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Summary 

In their habitats, microorganisms are often in competition for limited nutrients. In order to succeed, 

many Gram-positive bacteria resort to production of peptide antibiotics. Therefore, resistance 

mechanisms against these compounds are essential. The first step of ensuring survival is the 

perception of the harmful drugs and mediation of resistance against it. In recent years, a group of 

ABC-transporters have been recognized as important resistance determinate against antimicrobial 

peptides. The expression of these transporters is generally regulated by a two-component system, 

which in most cases is encoded next to the transporter. Together they are described as detoxification 

modules. The permeases of the transporters are characterized by a large extracellular domain, while 

the histidine kinases lack an obvious input domain. One of the best understood examples is the 

BceRS-BceAB system of Bacillus subtilis, which mediates resistance against bacitracin, mersacidin 

and actagardine. For this system it was shown that the histidine kinase is not able to detect the 

substrate directly and instead has an absolute requirement for the transporter in stimulus perception. 

This describes a novel mode of signal transduction in which the transporter is the actual sensor and 

therefore regulates its own expression. To date, mechanistic details for this unique mode of signal 

transduction remain unknown. Several other examples have been described for transport proteins that 

have acquired additional sensing or regulatory functions beyond solute transport, and these have been 

designated trigger transporters. For these bifunctional transporters a direct protein-protein interaction 

with membrane-integrated or soluble components of signal transduction relays has been postulated. 

However, for most sensor/co-sensor pairs, conclusive proof of such an interaction is lacking, and so 

far little is known about the sites that might mediate contacts between the putative protein interfaces 

and how communication is achieved.  

Based on sequence and architectural similarities, we identified over 250 BceAB-like transporters 

in the protein database, which occurred almost exclusively in Firmicutes bacteria. To whether the 

regulatory interplay between the ABC transporter and the two-component system was a common 

theme in these antimicrobial peptide resistance modules, we carried out a phylogenetic study of these 

identified systems. We identified a clear coevolutionary relationship between transport permeases and 

histidine kinases. Furthermore, we identified conserved putative response regulator binding sites in the 

promoter regions of the transporter operons. Additionally, we were able to provide a tool to identify 

TCSs for transporters lacking a regulatory system in their genomic neighbourhood, which was based 

on the coclustering of histidine kinases and transporter permeases. These findings also suggested the 

existence of a sensory complex between BceAB-like transporters and BceS-like histidine kinases. 

To further investigate the signaling mechanism, we performed a random mutagenesis of the 

transport permease BceB with the aim to identify regions or residues within the transporter that are 

involved in signaling and/or resistance. With this approach we were able to identify mutations that 
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affected either the ability for signaling or mediation of resistance. This showed a partial genetic 

separation of the two qualities, which could be achieved by single amino acid replacements. These 

results provide first insights into the signaling mechanism of the Bce system. 

In order to analyse the proposed communication between two-component system and ABC 

transporter, we further characterized their interactions by in vivo and in vitro approaches. We could 

demonstrate that the transporter BceAB is indeed able to interact directly with the histidine kinase. 

Because it was unknown how the signal perception by BceAB-type transporters occurs, we next 

analyzed substrate binding by the transporter permease BceB and could show direct binding of 

bacitracin by BceB. Finally, in vitro signal transduction assays indicated that complex formation with 

the transporter influenced the activity of the histidine kinase. 

In summary this thesis clearly shows the existence of a sensory complex comprised of BceRS-like 

two-component systems and BceAB-like ABC transporters and provides first functional insights into 

the mechanism of stimulus perception, signal transduction and antimicrobial resistance mechanism 

employed by these wide spread detoxification systems against antimicrobial peptides. 
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Zusammenfassung 

Um sich in solch hart umkämpften Habitaten wie dem Boden zu behaupten sind Bakterien dazu 

übergegangen Antibiotika zu produzieren, um das Wachstum der Konkurrenz einzudämmen. Eine 

Gruppe solcher Substanzen sind antimikrobielle Peptide, die von Gram-positiven Bakterien produziert 

werden. Zum Schutz vor Peptidantibiotika haben Gram-positive Bakterien eine Vielzahl verschiedener 

Resistenzmechanismen entwickelt. Den effizientesten Resistenzmechanismus gegen Peptidantibiotika 

stellt eine Gruppe ATP-abhängiger ABC-Transporter dar. Diese Transporter weisen einen besonderen 

Transmembranaufbau auf. Sie bestehen aus zehn Transmembranhelices und einer großen 

extrazellulären Domäne. Die Expression dieser Transportergruppe wird durch ein 

Zweikomponentensystem reguliert. Die Histidinkinase besitzt ebenfalls einen ungewöhnlichen 

Transmembranaufbau, da sie keine offensichtliche Bindedomäne besitzt. Zusammen bilden der 

Transporter und die Histidinkinase ein Resistenzmodul gegen Peptidantibiotika, das in Firmicutes weit 

verbreitet ist. Eines der am besten verstandenen Systeme ist das BceRS-BceAB System in Bacillus 

subtilis. Dieses System vermittelt Resistenz gegen Bacitracin, Actagardin und Mersacidin. Für dieses 

System konnte gezeigt werden, dass die Histidinkinase BceS alleine nicht in der Lage ist, auf 

Bacitracin zu reagieren, sondern stattdessen für die Reizwahrnehmung und die Vermittlung der 

Resistenz auf den Transporter BceAB angewiesen ist. Der Transporter reguliert somit eine eigene 

Produktion. Wie der Resistenzmechanismus in diesem System genau funktioniert konnte bisher aber 

noch nicht hinreichend geklärt werden. Dass Transporter neben ihrer Funktion Substrate über eine 

Zellmembran zu transportieren auch an der Reizwahrnehmung und der Antwortregulation beteiligt 

sein können, ist in unterschiedlichsten Beispielen beschrieben worden. Um die Signalweiterleitung an 

membranständige oder zytoplasmatische Komponenten des Signalwegs gewährleisten zu können, 

müssen diese miteinander interagieren, zum Beispiel durch direkte Protein-Protein Interaktionen. 

Bisher konnte jedoch für viele solcher Sensorkomplexe keine endgültige Erklärung für solch eine 

Interaktion dargestellt werden.  

Basierend auf einer Datenbankanalyse konnten über 250 BceAB-artige Transporter identifiziert 

und ein Großteil davon einer BceS-artigen Histidinkinase zugeordnet werden. Durch eine 

phylogenetische Studie konnte weiterhin gezeigte werden, dass BceRS-artige 

Zweikomponentensysteme und BceAB-artige Transporter in Firmicutes Bakterien weit verbreitet sind 

und sich über Ko-Evolution gemeinsam zu Resistenzmodulen gegen Peptidantibiotika entwickelt 

haben. Dazu konnte eine konservierte Antwortregulator-Bindestelle in den Promoter Regionen der 

Transporteroperons bestimmt werden. Zudem war es möglich aufgrund dieser Klassifizierung für 

diejenigen Permeasen ohne ein benachbartes Zweikomponentensystem anhand der Genomsequenz ein 

mögliches Regulationssystem zuzuordnen. Diese Erkenntnisse unterstützten die Vermutung über einen 

sensorischen Komplex zwischen BceS-ähnlichen Histidinkinasen und BceAB-ähnlichen ABC 

Transportern. 
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In einer weiteren Studie konnten mittels zufälliger Mutagenese der Transporterpermease BceB 

Aminosäurereste identifizierte werden, die an der Signalweiterleitung und/oder Resistenzvermittlung 

beteiligt waren. Durch einige der eingefügten Mutationen wurde nur die Signalweiterleitung bzw. nur 

die Resistenz beeinträchtigt. Dies spricht dafür, dass eine partielle genetische Trennung der Aufgaben 

des Transporters möglich ist. Hierdurch konnten erste wichtige Einblicke in den 

Signalweiterleitungsmechanismus des Bce-Systems gewonnen werden. 

Um die vorgeschlagene Kommunikation zwischen Zweikomponentensystem und ABC-

Transporter weiterführend zu untersuchen, wurden Interaktionsstudien durchgeführt. Die auf in vitro 

und in vivo Studien basierenden Ergebnisse konnten eine direkte Interaktion zwischen BceS und 

BceAB darstellen. Darüber hinaus konnten wir in dieser Arbeit durch eine Oberflächenresonanz-

Spektroskopie zum ersten Mal zeigen, dass die Transporterpermease Bacitracin direkt und spezifisch 

bindet. Außerdem konnte durch eine in vitro Rekonstruktion des Signalwegs im Bce-System gezeigt 

werden, dass die Aktivität der Histidinkinase durch die Anwesenheit des Transporters beeinflusst 

wird. 

Zusammenfassend zeigt die vorliegende Arbeit direkte Hinweise, dass BceRS-artige 

Zweikomponentensysteme und BceAB-artige ABC-Transporter zusammen einen sensorischen 

Komplex für Peptidantibiotika bilden. Dies wird unterstützt durch erste funktionelle Einblicke in die 

Mechanismen der Reizwahrnehmung und Signalweiterleitung in diesen in Firmicutes Bakterien weit 

verbreiteten Resistenzsystemen. 
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1. Introduction 

Bacterial life is characterized by continuous interaction between the bacterial cell and its environment. 

Bacteria live in harsh environmental conditions, in which they must compete for limited nutrients to 

survive. In order to gain competitive advantage over their rivals, bacterial species have evolved a 

variety of antimicrobial agents, e.g. antimicrobial peptides (AMPs). The main target of these peptides 

is the bacterial cell wall. On the other hand, bacteria have also evolved mechanisms to counteract such 

threatening conditions. Therefore bacteria possess several communication systems, which transduce 

the extracellular information over the cell membrane into the cell. These systems enable bacteria to 

monitor parameters such as osmotic activity, ionic strength, pH, temperature and the concentrations of 

nutrients and harmful components, including antimicrobial substances, facilitating adaptation and 

survival in the harsh conditions. The regulation of antibiotic production is attended by mediation of 

resistance in the bacterial world. As bacterial infections grow increasingly difficult to treat, a deeper 

understanding of the mechanisms behind the production of and resistance to antimicrobial substances 

is coming into scientific focus. Many different types of signal transduction systems have been shown 

to be involved in the biosynthesis of antibiotics and the regulation of resistance modules against them 

(Gebhard, 2012). One of the major signal transduction systems within bacterial resistance mechanisms 

is the two-component system (TCS), consisting of a membrane bound histidine kinase (HK) and its 

cognate response regulator (RR), which often mediates differential gene expression (Jung et al., 2012; 

Capra & Laub, 2012). A deeper understanding of the underlying regulatory principles is urgently 

needed. 

1.1 The cell envelope of Gram-positive bacteria  

The bacterial cell envelope, which includes the membrane and other components such as 

peptidoglycan (PG) surrounding the cytoplasm, is an essential and complex multi-layered structure. Its 

integrity and functionality is crucial for survival of the cell and must be maintained at all times. The 

cell membrane forms a crucial communication interface between the cell and its environment. It 

contains a number of different sensory systems, allowing the cell to monitor and respond to 

environmental fluctuations (Dijkstra & Keck, 1996; Silhavy et al., 2010).  

The cytoplasmic membrane, in Gram-negatives as well as in Gram-positives bacteria, consists of 

a phospholipid bilayer containing integral membrane proteins, which are often involved in essential 

processes including energy production and transport. The cell envelopes of most bacteria fall into one 

of two major groups, defined by their ability to be Gram-stained. Gram-negative bacteria are 

surrounded by a thin PG layer, which itself is surrounded by an outer membrane containing 

lipopolysaccharide. In Gram-positive bacteria, the PG layer is many times thicker and an outer 

membrane is lacking. The cell wall also serves as a scaffold for anchoring other cell envelope 
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for invasive infections (Foster et al., 2014). The bacterial envelope usually has a global negative net 

charge caused by another major component of most Gram-positive cell walls - the teichoic acids 

(TAs). TAs are polymers of glycerol- or ribitol-phosphate units. Two different types of TAs in the 

Gram-positive cell wall have been described. The wall teichoic acids (WTAs), which are covalently 

attached to the PG, or the lipoteichoic acids (LTAs), which are anchored in the cytoplasmic membrane 

(Neuhaus & Baddiley, 2003). The overall negative charge on TAs can be modified by introducing 

positive charges along the polymer backbone, and these modifications can have an effect on the 

interactions of bacteria with other cells and molecules. For example, in Staphylococcus aureus, a D-

alanine transferase couples D-alanine moieties to free hydroxyls on the polyribitol phosphate 

backbone. This decreases the overall negative charge of the cell envelope and reduces the 

susceptibility to cationic AMPs (Collins et al., 2002; Peschel et al., 1999; Peschel et al., 2000). 

1.2 Cell wall biosynthesis 

As mentioned above PG is an essential and specific component of the bacterial cell envelope of almost 

all bacteria. Any degradation of the cell wall or inhibition of its biosynthesis consequently results in 

cell lysis. Although the bacterial cell wall has been extensively studied for decades, even central 

questions regarding its architecture still remain mostly unanswered (Turner et al., 2014). The cell wall 

is highly conserved in its chemical structure (Vollmer, 2008). The proteins responsible for assembly 

are also conserved (Lovering et al., 2012). PG biosynthesis can be divided into three major stages 

according to the location of its biochemical reactions (Figure 2): (1) synthesis of cell wall precursors 

in the cytoplasm, (2) membrane-anchored assembly of these precursors and transport through the 

cytoplasmic membrane, and (3) incorporation of new PG units into the existing cell wall. The starting 

point of the cell wall biosynthesis is UDP-activated GlcNAc, which comes from central carbon 

metabolism. GlcNAc is converted to MurNAc in a two-step reaction catalysed by MurA and MurB. 

Thereafter, the first three amino acids of the pentapeptide are added successively by the ligases MurC, 

MurD and MurE (Barreteau et al., 2008). The last two residues of the pentapeptide are first joined and 

then attached as a D-Ala-D-Ala dipeptide. The corresponding enzymes are the ligases Ddl and MurF. 

The next steps occur at the inner face of the cytoplasmic membrane (Bouhss et al., 2008). The 

resulting MurNAc pentapeptide is coupled to the lipid carrier undecaprenol-monophosphate at the 

interior side of the cytoplasmic membrane by the translocase MraY. The resulting complex is called 

lipid I. Subsequent addition of GlcNAc by the glycosyltransferase MurG results in lipid II, which is 

comprised of the complete PG subunit linked via a pyrophosphate to the lipid carrier. Many Gram-

positive bacteria modify lipid II or nascent PG by the addition of amino acids to position 3 of the 

peptide by Fem-transferases (Fonvielle et al., 2009). The cell wall precursor is then translocated by 

FtsW/RodA or MurJ flippases to the exterior side of the cytoplasmic membrane (Mohammadi et al., 

2011; Mohammadi et al., 2014; Sham et al., 2014) and incorporated into the existing PG through 
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1.3 Cell wall active antimicrobial peptides 

As described above, many enzymatic reactions are needed to ensure the successful biosynthesis of the 

cell wall. For this reason the enzymatic steps are favoured targets for antimicrobial substances (Figure 

2). A diverse group of such compounds produced by bacteria as well as higher organisms, including 

animals and humans, are the AMPs. AMPs show an amphipathic and a cationic property, but they are 

variable in sequence, secondary structure, size and mode of action (Peschel & Sahl, 2006). 

Bacteriocins, generated by Gram-positive bacteria, are gene encoded, ribosomally produced AMPs 

that have been a major focus of scientific interest in recent years. Bacteriocins are small peptides that 

are active against other bacteria and against their producer strains, which have developed specific 

immunity mechanisms (Cotter, 2005). Bacteriocins are generally subdivided into two classes: those 

which are translationally modified (class I), and unmodified or minimally modified peptides (class II) 

(Cotter, 2014; Rea et al., 2011). 

One prominent example of bacterial AMPs are the heavily modified lantibiotics (class I), that 

were named after their characteristic lanthionine or methyllanthionine residues. Their structure can be 

either elongated, for example in nisin or subtilin, or more globular, as is the case for mersacidin or 

actargardine (Bierbaum & Sahl, 2009). Nisin is a 34-amino acid peptide with two well defined 

amphipathic domains. It is widely used in the food industry and has potent activity in the nanomolar 

range against a broad range of Gram-positive (Gross & Morell, 1971), and to a lesser extent Gram-

negative organisms (Stevens et al., 1991). A number of studies have demonstrated that nisin acts by a 

two-step mechanism in which the peptide first binds to lipid II and then inserts itself into the bacterial 

membrane to create a pore (Breukink et al., 1999; Breukink & de Kruijff, 2006). In addition to 

interactions with lipid II, a recent study has demonstrated that nisin also binds to lipid III and lipid IV 

to interfere with biosynthesis of WTAs and/or LTAs (Muller et al., 2012). It has been postulated that 

its interaction with lipid II may contribute to the very low resistance levels seen for nisin, as it would 

likely be very difficult for an organism to alter this highly conserved component of the cell wall 

synthesis pathway (Yount & Yeaman, 2013). 

Another family of AMPs is comprised of cyclic or semi-cyclic lipopeptides and 

lipoglycopeptides. Members of this group include vancomycin, daptomycin, telavancin, and 

dalbavancin. These agents may also interfere with the lipid II pathway, and some share biophysical 

(e.g., Ca2+-binding) and structural features with certain mersacidin-like lantibiotics. The most 

medically relevant compound in this group of antibiotics is vancomycin. It binds tightly to the terminal 

D-alanyl-D-alanine of the peptide chain of lipid II at the outside of the cell and thereby inhibits the 

crosslinking (Kahne et al., 2005). By the modification of the dipeptide terminus of the lipid II to D-

alanyl-D-lactate, the affinity of vancomycin is significantly reduced, and this results in vancomycin 

resistance (Barna & Williams, 1984). 

Cyclic lipopeptides are produced via non-ribosomal synthesis on large, multifunctional peptide 

synthetases, generating a macrocyclic ring structure with an attached lipid adduct. Representative 
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cyclic lipopeptides in preclinical development and clinical use include ramoplanin, empedopeptin, and 

daptomycin. Ramoplanins, such as teicoplanin and ramoplanin A2, are a family of 

glycolipodepsipeptides produced by Actinoplanes ATCC 33076. Synthesis of ramoplanin is 

exceptionally complex, involving many enzymatic steps that produce a 49-member ring structure from 

an initial 17 amino acid template (Hamburger et al., 2009). A number of studies have suggested that 

ramoplanins likely act through the binding and sequestration of lipid II, inhibiting subsequent 

biosynthesis of peptidoglycan. 

In addition, many bacteria also produce non-ribosomally synthesized peptides, such as the small 

circular metallo-peptide bacitracin (Johnson et al., 1945; Economou et al., 2013) which is primarily 

active against Gram-positive bacteria. Bacitracin is produced by strains of Bacillus subtilis and 

Bacillus licheniformis as a mixture of closely related dodecapeptides and requires a divalent metal ion 

for its biological activity (Johnson et al., 1945; Ming & Epperson, 2002). The most potent form is 

bacitracin A (Azevedo et al., 1993; Ikai et al., 1995). Bacitracin interferes with bacterial cell-wall 

biosynthesis by binding UPP. This mode of action weakens cell wall biosynthesis by preventing the 

recycling of the lipid carrier and ultimately leads to bacterial death (Stone & Strominger, 1971; Storm 

& Strominger, 1973; Economou et al., 2013).  

1.4 Resistance mechanisms against antimicrobial peptides 

To counteract AMP action, bacteria have developed a broad range of resistance mechanisms, which 

include drug-specific responses such as proteolytic degradation (Sun et al., 2009) or increased 

production of the inhibited enzyme (Cao & Helmann, 2002), as well as less specific strategies such as 

biofilm formation (Otto, 2006). One widely distributed resistance mechanism is the alteration of the 

global net negative charge of the cell envelope to hinder binding of AMPs. Due to the positively 

charged peptides and the negatively charged bacterial cell envelope, it comes to electrostatic attraction 

between cationic AMPs and bacterial cell envelopes (Peschel & Sahl, 2006). Bacteria can utilize a 

number of mechanisms to modulate their cell envelope charge. The mechanism best understood for 

achieving changing charge of the cell envelope is the D-alanylation of TAs, catalysed by the 

DltABCD system (Perego et al., 1995; Neuhaus & Baddiley, 2003; Reichmann et al., 2013). For 

example, a dltA mutant shows increased sensitivity to several cationic AMPs in Lactobacillus casei 

BL23, relative to the wild type strain. D-alanylation TAs is limited to Firmicutes (Revilla-Guarinos et 

al., 2013; Neuhaus & Baddiley, 2003). Recently, an alternative effect of the Dlt-system was proposed, 

based on steric hindrance of cationic AMP passage through the cell wall due to an increased density of 

the PG sacculus (Saar-Dover et al., 2012).  

Another mechanism to change the net negative charge of the bacterial cell is the lysinylation of 

membrane phospholipids by MprF. Usually, the phospholipid phosphatidylglycerol is modified by 

transferring lysyl or alanyl groups of aminoacyl tRNAs to glycerol moiety of phosphatidylglycerol. 
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Inactivation of MprF in S. aureus Sa113 resulted in an increased sensitivity to nisin, gallidermin or 

protegrin 3 and other AMPs, which shows that mprF involved in mediation of resistance against a 

wide range of AMPs (Peschel et al., 2001). MprF was shown to be involved in the synthesis of Lys- 

phosphatidylglycerol and Ala- phosphatidylglycerol. In addition to this synthetic function, MprF is 

also involved in the inner-to-outer translocation of Lys- phosphatidylglycerol. Both mechanisms are 

thought to reduce the net negative charge of the cell envelope, thus decreasing electrostatic 

interactions between AMPs and the cell. MprF homologues are common in most bacterial species, but 

appear to be most abundant in Firmicutes and actionobacteria (Ernst & Peschel, 2011). 

While changes in charge provide a protection against a wide range of AMPs a further more 

specific mechanism of AMP resistance, are described in bacteria for example against bacitracin. 

Resistance can be mediated by de novo synthesis of undecaprenol-phosphate (Cain et al., 1993; 

Chalker et al., 2000), the expression of alternative UPP phosphatases (UppPs) (Bernard et al., 2005; 

Cao & Helmann, 2002) and the removal of the antibiotic by specific transporters (Mascher et al., 

2003, Ohki, 2003 #242; Neumüller et al., 2001). The latter mechanism is mediated by antibiotic-

specific adenosine triphosphate-binding cassette (ABC) transporters and is not restricted to the 

detoxification of bacitracin. A number of different types of transporters have been described as self-

resistance mechanisms in AMP-producing strains as well as for protection against foreign AMPs 

(Gebhard, 2012). One type of transporters, which mediates self-protection of lantibiotic producing 

strains, is the so-called LanFEG-type transporter: its expression leads to a specific resistance against 

self-produced lantibiotics. Most transporters of this group act in a very narrow substrate range, 

providing resistance only against the produced lantibiotic or structurally very similar peptides (Otto et 

al., 1998). One example for this transporter family is the NisFEG transporter of Lactococcus lactis. To 

mediate resistance against Nisin, the transporter is thought to move the lantibiotic from the 

cytoplasmic membrane to the culture supernatant (Otto et al., 1998; Stein et al., 2005; Stein et al., 

2003).  

BcrAB-type transporters are also involved in resistance against AMPs, but they are described to 

act specifically against the cyclic peptide bacitracin. One system possessing such a transporter is the 

biosynthetic locus for bacitracin in Bacillus licheniformis ATCC10716 (Podlesek et al., 1995; 

Neumüller et al., 2001). In this system, BcrAB mediates self-resistance together with a co-transcribed 

UppP BcrC. Another homolog of this type of transporter is described in Enterococcus faecalis. Here 

the resistance is mediated against foreign bacitracin (Manson et al., 2004). To date, no information is 

available on the mechanism of AMP transport by BcrAB-type transporters. Some indirect evidence is 

supported by an earlier report that all three genes (bcrABC) of B. licheniformis are necessary to confer 

resistance against bacitracin when heterologously expressed in B. subtilis (Podlesek et al., 1995), 

suggesting the following mode of resistance. Bacitracin is removed by the transporter from the site of 

action, which in turn enables BcrC to dephosphorylate the cellular target UPP.  
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A further group comprises a very unique type of transporter. The permease domain of this 

transporter shows unusual domain architecture with 10 transmembrane helices a large extracellular 

domain of about 200 amino acids between helices 7 and 8. They have been classified as the peptide-7 

exporter (Pep7E) family in the Transporter Classification Database (Saier et al., 2009). One of the best 

understood systems, harbouring such a type of transporter, is the BceRS-BceAB module in B. subtilis 

(Rietkötter et al., 2008). Here the transporter BceAB is part of a detoxification module together with a 

TCS consisting of a so called intramembrane-sensing HK, without any extracellular domain, and an 

OmpR-like RR (Mascher, 2006). A very characteristic feature of this system is the absolute 

requirement of the transporter in signal perception and induction of its own promoter (Bernard et al., 

2007; Rietkötter et al., 2008), which will be described later in detail. A co-occurrence of such a TCS 

and this type of transporter has been described earlier (Joseph, 2002). For most BceAB-type 

transporters several substrates have been identified, and often one transporter will recognize 

structurally very different AMPs, like nisin, bacitracin, ramoplanin and actargardine (Gebhard & 

Mascher, 2011). In this regard, BceAB-type transporters differ from the other resistance transporters, 

which are more restricted in their substrate range and transport either bacitracin (BcrAB group) or 

lantibiotics (LanFEG group). How these type of transporter mediate resistance is still not clear. 

1.5 Regulation of transporter-mediated resistance against AMPs 

Mediation of resistance against AMPs in Firmicutes bacteria is of particular importance to facilitate 

survival in the harsh competition of the microbial world. To ensure that the different mechanisms of 

resistance are expressed at the right time, the harmful AMPs have to be recognised as early as 

possible. For this reason, bacteria have evolved a multitude of signal transduction systems that 

perceive the presence of AMPs and initiate and modulate the expression of specific resistance 

determinates. Generally, they consist of transmembrane proteins that link the input and the 

intracellular response. In the case of TCSs, these transmembrane signaling systems consisting of a HK 

and its cognate RR (Mascher et al., 2006). The N-terminal input domain of HKs from different 

systems shows variations in membrane topology, composition and domain arrangement (Mascher et 

al., 2006). Overall, these kinases can be divided into two groups with respect to their mode of signal 

perception. One type is able to perceive the signal directly and the other type requires an accessory 

transporter for stimulus perception. 

1.5.1 Histidine kinases with direct stimulus perception 

HK, which regulate the expression of transporter by direct stimulus perception fall into the largest 

group of extracellular sensing HKs (Mascher et al., 2006). Sequence analysis of the NisK and SpaK 

HKs, which regulate biosynthesis and immunity for nisin and subtilin, respectively (Kleerebezem, 

2004), shows that both belong to the EnvZ-like subgroup of HK (Parkinson & Kofoid, 1992), and are 
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characterized by a large extracytoplasmic input domain (around 100 amino acids) flanked by two 

transmembrane helices (Mascher et al., 2006). Production of nisin is auto-induced in response to 

extracellular nisin (Kuipers et al., 1995). NisK is suggested to be induced by direct interaction with 

nisin and regulates the expression of the NisFEG transporter, which mediates the self-protection of L. 

lactis (de Ruyter et al., 1996; Kleerebezem, 2004).  

1.5.2 Histidine kinases with indirect signal perception 

BceS-like HKs are also involved in the regulation detoxification transporter of AMPs. This type 

of HKs share striking similarities in their overall domain organization: they are small HKs of less than 

400 amino acids total length. The cytoplasmic transmitter domain harbors only the standard features 

characteristic for all HK (HisKA, HATPase_c for kinase activity). The N-terminal input domain 

consists of two transmembrane helices with a small periplasmic linker (around 25 amino acids) in 

between thus lacking an obvious input domain. This minimalistic type of HK is described to be 

involved in the regulation of self-protection of AMP producer strains. This is shown for the bacitracin 

biosynthesis locus of Bacillus licheniformis, in which BacRS regulates the expression of bcrABC, but 

not the bacitracin biosynthesis itself (Neumüller et al., 2001). The sensing mechanism of bacitracin by 

BacS is not known.  

This type of HK is further involved in the regulation of BceAB-type transporter. In a phylogenetic 

analysis, these so-called intramembrane-sensing HKs formed a distinct group and were found almost 

exclusively in Firmicutes bacteria (Mascher, 2006; Mascher, 2014), where they form part of the cell 

envelope stress response (Mascher et al., 2003). Most of the TCSs containing such a HK are encoded 

next to an ABC transporter (Joseph, 2002). Here the expression of the transporter is induced by 

sublethal concentrations of its substrate AMPs and requires the presence of both the HK and the 

transporter. This unique mode of signal transduction is described and characterized very well in the 

BceRS-BceAB resistance module of B. subtilis and will be described in more detail in the following 

paragraph. 

1.6 The BceRS-BceAB module of Bacillus subtilis 

The BceRS-BceAB module of B. subtilis confers resistance against bacitracin, actagardine, and 

mersacidin (Mascher et al., 2003; Ohki et al., 2003; Rietkötter et al., 2008; Staron et al., 2011). The 

module is comprised of a TCS and an ABC transporter. The TCS consists of a HK BceS belonging to 

the so called intramembrane sensing HKs and an OmpR-like RR BceR. They regulate together the 

expression of bceAB encoding for an ABC transporter in the adjacent operon (Figure 3). This 

transporter consists of an ATPase domain and a permease domain, which shows very unusual domain 

architecture with ten transmembrane helices and a characteristic, large extracellular domain between 

transmembrane helix seven and eight. Upregulation of the transporter is induced in the presence of 
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sublethal concentrations of its substrate AMP, and this requires the presence of both the TCS and the 

transporter itself. Due to the architecture of BceS it was further described, that the HK has an absolute 

requirement for BceAB in signal perception and mediating resistance (Bernard et al., 2007; Rietkötter 

et al., 2008). Furthermore it has been shown that the extracellular domain of the permease BceB is 

indispensable for signaling and contributes to the specificity of the transporter, proposing to be the 

signal perception domain of the module (Rietkötter et al., 2008; Falord et al., 2012; Hiron et al., 

2011). Importantly both, the signal transduction and the mediation of resistance are dependent on 

ATP-hydrolysis (Rietkötter et al., 2008; Hiron et al., 2011). In B. subtilis there are two further paralog 

Bce systems described, the PsdRS-PsdAB and the YxdJK-YxdLM module. These systems are very 

similar in sequence, genomic context organization and topology of their proteins, but they differ in 

their substrate range. The Psd system is induced by a lipid II-binding lipopeptide, enduracidin, and the 

lipid II binding lantibiotics nisin, subtilin, actagardine, and gallidermin. At the same time the 

transporter also recognizes substrates that differ considerably to that of actagardine like the 

lipodepsipeptide, enduracidin, but not the similar ramoplanin (Staron et al., 2011; Joseph et al., 2004). 

In the recent years, several BceAB-type transporters have been identified as resistance 

determinates against AMPs in nonproducing strains (Becker et al., 2009; Collins et al., 2010; Meehl et 

al., 2007; Ohki et al., 2003). The regulating TCS of these transporters is generally encoded in an 

operon adjacent to that of the transporter. (Collins et al., 2010; Joseph et al., 2004; Li et al., 2007; 

Meehl et al., 2007; Ohki et al., 2003; Ouyang et al., 2010). This widespread co-occurrence of BceS-

type HKs and BceAB-type transporters have been described in Firmicutes bacteria earlier (Joseph, 

2002). 

Recently, the functional relationship between BceRS-type TCS and BceAB-type transporter for 

signal transduction and resistance was also observed in several other detoxification modules against 

AMPs in S. aureus, L. casei and E. faecalis (Hiron et al., 2011; Falord et al., 2012; Revilla-Guarinos 

et al., 2013; Gebhard et al., 2014). In some cases a separation of the two functions, sensing and 

detoxification, of the transporter were observed. A transporter is present, which ensures the signal 

perception to maintain the induction of a second transporter that in turn mediates the actual resistance. 

Such a scenario is found for example in S. aureus, where the TCS BraRS together with its sensing 

transporter BraDE induces expression of the transporter VraDE, which provides resistance against 

bacitracin (Hiron et al., 2011).  

Taken together, these results proposing an actual model for the mechanism of signal transduction 

in the Bce module of B. subtilis and the current working model assume the existence of a sensory 

complex between transporter and TCS (Figure 3). Bacitracin is first detected by BceAB this leads to a 

proposed conformational change due to the ATP-hydrolysis. The signal perception is then transmitted 

to BceS, which in turn is autophosphorylated and transfers the phosphate to BceR. This leads to 

binding of BceR to the PbceA promoter and an up regulation of bceAB expression. The elevated amount 
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2. Aims of this thesis 

Recent studies of BceS-like HKs, which lack an obvious input domain, have raised the question of the 

function of such HKs. As described in several examples, these minimalistic HKs require accessory 

ABC transporter to act as their sensors. Together they are thought to build a sensory complex against 

AMPs. The aim of this thesis was to analyse the functional relationship between BceS-type HKs and 

BceAB-type ABC transporters. Further we wanted to characterize the functional role of BceAB-like 

transporter concerning the signal transduction and the mechanism of resistance. Therefore we 

combined different approaches to emblaze this unique signal transduction pathway in more detail. 

 

Chapter II 

A comprehensive phylogenetic study of these systems was carried out to obtain insights into the 

distribution and potential conservation of such resistance modules. Additionally, we had a closer look 

on the extracytoplasmic domain of BceAB with regard to their primary sequences and secondary 

structures to get valuable insights of the substrate specificity. Moreover, we wanted to identify a 

conserved putative RR binding motif for BceR-like regulators.  

 

Chapter III 

In this study, we performed a random mutagenesis analysis of the transport permease BceB of B. 

subtilis with the aim of identifying regions or residues within the transporter that are involved in 

signaling and/or resistance. A central question in this was whether transport and signalling are 

genetically separable processes.  

 

Chapter IV 

To gain a deeper understanding of the molecular mechanisms underpinning these unusual resistance 

modules, we set out to characterize the protein-protein and protein-substrate interactions within these 

modules in more detail. Therefore we investigated the formation of protein contacts with an in vivo 

approach using bacterial two-hybrid assay and in vitro using a pull-down assay. Further, we tested 

whether BceB is able to bind its substrates directly, as an understanding of the transporter’s affinity for 

its substrates would provide valuable first insights into resistance mechanism. Finally, we 

reconstructed the entire Bce-system in vitro to test for the effect of the transporter of HK activity. 
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1. Concluding Discussion 

There is increasing evidence that certain transport proteins have acquired additional sensing or 

regulatory functions beyond solute transport, and these have been designated as trigger transporters. 

For these bifunctional transporters a direct protein-protein interaction with membrane-integrated or 

soluble components of signal transduction relays has been postulated (Tetsch & Jung, 2009). 

However, for most sensor/co-sensor pairs, conclusive proof of such an interaction is lacking, and so 

far little is known about the sites that might mediate contacts between the putative hetero-oligomeric 

interfaces and how communication is achieved. 

One type of such transporters, the BceAB-like ABC transporter, was the focus of this thesis. 

Together with BceRS-like TCSs, this type of transporters forms detoxification modules against 

peptide antibiotics (Mascher, 2006). The aim of this thesis was to gain a better understanding of the 

distribution and function of these systems, using a range of approaches from comparative genomics to 

molecular genetics and biochemical investigation. 

1.1 Phyletic distribution and co-evolution 

Most compounds of the class of lantibiotics, cyclic peptides like bacitracin, glycopeptides 

(vancomycin) and lipodepsipeptides (ramoplanin) are produced mainly by Firmicutes bacteria and 

target closely related species. Several ABC transporters of the BceAB-type have been identified as 

resistance determinants against AMPs, but they are not described to be related to biosynthetic loci 

(Becker et al., 2009; Collins et al., 2010; Meehl et al., 2007; Ohki et al., 2003). In order to investigate 

the phyletic distribution of resistance modules possessing such a BceAB-type transporter, we applied a 

database analysis based on the typical domain architecture of BceB-like permeases (Chapter II). By 

analysing the genetic neighbourhood of the identified ABC transporters, we observed a conserved co-

occurrence of the encoding genes with operons encoding BceRS-like TCSs. We investigated the 

evolutionary and regulatory relationship between BceS-like HKs and BceAB-like ABC transporters. 

They are mostly found in Bacillales, Lactobacillales and Clostridiales. The number of systems per 

organism showed a great disparity. For examples species of the Bacillales harboured up to six BceAB-

type transporters, while others like the Lactobacillales, possessed only one or two. This reflects the 

strong need for soil living bacterial species for such detoxification modules in order to respond to the 

great variety of AMPs in this environment (Chapter II). Since the study of 2011, described in 

Chapter II, additional resistance modules of this type were described in E. faecalis, L. casei BL23 

and S. aureus (Gebhard et al., 2014; Revilla-Guarinos et al., 2013; Falord et al., 2012).  

By calculating phylogenetic trees of BceS-like HKs and BceB-like permeases we were able to 

show a clear coevolutionary relationship between the two protein families in a qualitative (comparison 

of the phylogenetic trees) and quantitative way (correlation coefficient) (Chapter II). Coevolution of 
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the two protein families could, for example, be due to direct physical interaction between BceS-like 

HKs and BceB-like permeases. This case is highly likely, because BceS was shown to have an 

absolute requirement for the ABC transporter BceAB in B. subtilis (Bernard et al., 2007; Rietkötter et 

al., 2008). In the meantime several other studies showed this conserved functional link between HK 

and ABC transporter to cooperate in signaling and detoxification of AMPs (Falord et al., 2012; Hiron 

et al., 2011; Gebhard et al., 2014). Together, these data show the widespread distribution of a unique 

resistance module against AMPs, in which the transporter plays an important role in signaling and 

mediation of resistance (Chapter II). 

1.2 Sensing Process – the extracellular binding domain and its specificity 

One of the known inducing compounds of the BceRS-BceAB system of B. subtilis is bacitracin. Until 

now it is still not clear what kind of stimulus is sensed by the resistance module. For example 

Bacitracin could be detected directly as the free peptide, or as the target:peptide complex (UPP-

bacitracin). Alternatively, it could be detected indirectly by sensing the caused damage. For the Bce 

system it was shown that the BceRS-dependent promoter PbceA responds to bacitracin in L-forms (cell 

wall-deficient bacteria) of B. subtilis (Wolf et al., 2012). This response, irrespective of the presence or 

absence of the cell wall, suggests a direct drug-sensing mechanism of stimulus perception by Bce-like 

detoxification modules. Based on the architecture of the N-terminal input domain of BceS-like HKs it 

was not clear if this type of HKs are able to sense the signal directly. Instead, these HKs were shown 

to require BceAB-like transporters for sensing (Joseph, 2002; Rietkötter et al., 2008; Hiron et al., 

2011). The membrane topology of BceB-like permeases is, characterized by the presence of a large 

extracellular loop, which was shown to be essential for bacitracin perception by BceB (Rietkötter et 

al., 2008). Additionally Msadek and colleagues showed recently, that the extracellular domain indeed 

is involved in signal perception as it was shown to determine the specificity of the transporter (Hiron 

et al., 2011). The analysis of the phylogenetic groups could not find any correlation between the group 

assignment of BceB-like permeases and their substrate range. In addition the sequence conservation 

the extracellular domain is very low (less than 10 %) and a detailed investigation of the predicted 

secondary structure also did not reveal any correlations with substrate range. This high degree of 

variability is probably required for adaptation to the large variety of substrates recognized by these 

modules (Chapter II). Moreover, we were not able to identify any mutation by a random mutagenesis 

of BceB in the extracellular domain of the transporter, despite its large size of around 200 amino acids, 

(Chapter III). Form this results it is still not predictable how the substrate perception of the 

transporter occurs or whether the extracellular domain is involved in perception of AMPs at all. Most 

of the Bce-like detoxification modules analyzed are not specific for a single substrate but instead 

distinguish between often structurally very diverse peptides (Gebhard, 2012). For example substrate 

spectra of the paralog systems Psd and Bce in B. subtilis are different. The Psd system distinguishes 
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between very similar actargardine and mersacidin, and reacts to enduracidin but not to ramoplanin. B. 

subtilis provides two different systems to detoxify bacitracin (Bce) and nisin (Psd) (Staron et al., 

2011), whereas S. aureus utilises only one system to detoxify both substances (Hiron et al., 2011). By 

testing the binding of bacitracin and nisin to BceB via a surface plasmon resonance spectroscopy in 

the present thesis, we were able to clearly show that BceB binds its substrate bacitracin directly and 

specific (Chapter IV). The affinity to the transporter is high (60 nM) and consistent with the in vivo 

threshold of the target promoter, PbceA, of 70 nM (own unpublished data). This is coherent with the 

observation, that bacitracin is sensed at the same time that detoxification starts, at very low 

concentration (Rietkötter et al., 2008). Here is the first time shown, that the direct binding of BceB-

like permeases is the likely mechanism for signal perception in these resistance modules. 

1.3 Conserved regulation mechanism in Bce-like systems 

The ABC transporter BceAB is shown to be required for signal perception and detoxification of 

bacitracin. Furthermore, both processes are functionally linked to transport activity of BceAB 

(Rietkötter et al., 2008; Hiron et al., 2011). Conformational changes in the transporter are proposed to 

trigger the autophosphorylation of BceS, which in turn leads to a phosphotransfer to the RR BceR. 

This is followed by the binding of BceR to the PbceA promoter and to an up regulation of the expression 

level of bceAB (Bernard et al., 2007; Rietkötter et al., 2008). To proof if a regulatory link between 

BceRS like TCSs and expression of BceAB-like transporters is common in this type of resistance 

module, we analysed regulatory elements of the ABC transporter expression, especially RR binding 

sites of BceAB-like systems (Chapter II). Several binding sites have already been identified in the 

promoter of the transporter operon (Joseph et al., 2004; Ohki et al., 2003; Ouyang et al., 2010). 

Similar RR binding sites were also identified in AMP detoxification modules of S. aureus (Hiron et 

al., 2011) and L. casei BL23 (Revilla-Guarinos et al., 2013), where the authors could also show a 

regulatory relationship between TCS and ABC transporter to maintain resistance against AMPs. We 

were able to identify a putative binding site in about 70 % of all promoter regions analysed. With these 

findings we could clearly show that the transporters are indeed likely to be regulated by their adjacent 

TCS (Chapter II).  

Furthermore we used the phylogenetic analysis to identify putatively corresponding TCS for ABC 

transporters whose genes were not directly associated with a TCS operon. These candidate TCSs can 

be identified by genome analysis for BceS-like HKs and by the phylogenetic analysis it is possible to 

match these kinases to orphan transporters (Chapter II). Several predictions were successful and that 

the regulatory relationship is true was shown recently for example in E. faecalis. Here two putative 

ABC-transporters, EF2050-2049 and EF2752-2751 were shown to be involved in bacitracin 

resistance. The transporter EF2752-2751 was previously identified by our phylogenetic analysis as an 

orphan transporter and indeed the genome of E. faecalis encoded for a single BceRS-like TCS, 
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EF0926/0927 (Chapter II). The transporter (EF2752-2751) was described to be responsible for 

sensing bacitracin and regulating the expression, together with the HK EF0927, of the second 

transporter EF2050-2049, which was shown to be responsible for detoxification (Gebhard et al., 

2014). A similar complex regulatory relationship between HK and ABC transporters have also been 

described in S. aureus and in L. casei (Gebhard & Mascher, 2011; Hiron et al., 2011; Revilla-Guarinos 

et al., 2013).  

As shown previously, the BceAB transporter in B. subtilis is required for both sensing and 

detoxification. By a random mutagenesis of the transporter permease BceB in Chapter III we 

identified residues, which affected only one function of the transporter but not the other. With this we 

were able to show for BceAB a partial genetic separability of signaling and resistance. This leads to a 

speculation, that BceAB-like transporters at first possessed both functions and in S. aureus and E. 

faecalis a duplication event occurred by which the transporters specialised in either resistance or 

signaling. 

In contrast to this described positive effect of BceAB-like transporters on the activity of HKs, 

there are also cases described, where transporters show repressing function on the activity of the 

cognate HKs. In recent years, a number of systems were described in which transport proteins are used 

as co-sensors for the signal transduction machinery. They are able to interfere with signal transduction 

processes by either transporting effector molecules into the cytoplasm or by interacting directly with 

sensory components (Tetsch & Jung, 2009).  

One well-known example is the widespread Pst/Pho system, which senses environmental 

phosphate. Transcription of the genes for bacterial high-affinity phosphate transport systems is usually 

regulated by a TCS, PhoBR in Gram-negative bacteria (van Veen, 1997), PhoPR in Gram-positive 

bacteria (Qi et al., 1997; Sola-Landa et al., 2005) and SenX3-RegX3 in Mycobacteria (Glover et al., 

2007), where PhoR/SenX3 acts as the sensor kinase and PhoB, PhoP or RegX3 as the cognate RR. 

Mutations in Pst have been shown to lead to constitutive activation of the Pho regulon genes in a 

number of bacteria such as Escherichia coli (Wanner, 1996), Sinorhizobium meliloti (Yuan et al., 

2006), and Mycobacterium smegmatis (Gebhard & Cook, 2008). The PstSCAB ABC transporter and 

the peripheral membrane protein PhoU are required for signal transduction (Steed & Wanner, 1993) 

and, together with PhoR/SenX3, are thought to form a membrane-bound repressor complex under 

phosphate-replete conditions (van Veen, 1997). An additional example is represented by a sensory 

complex consisting of a one-component system and a secondary transporter, the CadC/LysP system in 

E. coli. The central component of the Cad system is the membrane-integrated pH sensor and 

transcriptional activator CadC, which regulates induction of the cadBA operon under low pH. CadC 

activity is also lysine-dependent (Haneburger et al., 2012). Lysine-dependent activation of CadC 

requires the co-sensor LysP, a lysine-specific permease (Tetsch et al., 2008). Together these example 

show a repressing regulatory effect of the transporter on the signal transduction system, which stands 

in contrast to the BceAB-like systems described above. 
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One system, where the transporter also acts as an activator or a HK is the UhpABC/UhpT system 

for glucose 6-phosphat (G6P) sensing and transport in E. coli. Here two homolog transporters UhpT 

and UhpC are able to transport G6P, but the latter nearly lost transport activity. UhpC works as a 

receptor and shows a high affinity for G6P and a low rate of transport relative to UhpT. By signal 

perception UhpC transfers the signal to and activates by direct interaction UhpB HK that up regulates 

the expression of uhpT, which in turn transports G6P (Island & Kadner, 1993). This example shows 

that the transport activity of UhpC is not necessary for signal transfer to the cognate HK. One similar 

situation is described in BraRS-BraDE/VraDE system of S. aureus. Here the BraDE transporter is 

shown to be a signal transporter and VraDE is the detoxification transporter controlling bacitracin and 

nisin resistance. It is shown that both distinct roles are dependent on ATP-hydrolysis. This stands in 

contrast to situation in the Bce-system where the transport activity is mediating the signal transfer and 

the resistance in one transporter (Rietkötter et al., 2008; Hiron et al., 2011). Despite the striking 

similarities between BceAB and other transporters in signal transfer, the Bce-systems show a very 

unique mode of regulatory mechanism. 

1.4 Interaction between histidine kinase and ABC transporter 

Coevolution of two protein families can be due to a number of reasons, such as participation of both 

proteins in the same process, interaction of both proteins with the same ligand, or direct physical 

interaction between two proteins. Because of the described absolute requirement of the ABC 

transporter in stimulus detection and detoxification in Bce-like resistance modules, such a direct 

interaction between HK and transporter is conceivable to ensure the information transfer between both 

proteins and was proposed based on the observed coevolution of both proteins (Chapter II). A direct 

functional link between HK and transporter permease is further likely, considering the architecture of 

the N-terminal input domain of BceS-like kinases. Based on the lack of any obvious extracellular input 

domain this type of HK is thought to detect the stimulus at or within the cytoplasmic membrane 

(Mascher, 2006). Furthermore, they lack any cytoplasmic domains with which they could directly 

perceive an intracellular stimulus. Together with the observation that no BceS-like kinase was found 

without an ABC transporter we proposed that BceS-like kinases are not able to sense the stimulus 

directly but instead transfer the information coming from the transporter into the cell (Chapter II). 

An important question in such a model that remains unanswered is how do BceS-like HKs and 

BceAB-like transporters communicate. One possibility is that the perception of AMPs leads to a 

conformational change of the permease domain which leads to an interaction with and an activation of 

the cognate HK (Hiron et al., 2011), assuming a direct interaction between both proteins. First 

experimental evidence for a direct interaction was provided in S. aureus, where the interaction 

between the HK GraS and the permease VraG was shown by a bacterial two-hybrid assay (BACTH). 

Beside the transporter and the TCS, this system requires an additional cytosolic component, the GraX, 
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in order to function. Here GraX is also shown to interact with the HK and the ATPase domain of the 

transporter (Falord et al., 2012). However, the Bce system in B.subtilis possesses no GraX-like protein 

but also observed an interaction between BceS and BceB. Importantly, we provided first direct 

experimental confirmation by an in vitro pull-down assay, which showed a direct and specific 

interaction between BceS and BceAB. Furthermore we applied an in vitro phosphorylation assay, 

where we observed a basal activity of BceS, which was significantly reduced by the presence of the 

ABC transporter BceAB. This further supports a direct interaction of both proteins. In none of the 

described assays we observed an effect of bacitracin on the interaction, concluding that the complex 

between HK and ABC transporter is formed constitutively (Chapter IV). Further, in S. aureus the RR 

GraR was shown to interact with the ATPase VraF and the cytosolic GraX, and is thought to be a part 

of the multicomponent complex (Falord et al., 2012). We could also observe such an involvement of 

BceR in the sensory complex, based on our BACTH analysis, but only when BceS and BceB were 

simultaneously expressed in the cells (Chapter IV). This strengthens the role of the HK and the 

transporter as the central components of the sensory complex, giving the other components a scaffold 

to interact for maintaining signal transduction. 

Following demonstration of complex formation, other central questions that remain to be 

answered are where the interaction occurs and how this interaction influences signal transduction. 

There are three possibilities: (I) interaction between extracytoplasmic regions (II) interaction within 

the membrane or (III) cytoplasmic interaction. The latter two options appear more likely because 

BceS-like HKs lack an extracellular domain (Mascher, 2006). To begin to address this question 

experimentally we carried out a random mutagenesis on the permease BceB. With this, we were able 

to identify residues that are involved in signaling and resistance by the Bce system and are thus 

interesting candidates for further investigations of the interaction (Chapter III). This approach 

showed an accumulation of mutations in the C-terminal part of BceB, especially in transmembrane 

helix VIII. Most of the residues of transmembrane VIII were affected in both signalling and resistance. 

The transmembrane helix VIII is directly connected to the large extracellular domain of the permease, 

which is thought to be the binding domain of the transporter and plays a role in substrate specificity 

(Hiron et al., 2011; Rietkötter et al., 2008). It is conceivable that the transmembrane helix VIII serves 

as transmitter to communicate extracellular bacitracin binding to the cytoplasmic face of the 

membrane (Chapter III). In the N-terminal part of BceB we also identified mutations affecting highly 

conserved residues. One interesting mutation of residue G215 is located in transmembrane helix V and 

abolished interaction between BceS and BceB in the BACTH assay. However, this mutation is still 

able to mediate resistance similar to wild type and significant signaling activity was observed in B. 

subtilis. This suggests that the mutation weakens the interaction to give negative results in the two-

hybrid assay, but that the signal can still be passed to the HK. There are also other mutations 

described, which inhibit the signaling but allow a physical interaction between BceS and BceB in the 

BACTH (Chapter III). 
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One could imagine, that these residues are involved in serving as an interaction surface for the HK 

BceS to ensure the central scaffold of BceS and BceAB in the sensory complex mentioned above. To 

further investigate the region of interaction between BceS and BceAB we choose a genetic approach. 

B. subtilis possess a homolog Psd system, which is very similar in sequence and topology of the 

proteins to the Bce system but is induced by nisin, not by bacitracin. We constructed a chimeric HK by 

fusing the transmembrane region of BceS and the cytoplasmic domain of PsdS. The chimeric HK 

showed signaling activity by induction with nisin, but not with bacitracin (C. Fang and T. Mascher, 

personal communication). This suggests that the transmembrane region of the HK is not involved in 

the specificity because the transmembrane region of BceS enabled the communication of cytoplasmic 

domain of PsdS with the transporter PsdAB to ensure the signal transduction. In summary, these 

results propose that BceS and BceB interact in the cell membrane by several residues to ensure the 

above discussed constitutive sensory complex. This probably enables the communication of bacitracin 

binding to the extracellular domain of BceB to the cytoplasmic domain of BceS. 

1.5 Working model for the BceRS-BceAB system of B. subtilis 

Based on the results obtained in this thesis using comparative genomics, molecular genetics and 

biochemical approaches (Chapter II, III and IV), we propose the following model for the signal 

transduction in Bce-type detoxification modules in Firmicutes bacteria, exemplified by the Bce system 

of B. subtilis (Figure 4). The membrane-bound signaling complex consists of HK BceS and the ABC 

transporter BceAB, which is comprised of a permease and two ATPase subunits. This signaling 

complex is proposed to be formed consistently both in the presence an absence of its substrate AMPs. 

The module perceives its signal AMP by direct binding to the transporter, which results in ATP 

dependent transport activity and the caused conformational changes of the transporter are suggested to 

trigger the activation of its cognate HK. The autophosphorylation of the HK in turn leads to a 

phosphorylation of the RR and an elevated expression of bceAB. The following increased amount of 

ABC transporter in the membrane leads to resistance against AMPs most likely by removal of the 

peptide from its site of action. The response threshold of PbceA promoter is at very low substrate 

concentrations in the nanomolar range (Chapter IV). This promoter activity is gradually increased 

over 3 – 4 orders of magnitude bacitracin concentration (Rietkötter et al., 2008). The careful 

adjustment of amount of transporter to the increasing amount of bacitracin makes the BceRS-BceAB 

system to a very efficient detoxification module against AMPs. 
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2. Outlook 

Clearly, in this working model several crucial questions remain unanswered concerning the sensing 

process, the direction of transport and the mediation of resistance in this unique signal transduction 

pathway. In the next few paragraphs some ideas are discussed which could generate further valuable 

information on the functionality of these modules. 

2.1 Signal perception in BceAB-like transporters 

The membrane topology of BceB-like permeases is very characteristic, and the amino acid sequence 

of transporters is well conserved (25 – 40 %) among Firmicutes bacteria. However, the large 

extracellular domain of the permease shows a great variability in its sequence (less than 10 %) 

(Chapter II). As it was shown that the extracellular domain is essential for signaling and for substrate 

specificity, the extracellular domain is thought to be the binding site of the transporter (Rietkötter et 

al., 2008; Hiron et al., 2011). While we could show the first time, that BceB binds bacitracin directly, 

it is still not clear where exactly the binding of bacitracin occurs (Chapter IV). Further work will be 

required to solve this fundamental mechanism of resistance. In the future, truncation experiments 

would be helpful to narrow down regions of the transporter which contribute to the signal perception 

as was for example applied in the characterisation of the lipid II flippase FtsW (Mohammadi et al., 

2014) and of the Lys-PG flippase MprF (Ernst et al., 2009). Further, it would be interesting to produce 

the extracellular domain in isolation as purified soluble protein and test the interaction with different 

AMPs by a binding assay to gain more information about signal perception in these systems. This 

would be a definite test to determine if extracellular domain is the actual binding site. Due to the low 

sequence similarity mentioned above, it is also unsure how binding occurs. By assuming that the 

extracellular domain is the true binding site it would be also interesting to analyse the crystal structure 

of extracellular domain:bacitracin complex.  

2.2 Direction of transport 

Another important open question is how this type of transporter confers resistance against AMPs. 

Until now the mechanism of transport remains unknown and is still a matter of speculation. Some 

studies favour the transporter to be an exporter or a flippase, expecting the complex of UPP:bacitracin 

to freely diffuse within the cytoplasmic membrane. In this scenario the transporter would work as a 

flippase, accumulating the complex of UPP:bacitracin in the outer leaflet of the membrane (Bernard et 

al., 2007). Alternatively, BceAB may flip UPP to the inner face of the membrane where it is now 

protected from bacitracin and can be dephosphorylated by a cytosolic acting UPP phophatase (UppP) 

(Kingston et al., 2014). It is also possible that the transport mechanism is more similar to that of 

LanFEG-type transporters, which mediate self-resistance in lantibiotic producer strain. These 
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transporters act by removing the AMP from the cell membrane to the extracellular space (Stein et al., 

2003; Okuda et al., 2010). Others suggest an import function due to the general architecture of the 

ABC transporter, where the ECD might act as a substrate binding domain (Rietkötter et al., 2008; 

Hiron et al., 2011). To address the direction of the transport mechanism in the future, it would be 

interesting to investigate the transport activities of cells with fluorescently labelled substrate as was 

shown for the NukFEG transporter (Okuda et al., 2010) Alternatively, direction of transport could be 

analyzed by quantitative HPLC analyses of the cells supernatant after incubating them with substrate 

AMP as was applied for the NisFEG transporter (Stein et al., 2003).  

2.3 Is the response regulator part of the complex? 

As mentioned above, there initial observations indicate that the RR GraR of S. aureus and BceR of B. 

subtilis might interact with the ATPase domain of their cognate ABC-transporters, suggesting that the 

regulators could contribute to the signal transduction complex (Falord et al., 2012) (Chapter IV). 

Does this interaction have a physiological role in the cell? In order to answer this question, it is 

important to investigate the localization of the RR in its native surrounding for example by a western 

blot analysis of the cell fractions (cytoplasm, cell membrane), and to test if localisation is changed in 

the absence or presence of the inducing AMP. A similar study was done, for the transcriptional 

activator MalT of E. coli, which was shown to be sequestered by the maltose transporter MalFGK2. 

MalT was shown to be localized to the membrane in the absence but not in the presence of maltose. 

This approach provided evidence that MalT interacts with the resting transporter, thereby preventing 

induction of MalT by endogenous maltotriose. These results suggest a coupling between transport and 

regulation by this type of ABC transporter (Richet et al., 2012). 

In the case of BceR, interaction with BceAB might prevent dimerization of BceR, which is a pre-

requisite for BceR activity. It could be also possible to prevent an unspecific phosphorylation of the 

RR or the interaction brings the regulator and the HK in close proximity to support the 

phosphotransfer between them. The physiological meaning of such a shuttling of BceR between the 

membrane and the cytoplasm is less obvious. Possibly, direct sensing of the transport activities by 

BceS and BceR is increasing the regulatory speed and allow for a large dynamic range in the 

regulation of bceAB expression. The dynamic interactions of transport proteins with other cellular 

proteins are difficult, but will give us valuable insights into this unique mechanism of signal 

transduction. 
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Supplementary Material 

The following supplementary material can be found under following link: 

http://jb.asm.org/content/early/2011/06/10/JB.05175-11/suppl/DC1 
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Supplemental file 1 - Fig. S1, multiple-sequence alignments of permease ECDs (PDF file, 142K) 
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modules (MS Excel file, 810K) 
Supplemental file 3 - Table S2, dataset of YycG- and OppB homologs from 26 genomes containing 
BceRS-BceAB-like modules (MS Excel file, 76K) 
Supplemental file 4 - Table S3, identification of putative response regulator binding sites in 
promoters of BceAB-like transport operons (MS Excel file, 74K) 



References 
    

74 
 

References of Chapter I and V 

Azevedo, E.C., Rios, E.M., Fukushima, K. & Campos-Takaki, G.M., (1993) Bacitracin production by a new 
strain of Bacillus subtilis. Extraction, purification, and characterization. Appl Biochem Biotechnol 42: 1-
7. 

Barna, J.C.J. & Williams, D.H., (1984) The structure and mode of action of glycopeptide antibiotics of the 
vancomycin group. Annu Rev Microbiol 38: 339-357. 

Barreteau, H., Kovač, A., Boniface, A., Sova, M., Gobec, S. & Blanot, D., (2008) Cytoplasmic steps of 
peptidoglycan biosynthesis. FEMS Microbiol Rev 32: 168-207. 

Barrett, D., Wang, T.S., Yuan, Y., Zhang, Y., Kahne, D. & Walker, S., (2007) Analysis of Glycan Polymers 
Produced by Peptidoglycan Glycosyltransferases. J Biol Chem 282: 31964-31971. 

Becker, P., Hakenbeck, R. & Henrich, B., (2009) An ABC transporter of Streptococcus pneumoniae involved in 
susceptibility to vancoresmycin and bacitracin. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 53: 2034-2041. 

Bernard, R., El Ghachi, M., Mengin-Lecreulx, D., Chippaux, M. & Denizot, F., (2005) BcrC from Bacillus 
subtilis acts as an undecaprenyl pyrophosphate phosphatase in bacitracin resistance. J Biol Chem 280: 
28852-28857. 

Bernard, R., Guiseppi, A., Chippaux, M., Foglino, M. & Denizot, F., (2007) Resistance to bacitracin in Bacillus 
subtilis: unexpected requirement of the BceAB ABC transporter in the control of expression of its own 
structural genes. J Bacteriol 189: 8636-8642. 

Bierbaum, G. & Sahl, H.G., (2009) Lantibiotics: Mode of Action, Biosynthesis and Bioengineering. Curr Pharm 
Biotechnol 10: 2 - 18. 

Bouhss, A., Trunkfield, A.E., Bugg, T.D. & Mengin-Lecreulx, D., (2008) The biosynthesis of peptidoglycan 
lipid-linked intermediates. FEMS Microbiol Rev 32: 208-233. 

Breukink, E. & de Kruijff, B., (2006) Lipid II as a target for antibiotics. Nat Rev Drug Discov 5: 321-332. 
Breukink, E., Wiedemann, I., van Kraaij, C., Kuipers, O.P., Sahl, H.G. & B., d.K., (1999) Use of the Cell Wall 

Precursor Lipid II by a Pore-Forming Peptide Antibiotic. Science 286: 2361-2364. 
Cain, B.D., Norton, P.J., Eubanks, W., Nick, H.S. & Allen, C.M., (1993) Amplification of the bacA gene confers 

bacitracin resistance to Escherichia coli. J Bacteriol 175: 3784-3789. 
Cao, M. & Helmann, J.D., (2002) Regulation of the Bacillus subtilis bcrC Bacitracin Resistance Gene by Two 

Extracytoplasmic Function Factors. J Bacteriol 184: 6123-6129. 
Capra, E.J. & Laub, M.T., (2012) Evolution of two-component signal transduction systems. Annu Rev Microbiol 

66: 325-347. 
Chalker, A.F., Ingraham, K.A., Lunsford, R.D., Bryant, A.P., Bryant, J., Wallis, N.G., Broskey, J.P., Pearson, 

S.C. & Holmes, D.J., (2000) The bacA gene, which determines bacitracin susceptibility in 
Streptococcus pneumoniae and Staphylococcus aureus, is also required for virulence. Microbiology 
146: 1547-1553. 

Chang, H.-Y., Chou, C.-C., Hsu, M.-F. & Wang, A.H.J., (2014) Proposed Carrier Lipid-Binding Site of 
Undecaprenyl Pyrophosphate Phosphatase from Escherichia coli. J Biol Chem. 

Collins, B., Curtis, N., Cotter, P.D., Hill, C. & Ross, R.P., (2010) The ABC transporter AnrAB contributes to the 
innate resistance of Listeria monocytogenes to nisin, bacitracin, and various beta-lactam antibiotics. 
Antimicrob Agents Chemother 54: 4416-4423. 

Collins, L.V., Kristian, S.A., Weidenmaier, C., Faigle, M., Van Kessel, K.P., Van Strijp, J.A., Götz, F., 
Neumeister, B. & Peschel, A., (2002) Staphylococcus aureus strains lacking D-alanine modifications of 
teichoic acids are highly susceptible to human neutrophil killing and are virulence attenuated in mice. J 
Infect Dis 186: 214-219. 

Cotter, P.D., (2005) Bacteriocins: developing immunity for food. Nat Rev Microbiol 3: 777-788. 
Cotter, P.D., (2014) An 'Upp'-turn in bacteriocin receptor identification. Mol Microbiol: 10.1111/mmi.12645. 
de Ruyter, P.G., Kuipers, O.P., Beerthuyzen, M.M., van Alen-Boerrigter, I. & de Vos, W.M., (1996) Functional 

analysis of promoters in the nisin gene cluster of Lactococcus lactis. J Bacteriol 178: 3434-3439. 
Delcour, J., Ferain, T., Deghorain, M., Palumbo, E. & Hols, P., (1999) the biosynthesis and functionality of cell 

wall of lactic  acid bacteria. Antonie van Leeuwenhoek 76: 159-184. 
Dijkstra, A.J. & Keck, W., (1996) Peptidoglycan as a barrier to transenvelope transport. J Bacteriol 178: 5555-

5562. 
Dintner, S., Staroń, A., Berchtold, E., Petri, T., Mascher, T. & Gebhard, S., (2011) Coevolution of ABC 

transporters and two-component regulatory systems as resistance modules against antimicrobial 
peptides in Firmicutes Bacteria. J Bacteriol 193: 3851-3862. 

Dramsi, S., Magnet, S., Davison, S. & Arthur, M., (2008) Covalent attachment of proteins to peptidoglycan. 
FEMS Microbiol Rev 32: 307-320. 



References 
 

75 
 

Economou, N.J., Cocklin, S. & Loll, P.J., (2013) High-resolution crystal structure reveals molecular details of 
target recognition by bacitracin. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 110: 14207-14212. 

Ernst, C.M. & Peschel, A., (2011) Broad-spectrum antimicrobial peptide resistance by MprF-mediated 
aminoacylation and flipping of phospholipids. Mol Microbiol 80: 290-299. 

Ernst, C.M., Staubitz, P., Mishra, N.N., Yang, S.-J., Hornig, G., Kalbacher, H., Bayer, A.S., Kraus, D. & 
Peschel, A., (2009) The Bacterial Defensin Resistance Protein MprF Consists of Separable Domains for 
Lipid Lysinylation and Antimicrobial Peptide Repulsion. PLoS Pathog 5: e1000660. 

Falord, M., Karimova, G., Hiron, A. & Msadek, T., (2012) GraXSR proteins interact with the VraFG ABC 
transporter to form a five-component system required for cationic antimicrobial peptide sensing and 
resistance in Staphylococcus aureus. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 56: 1047-1058. 

Fonvielle, M., Chemama, M., Villet, R., Lecerf, M., Bouhss, A., Valéry, J.-M., Ethève-Quelquejeu, M. & 
Arthur, M., (2009) Aminoacyl-tRNA recognition by the FemXWv transferase for bacterial cell wall 
synthesis. Nucleic Acids Res 37: 1589-1601. 

Foster, T.J., Geoghegan, J.A., Ganesh, V.K. & Hook, M., (2014) Adhesion, invasion and evasion: the many 
functions of the surface proteins of Staphylococcus aureus. Nat Rev Microbiol 12: 49-62. 

Gebhard, S., (2012) ABC transporters of antimicrobial peptides in Firmicutes bacteria - phylogeny, function and 
regulation. Mol Microbiol 86: 1295-1317. 

Gebhard, S. & Cook, G.M., (2008) Differential regulation of high-affinity phosphate transport systems of 
Mycobacterium smegmatis: identification of PhnF, a repressor of the phnDCE operon. J Bacteriol 190: 
1335-1343. 

Gebhard, S. & Dintner, S., (2014) Peptidantibiotika — Frühwarnsysteme und Katastrophenschutz bei Bakterien. 
BIOspektrum 20: 263-266. 

Gebhard, S., Fang, C., Shaaly, A., Leslie, D.J., Weimar, M.R., Kalamorz, F., Carne, A. & Cook, G.M., (2014) 
Identification and characterization of a bacitracin resistance network in Enterococcus faecalis. 
Antimicrob Agents Chemother 58: 1425-1433. 

Gebhard, S. & Mascher, T., (2011) Antimicrobial peptide sensing and detoxification modules: unravelling the 
regulatory circuitry of Staphylococcus aureus. Mol Microbiol 81: 581-587. 

Glover, R.T., Kriakov, J., Garforth, S.J., Baughn, A.D. & Jacobs, W.R., Jr., (2007) The two-component 
regulatory system senX3-regX3 regulates phosphate-dependent gene expression in Mycobacterium 
smegmatis. J Bacteriol 189: 5495-5503. 

Goodell, E.W. & Schwarz, U., (1985) Release of cell wall peptides into culture medium by exponentially 
growing Escherichia coli. J Bacteriol 162: 391-397. 

Gross, E. & Morell, J.L., (1971) The Structure of nisin. J Am Chem Soc 93: 4634-4635. 
Hamburger, J.B., Hoertz, A.J., Lee, A., Senturia, R.J., McCafferty, D.G. & Loll, P.J., (2009) A crystal structure 

of a dimer of the antibiotic ramoplanin illustrates membrane positioning and a potential Lipid II 
docking interface. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 106: 13759-13764. 

Haneburger, I., Fritz, G., Jurkschat, N., Tetsch, L., Eichinger, A., Skerra, A., Gerland, U. & Jung, K., (2012) 
Deactivation of the E. coli pH stress sensor CadC by cadaverine. J Mol. Biol 424: 15-27. 

Hiron, A., Falord, M., Valle, J., Debarbouille, M. & Msadek, T., (2011) Bacitracin and nisin resistance in 
Staphylococcus aureus: a novel pathway involving the BraS/BraR two-component system 
(SA2417/SA2418) and both the BraD/BraE and VraD/VraE ABC transporters. Mol Microbiol 81: 602-
622. 

Ikai, Y., Oka, H., Hayakawa, J., Matsumoto, M., Saito, M., Harada, K., Mayumi, Y. & Suzuki, M., (1995) Total 
structures and antimicrobial activity of bacitracin minor components. J Antibiot 48: 233-242. 

Island, M.D. & Kadner, R.J., (1993) Interplay between the membrane associated UhpB and UhpC regulatory 
proteins. J Bacteriol 175: 5028-5024. 

Johnson, B.A., Anker, H. & Meleney, F.L., (1945) BACITRACIN: A NEW ANTIBIOTIC PRODUCED BY A 
MEMBER OF THE B. SUBTILIS GROUP. Science 102: 376-377. 

Joseph, P., (2002) Functional link between TCS and ABC transporters. J Mol Microbiol Biotechnol 4: 503-513. 
Joseph, P., Guiseppi, A., Sorokin, A. & Denizot, F., (2004) Characterization of the Bacillus subtilis YxdJ 

response regulator as the inducer of expression for the cognate ABC transporter YxdLM. Microbiology 
150: 2609-2617. 

Jung, K., Fried, L., Behr, S. & Heermann, R., (2012) Histidine kinases and response regulators in networks. Curr 
Opin Microbiol 15: 118-124. 

Kahne, D., Leimkuhler, C., Lu, W. & Walsh, C., (2005) Glycopeptide and Lipoglycopeptide Antibiotics. Chem 
Rev 105: 425-448. 

Kingston, A.W., Zhao, H., Cook, G.M. & Helmann, J.D., (2014) Accumulation of heptaprenyl diphosphate 
sensitizes Bacillus subtilis to bacitracin: Implications for the mechanism of resistance mediated by the 
BceAB transporter. Mol Microbiol 93: 37-49. 

Kleerebezem, M., (2004) Quorum sensing control of lantibiotic production; nisin and subtilin autoregulate their 
own biosynthesis. Peptides 25: 1405-1414. 



References 
 

76 
 

Kuipers, O.P., Beerthuyzen, M.M., de Ruyter, P.G., Luesink, E.J. & de Vos, W.M., (1995) Autoregulation of 
Nisin Biosynthesis in Lactococcus lactis by Signal Transduction. J Biol Chem 270: 27299-27304. 

Li, M., Cha, D.J., Lai, Y., Villaruz, A.E., Sturdevant, D.E. & Otto, M., (2007) The antimicrobial peptide-sensing 
system aps of Staphylococcus aureus. Mol Microbiol 66: 1136-1147. 

Lovering, A.L., Safadi, S.S. & Strynadka, N.C., (2012) Structural perspective of peptidoglycan biosynthesis and 
assembly. Annu Rev Biochem 81: 451-478. 

Manson, J.M., Keis, S., Smith, J.M.B. & Cook, G.M., (2004) Acquired Bacitracin Resistance in Enterococcus 
faecalis Is Mediated by an ABC Transporter and a Novel Regulatory Protein, BcrR. Antimicrob Agents 
Chemother 48: 3743-3748. 

Mascher, T., (2006) Intramembrane-sensing histidine kinases: a new family of cell envelope stress sensors in 
Firmicutes bacteria. FEMS Microbiol Lett 264: 133-144. 

Mascher, T., (2014) Bacterial (intramembrane-sensing) histidine kinases: signal transfer rather than stimulus 
perception. Trends Microbiol: 10.1016/j.tim.2014.1005.1006. 

Mascher, T., Helmann, J.D. & Unden, G., (2006) Stimulus perception in bacterial signal-transducing histidine 
kinases. Microbiol Mol Biol Rev 70: 910-938. 

Mascher, T., Margulis, N.G., Wang, T., Ye, R.W. & Helmann, J.D., (2003) Cell wall stress responses in Bacillus 
subtilis: the regulatory network of the bacitracin stimulon. Mol Microbiol 50: 1591-1604. 

Meehl, M., Herbert, S., Götz, F. & Cheung, A., (2007) Interaction of the GraRS Two-Component System with 
the VraFG ABC Transporter To Support Vancomycin-Intermediate Resistance in Staphylococcus 
aureus. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 51: 2679-2689. 

Ming, L.-J. & Epperson, J.D., (2002) Metal binding and structure–activity relationship of the metalloantibiotic 
peptide bacitracin. J Inorg Biochem 91: 46-58. 

Mohammadi, T., Sijbrandi, R., Lutters, M., Verheul, J., Martin, N., den Blaauwen, T., de Kruijff, B. & Breukink, 
E., (2014) Specificity of the transport of Lipid II by FtsW in Escherichia coli. J Biol Chem 289: 14707-
14718. 

Mohammadi, T., van Dam, V., Sijbrandi, R., Vernet, T., Zapun, A., Bouhss, A., Diepeveen-de Bruin, M., 
Nguyen-Disteche, M., de Kruijff, B. & Breukink, E., (2011) Identification of FtsW as a transporter of 
lipid-linked cell wall precursors across the membrane. EMBO J 30: 1425-1432. 

Muller, A., Ulm, H., Reder-Christ, K., Sahl, H.G. & Schneider, T., (2012) Interaction of type A lantibiotics with 
undecaprenol-bound cell envelope precursors. Microb Drug Resist 18: 261-270. 

Navarre, W.W. & Schneewind, O., (1999) Surface Proteins of Gram-Positive Bacteria and Mechanisms of Their 
Targeting to the Cell Wall Envelope. Microbiol Mol Biol Rev 63: 174-229. 

Neuhaus, F.C. & Baddiley, J., (2003) A Continuum of Anionic Charge: Structures and Functions of D-Alanyl-
Teichoic Acids in Gram-Positive Bacteria. Microbiol Mol Biol Rev 67: 686-723. 

Neumüller, A., D., K. & Marahiel, M.A., (2001) The two-component regulatory system BacRS is associated 
with bacitracin 'self-resistance' of Bacillus licheniformis ATCC 10716. Eur J Biochem 268: 3180-3289. 

Ohki, R., Giyanto, Tateno, K., Masuyama, W., Moriya, S., Kobayashi, K. & Ogasawara, N., (2003) The BceRS 
two-component regulatory system induces expression of the bacitracin transporter, BceAB, in Bacillus 
subtilis. Mol Microbiol 49: 1135-1144. 

Okuda, K., Yanagihara, S., Sugayama, T., Zendo, T., Nakayama, J. & Sonomoto, K., (2010) Functional 
significance of the E loop, a novel motif conserved in the lantibiotic immunity ATP-binding cassette 
transport systems. J Bacteriol 192: 2801-2808. 

Otto, M., (2006) Bacterial Evasion of Antimicrobial Peptides by Biofilm Formation. In: Antimicrobial Peptides 
and Human Disease. W. Shafer (ed). Springer Berlin Heidelberg, pp. 251-258. 

Otto, M., Peschel, A. & Götz, F., (1998) Producer self-protection against the lantibiotic epidermin by the ABC 
transporter EpiFEG of Staphylococcus epidermidis Tü3298. FEMS Microbiol Lett 166: 203-211. 

Ouyang, J., Tian, X.L., Versey, J., Wishart, A. & Li, Y.H., (2010) The BceABRS four-component system 
regulates the bacitracin-induced cell envelope stress response in Streptococcus mutans. Antimicrob 
Agents Chemother 54: 3895-3906. 

Park, J.T. & Uehara, T., (2008) How Bacteria Consume Their Own Exoskeletons (Turnover and Recycling of 
Cell Wall Peptidoglycan). Microbiol Mol Biol Rev 72: 211-227. 

Parkinson, J.S. & Kofoid, E.C., (1992) Communication Modules in Bacterial Signaling Proteins. Annu Rev 
Genet 26: 71-112. 

Perego, M., Glaser, P., Minutello, A., Strauch, M.A., Leopold, K. & Fischer, W., (1995) Incorporation of D-
Alanine into Lipoteichoic Acid and Wall Teichoic Acid in Bacillus subtilis: IDENTIFICATION OF 
GENES AND REGULATION. J Biol Chem 270: 15598-15606. 

Peschel, A., Jack, R.W., Otto, M., Collins, L.V., Staubitz, P., Nicholson, G., Kalbacher, H., Nieuwenhuizen, 
W.F., Jung, G., Tarkowski, A., van Kessel, K.P.M. & van Strijp, J.A.G., (2001) Staphylococcus aureus 
Resistance to Human Defensins and Evasion of Neutrophil Killing via the Novel Virulence Factor Mprf 
Is Based on Modification of Membrane Lipids with l-Lysine. J Exp Med 193: 1067-1076. 



References 
 

77 
 

Peschel, A., Otto, M., Jack, R.W., Kalbacher, H., Jung, G. & Götz, F., (1999) Inactivation of the dlt operon in 
Staphylococcus aureus confers sensitivity to defensins, protegrins, and other antimicrobial peptides. J 
Biol Chem 274: 8405-8410. 

Peschel, A. & Sahl, H.G., (2006) The co-evolution of host cationic antimicrobial peptides and microbial 
resistance. Nat Rev Microbiol 4: 529-536. 

Peschel, A., Vuong, C., Otto, M. & Gotz, F., (2000) The D-Alanine Residues of Staphylococcus aureus Teichoic 
Acids Alter the Susceptibility to Vancomycin and the Activity of Autolytic Enzymes. Antimicrob 
Agents Chemother 44: 2845-2847. 

Podlesek, Z., A., C., B., H.-V., D., Z.-B., R., K. & M., G., (1995) Bacillus licheniformis bacitracin-resistance 
ABC transporter: relationship to mammalian multidrug resistance. Mol Microbiol 16: 969-976. 

Qi, Y., Kobayashi, Y. & Hulett, F.M., (1997) The pst operon of Bacillus subtilis has a phosphate-regulated 
promoter and is involved in phosphate transport but not in regulation of the Pho regulon. J Bacteriol 
179: 2534-2539. 

Rea, M.C., Dobson, A., O'Sullivan, O., Crispie, F., Fouhy, F., Cotter, P.D., Shanahan, F., Kiely, B., Hill, C. & 
Ross, R.P., (2011) Effect of broad- and narrow-spectrum antimicrobials on Clostridium difficile and 
microbial diversity in a model of the distal colon. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 108: 4639-4644. 

Reichmann, N.T., Cassona, C.P. & Gründling, A., (2013) Revised mechanism of d-alanine incorporation into 
cell wall polymers in Gram-positive bacteria. Microbiology 159: 1868-1877. 

Revilla-Guarinos, A., Gebhard, S., Alcantara, C., Staroń, A., Mascher, T. & Zuniga, M., (2013) Characterization 
of a regulatory network of peptide antibiotic detoxification modules in Lactobacillus casei BL23. Appl 
Environ Microbiol 79: 3160-3170. 

Richet, E., Davidson, A.L. & Joly, N., (2012) The ABC transporter MalFGK(2) sequesters the MalT 
transcription factor at the membrane in the absence of cognate substrate. Mol Microbiol 85: 632-647. 

Rietkötter, E., Hoyer, D. & Mascher, T., (2008) Bacitracin sensing in Bacillus subtilis. Mol Microbiol 68: 768-
785. 

Saar-Dover, R., Bitler, A., Nezer, R., Shmuel-Galia, L., Firon, A., Shimoni, E., Trieu-Cuot, P. & Shai, Y., (2012) 
D-Alanylation of Lipoteichoic Acids Confers Resistance to Cationic Peptides in Group B Streptococcus 
by Increasing the Cell Wall Density. PLoS Pathog 8: e1002891. 

Saier, M.H., Yen, M.R., Noto, K., Tamang, D.G. & Elkan, C., (2009) The Transporter Classification Database: 
recent advances. Nucleic Acids Res 37: D274-D278. 

Sauvage, E., Kerff, F., Terrak, M., Ayala, J.A. & Charlier, P., (2008) The penicillin-binding proteins: structure 
and role in peptidoglycan biosynthesis. FEMS Microbiol Rev 32: 234-258. 

Sham, L.-T., Butler, E.K., Lebar, M.D., Kahne, D., Bernhardt, T.G. & Ruiz, N., (2014) MurJ is the flippase of 
lipid-linked precursors for peptidoglycan biogenesis. Science 345: 220-222. 

Silhavy, T.J., Kahne, D. & Walker, S., (2010) The bacterial cell envelope. Cold Spring Harb Perspect Biol 2: 
a000414. 

Sola-Landa, A., Rodríguez-García, A., Franco-Domínguez, E. & Martín, J.F., (2005) Binding of PhoP to 
promoters of phosphate-regulated genes in Streptomyces coelicolor: identification of PHO boxes. Mol 
Microbiol 56: 1373-1385. 

Staron, A., Finkeisen, D.E. & Mascher, T., (2011) Peptide antibiotic sensing and detoxification modules of 
Bacillus subtilis. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 55: 515-525. 

Steed, P.M. & Wanner, B.L., (1993) Use of the rep technique for allele replacement to construct mutants with 
deletions of the pstSCAB-phoU operon: evidence of a new role for the PhoU protein in the phosphate 
regulon. J Bacteriol 175: 6797-6809. 

Stein, T., Heinzmann, S., Dusterhus, S., Borchert, S. & Entian, K.D., (2005) Expression and functional analysis 
of the subtilin immunity genes spaIFEG in the subtilin-sensitive host Bacillus subtilis MO1099. J 
Bacteriol 187: 822-828. 

Stein, T., Heinzmann, S., Solovieva, I. & Entian, K.D., (2003) Function of Lactococcus lactis nisin immunity 
genes nisI and nisFEG after coordinated expression in the surrogate host Bacillus subtilis. J Biol Chem 
278: 89-94. 

Stevens, K.A., Sheldon, B.W., Klapes, N.A. & Klaenhammer, T.R., (1991) Nisin treatment for inactivation of 
Salmonella species and other gram-negative bacteria. Appl Environ Microbiol 57: 3613-3615. 

Stone, K. & Strominger, J., (1971) Mechanism of action of bacitracin: complexation with metal ion and C 55-
isoprenyl pyrophosphate. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 68: 3223-3227. 

Storm, D. & Strominger, J., (1973) Complex formation between bacitracin peptides and isoprenyl 
pyrophosphates. The specificity of lipid-peptide interactions. J Biol Chem 248: 3940-3945. 

Sun, Z., Zhong, J., Liang, X., Liu, J., Chen, X. & Huan, L., (2009) Novel Mechanism for Nisin Resistance via 
Proteolytic Degradation of Nisin by the Nisin Resistance Protein NSR. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 
53: 1964-1973. 

Tetsch, L. & Jung, K., (2009) The regulatory interplay between membrane-integrated sensors and transport 
proteins in bacteria. Mol Microbiol 73: 982-991. 



References 
 

78 
 

Tetsch, L., Koller, C., Haneburger, I. & Jung, K., (2008) The membrane-integrated transcriptional activator 
CadC of Escherichia coli senses lysine indirectly via the interaction with the lysine permease LysP. Mol 
Microbiol 67: 570-583. 

Turner, R.D., Vollmer, W. & Foster, S.J., (2014) Different walls for rods and balls: the diversity of 
peptidoglycan. Mol Microbiol 91: 862-874. 

van Veen, H.W., (1997) Phosphate transport in prokaryotes: molecules, mediators and mechanisms. Antonie van 
Leeuwenhoek. 72: 299-315. 

Vollmer, W., (2008) Structural variation in the glycan strands of bacterial peptidoglycan. FEMS Microbiol Rev 
32: 287-306. 

Vollmer, W., Blanot, D. & de Pedro, M.A., (2008) Peptidoglycan structure and architecture. FEMS Microbiol 
Rev 32: 149-167. 

Vollmer, W. & Seligman, S.J., (2010) Architecture of peptidoglycan: more data and more models. Trends 
Microbiol 18: 59-66. 

Wanner, B.L., (1996) Signal transduction in the control of phosphate-regulated genes of Escherichia coli. Kidney 
Int. 49: 964-967. 

Wolf, D., Domínguez-Cuevas, P., Daniel, R.A. & Mascher, T., (2012) Cell Envelope Stress Response in Cell 
Wall-Deficient L-Forms of Bacillus subtilis. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 56: 5907-5915. 

Yount, N.Y. & Yeaman, M.R., (2013) Peptide antimicrobials: cell wall as a bacterial target. Ann N Y Acad Sci 
1277: 127-138. 

Yuan, Z.-C., Zaheer, R. & Finan, T.M., (2006) Regulation and Properties of PstSCAB, a High-Affinity, High-
Velocity Phosphate Transport System of Sinorhizobium meliloti. J Bacteriol 188: 1089-1102. 

 

 



Acknowledgments 
    

79 
 

Acknowledgments 

First of all, I would like to express sincere gratitude to Susanne for your great supervision over the last four years 

and for giving me the chance to pursue a variety of exciting projects. I am thankful for your ideas, constant 

encouragement and the great working atmosphere you created. I am glad, that you supported the attendance to 

many conferences and the LSM. Good luck in England and a successful start in Bath! 

I am also grateful to Thorsten for giving me the chance to join his group at the LMU. Thank you for giving me 

the starting point in this interesting research area. 

Special thanks go to my thesis committee especially to Prof. Dr. Marc Bramkamp for being the second examiner 

of this thesis. 

Many thanks to Thorsten, Prof. Dr. Heinrich Jung and PD Dr. Bettina Bölter for their great support and fruitful 

discussions in the TAC committee meetings. 

I am also grateful to Prof. Dr. K. Jung and PD Dr. Ralf Heermann for their support and valuable input during the 

last biochemical project. 

I also want to thank the LSM graduate school for the support. Beside the financial support, it gave me the 

opportunity to meet other students of different scientific disciplines and leading investigators from around the 

globe at international conferences and to attend interesting soft skill seminars. 

Moreover I offer my blessings to all those who supported me in many respects during the course of this thesis: 

Chong for questioning, great support in the lab and entertaining times in between. Jenny and Sonja for excellent 

help with producing tonnes of proteins. Georg for discussions, support and the relaxed atmosphere in the office. 

Special thanks goes to the international team in the 007 lab. You gave me interesting insights into Chinese, 

American and Brazilian culture. I will never forget the Chinese lessons (謝謝大姐), the Brazilian power plate 

and the awesome decoration skills (I am still sure, there are some “flying” beans). 

Furthermore, many thanks goes to the men of taste (Chris, Tobi and Felix), who gave me a great time in the lab. 

The next one is my shout. Moreover, I want to thank all other members of Thorsten’s lab for the friendly and 

supportive atmosphere. I also want to thank all the people I meet during the last years on the first, the second 

floor of the Biocenter and on the soccer field. You enabled me an easy start in Munich in a very friendly 

atmosphere over the years. 

I am sincerely grateful for having such good friends who gave me moral support and encouraged me at every 

stage of this thesis. Oci and Nina, Lars and Katja, Niko and family, Basil, Basti, Poldi and Katha, Stefan, and the 

innkeepers of the “Thalkirchner Schänke” – Jo and Jovanna. Many thanks! 

Romina Power (“Murmel”) for your energy, motivation, patience and love and the never-ending support. 

Finally, I would like to thank my family who always backed me up. Without their help and support I would not 

have gotten so far. 

   



 

 
 

 



Curriculum Vitae 
    

81 
 

Curriculum Vitae 

Personal data 
 

Name Sebastian Benjamin Dintner 

Date of birth 

Place of birth 

Education 
 

11/2010 – present Doctoral student at the Department Biology I, Microbiology at the Ludwig-
Maximilians-University Munich under the supervision of PD Dr. Susanne 
Gebhard, (Junior Group Leader), laboratory of Prof. Dr. Thorsten Mascher 

Thesis title: “Characterization of a Sensory Complex Involved in 
Antimicrobial Peptide Resistance: Communication Between a Histidine 
Kinase and an ABC Transporter in Bacillus subtilis” 

 Member of the “Life-Science-Munich” (LSM) 

02/2010 – 09/2010 External diploma thesis at LMU Munich Biocenter, Department I, 
Microbiology under supervision of PD Dr. Susanne Gebhard and Prof. Dr. 
Thorsten. Mascher  

Thesis title “Dynamik und vergleichende Genomik von Resistenzmodulen 
gegen Peptidantibiotika.” (“Dynamics and comparable genomics of 
resistance modules against peptide antibiotics”) 

10/2005 – 09/2010 “Diplom” Student, Department of Chemistry and Biosciences, Karlsruhe 
Institute of Technology (KIT), Karlsruhe, Germany. 

06/2004 A-levels (Abitur) at the Wirtemberg-Gymnasium, Stuttgart (Germany) 

Grants 
 

01/2014 DAAD Kongressreisestipendium 

06/2013 FEMS Meeting Attendance Grant 

Publications 
 

Dintner S., Heermann R., Fang C., Jung K. and Gebhard S. (2014) A Sensory Complex Consisting of 
an ATP-Binding-Cassette Transporter and a Two-Component Regulatory System Controls Bacitracin 
Resistance in Bacillus subtilis. J. Biol. Chem. doi:10.1074/jbc.M114.596221 

Gebhard, S., Dintner S. (2014) Peptidantibiotika - Frühwarnsysteme und Katastrophenschutz bei 
Bakterien. BIOspektrum. doi: 10.1007/s12268-014-0437-y 

Kallenberg F., Dintner S., Schmitz R., and Gebhard S. (2013) Identification of regions important for 
resistance and signalling within the antimicrobial peptide transporter BceAB of Bacillus subtilis. J. 
Bacteriol. 2013, 195(14):3287. 

Dintner S., Staroń A., Berchtold E., Petri T., Mascher T. and Gebhard S. (2011) Co-evolution of 
ABC-transporters and two-component regulatory systems as resistance modules against antimicrobial 
peptides in Firmicutes bacteria. J. Bacteriol. 193(15):3851-62. 

 



Curriculum Vitae 
 

82 
 

Conferences 

Poster 

Sensory Transduction in Microorganisms, Ventura, Kalifornien, USA (2014) 

“Powerful collaboration between sensor kinase and ABC-transporter in antimicrobial peptide 
detoxification modules in Firmicutes bacteria.” (Postersession II, 8) 

7th Conference on Functional Genomics of Gram-positive Microorganisms, Montecatini Terme, 
Italien. (2013) 

“Unity is strength: Essential communication between sensor kinase and ABC-transporter in 
antimicrobial peptide detoxification modules in Firmicutes bacteria.” (Abstract P 72 ) 

LSM Retreat, Spitzingsee, Germany (2012) 

“Interaction between histidine kinase and ABC-transporter: new regulatory pathway in antimicrobial 
peptide resistance modules of Bacillus subtilis.” 

VAAM, Tübingen, Germany (2012) 

“Interaction between histidine kinase and ABC-transporter: new regulatory pathway in antimicrobial 
peptide resistance modules of Bacillus subtilis” (Abstract CEP001) 

VAAM, Karlsruhe, Germany (2011) 

“Peptide antibiotic sensing and detoxification modules in Firmicutes bacteria: phylogenetics and 
dynamics.” (Abstract SRP018) 

28th Symposium: Mechanisms of Gene Regulation, Neustadt Weinstraße, Deutschland (2010) 

“Peptide antibiotic sensing and detoxification modules in Firmicutes bacteria: phylogenetics and 
specificity.” (Abstract P14) 

 

Talks 

29th Symposium: Mechanisms of Gene Regulation, Wartaweil, Deutschland (2012) 

Vortrag “Interaction between histidine kinase and ABC-transporter: new regulatory pathway in 
antimicrobial peptide resistance modules of Bacillus subtilis.” (Abstract T09) 

LSM Retreat, Spitzingsee, Germany (2011) 

Vortrag “Co-evolution of and signaling by ABC-Transporters and two-component regulatory systems 
as resistance modules against antimicrobial peptides in Firmicutes bacteria.” 

 
 

   



 

 
 

 

 


	Cover

	Titel

	Reviewer

	Statutory declaration

	Contents

	List of Publications

	Contributions to the Publications

	Summary
	Zusammenfassung

	Chapter I

	1. Introduction 
	1.1 The cell envelope of Gram-positive bacteria

	1.2 Call wall biosynthesis

	1.3 Cell wall active antimicrobial peptides

	1.4 Resistance mechanisms against antimicrobial peptides
	1.5 Regulation of transporter-mediated resistance against AMPs

	1.5.1 Histidine kinases with direct stimulus perception

	1.5.2 Histidine kinases with indirect signal perception


	1.6 The BceRS-BceAB module of Bacillus subtilis


	2. Aims of this thesis

	Chapter II (Dintner et al. 2011)
	Chapter III (Kallenberg et al. 2012)
	Chapter IV (Dintner et al. 2014)
	Chapter V
	1. Concluding Discussion
	1.1 Phyletic distribution and co-evolution

	1.2 Sensing Process - the extracellular binding domain and its specificity

	1.3 Conserved regulation mechanism in Bce-like systems

	1.4 Interaction between histidine kinase and ABC transporter

	1.5 Working model for the BceRS-BceAB system of B. subtilis


	2. Outlook
	2.1 Signal perception in BceAB-like transporters

	2.2 Direction of transport

	2.3 Is the response regulator part of the complex?



	Supplementary Material

	References of Chapter I and V

	Acknowledgments

	Curriculum Vitae




