enzyme 1 (UBA1) and UBA6
(426). Each El enzyme contains three domains important to activating ubiquitin: an
adenylation domain, a catalytic cysteine domain, and a ubiquitin fold domain (427).
Ubiquitination begins with an El enzyme binding free ubiquitin and facilitates
adenylation at its carboxyl-terminus (C-terminus) in an adenosine triphosphate (ATP)-
dependent manner. The E1 catalytic cysteine then attacks the adenylated ubiquitin to
form a thioester bond between the enzyme and the ubiquitin. While the catalytic cysteine
is covalently linked to activated ubiquitin, the E1 enzyme can adenylate an additional
ubiquitin to restart the process (428). The process continues as the E1 enzyme interacts
with an E2 enzyme via its ubiquitin fold domain to facilitate the transfer of the covalently
bound activated ubiquitin.

E2 enzymes facilitate ubiquitin conjugation and function as an intermediate

between activation and ligation. Relative to ubiquitin activation, ubiquitin conjugation is
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a more specific process as the human genome encodes approximately 40 E2 enzymes
(429). Upon interacting with an E1-ubiquitin conjugate, the E2 enzyme facilitates transfer
of the activated ubiquitin to its own catalytic cysteine via a transthiolation reaction. The
newly formed E2-ubiquitin conjugate will then interact with one of many E3 ubiquitin
ligases to facilitate the transfer of ubiquitin to a targeted protein (430). Ligation attaches
ubiquitin to the target protein, usually on a lysine residue, via the formation of an amide
isopeptide bond. This bond is formed between the C-terminal glycine of the ubiquitin and
the lysine amide group of the substrate (431). Ubiquitin ligation confers further target
specificity as there are over 600 E3 ubiquitin ligases encoded in the human genome
(432). These ubiquitin ligases are separated into three main grouping based on their
mechanistic differences in ubiquitination: HECT, RING, and RBR. These three types of
E3 ubiquitin ligases will be described in further detail in the following section.

1.4.2. Eukaryotic E3 Ubiquitin Ligases

A majority of the E3 ligases encoded in the human genome are from the really
interesting new gene (RING) family. All RING-type E3 ligases facilitate ubiquitination
by functioning as a scaffold for E2-ubiquitin conjugates and protein substrate binding
(Figure 1.4A). As a scaffold, RING-type E3 ligases mediate isopeptide bond formation
directly from the ubiquitin charged E2 to the protein substrates (433). Although the RING
family transfers ubiquitin in a similar manner, there are several mechanistic differences
that separate the E3 ligases. Based on variations in E2-ubiquitin binding, the RING
family is divided into two groups, RING and UFD2 homology domain (U-box) E3

ligases. In RING E3 ligases, a series of cysteine and histidine residues form a cross-brace
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Figure 1.4: E3 ubiquitin ligase classes

Ubiquitination begins with ubiquitin (Ub) activation facilitated by the El enzyme
followed by ubiquitin conjugation regulated by the E2 enzyme. Ubiquitin ligation is
governed by several different E3 ubiquitin ligase classes that are depicted here. (A) RING
E3 ligases contain a catalytic RING domain and a substrate binding domain (SBD). The
RING domain functions as a scaffold for E2-Ub binding and transfers the Ub directly to
the substrate. (B) Cullin-RING E3 ligases are composed of a cullin scaffold protein that
binds interchangeable components, as evident with the Skp1-Culll-F-box protein (SCF)
family. Culll binds a small RING protein (Rbx1), which binds the E2-Ub conjugate and
facilitates ligation to the substrate attached to the F-box protein. (C) HECT E3 ligases
contain an SBD and a HECT domain separated into two segments, E2 binding HECT-N
and catalytic HECT-C. Following E2-Ub conjugate binding at HECT-N, a stable Ub
intermediate is generated at HECT-C before completing the ligation to the substrate. (D)
RING-in-between-RING (RBR) E3 ligases contain an in-between RING (IBR) domain
flanked by two RING domains (RING1 & 2). Like HECT E3 ligases, RING1 binds the
E2-Ub conjugate and transfers the Ub to RING2, generating a stable Ub intermediate.
The catalytic RING2 domain then ligates Ub to the substrate. (E) NEL-type E3 ligases
possess a leucine rich repeat (LRR) domain and a NEL domain. In the absence of
substrate, the LRR domain inhibits NEL activity. Once substrate is bound to the LRR, the
catalytic NEL domain transfers Ub from the E2-Ub conjugate to itself, forming a stable
Ub intermediate, and then to the substrate. (F) Like other post-translational modification,
ubiquitination is a reversible process as deubiquitinases (DUBs) can cleave ubiquitin
from substrates via cysteine- or metalloprotease activity. Figure modified form Lin and
Machner, 2017 (434).

52



structure with two zinc ions that functions as a binding platform for an E2-ubiquitin
conjugate (435). In U-box E3 ligases, the zinc-binding sites are replaced by hydrogen-
bonding and salt bridges to maintain a similar E2-ubiquitin conjugate binding activity
(436). Both RING E3 and U-box E3 ligases form homo and heterodimers, with the
former increasing ubiquitination efficiency via the binding of an additional E2-ubiquitin
conjugate (437). While these two RING family members function as mono or dimeric
proteins, another RING type E3 ligase requires multiple components.

The most well characterized multimeric RING E3 family member is the cullin-
RING ligase (CRL) class. CRLs are comprised of a cullin protein, a small RING protein,
and a substrate adaptor protein (Figure 1.4B). The cullin protein serves as a CRL scaffold
that binds a small RING protein at its C-terminus to recruit the E2-ubiquitin conjugate
and an adaptor protein at the N-terminal region, which governs substrate specificity
(438). The interchangeable nature of adaptor protein binding to cullin proteins confers a
wide substrate specificity for CRL-associated ubiquitination. This interchangeable
binding is best demonstrated by the SKIP1-Culll-F-box protein (SCF) family, in which
approximately 69 different F-box proteins can be recruited for substrate binding (439).
As a result, the SCF family governs several cellular processes including DNA damage
repair, genome stability, cell cycle and DNA replication (440). Ubiquitination in these
processes is tightly regulated as CRLs require the attachment of the ubiquitin-like
modification neural precursor cell expressed developmentally down-regulated protein 8
(NEDDS) for activation of ligase activity (441).

The Homologous to E6AP C-Terminus or HECT-type E3 ligase is the second

largest E3 group. Although the HECT family is quite small relative to the RING E3 class,
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they are mechanistically distinct. HECT E3 ligases possess a C-terminal HECT domain
that is comprised of three important segments: a catalytic C-terminus, a bulky amino-
terminus (N-terminus) that governs both E2 and substrate binding, and a flexible hinge
that connects both segments (442). Unlike the RING E3 family, HECT E3 ligases
facilitate ubiquitination in a two-step process using a catalytic cysteine in the C-terminus
(Figure 1.4C). Following the recruitment and binding of an E2-ubiquitin conjugate to the
N-terminus of the HECT domain, the C-terminus will perform a transthiolation reaction
to transfer to the ubiquitin to its own catalytic cysteine. The C-terminus will then
facilitate isopeptide bond formation with the substrate attached to the N-terminus of the
HECT domain (443). Aside from the HECT domain, additional domains are also located
at the N-terminus of the E3 ligase and are used to classify HECT E3 family into three
subfamilies: N E D D 4 NEDB£ ®R@ial precursdr cefi-exprdssedr O .
developmentally downregulated gene 4) family members encode an N-terminal
membrane-binding C2 domain and two to four substrate recognition WW domains, in
addition to HECT domain (444). The HERC family encodes GEF activity in regulators of
chromatin condensation 1 (RCC)-like domains (RLD) which contributes to membrane
trafficking (445). The last sub-family "other" shares no specific domains at the N-
terminus of the enzyme (446).

The final major E3 ubiquitin ligase class is the RING-in-between-RING (RBR)
family. Despite a resemblance in name to the RING family, members of the RBR family
perform ubiquitination in a two-step process (Figure 1.4D). Like the HECT domain, RBR
E3 ligases are comprised of three conserved components: an E2 binding RING1 domain,

an in-between RING (IBR) domain, and a catalytic RING2 domain (447). RBR
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associated ligation begins with an E2-ubiquitin conjugate binding to the RING1 domain
followed by ubiquitin transfer to the RING2 catalytic cysteine (448). Ubiquitin is then
transferred to the protein substrate by an unresolved mechanism, as the substrate binding
location in RBR E3 ligases is unknown. Research on the RBR E3 ligases Parkin and the
linear ubiquitin chain assembly complex (LUBAC) has furthered our understanding of
RBR function, including auto-inhibition of RBR catalytic activity (449,450). However, a
complete mechanistic explanation of RBR-associated ubiquitination remains elusive.

1.4.3. Deubiquitinases

Like many PTMs, ubiquitination is a reversible process. While kinases are
antagonized by phosphatases for phosphorylation, ubiquitin ligases are countered by
deubiquitinases, or DUBs, for ubiquitination. DUBs regulate ubiquitin activity both from
a modification standpoint, as well as in de novo synthesis. When ubiquitin is expressed, it
is translated as a precursor and is processed by DUBs to yield active ubiquitin (451).
When ubiquitin is transferred to a protein, DUBs can remove or alter the modification to
modulate protein activity and to recycle ubiquitin (Figure 1.4F). This ubiquitin
processing is linked to DUB protease activity, which divides the enzyme into two classes:
cysteine proteases and metalloproteases (452). The human genome encodes
approximately 100 DUBs, a majority of which are cysteine proteases (453). DUBs are
additionally classified by their substrate specificity as some DUBs are protein target
specific, while others are ubiquitin chain type restricted. This substrate specificity is
governed by many factors including protein-binding domains, deubiquitinating

complexes, and additional PTMs (4541456). Altogether, the elaborate regulation of
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ubiquitination from activation and ligation to deubiquitination reflects the complexity of
cellular processes involving ubiquitin.

1.4.4. Function of Ubiquitination

Protein ubiquitination represents a multifaceted regulatory signal that controls the
stability, localization, and activation of numerous cellular proteins. The signals provided
by ubiquitination can vary based on the site of ubiquitination, the number of
modifications, and the chain type (Figure 1.5). In its simplest form, ubiquitination of a
single residue, or monoubiquitination, can modulate a range of processes, including DNA
repair (457), receptor endocytosis (458), protein interactions (459), transcription (460),
and degradation (461). Monoubiquitination at multiple residues, or multi-
monoubiquitination, is often associated with cell receptor endocytosis, as demonstrated
with ubiquitinated receptor tyrosine kinases (RTKs) following their activation(462).
Aside from endocytosis, there is evidence suggesting that multi-monoubiquitination
regulates enzymatic activity and protein degradation (463,464).

The addition of multiple ubiquitin modifications in succession to a single
substrate residue generates a polyubiquitin chain. The composition of these chains varies
based on the lysine residue used to connect each ubiquitin, as there are seven internal
lysine residues in ubiquitin (K6, K11, K27, K29, K33, K48, and K63) that serve as a
potential ubiquitination sites (424). Polyubiquitin chains that link each ubiquitin via the
same lysine residue are referred to as homotypic chains (425). These chains are linked to
distinct cellular processes. For example, K48 homotypic chains, the first polyubiquitin

chain discovered, label protein substrates for degradation via the ubiquitin proteasome
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Figure 1.5: Ubiquitination chain type and their associated functions.

(A) Ubiquitin is attached to substrates as a monomer, at a single lysine or multiple
lysines, or as a polyubiquitin chain. Polyubiquitination can generate homotypic chains
(every ubiquitin attached by the same residue) or heterotypic chains (mixture of different
attachments). The mixture of different ubiquitin attachments can generate branched
ubiquitin chains. Each type of ubiquitination directs a variety of cellular fates. (B)
Polyubiquitin chains originate through attachments to one of seven internal ubiquitin
lysine residues or the first methionine residue. (C) There are eight different homotypic
ubiquitin chain types each with their own associated functions. All homotypic chains,
save for M1 and K63, contribute to proteasomal degradation. The most common
heterotypic chains K63/M1 and K11/K48 (in the red box) regulate NF-e B si gnal i ng
proteasomal degradation, respectively.
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system (UPS) (465,466). Specifically, K48-linked substrates bind to Rpnl, the primary
receptor of the UPS, where the ubiquitin chain is recycled in a DUB-dependent manner
and the protein is subjected to proteolysis within the proteasome core (467).
Ubiquitination is a critical regulator of protein turnover as K48 chains account for a
majority of ubiquitin linkages in cells (468). Furthermore, most other ubiquitin chains
also contribute to proteasomal degradation (469). However, these non-K48 chains
modulate several other cellular processes.
K63 homotypic chains are regarded as regulatory ubiquitin linkages because they
are not associated with degradation (469). Instead, K63-chains play an integral role in
bothNF-a B si gnaling and DMNAB dsaingangael irnegp,aitrh.e I|Rl
tumor necrosis factor receptor (TNF) associated factor 6 (TRAF6) generates a K63-chain
on the | aB Kk4vOn 8hs 63 chain negrditsetomor growth factor (TGF)-b-
activated kinase 1 MAPK kinase 7-binding protein 2/3 (TAB2/3) and NF-e B essenti a
modul at or ( NEMO) , whi ch activate t he | @ E
downstream phosphorylation | @ BU r e qu-do Be & i §47B472N F gesponse
to DNA damage, K63 chains are generated at affected sites leading to the recruitment of
DNA repair enzymes (473). Several other chain types are also implicated in the DNA
damage response including K6, K27, and K33(474,475). K6 and K33 linkages have
additional roles in mitophagy (476) and trans-Golgi network trafficking (477),
respectively. K11 linkages are also involved in several cellular processes including TNF-
U s i g@m®)landreel cycle regulation (479). The final lysine chain type, K29, is
primarily associated with proteasomal degradation (469,480), but is involved in

i nterfer i ng-Caehit signalinghpathwdd/ri481). Bolyubiquitin chains also

58



assemble independently of internal lysine residues as demonstrated by M1-linear chains
that use the N-terminal methionine of ubiquitin for linking (482). The RBR E3 ligase
LUBAC is responsible for generating these chains, which facilitate activation of the NF-
9B signal 48y pat hway

There are still many uncertainties regarding the impact of ubiquitination on
protein function. For instance, polyubiquitin chains involving a mixture of different
lysine/methionine linkages, known as heterotypic chains, immensely increase the number
of possible chains that uniquely influence protein activity (424). This number is increased
even further with the addition of branched ubiquitin chains, where multiple linkages stem
from a single ubiquitin modification (484). Some heterotypic chains have a clear impact
on protein function such as K48/K11 chains which enhance substrate degradation (485)
and K63/M1 chains which facilitate NF-2 B s i g(#86).] Stil) gn overwhelming
majority of heterotypic chains remain without an ascribed function. Another uncertainty
regarding ubiquitination involves how polyubiquitin chains are formed. Evidence
suggests that E3 ligases dictate chain type, as demonstrated by the C-terminus of HECT
E3 ligases which is solely responsible for linkage specificity (487). However, multiple E2
conjugating enzymes are also implicated in the assembly of specific ubiquitin chains
(48871490). Therefore, it is more likely that ubiquitin chain type is dictated by a variety of
elements on a contextual basis, rather than one factor alone.

1.4.5. Bacterial Subversion of the Ubiquitin System

In the context of bacterial infection, ubiquitination plays an important role in
immune signaling pathways. It no surprise that bacteria have evolved strategies to

interrupt these signaling pathways for their own benefit. Bacterial inhibition of ubiquitin-

59



dependent signaling pathways is typically associated with secreted protein effectors. In
Shigella flexneri, several T3SS effectors are associated with suppressing innate immunity
through interfering with host ubiquitination processes. For example, the T3SS effector
outer Shigella protein 1 (Ospl) deamidates the host E2 enzyme ubiquitin conjugating
enzyme 13 (Ubcl3), impairing its interaction with the E3 ligase TRAF6 and subsequently
suppresses NF-aB signaling (491,492). S. flexneri also suppresses NF-aB signaling via
secretion of the effector OspZ, a functional homolog of the methyltransferase non-locus
of enterocyte effacement encoded effector E (NIeE) from enteropathogenic Escherichia
coli (EPEC) (493). OspZ methylates the K63 binding domain of TAB2/3 preventing
activation of the IKK complex (494). Salmonella also secretes several effectors that
interfere or co-opt host ubiquitin signaling pathways to facilitate pathogenesis. As
mentioned earlier in section 1.3, the effectors GogB and SteD both manipulate host E3
ligases to suppress NF-aB signaling (400) and mMHCII antigen presentation (308),
respectively. Aside from interfering with host ubiquitination pathways, bacterial
pathogens have acquired their own ubiquitin ligases to subvert host signaling processes.

1.4.5.1. Bacterial Encoded E3 Ubiquitin Ligases

Bacterial encoded E3 ubiquitin ligases (BELs) hijack the host ubiquitin pathway
to facilitate pathogenesis. While bacteria do not encode ubiquitin, E1 activating enzymes,
or E2 conjugating enzymes, BELs have evolved to commandeer host ubiquitination
components via mimicry of eukaryotic E3 ligases (495). This subversion of eukaryotic
ubiquitination is performed by several bacterial pathogens via the secretion of BELs. As
mentioned previously in section 1.3, the Salmonella T3SS-1 HECT-like E3 ligase

effector SopA ubiquitinates TRIM 56 and TRIM 65, leading to their degradation and
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subsequent suppression of IFN-b signaling (233). The HECT-like BEL NleL found in
enterohaemorrhagic E. coli (EHEC) also interferes with immune signaling. Following its
secretion, NleL ubiquitinates JNK, subsequently impairing the transcriptional activity of
activator protein-1 (AP-1) and enhancing EHEC pathogenesis (496). Recently, Sheng et
al. demonstrated that NleL also ubiquitinates several factors required for NF-aB
signaling, suggesting that NleL interferes with multiple innate immunity pathways (497).

In addition to HECT E3 mimicry, several pathogens encode BELs that resemble
RING family E3 ligases. The most well characterized RING-family BEL is the
avirulence protein B from the plant pathogen Pseudomonas syringae pv tomato, AvrPtoB
(498). In Arabidopsis infections, AvrPtoB-associated ubiquitination is responsible for the
degradation of several kinases and the pattern recognition receptor (PRR) non-expresser
of PR gene 1 (NPR1) to subvert plant innate immunity (4991 502). RING E3 activity is
also observed in a group of 14 homologous BELs in EHEC referred to as the NleG family
(503). Two BELs from this family, NleG2-3 and NleG5-1, ubiquitinate proteins involved
in cellular metabolism and TGF-b si gnal i ng, | e ad®0od).gWhileo t hei
both HECT and RING-type BELs effectively manipulate ubiquitination to enhance
pathogenesis, another BEL class has evolved to exploit the host ubiquitin system without
mimicry.

1.4.5.2. Novel E3 Ubiquitin Ligases

The novel E3 ubiquitin | igaseheli(alNddL) dom
that was first identified in the S. flexneri T3SS effector IpaH1.4 (505). Although several
bacterial effectors that contain the NEL domain exhibit E3 ligase activity, they bear little

structural resemblance to eukaryotic E3 enzymes. NEL family E3 ligases share a
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characteristic tertiary structure that is distinct from the HECT and RING E3 families,
with a leucine rich repeat (LRR) domain located at the N-terminus followed by the NEL
domain at the C-terminus (506,507). The LRR domain is highly variable between NEL
family members as it encodes substrate binding specificity (507). In the absence of
substrate binding, the LRR domain suppresses ubiquitination activity through an auto-
inhibition mechanism (508). This LRR-dependent regulation of catalytic activity is
believed to prevent ubiquitination of off-target substrates to enhance the specificity of
NEL-family E3 ligases. The catalytic activity of NEL-type BELs is encoded in the highly
conserved C-terminal NEL domain (Figure 1.3E). Like HECT E3 ligases, NEL family
members use a catalytic cysteine to facilitate ubiquitination in a two-step process (509).
Several BELs with NEL-type E3 ligase activity have been identified, with the largest
group found in S. flexneri. A brief review of NEL family E3 ligases and their impact on
bacterial pathogenesis is presented in the following sub sections.

1.4.5.2.1. Shigella flexneriand the IpaHs

The genus Shigella encodes a group of NEL-type E3 ligases referred to as the
invasion plasmid antigen H (IpaH) family. The family includes twelve members that are
separated based on their gene location. The first group, ipaHI.4, ipaH2.5, ipaH4.5,
ipaH7.8, and ipaH9.8, are found in the Shigella virulence plasmid (510), whereas the
second group, ipaHO0722, ipaHO877, ipaH1383, ipaHI1880, ipaH2022, ipaH2202, and
ipaH2610, are encoded in the chromosome (511). The chromosomal IpaHs are believed
to be redundant as their individual deletion does not impact virulence in mice, while a
mutant lacking all five genes is attenuated during infection (511). Alternatively, the

importance of the virulence plasmid in Shigella pathogenesis has increased focus on the
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molecular impact of the plasmid encoded IpaHs during infection (510). Rohde et al. first
demonstrated the E3 ligase activity of the IpaHs, specifically with IpaH9.8 in yeast as it
ubiquitinated the MAPK Ste7, leading to its degradation (512). Several groups have since
linked plasmid encoded IpaHs to the ubiquitination of signaling factors involved in
human innate immunity. For example, IpaH9.8 and IpaH4.5 were implicated in the
ubiquitination of NEMO (513) and RelA (514) from the NF-8B signaling pathway,
respectively. However, further studies have failed to replicate these findings (450,515).
Three groups have since independently demonstrated that IpaH9.8 is responsible for the
ubiquitination and degradation of guanylate-binding proteins (GBPs), impairing IFN-2
stimulated host immunity (5161 518). Several other IpaHs are also involved in interfering
with host cellular processes including IpaH7.8-dependent degradation of glomulin
(GLMN) stimulating inflammasome activation (519,520), and IpaH1.4-dependent
degradation of heme-oxidized IRP2 ubiquitin ligase (HOIL) interacting protein (HOIP)
from the RBR E3 ligase LUBAC, resulting in impaired NF-aB signaling (450,515), and
IpaH4.5-dependent degradation of TRAF family member-associated NF-aB activator-
binding kinase 1 (TBK1), inhibiting IFN production (521). Altogether, the IpaH family
represents a collection of E3 ligases that subvert a variety of host signaling pathways.

1.4.5.2.2. Yersiniaspp., YopM, and YopM-like Effectors

The Yersinia outer membrane protein M (YopM) is a virulence plasmid encoded
T3SS effector found in Yersinia spp. that possesses an LRR domain similar to those
found in NEL-type E3 ligases. Unlike like NEL-family BELs, YopM does not possess a
C-terminal NEL domain(507,522). Instead of E3 activity, YopM regulates the function of

several host factors including serine/threonine-protein kinase N1 (PKN1), PKN2,
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ribosomal S6 kinase 1 (RSK1), RSK2 (523,524), capase-1 (525), and IQ motif containing
GTPase-activating protein 1 (IQGAP1) (526). These interactions prevent host signaling
cascades resulting in the suppression of inflammasome activation in response to Yersinia
infection (527,528). Recently, Wei et al. reported that YopM from Yersinia pestis
possesses E3 ligase activity, specifically transferring K63 linkages to Nod-like receptor
(NLR) family pyrin domain containing 3 (NLRP3) to induce necrosis (529). While
YopM lacks a NEL domain, there is heterogeneity in yopM sequences between Yersinia
spp. (530). Additionally, several YopM homologs are encoded in the chromosome of
Yersinia spp. and contain either a full C-terminal NEL-domain or relic (531). Two of
these homologous, Yersinia leucine-rich repeat protein A (YIrA) and YIrC, possess
functional catalytic cysteines and enhance Y. pestis growth in both in vitro and in vivo
infection (532). Therefore, additional research is warranted to investigate the putative E3
ligase activity of YopM and YopM homologs.

1.4.5.2.3. SalmonellaSecreted NEL-type E3 Ligases

The genus Salmonella encodes three BELs from the NEL E3 ligase family,
Salmonella leucine-rich repeat protein (slrP), sspH1, and sspH2 (495). These three E3
ligases are encoded in separate mobile elements in the Sal/monella chromosome and
regulate a variety of cellular processes through their catalytic activity. The E3 ligase SIrP
is secreted by both the T3SS-1 and T3SS-2(533), and interacts with both the
oxidoreductase thioredoxin (Trx) and the chaperone endoplasmic reticulum Dnal
homologue 3 (ERdj3). SlrP-dependent ubiquitination impairs the reducing activity of Trx

during Salmonella infection but does not lead to its degradation (534). Conversely, SIrP

binding to ERdj 3 suppresses the chaperoned
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ubiquitin independent manner (535). Recently, Rao e/ al. demonstrated that SlrP
suppresses IL-1 b | evel s i n the smal.l i ntest.i
inflammasome activation (536). Whether SlrP-associated ubiquitination of Trx or binding
to ERdj3 contributes to this decrease in IL-1 b | e mamd t@ebe determined. SIrP is
also implicated in regulating host adhesion pathways after proteomic analysis revealed
differential expression of several adherence proteins in SlrP-transfected cells (537).
While SIrP is involved in regulating several cellular processes, how its E3 ligase activity
is involved in this regulation is still unclear.

The remaining NEL family E3 ligases of Salmonella, SspH1 and SspH2, share
high sequence homology and are both expressed from prophage elements (538). Initially,
SspH1 and SspH2 were believed to possess redundant functions as individual gene
deletions exhibited no difference in calf infection virulence, whereas a double mutant was
significantly attenuated (412). However, further investigations have revealed that SspH1
and SspH?2 are quite different. Most S. enferica subspecies and serovars encode sspH2 as
it is located within the conserved pathogenicity island SPI-12 (344,539). During
infection, SspH2 is secreted by the T3SS-2 and localizes to the cell periphery following
its translocation (235). Transfection experiments demonstrate that SspH2 ubiquitinates
nucleotide-binding oligomerization domain-containing protein 1 (NODI1), thereby
activating the cytosolic receptor and inducing IL-8 expression (540). Recently, Shappo et
al. showed that SspH2 also downregulates several pro-inflammatory cytokines and
increases IL-8 expression during tissue culture and mouse model infections (541). How
the E3 activity of SspH2 regulates inflammation during infection remains to be

determined.
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Unlike sspH2, sspHI is found in a minority of Salmonella subspecies and
serovars as the Gifsy-3 prophage is sparsely distributed (412,539). During infection,
SspH1 is secreted by both the T3SS-1 and T3SS-2 and localizes to the nucleus following
its translocation (235). Inside the host, SspH1 interacts with the serine/threonine kinase
PKNI1 (542). Transfection experiments demonstrate that PKN1 is degraded in response to
SspH1-dependent ubiquitination resulting in impaired androgen receptor (AR) signaling
(543); however, the mechanism of AR signaling suppression and its impact on
Salmonella infection is currently unknown. Secretion of SspHI1 is also implicated in
suppressing NF-a B a ¢ (23b)yalthdugh the inhibition is independent of the E3 ligase
activity suggesting that PKN1 degradation is not involved (543). In contrast to the other
Salmonella NEL family BELs, SspH1 possesses a bona fide substrate that multiple
groups have confirmed is ubiquitinated by the E3 ligase (505,5421 544). However, the
roles of SspH1 and PKN1 during Salmonella infection remain under characterized and
require further investigation. The topic of how SspHl1 and PKNI1 contribute to
Salmonella pathogenesis is discussed in further detail in section 5 of this thesis.

1.5. Thesis Rationale and Hypotheses

Salmonella is a major foodborne pathogen in both developing and developed
countries. Despite advancements in food safety strategies, Salmonella continues to be a
large contributor to foodborne related hospitalization and deaths in both Canada and the
United States (57,545,546). However, not all Salmonella contribute to severe health
outcomes as there is a large degree of genetic heterogeneity among the 2600 serovars
within the genus (547). While myriad genetic elements contribute to the virulence

disparity between serovars, we do not completely understand what factors constitute
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serious Salmonella disease. Many of the genetic elements that may contribute to
Salmonella pathogenesis remain uncharacterized. Identifying how these potential
virulence factors contribute to Salmonella disease is essential to understanding virulence
disparity between serovars. The work presented in this thesis examines Sa/monella from
molecular, cellular, and food safety perspectives to improve our understanding of
Salmonella contamination and virulence.

In section 3, I sought to determine the impact of Salmonella contamination on
microbial food recalls in Canada. On an annual basis, Salmonella is responsible for
88,000 cases of foodborne illness and nearly 1000 hospitalizations (548). Many of the
reported cases originate from the improper handling or consumption of raw meat (57).
However, a portion of these cases stem from contaminated food products that are
traditionally viewed as safe for consumption. When these food products are identified as
contaminated, they are recalled from retailers to protect consumers from foodborne
illness. Outside of recall alerts and major recall statements, there is minimal reporting on
microbial-related food recalls in Canada. I hypothesize that Salmonella is a major
contributor to microbial-related food recalls in Canada.

In section 4, I sought to develop a medium-throughput protozoan model to screen
Salmonella isolates for virulence phenotyping. Most infection models used to study
Salmonella pathogenesis are of mammalian origin. While these models enable evaluation
of Salmonella virulence, they only simulate a portion of the hosts that Salmonella
encounter. In the environment and on food, Salmonella interact with bacterivorous
protozoa that share similar bactericidal pathways as macrophages. As an intracellular

pathogen, Salmonella encode many virulence factors that facilitate evasion or impairment
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of these pathways. Several of these virulence factors that are well known contributors to
intracellular survival in humans are also important in resistance to protozoan predation
(162,169,181). Therefore, I hypothesize that a protozoan infection model can distinguish
between virulent and avirulent Sa/monella isolates.

In section 5, I sought to examine the impact of SspH1-dependent degradation of
PKNI1 on Salmonella pathogenesis. SspH1 carries potential as a diagnostic marker for
virulent Salmonella as it is found in a minority of serovars and is associated with
virulence in mammals (412,539). Evidence suggests that SspH1 ubiquitinates PKN1
resulting in its degradation; however, PKN1 degradation has only been demonstrated in
transfection experiments (543). Aside from AR signaling, PKN1 also regulates a variety
of other cellular processes that could impact Salmonella pathogenesis. Therefore, I
hypothesize that SspH1 degrades PKNI1 during infection to enhance Salmonella

pathogenesis.
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Chapter 2: Materials and Methods

2.1.Classification of Microbial-Related Food Recalls

The methods used in this section refer to the work presented in section 3.

As stated by the Gover nmeni00l6p f recillain ad a 0 s
defined as, fa responsible partyds removal
distributed product that presents a risk to the health of consumers or violates the Act or
t he Re g ®49aA recdlrvendcan include the recall of one or more products, but
typically include only one kind of food. The Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA)
maintains a record of information related to recalled products in the database Issue
Management System (IMS) (550). For my analysis of food recalls in Canada, an access to
information request was submitted to the CFIA to obtain all records from the IMS
pertaining to food recalls as a result of microbial contamination from January 1%, 2000
through December 31%, 2017. A recalled product was defined as microbially
contaminated as per the CFIA standards. The CFIA defines a product as microbially
contaminated if the food product is contaminated by a micro-organism, such as bacteria,
viruses, or parasites that has the possibility to cause adverse health symptoms (551).

For the purposes of this study, microbial-contaminated food products were
categorized in accordance to the classification system used by the CFIA. The CFIA
categorizes microbial-contaminated food products into 22 different sub-groups based on
the contaminating agent (Table 2.1). A food product can be deemed microbially
contaminated and sub-categorized if laboratory analysis of the product identifies the

presence of one or more pathogens/micro-organism, or microbial toxins, associated with
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Table 2.1: Area of concern categories used by the Canadian Food Inspection Agency to
classify microbial-contaminated food products.

Area of concern T sub group Pathogen, toxin, or condition

Pathogenic Bacillus cereus
Clostridium botulinum
Clostridium perfringens
E. coli O157T:H7
E. coli Non-O157:H7
Listeria monocytogenes
Pseudomonas aeruginosa
Salmonella
Shigella flexneri

Staphylococcus aureus
Vibrio parahaemolyticus
Quality Aerobic colony count
Coliforms
Generic E. coli
Mould
Yeast
Unspecified Container integrity
Other

Undetermined

foodborne illness. In the absence of laboratory confirmation, a food product can be
deemed microbially contaminated if an epidemiological association is established
between consumption of a product and cases of human foodborne illness. Additionally,
food products are deemed microbially contaminated if they are produced, packaged,
transported or stored under conditions that could promote the growth of microbes or
production of toxins associated with foodborne illness (550). Recalls of foods
contaminated with yeast, mould, coliforms, generic E. coli, and high aerobic colony
counts were included as the CFIA classifies these food products as microbially

contaminated. Food products carrying marine biotoxin under microbial contamination
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were also included, despite the CFIA not classifying this contamination under
microbiological, as the toxins are microbial in origin.

For each recall of microbially contaminated food products, the Office of Food Safety
and Recall assigns a recall classification number (I, II, or III) to indicate the relative
degree of health risk associated with consuming the contaminated food (550). A Class I
recall specifies a situation in which there is a reasonable probability that the use of, or
exposure to, the recalled product will cause serious adverse health consequences or death.
A Class II recall specifies a situation in which the use of, or exposure to, the recalled
product may cause temporary adverse health consequences or where the probability of
serious adverse health consequences is remote. A Class III recall specifies a situation in
which the use of, or exposure to, the recalled product is not likely to cause any adverse
health consequences (552). The health risk assessment posed by each food product recall
is conducted by the Food Directorate of Health Canada (553). Factors taken into
consideration during the health risk assessment of microbially contaminated food
products include the microbial agent present in the product, the potential severity and
duration of adverse health effects associated with the microbial agent, the scientific
evidence supporting that the food product is contaminated, the level of contamination, the
likelihood of illness as a result of consumption of the product, distribution, consumer
habits, and populations likely to be exposed to the product (554).

For each recall of microbially contaminated food products in Canada from 2000 to
2017, recall records were reviewed to gather the following information: pathogen or toxin
responsible for contamination, recall classification (I, II, or III), year, and product type.

Recalls were characterized based on the pathogen or toxin responsible for the
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contamination, the year the recall occurred, and the product type recalled. With regards to

product type, the CFIA categorizes food recalls by industry codes. Therefore, similar

categories were implemented to those used by Dey et al. (555) in their study of foods

recalled in the United States due to microbiological contamination for years 2003-2011;

with the exception of four new categories:ial cohol i ¢ beverageso, i a
conventional foods and me a | repl acement s
(sprouts)o.

2.2. Bacterial Strains and Culture Conditions

Bacterial strains used in research from section 4 and 5 are described in Table 2.2.
Salmonella and E. coli strains were maintained in or on Lysogeny Broth (LB)-Miller
(10g/L tryptone, 10g/L. NaCl, 5g/L yeast extract) with or without 20g/L agar. LB-Miller
media was supplemented with 100 pg/mL carbenicillin, 25 pg/mL kanamycin, or 15
ug/mL gentamicin when necessary. All antibiotics were obtained from BioShop.

For infections, overnight LB-Miller cultures of Salmonella were subcultured 1/30
into 3 mL of LB-Miller with a higher NaCl concentration (300 mM) and incubated at
37eC with agitation at 200 fegonantlalipiasetons per
induce SPI-1 expression (556,557). Salmonella strains were then washed twice with
phosphate-buffered saline (PBS, BioShop) and diluted to the required MOI. These
growth conditions were used for used for work presented in section 4 and 5.

2.3. Protozoan Cell Lines, Maintenance, and Infections

The methods used in this section refer to the work presented in section 4.
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Table 2.2: Bacterial strain list

Bacterial Strain Relevant properties Source
DH5U Escherichia coli strain used for complementation cloning Invitrogen
Stbl3 E. coli strain used for short hairpin RNA cloning Invitrogen
S17-1 api r E. coli conjugation strain harbouring pBBRIMCS-2 with sacB Julie Ryu'
pRR0O08 a n dRedssystem
S17-1 api r E. coli conjugation strain harbouring pBBRIMCS-2 with sacB Julie Ryu
pRRO09 and flippase recombinase enzyme (FLP)
SL1344 Salmonella enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium laboratory  Dr. Levesque®
strain
mnvAqyseB SL1344 Dr. Levesque
14028 Salmonella ser. Typhimurium isolate ATCC 14028 ATCC
pspHI Salmonella ser. Typhimurium 14028 with a gene deletion in This research
sspH1
spHI Salmonella ser. Typhimurium oo SpH 1 harbouring the low copy This research
pWSKI129 cloning vector pWSK129 (kanamycin resistance)
spHI Salmonella ser. Typhimurium oo SpH 1 harbouring the pWSK129  This research
psspH1 vector containing sspHI-FLAG
S1 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Hartford Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S2 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Newport Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S3 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Enteritidis Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S5 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Enteritidis Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S25 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Amager Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S26 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Ball Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S27 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Banana Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S28 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Benger Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
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Bacterial Strain

Relevant properties

Source

S29

S30

S31

S32

S33

S34

S35

S36

S37

S38

S39

S40

S41

S42

S43

S44

S45

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

isolate

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

enterica ser

enterica Ser.

enterica Ser.

enterica ser

enterica Ser.

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser.

enterica ser.

enterica ser.

. Broughton Syst-OMICS isolate

Canada Syst-OMICS isolate

Casablanca Syst-OMICS isolate

. Chingola Syst-OMICS isolate

Cremieu Syst-OMICS isolate

. Daytona Syst-OMICS isolate

. Duesseldorf Syst-OMICS isolate

. Elisabethville Syst-OMICS

. Falkensee Syst-OMICS isolate

. Fresno Syst-OMICS isolate

. Godesberg Syst-OMICS isolate

. Hull Syst-OMICS isolate

. Indikan Syst-OMICS isolate

. Kouka Syst-OMICS isolate

Luciana Syst-OMICS isolate

Luckenwalde Syst-OMICS isolate

Orientalis Syst-OMICS isolate
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. Levesque

. Levesque

. Levesque
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. Levesque

. Levesque

. Levesque

. Levesque

. Levesque
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. Levesque

. Levesque

. Levesque

. Levesque
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Bacterial Strain Relevant properties Source

S46 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Pasing Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S47 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Solt Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S48 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Tado Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S49 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Taiping Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S50 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Taksony Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S51 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Tyresoe Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S52 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Wentworth Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S53 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Westhampton Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque

isolate
S54 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Weston Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S158 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Oranienburg Syst-OMICS isolate  Dr. Levesque
S172 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Arizonae Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S187 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Enteritidis Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S189 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S193 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Thompson Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S194 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Thompson Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S195 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Newport Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S200 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Javiana Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
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Bacterial Strain

Relevant properties

Source

S203

S204

S205

S206

S207

S209

S212

S213

S215

S219

S229

S236

S238

S239

S241

S246

S256

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

S. enterica subsp.

i1solate

enterica ser

enterica Ser.

enterica Ser.

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica Ser.

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser

enterica ser.

enterica ser.

enterica ser.

. Javiana Syst-OMICS isolate

Saintpaul Syst-OMICS isolate

Saintpaul Syst-OMICS isolate

. Muenchen Syst-OMICS isolate

. Muenchen Syst-OMICS isolate

. Braenderup Syst-OMICS isolate

Stanley Syst-OMICS isolate

. Agona Syst-OMICS isolate

. Agona Syst-OMICS isolate

. Hadar Syst-OMICS isolate

. Derby Syst-OMICS isolate

. Mbandaka Syst-OMICS isolate

. Mbanadak Syst-OMICS isolate

. Montevideo Syst-OMICS isolate

Montevideo Syst-OMICS isolate

Kentucky Syst-OMICS isolate

Bovismorbificans Syst-OMICS
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Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque



Bacterial Strain

Relevant properties

Source

S267

S269

S270

S272

S273

S277

S306

S307

S317

S325

S333

S334

S354

S361

S364

S365

S428

S441

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.
S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

S. enterica subsp. enterica ser.

isolate

Kiambu Syst-OMICS isolate

Litchfield Syst-OMICS isolate

Litchfield Syst-OMICS isolate

Uganda Syst-OMICS isolate

Poona Syst-OMICS isolate

Poona Syst-OMICS isolate

Ohio Syst-OMICS isolate

Bredeney Syst-OMICS isolate

Berta Syst-OMICS isolate

Kottbus Syst-OMICS isolate

Gaminara Syst-OMICS isolate

Adelaide Syst-OMICS isolate

Cerro Syst-OMICS isolate
Cerro Syst-OMICS isolate

Newport Syst-OMICS isolate

Typhimurium Syst-OMICS
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Senftenberg Syst-OMICS isolate

Senftenberg Syst-OMICS isolate

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque
Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque

Dr. Levesque



Bacterial Strain Relevant properties Source

S488 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S490 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S492 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S493 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S494 S. enterica Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque

S498 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S499 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S504 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S525 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S537 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S551 S. enterica Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque

S603 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Bareilly Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque

S718 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Derby Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque

S761 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Stanleyville Syst-OMICS isolate ~ Dr. Levesque

S774 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S775 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium Syst-OMICS Dr. Levesque
isolate

S776 S. enterica subsp. arizonae Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque

S777 S. enterica subsp. arizonae Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
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Bacterial Strain Relevant properties Source

S778 S. enterica subsp. arizonae Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S779 S. enterica subsp. arizonae Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S781 S. enterica subsp. arizonae Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S784 S. enterica subsp. arizonae Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S785 S. enterica subsp. arizonae Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S787 S. enterica subsp. arizonae Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S1288 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Javiana Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S1393 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Tornow Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S1395 S. enterica Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S1426 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Berta Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S1603 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Havana Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque
S1925 S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Muenchen Syst-OMICS isolate Dr. Levesque

Julie Ryu, Former Rohde Lab Research Technician, Halifax, Nova Scotia
*Dr. Roger Levesque, Université Laval, Quebec City, Quebec

2.3.1. Maintenance of Tetrahymenaspp.

Tetrahymena spp. (Tetrahymena pyriformis, Tetrahymena tropicalis, Tetrahymena
thermophila) were gifted by Dr. Rafael Garduno. Tetrahymena spp. were maintained in
Pl ate Count Broth (PCB, 59/ L yeast extract
as previously described by Berk et al. (159). An active culture of each Tetrahymena

species was generated every two weeks by subculturing 1/40 into 40 mL of fresh PCB.
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2.3.2. Maintenance of Dictyostelium

Dictyostelium strain AX4 (DBS0302402) was obtained from Dicty Stock Center

and cultured according to standard procedure (558,559). Briefly, AX4 was maintained at

22eC on a c oMmdIDHSEN glraowm oofn St andard Medi

agar, 10 g/L peptone, 10 g/LL yeast extract, 10 g/L glucose, 1.9 KH,PO4, 1 g/LL
MgSO4L 7,8, 0.6 g/l K,;HPO4) (560). Fresh Dictyostelium SM agar plates were
generated on a fortnightly basis.

2.3.3. Maintenance of Acanthamoebapp. and Vermamoebasermiformis

Amoeba strains Acanthamoeba castellanii, A. polyphaga, A. rhysodes, and
Vermamoeba vermiformis were gifted by Dr. Rafael Garduno. Axenic cultures of
Acanthamoeba and Vermamoeba cell lines were propagated as trophozoites modified
peptone-yeast extract-glucose (mPY Q) broth (20 g/L peptone, 18 g/L glucose, 1 g/L yeast
extract, 960 mg/L. MgSOul: 7,8, 880 mg/L sodium citrate, 350 mg/L Na,HPO,, 340

mg/L KH,PO,4, 44 mg/L CaCl,, 20 mg/L Fe(NH4)2(SO4),L. 6,8 (561) in 25 cm’ tissue

cultureflas ks at 30eC wuntil near confluence was

near confluent amoebae were gently shaken, and culture medium containing nonadherent
amoebae was removed. Adherent amoebae were removed by agitating the empty flasks
and resuspending with fresh mPYG broth. Each amoebae resuspension was then
subcultured 1/10 in mPYG into a new tissue culture flask.

2.3.4. TetrahymenaGrazing Assays

Tetrahymenas pp. were grown in 2/ 3 strength
grazing assays. On the day of grazing assay, ciliates were incrementally transferred from

PCBto Trissbuf f ered Osterhoutdés solution (420
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MgCl,L. 6,8, 16 mg/L MgSO4L. 7,8, 9.2 mg/L KCl, 4 mg/L CaCl,, pH 7) (159). Ciliates

were pelleted via centrifugation at 500 x
was carefully removed and replaced with t
obtain a 50% mixture of PCB attéhcufdtmgier hout
the new mixture for 15 minutes before repeating the process two additional times.

Tetrahymena concentrations were subsequently quantified through directing counting of

L ugol 0 dixedsangles wieh a Neubauer chamber (159). Ciliates were resuspended

to a final concentration of 10* cells/mL and seeded into 12-well plates. Subcultured

Salmonella at late-exponential phase were washed twice and diluted PBS to obtain a MOI

of 1000. Following inoculation, the 12-w e | | pl ate was incubated
Aliquots of co-culture were taken from each well at 1- and 24-hours post-inoculation.
Aliquots were used to measure ciliate rep
fixed samples with a Neubauer chamber. Aliquots were centrifuged at 10,000 x g for 1

minute and resuspended in 0.5% Triton-100X to free intracellular bacteria (159). Culture

forming unit (CFU) enumeration was then performed by serial dilution of samples and

plating on LB agar.

2.3.5. A. castellaniiand V. vermiformisGrazing Assays

Amoebae were seeded into 12-well plates at a concentration of 10° cells/mL and
incubated for 24 hours at 30°C to permit adherence to the wells. An hour prior to
i nocul ati on, amoeba were washed twice wit
Na,HPOy4, 136 mg/L KH,PO4, 120 mg/L NaCl, 4 mg MgSOul= 7,8, 3 mg/L CaCl,) (562)
and maintained in the non-nutrient buffer. Subcultured Sal/monella at late-exponential

phase were washed twice and diluted in PBS to obtain a MOI of 10. Following
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inoculation, the 12-w e | | pl ate was incubated -altures3 0eC

were taken from each well at 1- and 24-hours post-inoculation. Aliquots were serial
diluted and plated on LB agar for CFU enumeration.

2.3.6. Assessment of A. castellaniiViability

A. castellanii was co-cultured with Salmonella as described above. At the 1- and
24- hour time points, LIVE/DEAD BacLight (ThermoFisher Scientific) viability dye mix
(SYTO 9 and propidium iodide (PI)) was added to each well and co-cultures were
incubated at room temperature in the dark for 15 minutes. Fluorescent staining of
amoebae was then assessed at 510 nm (green) and 620 nm (red) using fluorescent
microscopy (Olympus Life Sciences Model BXS53F, X-Cite 120LED). Percent
fluorescent cells was determined using cellSens software (Olympus Life Sciences). Pixel
thresholds were increased to exclude fluorescence related to bacterial staining. Amoeba
displaying green fluorescence were only designated as SYTO 9, whereas those displaying
yellow fluorescence (green and red) were labeled as PI. Uninoculated amoeba were
included as a negative control.

2.3.7. DictyosteliumGrazing Assays

Dictyostelium wer e gr own at 22eC with agi
medium (14 g/L tryptone, 14 g/L glucose, 7 g/L yeast extract, 1.2 g/LL K,HPO4, 350 mg/L

Na,HPO,, pH 6.3) (169). Amoebae were pelleted in early exponential phase (1 x 10°

t at i

cells/mL) through centrifugation at 500 x gfor 10 mi nutes at 4eC.

discarded, and the pellet was resuspended using Soerensen buffer (2 g/L KH,PO4, 290
mg/L Na,PO4, pH 6.0) (169). Amoebae were pelleted and washed two additional times.

Dictyostelium concentration was subsequently quantified through trypan blue exclusion
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counting with a Neubauer chamber and diluted to a final concentration of 10* cells/mL.

Subcultured Salmonella at late-exponential phase were washed twice and diluted in PBS

to obtain a MOI of 100. Amoeba and Sa/monella were co-cultured in 10 mL of Soerensen

buffer and i1incubated at 22eC with agitati
culture were taken from each well at 1- and 24-hours post-inoculation. Aliquots were

centrifuged at 10,000 x g for 1 minute and resuspended in 0.5% Triton-100X to free

intracellular bacteria (169). CFU enumeration was then performed by serial dilution of

samples and plating on LB agar.

2.3.8. AcanthamoebaGentamicin Protection Assays

Amoebae were seeded into a 12-well plate at a concentration of 10° cells/mL and
incubated for 24 hours at 30eC to permit a
well was calculated an additional time prior to infection. Subcultured Salmonella at late-
exponential phase were washed twice and diluted in PBS to obtain a MOI of 100.

Following inoculation, the 12-well plate was centrifuged for 5 minutes at 500 x g to
promote contact between bacteria and amoeb
60 minutes. After incubation, the medium was removed, wells were washed with PBS,

and fresh mPYG broth supplemented with 50 pg/mL gentamicin sulfate was added to kill
extracellul ar bacteri a. Foll owing incubati
washed twice with PBS and lysed in 0.5% sodium deoxycholate (176). CFU enumeration

was then determined by serially diluting the samples and plating them on LB agar.

2.4. Investigation of SspH1 and PKN1

The methods used in this section refer to the work presented in section 5.
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2.4.1. Primers and Polymerized Chain Reaction

All primers used in this research are described in Table 2.3. Salmonella-related
primers were designed based on the S. enterica subsp. enterica ser. Typhimurium 14028
sequence, Genbank accession number CP001363.1 (563). Sequences for generic
sequencing primers (T3/T7 promoter primers) were obtained from Addgene (564).
Pri mer s -Redr&anbidation were-designed based on previous work with E. coli
(565). Polymerase chain reactions (PCRs) involving cloning and sequencing were
performed using New England Biolabs (NEB) Q5 High-Fidelity DNA polymerase with
reaction conditions as sugge-Retl @cdmbibagion t he s
were conducted using NEB Taqg DNA polymerase with the specified supplier reaction
conditions. Primer sequences used in construction of PKNI short hairpin RNA (shRNA)
were obtained from the Broad Institute (566). All primers were synthesized by Sigma-
Aldrich.

2.4.2. A-Red Recombination

The Salmonella sspHI d el et i on sspidl)t awmats (cgpnstredict ed
recombination as described in Sidik et al. (567). Briefly, a kanamycin knockout cassette
was generated through PCR using the plasmid pGEM-kanR as template, which contains a
kanamycin resistance gene flanked by flippase recognition targets (FRTs) and priming
sites (P1 & P2). Purified PCR product was electroporated into wild type Salmonella ser.
Typhimurium (14028) containing t hered pl as mi
recombinati on ma c hgwitkasyB nbgatioerseleaion mdrkarglee a |l o n

electroporated Salmonella wer e gr own f or an hour i n I i g
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Table 2.3: Primer list

Primer Description Sequen@dd)( 56

SspH1 LRI1R Reverse primer to TCAGTTAAGACGCCACCGGGCTGTCA
amplify sspH1 kanR GATAGCTACCCAGCACCTCTGTAGGC
knockout cassette TGGAGCTGCTTCG

SspH1 LRIF Forward primer to ATCCGCAATACACAACCTTCTGTAAGT
amplify sspH1 kanR ATGCAGGCTATTGCTGGTGATTCCGG
knockout cassette GGATCCGTCGACC

SspH1 LR2F Screexwd ng o TTCCATCAACTTCGCACTAT
recombinants

P2 REV Screexwd ng o TGTAGGCTGGAGCTGCTTCG

sspH1 FLAG FOR_Xbal

sspH1 P REV Sacl

T3R
T7F
U6

sspH1 Seq Chk REV
sspH1 Seq 1 FOR
sspH1 Seq 1 REV
sspH1 Seq 2 FOR
sspH1 Seq 2 REV
sspH1 Seq 3 FOR
sspH1 Seq 3 REV
sspH1 Seq 4 FOR
sspH1 Seq 4 REV
sspH1 Seq 5 FOR
sspH1 Seq 5 REV
sspH1 Seq Chk FOR

pLKO PKN1 1859 FOR

pLKO PKNI 1859 REV

recombinants

sspH1 cloning

sspH1 cloning

T3 promoter primer
T7 promoter primer
Human U6 promoter
primer

sspH1 sequencing
sspHI sequencing
sspHI sequencing
sspHI sequencing
sspHI sequencing
sspHI sequencing
sspHI sequencing
sspHI sequencing
sspHI sequencing
sspHI sequencing
sspHI sequencing

sspHI sequencing

Broad Institute forward

PKNI1 shRNA primer

Broad Institute reverse
PKNI1 shRNA primer

TATTCTAGATCACTTGTCGTCATCGTC
TTTGTAGTCGTTAAGACGCCACCGGG
C

TATGAGCTCGCATCCGGGATATCTGG
GGTC

AATTAACCCTCACTAAAGGG
TAATACGACTCACTATAGGG
GACTATCATATGCTTACCGT

GGAGCTTCAGGTGAAAAC
GTTTTCACCTGAAGCTCC
CTGAGAGCAAAAACCTTTG
CAAAGGTTTTTGCTCTCAG
GTCAGGACTACAGAAGCTG
CAGCTTCTGTAGTCCTGAC
GTTTCACAGAAGGCAGCA
TGCTGCCTTCTGTGAAAC
ATGTTTAATATCCGCAATACAC
GTGTATTGCGGATATTAAACAT
GGTTCCATAAAACGATACTG
CAGTATCGTTTTATGGAACC

CCGGACCTCTGACCCTCGAAGATTTCT
CGAGAAATCTTCGAGGGTCAGAGGTT
TTTTG

AATTCAAAAAACCTCTGACCCTCGAA
GATTTCTCGAGAAATCTTCGAGGGTC
AGAGGT
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agitation at 200 RPM, then plated on kanamycin containing medium for recombinant
selection. Recombination was confirmed through PCR amplification using a primer that
anneals to P2 and a primer that binds upstream in the flanking Salmonella chromosome
region. The kanamycin resistance marker was later removed through conjugation of the
plasmid pRR009, which encodes the flippase recombinase enzyme that facilitates
recombination between FRT sites flanking the cassette (567).

2.4.3. Plasmid Construction

Plasmids used and constructed in research related to section 5 are described in
Table 2.4. The sspHI complementation plasmid (psspHI) was constructed in the low
copy vector pWSK29 (568) provided by Dr. Samantha Gruenheid. The open reading
frame of sspH1 along with 718 bp of sequence upstream of the start codon was amplified
in accordance with work by Haraga and Miller (235), with the addition of a C-terminal
FLAG tag. The amplified sspHI-FLAG PCR product was cloned into pWSK129 at the
Sacl and Xbal restriction sites to generate psspH1. Ligated psspHI was then transformed
into DH5U0 for propagation. The inse
primers that anneal within sspHI (Table 2.4) to verify the absence of mutations. Cloning
of PKN1 shRNA into pLKO.1 TRC was performed in accordance with Addgene pLKO.1
cloning protocol (569). The pPLKO.PKNI1.shRNA.1.1 vector was sequenced using the U6
primer to confirm the presence of the PKN1 shRNA. All sequencing was performed by
GENEWIZ.

2.4.4. Mammalian Cell Culture Maintenance and Treatments

All mammalian cell lines were subcultured at 1/10 every 2-3 days and incubated at
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Table 2.4: Plasmid list

Plasmid Relevant properties Source

pWSK129 Low copy cloning vector with kanamycin resistance. Dr. Gruenheid'

psspH1 sspH1 along with native promoter and C-terminal FLAG- This research
tag cloned into pWSK129

pRRO0S pBBRIMCS-2 wi t h-Resl system, and gentamicin Julie Ryu?
resistance

pRR0O09 pBBRIMCS-2 with sacB. flippase recombinase enzyme Julie Ryu
(FLP), and gentamicin resistance.

pGEM-kanR  pGEM-TEasy vector encoding the kanR resistance cassette. Julie Ryu

pLKO.1 TRC Replication-incompetent lentiviral cloning vector with Dr. McCormick®
puromycin and carbenicillin resistance.

pLKO.PKN1 Replication-incompetent lentiviral vector encoding PKN1 This research

shRNA.1.1 shRNA with puromycin and carbenicillin resistance

pLKO. Replication-incompetent lentiviral vector encoding non- Dr. McCormick

Nt.shRNA targeting (Nt) shRNA with puromycin and carbenicillin
resistance

psPAX Lentiviral packaging vector with carbenicillin resistance. Dr. McCormick

pMD2.G Vesicular stomatitis virus (VSV)-G envelope expressing Dr. McCormick

vector with carbenicillin resistance.

'Dr. Samantha Gruenheid, McGill University, Montreal, Quebec
Julie Ryu, Former Rohde Lab Research Technician, Halifax, Nova Scotia
*Dr. Craig McCormick, Dalhousie University, Halifax, Nova Scotia

37eC wi t,hBotlbHéLa @@ HEK293T cells, gifts from Dr. Craig McCormick,

and HT29 cells, a gift from Dr. Johan Van Limbergen, were cultured as described above
in Dulbecco's modified eagle medium (DMEM) with 100mM sodium pyruvate, 25 mM
glucose, 10 mM HEPES, 2 mM L-glutamine, and 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS) (gibco).
U937s cells, a gift from Dr. Zhenyu Cheng, were cultured in RPMI medium 1640 with 10
mM HEPES, 2 mM L-glutamine, and 10% heat-inactivated FBS (Gibco). Differentiation

of U937 cells was performed as previously described (570). Briefly, seeded U937 cells
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were incubated in complete RPMI 1640 with 100 ng/mL phorbol 12-myristate-13-acetate
(PMA, BioShop) for 48 hours. Spent medium was then replaced with fresh complete
RPMI 1640. All active cell lines were tested for mycoplasma contamination using the
Venor ™MGeM Mycoplasma Detection Kit (Sigma) every two months.

Serum starvation experiments involving differentiated U937 cells were initiated
through removing medium and replacing with FBS-free RPMI 1640. Cells were
incubated in serum-free medium for 3 hours before either harvesting or replenishing the
medium with 10% FBS. U937 cells with replenished serum were harvested after
incubating for 15 minutes. Proteasome and caspase activation inhibition were performed
through removing medium on differentiated U937 cells and replacing with complete
RPMI 1640 with either 10 uM MG132 (Sigma), 10 uM IDN-6556 (SelleckChem), or
both. Cells were incubated with inhibitors for 0.5, 1.5, 3 hours before harvesting.

2.4.5. Lentiviral Production and Transduction

HEK293T cells at 80% confluency were seeded at 1/10 in complete medium into 10
cm® dishes. The next day, medium was removed from cells, monolayers were washed
twice with PBS and replenished with 9 mL FBS-free DMEM. Transfections were
performed using polyethylenimine (PEIL, Sigma) and used the following reaction
components: 18 pL. PEI in 500 pL serum-free Opti-MEM (Gibco) per transfection, 3.3
pg pLKO.PKN1.shRNA.1.1 or pLKO.Nt.shRNA, 2 pug psPAX (Dr. Craig McCormick),
and 1 pg (Dr. Craig McCormick). Cells were transfected for 5 hours, and medium was
replaced with complete DMEM. Supernatants were harvested 24 hours post-transfection,

passed through a 0.45 um filter and stored in 1 mL aliquots at-8 0 e C.
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For transduction, U937 cells were seeded from high confluency into 12-well
plates at a density between 2-4 x 10* cells/mL. The following day, plates were
centrifuged at 500 x g for five minutes and the medium was then replaced with complete
RPMI 1640 containing 4 pg/mL polybrene (Sigma). Lentiviral aliquots were thawed at
37eC and were added to cells in a series o
well remained untransduced to serve a negative control for antibiotic selection.
Puromycin (Invitrogen) was added to a concentration of 1 pg/mL to each well 24-hours
post-transduction. Puromycin-treated cells were selected for two to three days. The
transduced well with lentiviral dilution resulting in approximately 30% U937 cell
survival was carried forward.

2.4.6. SalmonellaInfections in Mammalian Cells

U937 cells were seeded at a density of 10° cells/mL in 6-well plates and
differentiated for 48 hours prior to infection. Two hours prior to infection, U937 cells
were washed twice with PBS and maintained in fresh complete RPMI 1640. One well
was trypsinized and the cell number per well was determined through trypan blue
exclusion counting using a hemocytometer. Subcultured Sa/monella at late-exponential
phase were washed twice and diluted in PBS to a MOI of 10 or 30. Following
inoculation, infected U937 cells were i ncubated f or 30 minutes
After 30 minutes, medium was replaced with complete RPMI 1640 containing 50 pg/mL
gentamicin and cells were incubated for an additional hour. Following incubation, the
medium was replaced one final time with complete RPMI 1640 containing 15 pg/mL
gentamicin and cells were incubated until the specified time point for harvesting. Infected

U937 cells were harvested at 0.5-, 1-, 1.5-, 2-, 3-, 4-, 8-, and 16-hours post-inoculation
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depending on the experiment. Infections requiring caspase activation inhibition involved
pre-treatment of differentiated U937 cells with 10 pM IDN-6556 or 10 uM dimethyl
sulfoxide (DMSO, Fisher) for 3 hours prior to inoculation and addition of each treatment
with every medium replacement during infection.

For quantification of Salmonella internalization and intracellular replication,
HeLa, HT29, and U937 cells were seeded at a density of 10° cells/mL in 6-well plates 48
hour prior to infection, with specific 100 ng/mL PMA treatment for U937 cell
differentiation. Infections were performed is the same manner described above.
Following the 1-hour incubation with 50 pg/mL gentamicin, cells were either processed
for internalization CFU enumeration or maintained in fresh complete medium containing
15 pg/mL gentamicin and incubated until the specified time point. Cells were
additionally processed at 4- and 16-hour post initial gentamicin incubation to enumerate
CFUs corresponding to intracellular replication. For cell processing, medium was
removed and cells were washed once with PBS then lysed with 250 pL/well NP-40 lysis
buffer (8.8 g/l NaCl, 6 g/L Tris, 1% NP-40, Cold Spring Harbor). Lysates were then
serially diluted and plated on LB agar to enumerate CFUs.

2.4.7. Immunoblotting

Cell lysates were harvested using radioimmunoprecipitation assay (RIPA) buffer
(8.8 g/L NaCl, 6 g/L Tris, 184 mg/L sodium orthovanadate, 42 mg NaF mg/L, 1% Triton-
X100, 0.5% sodium deoxycholate, 0.1% sodium dodecyl sulphate, SDS). All cell lines
were harvested by removing culture medium, carefully washing wells with ice-cold PBS,
adding 200 pL of RIPA buffer to each well, dislodging adherent cells with a cell

scrapper, and transferring suspensions to precooled microcentrifuge tubes. Cell
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suspensions were agitated at 4e¢eC for
centrifugation at 13,000 x g for 20
suspension was transferred to a new microcentrifuge tube and the pellets were discarded.
Protein concentration was quantified for each processed lysate in accordance with the
BioRad DC Protein Assay (BioRad) standard 96-well plate protocol. Following
quantification, each sample was mixed with an equal volume 2 x Laemmli buffer (9.9 g/L
Tris, 20 % glycerol, 10% SDS, 0.02% bromophenol blue) and 5 pL of a 3M dithiothreitol
(DTT, Bi oShop) solution, then boiled
used in SDS-polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis or stored at-2 0 e C.
SDS-polyacrylamide gels (8-12%) were made as described by Sambrook and
Russell (571), and cast using a Hoefer gel caster system (SE260). Depending on the
experiment, between 10-20 pg of total protein for each protein sample was loaded per
lane. Color Prestained Broad Range Protein Standard (NEB) was used as a protein ladder
for all SDS-polyacrylamide gels. Gels were run in SDS running buffer (14.4 g/L glycine,
3 g/LL Tris, 0.1% SDS) at 120 V until dye front ran off the end of the gel. Gels were
transferred to polyvinylidene fluoride (PVDF) membranes (BioRad) using the BioRad
Turbo Blot transfer system in accordance with the BioRad Trans-Blot Turbo RTA
Transfer Kit. Transferred membranes were rinsed in Tris-buffered saline with Tween-20
(TBST, 8.8 g/L NaCl, 6 g/LL Tris, 1% Tween-20 (Bioshop), pH 7.6) then blocked on a
shaker at room temperature in blocking buffer (5% bovine-serum albumin (BSA,
BioShop) in TBST) for one hour. Primary antibody was used in the concentration
described in Table 2.5, diluted in the same 5% BSA blocking buffer used above or a 5%

skim milk blocking buffer (5% skim milk powder (Carnation) in TBST). Membranes
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werei hcubated i n primary antibody overnight
membranes were washed four times, 5 minutes each, with TBST and subsequently

incubated in secondary antibody as described in Table 2.5, on a shaker for 1 hour.

Membranes were washed an additional four times, five minutes each, with TSBT.
Membranes were then developed using Clarity Western ECL Substrate (BioRad) in

accordance with supplier protocol. Images were acquired using a ChemiDoc Touch

Imaging System (BioRad).

2.4.8. Core Genome Phylogeny

The core genome analysis was performed in 2,544 S. enterica genomes using
SaturnV  (v1.1.0; https://github.com/ejfresch/saturnV). To perform core genome
phylogenetic analysis, two criteria were used for core gene inclusion. First, genes were
considered core genes if they were identified in all genomes analyzed. Second, core
genes for which one and only one ortholog in each of the other genomes was found (1:1
core genes) were included. Two genes were considered ortholog genes when their
alignment covered more than 85% of their length and shared more than 50% of sequence
identity. Core genes were aligned using Prank (v.150803) (572) and uninformative
positions were removed with BMGE (v.1.12) (573). Finally, the phylogenetic tree was
generated using FastTree based on 173,657 SNPs (v. 2.1.8; bootstraps: 1000; model:
GTR) (574).

2.4.9. SspH Clustering and Multidimensional Scaling

The related proteins to the virulence factor SspH1 (UniProt accession number:

D0ZVG2) were identified in 2,544 S. enterica genomes from the Salmonella Syst-
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Table 2.5: Antibody list

Antibody Buffer Secondary Dilution Source

Actin-HRP' 5% Milk None® 1:2000  Cell Signaling 51258

PKNI1 5% BSA Mouse 1:1000  R&D Systems MAB6100

p-Akt Serd73 5% BSA Rabbit 1:1000  Cell Signaling 92718

Total Akt 5% BSA Rabbit 1:1000  Cell Signaling 92728

Anti-mouse HRP  Same as N/A® 1:2000  Cell Signaling 7076S
primary

Anti-rabbit HRP ~ Same as N/A 1:2000  Cell Signaling 7074S
primary

"Horseradish peroxidase

*No secondary incubation required

*Not applicable

OMICSi sol ate consortium using BLASTp (identi
related proteins were clustered with greater than 90% identity using Uclust (v1.2.22q)

(575). Proteins were aligned using MUSCLE (v3.8.31) (576) and the alignment was

imported and converted into a distance matrix by the R package SeqinR (v3.6-1) (577)

using protein similarity.
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Chapter 3: Impact of Salmonella contamination on microbial-related
food recalls in Canada

A version of this section is section is published in Journal of Food Protection,
82(11): 1901-1908. (2019).

3.1. Introduction

Foodborne illnesses are a public health concern world-wide. In Canada,
approximately 4 million foodborne illnesses are contracted annually, leading to an
estimated 11,600 hospitalizations and 240 deaths (548). While the microbes behind many
of these foodborne illnesses go unidentified, a group of 30 pathogens are believed to be
mainly responsible. Salmonella is a substantial contributor to foodborne illness from this
group and is the leading cause of hospitalizations linked to bacterial foodborne illness in
Canada (578). Salmonella infections commonly produce mild and self-limiting disease
and often go undiagnosed or undocumented. As a result, current estimates of Salmonella
illness may not accurately reflect the true incidence of infection.

Like most foodborne illnesses, Salmonella are transmitted via the ingestion of
contaminated or improperly prepared food. When Sa/monella contamination is suspected
in food products, food recalls are conducted to prevent the spread of foodborne infection.
Manufacturers and distributors are prohibited from selling food products that violate
section 4 of the Food and Drugs Act, such as microbial-contaminated foods, and are
responsible for removing the products from sale and/or distribution (579). However,
recall of unsafe food products was voluntary until the enactment in April 1997 of the
Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA) Act. The CFIA Act granted authority to the

Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food to order companies to recall food products that
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were reasonably believed to pose a risk to the public. The CFIA Act also created the
CFIA and established a framework to investigate and identify potentially harmful food
products for recall (580).

The CFIA conducts food safety investigations in response to a variety of triggers
to determine if a food recall is required. Triggers include a consumer complaint or illness
outbreak linked to a specific food, a food test result or CFIA inspection result that
indicates a potential health risk, a company-initiated recall, or a recall in another country
(581). In response to the trigger, the CFIA-led food safety investigation aims to
determine the specific unsafe food product, the area of distribution, and the agent
responsible for the safety risk. If a potential health risk is identified, a health risk
assessment is conducted by Health Canada to determine the likelihood that the food will
cause illness and the potential duration and severity of illness (554). The CFIA then uses
the health risk assessment to determine if a food recall is necessary and classifies the
recall as high (class 1), intermediate (class I1), or low (class III) risk (552). Following the
recall order, the manufacturer or distributor is responsible for recalling the unsafe food
product from all of its accounts. The CFIA will continue to assist in the process through
managing the implementation of the recall, publishing recall warnings, and verifying that
the company has recalled products from retail shelves (581). The procedures used by
CFIA-regulated manufacturers and distributors to conduct recalls of unsafe food are
described in section 84 of the Safe Food for Canadians Regulations (582).

The United States Food and Drug Administration (FDA) has published numerous
studies documenting food recall trends in the United States (555,583,584). These reports

consistently showed microbial-related food recalls as a large contributor to all food recall

95



events. Additionally, the most recent report revealed Salmonella as the leading
contributor to microbial-related food recalls. While the CFIA has existed for the entirety
of the 21* century, no study has consolidated microbial-related food recall data from
Canada to examine annual recall trends. I hypothesize that Salmonella is a major
contributor to microbial-related food recalls in Canada. Therefore, the objective of this
work was to measure the contributions of Salmonella relative to all microbial-related
food recalls in Canada under the jurisdiction of the CFIA for years 2000 to 2017.

3.2. Results

3.2.1. Microbial-Related Food Recall Events and Recalled Food Products, Canada
2000-2017

From January 1%, 2000 through December 31%, 2017, the CFIA recorded a total of
2094 recall events and 10432 recalled food products (Table 3.1). Years 2011-2017
accounted for a majority of the recall events (51.5%) and recalled food products (52.9%)
from the entire time period analyzed, with 2012 leading all years in both categories. The
data from Table 3.1 is visualized in Figure 3.1A. To analyze microbial-related food
recalls from this period, I classified recall events and recalled food products based on
food type, the area of concern, and the microbiological contaminate involved.

The CFIA uses industry codes to categorize food recalls into related product types.
These product types are broad and non-specific compared to the classification system
used by the United States FDA. Therefore, I further categorized the microbial-related
food recalls using United States FDA product types (Table 3.2). From 2000-2017, at least
one recall event occurred for each of the 35 product categories used to classify the

microbial-related food recalls. The product categories with the greatest number of recalls
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Table 3.1: Number of food recall events and products recalled for microbial
contamination by year, 2000 through 2017, by the Canadian Food Inspection Agency.

Recalls
Year No. of events No. of products
2000 37 70
2001 88 278
2002 82 165
2003 45 80
2004 64 289
2005 81 207
2006 80 475
2007 126 338
2008 108 674
2009 161 1005
2010 144 1337
2011 117 573
2012 241 1748
2013 153 534
2014 152 747
2015 139 631
2016 135 485
2017 141 796
Total 2094 10432

events were Gneat, meat products, poultry®(25.1%), &ishery/seafood productsé (12.3%),
Guts and edible seedsd (10.9%), and G&heese, cheese productsd (10.2%). The product
category Gmeat, meat products, poultry also accounted for largest number of recalled
products (31%), followed by Guts and edible seedsd(11.6%), &Gheese, cheese productsd
(9%), and Ovegetables (leafy greens)0 (8.2%). For the purposes of recall analysis, I
considered product types with more than 50 recall events during the surveyed period to
be the most contaminated food items. These product types were examined further in

section 3.2.4.
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Figure 3.1: Microbial-related food recall events and recalled products, 2000-2017.
(A) Annual microbial-related food recall events (bars, left y-axis) and recalled product
(line, right y-axis) totals reported by the CFIA, 2000-2017. (B) Percentages of microbial-
related recall food recall events stratified by microbiological area of concern (defined in
Table 2.1). The category #AOthero was
larger contribution to microbial-related food recalls. (C) Percentages of microbial-related
recalled food products stratified by microbiological area of concern.
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Table 3.2: Recall events and recalled food products, by product type, resulting from
microbial contamination, years 2000-2017, per Canadian Food Inspection Agency.

Product Type No. of recall events No. of products recalled
Alcoholic beverages 8 12
Animal food 1 3
Baby (infant and junior) food 6 41
Bakery products (mixes, and icings) 37 158
Beverage bases 2 2
Candy without chocolate 6 31
Cereal preparations, breakfast foods 2 5
Cheese, cheese products 213 936
Chocolate and cocoa products 18 45
Coffee and tea 12 18
Dietary conventional foods 10 43
Dressings and condiments 17 42
Eggs, egg products 18 41
Filled milk, imitation milk products 4 9
Fishery/Seafood products 257 782
Food sweeteners (nutritive) 3 11
Fruit and fruit products 114 379
Ice cream and related products 10 71
Macaroni and noodle products 4 10
Meat, meat products, poultry 525 3234
Milk, butter, and dried milk products 43 116
Multiple foods dinners (sauces) 106 681
Nuts and edible seeds 229 1214
Prepared salad products 25 317
Snack food items 17 46
Soft drinks and water 25 54
Soups 16 42
Spices, flavours, and salts 98 512
Vegetable oils 2 3
Vegetable protein product 8 48
Vegetables, vegetable products 123 391
Vegetables (leafy greens) 60 858
Vegetables (roots, tuber, fungi) 25 63
Vegetables (sprouts) 34 72
Whole grains, milled grain products 16 142
Total 2094 10423

The CFIA categorizes microbial-related food recalls into multiple areas of concern

listed in Table 2.1. During the time period surveyed, pathogenic bacteria accounted for
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the largest number of food recall events and recalled food products, 79% and 88%,
respectivel vy, foll owed by food quality i s:
and O un s fieue B.fBiCe Wiile n{icrobial-r e | at ed food recall s
areas of concern are typically |listed wi:
separated as the total number r ectadalfors asso
0 u n s p e Thé foui aeead @ concern categories are classified further by the pathogen,

toxin, or condition responsible for the microbial-related food recall (Table 3.3). Among

the 2094 food-related recall events, 522 (24.9%) involved contamination with Salmonella

spp., 508 (24.3%) involved contamination with Listeria monocytogenes, and 266 (12.7%)

involved contamination with E. coli O157:H7. While Salmonella was responsible for the

largest number of contaminated food recall events, most of its recall events (77.6%) were

categorized as class II. L. monocytogenes accounted for the largest number of class I

food-related recalls (37.5%), followed by E. coli O157:H7 (29.5%), and C. botulinum

(14%). L. monocytogenes was also responsible for the largest number of recalled

contaminated food products from 2000-2017, followed by E. coli O157:H7 and

Salmonella. Class 1II food-related recalls, the lowest risk classification, were primarily

associated with recalls related food quality issues (40.7%); althoug h, 6ot her 6 ( 19.
L. monocytogenes (10.9%) were substantial contributors as well.

3.2.2. Microbial-Related Food Recall Events by Product Type, Canada 2000-2017

Considering Salmonella, L. monocytogenes, and E. coli O157:H7 are responsible
for a majority of the reported microbial-related food recalls, I characterized their

associated recall events by product type to examine pathogen-specific food product
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Table 3.3: Number and classification of food-related recall events and products recalled
for microbial contamination, by pathogen, or toxin, or condition, years 2000 through

2017 by the Canadian Food Inspection Agency.

No. of events

Classification
Pathogen, toxin, or condition Total I I I No. of products recalled
Salmonella 522 112 405 5 2325
Listeria monocytogenes 508 310 157 41 2942
E. coli O157T:H7 266 244 21 1 2577
Clostridium botlinum 139 116 14 9 440
Other' 126 12 41 73 346
Non-O157:H7 E. coli 96 6 59 31 300
Mold 82 i’ 2 80 174
Staphylococcus aureus 63 4 56 142
Container integrity 56 1 47 8 315
Undetermined 42 1 11 30 114
Vibrio parahaemolyticus 33 2 19 12 196
Yeast 33 T T 33 82
Marine biotoxin 30 9 18 3 80
Coliforms 23 T 5 18 44
Generic E. coli 17 T 12 5 19
Aerobic colony count 17 T T 17 58
Pseudomonas aeruginosa 12 T 11 1 23
Bacillus cereus 8 1 5 2 19
Cyclospora 6 3 1 2 20
Multiple pathogens 6 3 2 1 195
Shigella flexneri 5 3 2 T 10
Clostridium perfringens 4 T 3 1 11
Total 2094 827 891 376 10432

'Includes norovirus, hepatitis A virus, spoilage, and unspecified pathogenic bacteria.

21 no data.

trends. (Table 3.4). From 2000 through 2017, Salmonella-related food recalls affected a

wider range of product types (26 out of 35) relative to L. monocytogenes (20 out 35) and

E. coli O157:H7 (9 out of 25). E. coli O157:H7-related recall events were primarily
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Table 3.4: Number of food-related recall events by industry and pathogen, years 2000

through 2017, by Canadian Food Inspection Agency.

Listeria

Industry E. coli O157:H7 Salmonella
monocytogenes
Alcoholic beverages 7! T T
Animal food T T 1
Baby (infant and junior) food T T 1
Bakery products (mixes, and icings) T 3 4
Beverage bases T T T
Candy without chocolate T 1 T
Cereal preparations, breakfast foods T T 1
Cheese, cheese products 6 105 11
Chocolate and cocoa products T T 16
Coffee and tea T T 11
Dietary conventional foods 1 3 2
Dressings and condiments T T T
Eggs, egg products T 5 10
Filled milk, imitation milk products T 3 ]
Fishery/Seafood products T 46 17
Food sweeteners (nutritive) T T T
Fruit and fruit products 4 11 29
Ice cream and related products T 6 1
Macaroni and noodle products T T T
Meat, meat products, poultry 230 181 32
Milk, butter, and dried milk products T 8 1
Multiple foods dinners (sauces) 1 51 7
Nuts and edible seeds 11 13 194
Prepared salad products T 18 2
Snack food items T 1 13
Soft drinks and water T T ]
Soups T T 1
Spices, flavours, and salts ) ] 91
Vegetable oils T T ]
Vegetable protein product 4 1 2
Vegetables, vegetable products T 39 22
Vegetables (leafy greens) 7 4 32
Vegetables (roots, tuber, fungi) T 8 1
Vegetables (sprouts) 2 1 19
Whole grain, milled grain products T T 1
Total 266 508 522

™ no data.
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3.2.3. Major Microbial-Related Food Recall Events, Canada 2000-2017

In 2008, L. monocytogenes was responsible for the recall of hundreds of
contaminated food products in Canada due to the outbreak of listeriosis linked to the
consumption of deli meats (585). I identified major microbial contaminated food recalls
from 2000-2017 that were similar in magnitude to the L. monocytogenes recall in 2008
and classified the events by pathogen (Table 3.5). A total of 28 major microbial-related
food recall events occurred between 2000-2017. L. monocytogenes accounted for the
largest number of major recalls during this period with twelve, followed by E. coli
O157:H7 and Salmonella both with six. With regards to single major food recalls, E. coli
O157:H7 was responsible for the largest food product recall in 2012 for contamination of
raw beef, followed by Salmonella for the contamination of peanuts in 2009. Only twelve
of the major microbial-related food recalls resulted in reported foodborne illness with the
largest outbreak (82 cases) linked to Vibrio parahaemolyticus contaminated oysters in
2015 followed by Salmonella contaminated sprouted chia seed powder (63 cases) in

2014.
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Table 3.5: Major recalls of food products (minimum 50 product recalls) by pathogen and

product type, years 2000 through 2017, per Canadian Food Inspection Agency.

No. of
Pathogen Product recalled recalled Cases  Year Ref.
products
E. coli O157:H7 Spinach 289 1 2006  (586)
Salmonella Sesame seeds 62 2007 (587)
E. coli O157:H7 Raw beef 95 45 2007 (588)
Listeria monocytogenes ~ Cheese 51 - 2008 (589)
L. monocytogenes Deli meats 275 57 2008  (585)
L. monocytogenes Sandwiches 95 57 2008  (585)
Salmonella Peanuts 682 1 2009 (590)
L. monocytogenes Cheese 152 - 2010 (591)
Salmonella Herbs 110 - 2010 (592)
L. monocytogenes Deli meats 90 - 2010 (593)
Multiple pathogens’ Ready-to-eat cooked meat 182 - 2010 (59%4)
Salmonella Hydrolyzed vegetable protein 207 - 2010 (595)
E. coli O157:H7 Romaine 132 - 2010 (596)
L. monocytogenes Cheese 68 1 2011 (597)
L. monocytogenes Mixed greens 89 - 2012 (598)
E. coli O157:H7 Raw beef 1363 18 2012 (599)
L. monocytogenes Potato, coleslaw, and pasta salads 176 - 2013 (600)
Salmonella Sprouted chia seed powder 60 63 2014 (601)
L. monocytogenes Cheese 221 - 2014 (602)
L. monocytogenes Stone fruit 105 - 2014 (603)
Salmonella Garlic powder 89 - 2015 (604)
Vibrio parahaemolyticus ~ Oysters 137 82 2015 (605)
E. coli O157:H7 Raw beef 64 - 2016 (606)
L. monocytogenes Salad Kit 57 14 2016 (607)
E. coli O157:H7 Multiple raw meat types 114 - 2017 (608)
L. monocytogenes Mixed vegetables 129 - 2017 (609)
E. coli (Non-O157) Raw baked goods 90 30° 2017 (610)
E. coli (Non-0157) Flour 115 30 2017 (610)

" no data.

Reported cases of listeriosis were group together for both deli meats and sandwich

recalls.

3L. monocytogenes and Salmonella both found in ready-to-eat cooked meat
*Reported cases of foodborne illness linked to E. coli 0121 were group together for both
contaminated raw baked goods and flour.
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3.2.4. Decade Analysis of SalmonellaRelated Food Recall Events, Canada 2000-
2017

To examine trends in Salmonella-related food recalls, I first compared all
microbial-related recall event totals from 2000-2009 (first decade) to the event total from
the 2010-2017 (second decade). From a broad perspective, the 2010-2017 period reported
350 more recall events than the previous decade (Table 3.1), even with the absence of
recall event totals for the final two years of the decade. This increase in recall events
from the first decade to the second is reported for each of the most contaminated food
products (Figure 3.2A). I measured the relative increase of recall events for the most
contaminated food products, identified in section 3.2.1, to further quantify the recall-
related changes between the surveyed per.i
flavour s, saltsdéd, Ovegetables (leafy greens)
cheese productsd increased by more than ha
whereas the remaining categories reported moderate increases from their first decade
totals.

Next, I compared Salmonella-related recall events between the two decades for
the most contaminated food products. To account for the changes in recall reporting
between the two decades, I normalized Salmonella-related recall event totals by the total
number of microbial-related recall events for each product type and decade. The result is
a measure of Salmonella-related recall events for each of the most contaminated food
products relative to the total number of recall events per product type in each decade
(Figure 3.2C). These relative recall event totals demonstrate that Salmonella is

responsi ble for majority of the recall eve
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Figure 3.2: Decade analysis of Salmonellaimpact on microbial-related food recalls.
(A) Microbial-related food recall event totals for most contaminated food products
(minimum 50 recall events, 2000-2017) separated by decade (2000-2009 (blue), 2010-
2017 (orange)). (B) Relative microbial-related food recall event totals (2010-2017
total/2000-2009 total) for most contaminated food products. (C) Normalized Salmonella-
related food recall event totals for most contaminated food products (# of Salmonella-
food product recall events/total # of food product recall events) separated by decade
(2000-2009 (blue), 2010-2017 (orange)).
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edi ble seedso6 recall events in first deca
decade. While the relative recall event totals decreased for these two categories between

decades, Salmonella-related recalls increased for several other product types. The largest

increases in relative Sa/monella-related recall event totals between decades are reported

for Oveget abl es (loe abfly. 4§a) e efnosl )l 6o wed 1l .b3y% O Vv €
productsd (7.1% to 23.5%) and OSalmandlls- and f
related recall events contributed minimally to the remaining most contaminated food

product categories.

3.3. Discussion

In this section, I reviewed food-related recalls associated with microbial
contamination from 2000-2017 classified by the CFIA to measure the contributions of
Salmonella to food recalls in Canada. The CFIA has previously released reports
analyzing food recall incidents as well as food safety investigations, but both reports
analyze a shorter time period and do not focus on microbial contamination to the extent
of this study (611,612). My analysis revealed that from 2000-2017, a total of 2094
microbial-related food recall events were recorded in Canada and that, until 2006, the
annual number of these events remained below 100 (Table 3.1). The average annual total
of microbial-related food recall events increased from 87 events per year in the 2000s
(2000-2009) to 153 in 2010s (2010-2017). This increase in reported microbial-related

recall events in the 2010s by 75% may represent an increased frequency of microbial
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contamination of food products but could also be attributed to the technical improvement
of foodborne pathogen diagnostics and enhanced efforts in food safety investigations and
outbreak surveillance (613,614).

Although many pathogens are responsible for food recalls, Salmonella, L.
monocytogenes, and E. coli O157:H7 collectively accounted for 61% of all microbial-
associated recall events from 2000-2017 in Canada (Table 3.3). Salmonella was
associated with the highest number of recall events during this time, but a majority the
recalls were categorized as class II indicating an intermediate risk for adverse health
consequences. The high number of recall events associated with Salmonella
contamination coincides with a high Salmonella hospitalization incidence estimate,
reported by Thomas et al. (548). While Salmonella is associated with the highest
hospitalization rate among foodborne bacteria, both L. monocytogenes and E. coli
O157:H7 are responsible for a greater death rate relative to illness incidence (548). The
lethality associated with E. coli O157:H7, and to a greater extent, L. monocytogenes 1is
reflected in recall event classification, as a majority of L. monocytogenes and E. coli
O157:H7 contaminated food products were categorized as class I (high risk). Aside from
food recall events, Salmonella, Listeria, and E. coli O157:H7 collectively accounted for
77% of all recalled food products due to microbial contamination from 2000-2017. The
high proportion of recalled food products associated with Sa/monella, L. monocytogenes,
and E. coli O157:H7 contamination is the result of the many major recall events
(minimum 50 products recalled) linked to these foodborne pathogens (Table 3.5).

Microbial contamination can affect a variety of food products, as examined by

this work. I categorized the microbial-contaminated food recall data using 34 different
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food product types in accordance to the United States FDA defined product codes, with
one addition (sprouts). From the 35 different product types, nine categories reported more
than 50 recall events over the surveyed period (Table 3.2). Consequently, I labelled these
nine food categories as the most contaminated food items. The categories Gmeat, meat
products, poultry@ Guts and edible seeds@ and Gheese, cheese productsOwere among the
top product types for both total recall events and number of products recalled. Both L.
monocytogenes and E. coli O157:H7 are mainly responsible for the recall total reported
for émeat, meat products, poultryd as they are associated with infamous recalls of deli
meats and raw beef, respectively (585,599). L. monocytogenes contamination also
accounts for a majority of Gheese, cheese productsd recalls, which is expected
considering its well-documented history of contaminating dairy products (615).
Regarding éuts and edible seedsQ Salmonella contamination is responsible for most of

the recalled food products due to a peanut contamination event that affected both the

United States and Canada (590,616). The category O6fishery/ seafo

leading contributor to microbial-related recall events. Unlike the previous categories,

6fi shery/ seafood productso wer e associate
contamination, as twelve different pathogens, toxins, and conditions were linked to their
recalls.

Several other product types recorded substantial totals of microbial-related recall
events including three produce cegetaldegor i es:
(l eafy greenso, and Of r ui L. memerydogenksr andi t pr o

Salmonella are largely responsible for the recalls totals reported for these categories as

they are both linked to outbreaks associated with contaminated produce in North America
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(586,6171619). The cat e pordys d@muwulinteirpl ¢ sfauces) 6 al s
of recall events, of which a large portion are associated with ready-to-eat (RTE) meals. L.
monocytogenes-C ont ami nati on accounts for nearly a
(sauces) 0 reapeceedglven its widely idocumentedsecord of contaminating
RTE meals (620,621). The f i nal product type picest h sub
flavour s, sal t so, I s a |Savmmelta-relgted eedalls. SThisv el y  a
predominance is reported globally and is often linked to the desiccation tolerance of
Salmonella (6221 624).

Over the course of the two decades examined by this work, the CFIA facilitated
26 microbial-contaminated food recalls that we designated as major recalls (Table 3.5).
The most well-known major Canadian recalls among the 26 reported include the L.
monocytogenes-contaminated deli meats in 2008 (585) and the E. coli O157:H7
contamination of raw beef in 2012 (599). Both contamination incidents were a result of
poor sanitation practices during production and manufacturing and resulted in
documented cases of human illness and deaths (625,626). The second largest recall in
Canadian history involved Salmonella contaminated peanut products from the United
States. While only a single illness was linked to contamination in Canada, a more severe
outbreak occurred in the United States with 714 reported cases and nine deaths (590). In
addition to these three foodborne outbreaks, I was interested in determining how often
major recalls were associated with transmission of foodborne illness. Among the 26
major recall events identified, twelve were linked to reported illnesses. Four of these
twelve recalls were associated with L. monocytogenes contamination, while three E. coli

O157:H7 and two Salmonella-related major recall events reported cases foodborne
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illness. Within the last six years, three major recalls have all accounted for at least 30
documented cases of foodborne illness. Two of these recent major recalls, Salmonella
contamination of sprouted chia seed powder and E. coli O121 of flour and raw baked
goods, remain without an identified source of the contamination (610,627). The third
recent major recall involved Vibrio parahaemolyticus contaminated oysters resulting in
82 reported cases of illness, the highest among all major recall events (605).

Trends in foodborne illness can change dramatically from decade to decade as
observed with the decrease in botulism cases from 1985 through 2005 in Canada (628). I
examined food recall events and products associated with microbial contamination from
2000-2009 and 2010-2017 to identify potential trends with foodborne pathogens. E. coli
O157:H7 contamination demonstrated the highest increase between decades in both
microbial-related recall events (74 for 2000 to 2009, 192 for 2010 to 2017) and recalled
contaminated food products (554 for 2000-2009, 2023 for 2010 to 2017). Both increases
in relative recall events and recalled food products were primarily attributed to a
substantial number of recalls for raw beef in 2012 that affected over 1300 products (599).
Similar to E. coli O157:H7, recall events attributed to either L. monocytogenes or
Salmonella contamination increased, specifically by 70 events for each (219 to 289 for L.
monocytogenes and 226 to 296 for Salmonella). However, the increase in total recalled
food products associated with L. monocytogenes between the two decades (939 for 2000-
2009, 2003 for 2010-2017) was much greater than that for Sa/monella (1129 for 2000-
2009, 1196 for 2010-2017). From 2010-2017, L. monocytogenes accounted for twelve
major food recalls, while Salmonella was associated with six (Table 3.5). Even though

similar increases in recall events were reported for both L. monocytogenes and
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Salmonella, more L. monocytogenes contaminated food products were recalled due to a
higher number of major recall events.

In addition to examining general pathogen recall trends, I analyzed Salmonella-
specific recalls by the most contaminated product types for each decade. Salmonella was
responsible for nearly all foodrecal | s from the O0spices,
decades (Figure 3.2C). The microbial-related recall event total for this category also
increased by approximately three and a half fold in the second decade relative to the first

decade (Figure 3.2B). Therefore, the substantial increase in total recall events reported

f

avo

for t he Ospices, flavour s, S a |Salnsorxlla c at e g (

contamination. Unl i ke o&éspices, flavour s

edi bl e ategoeyandtle 8ccomtl decade was on par with the previous decade total.

Additionally, the relative percentage of Salmonella-r e | at ed &énuts and

events reported in the second decade decreased considerably, indicating an increase in
recalls linked to other microbial contaminates. Increases in relative Salmonella-related

recall event totals were observed for three product types in the second decade:

C

y -

edi

6vegetabl es (l eafy greens) 0, Ovegetabl es,

products0 . Mi -celatad becalh dvent totals also increased for these product types in
the second decade, with substanti al [
and Ovegetables, vegetabl es pr o damonklla-6
related produce recalls highlights the growing concern of Salmonella outbreaks linked to
the consumption of contaminated fruits and vegetables (586,619).

The work presented in this section on microbial-related food recalls reported in

Canada fills a gap in recall analysis that has remained vacant since the CFIA initiated
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recall data documentation in 1997. I report that Sa/monella is a leading contributor to
microbial-related food recall events in Canada and is responsible for contaminating the
widest range of product types relative to all other microbial-contaminates. Salmonella
contamination is chiefly responsible for a majority of food recalls related to nuts/edible
seeds and spices and is increasingly contributing to recalls associated with fruits and
vegetables. Collectively, these findings demonstrate that Salmonella-contamination is a

considerable threat to food safety in Canada.
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Chapter 4: Protozoa as a Screening Model for SalmonellaVirulence

4.1. Introduction

The genus Salmonella is incredibly diverse as demonstrated by the spectrum of host
range and pathogenicity prevalent across more than 2600 serovars. While some serovars
are host restricted, such as Salmonella ser. Typhi and Gallinarum, others exhibit
unrestrained host tropism (29). A similar range of diversity is also observed in
Salmonella pathogenicity as some serovars are more likely to produce invasive infection
than others (629). Despite advancements in genomic characterization of Salmonella,
correlation of serovar-specific genetic analysis to pathogenic consequences is limited.
Furthermore, genetic characterization of Salmonella pathogenesis is largely focused on
the serovar Typhimurium as a model of non-typhoidal disease (630). Salmonella ser.
Typhimurium, however, is not solely responsible for all Sa/monella infections in humans
as many serovars contribute to foodborne illness (545,546). Studies on Salmonella ser.
Typhimurium pathogenesis do not reflect the range of pathogenicity present across the
genus due to the genomic heterogeneity of serovars (547). Therefore, additional research
is required to connect the genetic diversity of Sa/monella serovars to pathogenic markers
to improve mitigation strategies for Sa/monella contamination and transmission.

The genetic diversity across the genus Salmonella also transcends antigenic
classification as varying degrees of virulence are observed between isolates from the
same serovar (6317633). While serotyping provides antigenic information important for
surveillance, it does not accurately indicate strain pathogenicity. Banding pattern
subtyping methods such as pulsed-field gel electrophoresis (PFGE) and multiple locus

variable number of tandem repeats analysis (MLVA) possess enhanced discriminatory
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power relative to serotyping, but classify isolates based on generalized genetic
characteristics that provide minimal insight into pathogenicity (634,635). The greatest
subtyping discriminatory power lies with whole genome sequencing (WGS) analysis as it
permits single nucleotide resolution comparison between isolates (636). Moreover,
combining WGS with comparative genomics can identify differences in genetic elements
that dictate variations in serotype (637,638), antimicrobial resistance (639,640), and
virulence (641,642). However, identification of these genetic predictors is dependent on
correlating WGS analysis with strain-specific virulence phenotypes.

Several groups have developed predictive models of virulence based on WGS and
virulence correlation analysis in both L. monocytogenes and Salmonella isolates
(643,644). While these studies demonstrate the potential of a virulence predictive model,
they are limited by their inclusion of only a single measure of bacterial pathogenicity.
Regarding Salmonella, optimal predictive modeling requires multiple parameters to
effectively evaluate virulence, including host range, internalization, intracellular survival,
and disease progression. The Salmonella Syst-OMICS project, led by Genome Canada,
applied this multifaceted approach to identify genetic predicators of Salmonella
pathogenicity through combining WGS analysis of 4500 clinical and environment
isolates with infection data from multiple virulence screening models (645). These
models include screenings with human epithelial cells, human macrophages, iv
inoculated mice, and a protozoan infection model. My doctoral research contributed to
the Salmonella Syst-OMICS project as 1 was responsible for developing the protozoan

screening model to evaluate the virulence of Salmonella isolates.
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In general, predation by protozoa has a significant effect on bacterial populations in
the environment; however, some bacteria have acquired factors to evade predation. These
factors are believed to have evolved in the context of continuous bacterial interactions
with bacterivorous protozoa before animal forms of life emerged (646). Factors that
inhibit or impair protozoa predation have been shown to also play an important role in the
survival and persistence of foodborne pathogens outside the host cell, and in the
environment. For example, spore formation in Bacillus subtilis provides resistance to
both Tetrahymena digestion and harsh environmental conditions (647,648). Additionally,
Vibrio cholera employs a T6SS to defend against amoeba and to kill other bacteria in
close proximity (649). A portion of these factors may also contribute to survival within
human hosts due to similarities in bactericidal processes used by both protozoa and
macrophages (148,149,650). As a foodborne human pathogen, Sa/monella encodes a
variety of virulence factors that may have evolved as survival tools against bacterivorous
protozoa. Several studies have confirmed that virulence factors associated with
intracellular survival in mammalian hosts are also important in establishing resistance to
protozoan predation (162,169,181). However, the protozoan models examined in these
studies have not been used to characterize the virulence of Salmonella isolates. Therefore,
I hypothesize that a protozoan infection model can distinguish between virulent and
avirulent Sa/monella isolates. The objective of this study was to develop a protozoan
screening model that could distinguish between Salmonella isolates with varying
virulence phenotypes. The work presented in this section evaluated the screening
potential of eight different protozoa in distinguishing between well-documented virulent

and attenuated Sal/monella strains (Figure 4.1).
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Tetrahymena tropicalis

Tetrahymena thermophila — Ciliates

Tetrahymena pyriformis

Vermamoeba vermiformis

Dictyostelium discoideum

Acanthamoeba polyphaga = Amoeba

Acanthamoeba castellanii

Acanthamoeba rhysodes _|

Salmonella

Figure 4.1: Bacterivorous protozoa and Salmonellavirulence.

(A) Bacterivorous protozoa are eukaryotic unicellular organisms that exhibit predatory
behaviour toward smaller organisms in their environment, such as bacteria. Two major
protozoa groups that prey on bacteria include ciliates and amoebae. The species listed in
the cladogram represent known bacterivorous protozoa that were used to screen for
Salmonella virulence. The cladogram was created using https://phylot.biobyte.de. (B)
Salmonella encodes two type three secretion systems, T3SS-1 and T3SS-2. T3SS-1
contributes to the internalization and SCV formation, while T3SS-2 contributes to SCV
maturation and intracellular replication. Both T3SSs contribute to mammalian infection,
but their contributions to protozoan infection are less characterized. To evaluate their
contributions, all eight protozoan species were evaluated for their ability to distinguish
between the Salmonella ser. Typhimurium parent strain SL1344 and a double mutant
derivative defective for both T3SSs (qpi n v A )plava & kh essential component to the
T3SS-1, while SseB is required for proper functioning of the T3SS-2.
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4.2. Results

4.2.1. Salmonellaand Protozoa Survival in Protozoan Grazing Assay

Several studies have evaluated bacterial resistance to protozoan predation through co-
culturing experiments in non-nutrient buffer (162,169,179). These experiments involve
sampling buffer over the course of co-culturing to measure levels of bacterial
consumption in response to protozoan grazing. I performed similar protozoan grazing
experiments using six different species, three amoeba and three ciliates, to evaluate
predation resistance between two Salmonella ser. Typhimurium strains, the laboratory
strain SL1344 and a  dnodagpbeB €Figumawl)amvA isder i v a
component of the T3SS-1 and contributes to Salmonella internalization and SCV
formation (651), whereas SseB is a subunit of the T3SS-2 translocon and facilitates SCV
maturation and intracellular replication (652). Given that a functional T3SS-2 is required
for replication in macrophages (653,654), an effective protozoan screening model for
Salmonella virulence should distinguish between wild type Salmonella and the
PnvAgyseB mutant.
Grazing assays performed in all amoeba and ciliates displayed unremarkable
differences in predation when compari ng SL13dApseheals ur emer
(Figure 4.3). The ciliates from the genus Tetrahymena consumed SL1344 and
gEnvAgeseB equally as bacterial enumeration levels were similar at both 1- and 24-hours
post inoculation. Conversely, the amoeba Vermamoeba vermiformis and Acanthamoeba
castellanii displayedan i nabi | ity t o ciovAgbseBelowtheasbbth er S L

strains increased by one thousand-fold between the 1-hour and 24-hour time points.
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Figure 4.2: Evaluation of Salmonella survival and protozoa replication using a
protozoan grazing assay.

A protozoan grazing assay is used to evaluate survival of Sa/monella and replication of
protozoa. The laboratory Salmonella ser. Typhimurium strain SL1344 and a double
mutant derivative, @i n v A gase uedBas positive and negative control strains for
Salmonella virulence, respectively. Wells seeded with protozoa in species-specific buffer
are inoculated with control strains and Sa/monella isolates at a species specific MOI
(Tetrahymena = 1000, Dictyostelium = 100, Acanthamoeba & Vermamoeba = 10) and
incubated at 30°C (22°C for Dictyostelium). Aliquots are taken from wells at 1- and 24-
hours post infection for dilution plating. Tetrahymena counts and live/dead staining
(Thermo LI VE/ DEAD BRcalBamodbd age tpdrférmed at b mnd 24-
hours post infection.
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Figure 4.3: Salmonellasurvival in protozoan grazing assay.

Bacterial enumeration (log(CFU/mL)) from protozoan grazing assays involving ciliates
(Tetrahymena tropicalis, T. theromophila, and T. pyriformis) and amoeba (Vermamoeba
vermiformis, Acanthamoeba castellanii, and Dictyostelium discoidium) with Salmonella
strains SL1344 (blue) and aei n v A g@saisg®. Balmonella levels quantified from co-
culture aliquots at 1- and 24-hours post-inoculation. Values are the means + standard
deviations of three independent experiments.
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Furthermore, n envAtpheB levelsSverd ddfédreht atreithar timgopoint in
Dictyostelium grazing assays. Therefore, T3SS-1 and T3SS-2 together do not contribute
to grazing resistance in the six protozoa species I tested.

Aside from bacterial enumeration, I was interested in quantifying protozoan growth
and viability over the course of grazing assays. Previous research has demonstrated that
Tetrahymena spp. grow during Salmonella co-culturing experiments (655). In all three
Tetrahymena species tested, ciliate counts increased slightly between the 1-hour and 24-
hour time points (Figure 4.4A). However, these increases were unaffected by defects in
T3SS-1 and T3SS-2. Next, I assessed amoeba viability in co-culturing experiments as
prior research has demonstrated that Acanthamoeba spp. lose viability when co-cultured
with Salmonella (182). I used the fluorescent dyes SYTO-9 and PI to stain viable and
dead A. castellanii and measured differences at the 1-hour and 24-hour time points
(Figure 4.4B). The proportion of PI stained amoeba (dead) increased between the two
time points, while the percentage of amoeba exhibiting only SYTO-9 associated
fluorescence decreased. However, the increase in PI stained amoeba was independent of
T3SS-1 and T3SS-2 and was similar to the increase observed in the uninoculated control.
Therefore, T3SS-1 and T3SS-2 together do not affect Tetrahymena growth or A.
castellanii viability during Salmonella grazing assays.

4.2.2. SalmonellaVirulence in Acanthamoebaspp. Gentamicin Protection Assay

Considering the protozoan grazing assays could not distinguish between SL1344
a n dinvAgmseB, 1 adopted experimental conditions akin to those used for Sa/monella

infections in mammalian cells (52). Unlike Tetrahymena spp. and Dictyostelium,
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Figure 4.4: Ciliate replication and amoeba viability in protozoan grazing assay.

(A) Tetrahymena counts from grazing assays during incubation with SL1344 or
a8nvA aseB recorded at 1 (blue) and 24 hours (orange). Values are the means + standard
deviations of three independent experiments. (C) Live/dead quantification of A.
castellanii using SYTO 9 (alive, green) and propidium iodide (PI, dead, red) staining.
Quantification of fluorescent amoeba recorded following incubation with SL1344 or
a@nvAaaseB for 1 or 24 hours. Values are the means + standard deviations of three
independent experiments.
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Acanthamoeba spp. adhere to inert surfaces similar to mammalian macrophages.
Consequently, the adherent amoebae are conducive to internalization assays that involve
numerous wash steps, such as the gentamicin protection assay (GPA). Several studies
have used gentamicin protection assays in Acanthamoeba spp. to demonstrate the
importance of T3SS-2 to intracellular survival of Salmonella (176,181,182). Using these
studies as guidelines, I performed GPAs with two time points in both Acanthamoeba
rhysodes and Acanthamoeba polyphaga to evaluate internalization (0 hours) and
intracellular replication (24 hours) phenotypes of SL1344 and qonvAqaseB (Figure 4.5).
GPAs performed in both A. rhysodes and A. polyphaga displayed decreases in
SL1344 and qonvAqyseB between the 0-hour and 24-hour time point (Figure 4.6). While
the reduction in Salmonella is similar between both strains, the internalization of
EnvAgeseB is a half-log lower than SL1344 in both Acanthamoeba species. I tested two
additional Salmonella strains, S5 (Salmonella ser. Enteritidis) and S37 (Salmonella ser.
Falkensee), from the Syst-OMICS isolate consortium that display high and low virulence
phenotypes in in vitro mammalian cell culture models, respectively (656). While S5
displayed a higher internalization level relative to SL1344, S37 was recovered in much
lower amounts in both Acanthamoeba species (Figure 4.6). Recovered CFUs for both S5
and S37 also decreased between the 0-hour and 24-hour time points, but the reductions
were similar in magnitude. Altogether, GPAs performed in A. rhysodes and A. polyphaga
can distinguish between high- and low-virulence Salmonella strains via enumeration of
internalized bacteria. This amoeba infection assay serves as the basis for my Salmonella

virulence screening model.
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Figure 4.5: Evaluation of Salmonellainternalization and intracellular replication
using an Acanthamoebapp. gentamicin protection assay.

A gentamicin protection assay is used to evaluate Salmonella entry and intracellular
survival in Acanthamoeba. Bot h S LidvBsdsdB araused as seference strains.
Wells seeded with Acanthamoeba in modified peptone-yeast extract-glucose (mPYG) are
inoculated with control strains and Sa/monella isolates at an MOI of 10 and incubated at

30°C. Mediumi s repl aced for each wel/l with mPYG
following 1 hour incubation. Time zero is established after 0.5-hour incubation in the
gentamicin containing media. Amoeba are washedwithPage ds amoebad sal i ne
are either lysed with 0.5% deoxycholate for dilution plating or incubated in mPYG with
10eg/ mL gentamicin for 24 hours foll owed b
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Figure 4.6: Salmonellaentry and intracellular survival in Acanthamoebagentamicin
protection assay.

Enumeration (log (CFU/mL))of SL1344 and &i nv Aabwah
24 hours (intracellular survival, orange) from gentamicin protection assays in A. rhysodes

(A) and A. polyphaga (B). Values are the means *+ standard deviations of three
independent experiments.
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4.2.3. Screening of Salmonellalsolates through the A. rhysodednfection Model

The GPAs performed in A. polyphaga and A. rhysodes were conducted to identify
a suitable protozoan model that will distinguish between high- and low-virulence
Salmonella strains. Infections in both amoeba species demonstrated notable differences in
internalization and intracellular replication levels between SL1344, qonvAgaseB, S5, and
S37. 1 opted to only use Salmonella internalization as a measure of virulence to enhance
efficiency of the mid-throughput screening model. Additionally, I chose 4. rhysodes as
the screening host as several studies have used the Acanthamoeba species to evaluate
virulence in Salmonella (176,182).

I evaluated internalization of 107 clinical and environmental isolates from the
Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolate consortium using the A. rhysodes screening model
(Figure 4.7). The screen produced a range of internalization phenotypes among the tested
isolates with SL1344 and qunvAgaseB serving as reference strains. Nearly half of the
isolates I screened displayed internalization levels in between SL1344 and cpnvAQyseB.
Again, the entry levels of isolates S5 and S37 highlight the range of the A. rhysodes GPA
as S5 exhibited the highest degree of internalization, whereas S37 ranked near the bottom
of screened isolates. Relative to S37, five isolates (S219, S26, S229, S189, and S49)
displayed lower recovery yields indicating poor internalization rates. Additionally,
several isolates internalized into A. rhysodes to a greater degree than SL1344, suggesting
an increased capacity to enter amoeba. While the internalization screen identified
Salmonella 1solates with high and low levels of entry, it was necessary to confirm these

observations in different Acanthamoeba species.
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Figure 4.7: SalmonellaSyst-OMICS isolate screening through A. rhysodesinfection

model.

Enumeration (log (CFU/mL)) of Salmonella isolates from gentamicin protection assays

performed in A. rhysodes. Re f er ence st r @mvdgseB atelcoloGrell dolida nd @
orange and blue, respectively. Values are the means + standard deviations of three
independent experiments.
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I next validated high- and low-internalization phenotypes observed in screened
isolates through re-testing the strains in A. castellanii and A. polyphaga gentamicin
protection assays (Figure 4.8). Isolates S26, S49, S50, and S189 all displayed low
internalization phenotypes in the A. rhysodes screening, whereas isolates S33, S51, S195,
and S215 exhibited high internalization phenotypes. In 4. castellanii and A. polyphaga,
S26, S49, S50, and S189 exhibited low degrees of internalization, although S50 recovery
levels were noticeably higher in both Acanthamoeba species relative to the other low
entry isolates. Regarding high internalization phenotypes, S33, S51, S195, and S215 all
displayed internalization levels higher or similar to SL1344. Isolate internalization levels
were comparable between A. castellanii and A. polyphaga, although, recovery yields
were on average lower in A. castellanii, especially for isolates S26, S49, and S189.
Collectively, these results confirm the phenotypes identified in the internalization screen
and provide support for 4. rhysodes as a model to evaluate Salmonella entry.

4.3. Discussion

Several studies have used protozoa to screen transposon mutant libraries to
characterize genetic contributions to predation resistance and intracellular survival (6571
661). Regarding Salmonella, multiple studies have evaluated the impact of specific
virulence factors on survival in protozoa (162,169,181), but no protozoan-based
screenings to characterize virulence in Salmonella mutant libraries or isolate collections
have been conducted. In this section, I evaluated the capacity of various protozoan assays
to distinguish between high- and low-virulence Salmonella strains and subsequently

screened isolates through the most discriminatory model to characterize Sal/monella
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Figure 4.8: Validation of internalization phenotypes in Acanthamoebapp.
Enumeration (log (CFU/mL)) of isolates with high (S33, S51, S195 and S215) and low
(S26, S49, S50 and S189) internalization phenotypes from gentamicin protection assays
performed in A. castellanii (blue) and A. polyphaga (orange). Values are the means +
standard deviations of three independent experiments.
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virulence. This study was part of a larger project to model Sa/monella virulence through
combining WGS analysis with virulence profiling of Salmonella Syst-OMICs isolates.
While I screened over one hundred Salmonella strains through the 4. rhysodes screening
assay, collaborating research groups characterized the same isolates through mammalian
infection models. The results from these screening assays were consolidated into
virulence profiles for each isolate to be analyzed against WGS data for predictive
modelling development.

To maintain a standard of consistency, all screening models used to screen
Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolates were first required to discriminate between the
laboratory Salmonella ser. Typhimurium strain SL1344 and the double mutant derivative
qpnvAqyseB. InvA and SseB are integral to the proper functioning of T3SS-1 and T3SS-
2, respectively, which are known contributors to Salmonella pathogenesis in mammalian
infection models (191,259). The contributions of SPI-1 and SPI-2 are less defined in
protozoan infections. SPI-2 associated genes are upregulated inside several different
protozoa and contribute to intracellular survival of internalized Salmonella
(162,169,181,182). Conversely, the contributions of SPI-1 to predation resistance are
inconsistent across protozoa as defects in T3SS-1 reduce Salmonella levels in
Dictyostelium (169), but do not impact survival in Acanthamoeba (176,181). The
collective contributions of T3SS-1 and T3SS-2 secretion to predation resistance are
currently unknown as no study has evaluated a Sa/monella mutant dysfunctional for both
T3SSs in a protozoan infection model. To identify a screening model that will distinguish
bet ween S Li8pseB, I avalwted ¢he discriminatory power of three ciliate

species, five amoebae species, and two infection assays.
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In the environment, protozoa prey on bacteria as a source of nutrients (646).
Protozoan grazing assays simulate this predation through co-culturing bacteria together
with protozoa in non-nutrient buffer to promote starvation and phagocytosis. Typically,
bacterial levels are enumerated from aliquots directly sampled form the co-culture at
multiple time points. These measurements primarily provide insight on changes in
extracellular bacteria levels in response to protozoan predation. I performed grazing
assays in three different Tetrahymena species and three different amoebae to evaluate
differences in their pr edat ory capaci imqystBo Specifedllyl 3
examined Salmonella levels and protozoa fitness for changes linked to T3SS-1 and T3SS-
2 activity.

In all three Tetrahymena species tested, Salmonella levels decreased during co-
incubation (Figure 4.3), which corresponds with reports investigating intracellular
Salmonella viability within ciliate food vacuoles (162). However, this reduction in
Salmonella levels recorded is independent of T3SS-1 and T3SS-2 activity as both
SL1344 inedgyskB lepels decreased by similar amounts. [ also examined
Tetrahymena growth in response to Sa/monella co-incubation as ciliate levels typically
expand during Salmonella co-culture experiments (655). Ciliate counts increased for all
three Tetrahymena species during grazing assays, but the increase was independent of
both T3SS-1 and T3SS-2 function (Figure 4.4A). Considering that ciliate predation was
i ndi stingui shabl einvdoastBwled@ermindd thdt thed Tétrahanend
spp. are not suitable as a virulence screening model for the Salmonella Syst-OMICS

1solate consortium.
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The three amoebae examined in grazing assays were similarly unable to distinguish
bet ween SLikvdgdsdB (Fagnrd 4.3)pIn V. vermiformis and A. castellanii,
extracellular Salmonella levels increased during co-incubation experiments validating
previous findings that extracellular Salmonella expand in non-nutrient buffer in the
presence of amoeba (662). This increase in Sa/monella levels was independent of T3SS-1
and T3SS-2 acti vity a@vAgSdB lg@dw By similardamogpts. 1 also
examined A. castellanii viability during grazing assays (Figure 4.4B), as amoeba exhibit
apoptosis-like death in response to high Salmonella levels (182). While amoeba viability
decreased over ti me, t hievAqulséBf ahdehe wminoculated
control were negligible, suggesting starvation may be responsible for the increase in
amoeba death. In Dictyostelium grazing assays, Salmonella levels slightly decreased
during amoeba co-incubation and was independent of T3SS-1 and T3SS-2 activity. These
findings contradict previous reports on Salmonella-Dictyostelium experiments
demonstrating an expansion of Sa/monella in a T3SS-1 and T3SS-2 dependent manner
(169). However, these experiments were performed in competition assays, which are not
conducive to efficient isolate screening. Given that the predation resistance phenotypes
were i ndistingui s hailbwligeseBhl determiece that tig prdto2odnd
grazing assay was not suitable as a screening method of Salmonella virulence.

While the protozoan grazing assays | conducted were unaffected by T3SS-1 and
T3SS-2 activity, previous grazing experiments have characterized other Salmonella
virulence factors as contributors to predation resistance. Grazing assays performed in
Tetrahymena have demonstrated the importance of the arginine decarboxylase system in

facilitating Salmonella acid tolerance and subsequently maintaining bacterial viability
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within ciliate food vacuoles and fecal pellets (162). In Dictyostelium, grazing assays
establish the importance of polyphosphate biosynthesis and the twin-arginine
translocation (Tat) system to intracellular survival (170,171), both of which promote
intracellular replication in macrophages as well (663,664). Grazing assays in
Tetrahymena and Acanthamoeba also provide insight into Sa/monella-related exploitation
of protozoan cellular processes for protection from environmental stressors. In
Tetrahymena, viable Salmonella secreted in fecal pellets during grazing experiments
possess enhanced resistance to bactericidal concentration of chlorine and bleach
(161,665). Furthermore, Salmonella remain viable for up to three weeks inside
Acanthamoeba cysts that are formed in response to environmental stressors during long-
term grazing assays (666). Although protozoan grazing assays can characterize
Salmonella predation resistance and environmental persistence strategies, their
discriminatory capacity do not align with the mammalian models involved in screening
the Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolate consortium.

The second screening assay I evaluated regarding Salmonella virulence in protozoa
was the GPA. GPAs require adherent cell lines to quantify internalization and
intracellular replication of intracellular bacteria. Considering Tetrahymena and
Dictyostelium are both cultured in suspension, | elected to use Acanthamoeba spp. as the
adherent host for protozoan GPAs. I performed GPAs in 4. polyphaga and A. rhysodes as
previous studies have conducted GPAs in each species (181,182). These studies also
demonstrated that SPI-2 is upregulated inside amoeba and is required for intracellular

survival of Salmonella. The GPAs I performed in both Acanthamoeba species reflected

thesereportsas | recovered a | ovkedgyseB levelsurdlative to f
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SL1344 (Figure 4.6). Both Acanthamoeba species were also able to characterize
Salmonella isolates displaying greater internalization, S5 (Salmonella ser. Enteritidis),
and reduced internalization, S37 (Salmonella ser. Falkensee), relative to SL1344.
Although, intracellular levels for all four Sa/monella strains decreased between 0 and 24
hours, the extent of reduction was similar for each strain. Therefore, I opted to remove
the 24-hour time point to enhance efficiency in screening the Salmonella Syst-OMICS
isolate consortium.

The Salmonella isolate screening I performed used A. rhysodes as it exhibits a
greater capacity for Salmonella phagocytosis compared to other Acanthamoeba species
(176). This screening successfully evaluated the internalization of 107 Salmonella
isolates displaying varying degrees of entry into A. rhysodes (Figure 4.7). Interestingly,
four isolates (S26, S49, S189, S219, and S229) appear to barely internalize at all, while
three isolates (S5, S1393, and S215) internalized to a greater degree relative to SL1344. 1
validated these observations through re-examining internalization phenotypes of select
isolates from the A. rhysodes screen in A. polyphaga and A. castellanii GPAs (Figure
4.8). Although, internalization levels between A. polyphaga and A. castellanii for strains
recovered in low amounts were variable, all re-examined isolates exhibited similar entry
phenotypes. Altogether, these findings support Acanthamoeba GPAs as an effective
model to screen Sa/monella internalization in protozoa.

While the Salmonella Syst-OMICS screening in 4. rhysodes produced a range of
internalization phenotypes, the exact genetic contributors responsible for the variance in
isolate entry remain to be determined. Other intracellular pathogens such as Legionella

pneumophila and Mycobacterium spp. rely on conserved mechanisms in intramacrophage
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survival to grow within amoeba (154,667). By comparison, it is likely that many
Salmonella virulence factors that influence internalization and intramacrophage survival
may also apply to amoeba. The most well characterized contributors to internalization
and intracellular replication in mammalian cells, SPI-1 and SPI-2, respectively, appear to
be important for amoeba internalization as indicated by the reduction in internalization
wi t vAqopeB. However, prior reports demonstrate that SPI-1 is largely dispensable
for internalization into Acanthamoeba, whereas SPI-2 contributes to both entry and
intracellular survival (176,181). Although the contributions of SPI-2 to intracellular
survival are well documented (653,654), it is apparent that SPI-2 is not solely responsible
for Salmonella ent ry i nt o imelaquseR i aapabde sof im@rnalizing into
Acanthamoeba spp.

Aside from SPI-1 and SPI-2, several other SPIs associated with intracellular
survival are upregulated inside Acanthamoeba during Salmonella infection (182).
Considering the heterogeneity of SPI distribution among Salmonella serovars (188), their
presence or absence may contribute to internalization and intracellular survival in
amoeba. For example, SPI-3 and SPI-11 promote intracellular survival within
macrophages (249,310,341,342), are upregulated inside A. rhysodes (182), and are
differentially distributed amongst Sal/monella serovars (188). Other mobile elements
encoding virulence factors, such as prophage, may also contribute to Salmonella invasion
and intracellular survival in amoeba. In particular, the prophage Gifsy-2 encodes a
superoxide dismutase, sodC1, that contributes to survival in macrophages (668) and may
also potentially protect against superoxide production in amoeba (669). Salmonella

internalization into amoeba is also influenced by O-antigen modifications (670), which
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are partly governed by the glucosyltransferase clusters 7fb and gtr, foun d i n p* ophage
and P22 (417). Further investigation into these virulence determinants are required to

establish their contributions to Salmonella internalization and intracellular survival in

amoeba.

The work presented in this section on the characterization of Salmonella
virulence through protozoan-based assays is a part of a much larger effort to model
Salmonella pathogenicity. While the protozoan grazing assays I evaluated displayed
inadequate discriminatory capacity in measuring Salmonella virulence, Acanthamoeba
GPAs emerged as a suitable model to characterize isolates from the Syst-OMICs
collection. My work screening the Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolate consortium through
the A. rhysodes infection model represents the first instance of protozoan-based virulence
characterization of clinical and environmental Salmonella isolates. This screening
correlated well with mouse infections and intramacrophage survival screenings that were
also used to characterize the virulence of isolates from the Salmonella Syst-OMICS
consortium (656). Combined with the discriminatory power displayed in the
internalization screening, these findings highlight the utility of Acanthamoeba as a

Salmonella infection model.
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Chapter 5: Degradation of Protein Kinase N1 by SspH1 during
Salmonellainfection

5.1. Introduction

As an intracellular pathogen, Salmonella is equipped with a wide range of strategies
to facilitate survival within a host. One tactic Salmonella uses to establish its intracellular
niche is through the secretion of protein effectors into the host cytosol to modulate a
variety of cellular processes. Many of these effectors are regulated in parallel with SPI-1
and SPI-2 and are highly conserved across S. enterica serovars (671). While the
contributions of some effectors to Salmonella internalization and intracellular replication
are well defined, the role of other secreted proteins during infection remain unclear. This
gap in effector characterization is exemplified in the Salmonella secreted enzyme SspH1,
which is a focus of my thesis.

Miao et al. first identified SspH1 and its functionally homologous relative SspH2 as
LRR containing proteins in the Sa/monella chromosome (412). Unlike sspH2 which is
expressed from the highly conserved SPI-12 (344), sspHI is encoded in the Gifsy-3
prophage element and is primarily found in non-enterica Salmonella subspecies (399).
Early experiments with SspH1 revealed its contributions to infection as a double mutant
deleted for both sspHI and sspH2 is attenuated in a diarrheal calf model (412).
Conversely, a sspH1 isogenic mutant produces similar calf intestine pathology compared
to wild type (672). More recently, mouse experiments demonstrated that SspH1
contributes to persistence during systemic infection (673). Although these observations
implicate SspH1 in enhancing Sal/monella infection, a disconnect remains between the

ascribed activity of SspH1 and its clinical contributions.
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During infection, SspH1 is secreted by both T3SS-1 and T3SS-2, after which it

localizes to the host nucleus where it has been reported to suppress NF-e B a c t i

vity

pro-inflammatory cytokine expression (235). In additionto NF-e B suppr essi on

also manipulates the host ubiquitin system as it is part of the NEL-type E3 family,
displaying ubiquitin ligase activity analogous to the IpaHs found in S. flexneri (512).
PKNI1 was identified as a protein that interacted with SspH1 using a yeast 2-hybrid
screen and subsequent biochemical analysis (542). Subsequent studies demonstrated that
SspH1 could directly ubiquitinate PKNT1 in vitro using purified proteins (512). Evidence
that SspH1 facilitates ubiquitination of PKN1 leading to its degradation has been
provided using transfection experiments (543). It remains to be determined how SspH]1-
dependent ubiquitination of PKN1 influences host process during infection.

PKN1 (also named PKNU and P Rieht}dkihas
isoforms (674). As a serine/threonine kinase, PKNI1 is associated with phosphorylating
over 20 proteins (675) and is involved in regulating several cellular processes including
cell migration (676,677), receptor trafficking (678), vesicle trafficking (6791681),
hormone receptors (682), p38 signaling (683,684), and inflammasome activation
(527,685). This kinase activity is encoded in the C-terminal region of PKN1, while the N-
terminus is home to homology region 1 (HR1) a, b, and ¢ (Figure 5.1). The Rho-GTPases
RhoA, RhoB, and RhoC bind to the HR1 of PKNI1 and regulate its activity via
recruitment of phosphoinositide-dependent kinase 1 (PKD1), which phosphorylates the
kinase activation loop (6861 688). PKN1 also contains an auto-inhibitory region within

the C2-like domain (689) and several caspase-3 cleavage sites that can produce a
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Figure 5.1: Protein map of Protein Kinase N1

PKNT1 is composed of a set of anti-coil coiled domains referred to as homology region 1
(HRT) a, b, and c. HR1a and HR1b primarily serve as the binding sites for Rho-GTPases,
which regulate PKN1 activity. The C2-like domain is weakly homologous to the C2
domain found in protein kinase C (PKC) and contains an auto-inhibitory region (IR) at its
C-terminus that regulates PKN1 kinase activity. The PKN1 kinase domain is located at
the C-terminal region and contains an activation loop, which is phosphorylated at T774
by phosphoinositide-dependent kinase 1 (PDK1) for activation. PKN1 contains three
caspase-3 cleavage sites that are cleaved in response to caspase-3 activation. This
cleavage produces three distinct fragments from full-length (FL) PKNI1 (~120 kDa).
Apoptotic fragment (AF)1 (105 kDa), AF2 (not shown), and AF3 (55 kDa) are observed
during caspase-3 associated cell death. AF2 (90 kDa) is formed from an unidentified
cleavage site. An additional fragment 70 kDa, referred to as an intermediate to AF3 (IF),
is only observed in vitro. PKN1-AF3 displays constitutively active kinase activity due to
the loss of the IR. SspH1 interacts with R181 and R185 of PKN1 and ubiquitinates lysine
residues, of which there are 41 the PKNI1 amino acid sequence. Figure generated using
ExPASy PROSITE MyDomains.

139



constitutively active truncated form of PKNI upon caspase-3 activation (690,691).
Consequently, PKN1-associated signal transduction activity is high during caspase-3
related cell death (690).

PKNI activity is involved in suppressing activation of the serine/threonine kinase
Akt, a master regulator of anti-apoptotic signaling (692). Specifically, Pknl knockout
mice display increased basal Akt activation in mice and in cerebellar granule cells
(693,694). As an intracellular pathogen, Salmonella stimulates Akt signaling to promote
host survival and intracellular replication (243). Whether SspH1 influences Akt signaling
during Salmonella infection via its interaction with PKNT1 is unknown. I hypothesize that
the enhancement of Salmonella infection related to SspH1 is likely linked to cellular
processes that PKN1 regulates. The objective of this work was to characterize the
contributions of SspH1 to Akt signaling in relation to PKN1 activity during Salmonella
infection.
5.2. Results

5.2.1. PKNI1 Expression and Processing

PKNI1 is differentially expressed across mammalian cell types with low levels
reported in HeLa and HT29 cells (676), which are commonly used cell lines for in vitro
Salmonella infection. Immortalized monocytes, such as U937s, exhibit higher mRNA
levels of PKN1 by comparison (695,696) and are also often used to study Salmonella
interactions with phagocytes (52,697,698). I evaluated PKNI1 levels in cell lines used to
model Salmonella infection in vitro to compare protein expression between cell types

(Figure 5.2A). Immunoblots on HelLa, HEK293A, HT29, and U937 cell lines
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Figure 5.2: PKN1 distribution and cleavage.

(A) PKNI protein levels in various cell lines. Immunoblot analysis using anti-PKN1 on
HeLa cells (cervix epithelial), HEK293A (kidney epithelial), HT29 (colon epithelial), and
U937 (monocyte) lysates. Actin immunoblot serves as loading control. Blot is
representative of three independent experiments. (B) U937 PKNI protein levels in
response to proteasome and pan-caspase inhibition. Immunoblot analysis using anti-
PKNI1 on U937 cells treated with DMSO (10uM), MG132 (10uM), IDN-6556 (10uM),
or both MG132 and IDN-6556 for 4, 8, or 16 hours. Untreated (UT) U937 lysate included
as a negative control. Molecular weight ladder (L) included to identify cleavage
fragments of PKNI1. Molecular weight scale listed in kiloDaltons (kDa). Actin
immunoblot serves as loading control. This blot is representative of three independent
experiments.
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demonstrated that high levels of PKN1 were present in monocytes, whereas PKN1 was
not detected in the epithelial cells. Therefore, I used U937 cells to study PKNI1 in
Salmonella infection as protein levels were present in the monocytes at a detectable level.

To confirm proteasomal degradation of an E3 ubiquitin ligase substrate, such as
PKNI1, the proteasome inhibitor MG132 is typically used to prevent ubiquitin-related
degradation. However, in U937 cells, MG132 treatment stimulates caspase-3 activation
and promotes apoptosis (699), which fragments PKNI through caspase cleavage (690).
To prevent MG132-related caspase-3 activation, I treated U937 cells with the pan-
caspase inhibitor IDN-6556 (also called emricasan) (Figure 5.2B). Immunoblots on
lysates from IDN-6556 treated U937 cells showed greater levels of PKN1 relative to the
DMSO control, whereas PKN1 levels were reduced with MG132 treatment. Treatment
with both IDN-6556 and MG132 also reduced PKNI levels, suggesting that MG132
stimulates PKN1 cleavage despite pan-caspase inhibition. Additionally, no cleavage
products were detected in U937 lysates treated with MG132 or MG132 and IDN-6556.
The absence of cleavage fragments is attributed to the PKN1 antibody as it binds an
epitope in the N-terminal region that is lost following capsase-3 activation. These
findings indicate that MG132 treatment in U937 cells is incompatible for examining
PKNI1 degradation. Based on these results, I used IDN-6556 treatment to assess the fate
of PKN1 during Sa/monella infection.

5.2.2. SspH1-Dependent Degradation of PKN1 during Salmonellalnfection

Numerous studies have confirmed PKNI as the substrate for SspH1 (512,5421
544). However, no research group has proven that SspH1 is responsible for PKN1

degradation during Salmonella infection. To investigate PKN1 degradation, I performed

142



infections in U937 cells with the laboratory Salmonella ser. Typhimurium strain 14028,
as it encodes sspHI, and an isogenic sspHI mutant (q¥spHI). Immunoblots of U937

infection lysates showed lower levels of PKNI1 in wild type infected cells (14028)

beginning at the 3-h our t i me p oskpHAlinfectienllysatesi (Rigare 5t34). I

conducted similar infections in IDN-6556 pre-treated U937 cells to assess the impact of
caspase activation on full length PKNT1 levels (Figure 5.3B). Immunoblots of pre-treated
U937 infection lysates displayed a notable difference in PKN1 levels at 3-hours post-
inoculation. In DMSO pre-treated U937 cells, PKN1 was still present, migrating as a
hi gher s psgi infecBon lysates, whegreas PKN1 levels were faint at 3 hours
post wild type inoculation. By comparison, PKN1 detection was markedly greater in
IDN-6556 pre-treated U937 cells, particularly at the 3-hour time point. These higher
levels of PKN1 in IDN-6556 pretreated cells suggest caspase activation is contributing to
the reduction of full length PKN1. Furthermore, the discrepancy in PKNI1 levels between
wi | d t ysppéll identidn lygates with IDN-6556 pre-treatment indicate SspH1
activity is responsible for this difference in detection. To confirm the role of SspH1 in
PKN1 degradation during Salmonella infection, 1 generated a complemented strain of
QspH]. | mmunobl ots of U937 | ysat es sspHl
strain showed a substantial reduction in PKNI levels, even more so than wild type
infection (Figure 5.3C). Altogether, these results suggest that SspHI, in addition to
caspase activation, contributes to PKN1 degradation during Salmonella infection.

5.2.3. PKNI, SspH1, and Akt Activation during Salmonellalnfection

Akt activation is regulated by both Sal/monella infection and PKNI activity. In
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Figure 5.3: Degradation of PKN1 by SspH1 during Salmonellainfection.

(A) Reduction in PKN1 degradation with sspH1 knockout. Immunoblot analysis using
anti-PKN1 on U937 cells infected with either wild-type (14028) or a sspHI knockout
mu t a nspHI) (ateea MOI of 30. Lysates are from 1-, 2-, 3-, and 4-hours post
inoculation. Uninoculated (UI) lysate included for reference. Actin immunoblots serves
as loading control. Blot is representative of three independent experiments. (B) Pan-
caspase inhibition on PKNI1 degradation during Salmonella infection. Immunoblot
analysis using anti-PKN1 on pre-treated U937, with DMSO (10uM) or IDN-6556
(100M), infect ed sswilitHMOEdf 30 gsates ate frdnd 8-, 15-r
, and 3-hours post inoculation. Actin immunoblot serves as loading control. Blot is
representative of three independent experiments. (C) Restoration of PKN1 degradation
through sspHI complementation. Immunoblot analysis using anti-PKN1 on U937 cells
infected wit BspHeé with knepty vectod (@WSEK]29), & complemented
aspHI1 (psspHI) at a MOI of 10. Lysates are from 1-, 2-, 4-, and 8-hours post

inoculation. Actin immunoblot serves as loading control. Blot is representative of three
independent experiments.
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macrophages, Salmonella infection stimulates Akt activation, indicated by
phosphorylation at serine 473 (S473), to promote intracellular survival (243). Conversely,
Akt activity is suppressed by PKN1 under activating conditions and is upregulated in
Pknl knockout mice (693). To investigate the impact of PKN1 on Akt activation in
macrophages, I generated a PKN1 knockdown (KD) using short hairpin RNA (shRNA)
in U937 cells. I first performed serum starvation experiments in PKN1 KD cells to
confirm the absence of Akt suppression outside of Salmonella infection (Figure 5.4A).
Visible increases in phospho-Akt (p-Akt) S473 were apparent when comparing
immunoblots for PKN1 KD U937 cells to the non-targeting (Nt) shRNA controls.
Specifically, higher p-Akt S473 levels were present at basal condition, during serum
starvation, and after replenishing serum in PKN1 KD U937 cells. Total Akt levels also
remained consistent between PKN1 KD and Nt shRNA U937 cells indicating differences
in Akt phosphorylation are not due to changes in Akt levels. Together, these results
suggest that PKNI1 suppresses Akt phosphorylation at basal and serum starvation
conditions.

I next examined the contributions of PKN1 to Akt activation during Sa/monella
infection. To investigate the impact of SspHI1-dependent PKN1 degradation on Akt
activation, I assessed p-Akt S473 levels from Sa/monella infection lysates (Figure 5.4B).
Immunoblots of wild type infection lysates displayed an absence of PKN1 at 8- and 16-
hours post-inoculation, whereas PKN1 was st i | | p ks3] einfettiond. This
reduction of PKN1 does not appear to affect Akt activation, as p-Akt S473 levels were

similar bet we eupHlwnfedtich lydatys pteahe laten me ppints. I also
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Figure 5.4: SspH1-dependent degradation of PKN1 does not impact Akt activation
during Salmonellainfection.

(A) PKNI negatively regulates Akt activation under basal conditions. Immunoblot
analysis using anti-PKN1, anti-Ser473 (S473) Phospho-Akt, and anti-Akt on U937 cells
expressing PKN1 shRNA or non-targeting (Nt) shRNA with serum starvation (3 hours)
and re-introduction of FBS. Actin immunoblots serves as loading control. Blot is
representative of three independent experiments. (B) SspHI1 does not impact Akt
activation during Salmonella infection. Immunoblot analysis using anti-PKN1, anti-S473
Phospho-Akt, and anti-Akt on U937 cells infected with either wild-type (14028) or
gspHI at a MOI of 10. Lysates are from 0.5-, 1-, 2-, 4-, 8-, and 16-hours post-
inoculation. Actin immunoblot serves as loading control. Blot is representative of three
independent experiments. (C) Knockdown of PKNI1 does not impact Akt activation
during Salmonella infection. Immunoblot analysis using anti-PKNI1, anti-S473 Phospho-
Akt, and anti-Akt on U937 cells expressing PKN1 shRNA or Nt shRNA infected with
either LsspIDl 22181 a BIOI ofgh0. Lysates are from 2, 4, and 8 hours post-
inoculation. Actin immunoblots serves as loading control. Blot is representative of three
independent experiments.
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examined Akt activation in infection lysates from PKN1 KD and Nt shRNA U937 cells
(Figure 5.4C). Again, a reduction of PKN1 in Nt shRNA U937 cells infected with wild-
type did not affect p-Akt S473 | evel s r gpHAihfdctiore In RKNI
KD cells, p-Akt S473 levels were similar to those observed in Nt shRNA U937 cells,
regardless of Salmonella strain use for infection. These results suggest that SspHI-
dependent degradation of PKN1 does not impact Akt activation during Salmonella

infection. Considering Akt activation contributes to intracellular replication of

| ysat e

Salmonella (243), I conduct ed GP AspHMsirainshin U837,IHeLa,t y pe a

and HT29 cells to verify the limited impact of PKN1 degradation on Akt phosphorylation
during infect i osspHI(mktdntglisplayed similaiSeyels of ntnaeellulgy
bacteria to wild type Salmonella at the 0-, 4-, and 18-hour time points in all three cell
lines examined. Therefore, it is apparent that SspH1-dependent PKN1 degradation does
not contribute to intracellular survival of Salmonella. Collectively, these results
demonstrate that SspH1 does not regulate Akt activation through PKNI1 degradation
during Salmonella infection.

5.2.4. Distribution and Variance of sspH1lin SalmonellaSyst-OMICS Isolates

Reports on the distribution of sspHI among Salmonella serovars are inconsistent.
While some groups report low sspHI prevalence in the enterica subspecies (412,539),
others show high levels in Salmonella ser. Typhimurium (7007 702). I was interested in
determining the prevalence of sspHI within the Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolate
consortium as a comparison to the current literature. In collaboration with Dr. Roger

Levesque and colleagues, I screened whole genome sequences from the Salmonella
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Figure 5.5: SspH1 is nonessential to Salmonellaintracellular replication.
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Foodborne Syst-OMICS (SalFos) database for the presence of sspHI in clinical and
environmental S. enterica isolates (Figure 5.6). This screening identified 304 Salmonella
isolates encoding sspH1 from a total of 2,544 whole genome sequences (11.9%). Nearly
all these isolates are classified as S. enferica subsp. enterica, with the lone exception
identified under S. enterica subsp. salamae. From the enterica subspecies, Typhimurium
is the predominant serovar encoding sspHI (21.7%), followed by Cerro (8.9%), and
Javiana (8.6%) (Table 5.1). While Typhimurium isolates do not comprise a majority of
the sspHI encoding serovars, these results suggest that sspH/ is more prevalent in S.
enterica subsp. enterica than initially thought.

In addition to variations in gene distribution, bacterial isolates commonly carry
variable sequences or alleles for virulence factors (703,704). I was interested in
evaluating whether sspH1 varies greatly between Salmonella Syst-OMICs isolates. In
collaboration with Dr. Roger Levesque and colleagues, I screened whole genome
sequences from the SalFos database for SspH1-related proteins containing 50-85% amino
acid similarity to evaluate sspHI sequence variation between Salmonella Syst-OMICS
isolates (Figure 5.7). This screening identified 2,126 SspH1-related proteins from 2,544
Salmonella genomes. Clustering these proteins based on amino acid sequence similarity
(>90%) generated 17 clusters of SspH1-related proteins. The largest cluster, cluster 1,
corresponds to SspH2 with 1,477 similar proteins, followed by cluster 9 with 304
proteins representing SspH1. Clustering analysis identified a third major cluster, cluster
3, containing 236 similar proteins. Although, cluster 3 possesses approximately 65%

amino acid sequence similarity to SspH1 and 75% sequence similarity to SspH2, it
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Table 5.1: Number of S. enterica subsp. enterica isolates encoding sspHI from the
Salmonella Syst-OMICS consortium classified by serovar.

S.entericasubsp. entericaserovar # of isolates encoding SSpH1 Percentage of total
Typhimurium 66 21.8%
Cerro 34 11.2%
Javiana 26 8.6%
Brandenburg 20 6.6%
Newport 15 5.0%
Alachua 13 4.3%
Saintpaul 12 4.0%
Paratyphi 10 3.3%
Ohio 10 3.3%
Senftenberg 8 2.6%
Miami 8 2.6%
Putten 7 2.3%
Bredeney 6 2.0%
Worthington 5 1.7%
Manhattan 5 1.7%
Sendai 4 1.3%
Sandiego 4 1.3%
Rubislaw 4 1.3%
Derby 4 1.3%
Livingstone 3 1.0%
Havana 3 1.0%
Hartford 3 1.0%
Florida 3 1.0%
Luciana 2 0.7%
Idikan 2 0.7%
Gaminara 2 0.7%
Duisburg 2 0.7%
Anatum 2 0.7%
TBD' 2 0.7%
Thompson 1 0.3%
Stanleyville 1 0.3%
Richmond 1 0.3%
Poona 1 0.3%
Panama 1 0.3%
Overschie 1 0.3%
Muenchen 1 0.3%
Mountpleasant 1 0.3%
Minnesota 1 0.3%
Hvittingfoss 1 0.3%
Hull 1 0.3%
Heidelberg 1 0.3%
Give 1 0.3%
Corvallis 1 0.3%
Bere 1 0.3%
Amsterdam 1 0.3%
Altona 1 0.3%
Agona 1 0.3%
Total 303 100%

' Antigenic classification to be determined (TBD)
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Figure 5.6: Distribution of SspH1 within Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolate
consortium.

Unrooted maximum likelihood tree of 2,544 S. enterica genomes based on 173,657 SNPs
using FastTree2.1.9. S. enterica genomes are separated based on subspecies, with S.
enterica subsp. enterica in orange (2,500) and subsp. salamae (Il), arizonae (1lla),
diarizonae (Illb), houtenae (I1V), and indica (V1) in blue (44). The 304 S. enterica
genomes possessing the SspH1 virulence protein are identified in red.
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Figure 5.7: SspH1-related proteins encoded in SalmonellaSyst-OMICS isolates
Multidimensional scaling of pairwise distances from aligned SspHl-related proteins

using similarity. A total of 2,126 SspHIl-related proteins were identified in 2,544
Salmonellagenomes using BLASTp (identity O 50%
were clustered in 17 clusters using Uclust (identity = 90%) (cluster 0 (n=4), cluster 1

(n=1,477), cluster 2 (n=4), cluster 3 (n=236), cluster 4 (n=1), cluster 5 (n=19), cluster 6

(n=4), cluster 7 (n=12), cluster 8 (n=20), cluster 9 (n=304), cluster 10 (n=9), cluster 11

(n=10), cluster 12 (n=10), cluster 13 (n=8), cluster 14 (n=6), cluster 15 (n=1) and cluster

16 (n=1)).
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represents a currently uncharacterized SspH1-related protein. Aside from the three major
clusters, each of the remaining fourteen clusters contain twenty or less proteins with a
collective total of 109. Altogether, these findings demonstrate some variation in SspH1-
related proteins across Salmonella Syst-OMICs isolates and reveal a potentially
uncharacterized Salmonella protein related to Sa/monella NEL-type E3 ligases.

5.3. Discussion

Salmonella subverts various of host cell processes through the secretion of virulence
effectors to promote infection. These effectors modulate a range of host enzymes and
their activity to initiate internalization (705), support intracellular survival (261), and
dampen host immune signaling (706). In this section, I examined the role of the E3
ubiquitin ligase effector SspH1 and its substrate PKN1 during Sa/monella infection.
Previous studies have shown SspHI1 contributes to Salmonella disease progression in
mammalian infection models, suggesting that the E3 ligase supports pathogenesis
(412,673). My work demonstrates that SspHI1 facilitates PKN1 degradation during
Salmonella infection, confirming prior observations from transfection experiments (543).
I hypothesized that SspH1 degrades PKNI1 during Sal/monella infection to promote
pathogenesis. To answer this hypothesis, I investigated PKN1 and its contributions to
regulating the pro-survival regulator Akt.

To study PKNI1 in the context of Salmonella infection, it was important to identify a
cell type that expresses high levels of PKN1. PKN1 expression varies across mammalian
in vitro cell lines and is largely tissue-type specific (676,695,696). PKN1 expression is
particularly high in lymphoid tissues where it is associated with leukocyte development

and their migration (707,708). My work confirms these previous observations showing

153



that PKN1 is strongly expressed in the monocyte cell line U937 and is nominally
expressed in the epithelial cells tested (Figure 5.2A). I elected to use U937 cells to study
PKNI1 during Salmonella infection due to its high PKN1 expression levels and because it
models a cell type (macrophages) that commonly encounters Salmonella during GI
invasion (42).

Research investigating potential substrates of bacterial E3 ubiquitin ligases typically
uses chemical inhibition of the proteasome to demonstrate ubiquitin-associated
degradation. For example, Li et al. recently used MG132 treatment on U937 cells during
infection with S. flexneri to prove proteasomal degradation of GBP1 in response to
IpaH9.8 ubiquitination (516). With respect to PKNI, inhibition of the proteasome is
problematic as it upregulates activation of caspase-3 (699,709,710). Caspase-3 activation
is typically observed during apoptosis and is responsible for cleaving PKN1 at three sites,
producing three distinct apoptotic fragments (AFs) (690) (Figure 5.1). These PKN1 AFs
retain their kinase activity, with AF3 exhibiting constitutively active kinase activity due
to the removal of the autoinhibitory region (689). Caspase-3 cleavage of PKNI1 also
removes HR1b, which contains residues required for interaction with SspH1 (543). As a
result, caspase-3 activation generates functional PKN1 fragments that are likely immune
to SspH1 ubiquitination.

My work confirms that U937 treatment with MG132 reduces full length PKN1 levels
(Figure 5.2B). It remains unclear whether this reduction is due to caspase-3 cleavage or
by a different processing mechanism as the PKN1 antibody used for immunoblotting
does not recognize PKN1 AFs. Alternatively, treatment with the pan-caspase inhibitor

IDN-6556 increases levels of PKN1, presumably through the inhibition of caspase-3-
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related cleavage. Several groups have used IDN-6556 to prevent caspase activation in
response to pathogens (711,712). Seo and Rhee recently used IDN-6556 treatment in
HeLa cells to prevent the cleavage of centrosomal proteins in response to MG132-related
caspase-3 activation (713). My findings contrast those observed by Seo and Rhee as
PKN1 levels are reduced with co-treatment of MG132 and IDN-6556 in U937 cells
(Figure 5.2B). It is possible that PKN1 is subjected to caspase-3 independent processing
or that higher dosing of IDN-6556 is required to off-set MG132-induced caspase-3
activation. However, Salmonella infection also stimulates caspase-3 activation during
infection in macrophages (89), which when combined with MG132 treatment may hasten
induction of apoptosis and amplify caspase-3-dependent cleavage. Rather than
overstimulate caspase-3 activation during Salmonella infection with MG132, I opted to
inhibit caspase cleavage with IDN-6556 to study PKN1 degradation.

Rohde et al. first demonstrated SspH1-dependent ubiquitination of PKN1 through in
vitro ubiquitination experiments (512). Subsequent transfection experiments involving
both SspH1 and PKNI1 showed that PKN1 is degraded when co-expressed (543). My
work demonstrates that SspH1 facilitates PKN1 degradation during Salmonella infection
in macrophages (Figure 5.3A & C). However, ubiquitination is not solely responsible for
this reduction in PKN1 levels as caspase-3 cleavage is also involved. Salmonella
infection in macrophages stimulates caspase-3 activation through secretion of the T3SS-1
effector SipA and T3SS-2 effector SpvB (228,378). Furthermore, secretion of SspH1 is
associated with suppressing NF-2 B a c {2B5y iwhich can increase caspase-3
activation (714). This infection stimulated caspase-3 activation likely contributes to

PKN1 processing during Salmonella infection as PKN1 levels decreased over time in
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bot h 14 0s2H3 infacrddkellgiFigure 5.3A & C). To inhibit caspase activation, I
blocked the effects of caspase-3 cleavage to PKN1 processing during infection through
pre-treatment of U937 cells with IDN-6556. Consequently, PKN1 levels were higher in
caspase inhibited cells relative to DMSO controls (Figure 5.3B). More importantly, wild
type infected U937 cells exhibited lower leve | s o f P K N 1sspH 1 enliaating
that SspH1 ubiquitination is also responsible for the reduction in substrate levels. The
increase in molecular weight observed for PKN1 in each infection condition is likely
attributed to host-initiated ubiquitination of PKNI1 in response to activation (715,716).
Additional experiments involving i nf e ct i osipAppvB backgoundpto lower
caspase-3 activation and assessment of caspase-3 activity in infection lysates would assist
in further separating the contributions of caspase-3 cleavage to PKN1 processing.

The role of PKN1 during Salmonella infection is largely understood in the context
of SspH1-associated phenotypes. Outside of infection, PKNT1 activity is associated with
negatively regulating NF-aB activity (542,717). SspH1 1is also implicated in
downregulating NF-kB activity and expression of pro-inflammatory cytokines (542).
However, transfection experiments have demonstrated that SspH1 downregulates NF-2 B
activity independent from its E3 ligase activity and PKNI1 binding, suggesting an
alternative mechanism of regulation (543). PKNI is also involved in potentiating steroid
hormone receptor activity, specifically for androgen receptor (AR), mineralocorticoid
receptor (MR), and progesterone receptor (PR) signaling (682). Co-transfection
experiments of SspH1 and PKN1 demonstrated that SspH1 E3 ligase activity suppresses

AR signaling through degradation of PKN1 (543). How SspHI1-related AR suppression
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impacts Salmonella infection is unclear; although, AR signaling is important to
neutrophil development and function (718).

Aside from regulating NF-aB and AR activity, PKN1 is also involved in
suppressing Akt and the pro-survival pathway. In B cells, PKNT1 interacts with Akt and
suppresses its kinase activity (693). This suppression is linked to the kinase domain of
PKNI1 as expression of PKNI AF3 is sufficient to impair PDKI-dependent
phosphorylation of Akt (692). PKN1 AF3 is also generated in response to apoptosis
suggesting PKN1 kinase activity promotes pro-apoptotic signaling (690). Furthermore,
Pknl knockouts in mice and cerebellar granule cells display an increase in basal p-Akt
S437 (693,694). However, knock-in of kinase dead Pknl is not associated with an
increase in basal p-Akt S473 in mice (708). My work demonstrates that knockdown of
PKNI in U937 cells increases p-Akt S473 levels at basal conditions, during serum
starvation, and following serum re-introduction (Figure 5.4A). Acute serum starvation
and subsequent serum re-introduction are conditions used to suppress and stimulate Akt
phosphorylation, respectively (719). Although p-Akt levels are higher in PKN1 KD cells
for all three conditions relative to the Nt shRNA control, it remains unclear whether
PKNT1 is specifically responsible for regulating basal Akt activation or activation in
response to various stimuli.

Regarding Salmonella infection, Akt plays a pivotal role in determining host cell
fate and bacterial replication. Sal/monella regulates Akt activation via secretion of the
T3SS-1 effector SopB, which remodels the PIP landscape at the plasma membrane
(244,720). Without SopB secretion, Salmonella fail to activate Akt and infected cells are

subjected to early apoptosis (242). In addition to promoting cell survival, Akt activity
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also supports intracellular replication as macrophages treated with chemical Akt
inhibitors exhibit lower intracellular levels of Sa/monella (721). Additionally, Akt plays a
protective role during Salmonella mouse infections as Akt knockout mice display higher
bacterial burdens and increased inflammatory pathology at the site of invasion (722).
This increase in intestinal damage is linked to compromised epithelial barrier integrity as
Akt promotes tight junction expression in epithelial cells (723).

Considering the importance of Akt signaling to Sa/monella infections, I examined
whether SspH1-dependent PKN1 degradation affects Akt activation in macrophage
infection (Figure 5.4B & C). My work demonstrates that neither SspH1-dependent PKN1
degradation nor PKN1 knockdown influences Akt phosphorylation during Salmonella
infection. Moreover, SspH1 does not contribute to intracellular replication in
macrophages and epithelial cells supporting its detachment from Akt regulation (Figure
5.5). It is unsurprising that SspH1-dependent PKN1 degradation alone fails to impact Akt
activation as SopB activity stimulates approximately 90 host kinases that regulate Akt
phosphorylation (724). At the very least, these findings highlight the complex network
that regulates the Akt pro-survival pathway during Salmonella infection.

Despite numerous scientific investigations, the impact of SspH1 on Salmonella
infection remains ambiguous. Our limited understanding of how sspHI contributes to
infection is likely a reflection of its minimal distribution among disease-causing serovars.
Early studies involving sspH1 discovered that the E3 ubiquitin ligase is sparingly
distributed among S. enferica subsp. enterica serovars and is instead primarily found in S.
enterica subspecies associated with amphibians and reptiles (412,539). However, recent

studies characterizing clinical and environmental Sa/monella isolates show that sspH1 is
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found in most Sal/monella ser. Typhimurium strains (7001 702). Work I completed in
collaboration with the Dr. Roger Levesque and colleagues confirms these recent studies
that sspH is mainly found in isolates classified under the enterica subspecies (Figure
5.6); although, the analysis is limited by the inclusion of relatively fewer non-enterica
subspecies isolates (44 isolates to 2500). Classifying these isolates by serovar reveals that
serovar Typhimurium possesses the highest sspHI prevalence (Table 5.1). This serovar
analysis confirms recent studies reporting high prevalence of sspHI in Salmonella ser.
Typhimurium isolates (7001 702). Given that Salmonella ser. Typhimurium is a leading
contributor to Salmonella illness in North America (57,546), a major question emerges,
what fitness benefit does SspH1 provide? Additional research studying SspH1 during
infection is required to answer this question.

My work involving the characterization of SspH1 during infection focuses entirely
on the sspHI gene from the Salmonella ser. Typhimurium laboratory strain 14028.
Research involving this version of sspH 1 may not reflect sspH1 variants that are present
across Salmonella isolates as some Salmonella virulence factors display a wide range of
alleles. For example, nucleotide sequences for the E3 ubiquitin ligase SspH2 are highly
variable between S. enterica subsp. enterica serovars (725). Unlike SspH2, the sequence
variation of SspH1 between Salmonella isolates is currently unknown. Work I completed
in collaboration with Dr. Roger Levesque and colleagues identified 17 unique clusters of
SspH1-related proteins (Figure 5.7). As expected, clustering analysis identified SspH2 as
the largest SspH1-related protein group as sspH?2 is found in a majority of Salmonella
isolates and contains 69% nucleotide sequence similarity to sspHI (412). Surprisingly,

clustering analysis identified a major SspHl-related protein cluster (cluster 3) that
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represents a currently uncharacterized Sa/monella protein. This protein cluster possesses
higher amino acid sequence similarity to SspH2 (~75%) relative to SspH1 (~65%).
Previous studies have detected SspH2-like proteins in S. enterica subsp. arizonae (412)
and sspH2 pseudogenes in subspecies enterica serovars (725,726). It remains to be
determined if the SspH1-related protein of cluster 3 matches either of these previously
discovered SspH2 variants. Clustering analysis also identified 14 additional SspH1-
related proteins with varying degree of protein sequence similarity to SspH1. Further
analysis into the NEL and LRR domains of these SspH1-related proteins may provide
insight into the functionality of their substate specificity and E3 ligase activity.

The work presented in this section on SspH1 confirms that the E3 ubiquitin ligase
facilitates degradation of the host kinase PKN1 during Sa/monella infection. I report that
both SspH1 and caspase-3 activation contribute to PKN1 processing during infection in
macrophages. Outside of Sa/monella infection, PKN1 is involved in regulating basal Akt
activation. However, SspH1-dependent PKN1 degradation during Sa/monella infection
fails to impact Akt phosphorylation. My work also confirms the high prevalence of sspH1
in Salmonella ser. Typhimurium isolates and potentially identifies a new SspH1-related
protein. Collectively, these findings highlight the complexity of SspHI1 the cellular

processes it regulates during Salmonella infection.
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Chapter 6: Conclusions, Limitations, and Future Directions
6.1. Conclusions and Limitations

Although the work presented in this thesis provides insight into molecular, cellular,
and food safety aspects of Salmonella, it also raises many questions. In chapter 3, I
hypothesized that Salmonella is a major contributor to microbial-related food recalls in
Canada. My work demonstrated that Salmonella is responsible for the largest number of
microbial-related food recall event in Canada from 2000-2017. Additionally, Salmonella-
related recalls are increasing for the specific food products, such as vegetables, leafy
greens, and fruit. However, this work is limited to representing suspected contamination
as not all recalls are initiated in response to the confirmed presence of pathogens. This
work is further limited by the biases I introduced in classifying food items by United
States FDA industry codes as the CFIA does not classify recalls by product types.
Despite these limitations, this work still shows that Salmonella substantially contributes
to recalls in Canada. As rates of Salmonella-related recalls increase in Canada, what
improvements to food safety can be made to mitigate the risks of future recall-related
outbreaks?

In chapter 4, I hypothesized that a protozoan infection model could distinguish
between virulent and avirulent Sa/monella isolates. My work demonstrated the utility of
Acanthamoeba spp. as an infection model for screening Salmonella isolates for virulence.
However, there are two main limitations of this model. First, the model only evaluates the
degree of internalization into amoeba, while Salmonella pathogenesis involves multiple
processes following entry. Second, the two references strains selected as standards for the

screening have not been previously evaluated in an amoeba infection model. Inclusion of
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more controls, such as Sal/monella strains or other bacteria with documented predation
susceptibility, could serve as additional references for screened isolates. Considering
these limitations, what other assays and controls could be used to evaluate the pathogenic
potential of Salmonella isolates using the Acanthamoeba infection model?

Lastly, in chapter 5, I hypothesized that SspH1 degrades PKN1 during infection to
enhance Salmonella pathogenesis. My work demonstrated that SspH1 facilitates PKN1
degradation during Salmonella infection in macrophages and that caspase activation
appears to impact PKN1 processing. However, there are two main limitations to these
findings. First, I could not distinguish between PKNI1 cleavage and PKN1 degradation in
immunoblots as the PKN1 antibody I used recognizes an epitope that is absent in PKNI1
cleavage products. Second, aside from pan-caspase inhibition, I did not examine caspase
activation during Salmonella infection. Consequently, a different PKN1 antibody and
additional experiments assessing caspase activation during Salmonella infection may be
required to distinguish the contributions of SspH1 and caspase activation to PKNI
processing. My work also demonstrated that SspH1-dependent PKN1 degradation does
not impact Akt activation during Salmonella infection. How PKNI1 degradation
contributes to Salmonella pathogenesis is still unclear. It is possible that SspHI
cooperates with additional Salmonella effectors to subvert host signaling for intracellular
survival. Furthermore, SspH1 and other SspHIl-related proteins may interact with
additional host substrates other than PKN1. Exploring these unresolved questions form

the basis of the final chapter of my thesis.
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6.2. Improvements to Microbial-Related Recalls Involving Salmonella
Contamination

In chapter 3, I evaluated the contributions of Salmonella-related food recalls
reported by the CFIA from 2000-2017 relative to other major foodborne pathogens.
While this work highlights the substantial number of Sa/monella-related food recalls in
Canada, it does not truly represent the amount of food recalls caused by Salmonella
contamination. Not all microbial-related food recalls are initiated in response to detection
of a foodborne pathogen as some recalls are triggered based on speculated contamination.
Consequently, the findings from this research serve more as an estimation of Salmonella
contamination. However, these estimates do not diminish the risk associated with
Salmonella-related recalls.

In 2018, endemic transmission (i.e. mishandling or consumption of raw meat)
accounted for 54% of reported Salmonella illness in Canada, whereas foodborne
outbreaks linked to recalled food items were responsible for 12% (57). To evaluate the
prevalence of Salmonella contamination in food, the Public Health Agency of Canada
(PHAC) performs routine surveillance on meat products, animals, manure, and
agriculture irrigation. There are currently minimal surveillance measures in Canada
regarding food items commonly linked to Sa/monella recalls, such as nuts/edible seeds,
spices, and produce. The United States FDA, however, regularly surveys contamination
in these foods (7271 729). Although Salmonella prevalence rates are lower for nuts/edible
seeds, spices, and produce relative to meats, their risk to food safety is growing as
Salmonella-related recalls increase (Figure 3.2C). Therefore, it may be in the best interest

of the CFIA and PHAC to increase surveillance on food items most associated with
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Salmonella-related recalls to obtain a better measure of Salmonella contamination in
Canada.

Salmonella-related recall surveillance in Canada can also improve with the
implementation of WGS technologies. As of 2017, PHAC adopted WGS as the primary
method for subtyping Salmonella isolates, abandoning less discriminatory techniques
such as PFGE and MLTV (730). PulseNet Canada, the national molecular subtyping
network for foodborne disease surveillance, now solely uses WGS subtyping techniques
such as single nucleotide variant (SNV) and whole genome MLST (wgMLST) analysis to
cluster bacterial strains isolated during foodborne outbreaks (731,732). In addition to
enhancing the discriminatory power of subtyping, WGS provides insight into the
antimicrobial resistance and virulence factor profiles of isolates. For example, recent
research from Health Canada demonstrates ~95% accuracy in antimicrobial resistance
predictive modeling of Salmonella isolates using WGS analysis (733). In contrast to
PHAC, the CFIA currently performs minimal subtyping of Salmonella strains isolated
from contaminated food products. Adopting WGS analysis of Salmonella isolates from
contaminated food products would assist in identifying strain types that commonly
contaminate specific foods. More importantly, WGS analysis of Salmonella isolates
would support linking strains isolated from contaminated food to cases in foodborne
outbreaks.

One final improvement that should be made to microbial-related recalls in Canada
involves the classification of product types. The United States FDA categorizes food
recalls by industry codes to group recalls involving similar product types together (555).

Conversely, the CFIA does not use industry codes to classify reported food recalls. As a
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result, I classified microbial-related food recalls in Canada from the examined period
using the industry code categories defined by the United States FDA. In doing so, I
introduced my own biases in interpreting food product types for each microbial-related
food recall. In the future, I recommend that the CFIA adopts classification of food recalls
by FDA product codes, or implementation of a similar product codex, to improve recall
trend analysis.

6.3. Exploring the AcanthamoebaScreening Model to Characterize Salmonella
Virulence

In chapter 4, I demonstrated the effectiveness of Acanthamoeba spp. as an infection
model for characterizing internalization phenotypes for Salmonella isolates. The purpose
of this work was to develop an efficient screening method to evaluate the virulence
potential of Salmonella isolates using protozoa. While internalization is important to
Salmonella as an intracellular pathogen, it is only one of several processes that contribute
to pathogenesis. The Acanthamoeba model can assess additional aspects of bacterial
pathogenesis as evident by its extensive application in studying L. pneumophilia
(153,7341736), Mycobacterium spp. (7371 740), and L. monocytogenes (7411 744). Many
of the methods used in these studies are also applicable to examining Salmonella
virulence in further detail.

Following internalization, the next logical step of pathogenesis to examine in the
Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolate consortium is intracellular survival. Several studies have
investigated the contributions of specific Salmonella virulence factors to intracellular
survival in Acanthamoeba. For instance, deletions mutants of T3SS-2 and the two-
component regulatory system PhoPQ both significantly impair intracellular survival in

amoeba (181). However, outside of these virulence factors, the genes responsible for
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intracellular survival within Acanthamoeba are largely unidentified. To effectively

evaluate intracellular survival of the Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolates, I would include

mutant strains with known defects in survival, such as phoP and sseB, to serve as

reference phenotypes. 1 would also include the laboratory E. coli st r ai n DH5U a
negative control as it is commonly used to feed amoeba in non-nutrient buffer (745).

Given the number of isolates and tedious nature of GPAs, it is in the best interest of

efficiency to examine only a single intracellular survival time point in addition to the

initial time point required to quantify internalized bacteria. If the internalization screening

is any indication, I would expect a range of intracellular replication phenotypes among

the Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolates.

A second screening that would provide insight into Salmonella virulence is the
evaluation of amoeba viability. Similar to macrophages, Salmonella infection induces
apoptosis-like cell death in Acanthamoeba (182). While my amoeba viability experiments
showed no di f inedgyeB andethe paentalvstenia [Figugp 4.4B), [ used a
lower MOI (10) relative to previous research (100) (182). It is also possible that neither
T3SS-1 nor T3SS-2 contribute to lethality in amoeba as there is minimal evidence
regarding Salmonella-induced cell death in Acanthamoeba. To improve our
understanding of Salmonella-induced amoeba cell death, 1 propose to screen amoeba
viability in response to each Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolate. The evaluation of amoeba
viability is amenable to high-throughput screening either through alamarBlue microplate
experiments (746) or Annexin-V/PI double staining flowcytometry (747). These
experiments would incl ud e phfPHGtant asaseferancen e g at i

strain, which exhibits minimal induction of apoptosis during Salmonella infections in
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macrophages (748). Given that previous investigation into Sa/monella-induced amoeba
cell death showed differences between S. enterica serovars (182), I would expect a range
of lethality phenotypes among the Sal/monella Syst-OMICS isolates.
The final potential screening model involving the Salmonella Syst-OMICs isolate
consortium involves Acanthamoeba grazing assays. Although the grazing experiments I
performed in A. castellaniid i s pl ayed no dinddysesasdnheparenfale t we e n
strain (Figure 4.3), these assays represent only one method of measuring predation
resistance. Grazing assays conducted in non-nutrient buffer can be extended across
multiple days to examine Acanthamoeba cyst formation in the presence of bacteria (749).
Previous research demonstrates that Salmonella survival within amoeba cysts for up to
three weeks and are protected from acidic conditions and bactericidal concentrations of
antibiotics (666). Considering the high prevalence of amoeba in the environment
(173,750,751), cysts represent a potential shelter and survival niche for foodborne
pathogens. Identifying Salmonella genetic factors that contribute to intracystic survival
may help inform future mitigation food safety strategies. To evaluate intracystic survival
of the Salmonella Syst-OMICS isolates, I would conduct extended grazing assays in non-
nutrient buffer with similar negative cont
OphoP) and quantify intracellular bacteria following cyst lysis. I would expect a similar
range of phenotypes to the intracellular survival screen since they evaluate related
cellular processes.

6.4. Exploring the Role of PKN1 in Salmonellapathogenesis

In chapter 5, I demonstrated that SspH1 facilitates PKN1 degradation during

Salmonella infection in macrophages (Figure 5.3). Outside of Salmonella infection,
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PKNI regulates Akt activation as demonstrated by my work (Figure 5.4A) and others
(6921 694). However, PKNI1 degradation during Sa/monella infection in macrophages
does not impact Akt phosphorylation (Figure 5.4B & C). As PKNI is involved in
regulating several cellular processes (674), additional research is required to identify how
SspH1-dependent PKN1 degradation influences Sa/monella pathogenesis.

PKNTI is a proven regulator of AR, PR, and MR signaling activity and directly
interacts with AR (682). Work by Sicheri and colleagues revealed that SspH1-dependent
degradation of PKN1 impairs AR signaling via transfection experiments (543). However,
this suppression of AR signaling has not been confirmed during Salmonella infection. I
propose to evaluate AR signaling in U937 and HT29 cells during infection with either
wi | d t sgpplEin thoe presagce or absence of the synthetic androgen R1881 (Figure
6.1A). T would specifically measure transcription of AR-regulated genes (752) and
monitor localization of fluorescently tagged AR (753) in response to infection. If SspH1-
dependent PKN1 degradation is responsible for suppressing AR activity, I would expect
increased transcription of AR regulated genes and localization of AR at the nucleus in

i nf ect i espHl nslatite to wifal type. Following these experiments, I would

perform infections in AR knockout mice (718) wi t h  wi | dsspM/yampl examana d

bacterial burdens, intestinal pathology, and immune cell infiltrate to gain further insight
into the role of SspH1 on Salmonella pathogenesis.

PKNI1 also interacts with and phosphorylates mixed lineage kinase (MLK)-like
mitogen-activated protein triple kinase (MLTK), a MAPKKK family member, of the p38

signaling pathway (684). Research regarding PKN1 regulation of MLTK and p38 is
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Figure 6.1: Potential roles of SspH1 during Salmonellainfection.

The role of SspH1 during Salmonella infection is likely linked to its impact on PKNI
degradation. PKN1 governs several cellular processes, some of which may contribute to
Salmonella infection. (A) PKNI1 binds androgen receptors (ARs) and potentiates their
signaling in response to binding androgens, such as testosterone. ARs dimerize upon
activation and migrate to the nucleus where they upregulate the expression of androgen-
regulated genes (ARGs). In the absence of PKNI1, AR signaling substantially diminishes.
Therefore, SspH1-dependent PKN1 degradation may suppress ARG expression during
infection. (B) PKN1 binds the host kinase MLTK and promotes activation of the p38
signaling pathway. Salmonella infection activates p38 signaling leading to increased
expression of cytokines. SspHI1 is associated with downregulating expression of pro-
inflammatory cytokines. Therefore, SspH1-dependent PKN1 degradation may suppress
MLTK and p38 activation during Salmonella infection. (C) PKNI1 binds and
phosphorylates the host protein pyrin, preventing its dimerization and interaction with
apoptosis-associated speck-like protein containing a caspase recruitment domains
(ASCs). Without phosphorylation, the ASC-pyrin complex facilitates pro-caspase-1
cleavage, which stimulates inflammasome activation and pyroptosis. Pyroptosis is
characterized by expression of the pro-inflammatory cytokines IL-1 b  a Rl18, and
leakage of lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) from the compromised plasma membrane.
Salmonella thrive under inflammatory conditions within the GI tract. Therefore, SspH1-
dependent PKNI1 degradation may facilitate inflammasome activation to benefit
Salmonella during infection.
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inconsistent as some studies show that PKNI1 KD does not impact p38 activation
(693,754), whereas others show PKNI1 activity promotes p38 signaling
(677,683,684,755). During infection, Salmonella effector-associated Rho-GTPase
activation stimulates p38 signaling, subsequently upregulating expression of pro-
inflammatory cytokines (217). Moreover, chemical inhibition of p38 signaling during
infection is associated with an increase in intracellular replication in macrophages (756)
and a reduction in IL-8 secretion in epithelial cells (757). It is currently unknown whether
PKNI1 degradation during Salmonella infection influences p38 signaling. 1 propose to
evaluate p38 activation in PKN1 KD and mock control U937 and HT29 cells infected
with either wild type Salmonella 0 v tssp/#H strgin (Figure 6.1B). If PKNI1 is involved
in regulating p38 activation during infection, I would expect increased p38
phosphor ydpalt inftad ceilsnl wonld then measure transcription of p38-
regulated pro-inflammatory cytokines (758) and monitor nuclear localization of
fluorescently tagged p38 (759) in response to infection. The results from these
experiments could improve our understanding of previous findings regarding SspH1-
dependent suppression of infection-induced pro-inflammatory signaling (235).

In addition to regulating the Akt pro-survival pathway, PKN1 activity governs
pyrin-associated inflammasome activation. PKN1 specifically phosphorylates pyrin,
which prevents inflammasome formation and subsequent cleavage of pro-caspase-1
(685). The LRR-containing effector YopM of Yersinia spp. modulates PKNI1 to
phosphorylate pyrin and prevent inflammasome activation stimulated by infection in
macrophages (527). In Salmonella, T3SS-1 and LPS are associated with inducing

inflammasome activation and pyroptosis in macrophages (227,760). Given that SspHI1 is
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a T3SS-1 effector and PKNI activity suppresses inflammasome activation, it is
reasonable to consider that SspH1 is involved in regulating pyroptosis (Figure 6.1C). To
investigate this potential regulation of inflammasome activation, I propose to compare
inflammasome markers (IL-1 b , -18,laikd caspase-1) between U937 cells infected with
either wild-type Salmonella 0O r tsipE! stgon in PKN1 KD and mock control
backgrounds. I would also monitor lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) release from these
infections as it is a common indicator of pyroptosis (761). If PKN1 does regulate
inflammasome activation during infection, I would expect lower levels of inflammasome
markersand LDH r el eas e sspHi Whila if neag stem cotntrintwitivd
for an effector like SspH1 to promote inflammasome activation, pyroptosis promotes
inflammation (762), which increases accessibility of carbon sources and expression of
toxins that support Sal/monella replication over commensal bacteria (262,763,764). A
similar mechanism is demonstrated by S. flexneri via the secretion of the NEL-type E3
ligase effector IpaH7.8, which promotes inflammasome activation in macrophages
through ubiquitination and degradation of GLMN (520).

6.5. Investigate SalmonellaEffector Cooperation with SspH1

A substantial degree of regulatory overlap exists among the diverse repertoire of
Salmonella effectors. For example, T3SS-1 effectors SopB, SopE, and SopE2 all
modulate activity of Rho-GTPases to facilitate Salmonella internalization (212,705).
Furthermore, T3SS-2 effectors SopD2 and GtgE work collectively to impair Rab-
associated membrane trafficking to the SCV (404). By comparison, very little is known
regarding the regulatory overlap of Salmonella effectors with SspH1 and PKNI1

degradation. Outside of infection, PKN1 is involved in membrane trafficking and
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localizes to endosomes in response to cell stress (680). PKN1 also interacts strongly with
the Rho-GTPases RhoA and RhoB and is activated in response to phosphatidylinositol (3,
4, 5) triphosphate (PI(3, 4, 5,)P;) generation (679,686,688,765). During infection, the
T3SS-1 effector SopB facilitates the generation of PI(3, 4, 5)P; at the SCV and the
recruitment of RhoB to the plasma membrane (211,244), while the T3SS-2 effector SselJ
recruits and binds RhoA at the phagosome surface (283). Whether SspHI-dependent
regulation of PKN1 is influenced by this activity during Sa/monella infection remains to
be determined. SspH2 may also cooperate with the regulatory activities of SspH1 as both
are required to produce fatal illness in a calf infection model (412).

To evaluate Salmonella effector cooperation with SspH1, I would screen transposon
(Tn) mutant | i br arsipildackbroundshrowgh thdstreptompcm and g
treated mouse model (Figure 6.2). In this model, pools of mutants from each individual
background are inoculated into mice and are recovered from the spleen following five
days of infection (766). Tn sequencing (Tn-seq) analysis is then performed on recovered
mutants using deep sequencing to identify and quantify insertion sites. This analysis
provides a measurable output of virulence as genes containing minimal or no insertions
are considered important to the selective pressure (767). With respect to the two separate
Salmonellabackgr ounds, genes IsspHd keieen, ut dotnirstleer t i§ on's
wild-type background, may encode proteins that cooperate with SspH1 during infection. I
would then create double mutants with sspHI and the candidate genes and characterize
their defects in virulence in the mouse model. Previous studies have employed Tn-seq to
define new gene functions in Salmonella with success (7681771). At the very least, I

would confirm or disprove the cooperation between SspH1 and SspH2.
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Figure 6.2: Identification of Salmonellagenes that cooperate with SspH1

A large pool of transposon (Tn) mutants is generated in wild type Salmonella and
Salmonella deleted for sspHI. Pools of mutants are used to orally infect mice. After five
days, bacteria are recovered from spleens. Deep sequencing analysis is performed on
recovered bacteria pools. Mutants that are not detected in recovered bacteria are
characterized as lacking a gene required for growth in mice. Genes classified as required
for growth in sspH1 background infections, but not wild type background infections, are
analyzed as candidates for cooperation with SspH1. Sa/monella proteins that cooperate
with SspH1, such as SspH2 and potentially others, would be identified using this
approach.
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6.6. Identification of SspH1 and SspH1-like Protein Substrates

Miller and colleagues first identified the interaction between SspH1 and PKNI1 via a
yeast-two hybrid screen (542). Several groups later confirmed this interaction through in
vitro ubiquitination assays, x-ray crystallography, and affinity-purification mass
spectroscopy (AP-MS) (512,543,544). While PKNI is the only host substrate currently
identified for SspHI, alternative targets for SspH1 may also exist as E3 ligases are
unlikely to be restricted to a single substrate. For example, the Salmonella NEL-type E3
ligase SIrP possesses two known substrates in Trx and ERdj3 (534,535). Moreover,
recent work demonstrates that IpaH9.8 of S. flexneri ubiquitinates multiple GBP types in
addition to its interaction with NEMO (513,518). To identify new potential substrates for
SspH1, I propose three different approaches with well documented use in screening for
E3 ubiquitin ligase interactions.

The first approach involves the ubiquitin activated interaction trap (UBAIT) system
(Figure 6.3). Briefly, an E3 ligase is cloned into a vector so that a tripartite fusion protein
is expressed: an N-terminal epitope tag that can be purified from cell lysates, the E3
ligase, and a C-terminal ubiquitin. The ubiquitin is recognized and activated by El
enzymes and charged by E2 enzymes. This E3-ubquitin fusion protein then interacts with
substrates to form a covalently modified complex. These complexes are subsequently
purified using the epitope tag and analyzed by mass spectrometry to identify potential
substrates (772). I would modify this system to express an 3X FLAG-SspH1-ubiquitin
fusion protein in Salmonella to generate E3-ubiquitin-substrate complexes during

infection (Figure 6.3). The use of UBAIT during infection, rather than transient
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Figure 6.3: UBAIT strategy to identify SspH1 targets.

SspH1 is fused to ubiquitin and a 3X FLAG epitope. An El1 enzyme facilitates the
formation of a thioester-linked complex. The complex is then transferred to an E2
enzyme where the catalytic cysteine of the E3 enzyme SspH1 attacks the E2 thioester,
forming a thioester-linked protein lariat structure. In host cells, SspH1 substrates bind to
the LRR domain of the E3 ligase. Substrate lysine residues in close proximity attack the
thioester bond, forming an isopeptide linkage between the substrate and the UBAIT
construct. The resulting complex is then purified via the 3X FLAG epitope. Figure
adapted from O 6 C o rerrulq 2015 (773).
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transfection, would minimize false positives that can arise due to overexpression and
would potentially identify metaeffector activity (774), where SspH1 might ubiquitinate
other Salmonella secreted effectors. 1 would also construct a UBAIT-SspH1 fusion
protein with non-conjugatable ubiquitin to serve as a negative control for ubiquitinated
substrates. Based on previous success with the UBAIT system (773), I would expect at
the very least that this strategy would confirm the interaction between SspH1 and PKNI1.
The second approach involves the proximity-dependent biotin identification
(BioID) system. This approach is based on the biotin ligase protein BirA derived from E.
coli, which specifically binds and biotinylates acetyl-CoA carboxylase (775). A mutated
version of BirA (R188G) reverses this specificity, generating a cloud of biotinylation that
modifies all proteins close to the enzyme (776). Fusion of the mutated BirA to a protein
of interest permits biotinylation of proteins in close proximity to the fusion protein.
Biotinylated proteins are then affinity-isolated using streptavidin coupled beads and
analyzed by mass spectrometry (777). Re c ent letyl, usedtie BiolD $ysaiem to
map interaction networks for the Salmonella effectors SifA, PipB2, SseF, SseG, and
SopD2 (281). Additionally, several other groups have used this approach to identify
novel interactions for mammalian E3 ligases (7781780). I would modify the BiolD
system to stably express either wild type or catalytically dead SspHI1-BirA fusion
proteins in U937 and HT29 cells (Figure 6.4). To avoid the loss of potential substrates or
protein interactions, I would block substrate processing by inhibiting either the
proteasome (MG132) or caspase activation (IDN-6556). The interaction profiles

identified through these experiments would be compared to a BirA alone control to rule
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Figure 6.4: BioID strategy to identify SspH1 targets.

A mutated version of BirA (R188G) is fused to either the C-terminus or N-terminus of
SspH1 to ensure E3 ligase activity remains unaffected. The functional fusion protein is
expressed in mammalian cells (HT29 or U937 cells) in the presence of biotin. BirA
biotinylates host proteins in close proximity to the fusion protein. All biotinylated
proteins are isolated using streptavidin sepharose purification. Isolated proteins are
subjected to tryptic digestion and analyzed via mass spectrometry to identify the
interaction map of SspH1. Figure adapted from Sears et al., 2019 (777).
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out any potential artifacts. Unlike the UBAIT system, I would expect the BiolD
approach to provide a proximity-based interaction profile of SspHI that may contain
novel host substrates.

The third approach involves quantitative ubiquitination site profiling using diGly
proteomics. This approach uses antibody-based enrichment of proteins containing a
diagnostic Gly-Gly dipeptide that is generated from tryptic digestion of ubiquitinated
proteins (781). The discriminatory power of the proteomics screen for diGly-remnant
containing proteins is enhanced further through combination with stable isotope labelling
by amino acids in cell culture (SILAC). In this system, heavy lysine is added to cell
culture media to be incorporated in translation of potential E3 ligase substrates (782).
Lysates are then harvested from cells subjected to contrasting E3 ligase activity,
processed via tryptic digestion and diGly immunoaffinity-based enrichment, and
analyzed by mass spectrometry (781). Fiskin et al. recently performed this ubiquitinome
analysis in response to Sa/monella infection but used the laboratory strain SL.1344, which
lacks sspHI (783). 1 would repeat this investigation and instead compare the
ubi qui ti nome b e tswi énfected HIID92aBd UD3H cells epith and
without MG132 treatment (Figure 6.5). Given the extensive use of the diGly-SILAC
system in ubiquitinome analysis (233,7841786), I would expect an in-depth SspHI1-
related ubiquitination profile from the investigation.

All three substrate screening approaches discussed regarding SspH1 also apply to
the SspH1-related protein identified in cluster 3 of section 5 (figure 5.7). However, it is

important to determine whether this related protein functions differently from SspHI1
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Figure 6.5: Combined SILAC with diGly proteomics strategy to identify SspH1
targets.

(A) DiGly proteomics make use of the two glycines (bold and underlined) at the C-
terminus of ubiquitin. (B) This strategy begins with two separate cultures of mammalian
cells in light lysine (K0) media and heavy lysine (K8) media. The KO culture is infected
wi t h sspHI mutagpand the K8 culture is infected with wild type (14028). Following
infection, the lysates are combined and are subjected to tryptic digest. Digestion with
trypsin removes ubiquitin from ubiquitinated proteins and leaves a diGly remnant
attached to the formerly ubiquitinated lysine residue. Proteins with this diGly remnant are
isolated following digestion via diGly immunoprecipitation (IP). Immunoprecipitated
proteins are further purified through strong cation exchange (SCX) chromatography. The
chromatography fractions are analyzed via mass spectrometry where specific proteins
levels are compared between both infections using the mass difference in lysine isotopes.
Figure adapted from Fulzele and Bennett, 2018 (781).
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before screening for potential substrates. I would first examine the NEL and LRR
domains between the SspH1-related protein, SspH1, and SspH2 to compare sequence
homology, interaction residues, and domain conservation. Secondly, I would generate a
fluorescently tagged version of the protein and monitor its location within transfected
cells as SspH1 localizes to the nucleus, whereas SspH2 is dispersed along the cell
periphery (235). Lastly, I would assess PKN1 degradation via transient transfection of the
SspH1-related protein or during Salmonella infection with a strain expressing the SspH1
variant. If the results from these experiments distinguish the SspH1-related protein from
SspH1, I would then proceed with screening for novel substrates.

6.7. Final Remarks

The genus Salmonella is consistently studied to determine what factors contribute to
pathogenesis in humans. Despite decades of research and advancements in food safety
strategies, Salmonella continues to be a major cause of foodborne illness in both
developing and developed countries. The work presented in this thesis analyzed
Salmonella from molecular, cellular, and food safety perspectives to improve our
understanding of the many aspects associated with the foodborne pathogen. Through my
studies on food recalls, I determined that Salmonella is a leading contributor to microbial-
related recalls in Canada and is chiefly responsible for recalls involving nuts, edible
seeds, and spices. 1 also discovered that Salmonella-related recalls involving produce
food products have substantially increased from 2000-2009 to 2010-2017. From my work
with the Syst-OMICS project, I developed an Acanthamoeba infection model to screen
over one hundred Sal/monella isolates for their ability to internalize into amoeba. The

results of this screening correlated well with the screenings performed by collaborators in
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murine and macrophages models, highlighting the utility of Acanthamoeba as an
effective screening system to assess Salmonella virulence. From my molecular research
involving Salmonella, 1 demonstrated that the E3 ubiquitin ligase SspHI1 facilitates
degradation of PKN1 during Sa/monella infection in macrophages. While I was unable to
determine the impact of SspHI1-dependent degradation of PKN1 on pathogenesis, I
identified a SspH1-related Salmonella protein that is distinct different from SspH1 and
SspH2 based on amino acid similarity. Investigating this new SspH1-related protein may
provide insight into the contributions of NEL-type E3 ubiquitin ligases during Salmonella
infection. Altogether, my analysis of Salmonella from various perspectives provides
evidence to inform future Salmonella food safety mitigation strategies, demonstrates the
value of Acanthamoeba as a Salmonella infection model, and confirms the function of

SspH1 during Salmonella infection.

181



References

1.

10.

Grimont P, Weill F-X. Antigenic Formulae of the Sa/monella serovars, (9th ed.)
Paris: WHO Collaborating Centre for Reference and Research on Sa/monella. Inst
Pasteur. 2007 Jan 1;17 166.

Salmonella Subcommittee of the Nomenclature Committee of the International
Society for Microbiology. The Genus Sal/monella Lignicres, 1900. J Hyg (Lond).
1934 Oct;34(3):33371 50.

Kauffmann F. Das Kauffmann-White-Schema. In: Kikuth W, Meyer KF, Nauck
EG, Pappenheimer AM, Tomcsik J, editors. Ergebnisse der Mikrobiologie,
Immunititsforschung und experimentellen Therapie: Fortsetzung der Ergebnisse
der Hygiene, Bakteriologie, Immunitétsforschung und experimentellen Therapie
[Internet]. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg; 1957. p. 16071 216.
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-25832-3 4

Kauffmann F. Two biochemical sub-divisions of the genus Salmonella. Acta
Pathol Microbiol Scand. 1960;49:39371 6.

Crosa JH, Brenner DJ, Ewing WH, Falkow S. Molecular relationships among the
Salmonelleae. J Bacteriol. 1973 Jul;115(1):3071 15.

Le Minor L, Véron M, Popoff M. [A proposal for Salmonella nomenclature]. Ann
Microbiol (Paris). 1982 Oct;133(2):24571 54.

Kauffmann F, Edwards PR. Classification and Nomenclature of Enterobacteriaceae
[Internet]. Vol. 2, International Journal of Systematic and Evolutionary
Microbiology,. Microbiology Society,; 1952. p. 21 8. Available from:
https://www.microbiologyresearch.org/content/journal/ijsem/10.1099/0096266 X -
2-1-2

Le Minor L, Popoff MY. Designation of Salmonella enterica sp. nov., nom. rev.,
as the Type and Only Species of the Genus Sa/monella: Request for an Opinion
[Internet]. Vol. 37, International Journal of Systematic and Evolutionary
Microbiology,. Microbiology Society,; 1987. p. 4651 8. Available from:
https://www.microbiologyresearch.org/content/journal/ijsem/10.1099/00207713-
37-4-465

Le Minor L, Véron M, Popoff M. [The taxonomy of Salmonella]. Ann Microbiol
(Paris). 1982 Oct;133(2):2237143.

Reeves MW, Evins GM, Heiba AA, Plikaytis BD, Farmer JJ. Clonal nature of
Salmonella typhi and its genetic relatedness to other Salmonellae as shown by

multilocus enzyme electrophoresis, and proposal of Salmonella bongori comb.
nov. J Clin Microbiol. 1989 Feb;27(2):31371 20.

182



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

Le Minor L, Popoff MY, Bockemiihl J. Supplement 1989 (n. 33) to the
Kauffmann-White scheme. Res Microbiol. 1990 Dec;141(9):1173717.

Lapage SP, Sneath PHA, Lessel EF, Skerman VBD, Seeliger HPR, Clark WA,
editors. International Code of Nomenclature of Bacteria: Bacteriological Code,
1990 Revision [Internet]. Washington (DC): ASM Press; 1992 [cited 2020 Apr
14]. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK8817/

Issenhuth-Jeanjean S, Roggentin P, Mikoleit M, Guibourdenche M, de Pinna E,
Nair S, et al. Supplement 2008-2010 (no. 48) to the White-Kauffmann-Le Minor
scheme. Res Microbiol. 2014 Sep;165(7):5261 30.

Gal-Mor O. Persistent Infection and Long-Term Carriage of Typhoidal and
Nontyphoidal Salmonellae. Clin Microbiol Rev. 2018 Dec 19;32(1):e00088-18.

Desai PT, Porwollik S, Long F, Cheng P, Wollam A, Bhonagiri-Palsikar V, et al.
Evolutionary Genomics of Salmonella enterica Subspecies. mBio. 2013 Mar
5;4(2):¢00579-12.

Alikhan N-F, Zhou Z, Sergeant MJ, Achtman M. A genomic overview of the
population structure of Salmonella. PLoS Genet. 2018 Apr 5;14(4):e1007261.

Criscuolo A, Issenhuth-Jeanjean S, Didelot X, Thorell K, Hale J, Parkhill J, et al.
The speciation and hybridization history of the genus Sa/monella. Microb
Genomics. 2019 Jul 26;5(8):¢000284.

Lamas A, Miranda JM, Regal P, Vazquez B, Franco CM, Cepeda A. A
comprehensive review of non-enferica subspecies of Salmonella enterica.
Microbiol Res. 2018 Jan 1;206:6071 73.

Uzzau S, Brown DJ, Wallis T, Rubino S, Leori G, Bernard S, et al. Host adapted
serotypes of Salmonella enterica. Epidemiol Infect. 2000 Oct;125(2):2291 55.

Fookes M, Schroeder GN, Langridge GC, Blondel CJ, Mammina C, Connor TR, et
al. Salmonella bongori Provides Insights into the Evolution of the Salmonellae.
PLoS Pathog. 2011 Aug 18;7(8):e1002191.

McQuiston JR, Fields PI, Tauxe RV, Logsdon JM. Do Salmonella carry spare
tyres? Trends Microbiol. 2008 Apr 1;16(4):1421 8.

Katribe E, Bogomolnaya LM, Wingert H, Andrews-Polymenis H. Subspecies Illa
and I1Ib Salmonellae are defective for colonization of murine models of
salmonellosis compared to Salmonella enterica subsp. 1 serovar typhimurium. J
Bacteriol. 2009 Apr;191(8):28431 50.

Gan E, Baird FJ, Coloe PJ, Smooker PM. Phenotypic and molecular
characterization of Salmonella enterica serovar Sofia, an avirulent species in
Australian poultry. Microbiology. 2011;157(4):105671 65.

183



24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

Zimmerman LM, Vogel LA, Bowden RM. Understanding the vertebrate immune
system: insights from the reptilian perspective. J Exp Biol. 2010 Mar
1;213(5):6617 71.

Pascopella L, Raupach B, Ghori N, Monack D, Falkow S, Small PL. Host
restriction phenotypes of Salmonella typhi and Salmonella gallinarum. Infect
Immun. 1995 Nov 1;63(11):43291 35.

McDonough PL, Fogelman D, Shin SJ, Brunner MA, Lein DH. Salmonella
enterica Serotype Dublin Infection: an Emerging Infectious Disease for the
Northeastern United States. J Clin Microbiol. 1999 Aug;37(8):241871 27.

Chiu C-H, Su L-H, Chu C. Salmonella enterica Serotype Choleraesuis:
Epidemiology, Pathogenesis, Clinical Disease, and Treatment. Clin Microbiol Rev.
2004 Apr;17(2):3117 22.

Duijkeren E van, Wannet WJB, Houwers DJ, Pelt W van. Serotype and Phage
Type Distribution of Salmonella Strains Isolated from Humans, Cattle, Pigs, and
Chickens in The Netherlands from 1984 to 2001. J Clin Microbiol. 2002 Nov
1;40(11):39801 5.

Béaumler AJ, Tsolis RM, Ficht TA, Adams LG. Evolution of Host Adaptation in
Salmonella enterica. Infect Immun. 1998 Oct;66(10):45791 87.

Kingsley RA, Kay S, Connor T, Barquist L, Sait L, Holt KE, et al. Genome and
Transcriptome Adaptation Accompanying Emergence of the Definitive Type 2

Host-Restricted Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium Pathovar. mBio. 2013
Nov 1;4(5):e00565-13.

Kingsley RA, Baumler AJ. Host adaptation and the emergence of infectious
disease: the Salmonella paradigm. Mol Microbiol. 2000;36(5):10061 14.

Gal-Mor O, Boyle EC, Grassl GA. Same species, different diseases: how and why
typhoidal and non-typhoidal Salmonella enterica serovars differ. Front Microbiol.
2014;5:391.

Weinberger M, Andorn N, Agmon V, Cohen D, Shohat T, Pitlik SD. Blood
invasiveness of Salmonella enterica as a function of age and serotype. Epidemiol
Infect. 2004 Dec;132(6):102371 8.

Vladoianu IR, Chang HR, Pechere JC. Expression of host resistance to Salmonella
typhi and Salmonella typhimurium: bacterial survival within macrophages of
murine and human origin. Microb Pathog. 1990 Feb;8(2):831 90.

Barrow PA, Huggins MB, Lovell MA. Host specificity of Salmonella infection in

chickens and mice is expressed in vivo primarily at the level of the
reticuloendothelial system. Infect Immun. 1994 Oct;62(10):46021 10.

184



36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

Meétris A, Sudhakar P, Fazekas D, Demeter A, Ari E, Olbei M, et al. SalmoNet, an
integrated network of ten Salmonella enterica strains reveals common and distinct
pathways to host adaptation. Npj Syst Biol Appl. 2017 Oct 18;3:31.

Public Health Agency of Canada. Pathogen Safety Data Sheets: Infectious
Substances 1 Salmonella enterica spp. [Internet]. 2001 [cited 2020 Apr 18].
Available from: https://www.canada.ca/en/public-health/services/laboratory-
biosafety-biosecurity/pathogen-safety-data-sheets-risk-assessment/Salmonella-
enterica.html#note4

Gunn JS, Marshall JM, Baker S, Dongol S, Charles RC, Ryan ET. Salmonella
chronic carriage: epidemiology, diagnosis, and gallbladder persistence. Trends
Microbiol. 2014 Nov 1;22(11):6487 55.

Sirinavin S, Pokawattana L, Bangtrakulnondh A. Duration of Nontyphoidal
Salmonella Carriage in Asymptomatic Adults. Clin Infect Dis. 2004 Jun
1;38(11):16447 5.

Lynch MF, Tauxe RV. Salmonellosis: Nontyphoidal. In: Brachman PS, Abrutyn E,
editors. Bacterial Infections of Humans: Epidemiology and Control [Internet].
Boston, MA: Springer US; 2009 [cited 2020 Apr 21]. p. 6771 98. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-09843-2 32

Levine MM. Typhoid Fever. In: Brachman PS, Abrutyn E, editors. Bacterial
Infections of Humans: Epidemiology and Control [Internet]. Boston, MA: Springer
US; 2009 [cited 2020 Apr 20]. p. 9131 37. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-09843-2 43

Hume PJ, Singh V, Davidson AC, Koronakis V. Swiss Army Pathogen: The
Salmonella Entry Toolkit. Front Cell Infect Microbiol. 2017;7:348.

Broz P, Ohlson MB, Monack DM. Innate immune response to Sa/monella
typhimurium, a model enteric pathogen. Gut Microbes. 2012 Mar 1;3(2):621 70.

Wemyss MA, Pearson JS. Host Cell Death Responses to Non-typhoidal
Salmonella Infection. Front Immunol. 2019;10:1758.

Zhang S, Kingsley RA, Santos RL, Andrews-Polymenis H, Raffatellu M,
Figueiredo J, et al. Molecular Pathogenesis of Salmonella enterica Serotype
Typhimurium-Induced Diarrhea. Infect Immun. 2003 Jan 1;71(1):1712.

Kurtz JR, Goggins JA, McLachlan JB. Salmonella infection: interplay between the
bacteria and host immune system. Immunol Lett. 2017 Oct;190:4271 50.

Bravo-Blas A, Utriainen L, Clay SL, Késtele V, Cerovic V, Cunningham AF, et al.
Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium Travels to Mesenteric Lymph Nodes
Both with Host Cells and Autonomously. J Immunol. 2019 01;202(1):2601 7.

185



48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

Chen P-L, Chang C-M, Wu C-J, Ko N-Y, Lee N-Y, Lee H-C, et al. Extraintestinal
focal infections in adults with nontyphoid Salmonella bacteraemia: predisposing
factors and clinical outcome. J Intern Med. 2007 Jan;261(1):917 100.

Urdaneta V, Casadesus J. Host-pathogen interactions in typhoid fever: the model is
the message. Ann Transl Med. 2018 Aug 10;6(1):S38.

Keithlin J, Sargeant JM, Thomas MK, Fazil A. Systematic review and meta-
analysis of the proportion of non-typhoidal Sa/monella cases that develop chronic
sequelae. Epidemiol Infect. 2015 May;143(7):1333151.

Esan OB, Pearce M, van Hecke O, Roberts N, Collins DRJ, Violato M, et al.
Factors Associated with Sequelae of Campylobacter and Non-typhoidal
Salmonella Infections: A Systematic Review. EBioMedicine. 2016 Dec 8;15:1007
11.

Schwan WR, Huang X-Z, Hu L, Kopecko DJ. Differential Bacterial Survival,
Replication, and Apoptosis-Inducing Ability of Salmonella Serovars within
Human and Murine Macrophages. Infect Immun. 2000 Mar 1;68(3):10057 13.

Mastroeni P, Grant A, Restif O, Maskell D. A Dynamic View of the Spread and
Intracellular Distribution of Salmonella Enterica. Nat Rev Microbiol. 2009
Jan;7(1):7371 80.

Pratap CB, Patel SK, Shukla VK, Tripathi SK, Singh TB, Nath G. Drug Resistance
in Salmonella Enterica Serotype Typhi Isolated From Chronic Typhoid Carriers.
Int J Antimicrob Agents. 2012 Sep 1;40(3):2791 80.

MajowiczSE, Must o J, Scallan E, Angul o
Global Burden of Nontyphoidal Salmonella Gastroenteritis. Clin Infect Dis. 2010
Mar 15;50(6):88219.

Tack DM, Marder EP, Griffin PM, Cieslak PR, Dunn J, Hurd S, et al. Preliminary
Incidence and Trends of Infections with Pathogens Transmitted Commonly
Through Food 8 Foodborne Diseases Active Surveillance Network, 10 U.S. Sites,
201512018. Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2019 Apr 26;68(16):36971 73.

Government of Canada. FoodNet Canada Annual Report 2018 [Internet]. Guelph,
Ontario: Public Health Agency of Canada; 2020 Jan [cited 2020 Apr 24].
Available from: http://publications.gc.ca/collections/collection_2019/aspc-
phac/HP37-17-1-2018-eng.pdf

Marcus R, Varma JK, Medus C, Boothe EJ, Anderson BJ, Crume T, et al. Re-
assessment of risk factors for sporadic Salmonella serotype Enteritidis infections: a
case-control study in five FoodNet Sites, 20021 2003. Epidemiol Infect. 2007
Jan;135(1):84192.

186

FJ,



59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Multistate Outbreak of Salmonella
Typhimurium Infections Linked to Peanut Butter, 2008-2009 [Internet]. 2019
[cited 2020 Apr 22]. Available from:
https://www.cdc.gov/Salmonella/2009/peanut-butter-2008-2009.html

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Multistate Outbreak of Salmonella
Poona Infections Linked to Imported Cucumbers [Internet]. 2019 [cited 2020 Apr
22]. Available from: https://www.cdc.gov/Salmonella/poona-09-15/index.html

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. National Sa/monella Surveillance
Annual Report, 2016. [Internet]. Atlanta, Georgia: U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services, CDC; 2018 Feb [cited 2020 Apr 3]. Available from:
https://www.cdc.gov/nationalsurveillance/pdfs/2016-Salmonella-report-508.pdf

Laupland KB, Schenheyder HC, Kennedy KJ, Lyytikdinen O, Valiquette L,
Galbraith J, et al. Salmonella enterica bacteraemia: a multi-national population-
based cohort study. BMC Infect Dis. 2010 Apr 14;10:95.

Katiyo S, Muller-Pebody B, Minaji M, Powell D, Johnson AP, Pinna ED, et al.
Epidemiology and Outcomes of Nontyphoidal Salmonella Bacteremias from
England, 2004 to 2015. J Clin Microbiol. 2019 Jan 1;57(1):e01189-18.

Parisi A, Crump JA, Stafford R, Glass K, Howden BP, Kirk MD. Increasing

incidence of invasive nontyphoidal Salmonella infections in Queensland, Australia,

2007-2016. PLoS Negl Trop Dis. 2019 Mar 18;13(3):e0007187.

Katz D, Ben-Chetrit E, Sherer S-S, Cohen D, Muhsen K. Correlates of non-

typhoidal Salmonella bacteraemia: A casel control study. Int J Infect Dis. 2019 Apr

1;81:17071 5.

Hsu R-B, Tsay Y-G, Chen RJ, Chu S-H. Risk factors for primary bacteremia and
endovascular infection in patients without acquired immunodeficiency syndrome
who have nontyphoid salmonellosis. Clin Infect Dis. 2003 Apr 1;36(7):8291 34.

Albert MJ, Bulach D, Alfouzan W, Izumiya H, Carter G, Alobaid K, et al. Non-
typhoidal Sa/monella blood stream infection in Kuwait: Clinical and
microbiological characteristics. PLoS Negl Trop Dis. 2019 Apr
15;13(4):e0007293.

Dhanoa A, Fatt QK. Non-typhoidal Sal/monella bacteraemia: Epidemiology,
clinical characteristics and its©o
Clin Microbiol Antimicrob. 2009 May 18;8:15.

Threlfall EJ, Hall ML, Rowe B. Sa/monella bacteraemia in England and Wales,
1981-1990. J Clin Pathol. 1992 Jan;45(1):347 6.

187

associ



70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

Puyvelde SV, Pickard D, Vandelannoote K, Heinz E, Barbé B, Block T de, et al.
An African Salmonella Typhimurium ST313 sublineage with extensive drug-
resistance and signatures of host adaptation. Nat Commun. 2019 Sep 19;10(1):17
12.

Stanaway JD, Reiner RC, Blacker BF, Goldberg EM, Khalil 1A, Troeger CE, et al.
The global burden of typhoid and paratyphoid fevers: a systematic analysis for the
Global Burden of Disease Study 2017. Lancet Infect Dis. 2019 Apr 1;19(4):3691
81.

Sinha A, Sazawal S, Kumar R, Sood S, Reddaiah VP, Singh B, et al. Typhoid fever
in children aged less than 5 years. The Lancet. 1999 Aug 28;354(9180):73417.

Parry CM, Thompson C, Vinh H, Chinh NT, Phuong LT, Ho VA, et al. Risk
factors for the development of severe typhoid fever in Vietnam. BMC Infect Dis.
2014 Feb 10;14:73.

Pieters Z, Saad NJ, Antillon M, Pitzer VE, Bilcke J. Case Fatality Rate of Enteric
Fever in Endemic Countries: A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. Clin Infect
Dis. 2018 Aug 15;67(4):628i 38.

Gonzalez-Escobedo G, Marshall JM, Gunn JS. Chronic and acute infection of the
gall bladder by Salmonella Typhi: understanding the carrier state. Nat Rev
Microbiol. 2011 Jan;9(1):91 14.

Comeau JL, Tran TH, Moore DL, Phi C-M, Quach C. Salmonella enterica
serotype Typhi infections in a Canadian pediatric hospital: a retrospective case
series. CMAJ Open. 2013 May 2;1(1):E561 61.

Imanishi M, Newton AE, Vieira AR, Gonzalez-Aviles G, Scott MEK, Manikonda
K, et al. Typhoid fever acquired in the United States, 19991 2010: epidemiology,
microbiology, and use of a spacel time scan statistic for outbreak detection.
Epidemiol Infect. 2015 Aug;143(11):234371 54.

Portillo FG, Foster JW, Maguire ME, Finlay BB. Characterization of the micro-
environment of Salmonella typhimuriumi containing vacuoles within MDCK
epithelial cells. Mol Microbiol. 1992;6(22):32891 97.

Chen L-M, Hobbie S, Galan JE. Requirement of CDC42 for Salmonella-Induced
Cytoskeletal and Nuclear Responses. Science. 1996 Dec 20;274(5295):211571 8.

Douce GR, Amin II, Stephen J. Invasion of HEp-2 cells by strains of Sa/monella
typhimurium of different virulence in relation to gastroenteritis. ] Med Microbiol.
1991;35(6):3491 57.

Mills SD, Finlay BB. Comparison of Sa/monella typhi and Sa/monella

typhimurium invasion, intracellular growth and localization in cultured human
epithelial cells. Microb Pathog. 1994 Dec 1;17(6):4091 23.

188



82.

&3.

&4.

85.

86.

87.

88.

&9.

90.

91.

92.

Raffatellu M, Chessa D, Wilson RP, Dusold R, Rubino S, Bdumler AJ. The Vi

capsular antigen of Salmonella enterica serotype Typhi reduces Toll-like receptor-

dependent interleukin-8 expression in the intestinal mucosa. Infect Immun. 2005

Jun;73(6):3367i 74.

Finlay BB, Falkow S. Salmonella Interactions with Polarized Human Intestinal

Caco-2 Epithelial Cells. J Infect Dis. 1990 Nov 1;162(5):10967 106.

McCormick BA, Parkos CA, Colgan SP, Carnes DK, Madara JL. Apical Secretion
of a Pathogen-Elicited Epithelial Chemoattractant Activity in Response to Surface
Colonization of Intestinal Epithelia by Salmonella typhimurium. J Immunol. 1998

Jan 1;160(1):455i 66.

Gagnon M, Zihler Berner A, Chervet N, Chassard C, Lacroix C. Comparison of the

Caco-2, HT-29 and the mucus-secreting HT29-MTX intestinal cell models to
investigate Salmonella adhesion and invasion. J Microbiol Methods. 2013 Sep

1;94(3):274i 9.

Hurley BP, McCormick BA. Translating tissue culture results into animal models:
the case of Salmonella typhimurium. Trends Microbiol. 2003 Dec 1;11(12):5621 9.

Kernéis S, Bogdanova A, Kraehenbuhl J-P ,
Patch Lymphocytes of Human Enterocytes into M Cells that Transport Bacteria.
Science. 1997 Aug 15;277(5328):9491 52.

Chateau MT, Caravano R. Infection of differentiated U937 cells by Salmonella
typhimurium: absence of correlation between oxidative burst and antimicrobial

Pringault

defence. FEMS Immunol Med Microbiol. 1993 Aug;7(2):11171 8.

Valle E, Guiney DG. Characterization of Salmonella-Induced Cell Death in
Human Macrophage-Like THP-1 Cells. Infect Immun. 2005 May 1;73(5):283571

40.

Gahring LC, Heffron F, Finlay BB, Falkow S. Invasion and replication of
Salmonella typhimurium in animal cells. Infect Immun. 1990 Feb;58(2):4437 8.

Shi L, Chowdhury SM, Smallwood HS, Yoon H, Mottaz-Brewer HM, Norbeck
AD, et al. Proteomic investigation of the time course responses of RAW 264.7
macrophages to infection with Sa/monella enterica. Infect Immun. 2009

Aug;77(8):3227i 33.

E.

Convers

Nickerson CA, Goodwin TJ, Terlonge J, Ott CM, Buchanan KL, Uicker WC, et al.
Three-Dimensional Tissue Assemblies: Novel Models for the Study of Salmonella

enterica Serovar Typhimurium Pathogenesis. Infect Immun. 2001 Nov

1;69(11):7106i 20.

189



93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

Honer zu Bentrup K, Ramamurthy R, Ott CM, Emami K, Nelman-Gonzalez M,
Wilson JW, et al. Three-dimensional organotypic models of human colonic

epithelium to study the early stages of enteric salmonellosis. Microbes Infect. 2006
Jun 1;8(7):18137 25.

Radtke AL, Wilson JW, Sarker S, Nickerson CA. Analysis of interactions of
Salmonella type three secretion mutants with 3-D intestinal epithelial cells. PloS
One. 2010 Dec 29;5(12):e15750.

Barrila J, Yang J, Crabb¢é A, Sarker SF, Liu Y, Ott CM, et al. Three-dimensional
organotypic co-culture model of intestinal epithelial cells and macrophages to

study Salmonella enterica colonization patterns. Npj Microgravity. 2017 Feb
28;3:10.

Yin Y, Zhou D. Organoid and Enteroid Modeling of Salmonella Infection. Front
Cell Infect Microbiol. 2018;8:102.

Verma S, Senger S, Cherayil BJ, Faherty CS. Spheres of Influence: Insights into
Salmonella Pathogenesis from Intestinal Organoids. Microorganisms. 2020 Apr
1;8(4):504.

Forbester JL, Goulding D, Vallier L, Hannan N, Hale C, Pickard D, et al.
Interaction of Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium with Intestinal Organoids

Derived from Human Induced Pluripotent Stem Cells. Infect Immun. 2015
Jul;83(7):2926i1 34.

Forbester JL, Lees EA, Goulding D, Forrest S, Yeung A, Speak A, et al.
Interleukin-22 promotes phagolysosomal fusion to induce protection against

Salmonella enterica Typhimurium in human epithelial cells. Proc Natl Acad Sci U
S A.2018 02;115(40):1011871 23.

Co JY, Margalef-Catala M, Li X, Mah AT, Kuo CJ, Monack DM, et al.
Controlling Epithelial Polarity: A Human Enteroid Model for Host-Pathogen
Interactions. Cell Rep. 2019 Feb 26;26(9):2509-2520.¢e4.

Crowley SM, Han X, Allaire JM, Stahl M, Rauch I, Knodler LA, et al. Intestinal
restriction of Salmonella Typhimurium requires caspase-1 and caspase-11
epithelial intrinsic inflammasomes. PLoS Pathog. 2020 Apr;16(4):e1008498.

Holly MK, Han X, Zhao EJ, Crowley SM, Allaire JM, Knodler LA, et al.
Salmonella Enterica Infection of Murine and Human Enteroid-Derived
Monolayers Elicits Differential Activation of Epithelium-Intrinsic Inflammasomes.
Infect Immun. 2020 Jun 22;88(7):¢00017-20.

Schulte LN, Schweinlin M, Westermann AJ, Janga H, Santos SC, Appenzeller S,
et al. An Advanced Human Intestinal Coculture Model Reveals

Compartmentalized Host and Pathogen Strategies during Salmonella Infection.
mBio. 2020 18;11(1):e03348-19.

190



104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

I11.

112.

113.

114.

Higginson EE, Simon R, Tennant SM. Animal Models for Salmonellosis:
Applications in Vaccine Research. Clin Vaccine Immunol. 2016 Sep 1;23(9):7461
56.

Rankin JD, Taylor RJ. The estimation of doses of Sa/monella typhimurium
suitable for the experimental production of disease in calves. Vet Rec. 1966 May
21;78(21):7061 7.

Robertsson JA, Lindberg AA, Hoiseth S, Stocker BA. Salmonella typhimurium
infection in calves: protection and survival of virulent challenge bacteria after

immunization with live or inactivated vaccines. Infect Immun. 1983
Aug;41(2):7421 50.

Costa LF, Paixdo TA, Tsolis RM, Bdumler AJ, Santos RL. Salmonellosis in cattle:
Advantages of being an experimental model. Res Vet Sci. 2012 Aug 1;93(1):176.

Tsolis RM, Xavier MN, Santos RL, Bdumler AJ. How To Become a Top Model:
Impact of Animal Experimentation on Human Salmonella Disease Research. Infect
Immun. 2011 May 1;79(5):18061 14.

Coombes BK, Coburn BA, Potter AA, Gomis S, Mirakhur K, Li Y, et al. Analysis
of the Contribution of Salmonella Pathogenicity Islands 1 and 2 to Enteric Disease

Progression Using a Novel Bovine Ileal Loop Model and a Murine Model of
Infectious Enterocolitis. Infect Immun. 2005 Nov;73(11):7161719.

Amin II, Douce GR, Osborne MP, Stephen J. Quantitative studies of invasion of
rabbit ileal mucosa by Salmonella typhimurium strains which differ in virulence in
a model of gastroenteritis. Infect Immun. 1994 Feb 1;62(2):5691 78.

Everest P, Ketley J, Hardy S, Douce G, Khan S, Shea J, et al. Evaluation of
Salmonella typhimurium Mutants in a Model of Experimental Gastroenteritis.
Infect Immun. 1999 Jun 1;67(6):28151 21.

Paulin SM, Jagannathan A, Campbell J, Wallis TS, Stevens MP. Net Replication
of Salmonella enterica Serovars Typhimurium and Choleraesuis in Porcine

Intestinal Mucosa and Nodes Is Associated with Their Differential Virulence.
Infect Immun. 2007 Aug 1;75(8):395071 60.

Vandenbroucke V, Croubels S, Martel A, Verbrugghe E, Goossens J, Deun KV, et
al. The Mycotoxin Deoxynivalenol Potentiates Intestinal Inflammation by

Salmonella Typhimurium in Porcine Ileal Loops. PLoS One. 2011 Aug
31;6(8):¢23871.

Barthel M, Hapfelmeier S, Quintanilla-Martinez L, Kremer M, Rohde M, Hogardt
M, et al. Pretreatment of Mice with Streptomycin Provides a Salmonella enterica

Serovar Typhimurium Colitis Model That Allows Analysis of Both Pathogen and
Host. Infect Immun. 2003 May 1;71(5):28391 58.

191



115.

116.

117.

118.

119.

120.

121.

122.

123.

124.

125.

Que JU, Hentges DJ. Effect of streptomycin administration on colonization
resistance to Salmonella typhimurium in mice. Infect Immun. 1985 Apr
1;48(1):1691 74.

Kaiser P, Diard M, Stecher B, Hardt W-D. The streptomycin mouse model for
Salmonellad i arr hea: functional analysis
virulence factor s, and the host 6s
2012;245(1):561 83.

Lawley TD, Chan K, Thompson LJ, Kim CC, Govoni GR, Monack DM. Genome-
Wide Screen for Sa/monella Genes Required for Long-Term Systemic Infection of
the Mouse. PLoS Pathog. 2006 Feb 24;2(2):el1.

Silva CA, Blondel CJ, Quezada CP, Porwollik S, Andrews-Polymenis HL, Toro
CS, et al. Infection of Mice by Salmonella enterica Serovar Enteritidis Involves
Additional Genes That Are Absent in the Genome of Serovar Typhimurium. Infect
Immun. 2012 Feb 1;80(2):839149.

Maier L, Vyas R, Cordova CD, Lindsay H, Schmidt TSB, Brugiroux S, et al.
Microbiota-derived hydrogen fuels Salmonella typhimurium invasion of the gut
ecosystem. Cell Host Microbe. 2013 Dec 11;14(6):64171 51.

Periaswamy B, Maier L, Vishwakarma V, Slack E, Kremer M, Andrews-
Polymenis HL, et al. Live Attenuated S. Typhimurium Vaccine with Improved
Safety in Immuno-Compromised Mice. PLoS One. 2012 Sep 24;7(9):e45433.

Vishwakarma V, Pati NB, Chandel HS, Sahoo SS, Saha B, Suar M. Evaluation of
Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium TTSS-2 Deficient fur Mutant as Safe
Live-Attenuated Vaccine Candidate for Immunocompromised Mice. PLoS One.
2012 Dec 17;7(12):e52043.

Simon R, Tennant SM, Galen JE, Levine MM. Mouse models to assess the
efficacy of non-typhoidal Salmonella vaccines: Revisiting the role of host innate
susceptibility and routes of challenge. Vaccine. 2011 Jul 18;29(32):509471 106.

Valdez Y, Ferreira RBR, Finlay BB. Molecular mechanisms of Sa/monella
virulence and host resistance. Curr Top Microbiol Immunol. 2009;337:9371 127.

Vidal S, Tremblay ML, Govoni G, Gauthier S, Sebastiani G, Malo D, et al. The
Ity/Lsh/Bcg locus: natural resistance to infection with intracellular parasites is
abrogated by disruption of the Nramp1 gene. J Exp Med. 1995 Sep 1;182(3):6551
66.

Forbes JR, Gros P. Divalent-metal transport by NRAMP proteins at the interface of
hosti pathogen interactions. Trends Microbiol. 2001 Aug 1;9(8):3971 403.

192

of t h
MU COS &€



126.

127.

128.

129.

130.

131.

132.

133.

134.

135.

136.

Hoshino K, Takeuchi O, Kawai T, Sanjo H, Ogawa T, Takeda Y, et al. Cutting

Edge: Toll-Like Receptor 4 (TLR4)-Deficient Mice Are Hyporesponsive to

Lipopolysaccharide: Evidence for TLR4 as the Lps Gene Product. J Immunol.

1999 Apr 1;162(7):3749i 52.

Caron J, Loredo-Osti JC, Laroche L, Skamene E, Morgan K, Malo D.
Identification of genetic loci controlling bacterial clearance in experimental

Salmonella enteritidis infection: an unexpected role of Nramp1 (Slc11al) in the
persistence of infection in mice. Genes Immun. 2002 Jun;3(4):1961 204.

Talbot S, Tétemeyer S, Yamamoto M, Akira S, Hughes K, Gray D, et al. Toll-like

receptor 4 signalling through MyD88 is essential to control Salmonella enterica
serovar Typhimurium infection, but not for the initiation of bacterial clearance.

Immunology. 2009;128(4):4721 83.

Tsolis RM, Kingsley RA, Townsend SM, Ficht TA, Adams LG, Baumler AJ. Of

mice, calves, and men. Comparison of the mouse typhoid model with other

Salmonella infections. Adv Exp Med Biol. 1999;473:26171 74.

O6Brien AD.
Immun. 1982 Dec 1;38(3):9481 52.

Mian MF, Pek EA, Chenoweth MJ, Coombes BK, Ashkar AA. Humanized Mice
for Salmonella Typhi Infection: New Tools for an Old Problem. Virulence. 2011

May 1;2(3):2481 52.

| nnat Salnidrell Typht lafaetiore Infetf

Mi

Song J, Wilhelm CL, Wangdi T, Maira-Litran T, Lee S-J, Raetz M, et al. Absence

of TLR11 in mice does not confer susceptibility to Salmonella Typhi. Cell. 2016

Feb 25;164(5):8271 8.

Song J, Willinger T, Rongvaux A, Eynon EE, Stevens S, Manz MG, et al. A

Mouse Model for the Human Pathogen Salmonella Typhi. Cell Host Microbe.

2010 Oct 21;8(4):3691 76.

Libby SJ, Brehm MA, Greiner DL, Shultz LD, McClelland M, Smith KD, et al.

Humanized nonobese diabetic-S C i

Salmonella Typhi infection. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2010 Aug

31;107(35):15589i 94.

d

L2r onul

mi

ce

ar

Mian MF, Pek EA, Chenoweth MJ, Ashkar AA. Humanized mice are susceptible
to Salmonella typhi infection. Cell Mol Immunol. 2011 Jan;8(1):8371 7.

Karlinsey JE, Stepien TA, Mayho M, Singletary LA, Bingham-Ramos LK, Brehm
MA, et al. Genome-wide Analysis of Sa/monella enterica serovar Typhi in

Humanized Mice Reveals Key Virulence Features. Cell Host Microbe. 2019 Sep

11;26(3):426-434.¢6.

193

e

ce

S

u

t

S

C



137.

138.

139.

140.

141.

142.

143.

144.

145.

146.

147.

148.

Labrousse A, Chauvet S, Couillault C, Léopold Kurz C, Ewbank JJ.
Caenorhabditis elegans is a model host for Sa/monella typhimurium. Curr Biol.
2000 Nov 1;10(23):15431 5.

Tenor JL, McCormick BA, Ausubel FM, Aballay A. Caenorhabditis elegans-Based
Screen Identifies Salmonella Virulence Factors Required for Conserved Host-
Pathogen Interactions. Curr Biol. 2004 Jun 8;14(11):101871 24.

van der Sar AM, Musters RJP, van Eeden FJM, Appelmelk BJ, Vandenbroucke-
Grauls CMJE, Bitter W. Zebrafish embryos as a model host for the real time

analysis of Salmonella typhimurium infections. Cell Microbiol. 2003
Sep;5(9):60171 11.

Alegado RA, Chin C-Y, Monack DM, Tan M-W. The Two-Component Sensor
Kinase KdpD Is Required for Sa/monella Typhimurium Colonization of

Caenorhabditis Elegans and Survival in Macrophages. Cell Microbiol.
2011;13(10):1618i 37.

Sahu SN, Anriany Y, Grim CJ, Kim S, Chang Z, Joseph SW, et al. Identification of
Virulence Properties in Salmonella Typhimurium DT104 Using Caenorhabditis
elegans. PLoS One. 2013 Oct 4;8(10):¢76673.

Desai SK, Padmanabhan A, Harshe S, Zaidel-Bar R, Kenney LJ. Salmonella
biofilms program innate immunity for persistence in Caenorhabditis elegans. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2019 18;116(25):124621 7.

Tyrkalska SD, Candel S, Angosto D, Goémez-Abellan V, Martin-Sanchez F,
Garcia-Moreno D, et al. Neutrophils mediate Salmonella Typhimurium clearance

through the GBP4 inflammasome-dependent production of prostaglandins. Nat
Commun. 2017 Jul 1;7:12077.

Alvarez MI, Glover LC, Luo P, Wang L, Theusch E, Oehlers SH, et al. Human
genetic variation in VAC14 regulates Salmonella invasion and typhoid fever
through modulation of cholesterol. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2017 Sep
12;114(37):E77461 55.

Kanther M, Rawls JF. Hosti microbe interactions in the developing zebrafish. Curr
Opin Immunol. 2010 Feb 1;22(1):1079.

Ermolaeva MA, Schumacher B. Insights from the worm: The C. elegans model for
innate immunity. Semin Immunol. 2014 Aug 1;26(4):303719.

German N, Doyscher D, Rensing C. Bacterial killing in macrophages and amoeba:
do they all use a brass dagger? Future Microbiol. 2013 Oct;8(10):12571 64.

Price JV, Vance RE. The Macrophage Paradox. Immunity. 2014 Nov
20;41(5):6851 93.

194



149.

150.

151.

152.

153.

154.

155.

156.

157.

158.

159.

160.

161.

McDougald D, Longford SR. Protozoa hosts lead to virulence. Nat Microbiol.
2020 Apr;5(4):5351 535.

Harb OS, Gao LY, Abu Kwaik Y. From protozoa to mammalian cells: a new
paradigm in the life cycle of intracellular bacterial pathogens. Environ Microbiol.
2000 Jun;2(3):25171 65.

Adiba S, Nizak C, van Baalen M, Denamur E, Depaulis F. From grazing resistance
to pathogenesis: the coincidental evolution of virulence factors. PloS One. 2010
Aug 11;5(8):e11882.

Sun S, Noorian P, McDougald D. Dual Role of Mechanisms Involved in
Resistance to Predation by Protozoa and Virulence to Humans. Front Microbiol.
2018;9:1017.

Gao LY, Harb OS, Abu Kwaik Y. Utilization of similar mechanisms by Legionella
pneumophila to parasitize two evolutionarily distant host cells, mammalian
macrophages and protozoa. Infect Immun. 1997 Nov;65(11):47381 46.

Segal G, Shuman HA. Legionella pneumophila Utilizes the Same Genes To
Multiply within Acanthamoeba castellanii and Human Macrophages. Infect
Immun. 1999 May 1;67(5):21171 24.

Boamah DK, Zhou G, Ensminger AW, 0O6Connc
Accidental Pathogen: The Diverse Protozoan Hosts of Legionella. Front Cell Infect
Microbiol. 2017 Nov 30;7:477.

Best A, Abu Kwaik Y. Evolution of the Arsenal of Legionella pneumophila
Effectors To Modulate Protist Hosts. mBio. 2018 Oct 9;9(5):e01313-18.

Ruehle MD, Orias E, Pearson CG. Tetrahymena as a Unicellular Model Eukaryote:
Genetic and Genomic Tools. Genetics. 2016;203(2):6491 65.

Hill DG. The Biochemistry and Physiology of Tetrahymena. Elsevier; 2012. 243 p.

Berk SG, Faulkner G, Gardufio E, Joy MC, Ortiz-Jimenez MA, Garduiio RA.
Packaging of Live Legionella pneumophila into Pellets Expelled by Tetrahymena

spp. Does Not Require Bacterial Replication and Depends on a Dot/Icm-Mediated
Survival Mechanism. Appl Environ Microbiol. 2008 Apr;74(7):21871 99.

Pang M-D, Lin X-Q, Hu M, Li J, Lu C-P, Liu Y-J. Tetrahymena: An Alternative
Model Host for Evaluating Virulence of 4eromonas Strains. PLoS One. 2012 Nov
8;7(11):e48922.

Brandl MT, Rosenthal BM, Haxo AF, Berk SG. Enhanced survival of Sa/monella
enterica in vesicles released by a soilborne Tetrahymena species. Appl Environ
Microbiol. 2005 Mar;71(3):15627 9.

195



162.

163.

164.

165.

166.

167.

168.

169.

170.

171.

172.

173.

Rehfuss MYM, Parker CT, Brandl MT. Salmonella transcriptional signature in
Tetrahymena phagosomes and role of acid tolerance in passage through the protist.
ISME J. 2011 Feb;5(2):2621 73.

Stolfa G, Koudelka GB. Entry and Killing of Tetrahymena thermophila by
Bacterially Produced Shiga Toxin. mBio. 2012 Dec 26;4(1):e00416-12.

Steinert M, Heuner K. Dictyostelium as host model for pathogenesis. Cell
Microbiol. 2005 Mar;7(3):3071 14.

Dunn JD, Bosmani C, Barisch C, Raykov L, Lefrangois LH, Cardenal-Muiioz E, et
al. Eat Prey, Live: Dictyostelium discoideum As a Model for Cell-Autonomous
Defenses. Front Immunol. 2018;8:1906.

Skriwan C, Fajardo M, Hégele S, Horn M, Wagner M, Michel R, et al. Various
bacterial pathogens and symbionts infect the amoeba Dictyostelium discoideum. Int
J Med Microbiol IJMM. 2002 Mar;291(8):6157 24.

Jia K, Thomas C, Akbar M, Sun Q, Adams-Huet B, Gilpin C, et al. Autophagy
genes protect against Sa/monella typhimurium infection and mediate insulin

signaling-regulated pathogen resistance. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2009 Aug
25;106(34):145641 9.

Sillo A, Matthias J, Konertz R, Bozzaro S, Eichinger L. Salmonella typhimurium
is pathogenic for Dictyostelium cells and subverts the starvation response. Cell
Microbiol. 2011 Nov;13(11):17937811.

Riquelme S, Varas M, Valenzuela C, Velozo P, Chahin N, Aguilera P, et al.
Relevant Genes Linked to Virulence Are Required for Salmonella Typhimurium to

Survive Intracellularly in the Social Amoeba Dictyostelium discoideum. Front
Microbiol. 2016;7:1305.

Urrutia IM, Sabag A, Valenzuela C, Labra B, Alvarez SA, Santiviago CA.
Contribution of the Twin-Arginine Translocation System to the Intracellular

Survival of Salmonella Typhimurium in Dictyostelium discoideum. Front
Microbiol. 2018;9:3001.

Varas MA, Riquelme-Barrios S, Valenzuela C, Marcoleta AE, Berrios-Pastén C,
Santiviago CA, et al. Inorganic Polyphosphate Is Essential for Salmonella
Typhimurium Virulence and Survival in Dictyostelium discoideum. Front Cell
Infect Microbiol. 2018;8:8.

Peracino B, Buracco S, Bozzaro S. The Nramp (Slc11) proteins regulate
development, resistance to pathogenic bacteria and iron homeostasis in
Dictyostelium discoideum. J Cell Sci. 2013 Jan 1;126(Pt 1):301711.

KhanNA.Ac a nt h abiotbg bnd increasing importance in human health.
FEMS Microbiol Rev. 2006 Jul 1;30(4):5641 95.

196



174.

175.

176.

177.

178.

179.

180.

181.

182.

183.

184.

185.

Lloyd D. Encystment in Acanthamoeba castellanii: a review. Exp Parasitol. 2014
Nov; 145 Suppl:S20-27.

Moftat JF, Tompkins LS. A quantitative model of intracellular growth of
Legionella pneumophila in Acanthamoeba castellanii. Infect Immun. 1992
Jan;60(1):2961301.

Tezcan-Merdol D, Ljungstrom M, Winiecka-Krusnell J, Linder E, Engstrand L,
Rhen M. Uptake and replication of Salmonella enterica in Acanthamoeba
rhysodes. Appl Environ Microbiol. 2004 Jun;70(6):37067 14.

Dirks BP, Quinlan JJ. Development of a modified gentamicin protection assay to
investigate the interaction between Campylobacter jejuni and Acanthamoeba
castellanii ATCC 30010. Exp Parasitol. 2014 May;140:3971 43.

Huws SA, Morley RJ, Jones MV, Brown MRW, Smith AW. Interactions of some
common pathogenic bacteria with Acanthamoeba polyphaga. FEMS Microbiol
Lett. 2008 May;282(2):2587 65.

Anacarso I, de Niederhdusern S, Messi P, Guerrieri E, Iseppi R, Sabia C, et al.
Acanthamoeba polyphaga, a potential environmental vector for the transmission of
food-borne and opportunistic pathogens. J Basic Microbiol. 2012 Jun;52(3):2617 8.

Gaze WH, Burroughs N, Gallagher MP, Wellington EMH. Interactions between
Salmonella typhimurium and Acanthamoeba polyphaga, and observation of a new

mode of intracellular growth within contractile vacuoles. Microb Ecol. 2003
Oct;46(3):35871 69.

Bleasdale B, Lott PJ, Jagannathan A, Stevens MP, Birtles RJ, Wigley P. The
Salmonella pathogenicity island 2-encoded type III secretion system is essential for

the survival of Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium in free-living amoebae.
Appl Environ Microbiol. 2009 Mar;75(6):179371 5.

Feng Y, Hsiao Y-H, Chen H-L, Chu C, Tang P, Chiu C-H. Apoptosis-like cell
death induced by Salmonella in Acanthamoeba rhysodes. Genomics. 2009
Aug;94(2):132i 7.

Marcus SL, Brumell JH, Pfeifer CG, Finlay BB. Sa/monella pathogenicity islands:
big virulence in small packages. Microbes Infect. 2000 Feb 1;2(2):14571 56.

Baumler AJ. The Record of Horizontal Gene Transfer in Sal/monella. Trends
Microbiol. 1997 Aug 1;5(8):31871 22.

Lerminiaux NA, MacKenzie KD, Cameron ADS. Sa/monella Pathogenicity Island

1 (SPI-1): The Evolution and Stabilization of a Core Genomic Type Three
Secretion System. Microorganisms. 2020 Apr 16;8(4):576.

197



186.

187.

188.

189.

190.

191.

192.

193.

194.

195.

196.

197.

198.

Parkhill J, Dougan G, James KD, Thomson NR, Pickard D, Wain J, et al.
Complete Genome Sequence of a Multiple Drug Resistant Sa/monella Enterica
Serovar Typhi CT18. Nature. 2001 Oct 25;413(6858):84871 52.

Hayward MR, Jansen VA, Woodward MJ. Comparative genomics of Salmonella
enterica serovars Derby and Mbandaka, two prevalent serovars associated with
different livestock species in the UK. BMC Genomics. 2013 May 31;14(1):365.

Jacobsen A, Hendriksen RS, Aaresturp FM, Ussery DW, Friis C. The Salmonella
enterica Pan-genome. Microb Ecol. 2011 Oct;62(3):4871 504.

Hensel M. Evolution of pathogenicity islands of Sa/monella enterica. Int J Med
Microbiol. 2004 Sep 24;294(2):951 102.

Mills DM, Bajaj V, Lee CA. A 40 Kb Chromosomal Fragment Encoding
Salmonella Typhimurium Invasion Genes Is Absent From the Corresponding
Region of the Escherichia Coli K-12 Chromosome. Mol Microbiol.
1995;15(4):7491 59.

Lostroh CP, Lee CA. The Salmonella pathogenicity island-1 type III secretion
system. Microbes Infect. 2001 Nov 1;3(14):1281791.

Altier C. Genetic and environmental control of Salmonella invasion. J Microbiol.
2005 Feb;43:85192.

Ellermeier CD, Ellermeier JR, Slauch JM. HilD, HilC and RtsA constitute a feed
forward loop that controls expression of the SPII type three secretion system

regulator hilA in Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium. Mol Microbiol. 2005
Aug;57(3):6911 705.

Narm K-E, Kalafatis M, Slauch JM. HilD, HilC, and RtsA Form Homodimers and
Heterodimers To Regulate Expression of the Salmonella Pathogenicity Island I
Type III Secretion System. J Bacteriol. 2020 Apr 9;202(9).

Eichelberg K, Galan JE. Differential Regulation of Salmonella typhimurium Type
IIT Secreted Proteins by Pathogenicity Island 1 (SPI-1)-Encoded Transcriptional
Activators InvF and HilA. Infect Immun. 1999 Aug 1;67(8):40991 105.

Lara-Tejero M, Galan JE. Salmonella enterica serovar typhimurium pathogenicity
island 1-encoded type III secretion system translocases mediate intimate
attachment to nonphagocytic cells. Infect Immun. 2009 Jul;77(7):26351 42.

Hurley D, McCusker MP, Fanning S, Martins M. Sa/monella-host interactions -
modulation of the host innate immune system. Front Immunol. 2014;5:481.

Chang J, Myeni SK, Lin TL, Wu CC, Staiger CJ, Zhou D. SipC multimerization
promotes actin nucleation and contributes to Salmonella-induced inflammation.
Mol Microbiol. 2007 Dec;66(6):154871 56.

198



199.

200.

201.

202.

203.

204.

205.

206.

207.

208.

209.

Myeni SK, Zhou D. The C terminus of SipC binds and bundles F-actin to promote
Salmonella invasion. J Biol Chem. 2010 Apr 30;285(18):133571 63.

Zhou D, Mooseker MS, Galan JE. Role of the S. typhimurium actin-binding
protein SipA in bacterial internalization. Science. 1999 Mar 26;283(5410):20921 5.

Higashide W, Dai S, Hombs VP, Zhou D. Involvement of SipA in modulating
actin dynamics during Sa/monella invasion into cultured epithelial cells. Cell
Microbiol. 2002 Jun;4(6):3571 65.

Lilic M, Galkin VE, Orlova A, VanLoock MS, Egelman EH, Stebbins CE.
Salmonella SipA polymerizes actin by stapling filaments with nonglobular protein
arms. Science. 2003 Sep 26;301(5641):1918i 21.

Hardt W-D, Chen L-M, Schuebel KE, Bustelo XR, Galan JE. S. typhimurium
Encodes an Activator of Rho GTPases that Induces Membrane Ruftling and
Nuclear Responses in Host Cells. Cell. 1998 May 29;93(5):81571 26.

Rudolph MG, Weise C, Mirold S, Hillenbrand B, Bader B, Wittinghofer A, et al.
Biochemical analysis of SopE from Salmonella typhimurium, a highly efficient

guanosine nucleotide exchange factor for RhoGTPases. J Biol Chem. 1999 Oct
22;274(43):3050179.

Bakshi CS, Singh VP, Wood MW, Jones PW, Wallis TS, Galyov EE.
Identification of SopE2, a Salmonella secreted protein which is highly homologous

to SopE and involved in bacterial invasion of epithelial cells. J Bacteriol. 2000
Apr;182(8):2341714.

Stender S, Friebel A, Linder S, Rohde M, Mirold S, Hardt WD. Identification of
SopE2 from Salmonella typhimurium, a conserved guanine nucleotide exchange
factor for Cdc42 of the host cell. Mol Microbiol. 2000 Jun;36(6):12067 21.

Mukherjee K, Parashuraman S, Raje M, Mukhopadhyay A. SopE acts as an Rab5-
specific nucleotide exchange factor and recruits non-prenylated Rab5 on

Salmonella-containing phagosomes to promote fusion with early endosomes. J
Biol Chem. 2001 Jun 29;276(26):236071 15.

Friebel A, Ilchmann H, Aepfelbacher M, Ehrbar K, Machleidt W, Hardt WD. SopE
and SopE2 from Sal/monella typhimurium activate different sets of RhoGTPases of
the host cell. J Biol Chem. 2001 Sep 7;276(36):340357 40.

Zhou D, Chen LM, Hernandez L, Shears SB, Galan JE. A Salmonella inositol
polyphosphatase acts in conjunction with other bacterial effectors to promote host

cell actin cytoskeleton rearrangements and bacterial internalization. Mol
Microbiol. 2001 Jan;39(2):24871 59.

199



210. Piscatelli HL, Li M, Zhou D. Dual 4- and 5-phosphatase activities regulate SopB-
dependent phosphoinositide dynamics to promote bacterial entry. Cell Microbiol.
2016 May;18(5):70571 19.

211. Truong D, Boddy KC, Canadi eWMWal. Brabant
Salmonella exploits host Rho GTPase signalling pathways through the phosphatase
activity of SopB. Cell Microbiol. 2018;20(10):e12938.

212. Patel JC, Galan JE. Differential activation and function of Rho GTPases during
Salmonella-host cell interactions. J Cell Biol. 2006 Nov 6;175(3):4531 63.

213. Haénisch J, Kolm R, Wozniczka M, Bumann D, Rottner K, Stradal TEB. Activation
of a RhoA/Myosin II-Dependent but Arp2/3 Complex-Independent Pathway
Facilitates Salmonella Invasion. Cell Host Microbe. 2011 Apr 21;9(4):273i 85.

214. Truong D, Brabant D, Bashkurov M, Wan LCK, Braun V, Heo WD, et al. Formin-
mediated actin polymerization promotes Salmonella invasion. Cell Microbiol.
2013 Dec;15(12):20517 63.

215. Humphreys D, Davidson A, Hume PJ, Koronakis V. Sa/monella virulence effector
SopE and Host GEF ARNO cooperate to recruit and activate WAVE to trigger
bacterial invasion. Cell Host Microbe. 2012 Feb 16;11(2):1291 39.

216. Brooks ABE, Humphreys D, Singh V, Davidson AC, Arden SD, Buss F, et al.
MYOG6 is targeted by Sal/monella virulence effectors to trigger PI3-kinase signaling
and pathogen invasion into host cells. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2017
11;114(15):39157120.

217. Bruno VM, Hannemann S, Lara-Tejero M, Flavell RA, Kleinstein SH, Galan JE.
Salmonella Typhimurium type III secretion effectors stimulate innate immune
responses in cultured epithelial cells. PLoS Pathog. 2009 Aug;5(8):e1000538.

218. Lee CA, Silva M, Siber AM, Kelly AJ, Galyov E, McCormick BA. A secreted
Salmonella protein induces a proinflammatory response in epithelial cells, which
promotes neutrophil migration. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2000 Oct
24;97(22):122831 8.

219. Figueiredo JF, Lawhon SD, Gokulan K, Khare S, Raffatellu M, Tsolis RM, et al.
Salmonella enterica Typhimurium SipA induces CXC-chemokine expression
through p38MAPK and JUN pathways. Microbes Infect. 2009 Feb;11(2):3021 10.

220. Keestra AM, Winter MG, Klein-Douwel D, Xavier MN, Winter SE, Kim A, et al.
A Salmonella virulence factor activates the NOD1/NOD2 signaling pathway.
mBio. 2011;2(6).

221. Boyle EC, Brown NF, Finlay BB. Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium

effectors SopB, SopE, SopE2 and SipA disrupt tight junction structure and
function. Cell Microbiol. 2006 Dec;8(12):19461 57.

200



222.

223.

224.

225.

226.

227.

228.

229.

230.

231.

232.

Hersh D, Monack DM, Smith MR, Ghori N, Falkow S, Zychlinsky A. The
Salmonella invasin SipB induces macrophage apoptosis by binding to caspase-1.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 1999 Mar 2;96(5):23961 401.

van der Velden AWM, Velasquez M, Starnbach MN. Salmonella rapidly kill
dendritic cells via a caspase-1-dependent mechanism. J Immunol Baltim Md 1950.
2003 Dec 15;171(12):67427 9.

Miao EA, Mao DP, Yudkovsky N, Bonneau R, Lorang CG, Warren SE, et al.
Innate immune detection of the type III secretion apparatus through the NLRC4
inflammasome. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2010 Feb 16;107(7):30761 80.

Zhao Y, Yang J, Shi J, Gong Y-N, Lu Q, Xu H, et al. The NLRC4 inflammasome
receptors for bacterial flagellin and type III secretion apparatus. Nature. 2011 Sep
14;477(7366):5961 600.

Miiller AJ, Hoffmann C, Galle M, Van Den Broeke A, Heikenwalder M, Falter L,
et al. The S. Typhimurium effector SopE induces caspase-1 activation in stromal
cells to initiate gut inflammation. Cell Host Microbe. 2009 Aug 20;6(2):1257 36.

Hoffmann C, Galle M, Dilling S, Képpeli R, Miiller AJ, Songhet P, et al. In
macrophages, caspase-1 activation by SopE and the type III secretion system-1 of

S. typhimurium can proceed in the absence of flagellin. PloS One. 2010 Aug
30;5(8):e12477.

Mclntosh A, Meikle LM, Ormsby MJ, McCormick BA, Christie JM, Brewer JM,
et al. SipA Activation of Caspase-3 Is a Decisive Mediator of Host Cell Survival at

Early Stages of Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium Infection. Infect
Immun. 2017 Sep 1;85(9).

Jones RM, Wu H, Wentworth C, Luo L, Collier-Hyams L, Neish AS. Salmonella
AvrA Coordinates Suppression of Host Immune and Apoptotic Defenses via JINK
Pathway Blockade. Cell Host Microbe. 2008 Apr 17;3(4):233144.

Wu H, Jones RM, Neish AS. The Salmonella effector AvrA mediates bacterial
intracellular survival during infection in vivo. Cell Microbiol. 2012 Jan;14(1):281
39.

Lin Z, Zhang Y-G, Xia Y, Xu X, Jiao X, Sun J. Sa/monella enteritidis Effector
AvrA Stabilizes Intestinal Tight Junctions via the JNK Pathway. J Biol Chem.
2016 Dec 23;291(52):268371 49.

Zhang K, Riba A, Nietschke M, Torow N, Repnik U, Piitz A, et al. Minimal SPI1-
T3SS effector requirement for Salmonella enterocyte invasion and intracellular
proliferation in vivo. PLoS Pathog. 2018;14(3):e1006925.

201



233.

234.

235.

236.

237.

238.

239.

240.

241.

242.

243.

244.

Fiskin E, Bhogaraju S, Herhaus L, Kalayil S, Hahn M, Dikic I. Structural basis for
the recognition and degradation of host TRIM proteins by Salmonella eftector
SopA. Nat Commun. 2017 13;8:14004.

Fu'Y, Galan JE. A Salmonella protein antagonizes Rac-1 and Cdc42 to mediate
host-cell recovery after bacterial invasion. Nature. 1999 Sep;401(6750):29371 7.

Haraga A, Miller SI. A Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium Translocated
Leucine-Rich Repeat Effector Protein Inhibits NF-8 BDependent Gene
Expression. Infect Immun. 2003 Jul 1;71(7):405271 8.

Murli S, Watson RO, Galan JE. Role of tyrosine kinases and the tyrosine
phosphatase SptP in the interaction of Sa/monella with host cells. Cell Microbiol.
2001 Dec;3(12):7957 810.

Lin SL, Le TX, Cowen DS. SptP, a Salmonella typhimurium type I1I-secreted
protein, inhibits the mitogen-activated protein kinase pathway by inhibiting Raf
activation. Cell Microbiol. 2003;5(4):2671 75.

Lhocine N, Arena ET, Bomme P, Ubelmann F, Prévost M-C, Robine S, et al.
Apical invasion of intestinal epithelial cells by Salmonella typhimurium requires
villin to remodel the brush border actin cytoskeleton. Cell Host Microbe. 2015 Feb
11;17(2):164177.

Drecktrah D, Knodler LA, Ireland R, Steele-Mortimer O. The mechanism of
Salmonella entry determines the vacuolar environment and intracellular gene
expression. Traffic. 2006 Jan;7(1):391 51.

Bakowski MA, Cirulis JT, Brown NF, Finlay BB, Brumell JH. SopD acts
cooperatively with SopB during Sa/monella enterica serovar Typhimurium
invasion. Cell Microbiol. 2007 Dec;9(12):28391 55.

Steele-Mortimer O, Knodler LA, Marcus SL, Scheid MP, Goh B, Pfeifer CG, et al.
Activation of Akt/protein kinase B in epithelial cells by the Salmonella
typhimurium effector sigD. J Biol Chem. 2000 Dec 1;275(48):37718i 24.

Knodler LA, Finlay BB, Steele-Mortimer O. The Salmonella effector protein SopB
protects epithelial cells from apoptosis by sustained activation of Akt. J Biol
Chem. 2005 Mar 11;280(10):905871 64.

Kuijl C, Savage NDL, Marsman M, Tuin AW, Janssen L, Egan DA, et al.
Intracellular bacterial growth is controlled by a kinase network around
PKB/AKT1. Nature. 2007 Nov 29;450(7170):72571 30.

Mallo GV, Espina M, Smith AC, Terebiznik MR, Alemén A, Finlay BB, et al.

SopB promotes phosphatidylinositol 3-phosphate formation on Salmonella
vacuoles by recruiting Rab5 and Vps34. J Cell Biol. 2008 Aug 25;182(4):74171 52.

202



245.

246.

247.

248.

249.

250.

251.

252.

253.

254.

255.

256.

Bakowski MA, Braun V, Lam GY, Yeung T, Heo WD, Meyer T, et al. The
Phosphoinositide Phosphatase SopB Manipulates Membrane Surface Charge and
Trafficking of the Sa/monella-Containing Vacuole. Cell Host Microbe. 2010 Jun
17;7(6):4531 62.

Braun V, Wong A, Landekic M, Hong WJ, Grinstein S, Brumell JH. Sorting nexin
3 (SNX3) is a component of a tubular endosomal network induced by Salmonella

and involved in maturation of the Salmonella-containing vacuole. Cell Microbiol.
2010 Sep 1;12(9):13527 67.

Singh PK, Kapoor A, Lomash RM, Kumar K, Kamerkar SC, Pucadyil TJ, et al.
Salmonella SipA mimics a cognate SNARE for host Syntaxin8 to promote fusion
with early endosomes. J Cell Biol. 2018 03;217(12):41991 214.

Humphreys D, Hume PJ, Koronakis V. The Sa/monella Effector SptP
Dephosphorylates Host AAA+ ATPase VCP to Promote Development of its
Intracellular Replicative Niche. Cell Host Microbe. 2009 Mar 19;5(3):2257 33.

Cheng S, Wang L, Liu Q, Qi L, Yu K, Wang Z, et al. Identification of a Novel
Salmonella Type 111 Effector by Quantitative Secretome Profiling. Mol Cell
Proteomics. 2017 Dec;16(12):221971 28.

Lau N, Haeberl e AL, O6Keeffe BJ, Latomar
SopF, a phosphoinositide binding effector, promotes the stability of the nascent
Salmonella-containing vacuole. PLoS Pathog. 2019;15(7):e1007959.

Xu'Y, Zhou P, Cheng S, Lu Q, Nowak K, Hopp A-K, et al. A Bacterial Effector
Reveals the V-ATPase-ATG16L1 Axis that Initiates Xenophagy. Cell. 2019
25;178(3):552-566.€20.

Knodler LA. Salmonella enterica: living a double life in epithelial cells. Curr Opin
Microbiol. 2015 Feb;23:237 31.

Stévenin V, Chang Y-Y, Le Toquin Y, Duchateau M, Gianetto QG, Luk CH, et al.
Dynamic Growth and Shrinkage of the Sa/monella-Containing Vacuole
Determines the Intracellular Pathogen Niche. Cell Rep. 2019 Dec 17;29(12):3958-
3973.¢e7.

Knodler LA, Nair V, Steele-Mortimer O. Quantitative Assessment of Cytosolic
Salmonella in Epithelial Cells. PloS One. 2014 Jan 6;9(1):e84681.

Finn CE, Chong A, Cooper KG, Starr T, Steele-Mortimer O. A second wave of
Salmonella T3SS1 activity prolongs the lifespan of infected epithelial cells. PLoS
Pathog. 2017 Apr;13(4):e1006354.

Klein JA, Grenz JR, Slauch JM, Knodler LA. Controlled Activity of the
Salmonella Invasion-Associated Injectisome Reveals Its Intracellular Role in the
Cytosolic Population. mBio. 2017 Dec 5;8(6).

203



257.

258.

259.

260.

261.

262.

263.

264.

265.

266.

267.

Chong A, Starr T, Finn CE, Steele-Mortimer O. A role for the Salmonella Type 111
Secretion System 1 in bacterial adaptation to the cytosol of epithelial cells. Mol
Microbiol. 2019;112(4):12707 83.

Shea JE, Hensel M, Gleeson C, Holden DW. Identification of a virulence locus
encoding a second type III secretion system in Salmonella typhimurium. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A. 1996 Mar 19;93(6):259371 7.

Hensel M. Salmonella pathogenicity island 2. Mol Microbiol. 2000
Jun;36(5):101571 23.

Hensel M, Shea JE, Gleeson C, Jones MD, Dalton E, Holden DW. Simultaneous
identification of bacterial virulence genes by negative selection. Science. 1995 Jul
21;269(5222):4001 3.

Buckner MMC, Croxen MA, Arena ET, Finlay BB. A comprehensive study of the
contribution of Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium SPI2 effectors to

bacterial colonization, survival, and replication in typhoid fever, macrophage, and
epithelial cell infection models. Virulence. 2011 Jun;2(3):2081 16.

Winter SE, Thiennimitr P, Winter MG, Butler BP, Huseby DL, Crawford RW, et
al. Gut inflammation provides a respiratory electron acceptor for Salmonella.
Nature. 2010 Sep 23;467(7314):4261 9.

Hensel M, Nikolaus T, Egelseer C. Molecular and functional analysis indicates a
mosaic structure of Sa/monella pathogenicity island 2. Mol Microbiol. 1999
Jan;31(2):4891 98.

Deiwick J, Nikolaus T, Erdogan S, Hensel M. Environmental regulation of
Salmonella pathogenicity island 2 gene expression. Mol Microbiol. 1999
Mar;31(6):17591 73.

Lee AK, Detweiler CS, Falkow S. OmpR regulates the two-component system
SsrA-sstB in Salmonella pathogenicity island 2. J Bacteriol. 2000 Feb;182(3):7711
81.

Zaharik ML, Vallance BA, Puente JL, Gros P, Finlay BB. Hostl pathogen
interactions: Host resistance factor Nramp1 up-regulates the expression of
Salmonella pathogenicity island-2 virulence genes. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A.
2002 Nov 26;99(24):1570571 10.

Linehan SA, Rytkénen A, Yu X-J, Liu M, Holden DW. SlyA Regulates Function

of Salmonella Pathogenicity Island 2 (SPI-2) and Expression of SPI-2-Associated
Genes. Infect Immun. 2005 Jul;73(7):43541 62.

204



268.

269.

270.

271.

272.

273.

274.

275.

276.

277.

278.

279.

Liew ATF, Foo YH, Gao Y, Zangoui P, Singh MK, Gulvady R, et al. Single cell,
super-resolution imaging reveals an acid pH-dependent conformational switch in
SsrB regulates SPI-2. Helaine S, Storz G, Slauch J, editors. eLife. 2019 Apr
29;8:¢45311.

Xu X, Hensel M. Systematic Analysis of the SstAB Virulon of Salmonella
enterica. Infect Immun. 2010 Jan;78(1):497 58.

Knuff K, Finlay BB. What the SIF Is Happeningd The Role of Intracellular
Salmonella-Induced Filaments. Front Cell Infect Microbiol. 2017;7:335.

Drecktrah D, Levine-Wilkinson S, Dam T, Winfree S, Knodler LA, Schroer TA, et
al. Dynamic behavior of Salmonella-induced membrane tubules in epithelial cells.
Traffic Cph Den. 2008 Dec;9(12):21171 29.

Rajashekar R, Liebl D, Seitz A, Hensel M. Dynamic remodeling of the endosomal
system during formation of Sa/monella-induced filaments by intracellular
Salmonella enterica. Traffic Cph Den. 2008 Dec;9(12):210071 16.

Liss V, Swart AL, Kehl A, Hermanns N, Zhang Y, Chikkaballi D, et al.
Salmonella enterica Remodels the Host Cell Endosomal System for Efficient
Intravacuolar Nutrition. Cell Host Microbe. 2017 Mar 8;21(3):39071 402.

Stein MA, Leung KY, Zwick M, Portillo FG, Finlay BB. Identification of a
Salmonella virulence gene required for formation of filamentous structures

containing lysosomal membrane glycoproteins within epithelial cells. Mol
Microbiol. 1996;20(1):15171 64.

Waterman SR, Holden DW. Functions and effectors of the Salmonella
pathogenicity island 2 type III secretion system. Cell Microbiol. 2003;5(8):5011 11.

Moest T, Zhao W, Zhao Y, Schiissler JM, Yan W, Gorvel J-P, et al. Contribution
of bacterial effectors and host proteins to the composition and function of
Salmonella-induced tubules. Cell Microbiol. 2018;20(12):e12951.

McEwan DG, Richter B, Claudi B, Wigge C, Wild P, Farhan H, et al. PLEKHMI1
regulates Sa/monella-containing vacuole biogenesis and infection. Cell Host
Microbe. 2015 Jan 14;17(1):581 71.

Sindhwani A, Arya SB, Kaur H, Jagga D, Tuli A, Sharma M. Salmonella exploits
the host endolysosomal tethering factor HOPS complex to promote its
intravacuolar replication. PLoS Pathog. 2017 Oct;13(10):e1006700.

Henry T, Couillault C, Rockenfeller P, Boucrot E, Dumont A, Schroeder N, et al.
The Salmonella effector protein PipB2 is a linker for kinesin-1. Proc Natl Acad Sci
U S A. 2006 Sep 5;103(36):134971 502.

205



280.

281.

282.

283.

284.

285.

286.

287.

288.

289.

290.

Alberdi L, Vergnes A, Manneville J-B, Tembo DL, Fang Z, Zhao Y, et al.

Regulation of kinesin-1 activity by the Salmonella enterica effectors PipB2 and

SifA. J Cell Sci. 2020 May 14;133(9).

D6Costa VM, Coyaud

E,

Brerdath ¥, Li K, €t al.

Laurent

BiolD screen of Salmonella type 3 secreted effectors reveals host factors involved
in vacuole positioning and stability during infection. Nat Microbiol.

2019;4(12):251171 22.

McGourty K, Thurston TL, Matthews SA, Pinaud L, Mota LJ, Holden DW.

Salmonella Inhibits Retrograde Trafficking of Mannose-6-Phosphate Receptors

and Lysosome Function. Science. 2012 Nov 16;338(6109):9631 7.

Ohlson MB, Huang Z, Alto NM, Blanc M-P, Dixon JE, Chai J, et al. Structure and

Function of Salmonella SifA Indicate that Its Interactions with SKIP, Ssel, and
RhoA Family GTPases Induce Endosomal Tubulation. Cell Host Microbe. 2008

Nov 13;4(5):4341 46.

Deiwick J, Salcedo SP, Boucrot E, Gilliland SM, Henry T, Petermann N, et al. The
translocated Salmonella effector proteins SseF and SseG interact and are required
to establish an intracellular replication niche. Infect Immun. 2006

Dec;74(12):69651 72.

Miiller P, Chikkaballi D, Hensel M. Functional dissection of SseF, a membrane-
integral effector protein of intracellular Salmonella enterica. PloS One.

2012;7(4):e35004.

Yu X-J, Liu M, Holden DW. Salmonella Effectors SseF and SseG Interact with

Mammalian Protein ACBD3 (GCP60) To Anchor Salmonella-Containing
Vacuoles at the Golgi Network. mBio. 2016 12;7(4):e00474-16.

Kuhle V, Hensel M. SseF and SseG are translocated effectors of the type I1I
secretion system of Salmonella pathogenicity island 2 that modulate aggregation of
endosomal compartments. Cell Microbiol. 2002 Dec;4(12):8131 24.

Domingues L, Ismail A, Charro N, Rodriguez-Escudero I, Holden DW, Molina M,

et al. The Salmonella effector SteA binds phosphatidylinositol 4-phosphate for

subcellular targeting within host cells. Cell Microbiol. 2016;18(7):9491 69.

Domingues L, Holden DW, Mota LJ. The Salmonella effector SteA contributes to
the control of membrane dynamics of Salmonella-containing vacuoles. Infect

Immun. 2014 Jul;82(7):292371 34.

Jiang X, Rossanese OW, Brown NF, Kujat-Choy S, Galan JE, Finlay BB, et al.

The related effector proteins SopD and SopD2 from Salmonella enterica serovar
Typhimurium contribute to virulence during systemic infection of mice. Mol

Microbiol. 2004 Dec;54(5):11861 98.

206



291.

292.

293.

294.

295.

296.

297.

298.

299.

300.

301.

302.

Birmingham CL, Jiang X, Ohlson MB, Miller SI, Brumell JH. Salmonella-Induced
Filament Formation Is a Dynamic Phenotype Induced by Rapidly Replicating
Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium in Epithelial Cells. Infect Immun. 2005

Feb;73(2):1204i 8.

Rui z

Al b elrBtuzod GR, B¥akey AN, Galyov EE, Holden DW.
Complementary activities of SseJ and SifA regulate dynamics of the Salmonella

typhimurium vacuolar membrane. Mol Microbiol. 2002;44(3):6451 61.

Schroeder N, Henry T, de Chastellier C, Zhao W, Guilhon A-A, Gorvel J-P, et al.

The virulence protein SopD2 regulates membrane dynamics of Salmonella-
containing vacuoles. PLoS Pathog. 2010 Jul 15;6(7):e1001002.

D6Costa VM,

Br aun

v,

Landeki

c

M,

Shi

Salmonella Disrupts Host Endocytic Trafficking by SopD2-Mediated Inhibition of

Rab7. Cell Rep. 2015 Sep 1;12(9):15081 18.

Spano S, Gao X, Hannemann S, Lara-Tejero M, Galan JE. A Bacterial Pathogen

Targets a Host Rab-Family GTPase Defense Pathway with a GAP. Cell Host
Microbe. 2016 Feb 10;19(2):2161 26.

Teo WX, Yang Z, Kerr MC, Luo L, Guo Z, Alexandrov K, et al. Salmonella

effector SopD?2 interferes with Rab34 function. Cell Biol Int. 2017;41(4):43371 46.

Nawabi P, Catron DM, Haldar K. Esterification of cholesterol by a type Il

secretion effector during intracellular Sa/monella infection. Mol Microbiol.

2008;68(1):1731 85.

Kolodziejek AM, Miller SI. Salmonella modulation of the phagosome membrane,
role of SseJ. Cell Microbiol. 2015;17(3):333141.

Auweter SD, Yu HB, Arena ET, Guttman JA, Finlay BB. Oxysterol-binding
protein (OSBP) enhances replication of intracellular Sa/monella and binds the

Salmonella SPI-2 effector Ssel via its N-terminus. Microbes Infect. 2012

Feb;14(2):148i 54.

Kolodziejek AM, Altura MA, Fan J, Petersen EM, Cook M, Brzovic PS, et al.

Salmonella Translocated Effectors Recruit OSBP1 to the Phagosome to Promote

Vacuolar Membrane Integrity. Cell Rep. 2019 14;27(7):2147-2156.¢5.

Ngo M, Ridgway ND. Oxysterol Binding Proteini related Protein 9 (ORP9) Is a
Cholesterol Transfer Protein That Regulates Golgi Structure and Function. Mol

Biol Cell. 2009 Mar 1;20(5):13887199.

Arena ET, Auweter SD, Antunes LCM, Vogl AW, Han J, Guttman JA, et al. The
deubiquitinase activity of the Sa/monella pathogenicity island 2 effector, SseL,
prevents accumulation of cellular lipid droplets. Infect Immun. 2011

Nov;79(11):4392i 400.

207

R,



303.

304.

305.

306.

307.

308.

309.

310.

311.

312.

313.

314.

Mesquita FS, Thomas M, Sachse M, Santos AJM, Figueira R, Holden DW. The
Salmonella deubiquitinase SseL inhibits selective autophagy of cytosolic
aggregates. PLoS Pathog. 2012;8(6):¢1002743.

Coombes BK, Lowden MJ, Bishop JL, Wickham ME, Brown NF, Duong N, et al.
SseL is a Salmonella-specific translocated effector integrated into the SsrB-

controlled Salmonella pathogenicity island 2 type III secretion system. Infect
Immun. 2007 Feb;75(2):5747 80.

Rytkénen A, Poh J, Garmendia J, Boyle C, Thompson A, Liu M, et al. SseL, a
Salmonella deubiquitinase required for macrophage killing and virulence. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2007 Feb 27;104(9):35021 7.

Poh J, Odendall C, Spanos A, Boyle C, Liu M, Freemont P, et al. SteC is a
Salmonella kinase required for SPI-2-dependent F-actin remodelling. Cell
Microbiol. 2008;10(1):207 30.

Odendall C, Rolhion N, Forster A, Poh J, Lamont DJ, Liu M, et al. The Salmonella
Kinase SteC Targets the MAP Kinase MEK to Regulate the Host Actin
Cytoskeleton. Cell Host Microbe. 2012 Nov 15;12(5):6571 68.

Alix E, Godlee C, Cerny O, Blundell S, Tocci R, Matthews S, et al. The Tumour
Suppressor TMEM 127 Is a Nedd4-Family E3 Ligase Adaptor Required by
Salmonella SteD to Ubiquitinate and Degrade MHC Class II Molecules. Cell Host
Microbe. 2020 May 27;S1931-3128(20)30251-1.

Bayer-Santos E, Durkin CH, Rigano LA, Kupz A, Alix E, Cerny O, et al. The
Salmonella Effector SteD Mediates MARCHS8-Dependent Ubiquitination of MHC
II Molecules and Inhibits T Cell Activation. Cell Host Microbe. 2016 Nov
9;20(5):584195.

Blanc-Potard A-B, Solomon F, Kayser J, Groisman EA. The SPI-3 Pathogenicity
Island of Salmonella enterica. J Bacteriol. 1999 Feb;181(3):9981 1004.

Moncrief MBC, Maguire ME. Magnesium and the Role of mgtC in Growth of
Salmonella typhimurium. Infect Immun. 1998 Aug 1;66(8):380271 9.

Giinzel D, Kucharski LM, Kehres DG, Romero MF, Maguire ME. The MgtC
Virulence Factor of Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium Activates Na+,K+-
ATPase. J Bacteriol. 2006 Aug 1;188(15):55861 94.

Choi S, Choi E, Cho Y-J, Nam D, Lee J, Lee E-J. The Salmonella virulence
protein MgtC promotes phosphate uptake inside macrophages. Nat Commun. 2019
Jul 25;10(1):17 14.

Wang S, Yang D, Wu X, Wang Y, Wang D, Tian M, et al. Autotransporter MisL.

of Salmonella enterica serotype Typhimurium facilitates bacterial aggregation and
biofilm formation. FEMS Microbiol Lett. 2018 Sep 1;365(17):171 8.

208



315.

316.

317.

318.

319.

320.

321.

322.

323.

324.

325.

Wong KK, McClelland M, Stillwell LC, Sisk EC, Thurston SJ, Saffer JD.
Identification and sequence analysis of a 27-kilobase chromosomal fragment
containing a Salmonella pathogenicity island located at 92 minutes on the

chromosome map of Salmonella enterica serovar typhimurium LT2. Infect Immun.
1998 Jul;66(7):33651 71.

Amavisit P, Lightfoot D, Browning GF, Markham PF. Variation between
Pathogenic Serovars within Salmonella Pathogenicity Islands. J Bacteriol. 2003
Jun;185(12):36247 35.

Gerlach RG, Jackel D, Stecher B, Wagner C, Lupas A, Hardt W-D, et al.
Salmonella Pathogenicity Island 4 encodes a giant non-fimbrial adhesin and the
cognate type 1 secretion system. Cell Microbiol. 2007 Jul;9(7):183471 50.

Li X, Bleumink-Pluym NMC, Luijkx YMCA, Wubbolts RW, Putten JPM van,
Strijbis K. MUCI is a receptor for the Sa/monella SiiE adhesin that enables apical
invasion into enterocytes. PLoS Pathog. 2019 Feb 4;15(2):¢1007566.

Main-Hester KL, Colpitts KM, Thomas GA, Fang FC, Libby SJ. Coordinate
Regulation of Salmonella Pathogenicity Island 1 (SPI1) and SPI4 in Salmonella
enterica Serovar Typhimurium. Infect Immun. 2008 Mar;76(3):102471 35.

Wood MW, Jones MA, Watson PR, Hedges S, Wallis TS, Galyov EE.
Identification of a pathogenicity island required for Salmonella
enteropathogenicity. Mol Microbiol. 1998 Aug;29(3):883191.

Hansen-Wester 1, Hensel M. Sa/monella pathogenicity islands encoding type 111
secretion systems. Microbes Infect. 2001 Jun 1;3(7):54971 59.

Darwin KH, Robinson LS, Miller VL. SigE Is a Chaperone for the Salmonella
enterica Serovar Typhimurium Invasion Protein SigD. J Bacteriol. 2001 Feb
15;183(4):14521 4.

Knodler LA, Celli J, Hardt W-D, Vallance BA, Yip C, Finlay BB. Salmonella
effectors within a single pathogenicity island are differentially expressed and

translocated by separate type III secretion systems. Mol Microbiol. 2002
Mar;43(5):10891 103.

Folkesson A, Lofdahl S, Normark S. The Sa/monella enterica subspecies I specific
centisome 7 genomic island encodes novel protein families present in bacteria
living in close contact with eukaryotic cells. Res Microbiol. 2002 Oct;153(8):5371
45.

Lambert MA, Smith SGJ. The PagN protein of Salmonella enterica serovar
Typhimurium is an adhesin and invasin. BMC Microbiol. 2008 Sep 8;8:142.

209



326.

327.

328.

329.

330.

331.

332.

333.

334.

335.

336.

Wu Y, Hu Q, Dehinwal R, Rakov AV, Grams N, Clemens EC, et al. The Not so
Good, the Bad and the Ugly: Differential Bacterial Adhesion and Invasion
Mediated by Salmonella PagN Allelic Variants. Microorganisms. 2020
Apr;8(4):489.

Mulder DT, Cooper CA, Coombes BK. Type VI secretion system-associated gene
clusters contribute to pathogenesis of Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium.
Infect Immun. 2012 Jun;80(6):19961 2007.

Sana TG, Flaugnatti N, Lugo KA, Lam LH, Jacobson A, Baylot V, et al.
Salmonella Typhimurium utilizes a T6SS-mediated antibacterial weapon to
establish in the host gut. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2016 23;113(34):E5044-5051.

Leclerc J-M, Quevillon E-L, Houde Y, Paranjape K, Dozois CM, Daigle F.
Regulation and production of Tcf, a cable-like fimbriae from Salmonella enterica
serovar Typhi. Microbiology. 2016;162(5):7771 88.

Azriel S, Goren A, Shomer I, Aviv G, Rahav G, Gal-Mor O. The Typhi
colonization factor (Tcf) is encoded by multiple non-typhoidal Sa/monella serovars
but exhibits a varying expression profile and interchanging contribution to
intestinal colonization. Virulence. 2017 17;8(8):179171 807.

Pickard D, Wain J, Baker S, Line A, Chohan S, Fookes M, et al. Composition,
acquisition, and distribution of the Vi exopolysaccharide-encoding Salmonella
enterica pathogenicity island SPI-7. J Bacteriol. 2003 Sep;185(17):50557 65.

Zhang XL, Tsui IS, Yip CM, Fung AW, Wong DK, Dai X, et al. Sa/monella
enterica serovar typhi uses type IVB pili to enter human intestinal epithelial cells.
Infect Immun. 2000 Jun;68(6):30671 73.

Dufresne K, Saulnier-Bellemare J, Daigle F. Functional Analysis of the
Chaperone-Usher Fimbrial Gene Clusters of Salmonella enterica serovar Typhi.
Front Cell Infect Microbiol. 2018 Feb 8;8:26.

Morris C, Tam CKP, Wallis TS, Jones PW, Hackett J. Salmonella enterica serovar
Dublin strains which are Vi antigen-positive use type IVB pili for bacterial self-
association and human intestinal cell entry. Microb Pathog. 2003 Dec 1;35(6):2791
84.

Espinoza RA, Silva-Valenzuela CA, Amaya FA, Urrutia M, Contreras 1,
Santiviago CA. Differential roles for pathogenicity islands SPI-13 and SPI-8 in the
interaction of Salmonella Enteritidis and Sa/monella Typhi with murine and human
macrophages. Biol Res. 2017 Feb 15;50(1):5.

Latasa C, Roux A, Toledo-Arana A, Ghigo J-M, Gamazo C, Penadés JR, et al.
BapA, a large secreted protein required for biofilm formation and host colonization
of Salmonella enterica serovar Enteritidis. Mol Microbiol. 2005 Dec;58(5):13221
39.

210



337.

338.

339.

340.

341.

342.

343.

344.

345.

346.

347.

Velasquez JC, Hidalgo AA, Villagra N, Santiviago CA, Mora GC, Fuentes JA.
SPI-9 of Salmonella enterica serovar Typhi is constituted by an operon positively

regulated by RpoS and contributes to adherence to epithelial cells in culture.
Microbiology. 2016;162(8):13671 78.

Elpers L, Kretzschmar J, Nuccio S-P, Biumler AJ, Hensel M. Factors Required for
Adhesion of Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium to Corn Salad
(Valerianella locusta). Appl Environ Microbiol. 2020 Apr 1;86(8).

Bishop AL, Baker S, Jenks S, Fookes M, Gaora PO, Pickard D, et al. Analysis of
the hypervariable region of the Sa/monella enterica genome associated with
tRNA(leuX). J Bacteriol. 2005 Apr;187(7):24691 82.

Faucher SP, Viau C, Gros P-P, Daigle F, Le Moual H. The prpZ gene cluster
encoding eukaryotic-type Ser/Thr protein kinases and phosphatases is repressed by

oxidative stress and involved in Salmonella enterica serovar Typhi survival in
human macrophages. FEMS Microbiol Lett. 2008 Apr;281(2):1607 6.

Gunn JS, Alpuche-Aranda CM, Loomis WP, Belden WJ, Miller SI.
Characterization of the Salmonella typhimurium pagC/pagD chromosomal region.
J Bacteriol. 1995 Sep;177(17):50401 7.

Lee YH, Kim S, Helmann JD, Kim B-H, Park YK. RaoN, a small RNA encoded
within Salmonella pathogenicity island-11, confers resistance to macrophage-
induced stress. Microbiol Read Engl. 2013 Jul;159(Pt 7):13661 78.

Spano S, Ugalde JE, Galan JE. Delivery of a Sa/monella Typhi Exotoxin from a
Host Intracellular Compartment. Cell Host Microbe. 2008 Jan 17;3(1):307 8.

Tomljenovic-Berube AM, Henriksbo B, Porwollik S, Cooper CA, Tuinema BR,
McClelland M, et al. Mapping and regulation of genes within Salmonella
pathogenicity island 12 that contribute to in vivo fitness of Salmonella enterica
Serovar Typhimurium. Infect Immun. 2013 Jul;81(7):23941 404.

Slauch JM, Lee AA, Mahan MJ, Mekalanos JJ. Molecular characterization of the
oafA locus responsible for acetylation of Salmonella typhimurium O-antigen: oafA

is a member of a family of integral membrane trans-acylases. J Bacteriol. 1996
Oct;178(20):59041 9.

Elder JR, Chiok KL, Paul NC, Haldorson G, Guard J, Shah DH. The Salmonella
pathogenicity island 13 contributes to pathogenesis in streptomycin pre-treated
mice but not in day-old chickens. Gut Pathog. 2016 May 2;8(1):16.

Srikumar S, Kroger C, Hébrard M, Colgan A, Owen SV, Sivasankaran SK, et al.

RNA-seq Brings New Insights to the Intra-Macrophage Transcriptome of
Salmonella Typhimurium. PLoS Pathog. 2015 Nov 12;11(11):e1005262.

211



348.

349.

350.

351.

352.

353.

354.

355.

356.

357.

358.

Elder JR, Paul NC, Burin R, Guard J, Shah DH. Genomic organization and role of
SPI-13 in nutritional fitness of Salmonella. Int J] Med Microbiol. 2018 Dec
1;308(8):10437 52.

Chakraborty S, Chaudhuri D, Balakrishnan A, Chakravortty D. Salmonella
methylglyoxal detoxification by STM3117-encoded lactoylglutathione lyase
affects virulence in coordination with Sa/monella pathogenicity island 2 and
phagosomal acidification. Microbiol Read Engl. 2014 Sep;160(Pt 9):1999712017.

Eriksson S, Lucchini S, Thompson A, Rhen M, Hinton JCD. Unravelling the
biology of macrophage infection by gene expression profiling of intracellular
Salmonella enterica. Mol Microbiol. 2003 Jan;47(1):10371 18.

Jiang L, Feng L, Yang B, Zhang W, Wang P, Jiang X, et al. Signal transduction
pathway mediated by the novel regulator LoiA for low oxygen tension induced
Salmonella Typhimurium invasion. PLoS Pathog. 2017 Jun;13(6):e1006429.

LiH, Li X, Lv R, Jiang X, Cao H, Du Y, et al. Global regulatory function of the
low oxygen-induced transcriptional regulator LoiA in Salmonella Typhimurium

revealed by RNA sequencing. Biochem Biophys Res Commun. 2018
10;503(3):202271 7.

Vernikos GS, Parkhill J. Interpolated variable order motifs for identification of
horizontally acquired DNA: revisiting the Sa/monella pathogenicity islands.
Bioinformatics. 2006 Sep 15;22(18):21961 203.

Bogomolnaya LM, Santiviago CA, Yang H-J, Baumler AJ, Andrews-Polymenis
HL. AForm variationo of the Shéelanti gen
Typhimurium in the murine intestine. Mol Microbiol. 2008 Dec;70(5):110571 19.

Fuentes JA, Villagra N, Castillo-Ruiz M, Mora GC. The Salmonella Typhi hlyE
gene plays a role in invasion of cultured epithelial cells and its functional transfer

to S. Typhimurium promotes deep organ infection in mice. Res Microbiol. 2008
May;159(4):2791 87.

den Bakker HC, Moreno Switt AL, Govoni G, Cummings CA, Ranieri ML,
Degoricija L, et al. Genome sequencing reveals diversification of virulence factor

content and possible host adaptation in distinct subpopulations of Salmonella
enterica. BMC Genomics. 2011 Aug 22;12(1):425.

Faucher SP, Forest C, Béland M, Daigle F. A novel PhoP-regulated locus encoding
the cytolysin ClyA and the secreted invasin TaiA of Salmonella enterica serovar
Typhi is involved in virulence. Microbiol Read Engl. 2009 Feb;155(Pt 2):4771 88.

Blondel CJ, Jiménez JC, Contreras I, Santiviago CA. Comparative genomic

analysis uncovers 3 novel loci encoding type six secretion systems differentially
distributed in Salmonella serotypes. BMC Genomics. 2009 Aug 4;10(1):354.

212



359.

360.

361.

362.

363.

364.

365.

366.

367.

368.

369.

Pezoa D, Blondel CJ, Silva CA, Yang H-J, Andrews-Polymenis H, Santiviago CA,

et al. Only one of the two type VI secretion systems encoded in the Salmonella
enterica serotype Dublin genome is involved in colonization of the avian and
murine hosts. Vet Res. 2014 Jan 9;45:2.

Blondel CJ, Yang H-J, Castro B, Chiang S, Toro CS, Zaldivar M, et al.
Contribution of the Type VI Secretion System Encoded in SPI-19 to Chicken

Colonization by Salmonella enterica Serotypes Gallinarum and Enteritidis. PLoS
One. 2010 Jul 22;5(7):e11724.

Hayward MR, AbuOun M, La Ragione RM, Tchorzewska MA, Cooley WA,
Everest DJ, et al. SPI-23 of S. Derby: Role in Adherence and Invasion of Porcine
Tissues. PLoS One. 2014 Sep 19;9(9):¢107857.

Sun H, Kamanova J, Lara-Tejero M, Galan JE. A Family of Salmonella Type 111
Secretion Effector Proteins Selectively Targetsthe NF-a B Si gnal i n
Preserve Host Homeostasis. PLoS Pathog. 2016 Mar 2;12(3):e1005484.

Klumpp J, Fuchs TM. Identification of novel genes in genomic islands that
contribute to Sa/monella typhimurium replication in macrophages. Microbiology.
2007;153(4):12071 20.

Sabbagh SC, Forest CG, Lepage C, Leclerc J-M, Daigle F. So similar, yet so
different: uncovering distinctive features in the genomes of Sal/monella enterica
serovars Typhimurium and Typhi. FEMS Microbiol Lett. 2010 Apr;305(1):1713.

Saroj SD, Shashidhar R, Karani M, Bandekar JR. Distribution of Salmonella
pathogenicity island (SPI)-8 and SPI-10 among different serotypes of Salmonella.
J Med Microbiol. 2008;57(4):42417.

Chiu C-H, Tang P, Chu C, Hu S, Bao Q, Yu J, et al. The genome sequence of
Salmonella enterica serovar Choleraesuis, a highly invasive and resistant zoonotic
pathogen. Nucleic Acids Res. 2005;33(5):16901 8.

Shah DH, Lee M-J, Park J-H, Lee J-H, Eo S-K, Kwon J-T, et al. Identification of
Salmonella gallinarum virulence genes in a chicken infection model using PCR-
based signature-tagged mutagenesis. Microbiol Read Engl. 2005 Dec;151(Pt
12):39571 68.

Blondel CJ, Jiménez JC, Leiva LE, Alvarez SA, Pinto BI, Contreras F, et al. The
Type VI Secretion System Encoded in Sa/monella Pathogenicity Island 19 Is

Required for Salmonella enterica Serotype Gallinarum Survival within Infected
Macrophages. Infect Immun. 2013 Apr 1;81(4):120771 20.

Rotger R, Casadests J. The virulence plasmids of Salmonella. Int Microbiol Off J
Span Soc Microbiol. 1999 Sep;2(3):1771 84.

213

g

Pat h\



370.

371.

372.

373.

374.

375.

376.

377.

378.

379.

380.

381.

Chu C, Feng Y, Chien A-C, Hu S, Chu C-H, Chiu C-H. Evolution of genes on the
Salmonella Virulence plasmid phylogeny revealed from sequencing of the
virulence plasmids of S. enterica serotype Dublin and comparative analysis.
Genomics. 2008 Nov 1;92(5):339143.

Guiney DG, Fierer J. The Role of the spv Genes in Sa/monella Pathogenesis. Front
Microbiol. 2011;2:129.

Rhen M, Riikonen P, Taira S. Transcriptional regulation of Salmonella enterica
virulence plasmid genes in cultured macrophages. Mol Microbiol. 1993
Oct;10(1):4571 56.

Fierer J, Eckmann L, Fang F, Pfeifer C, Finlay BB, Guiney D. Expression of the
Salmonella virulence plasmid gene spvB in cultured macrophages and
nonphagocytic cells. Infect Immun. 1993 Dec;61(12):52317 6.

Heithoff DM, Conner CP, Hentschel U, Govantes F, Hanna PC, Mahan MJ.
Coordinate Intracellular Expression of Sa/monella Genes Induced during Infection.
J Bacteriol. 1999 Feb;181(3):7991 807.

Grob P, Guiney DG. In Vitro Binding of the Sa/monella Dublin Virulence Plasmid
Regulatory Protein SpvR to the Promoter Regions of spvA and spvR. J Bacteriol.
1996 Apr 1;178(7):181371 20.

Passaris I, Cambré A, Govers SK, Aertsen A. Bimodal Expression of the
Salmonella Typhimurium spv Operon. Genetics. 2018;210(2):6217 35.

Tezcan Merdol D, Nyman T, Lindberg
is ADP-ribosylated by the Salmonella enterica virulence-associated protein SpvB.
Mol Microbiol. 2001;39(3):60671 19.

Browne SH, Hasegawa P, Okamoto S, Fierer J, Guiney DG. Identification of
Salmonella SPI-2 secretion system components required for SpvB-mediated
cytotoxicity in macrophages and virulence in mice. FEMS Immunol Med
Microbiol. 2008 Mar 1;52(2):19471 201.

Mazurkiewicz P, Thomas J, Thompson JA, Liu M, Arbibe L, Sansonetti P, et al.
SpvC is a Salmonella effector with phosphothreonine lyase activity on host
mitogen-activated protein kinases. Mol Microbiol. 2008;67(6):13717 83.

Haneda T, Ishii Y, Shimizu H, Ohshima K, Iida N, Danbara H, et al. Salmonella
type III effector SpvC, a phosphothreonine lyase, contributes to reduction in
inflammatory response during intestinal phase of infection. Cell Microbiol.
2012;14(4):485199.

Gopinath A, Allen TA, Bridgwater CJ, Young CM, Worley MJ. The Salmonella
type III effector SpvC triggers the reverse transmigration of infected cells into the
bloodstream. PloS One. 2019;14(12):e0226126.

214

U,

He



382.

383.

384.

385.

386.

387.

388.

389.

390.

391.

392.

Rolhion N, Furniss RCD, Grabe G, Ryan A, Liu M, Matthews SA, et al. Inhibition
of Nuclear Transport of NF-HUB  p 6 5 Salmymellt Type 111 Secretion System
Effector SpvD. PLoS Pathog. 2016 May 27;12(5):¢1005653.

Rychlik I, Gregorova D, Hradecka H. Distribution and function of plasmids in
Salmonella enterica. Vet Microbiol. 2006 Jan 10;112(1):17 10.

Baumler AJ, Tsolis RM, Bowe FA, Kusters JG, Hoffmann S, Heffron F. The pef
fimbrial operon of Salmonella typhimurium mediates adhesion to murine small

intestine and is necessary for fluid accumulation in the infant mouse. Infect
Immun. 1996 Jan;64(1):617 8.

Baumler AJ, Tsolis RM, Heffron F. Contribution of fimbrial operons to attachment
to and invasion of epithelial cell lines by Salmonella typhimurium. Infect Immun.
1996 May;64(5):18621 5.

Bouwman CW, Kohli M, Killoran A, Touchie GA, Kadner RJ, Martin NL.
Characterization of SrgA, a Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium virulence
plasmid-encoded paralogue of the disulfide oxidoreductase DsbA, essential for
biogenesis of plasmid-encoded fimbriae. J Bacteriol. 2003 Feb;185(3):9911 1000.

Miki T, Okada N, Danbara H. Two periplasmic disulfide oxidoreductases, DsbA
and SrgA, target outer membrane protein SpiA, a component of the Sa/monella

pathogenicity island 2 type III secretion system. J Biol Chem. 2004 Aug
13;279(33):346311 42.

Rosselin M, Virlogeux-Payant I, Roy C, Bottreau E, Sizaret P-Y, Mijouin L, et al.
Rck of Salmonella enterica, subspecies enterica serovar enteritidis, mediates
zipper-like internalization. Cell Res. 2010 Jun;20(6):6471 64.

Wiedemann A, Mijouin L, Ayoub MA, Barilleau E, Canepa S, Teixeira-Gomes
AP, et al. Identification of the epidermal growth factor receptor as the receptor for
Salmonella Rck-dependent invasion. FASEB J Off Publ Fed Am Soc Exp Biol.
2016;30(12):4180191.

Heffernan EJ, Reed S, Hackett J, Fierer J, Roudier C, Guiney D. Mechanism of
resistance to complement-mediated killing of bacteria encoded by the Salmonella
typhimurium virulence plasmid gene rck. J Clin Invest. 1992 Sep;90(3):95371 64.

Ho DK, Tissari J, Jirvinen HM, Blom AM, Meri S, Jarva H. Functional
recruitment of human complement inhibitor C4B-binding protein to outer
membrane protein Rck of Salmonella. PloS One. 2011;6(11):e27546.

Vandenbosch JL, Rabert DK, Kurlandsky DR, Jones GW. Sequence analysis of
rsk, a portion of the 95-kilobase plasmid of Salmonella typhimurium associated

with resistance to the bactericidal activity of serum. Infect Immun. 1989
Mar;57(3):8501 7.

215



393.

394.

395.

396.

397.

398.

399.

400.

401.

402.

403.

404.

Boyd EF. Bacteriophage-Encoded Bacterial Virulence Factors and Phagei
Pathogenicity Island Interactions. Adv Virus Res. 2012 Jan 1;82:9171118.

Hiley L, Fang N-X, Micalizzi GR, Bates J. Distribution of Gifsy-3 and of Variants
of ST64B and Gifsy-1 Prophages amongst Salmonella enterica Serovar

Typhimurium Isolates: Evidence that Combinations of Prophages Promote
Clonality. PLoS One. 2014 Jan 24;9(1):e86203.

Mottawea W, Duceppe M-O, Dupras AA, Usongo V, Jeukens J, Freschi L, et al.

Salmonella enterica Prophage Sequence Profiles Reflect Genome Diversity and
Can Be Used for High Discrimination Subtyping. Front Microbiol. 2018 May

4:9:836.

Ehrbar K, Hardt W-D. Bacteriophage-encoded type III effectors in Salmonella

enterica subspecies 1 serovar Typhimurium. Infect Genet Evol. 2005 Jan 1;5(1):11

9.

Figueroa Bossi

in mice. Mol Microbiol. 1999;33(1):1671 76.

N,

Bossi

Figueroa-Bossi N, Coissac E, Netter P, Bossi L. Unsuspected prophage-like

elements in Salmonella typhimurium. Mol Microbiol. 1997 Jul;25(1):1617 73.

Figueroa Bossi

N,

L Salmébn&ldvindencd | e pr C

Uzzau S, Maloriol D, E
prophages provides a transferable repertoire of pathogenic determinants in
Salmonella. Mol Microbiol. 2001;39(2):2601 72.

Pilar AVC, Reid-Yu SA, Cooper CA, Mulder DT, Coombes BK. GogB Is an Anti-

Inflammatory Effector that Limits Tissue Damage during Sa/monella Infection
through Interaction with Human FBX022 and Skp1. PLoS Pathog. 2012 Jun

28:8(6):¢1002773.

Stanley TL, Ellermeier CD, Slauch JM. Tissue-Specific Gene Expression Identifies
a Gene in the Lysogenic Phage Gifsy-1 That Affects Salmonella enterica Serovar
Typhi murium Survival [

15;182(16):44061 13.

Spano S, Liu X, Galan JE. Proteolytic targeting of Rab29 by an effector protein
distinguishes the intracellular compartments of human-adapted and broad-host

A

n 0OP\egy er 0 s

Salmonella. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2011 Nov 8;108(45):1841871 23.

Pat ches.

Spano S, Galan JE. A Rab32-dependent pathway contributes to Sa/monella typhi
host restriction. Science. 2012 Nov 16;338(6109):9601 3.

Wachtel R, Brauning B, Mader SL, Ecker F, Kaila VRI, Groll M, et al. The

protease GtgE from Sa/monella exclusively targets inactive Rab GTPases. Nat

Commun. 2018 Jan 3;9(1):11 13.

216



405.

406.

407.

408.

409.

410.

411.

412.

413.

414.

415.

Golubeva YA, Slauch JM. Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium Periplasmic
Superoxide Dismutase SodCI Is a Member of the PhoPQ Regulon and Is Induced
in Macrophages. J Bacteriol. 2006 Nov 15;188(22):7853161.

Ammendola S, Pasquali P, Pacello F, Rotilio G, Castor M, Libby SJ, et al.
Regulatory and structural differences in the Cu,Zn-superoxide dismutases of
Salmonella enterica and their significance for virulence. J Biol Chem. 2008 May
16;283(20):1368871 99.

Fang FC, DeGroote MA, Foster JW, Baumler AJ, Ochsner U, Testerman T, et al.
Virulent Salmonella typhimurium has two periplasmic Cu, Zn-superoxide
dismutases. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 1999 Jun 22;96(13):75021 7.

McLaughlin LM, Govoni GR, Gerke C, Gopinath S, Peng K, Laidlaw G, et al. The
Salmonella SP12 Effector Ssel Mediates Long-Term Systemic Infection by
Modulating Host Cell Migration. PLoS Pathog. 2009 Nov 26;5(11):¢1000671.

Brink T, Leiss V, Siegert P, Jehle D, Ebner JK, Schwan C, et al. Sa/monella
Typhimurium effector Ssel inhibits chemotaxis and increases host cell survival by

deamidation of heterotrimeric Gi proteins. PLoS Pathog. 2018 Aug
13;14(8):¢1007248.

Jaslow SL, Gibbs KD, Fricke WF, Wang L, Pittman KJ, Mammel MK, et al.
Salmonella Activation of STAT3 Signaling by SarA Effector Promotes
Intracellular Replication and Production of IL-10. Cell Rep. 2018 19;23(12):35251
36.

Gibbs KD, Washington EJ, Jaslow SL, Bourgeois JS, Foster MW, Guo R, et al.
The Salmonella Secreted Effector SarA/SteE Mimics Cytokine Receptor Signaling
to Activate STAT3. Cell Host Microbe. 2020 Jan 8;27(1):129-139.e4.

Miao EA, Scherer CA, Tsolis RM, Kingsley RA, Adams LG, Baumler AJ, et al.
Salmonella typhimurium leucine-rich repeat proteins are targeted to the SPI1 and
SPI12 type III secretion systems. Mol Microbiol. 1999 Nov;34(4):85071 64.

Hardt WD, Urlaub H, Galan JE. A substrate of the centisome 63 type III protein
secretion system of Salmonella typhimurium is encoded by a cryptic
bacteriophage. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 1998 Mar 3;95(5):257419.

Brown NF, Coombes BK, Bishop JL, Wickham ME, Lowden MJ, Gal-Mor O, et
al. Salmonella Phage ST64B Encodes a Member of the SseK/NleB Effector
Family. PLoS One. 2011 Mar 18;6(3):e17824.

Glinster RA, Matthews SA, Holden DW, Thurston TLM. SseK1 and SseK3 Type
IIT Secretion System Effectors InhibitNF-a B Si gnal i ng and
in Salmonella-Infected Macrophages. Infect Immun. 2017;85(3):e00010-17.

217

Necrop



416.

417.

418.

419.

420.

421.

422.

423.

424.

425.

426.

427.

Newson JPM, Scott NE, Yeuk Wah Chung I, Wong Fok Lung T, Giogha C, Gan J,
et al. Salmonella Effectors SseK1 and SseK3 Target Death Domain Proteins in the
TNF and TRAIL Signaling Pathways. Mol Cell Proteomics MCP.
2019;18(6):1138i 56.

Davies MR, Broadbent SE, Harris SR, Thomson NR, van der Woude MW.
Horizontally acquired glycosyltransferase operons drive Salmonellae
lipopolysaccharide diversity. PLoS Genet. 2013 Jun;9(6):e1003568.

Liu D, Haase AM, Lindqvist L, Lindberg AA, Reeves PR. Glycosyl transferases of
O-antigen biosynthesis in Salmonella enterica: identification and characterization
of transferase genes of groups B, C2, and E1. J Bacteriol. 1993 Jun;175(11):34081
13.

Broadbent SE, Davies MR, van der Woude MW. Phase variation controls
expression of Salmonella lipopolysaccharide modification genes by a DNA
methylation-dependent mechanism. Mol Microbiol. 2010 Jul;77(2):3371 53.

Zuin A, Isasa M, Crosas B. Ubiquitin Signaling: Extreme Conservation as a Source
of Diversity. Cells. 2014 Jul 10;3(3):6901 701.

Pearce MJ, Mintseris J, Ferreyra J, Gygi SP, Darwin KH. Ubiquitin-like protein
involved in the proteasome pathway of Mycobacterium tuberculosis. Science. 2008
Nov 14;322(5904):110471 7.

Lehmann G, Udasin RG, Livneh I, Ciechanover A. Identification of UBact, a
ubiquitin-like protein, along with other homologous components of a conjugation

system and the proteasome in different gram-negative bacteria. Biochem Biophys
Res Commun. 2017 12;483(3):9461 50.

Humbard MA, Miranda HV, Lim J-M, Krause DJ, Pritz JR, Zhou G, et al.
Ubiquitin-like small archaeal modifier proteins (SAMPs) in Haloferax volcanii.
Nature. 2010 Jan;463(7277):541 60.

Yau R, Rape M. The increasing complexity of the ubiquitin code. Nat Cell Biol.
2016 27;18(6):5791 86.

Swatek KN, Komander D. Ubiquitin modifications. Cell Res. 2016 Apr;26(4):3991
422.

Schulman BA, Harper JW. Ubiquitin-like protein activation by E1 enzymes: the
apex for downstream signalling pathways. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol. 2009
May;10(5):31971 31.

Lee I, Schindelin H. Structural insights into E1-catalyzed ubiquitin activation and
transfer to conjugating enzymes. Cell. 2008 Jul 25;134(2):26871 78.

218



428.

429.

430.

431.

432.

433.

434.

435.

436.

437.

438.

439.

440.

Schifer A, Kuhn M, Schindelin H. Structure of the ubiquitin-activating enzyme
loaded with two ubiquitin molecules. Acta Crystallogr D Biol Crystallogr. 2014
May;70(Pt 5):13117 20.

Stewart MD, Ritterhoff T, Klevit RE, Brzovic PS. E2 enzymes: more than just
middle men. Cell Res. 2016 Apr;26(4):423140.

Ye Y, Rape M. Building ubiquitin chains: E2 enzymes at work. Nat Rev Mol Cell
Biol. 2009 Nov;10(11):75571 64.

Zheng N, Shabek N. Ubiquitin Ligases: Structure, Function, and Regulation. Annu
Rev Biochem. 2017 20;86:1297 57.

Li W, Bengtson MH, Ulbrich A, Matsuda A, Reddy VA, Orth A, et al. Genome-
wide and functional annotation of human E3 ubiquitin ligases identifies MULAN,
a mitochondri al E3 that regul ates
One. 2008 Jan 23;3(1):e1487.

Metzger MB, Pruneda JN, Klevit RE, Weissman AM. RING-type E3 ligases:
master manipulators of E2 ubiquitin-conjugating enzymes and ubiquitination.
Biochim Biophys Acta. 2014 Jan;1843(1):471 60.

Lin Y-H, Machner MP. Exploitation of the host cell ubiquitin machinery by
microbial effector proteins. J Cell Sci. 2017 Jun 15;130(12):19851 96.

Lorick KL, Jensen JP, Fang S, Ong AM, Hatakeyama S, Weissman AM. RING
fingers mediate ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme (E2)-dependent ubiquitination. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A. 1999 Sep 28;96(20):1136471 9.

Ohi MD, Vander Kooi CW, Rosenberg JA, Chazin WJ, Gould KL. Structural
insights into the U-box, a domain associated with multi-ubiquitination. Nat Struct
Biol. 2003 Apr;10(4):25071 5.

Deshaies RJ, Joazeiro CAP. RING domain E3 ubiquitin ligases. Annu Rev
Biochem. 2009;78:3991 434.

Petroski MD, Deshaies RJ. Function and regulation of cullinl RING ubiquitin
ligases. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol. 2005 Jan;6(1):971 20.

Reitsma JM, Liu X, Reichermeier KM, Moradian A, Sweredoski MJ, Hess S, et al.
Composition and Regulation of the Cellular Repertoire of SCF Ubiquitin Ligases.
Cell. 2017 Nov 30;171(6):1326-1339.¢14.

Silverman JS, Skaar JR, Pagano M. SCF ubiquitin ligases in the maintenance of
genome stability. Trends Biochem Sci. 2012 Feb;37(2):661 73.

219

t

he

o

r



441.

442.

443.

444,

445.

446.

447.

448.

449.

450.

451.

452.

453.

454.

Boh BK, Smith PG, Hagen T. Neddylation-induced conformational control
regulates cullin RING ligase activity in vivo. J] Mol Biol. 2011 Jun 3;409(2):1361
45.

Rotin D, Kumar S. Physiological functions of the HECT family of ubiquitin
ligases. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol. 2009 Jun;10(6):3987 409.

Scheffner M, Kumar S. Mammalian HECT ubiquitin-protein ligases: biological
and pathophysiological aspects. Biochim Biophys Acta. 2014 Jan;1843(1):6171 74.

Ingham RJ, Gish G, Pawson T. The Nedd4 family of E3 ubiquitin ligases:
functional diversity within a common modular architecture. Oncogene. 2004 Mar
15;23(11):19727 84.

Sanchez-Tena S, Cubillos-Rojas M, Schneider T, Rosa JL. Functional and
pathological relevance of HERC family proteins: a decade later. Cell Mol Life Sci
CMLS. 2016 May;73(10):19557 68.

Weber J, Polo S, Maspero E. HECT E3 Ligases: A Tale With Multiple Facets.
Front Physiol. 2019 Apr 3;10:370.

Smit JJ, Sixma TK. RBR E3-ligases at work. EMBO Rep. 2014 Feb;15(2):1421 54.

Dove KK, Klevit RE. RING-Between-RING E3 Ligases: Emerging Themes amid
the Variations. J Mol Biol. 2017 10;429(22):33631 75.

Kumar A, Aguirre JD, Condos TE, Martinez-Torres RJ, Chaugule VK, Toth R, et
al. Disruption of the autoinhibited state primes the E3 ligase parkin for activation
and catalysis. EMBO J. 2015 Oct 14;34(20):25061 21.

Noad J, von der Malsburg A, Pathe C, Michel MA, Komander D, Randow F.
LUBAC-synthesized linear ubiquitin chains restrict cytosol-invading bacteria by
activating autophagyand NF-e B. Nat Mi crobi ol . 2017

Grou CP, Pinto MP, Mendes AV, Domingues P, Azevedo JE. The de novo
synthesis of ubiquitin: identification of deubiquitinases acting on ubiquitin
precursors. Sci Rep. 2015 Aug 3;5:12836.

Clague MJ, Urbé S, Komander D. Breaking the chains: deubiquitylating enzyme
specificity begets function. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol. 2019 Jun;20(6):3387152.

Nijman SMB, Luna-Vargas MPA, Velds A, Brummelkamp TR, Dirac AMG,
Sixma TK, et al. A Genomic and Functional Inventory of Deubiquitinating
Enzymes. Cell. 2005 Dec 2;123(5):7731 86.

Sowa ME, Bennett EJ, Gygi SP, Harper JW. Defining the Human Deubiquitinating
Enzyme Interaction Landscape. Cell. 2009 Jul 23;138(2):3891403.

220

May



455.

456.

457.

458.

459.

460.

461.

462.

463.

464.

465.

466.

467.

Hermanns T, Pichlo C, Woiwode I, Klopffleisch K, Witting KF, Ovaa H, et al. A
family of unconventional deubiquitinases with modular chain specificity
determinants. Nat Commun. 2018 23;9(1):799.

Kabra A, Rumpa E, Li Y. Modulation of conformational equilibrium by
phosphorylation underlies the activation of deubiquitinase A. J Biol Chem. 2020
Mar 20;295(12):394571 51.

Bergink S, Jentsch S. Principles of ubiquitin and SUMO modifications in DNA
repair. Nature. 2009 Mar 26;458(7237):4611 7.

Haglund K, Di Fiore PP, Dikic I. Distinct monoubiquitin signals in receptor
endocytosis. Trends Biochem Sci. 2003 Nov;28(11):59871 603.

Hoeller D, Crosetto N, Blagoev B, Raiborg C, Tikkanen R, Wagner S, et al.
Regulation of ubiquitin-binding proteins by monoubiquitination. Nat Cell Biol.
2006 Feb;8(2):163719.

Hicke L. Protein regulation by monoubiquitin. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol. 2001
Mar;2(3):1951 201.

Braten O, Livneh I, Ziv T, Admon A, Kehat I, Caspi LH, et al. Numerous proteins
with unique characteristics are degraded by the 26S proteasome following
monoubiquitination. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2016 09;113(32):E4639-4647.

Haglund K, Sigismund S, Polo S, Szymkiewicz I, Fiore PPD, Dikic I. Multiple
monoubiquitination of RTKs is sufficient for their endocytosis and degradation.
Nat Cell Biol. 2003 May;5(5):4617 6.

Yin H, Gui Y, Du G, Frohman MA, Zheng X-L. Dependence of Phospholipase D1
Multi-monoubiquitination on Its Enzymatic Activity and Palmitoylation. J Biol
Chem. 2010 Apr 30;285(18):135801 8.

Dimova NV, Hathaway NA, Lee B-H, Kirkpatrick DS, Berkowitz ML, Gygi SP, et
al. APC/C-mediated multiple monoubiquitylation provides an alternative
degradation signal for cyclin B1. Nat Cell Biol. 2012 Jan 29;14(2):1681 76.

Chau V, Tobias JW, Bachmair A, Marriott D, Ecker DJ, Gonda DK, et al. A
multiubiquitin chain is confined to specific lysine in a targeted short-lived protein.
Science. 1989 Mar 24;243(4898):15761 83.

Grice GL, Nathan JA. The recognition of ubiquitinated proteins by the proteasome.
Cell Mol Life Sci CMLS. 2016;73(18):34971 506.

Saeki Y. Ubiquitin recognition by the proteasome. J Biochem (Tokyo). 2017 Feb
1;161(2):11371 24.

221



468.

469.

470.

471.

472.

473.

474.

475.

476.

477.

478.

479.

Dammer EB, Na CH, Xu P, Seyfried NT, Duong DM, Cheng D, et al.
Polyubiquitin linkage profiles in three models of proteolytic stress suggest the
etiology of Alzheimer disease. J Biol Chem. 2011 Mar 25;286(12):104571 65.

Xu P, Duong DM, Seyfried NT, Cheng D, Xie Y, Robert J, et al. Quantitative
proteomics reveals the function of unconventional ubiquitin chains in proteasomal
degradation. Cell. 2009 Apr 3;137(1):1337145.

Deng L, Wang C, Spencer E, Yang L,
Kinase Complex by TRAF6 Requires a Dimeric Ubiquitin-Conjugating Enzyme
Complex and a Unique Polyubiquitin Chain. Cell. 2000 Oct 13;103(2):351761.

Kanayama A, Seth RB, Sun L, Ea C-K, Hong M, Shaito A, et al. TAB2 and TAB3
activate the NF-kappaB pathway through binding to polyubiquitin chains. Mol
Cell. 2004 Aug 27;15(4):535148.

Laplantine E, Fontan E, Chiaravalli J, Lopez T, Lakisic G, Véron M, et al. NEMO
specifically recognizes K63-linked poly-ubiquitin chains through a new bipartite
ubiquitin-binding domain. EMBO J. 2009 Oct 7;28(19):288571 95.

Liu P, Gan W, Su S, Hauenstein AV, Fu T, Brasher B, et al. K63-linked
polyubiquitin chains bind to DNA to facilitate DNA damage repair. Sci Signal.
2018 Jun 5;11(533):eaar8133.

Gatti M, Pinato S, Maiolica A, Rocchio F, Prato MG, Aebersold R, et al. RNF168
Promotes Noncanonical K27 Ubiquitination to Signal DNA Damage. Cell Rep.
2015 Jan 13;10(2):22671 38.

Elia AEH, Boardman AP, Wang DC, Huttlin EL, Everley RA, Dephoure N, et al.
Quantitative Proteomic Atlas of Ubiquitination and Acetylation in the DNA
Damage Response. Mol Cell. 2015 Sep 3;59(5):8671 81.

Durcan TM, Tang MY, Pérusse JR, Dashti EA, Aguileta MA, McLelland G-L, et
al. USPS regulates mitophagy by removing K6-linked ubiquitin conjugates from
parkin. EMBO J. 2014 Nov 3;33(21):2473791.

Yuan W-C, Lee Y-R, Lin S-Y, Chang L-Y, Tan YP, Hung C-C, et al. K33-Linked
Polyubiquitination of Coronin 7 by Cul3-KLHL20 Ubiquitin E3 Ligase Regulates
Protein Trafficking. Mol Cell. 2014 May 22;54(4):5861 600.

Dynek JN, Goncharov T, Dueber EC, Fedorova AV, Izrael-Tomasevic A, Phu L, et
al. c-IAP1 and UbcHS5 promote K11-linked polyubiquitination of RIP1 in TNF
signalling. EMBO J. 2010 Dec 15;29(24):419871 209.

Wickliffe KE, Williamson A, Meyer H-J, Kelly A, Rape M. K11-linked ubiquitin

chains as novel regulators of cell division. Trends Cell Biol. 2011
Nov;21(11):6561 63.

222

Br aur



480.

481.

482.

483.

484.

485.

486.

487.

488.

489.

490.

491.

492.

Chastagner P, Isra€l A, Brou C. Itch/AIP4 mediates Deltex degradation through the
formation of K29-linked polyubiquitin chains. EMBO Rep. 2006 Nov
1;7(11):11471 53.

Fei C, Li Z, Li C, Chen Y, Chen Z, He X, et al. Smurfl-Mediated Lys29-Linked
Nonproteolytic Pol yubiquitina-Catewinn of
Signaling. Mol Cell Biol. 2013 Oct 15;33(20):409571 105.

Hrdinka M, Gyrd-Hansen M. The Metl-Linked Ubiquitin Machinery: Emerging
Themes of (De)regulation. Mol Cell. 2017 Oct 19;68(2):2657 80.

Kirisako T, Kamei K, Murata S, Kato M, Fukumoto H, Kanie M, et al. A ubiquitin
ligase complex assembles linear polyubiquitin chains. EMBO J. 2006 Oct
18;25(20):48771 87.

Kim HT, Kim KP, Lledias F, Kisselev AF, Scaglione KM, Skowyra D, et al.
Certain pairs of ubiquitin-conjugating enzymes (E2s) and ubiquitin-protein ligases
(E3s) synthesize nondegradable forked ubiquitin chains containing all possible
isopeptide linkages. J Biol Chem. 2007 Jun 15;282(24):173757 86.

Meyer H-J, Rape M. Enhanced Protein Degradation by Branched Ubiquitin
Chains. Cell. 2014 May 8;157(4):91071 21.

Emmerich CH, Ordureau A, Strickson S, Arthur JSC, Pedrioli PGA, Komander D,
et al. Activation of the canonical IKK complex by K63/M1-linked hybrid ubiquitin
chains. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2013 Sep 17;110(38):152471 52.

Kim HC, Huibregtse JM. Polyubiquitination by HECT E3s and the Determinants
of Chain Type Specificity. Mol Cell Biol. 2009 Jun 15;29(12):33071 18.

David Y, Ziv T, Admon A, Navon A. The E2 Ubiquitin-conjugating Enzymes
Direct Polyubiquitination to Preferred Lysines. J Biol Chem. 2010 Mar
19;285(12):85951 604.

Williamson A, Banerjee S, Zhu X, Philipp I, lavarone AT, Rape M. Regulation of
ubiquitin chain initiation to control the timing of substrate degradation. Mol Cell.
2011 Jun 24;42(6):744157.

Hodge CD, Spyracopoulos L, Glover JNM. Ubc13: the Lys63 ubiquitin chain
building machine. Oncotarget. 2016 Jul 29;7(39):644711 504.

Sanada T, Kim M, Mimuro H, Suzuki M, Ogawa M, Oyama A, et al. The Shigella
[flexneri effector Ospl deamidates UBC13 to dampen the inflammatory response.
Nature. 2012 Mar 11;483(7391):623i 6.

Fu P, Zhang X, Jin M, Xu L, Wang C, Xia Z, et al. Complex structure of Ospl and

Ubc13: the molecular basis of Ubc13 deamidation and convergence of bacterial
and host E2 recognition. PLoS Pathog. 2013;9(4):e1003322.

223



493.

494,

495.

496.

497.

498.

499.

500.

501.

502.

503.

504.

Zhang L, Ding X, Cui J, Xu H, Chen J, Gong Y-N, et al. Cysteine methylation
disrupts ubiquitin-chain sensinginNF-a B acti vati on. Nature. 2
11;481(7380):2047 8.

Newton HJ, Pearson JS, Badea L, Kelly M, Lucas M, Holloway G, et al. The type
[T effectors NleE and NleB from enteropathogenic E. coli and OspZ from Shigella
block nuclear translocation of NF-kappaB p65. PLoS Pathog. 2010 May
13;6(5):e1000898.

Hui bregtse J, Rohde JR. Hell ds BELs: bac
eukaryotic ubiquitin machinery. PLoS Pathog. 2014 Aug;10(8):e1004255.

Sheng X, You Q, Zhu H, Chang Z, Li Q, Wang H, et al. Bacterial effector NleL
promotes enterohemorrhagic E. coli-induced attaching and effacing lesions by
ubiquitylating and inactivating JNK. PLoS Pathog. 2017 Jul 28;13(7):e1006534.

Sheng X, You Q, Zhu H, Li Q, Gao H, Wang H, et al. Enterohemorrhagic E. coli
effector NleL disruptshostNF-e B si gnal i ng by targeting m
Mol Cell Biol. 2020 Feb 17,

Abramovitch RB, Janjusevic R, Stebbins CE, Martin GB. Type III effector
AvrPtoB requires intrinsic E3 ubiquitin ligase activity to suppress plant cell death
and immunity. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2006 Feb 21;103(8):2851716.

Rosebrock TR, Zeng L, Brady JJ, Abramovitch RB, Xiao F, Martin GB. A
bacterial E3 ubiquitin ligase targets a host protein kinase to disrupt plant immunity.
Nature. 2007 Jul 19;448(7151):37071 4.

Gohre V, Spallek T, Haweker H, Mersmann S, Mentzel T, Boller T, et al. Plant
pattern-recognition receptor FLS2 is directed for degradation by the bacterial
ubiquitin ligase AvrPtoB. Curr Biol. 2008 Dec 9;18(23):18241 32.

Gimenez-Ibanez S, Hann DR, Ntoukakis V, Petutschnig E, Lipka V, Rathjen JP.
AvrPtoB targets the LysM receptor kinase CERK 1 to promote bacterial virulence
on plants. Curr Biol. 2009 Mar 10;19(5):42371 9.

Chen H, Chen J, Li M, Chang M, Xu K, Shang Z, et al. A Bacterial Type III
Effector Targets the Master Regulator of Salicylic Acid Signaling, NPR1, to
Subvert Plant Immunity. Cell Host Microbe. 2017 Dec 13;22(6):777-788.e7.

Wu B, Skarina T, Yee A, Jobin M-C, Dileo R, Semesi A, et al. NleG Type 3
effectors from enterohaemorrhagic Escherichia coli are U-Box E3 ubiquitin
ligases. PLoS Pathog. 2010 Jun 24;6(6):e1000960.

Valleau D, Little DJ, Borek D, Skarina T, Quaile AT, Di Leo R, et al. Functional

diversification of the NleG effector family in enterohemorrhagic Escherichia coli.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2018 02;115(40):10004719.

224



505. Singer AU, Rohde JR, Lam R, Skarina T, Kagan O, DiLeo R, et al. Structure of the
Shigella T3SS effector IpaH defines a new class of E3 ubiquitin ligases. Nat Struct
Mol Biol. 2008 Dec;15(12):12937301.

506. ZhuY, LiH, HuL, WangJ, Zhou Y, Pang Z, et al. Structure of a Shigella effector
reveals a new class of ubiquitin ligases. Nat Struct Mol Biol. 2008
Dec;15(12):13021 8.

507. Quezada CM, Hicks SW, Galéan JE, Stebbins CE. A family of Sa/monella virulence
factors functions as a distinct class of autoregulated E3 ubiquitin ligases. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A. 2009 Mar 24;106(12):48641 9.

508. Chou Y-C, Keszei AFA, Rohde JR, Tyers M, Sicheri F. Conserved Structural
Mechanisms for Autoinhibition in IpaH Ubiquitin Ligases. J Biol Chem. 2012 Jan
2;287(1):2681 75.

509. Keszei AFA, Sicheri F. Mechanism of catalysis, E2 recognition, and autoinhibition
for the IpaH family of bacterial E3 ubiquitin ligases. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A.
2017 Feb 7;114(6):13117 6.

510. Buchrieser C, Glaser P, Rusni ok C, Ned]j e
virulence plasmid pWR100 and the repertoire of proteins secreted by the type III
secretion apparatus of Shigella flexneri. Mol Microbiol. 2000;38(4):7601 71.

511. Ashida H, Toyotome T, Nagai T, Sasakawa C. Shigella chromosomal IpaH
proteins are secreted via the type III secretion system and act as effectors. Mol
Microbiol. 2007;63(3):6807 93.

512. Rohde JR, Breitkreutz A, Chenal A, Sansonetti PJ, Parsot C. Type III Secretion
Effectors of the IpaH Family Are E3 Ubiquitin Ligases. Cell Host Microbe. 2007
Mar 15;1(1):771 83.

513. Ashida H, Kim M, Schmidt-Supprian M, Ma A, Ogawa M, Sasakawa C. A
bacterial E3 ubiquitin ligase IpaH9.8 targets NEMO/IKK gamma to dampen the

host NF-kappaB-mediated inflammatory response. Nat Cell Biol. 2010
Jan;12(1):661 73; sup pp 1-9.

514. WangF, Jiang Z, Li Y, He X, Zhao J, Yang X, et al. Shigella flexneri T3SS
effector IpaH4.5 modulates the host inflammatory response via interaction with
NF-eB p65 protein. Cell M5.crobiol. 2013 M

515. de Jong MF, Liu Z, Chen D, Alto NM. Shigella flexneri suppresses NF-2 B
activation by inhibiting linear ubiquitin chain ligation. Nat Microbiol. 2016
27;1(7):16084.

516. LiP,Jiang W, Yu Q, Liu W, Zhou P, Li J, et al. Ubiquitination and degradation of

GBPs by a Shigella effector to suppress host defence. Nature. 2017
16;551(7680):378i 83.

225



517.

518.

519.

520.

521.

522.

523.

524.

525.

526.

527.

Piro AS, Hernandez D, Luoma S, Feeley EM, Finethy R, Yirga A, et al. Detection
of Cytosolic Shigella flexneri via a C-Terminal Triple-Arginine Motif of GBP1
Inhibits Actin-Based Motility. mBio. 2017 12;8(6):e01979-17.

Wandel MP, Pathe C, Werner EI, Ellison CJ, Boyle KB, von der Malsburg A, et al.
GBPs Inhibit Motility of Shigella flexneri but Are Targeted for Degradation by the
Bacterial Ubiquitin Ligase IpaH9.8. Cell Host Microbe. 2017 Oct 11;22(4):507-
518.e5.

Suzuki S, Mimuro H, Kim M, Ogawa M, Ashida H, Toyotome T, et al. Shigella
IpaH7.8 E3 ubiquitin ligase targets glomulin and activates inflammasomes to
demolish macrophages. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2014 Oct 7;111(40):E425471 63.

Suzuki S, Suzuki T, Mimuro H, Mizushima T, Sasakawa C. Shigella hijacks the
glomulini cIAPsT inflammasome axis to promote inflammation. EMBO Rep. 2018
Jan 1;19(1):891101.

Zheng Z, Wei C, Guan K, Yuan Y, Zhang Y, Ma S, et al. Bacterial E3 Ubiquitin
Ligase IpaH4.5 of Shigella flexneri Targets TBK1 To Dampen the Host
Antibacterial Response. J Immunol Baltim Md 1950. 2016 Feb 1;196(3):11991
208.

Evdokimov AG, Anderson DE, Routzahn KM, Waugh DS. Unusual molecular
architecture of the Yersinia pestis cytotoxin YopM: a leucine-rich repeat protein
with the shortest repeating unit. J Mol Biol. 2001 Sep 28;312(4):8071 21.

McDonald C, Vacratsis PO, Bliska JB, Dixon JE. The yersinia virulence factor
YopM forms a novel protein complex with two cellular kinases. J Biol Chem. 2003
May 16;278(20):185141 23.

Hentschke M, Berneking L, Belmar Campos C, Buck F, Ruckdeschel K,
Aepfelbacher M. Yersinia Virulence Factor YopM Induces Sustained RSK

Activation by Interfering with Dephosphorylation. PLoS One. 2010 Oct
5;5(10):e13165.

LaRock CN, Cookson BT. The Yersinia Virulence Effector YopM Binds Caspase-
1 to Arrest Inflammasome Assembly and Processing. Cell Host Microbe. 2012 Dec
13;12(6):7991 805.

Chung LK, Philip NH, Schmidt VA, Koller A, Strowig T, Flavell RA, et al.
IQGAPI is important for activation of caspase-1 in macrophages and is targeted by
Yersinia pestis type 111 effector YopM. mBio. 2014 Jul 1;5(4):e01402-01414.

Chung LK, Park YH, Zheng Y, Brodsky IE, Hearing P, Kastner DL, et al. The
Yersinia Virulence Factor YopM Hijacks Host Kinases to Inhibit Type III

Effector-Triggered Activation of the Pyrin Inflammasome. Cell Host Microbe.
2016 Sep 14;20(3):2961 306.

226



528.

529.

530.

531.

532.

533.

534.

535.

536.

537.

538.

539.

Ratner D, Orning MPA, Proulx MK, Wang D, Gavrilin MA, Wewers MD, et al.
The Yersinia pestis Effector YopM Inhibits Pyrin Inflammasome Activation. PLoS
Pathog. 2016 Dec;12(12):e1006035.

Wei C, Wang Y, Du Z, Guan K, Cao Y, Yang H, et al. The Yersinia Type III
secretion effector YopM Is an E3 ubiquitin ligase that induced necrotic cell death
by targeting NLRP3. Cell Death Dis. 2016 Dec 8;7(12):¢25191e2519.

Boland A, Havaux S, Cornelis GR. Heterogeneity of the Yersinia YopM protein.
Microb Pathog. 1998 Dec 1;25(6):34318.

Hu Y, Huang H, Hui X, Cheng X, White AP, Zhao Z, et al. Distribution and
Evolution of Yersinia Leucine-Rich Repeat Proteins. Infect Immun.
2016;84(8):224371 54.

Schesser Bartra S, Lorica C, Qian L, Gong X, Bahnan W, Barreras H, et al.
Chromosomally-Encoded Yersinia pestis Type III Secretion Effector Proteins
Promote Infection in Cells and in Mice. Front Cell Infect Microbiol. 2019 Feb
22:9:23.

Miao EA, Miller SI. A conserved amino acid sequence directing intracellular type
III secretion by Salmonella typhimurium. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2000 Jun
20;97(13):753971 44.

Bernal-Bayard J, Ramos-Morales F. Salmonella type 111 secretion effector SIrP is
an E3 ubiquitin ligase for mammalian thioredoxin. J Biol Chem. 2009 Oct
2;284(40):27587195.

Bernal-Bayard J, Cardenal-Mufioz E, Ramos-Morales F. The Sa/monella type 111
secretion effector, Salmonella leucine-rich repeat protein (SIrP), targets the human
chaperone ERdj3. J Biol Chem. 2010 May 21;285(21):163601 8.

Rao S, Palaferri Schieber AM, O6Connor
Pathogen-mediated inhibition of anorexia promotes host survival and transmission.
Cell. 2017 Jan 26;168(3):503-516.e12.

Cordero-Alba M, Garcia-Gomez JJ, Aguilera-Herce J, Ramos-Morales F.
Proteomic insight into the effects of the Salmonella ubiquitin ligase SIrP on host
cells. Biochem Biophys Res Commun. 2016 Apr 8;472(3):5391 44.

Norkowski S, Schmidt MA, Riiter C. The species-spanning family of LPX-motif
harbouring effector proteins. Cell Microbiol. 2018;20(11):e12945.

Tsolis RM, Townsend SM, Miao EA, Miller SI, Ficht TA, Adams LG, et al.
Identification of a putative Salmonella enterica serotype typhimurium host range
factor with homology to IpaH and YopM by signature-tagged mutagenesis. Infect
Immun. 1999 Dec;67(12):63851 93.

227



540.

541.

542.

543.

544.

545.

546.

547.

548.

549.

Bhavsar AP, Brown NF, Stoepel J, Wiermer M, Martin DDO, Hsu KJ, et al. The
Salmonella Type 111 Effector SspH2 Specifically Exploits the NLR Co-chaperone
Activity of SGT1 to Subvert Immunity. PLoS Pathog. 2013 Jul 25;9(7):e1003518.

Shappo MOE, Li Q, Lin Z, Hu M, Ren J, Xu Z, et al. SspH2 as anti-inflammatory
candidate effector and its contribution in Sa/monella Enteritidis virulence. Microb
Pathog. 2020 Feb 4;142:104041.

Haraga A, Miller SI. A Salmonella type III secretion effector interacts with the
mammalian serine/threonine protein kinase PKN1. Cell Microbiol. 2006;8(5):8371
46.

Keszei AFA, Tang X, McCormick C, Zeqiraj E, Rohde JR, Tyers M, et al.
Structure of an SspH1-PKN1 Complex Reveals the Basis for Host Substrate

Recognition and Mechanism of Activation for a Bacterial E3 Ubiquitin Ligase.
Mol Cell Biol. 2014 Feb 1;34(3):3621 73.

Sontag RL, Nakayasu ES, Brown RN, Niemann GS, Sydor MA, Sanchez O, et al.
Identification of Novel Host Interactors of Effectors Secreted by Salmonella and
Citrobacter. mSystems. 2016 Jul 12;1(4):e00032-15.

Government of Canada. National Enteric Surveillance Program Annual Summary
2018 [Internet]. Guelph, Ontario: Public Health Agency of Canada; 2020 Jan [cited
2020 Apr 3]. Available from:

http://publications.gc.ca/collections/collection 2020/aspc-phac/HP37-15-2018-
eng.pdf

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Surveillance for Foodborne Disease
Outbreaks, United States, 2016, Annual Report [Internet]. Atlanta, Georgia: U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services, CDC; 2018 [cited 2020 Apr 3].
Available from: https://stacks.cdc.gov/view/cdc/59698

Cheng RA, Eade CR, Wiedmann M. Embracing Diversity: Differences in
Virulence Mechanisms, Disease Severity, and Host Adaptations Contribute to the

Success of Nontyphoidal Salmonella as a Foodborne Pathogen. Front Microbiol.
2019;10:1368.

Thomas MK, Murray R, Flockhart L, Pintar K, Fazil A, Nesbitt A, et al. Estimates
of Foodborne IllnessT Related Hospitalizations and Deaths in Canada for 30
Specified Pathogens and Unspecified Agents. Foodborne Pathog Dis. 2015 Aug
10;12(10):8207 7.

Health Canada. Recall Policy (POL-0016) [Internet]. 2015 [cited 2019 Feb 24].
Available from: https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/drugs-health-

products/compliance-enforcement/information-health-product/drugs/recall-policy-
0016.html

228



550.

551.

552.

553.

554.

555.

556.

557.

558.

559.

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Food incident response process [Internet].
2019 [cited 2019 Feb 26]. Available from: http://www.inspection.gc.ca/food/food-
safety-and-emergency-response/food-incident-response-
process/eng/1544737953805/1544737954088

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Recall Glossary [Internet]. 2013 [cited 2019
Mar 21]. Available from: http://www.inspection.gc.ca/about-the-
cfia/newsroom/food-recall-
warnings/glossary/eng/1368240458268/1368240468680

Health Canada. Microbial Risk Assessment Section [Internet]. 2007 [cited 2019
Apr 5]. Available from: https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/corporate/about-
health-canada/branches-agencies/health-products-food-branch/food-
directorate/bureau-microbial-hazards/microbial-risk-assessment-section.html

Health Canada. Food-Related Health Risk Assessment [Internet]. 2008 [cited 2019
May 10]. Available from: https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/food-
nutrition/food-safety/chemical-contaminants/food-related-health-risk-
assessment.html

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Food Investigation Response Manual
[Internet]. 2014 [cited 2019 Feb 27]. Available from:
http://www.inspection.gc.ca/food/archived-food-guidance/safe-food-production-
systems/food-recall-and-emergency-response/food-
manual/eng/1378402475724/1378403080658?chap=4#s16c4

Dey M, Mayo JA, Saville D, Wolyniak C, Klontz KC. Recalls of Foods due to
Microbiological Contamination Classified by the U.S. Food and Drug
Administration, Fiscal Years 2003 through 2011. J Food Prot. 2013 Jun
1;76(6):9321 8.

Mizusaki H, Takaya A, Yamamoto T, Aizawa S-I. Signal Pathway in Salt-
Activated Expression of the Salmonella Pathogenicity Island 1 Type III Secretion
System in Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium. J Bacteriol. 2008
Jul;190(13):462471 31.

Ibarra JA, Knodler LA, Sturdevant DE, Virtaneva K, Carmody AB, Fischer ER, et
al. Induction of Salmonella pathogenicity island 1 under different growth

conditions can affect Salmonellal host cell interactions in vitro. Microbiology.
2010 Apr;156(Pt 4):112071 33.

Fey P, Kowal AS, Gaudet P, Pilcher KE, Chisholm RL. Protocols for growth and
development of Dictyostelium discoideum. Nat Protoc. 2007;2(6):13071 16.

Fey P, Dodson RJ, Basu S, Chisholm RL. One Stop Shop for Everything
Dictyostelium: dictyBase and the Dicty Stock Center in 2012. Methods Mol Biol.
2013;59192.

229



560.

561.

562.

563.

564.

565.

566.

567.

568.

569.

570.

571.

572.

Ashworth JM, Watts DJ. Metabolism of the cellular slime mould Dictyostelium
discoideum grown in axenic culture. Biochem J. 1970 Sep;119(2):1751 82.

Alfieri SC, Correia CE, Motegi SA, Pral EM. Proteinase activities in total extracts

and in medium conditioned by Acanthamoeba polyphaga trophozoites. J Parasitol.
2000 Apr;86(2):2201 7.

Thomas V, Herrera-Rimann K, Blanc DS, Greub G. Biodiversity of Amoebae and
Amoeba-Resisting Bacteria in a Hospital Water Network. Appl Environ Microbiol.
2006 Apr 1;72(4):24281 38.

Jarvik T, Smillie C, Groisman EA, Ochman H. Short-term signatures of
evolutionary change in the Salmonella enterica serovar typhimurium 14028
genome. J Bacteriol. 2010 Jan;192(2):56071 7.

Addgene: Sequencing Primers [Internet]. [cited 2020 Jun 17]. Available from:
https://www.addgene.org/mol-bio-reference/sequencing-primers/

Baba T, Ara T, Hasegawa M, Takai Y, Okumura Y, Baba M, et al. Construction of
Escherichia coli K-12 in-frame, single-gene knockout mutants: the Keio
collection. Mol Syst Biol. 2006;2:2006.0008.

GPP Web Portal - Home [Internet]. [cited 2020 Jun 17]. Available from:
https://portals.broadinstitute.org/gpp/public/

Sidik S, Kottwitz H, Benjamin J, Ryu J, Jarrar A, Garduno R, et al. A Shigella
flexneri Virulence Plasmid Encoded Factor Controls Production of Outer
Membrane Vesicles. G3 Bethesda. 2014 Nov 5;4(12):24931 503.

Wang RF, Kushner SR. Construction of versatile low-copy-number vectors for
cloning, sequencing and gene expression in Escherichia coli. Gene. 1991
Apr;100:19519.

Addgene: Protocol - pLKO.1 1T TRC Cloning Vector [Internet]. [cited 2020 Jun
17]. Available from: http://www.addgene.org/protocols/plko/

Chanput W, Peters V, Wichers H. THP-1 and U937 Cells. In: Verhoeckx K, Cotter
P, Lopez-Exposito I, Kleiveland C, Lea T, Mackie A, et al., editors. The Impact of
Food Bioactives on Health: in vitro and ex vivo models [Internet]. Cham: Springer
International Publishing; 2015 [cited 2019 Oct 2]. p. 1471 59. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-16104-4 14

Sambrook JF, Russell DW. Molecular Cloning: A Laboratory Manual (3rd ed.).
Vol. 1, Cold Springs Harbour Press. 2001.

Loytynoja A. Phylogeny-aware alignment with PRANK. Methods Mol Biol
Clifton NJ. 2014;1079:1557 70.

230



573.

574.

575.

576.

577.

578.

579.

580.

581.

582.

583.

Criscuolo A, Gribaldo S. BMGE (Block Mapping and Gathering with Entropy): a
new software for selection of phylogenetic informative regions from multiple
sequence alignments. BMC Evol Biol. 2010 Jul 13;10:210.

Price MN, Dehal PS, Arkin AP. FastTree 2--approximately maximum-likelihood
trees for large alignments. PloS One. 2010 Mar 10;5(3):e9490.

Edgar RC. Search and clustering orders of magnitude faster than BLAST.
Bioinforma Oxf Engl. 2010 Oct 1;26(19):2460i 1.

Edgar RC. MUSCLE: multiple sequence alignment with high accuracy and high
throughput. Nucleic Acids Res. 2004;32(5):17921 7.

Charif D, Lobry JR. SeqinR 1.0-2: A Contributed Package to the R Project for
Statistical Computing Devoted to Biological Sequences Retrieval and Analysis. In:
Bastolla U, Porto M, Roman HE, Vendruscolo M, editors. Structural Approaches
to Sequence Evolution: Molecules, Networks, Populations [Internet]. Berlin,
Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg; 2007. p. 2071 32. Available from:
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-35306-5_10

Thomas MK, Murray R, Flockhart L, Pintar K, Pollari F, Fazil A, et al. Estimates
of the Burden of Foodborne Illness in Canada for 30 Specified Pathogens and
Unspecified Agents, Circa 2006. Foodborne Pathog Dis. 2013 May 9;10(7):6391
48.

Government of Canada, Legislative Services Branch. Consolidated federal laws of
canada, Food and Drugs Act [Internet]. 2018 [cited 2019 Feb 19]. Available from:
https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/f-27/fulltext.html

Government of Canada, Legislative Services Branch. Consolidated federal laws of
canada, Canadian Food Inspection Agency Act [Internet]. 2019 [cited 2019 Feb
21]. Available from: https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/C-16.5/FullText.html

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. The Canadian Food Safety System: Food
Recalls [Internet]. 2012 [cited 2019 Feb 18]. Available from:
http://www.inspection.gc.ca/about-the-cfia/newsroom/food-safety-system/food-
recalls/eng/1332206599275/1332207914673

Government of Canada, Legislative Services Branch. Consolidated federal laws of
canada, Safe Food for Canadians Regulations [Internet]. 2019 [cited 2019 Feb 24].
Available from: https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/regulations/SOR-2018-
108/FullText.html

Venugopal R, Tollefson L, Hyman FN, Timbo B, Joyce RE, Klontz KC. Recalls of
Foods and Cosmetics by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration. J Food Prot.
1996 Aug 1;59(8):8761 80.

231



584.

585.

586.

587.

588.

589.

590.

591.

Wong S, Street D, Delgado SI, Klontz KC. Recalls of Foods and Cosmetics Due to
Microbial Contamination Reported to the U.S. Food and Drug Administration. J
Food Prot. 2000 Aug 1;63(8):111376.

Currie A, Farber JM, Nadon C, Sharma D, Whitfield Y, Gaulin C, et al. Multi-
Province Listeriosis Outbreak Linked to Contaminated Deli Meat Consumed
Primarily in Institutional Settings, Canada, 2008. Foodborne Pathog Dis. 2015 Jun
3;12(8):6451 52.

Kozak GK, MacDonald D, Landry L, Farber JM. Foodborne Outbreaks in Canada
Linked to Produce: 2001 through 2009. J Food Prot. 2013 Jan 1;76(1):1731 83.

Anonymous. 2nd sesame seed warning issued this month | CBC News [Internet].
2007 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available from: https://www.cbc.ca/news/2nd-sesame-
seed-warning-issued-this-month-1.633892

United States Department of Agriculture, Food Safety and Inspection Services.
FSIS Provides Update on Topps Meat Company Recall Investigation [Internet].
2007 [cited 2019 Mar 23]. Available from:
https://www.fsis.usda.gov/wps/portal/fsis/topics/!ut/p/al/zVOxbsIwEPOWBKbLF2
ISMilkKFAIotCWZEGObYIRcUJsOdKvrwNS1Q4UUDPUHnxnv_fu KTDCV7i
RNGDzKiRhaK70k-

8FczAc4IBTMCxexybe IwCV2IiIAXE3wFR4AWt4GUWTQcD6IXuNf4rTnDCIC
nNBsdrLTVihTICmTZIe1ZK2CinUrVBiTddFUV-
jlAldoJqoZE211jcUjSiiiNTUaVZJUujfyIRrdhGHiwjPaKjoNWVZ9QB8Ov2SpoJL
rTMI1CljkuPYES52A-
[ThDixFhLiWz4WL{Ei5¢DjIXvBlzoXVh5vMuWLvGXC5RGx78C8VGel18PL_zU
78LsifBbu-C-NhNHcWMHSAeEOLdpsW9BsWnDbt4{R-

Dyc3DL7¢7vdI345vPbHvVBi1 4 yW-XPe264fvaceuN3y8LFY5 kqDBFN64tdIm-
1PgFFLpOE/?1dmy&current=true&urile=wcm%3 Apath%3 A%2Ffsis-archives-
content%?2Finternet%2Fmain%2Fnewsroom%2Fnews-releases-statements-and-
transcripts%2Fnews-release-archives-by-year%2Farchives%2Fct_index873

Anonymous. Recall of Ivanhoe cheeses expanded | The Star [Internet]. 2008 [cited
2019 Apr 5]. Available from:

https://www.thestar.com/life/health wellness/2008/09/12/recall of ivanhoe chees
es_expanded.html

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Investigation Information for
Outbreak of Salmonella Typhimurium Infections, 20081 2009 | Salmonella CDC
[Internet]. 2019 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available from:
https://www.cdc.gov/Salmonella/2009/peanut-butter-2008-2009.html

Chiasson P. Saputo searches for cause of /isteria contamination. 2010 Nov 29

[cited 2019 Mar 24]; Available from: https://www.theglobeandmail.com/globe-
investor/saputo-searches-for-cause-of-listeria-contamination/article555360/

232



592.

593.

594.

595.

596.

597.

598.

599.

600.

Dobby C. Salmonella fears prompt recall of fresh herbs | The Star [Internet]. 2010
[cited 2019 Apr 5]. Available from:
https://www.thestar.com/life/health wellness/2010/12/30/Salmonella_fears promp
t recall of fresh herbs.html

Anonymous. Dats Deli Europeen meats recalled over Listeria fears | The Star
[Internet]. 2010 [cited 2019 Apr 5]. Available from:
https://www.thestar.com/life/health wellness/2010/07/21/dats_deli europeen _mea
ts recalled over listeria fears.html

Anonymous. Mississauga meat plant closed after third recall | The Star [Internet].
2010 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available from:
https://www.thestar.com/news/gta/2010/07/3 1/mississauga_meat_plant _closed_aft
er_third recall.html

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Consumer Advisory - Salmonella in
Hydrolyzed Vegetable Protein (HVP) [Internet]. 2010 [cited 2019 Mar 24].
Available from: http://www.inspection.gc.ca/about-the-cfia/newsroom/news-
releases/consumer-advisory/eng/1323652437119/1323652437120

Anonymous. Romaine-based salad draws E. coli warning in Canada | The Star
[Internet]. 2010 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available from:
https://www.thestar.com/life/health_wellness/2010/07/14/romainebased salad dra
ws_e_coli_warning_in_canada.html

Anonymous. Cheese, dairy products recall grows over listeria fears | The Star
[Internet]. 2011 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available from:
https://www.thestar.com/news/canada/2011/12/14/cheese dairy products_recall g
rows_over listeria_fears.html

Anonymous. Salad recall expanded after Listeria contamination | CBC News
[Internet]. 2012 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available from:
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/nova-scotia/salad-recall-expanded-after-listeria-
contamination-1.1208391

Public Health Agency of Canada. Public Health Notice: E. coli O157 illness
related to beef [Internet]. 2012 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available from:
https://www.canada.ca/en/public-health/services/food-safety/public-health-
notice/public-health-notice-e-coli-o157-illness-related-beef.html

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Updated Food Recall Warning - Various salad
products recalled due to Listeria monocytogenes [Internet]. 2013 [cited 2019 Mar
24]. Available from: https://www.canada.ca/en/news/archive/2013/11/updated-
food-recall-warning-various-salad-products-recalled-due-listeria-
monocytogenes.html

233



601.

602.

603.

604.

605.

606.

607.

608.

Public Health Agency of Canada. Public Health Notice - Outbreak of Salmonella
infections related to sprouted chia seed powder 8 August 2014 [Internet]. 2014
[cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available from: https://www.canada.ca/en/public-
health/services/public-health-notices/2014/public-health-notice-outbreak-
Salmonella-infections-related-sprouted-chia-seed-powder.html

Hayes K. More recalls from Lumby cheese company | Globalnews.ca [Internet].
2014 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available from:
https://globalnews.ca/news/1235869/more-cheese-recalls-from-lumby-cheese-
company/

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Sweet 2 Eat brand fresh, whole Peaches,
Plums, Nectarines and Pluots, packed by Wawona Packing Company of Cutler,
California, USA, recalled due to Listeria monocytogenes [Internet]. 2014 [cited
2019 Mar 24]. Available from: http://inspection.gc.ca/about-the-
cfia/newsroom/food-recall-warnings/complete-listing/2014-07-
21/eng/1405996324343/1405996325358

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Organic garlic powder recalled due to
Salmonella [Internet]. 2015 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available from:
http://www.inspection.gc.ca/about-the-cfia/newsroom/food-recall-
warnings/complete-listing/2015-03-27/eng/1427504245811/1427504250901

Public Health Agency of Canada. Public Health Notice - Outbreak of Vibrio
parahaemolyticus linked to raw shellfish [Internet]. 2015 [cited 2019 Mar 24].
Available from: https://www.canada.ca/en/public-health/services/public-health-
notices/2015/public-health-notice-outbreak-vibrio-parahaemolyticus-linked-

shellfish.html

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Intercity Packers brand ground meat products
recalled due to E. coli O157:H7 [Internet]. 2016 [cited 2019 Apr 5]. Available
from: http://inspection.gc.ca/about-the-cfia/newsroom/food-recall-
warnings/complete-listing/2016-11-14-
r11022/eng/1479248485177/1479248488531

Public Health Agency of Canada. Public Health Notice Update T Outbreak of
Listeria infections linked to packaged salad products produced at the Dole
processing facility in Springfield, Ohio. [Internet]. 2016 [cited 2019 Mar 24].
Available from: https://www.canada.ca/en/public-health/services/public-health-
notices/2016/public-health-notice-update-outbreak-listeria-infections-linked-
packaged-salad-products-produced-dole-processing-facility-springfield-ohio.html

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Certain Ground and Tenderized Meat products
recalled due to E. coli O157:H7 [Internet]. 2017 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available
from: http://www.inspection.gc.ca/about-the-cfia/newsroom/food-recall-
warnings/complete-listing/2017-05-11/eng/1494547407074/1494547409709

234



609.

610.

611.

612.

613.

614.

615.

616.

617.

618.

619.

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Various brands of vegetable products recalled
due to Listeria monocytogenes [Internet]. 2017 [cited 2019 Mar 24]. Available
from: http://inspection.gc.ca/about-the-cfia/newsroom/food-recall-
warnings/complete-listing/2017-10-22/eng/1508707919591/1508707922482

Public Health Agency of Canada. Public Health Notice - Outbreak of E. coli
infections linked to various flours and flour products [Internet]. 2017 [cited 2019
Mar 24]. Available from: https://www.canada.ca/en/public-health/services/public-
health-notices/2017/public-health-notice-outbreak-e-coli-infections-linked-various-
flours-flour-products.html

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Statistics: Food Recall Incidents [Internet].
2015 [cited 2019 Apr 3]. Available from: http://www.inspection.gc.ca/about-the-
cfia/newsroom/food-safety-system/food-recalls-
incidents/eng/1348756225655/1348756345745

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Statistics: Food Safety Investigations
[Internet]. 2015 [cited 2019 Apr 5]. Available from:
http://www.inspection.gc.ca/about-the-cfia/newsroom/food-safety-system/food-
safety-investigations/eng/1348760883551/1348761084373

Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Government of Canada Takes Action to
Improve Food Safety [Internet]. 2009 [cited 2019 May 7]. Available from:
http://www.inspection.gc.ca/about-the-cfia/newsroom/news-releases/food-
safety/eng/1323652439549/1323652439550

Le Vallée J-C, Charlebois S. 2014 World Ranking: Food Safety Performance.
Ottawa, Ontario: The Conference Board of Canada; p. 78.

Melo J, Andrew PW, Faleiro ML. Listeria monocytogenes in cheese and the dairy
environment remains a food safety challenge: The role of stress responses. Food
Res Int. 2015 Jan 1;67:751 90.

Javed N. List of recalled peanut products expected to grow | The Star [Internet].
2009 [cited 2019 Apr 5]. Available from:

https://www.thestar.com/life/health wellness/2009/02/02/list_of recalled peanut
products_expected to grow.html

Hanning IB, Nutt J d., Ricke SC. Salmonellosis Outbreaks in the United States
Due to Fresh Produce: Sources and Potential Intervention Measures. Foodborne
Pathog Dis. 2009 Jul 1;6(6):6351 48.

Zhu Q, Gooneratne R, Hussain MA. Listeria monocytogenes in Fresh Produce:
Outbreaks, Prevalence and Contamination Levels. Foods. 2017 Mar 9;6(3):21.

Carstens CK, Salazar JK, Darkoh C. Multistate Outbreaks of Foodborne Illness in
the United States Associated With Fresh Produce From 2010 to 2017. Front
Microbiol. 2019 Nov 22;10:2667.

235



620. Lianou A, Sofos JN. A review of the incidence and transmission of Listeria
monocytogenes in ready-to-eat products in retail and food service environments. J
Food Prot. 2007 Sep;70(9):21721 98.

621. Kurpas M, Wieczorek K, Osek J. Ready-to-eat Meat Products As a Source of
Listeria Monocytogenes. J Vet Res. 2018 Mar 30;62(1):491 55.

622. Vij 'V, Ailes E, Wolyniak C, Angulo FJ, Klontz KC. Recalls of spices due to
bacterial contamination monitored by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration: the
predominance of Salmonellae. J Food Prot. 2006 Jan;69(1):23371 7.

623. Zweifel C, Stephan R. Spices and herbs as source of Sa/monella-related foodborne
diseases. Food Res Int. 2012 Mar 1;45(2):765719.

624. Van Doren JM, Neil KP, Parish M, Gieraltowski L, Gould LH, Gombas KL.
Foodborne illness outbreaks from microbial contaminants in spices, 1973-2010.
Food Microbiol. 2013 Dec;36(2):45671 64.

625. Government of Canada. Report of the Independent Investigator into the 2008
listeriosis outbreak [Internet]. Ottawa, Ontario: Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada;
2009 Jul [cited 2019 Mar 26]. Available from:
http://publications.gc.ca/collections/collection 2009/agr/A22-508-2009E.pdf

626. Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Timeline of Events: CFIA Investigation into
XL Foods Inc. (E. coli O157:H7) [Internet]. 2012 [cited 2019 Mar 23]. Available
from: http://www.inspection.gc.ca/food/information-for-consumers/food-safety-
investigations/xI-foods-inc-
/investigation/timeline/eng/1349149063487/1349149874246

627. Harvey RR, Heiman Marshall KE, Burnworth L, Hamel M, Tataryn J, Cutler J, et
al. International outbreak of multiple Salmonella serotype infections linked to
sprouted chia seed powder - USA and Canada, 2013-2014. Epidemiol Infect.
2017;145(8):1535144.

628. Leclair D, Fung J, Isaac-Renton JL, Proulx J-F, May-Hadford J, Ellis A, et al.
Foodborne Botulism in Canada, 19851 2005. Emerg Infect Dis. 2013
Jun;19(6):9611 8.

629. Jones TF, Ingram LA, Cieslak PR, Vugia DJ, Tobin-D6 Angel o M, Hurd S,
Salmonellosis outcomes differ substantially by serotype. J Infect Dis. 2008 Jul
1;198(1):10971 14.

630. Fabrega A, VilaJ. Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhimurium Skills To Succeed in

the Host: Virulence and Regulation. Clin Microbiol Rev. 2013 Apr 1;26(2):3081
41.

236



631.

632.

633.

634.

635.

636.

637.

638.

639.

640.

Lu S, Manges AR, Xu Y, Fang FC, Riley LW. Analysis of Virulence of Clinical
Isolates of Salmonella enteritidis In Vivo and In Vitro. Infect Immun. 1999
Nov;67(11):565177.

Nair A, Rawool DB, Doijad S, Poharkar K, Mohan V, Barbuddhe SB, et al.
Biofilm formation and genetic diversity of Sa/monella isolates recovered from

clinical, food, poultry and environmental sources. Infect Genet Evol. 2015 Dec
1;36:42471 33.

Xu C, Ren X, Feng Z, Fu'Y, Hong Y, Shen Z, et al. Phenotypic Characteristics and
Genetic Diversity of Salmonella enterica Serotype Derby Isolated from Human
Patients and Foods of Animal Origin. Foodborne Pathog Dis. 2017;14(10):593719.

Scaltriti E, Sassera D, Comandatore F, Morganti M, Mandalari C, Gaiarsa S, et al.
Differential Single Nucleotide Polymorphism-Based Analysis of an Outbreak
Caused by Salmonella enterica Serovar Manhattan Reveals Epidemiological
Details Missed by Standard Pulsed-Field Gel Electrophoresis. J Clin Microbiol.
2015 Apr 1;53(4):12271 38.

Taylor AJ, Lappi V, Wolfgang WJ, Lapierre P, Palumbo MJ, Medus C, et al.
Characterization of Foodborne Outbreaks of Salmonella enterica Serovar
Enteritidis with Whole-Genome Sequencing Single Nucleotide Polymorphism-
Based Analysis for Surveillance and Outbreak Detection. J Clin Microbiol. 2015
Oct 1;53(10):33341 40.

Tang S, Orsi RH, Luo H, Ge C, Zhang G, Baker RC, et al. Assessment and
Comparison of Molecular Subtyping and Characterization Methods for
Salmonella. Front Microbiol. 2019 Jul 12;10:1591.

Zhang S, Yin Y, Jones MB, Zhang Z, Deatherage Kaiser BL, Dinsmore BA, et al.
Salmonella serotype determination utilizing high-throughput genome sequencing
data. J Clin Microbiol. 2015 May;53(5):16851 92.

Yoshida CE, Kruczkiewicz P, Laing CR, Lingohr EJ, Gannon VPJ, Nash JHE, et
al. The Salmonella In Silico Typing Resource (SISTR): An Open Web-Accessible

Tool for Rapidly Typing and Subtyping Draft Sa/monella Genome Assemblies.
PloS One. 2016;11(1):e0147101.

McDermott PF, Tyson GH, Kabera C, Chen Y, Li C, Folster JP, et al. Whole-
Genome Sequencing for Detecting Antimicrobial Resistance in Nontyphoidal
Salmonella. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2016;60(9):55157 20.

Gupta SK, Sharma P, McMillan EA, Jackson CR, Hiott LM, Woodley T, et al.

Genomic comparison of diverse Sa/monella serovars isolated from swine. PLoS
One. 2019 Nov 1;14(11):e0224518.

237



641.

642.

643.

644.

645.

646.

647.

648.

649.

650.

651.

652.

Mohammed M, Cormican M. Whole genome sequencing provides insights into the
genetic determinants of invasiveness in Salmonella Dublin. Epidemiol Infect.
2016;144(11):2430719.

Cohen E, Rahav G, Gal-Mor O. Genome Sequence of an Emerging Salmonella
enterica Serovar Infantis and Genomic Comparison with Other S. Infantis Strains.
Genome Biol Evol. 2020 Mar 1;12(3):15179.

Njage PMK, Henri C, Leekitcharoenphon P, Mistou M-Y, Hendriksen RS, Hald T.
Machine Learning Methods as a Tool for Predicting Risk of Illness Applying Next-
Generation Sequencing Data. Risk Anal. 2019;39(6):13971 413.

Kuijpers AFA, Bonacic Marinovic AA, Wijnands LM, Delfgou-van Asch EHM,
van Hoek AHAM, Franz E, et al. Phenotypic Prediction: Linking in vitro
Virulence to the Genomics of 59 Salmonella enterica Strains. Front Microbiol.
2019 Jan 9;9:3182.

Emond-Rheault J-G, Jeukens J, Freschi L, Kukavica-Ibrulj I, Boyle B, Dupont M-
J, etal. A Syst-OMICS Approach to Ensuring Food Safety and Reducing the
Economic Burden of Salmonellosis. Front Microbiol. 2017;8:996.

Jousset A. Ecological and evolutive implications of bacterial defences against
predators. Environ Microbiol. 2012 Aug;14(8):183071 43.

Klobutcher LA, Ragkousi K, Setlow P. The Bacillus subtilis spore coat provides
Afeat resistanceo during phagocytic
thermophila. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2006 Jan 3;103(1):1651 70.

Wood JP, Meyer KM, Kelly TJ, Choi YW, Rogers JV, Riggs KB, et al.
Environmental Persistence of Bacillus anthracis and Bacillus subtilis Spores. PloS
One. 2015;10(9):e0138083.

Zheng J, Ho B, Mekalanos JJ. Genetic analysis of anti-amoebae and anti-bacterial
activities of the type VI secretion system in Vibrio cholerae. PloS One.
2011;6(8):e23876.

Casadevall A. Amoeba provide insight into the origin of virulence in pathogenic
fungi. Adv Exp Med Biol. 2012;710:17 10.

Galan JE, Ginocchio C, Costeas P. Molecular and functional characterization of
the Salmonella invasion gene invA: homology of InvA to members of a new
protein family. J Bacteriol. 1992 Jul;174(13):43387 49.

Nikolaus T, Deiwick J, Rappl C, Freeman JA, Schroder W, Miller S, et al.
SseBCD Proteins Are Secreted by the Type III Secretion System of Salmonella

Pathogenicity Island 2 and Function as a Translocon. J Bacteriol. 2001 Oct
15;183(20):60361 45.

238

prede



653.

654.

655.

656.

657.

658.

659.

660.

661.

662.

663.

Cirillo DM, Valdivia RH, Monack DM, Falkow S. Macrophage-dependent
induction of the Sal/monella pathogenicity island 2 type III secretion system and its
role in intracellular survival. Mol Microbiol. 1998 Oct;30(1):1757 88.

Hensel M, Shea JE, Waterman SR, Mundy R, Nikolaus T, Banks G, et al. Genes
encoding putative effector proteins of the type III secretion system of Sa/monella

pathogenicity island 2 are required for bacterial virulence and proliferation in
macrophages. Mol Microbiol. 1998 Oct;30(1):1631 74.

Gourabathini P, Brandl MT, Redding KS, Gunderson JH, Berk SG. Interactions
between food-borne pathogens and protozoa isolated from lettuce and spinach.
Appl Environ Microbiol. 2008 Apr;74(8):25181 25.

Crouse A, Schramm C, Emond-Rheault J-G, Herod A, Kerhoas M, Rohde J, et al.
Combining Whole-Genome Sequencing and Multimodel Phenotyping To Identify
Genetic Predictors of Salmonella Virulence. mSphere. 2020 Jun 10;5(3):¢00293-
20.

Alibaud L, Kohler T, Coudray A, Prigent-Combaret C, Bergeret E, Perrin J, et al.
Pseudomonas aeruginosa virulence genes identified in a Dictyostelium host model.
Cell Microbiol. 2008 Mar;10(3):7291 40.

Pan Y-J, Lin T-L, Hsu C-R, Wang J-T. Use of a Dictyostelium Model for Isolation
of Genetic Loci Associated with Phagocytosis and Virulence in Klebsiella
pneumoniae. Infect Immun. 2011 Mar;79(3):9971 1006.

Hasselbring BM, Patel MK, Schell MA. Dictyostelium discoideum as a Model
System for Identification of Burkholderia pseudomallei Virulence Factors. Infect
Immun. 2011 May;79(5):20791 88.

Pang M, Xie X, Dong Y, Du H, Wang N, Lu C, et al. Identification of novel
virulence-related genes in Aeromonas hydrophila by screening transposon mutants
in a Tetrahymena infection model. Vet Microbiol. 2017 Feb;199:361 46.

Koppen K, Chen F, Rydzewski K, Einenkel R, Bottcher T, Morguet C, et al.
Screen for fitness and virulence factors of Francisella sp. strain W12-1067 using
amoebae. Int ] Med Microbiol. 2019 Sep 1;309(6):151341.

Douesnard-Malo F, Daigle F. Increased persistence of Sa/monella enterica serovar
Typhi in the presence of Acanthamoeba castellanii. Appl Environ Microbiol. 2011
Nov;77(21):764071 6.

Kim K-S, Rao NN, Fraley CD, Kornberg A. Inorganic polyphosphate is essential

for long-term survival and virulence factors in Shigella and Salmonella spp. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2002 May 28;99(11):76757 80.

239



664.

6635.

666.

667.

668.

669.

670.

671.

672.

673.

674.

675.

Reynolds MM, Bogomolnaya L, Guo J, Aldrich L, Bokhari D, Santiviago CA, et
al. Abrogation of the twin arginine transport system in Salmonella enterica serovar

Typhimurium leads to colonization defects during infection. PloS One. 2011 Jan
26;6(1):¢15800.

King CH, Shotts EB, Wooley RE, Porter KG. Survival of coliforms and bacterial
pathogens within protozoa during chlorination. Appl Environ Microbiol. 1988
Dec;54(12):302371 33.

Lambrecht E, Bar¢ J, Chavatte N, Bert W, Sabbe K, Houf K. Protozoan Cysts Act
as a Survival Niche and Protective Shelter for Foodborne Pathogenic Bacteria.
Appl Environ Microbiol. 2015 Aug 15;81(16):56041 12.

Salah IB, Ghigo E, Drancourt M. Free-living amoebae, a training field for
macrophage resistance of mycobacteria. Clin Microbiol Infect. 2009 Oct
1;15(10):8941 905.

Sly LM, Guiney DG, Reiner NE. Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium
periplasmic superoxide dismutases SodCI and SodClII are required for protection
against the phagocyte oxidative burst. Infect Immun. 2002 Sep;70(9):53127 5.

Davies B, Chattings LS, Edwards SW. Superoxide generation during phagocytosis
by Acanthamoeba castellanii: similarities to the respiratory burst of immune
phagocytes. Microbiology. 1991;137(3):70571 10.

Wildschutte H, Wolfe DM, Tamewitz A, Lawrence JG. Protozoan predation,
diversifying selection, and the evolution of antigenic diversity in Sa/monella. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2004 Jul 20;101(29):106441 9.

Srikanth CV, Mercado-Lubo R, Hallstrom K, McCormick BA. Salmonella effector
proteins and host-cell responses. Cell Mol Life Sci CMLS. 2011
Nov;68(22):3687197.

Zhang S, Santos RL, Tsolis RM, Stender S, Hardt W-D, Baumler AJ, et al. The
Salmonella enterica Serotype Typhimurium Effector Proteins SipA, SopA, SopB,

SopD, and SopE2 Act in Concert To Induce Diarrhea in Calves. Infect Immun.
2002 Jul;70(7):38437 55.

Kidwai AS, Mushamiri I, Niemann GS, Brown RN, Adkins JN, Heffron F. Diverse
Secreted Effectors Are Required for Salmonella Persistence in a Mouse Infection
Model. PLoS One. 2013 Aug 12;8(8):e70753.

Mukai H. The Structure and Function of PKN, a Protein Kinase Having a Catalytic
Domain Homologous to That of PKC. J Biochem (Tokyo). 2003;133(1):17127.

Collazos A, Michael N, Whelan RDH, Kelly G, Mellor H, Pang LCH, et al. Site
recognition and substrate screens for PKN family proteins. Biochem J. 2011 Sep
15;438(3):535143.

240



676.

677.

678.

679.

680.

681.

682.

683.

684.

685.

686.

687.

Lachmann S, Jevons A, De Rycker M, Casamassima A, Radtke S, Collazos A, et
al. Regulatory Domain Selectivity in the Cell-Type Specific PKN-Dependence of
Cell Migration. PLoS One. 2011 Jul 6;6(7):e21732.

Jilg CA, Ketscher A, Metzger E, Hummel B, Willmann D, Riisseler V, et al.
PRK1/PKNI1 controls migration and metastasis of androgen-independent prostate
cancer cells. Oncotarget. 2014 Dec 30;5(24):126461 64.

Gampel A, Parker PJ, Mellor H. Regulation of epidermal growth factor receptor
traffic by the small GTPase RhoB. Curr Biol. 1999 Sep 9;9(17):95571 8.

Mellor H, Flynn P, Nobes CD, Hall A, Parker PJ. PRK1 Is Targeted to Endosomes
by the Small GTPase, RhoB. J Biol Chem. 1998 Feb 27;273(9):48111 4.

Torbett NE, Casamassima A, Parker PJ. Hyperosmotic-induced Protein Kinase N 1
Activation in a Vesicular Compartment Is Dependent upon Racl and 3-
Phosphoinositide-dependent Kinase 1. J Biol Chem. 2003 Aug 22;278(34):323441
51.

Yuan Q, Ren C, Xu W, Petri B, Zhang J, Zhang Y, et al. PKN1 Directs Polarized
RAB21 Vesicle Trafficking via RPH3A and Is Important for Neutrophil Adhesion
and Ischemia-Reperfusion Injury. Cell Rep. 2017 20;19(12):25861 97.

Metzger E, Miiller JM, Ferrari S, Buettner R, Schiile R. A novel inducible
transactivation domain in the androgen receptor: implications for PRK in prostate
cancer. EMBO J. 2003 Jan 15;22(2):2701 80.

Marinissen MJ, Chiariello M, Gutkind JS. Regulation of gene expression by the
smal | GTPase Rho through the ERKS®6
2001 Mar 1;15(5):53571 53.

Takahashi M, Gotoh Y, Isagawa T, Nishimura T, Goyama E, Kim H-S, et al.
Regulation of a mitogen-activated protein kinase kinase kinase, MLTK by PKN. J
Biochem (Tokyo). 2003 Feb;133(2):1811 7.

Park YH, Wood G, Kastner DL, Chae JJ. Pyrin inflammasome activation and
RhoA signaling in the autoinflammatory diseases FMF and HIDS. Nat Immunol.
2016;17(8):9147 21.

Amano M, Mukai H, Ono Y, Chihara K, Matsui T, Hamajima Y, et al.
Identification of a Putative Target for Rho as the Serine-Threonine Kinase Protein
Kinase N. Science. 1996 Feb 2;271(5249):6481 50.

Flynn P, Mellor H, Casamassima A, Parker PJ. Rho GTPase Control of Protein
Kinase C-related Protein Kinase Activation by 3-Phosphoinositide-dependent
Protein Kinase. J Biol Chem. 2000 Apr 14;275(15):110641 70.

241

(p382)



688.

689.

690.

691.

692.

693.

694.

695.

696.

697.

698.

Hutchinson CL, Lowe PN, McLaughlin SH, Mott HR, Owen D. Differential
Binding of RhoA, RhoB, and RhoC to Protein Kinase C-Related Kinase (PRK)
Isoforms PRK1, PRK2, and PRK3: PRKs Have the Highest Affinity for RhoB.
Biochemistry. 2013 Nov 12;52(45):79991 8011.

Yoshinaga C, Mukai H, Toshimori M, Miyamoto M, Ono Y. Mutational analysis
of the regulatory mechanism of PKN: the regulatory region of PKN contains an
arachidonic acid-sensitive autoinhibitory domain. J Biochem (Tokyo). 1999
Sep;126(3):4751 84.

Takahashi M, Mukai H, Toshimori M, Miyamoto M, Ono Y. Proteolytic activation
of PKN by caspase-3 or related protease during apoptosis. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S
A. 1998 Sep 29;95(20):1156671 71.

Manser C, Stevenson A, Banner S, Davies J, Tudor EL, Ono Y, et al. Deregulation
of PKNI1 activity disrupts neurofilament organisation and axonal transport. FEBS
Lett. 2008 Jun 25;582(15):23031 8.

Wick MJ, Dong LQ, Riojas RA, Ramos FJ, Liu F. Mechanism of phosphorylation
of protein kinase B/Akt by a constitutively active 3-phosphoinositide-dependent
protein kinase-1. J Biol Chem. 2000 Dec 22;275(51):404007 6.

Yasui T, Sakakibara-Yada K, Nishimura T, Morita K, Tada S, Mosialos G, et al.
Protein kinase N1, a cell inhibitor of Akt kinase, has a central role in quality

control of germinal center formation. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2012 Dec
18;109(51):2102271 7.

zur Nedden S, Eith R, Schwarzer C, Zanetti L, Seitter H, Fresser F, et al. Protein
kinase N1 critically regulates cerebellar development and long-term function. J
Clin Invest. 2018 01;128(5):20761 88.

Thul PJ, Akesson L, Wiking M, Mahdessian D, Geladaki A, Blal HA, et al. A
subcellular map of the human proteome. Science. 2017 May
26;356(6340):eaal3321.

Cell atlas - PKNT1 - The Human Protein Atlas [Internet]. [cited 2020 Jun 4].
Available from: https://www.proteinatlas.org/ENSG00000123143-PKN1/cell

Retamal P, Castillo-Ruiz M, Mora GC. Characterization of MgtC, a virulence
factor of Salmonella enterica Serovar Typhi. PloS One. 2009;4(5):e5551.

Ramachandran G, Perkins DJ, Schmidlein PJ, Tulapurkar ME, Tennant SM.
Invasive Salmonella Typhimurium ST313 with Naturally Attenuated Flagellin

Elicits Reduced Inflammation and Replicates within Macrophages. PLoS Negl
Trop Dis. 2015 Jan 8;9(1):e3394.

242



699.

700.

701.

702.

703.

704.

705.

706.

707.

708.

709.

Ortiz-Lazareno PC, Bravo-Cuellar A, Lerma-Diaz JM, Jave-Sudrez LF, Aguilar-
Lemarroy A, Dominguez-Rodriguez JR, et al. Sensitization of U937 leukemia cells
to doxorubicin by the MG132 proteasome inhibitor induces an increase in
apoptosis by suppressing NF-kappa B and mitochondrial membrane potential loss.
Cancer Cell Int. 2014 Feb 4;14(1):13.

Capuano F, Mancusi A, Capparelli R, Esposito S, Proroga YTR. Characterization
of drug resistance and virulotypes of Salmonella strains isolated from food and
humans. Foodborne Pathog Dis. 2013 Nov;10(11):9637 8.

Proroga YTR, Capuano F, Capparelli R, Bilei S, Bernardo M, Cocco MP, et al.
Characterization of non-typhoidal Salmonella enterica strains of human origin in
central and southern Italy. Ital J Food Saf. 2018 Mar 31;7(1):6888.

Proroga YTR, Mancusi A, Peruzy MF, Carullo MR, Montone AMI, Fulgione A, et
al. Characterization of Sa/monella Typhimurium and its monophasic variant 1,4,
[5],12:1:- isolated from different sources. Folia Microbiol (Praha). 2019 Nov
1;64(6):71118.

Poimenidou SV, Dalmasso M, Papadimitriou K, Fox EM, Skandamis PN, Jordan
K. Virulence Gene Sequencing Highlights Similarities and Differences in
Sequences in Listeria monocytogenes Serotype 1/2a and 4b Strains of Clinical and
Food Origin From 3 Different Geographic Locations. Front Microbiol.
2018;9:1103.

Camprubi-Font C, Ruiz del Castillo B, Barrabés S, Martinez-Martinez L,
Martinez-Medina M. Amino Acid Substitutions and Differential Gene Expression

of Outer Membrane Proteins in Adherent-Invasive Escherichia coli. Front
Microbiol. 2019;10:1707.

Cain RJ, Hayward RD, Koronakis V. Deciphering interplay between Salmonella
invasion effectors. PLoS Pathog. 2008 Apr 4;4(4):e1000037.

Jantsch J, Chikkaballi D, Hensel M. Cellular aspects of immunity to intracellular
Salmonella enterica. Immunol Rev. 2011 Mar;240(1):185195.

Mashud R, Nomachi A, Hayakawa A, Kubouchi K, Danno S, Hirata T, et al.
Impaired lymphocyte trafficking in mice deficient in the kinase activity of PKNI.
Sci Rep. 2017 09;7(1):7663.

Siddique SM, Kubouchi K, Shinmichi Y, Sawada N, Sugiura R, Itoh Y, et al.
PKNT1 kinase-negative knock-in mice develop splenomegaly and leukopenia at
advanced age without obvious autoimmune-like phenotypes. Sci Rep. 2019 Sep
27;9(1):13977.

Yuan B-Z, Chapman JA, Reynolds SH. Proteasome Inhibitor MG132 Induces
Apoptosis and Inhibits Invasion of Human Malignant Pleural Mesothelioma Cells.
Transl Oncol. 2008 Sep;1(3):12971 40.

243



710.

711.

712.

713.

714.

715.

716.

717.

718.

719.

720.

721.

Westerberg CM, Higglund H, Nilsson G. Proteasome inhibition upregulates Bim
and induces caspase-3-dependent apoptosis in human mast cells expressing the Kit
D816V mutation. Cell Death Dis. 2012 Nov 15;3:e417.

Tabtieng T, Degterev A, Gaglia MM. Caspase-Dependent Suppression of Type I
I nterferon Signal i ng-Asotiaeditedesvius§ticp osi 0 S
Replication. J Virol. 2018 May 15;92(10):e00078-18.

Lee ACY, Zhang AJX, Chu H, Li C, Zhu H, Mak WWN, et al. H7NO influenza A
virus activation of necroptosis in human monocytes links innate and adaptive
immune responses. Cell Death Dis. 2019 Jun 5;10(6):442.

Seo MY, Rhee K. Caspase-mediated cleavage of the centrosomal proteins during
apoptosis. Cell Death Dis. 2018 May 11;9(5):17 11.

Hida A, Kawakami A, Nakashima T, Yamasaki S, Sakai H, Urayama S, et al.
Nuclear factor-kappaB and caspases co-operatively regulate the activation and
apoptosis of human macrophages. Immunology. 2000 Apr;99(4):55371 60.

Lee HW, Smith L, Pettit GR, Vinitsky A, Smith JB. Ubiquitination of protein
kinase C-alpha and degradation by the proteasome. J Biol Chem. 1996 Aug
30;271(35):209737 6.

Lu Z, Liu D, Hornia A, Devonish W, Pagano M, Foster DA. Activation of protein
kinase C triggers its ubiquitination and degradation. Mol Cell Biol. 1998
Feb;18(2):8391 45.

Kato TJ, Gotoh Y, Hoffmann A, Ono Y. Negative regulation of constitutive NF-2 B
and JNK signaling by PKN1-mediated phosphorylation of TRAF1. Genes Cells.
2008;13(5):5091 20.

Chuang K-H, Altuwaijri S, Li G, Lai J-J, Chu C-Y, Lai K-P, et al. Neutropenia
with impaired host defense against microbial infection in mice lacking androgen
receptor. J Exp Med. 2009 May 11;206(5):11817199.

Gao M, Liang J, Lu Y, Guo H, German P, Bai S, et al. Site Specific Activation of
AKT Protects Cells from Death Induced by Glucose Deprivation. Oncogene. 2014
Feb 6;33(6):74571 55.

Cooper KG, Winfree S, Malik-Kale P, Jolly C, Ireland R, Knodler LA, et al.
Activation of Akt by the bacterial inositol phosphatase, SopB, is wortmannin
insensitive. PloS One. 2011;6(7):€22260.

Owen KA, Meyer CB, Bouton AH, Casanova JE. Activation of Focal Adhesion
Kinase by Salmonella Suppresses Autophagy via an Akt/mTOR Signaling
Pathway and Promotes Bacterial Survival in Macrophages. PLoS Pathog. 2014 Jun
5;10(6):€1004159.

244

‘N



722.

723.

724.

725.

726.

727.

728.

729.

730.

731.

732.

Kum WWS, Lo BC, Yu HB, Finlay BB. Protective role of Akt2 in Salmonella
enterica serovar typhimurium-induced gastroenterocolitis. Infect Immun. 2011
Jul;79(7):25541 66.

Hu G-Q, Song P-X, Li N, Chen W, Lei Q-Q, Yu S-X, et al. AIM2 contributes to
the maintenance of intestinal integrity via Akt and protects against Salmonella
mucosal infection. Mucosal Immunol. 2016;9(5):133071 9.

Roppenser B, Kwon H, Canadien V, Xu R, Devreotes PN, Grinstein S, et al.
Multiple host kinases contribute to Akt activation during Salmonella infection.
PloS One. 2013;8(8):¢71015.

Rakov AV, Mastriani E, Liu S-L, Schifferli DM. Association of Salmonella
virulence factor alleles with intestinal and invasive serovars. BMC Genomics.
2019 May 28;20(1):429.

Okoro CK, Barquist L, Connor TR, Harris SR, Clare S, Stevens MP, et al.
Signatures of adaptation in human invasive Sa/monella Typhimurium ST313

populations from sub-Saharan Africa. PLoS Negl Trop Dis. 2015
Mar;9(3):e0003611.

Reddy SP, Wang H, Adams JK, Feng PCH. Prevalence and Characteristics of
Salmonella Serotypes Isolated from Fresh Produce Marketed in the United States. J
Food Prot. 2016 Jan;79(1):61 16.

Zhang G, Hu L, Melka D, Wang H, Laasri A, Brown EW, et al. Prevalence of
Salmonella in Cashews, Hazelnuts, Macadamia Nuts, Pecans, Pine Nuts, and
Walnuts in the United States. J Food Prot. 2017;80(3):4591 66.

Zhang G, Hu L, Pouillot R, Tatavarthy A, Doren JMV, Kleinmeier D, et al.
Prevalence of Salmonella in 11 Spices Offered for Sale from Retail Establishments
and in Imported Shipments Offered for Entry to the United States. J Food Prot.
2017 Oct 4;17911 805.

Government of Canada. FoodNet Canada Annual Report 2017 [Internet]. Guelph,
Ontario: Public Health Agency of Canada; 2020 Jan [cited 2020 Apr 3]. Available
from: https://www.canada.ca/en/public-health/services/surveillance/foodnet-
canada/publications/foodnet-canada-annual-report-2017.html

Vincent C, Usongo V, Berry C, Tremblay DM, Moineau S, Yousfi K, et al.
Comparison of advanced whole genome sequence-based methods to distinguish

strains of Salmonella enterica serovar Heidelberg involved in foodborne outbreaks
in Québec. Food Microbiol. 2018 Aug;73:991 110.

Rumore J, Tschetter L, Kearney A, Kandar R, McCormick R, Walker M, et al.
Evaluation of whole-genome sequencing for outbreak detection of Verotoxigenic
Escherichia coli O157:H7 from the Canadian perspective. BMC Genomics. 2018
Dec 4;19(1):870.

245



733.

734.

735.

736.

737.

738.

739.

740.

741.

742.

743.

744.

Cooper AL, Low AJ, Koziol AG, Thomas MC, Leclair D, Tamber S, et al.
Systematic Evaluation of Whole Genome Sequence-Based Predictions of
Salmonella Serotype and Antimicrobial Resistance. Front Microbiol. 2020 Apr
3;11:549.

Cirillo JD, Falkow S, Tompkins LS. Growth of Legionella pneumophila in
Acanthamoeba castellanii enhances invasion. Infect Immun. 1994 Aug
1;62(8):32541 61.

Schunder E, Gillmaier N, Kutzner E, Eisenreich W, Herrmann V, Lautner M, et al.
Amino Acid Uptake and Metabolism of Legionella pneumophila Hosted by
Acanthamoeba castellanii. ] Biol Chem. 2014 Jul 25;289(30):210401 54.

Mengue L, Régnacq M, Aucher W, Portier E, Héchard Y, Samba-Louaka A.
Legionella pneumophila prevents proliferation of its natural host Acanthamoeba
castellanii. Sci Rep. 2016 Nov 2;6:36448.

Steinert M, Birkness K, White E, Fields B, Quinn F. Mycobacterium avium bacilli
grow saprozoically in coculture with Acanthamoeba polyphaga and survive within
cyst walls. Appl Environ Microbiol. 1998 Jun;64(6):22561 61.

Adékambi T, Ben Salah S, Khlif M, Raoult D, Drancourt M. Survival of
Environmental Mycobacteria in Acanthamoeba polyphaga. Appl Environ
Microbiol. 2006 Sep;72(9):59741 81.

Mba Medie F, Ben Salah I, Henrissat B, Raoult D, Drancourt M. Mycobacterium
tuberculosis complex mycobacteria as amoeba-resistant organisms. PloS One.
2011;6(6):20499.

Kennedy GM, Morisaki JH, Champion PAD. Conserved Mechanisms of
Mycobacterium marinum Pathogenesis within the Environmental Amoeba
Acanthamoeba castellanii. Appl Environ Microbiol. 2012 Mar 15;78(6):20491 52.

Zhou X, Elmose J, Call DR. Interactions between the environmental pathogen
Listeria monocytogenes and a free-living protozoan (Acanthamoeba castellanii).
Environ Microbiol. 2007 Apr;9(4):9131 22.

Akya A, Pointon A, Thomas C. Mechanism involved in phagocytosis and killing
of Listeria monocytogenes by Acanthamoeba polyphaga. Parasitol Res. 2009
Oct;105(5):137571 83.

Akya A, Pointon A, Thomas C. Viability of Listeria monocytogenes in co-culture
with Acanthamoeba spp. FEMS Microbiol Ecol. 2009 Oct;70(1):2071 9.

Akya A, Pointon A, Thomas C. Listeria monocytogenes does not survive ingestion
by Acanthamoeba polyphaga. Microbiol Read Engl. 2010 Mar;156(Pt 3):8091 18.

246



745.

746.

747.

748.

749.

750.

751.

752.

753.

754.

755.

Wang X, Ahearn DG. Effect of bacteria on survival and growth of Acanthamoeba
castellanii. Curr Microbiol. 1997 Apr;34(4):2121 5.

McBride J, Ingram PR, Henriquez FL, Roberts CW. Development of colorimetric
microtiter plate assay for assessment of antimicrobials against Acanthamoeba. J
Clin Microbiol. 2005 Feb;43(2):6291 34.

Sifaoui I, Lopez-Arencibia A, Martin-Navarro CM, Reyes-Batlle M, Wagner C,
Chiboub O, et al. Programmed cell death in Acanthamoeba castellanii Neff

induced by several molecules present in olive leaf extracts. PloS One.
2017;12(8):e0183795.

Fields PI, Groisman EA, Heffron F. A Salmonella locus that controls resistance to
microbicidal proteins from phagocytic cells. Science. 1989 Feb 24;243(4894 Pt
1):105971 62.

de Moraes J, Alfieri SC. Growth, encystment and survival of Acanthamoeba
castellanii grazing on different bacteria. FEMS Microbiol Ecol. 2008
Nov;66(2):221719.

Mergeryan H. The prevalence of Acanthamoeba in the human environment. Rev
Infect Dis. 1991 Apr;13 Suppl 5:S390-391.

Carnt NA, Subedi D, Connor S, Kilvington S. The relationship between

environmental sources and the susceptibility of Acanthamoeba keratitis in the
United Kingdom. PloS One. 2020;15(3):¢0229681.

Nelson PS, Clegg N, Arnold H, Ferguson C, Bonham M, White J, et al. The
program of androgen-responsive genes in neoplastic prostate epithelium. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A. 2002 Sep 3;99(18):118901 5.

Nakauchi H, Matsuda K, Ochiai I, Kawauchi A, Mizutani Y, Miki T, et al. A
differential ligand-mediated response of green fluorescent protein-tagged androgen

receptor in living prostate cancer and non-prostate cancer cell lines. J Histochem
Cytochem. 2007 Jun;55(6):5351 44.

Francois AA, Obasanjo-Blackshire K, Clark JE, Boguslavskyi A, Holt MR, Parker
PJ, et al. Loss of Protein Kinase Novel 1 (PKN1) is associated with mild systolic
and diastolic contractile dysfunction, increased phospholamban Thr17

phosphorylation, and exacerbated ischaemia-reperfusion injury. Cardiovasc Res.
2018 Jan 1;114(1):1381 57.

Cariolato L, Cavin S, Diviani D. A-kinase anchoring protein (AKAP)-Lbc anchors

aPKN-based signal i ng eademi reczptortindueed p38 e d

activation. J Biol Chem. 2011 Mar 11;286(10):792571 37.

247

n



756.

757.

758.

759.

760.

761.

762.

763.

764.

765.

766.

Sahlberg AS, Penttinen MA, Heiskanen KM, Colbert RA, Sistonen L, Granfors K.
Evidence that the p38 MAP kinase pathway is dysregulated in HLA-B27-
expressing human monocytic cells: correlation with HLA-B27 misfolding.
Arthritis Rheum. 2007 Aug;56(8):26521 62.

Hobbie S, Chen LM, Davis RJ, Galan JE. Involvement of mitogen-activated
protein kinase pathways in the nuclear responses and cytokine production induced

by Salmonella typhimurium in cultured intestinal epithelial cells. J Immunol. 1997
Dec 1;159(11):555071 9.

Zarubin T, Han J. Activation and signaling of the p38 M AP kinase pathway. Cell
Res. 2005 Jan;15(1):117 8.

Maik-Rachline G, Zehorai E, Hanoch T, Blenis J, Seger R. The nuclear
translocation of the kinases p38 and JNK promotes inflammation-induced cancer.
Sci Signal. 2018 10;11(525):eaa03428.

Kayagaki N, Wong MT, Stowe IB, Ramani SR, Gonzalez LC, Akashi-Takamura
S, et al. Noncanonical inflammasome activation by intracellular LPS independent
of TLR4. Science. 2013 Sep 13;341(6151):12461 9.

Rayamajhi M, Zhang Y, Miao EA. Detection of pyroptosis by measuring released
lactate dehydrogenase activity. Methods Mol Biol. 2013;1040:8571 90.

Fink SL, Cookson BT. Pyroptosis and host cell death responses during Salmonella
infection. Cell Microbiol. 2007 Nov;9(11):25621 70.

Thiennimitr P, Winter SE, Winter MG, Xavier MN, Tolstikov V, Huseby DL, et al.
Intestinal inflammation allows Sa/monella to use ethanolamine to compete with the
microbiota. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2011 Oct 18;108(42):1748071 5.

Nedialkova LP, Denzler R, Koeppel MB, Diehl M, Ring D, Wille T, et al.
Inflammation Fuels Colicin Ib-Dependent Competition of Salmonella Serovar

Typhimurium and E. coli in Enterobacterial Blooms. PLoS Pathog. 2014 Jan
2;10(1):e1003844.

Palmer RH, Dekker LV, Woscholski R, Good JAL, Gigg R, Parker PJ. Activation
of PRK1 by Phosphatidylinositol 4,5-bisphosphate and Phosphatidylinositol 3,4,5-
trisphosphate. A Comparison With Protein Kinase C Isotypes. J Biol Chem. 1995
Sep 22;270(38):2241271 6.

Santiviago CA, Reynolds MM, Porwollik S, Choi S-H, Long F, Andrews-
Polymenis HL, et al. Analysis of Pools of Targeted Salmonella Deletion Mutants

Identifies Novel Genes Affecting Fitness during Competitive Infection in Mice.
PLoS Pathog. 2009 Jul 3;5(7):¢1000477.

248



767.

768.

769.

770.

771.

772.

773.

774.

T75.

776.

T777.

778.

van Opijnen T, Bodi KL, Camilli A. Tn-seq: high-throughput parallel sequencing
for fitness and genetic interaction studies in microorganisms. Nat Methods. 2009
Oct;6(10):7671 72.

Khatiwara A, Jiang T, Sung S-S, Dawoud T, Kim JN, Bhattacharya D, et al.
Genome scanning for conditionally essential genes in Salmonella enterica
Serotype Typhimurium. Appl Environ Microbiol. 2012 May;78(9):30981 107.

Mandal RK, Kwon YM. Global Screening of Salmonella enterica Serovar
Typhimurium Genes for Desiccation Survival. Front Microbiol. 2017;8:1723.

Karash S, Liyanage R, Qassab A, Lay JO, Kwon YM. A Comprehensive
Assessment of the Genetic Determinants in Salmonella Typhimurium for

Resistance to Hydrogen Peroxide Using Proteogenomics. Sci Rep. 2017 Dec
6;7(1):17073.

Karash S, Kwon YM. Iron-dependent essential genes in Sa/monella Typhimurium.
BMC Genomics. 2018 Aug 14;19(1):610.

O6Connor HF, Swaim CD, Can a-deiated A,
Interaction Traps (UBAITSs): Tools for Capturing Protein-Protein Interactions.
Methods Mol Biol. 2018;1844:851 100.

Hu i

O6Connor HF, Lyon N, Leung JW, Agar wal

Ubiquitin-Activated Interaction Traps (UBAITs) identify E3 ligase binding
partners. EMBO Rep. 2015 Dec 1;16(12):16991 712.

Kubori T, Shinzawa N, Kanuka H, Nagai H. Legionella Metaeffector Exploits
Host Proteasome to Temporally Regulate Cognate Effector. PLoS Pathog. 2010
Dec 2;6(12):e1001216.

Chapman-Smith A, Mulhern TD, Whelan F, Cronan JE, Wallace JC. The C-
terminal domain of biotin protein ligase from E. coli is required for catalytic
activity. Protein Sci. 2001 Dec;10(12):26081 17.

Choi-Rhee E, Schulman H, Cronan JE. Promiscuous protein biotinylation by
Escherichia coli biotin protein ligase. Protein Sci Publ Protein Soc. 2004
Nov;13(11):30437 50.

Sears RM, May DG, Roux KJ. BioID as a Tool for Protein-Proximity Labeling in
Living Cells. Methods Mol Biol. 2019;2012:29971 313.

Coyaud E, Mis M, Laurent EMN, Dunham WH, Couzens AL, Robitaille M, et al.

BiolD-based Identification of Skp Cullin F-b 0 x  ( -$rCPH/} KB Ligase
Substrates. Mol Cell Proteomics. 2015 Jul;14(7):178171 95.

249

br

F



779.

780.

781.

782.

783.

784.

785.

786.

Masschaele D, Wauman J, Vandemoortele G, De Sutter D, De Ceuninck L,
Eyckerman S, et al. High-Confidence Interactome for RNF41 Built on Multiple
Orthogonal Assays. J Proteome Res. 2018 06;17(4):13487 60.

Dho SE, Silva-Gagliardi N, Morgese F, Coyaud E, Lamoureux E, Berry DM, et al.
Proximity interactions of the ubiquitin ligase Mind bomb 1 reveal a role in
regulation of epithelial polarity complex proteins. Sci Rep. 2019 28;9(1):12471.

Fulzele A, Bennett EJ. Ubiquitin diGLY proteomics as an approach to identify and
quantify the ubiquitin-modified proteome. Methods Mol Biol. 2018;1844:36371 84.

Kim W, Bennett EJ, Huttlin EL, Guo A, Li J, Possemato A, et al. Systematic and
quantitative assessment of the ubiquitin-modified proteome. Mol Cell. 2011 Oct
21;44(2):325140.

Fiskin E, Bionda T, Dikic I, Behrends C. Global Analysis of Host and Bacterial
Ubiquitinome in Response to Salmonella Typhimurium Infection. Mol Cell. 2016
16;62(6):9671 81.

Thompson JW, Nagel J, Hoving S, Gerrits B, Bauer A, Thomas JR, et al.
Quantitative Lys-f-Gly-Gly (diGly) proteomics coupled with inducible RNAi
reveals ubiquitin-mediated proteolysis of DNA damage-inducible transcript 4
(DDIT4) by the E3 ligase HUWEI. J Biol Chem. 2014 Oct 17;289(42):289421 55.

Fang NN, Chan GT, Zhu M, Comyn SA, Persaud A, Deshaies RJ, et al.
Rsp5/Nedd4 is the main ubiquitin ligase that targets cytosolic misfolded proteins
following heat stress. Nat Cell Biol. 2014 Dec;16(12):12271 37.

Higgins R, Gendron JM, Rising L, Mak R, Webb K, Kaiser SE, et al. The

Unfolded Protein Response Triggers Site-Specific Regulatory Ubiquitylation of
40S Ribosomal Proteins. Mol Cell. 2015 Jul 2;59(1):35749.

250



Appendix A
Copyright Permissions

Herod A, Goodridge L, Rohde J. 2019. Recalls of Foods due to Microbial Contamination
Classified by the Canadian Food Inspection Agency, 2000 to 2017. J Food Prot 82:190171
1908.

COPYRIGHT, OPEN ACCESS, AND PERMISSIONS POLICY

IAFP holds the copyright for articles published in JFP, except for manuscripts submitted by the
federal government as part of their duties, which is exempted from copyrighting. No part of the
copyrighted publication may be reproduced or transmitted in any form or by any means,
electronic or mechanical, including photocopy, recording, or any information storage and
retrieval system without permission from IAFP (except in limited quantities for the
noncommercial purposes of scientific or educational advancement).

IAFP does not grant permission to post copyrighted journal articles on public/open access
websites/repositories or in other online publications. Complimentary PDF versions of the article
are provided to the authors for their personal use. Authors who wish to use their published paper
in their thesis or dissertation may do so without requesting permission. Article abstracts may be
posted without requesting permission as long as the article's DOI is included with the post. If you
plan to electronically distribute the article, other than incidental copies for education or research
use, you must request permission through the Copyright Clearance Center.

251



