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ABSTRACT Filamentous fungi produce small cysteine-rich proteins with potent,
specific antifungal activity, offering the potential to fight fungal infections that se-
verely threaten human health and food safety and security. The genome of the cit-
rus postharvest fungal pathogen Penicillium digitatum encodes one of these antifun-
gal proteins, namely AfpB. Biotechnologically produced AfpB inhibited the growth of
major pathogenic fungi at minimal concentrations, surprisingly including its parental
fungus, and conferred protection to crop plants against fungal infections. This study
reports an in-depth characterization of the AfpB mechanism of action, showing that
it is a cell-penetrating protein that triggers a regulated cell death program in the
target fungus. We prove the importance of AfpB interaction with the fungal cell wall
to exert its killing activity, for which protein mannosylation is required. We also
show that the potent activity of AfpB correlates with its rapid and efficient uptake
by fungal cells through an energy-dependent process. Once internalized, AfpB in-
duces a transcriptional reprogramming signaled by reactive oxygen species that
ends in cell death. Our data show that AfpB activates a self-injury program, suggest-
ing that this protein has a biological function in the parental fungus beyond defense
against competitors, presumably more related to regulation of the fungal popula-
tion. Our results demonstrate that this protein is a potent antifungal that acts
through various targets to kill fungal cells through a regulated process, making AfpB
a promising compound for the development of novel biofungicides with multiple
fields of application in crop and postharvest protection, food preservation, and med-
ical therapies.

IMPORTANCE Disease-causing fungi pose a serious threat to human health and
food safety and security. The limited number of licensed antifungals, together with
the emergence of pathogenic fungi with multiple resistance to available antifungals,
represents a serious challenge for medicine and agriculture. Therefore, there is an
urgent need for new compounds with high fungal specificity and novel antifungal
mechanisms. Antifungal proteins in general, and AfpB from Penicillium digitatum in
particular, are promising molecules for the development of novel antifungals. This
study on AfpB’s mode of action demonstrates its potent, specific fungicidal activity
through the interaction with multiple targets, presumably reducing the risk of evolv-
ing fungal resistance, and through a regulated cell death process, uncovering this
protein as an excellent candidate for a novel biofungicide. The in-depth knowledge
on AfpB mechanistic function presented in this work is important to guide its possi-
ble future clinical and agricultural applications.
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Fungal infections threaten human health worldwide, causing the death of about 1.5
to 2 million people every year (1). Invasive fungi have fatal consequences in

vulnerable patients, such as those immunodepressed by anti-cancer chemotherapies,
corticosteroid treatments, HIV/AIDS, or organ transplantation. Fungi also have a signif-
icant impact on global food security, damaging more than 20% of crop production,
spoiling an estimated 10% of harvested crops, and causing disease in domesticated
animals (2). In addition, food safety is challenged by mycotoxigenic fungi that contam-
inate food and feed with toxins detrimental for health. Consequently, there is a huge
demand for fungicides, accounting for a market of $18.7 billion in 2019 that is expected
to grow with the emergence of hypervirulent strains and the geographical expansion
of pathogens due to global warming and globalization. Only a few classes of fungicides
are available today due to the complexity of targeting these eukaryotic microorganisms
without affecting plant, animal, or human hosts. These fungicides target the main
differences between fungal and host cells, including the plasma membrane and the cell
wall composition, ergosterol biosynthesis, or disrupting DNA or RNA synthesis in a
fungus-specific manner (3). However, the agricultural application of fungicides has led
to the development of resistance to the few available fungicides not only in plant
pathogens but also in those causing human diseases (2). The scarceness of licensed
fungicides and the emergence of multifungicide resistance make the development of
novel antifungal compounds with new modes of action crucial to fight human- and
plant-pathogenic fungi.

Filamentous fungi secrete antifungal proteins (AFPs) that specifically inhibit fungal
growth without affecting plant or mammalian cell viability (4–10). AFPs are attractive
molecules for the development of new fungicides based on their properties (4, 7,
10–12). They are small, cationic proteins that contain six or eight cysteine residues that
form three or four disulfide bonds and fold into compact structures, conferring on them
high stability and resistance to heat, proteolysis, and extreme pH (5, 13, 14). AFPs are
structurally related to defensins, a type of antifungal protein found in insects, plants,
and mammalian species, which are integral components of innate immunity (15). AFPs
exhibit potent antifungal activity in the micromolar range against important human
and plant pathogens (5, 6, 8, 9, 12, 15–18). Furthermore, exploitation of AFPs is feasible,
since safe and efficient fungus- or plant-based biofactories have been developed for
their production (5, 19, 20).

Detailed knowledge of the mechanistic function of AFPs is an important requisite for
their development and application. Notably, variations exist in the spectrum of fungi
targeted by different AFPs, demonstrating that they act in a species-specific manner (5,
6, 16, 21). Although AFPs are similar in structure, they differ in amino acid composition
and sequence and, presumably, in their mode of action. To date, more than 50
members have been identified in the AFP family, AFP from Aspergillus giganteus and
PAF from Penicillium chrysogenum being the first identified and best studied (4, 7, 22).
These two proteins are quite similar in structure and antifungal spectrum, but their
mechanisms of action are significantly different. Whereas AFP inhibits chitin synthesis
and disturbs plasma membrane integrity, PAF is actively internalized in target cells,
where it triggers apoptosis (21, 23–25). Divergence in the mode of action makes it
necessary to characterize each AFP individually for their efficient biotechnological
application as well as for a better understanding of their biological functions.

This work reports a detailed study on the mechanistic function of the AfpB antifun-
gal protein compared to the well-studied PAF. AfpB is a recently identified AFP in the
genome of the citrus postharvest pathogen Penicillium digitatum (26). The protein
could not be detected in natural P. digitatum cultures but has been biotechnologically
produced in large amounts in the same fungus or in a plant-based system (5, 20). This
antifungal protein is very active against major phytopathogenic fungi, especially Pen-
icillium species, including the parental P. digitatum (5). Moreover, AfpB has been shown
to be effective in plant protection treatments against fungal infections, such as Botrytis
cinerea, the causal agent of gray mold disease in more than 200 vegetable species (6,
20). We show here that AfpB cytotoxicity is determined by interaction with the cell wall
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of the target fungus and by its active internalization into fungal cells, where it induces
a regulated cell death program. This knowledge is crucial for the future development
of AfpB as a novel biofungicide.

RESULTS
AfpB is a highly active fungicidal protein against its parental fungus P. digi-

tatum. To better characterize the antifungal protein AfpB, we compared its activity
against the parental fungus P. digitatum to that of the extensively studied PAF from P.
chrysogenum. Both proteins have a similar secondary structure, although there is
significant divergence in amino acid sequence, with only around 41% similarity, AfpB
being slightly more cationic and hydrophobic than PAF (see Fig. S1 in the supplemental
material). They also differ in that PAF is not active against its producer fungus. For
comparative purposes, we reevaluated, side-by-side, the growth inhibitory activity of
AfpB and PAF against P. digitatum (5). AfpB inhibited growth at very low micromolar
concentrations, with a MIC of 0.5 �M (Fig. 1A), a level subinhibitory for PAF, which
required concentrations more than 16 times higher to fully inhibit growth (Fig. 1A).
These results confirmed that AfpB activity is far greater than PAF activity against P.
digitatum.

We also assessed the effect on conidial germination (Fig. 1B). AfpB inhibited P.
digitatum germination, with no germ tubes detected when conidia were incubated
with AfpB at an inhibitory concentration of 1.5 �M, while germlings were clearly visible
under control conditions or in the presence of PAF at the same concentration. Inhib-
itory concentrations of PAF (15 �M) also significantly reduced the number of germ
tubes, although some were still visible. These data show that both AfpB and PAF can
inhibit conidium germination, although at different concentrations. Because this inhi-
bition could be fungicidal or fungistatic, we compared the effect of these two proteins
on conidium viability. As shown in Fig. 1C, AfpB killed the majority of conidia (80%),
with a minor proportion of them remaining viable (10 to 20%) and recovering from a
24-h treatment, even at concentrations of 15 �M, 30 times the MIC value. Similarly, at
inhibitory concentrations, PAF killed around 80% of conidia, and the remaining conidia
recovered when PAF was removed. These results indicate that AfpB as well as PAF
growth inhibition can be attributed to both fungicidal and fungistatic activity, with
AfpB 1 order of magnitude more active than PAF.

AfpB is a cell-penetrating peptide at very low concentration. To investigate the
mechanism underlying the antifungal activity of AfpB, we compared its interaction with
the target fungus to that of the less active PAF protein. For that, we labeled both
proteins with the green fluorescent dye BODIPY at their carboxyl groups. After con-
firming that labeled proteins retained full antifungal activity (Fig. S2), we treated P.
digitatum germlings with either BODIPY-AfpB or BODIPY-PAF at a protein concentration
of 1.5 �M (an inhibitory concentration for AfpB but subinhibitory for PAF) and moni-
tored the interaction by time-lapse live-cell imaging using confocal fluorescence
microscopy (Fig. 2). We observed that both proteins localized at the fungal cell surface
at early time points (5 to 10 min). AfpB was quickly drawn into the cells, distributed
homogenously throughout the cytoplasm and the nucleus, and excluded from vacu-
oles (15 min onwards), whereas PAF remained longer at the cell surface (up to 120 min).
From 60 min onwards, there was high vacuolization and cytosolic BODIPY-AfpB aggre-
gate levels in the hyphae treated with AfpB, indicative of cell deterioration and death.
Meanwhile, PAF-treated cells appeared normal, similar to untreated hyphae. It is
important to note that both proteins had very similar interaction with the cell wall
(detected after 5 min), but there was a delay in PAF entering the cell, which correlates
with its lack of inhibition at the subinhibitory concentration.

The activity of several antifungal peptides has been reported to be energy depen-
dent (16, 27–29). To investigate whether AfpB enters the cells actively or passively, we
incubated P. digitatum germlings with sodium azide (NaN3), an inhibitor of ATPase
activity. In the presence of NaN3, BODIPY-AfpB remained attached to the cell envelope
and could not penetrate the fungal cells (Fig. 3). On the contrary, BODIPY-AfpB rapidly
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entered the hyphae when not exposed to the inhibitor. Hyphae treated for 2 h with
AfpB in the presence of NaN3 appeared less damaged than those not exposed to the
inhibitor (Fig. 2). These observations suggest that AfpB fungicidal activity is associated
with its active entry into the fungal cells.

Cell wall interaction is important for AfpB antifungal activity and is blocked in
a protein mannosylation mutant. As a cell-penetrating protein, AfpB must pass
through the fungal cell wall to reach the plasma membrane on its way to the
cytoplasm. To examine the role of the cell wall in the activity of AfpB, we stained fungal

FIG 1 Comparative antifungal activities of AfpB and PAF against Penicillium digitatum. (A) Dose-response
curves of growth inhibition by AfpB (green) and PAF (gray). Arrows indicate the protein concentrations
chosen throughout this work. Curves show the mean percent � standard deviation (SD) fungal growth
of triplicate samples after 72 h of incubation at 25°C. (B) Germination inhibitory activity of AfpB and PAF
at the indicated concentrations compared with water. Values are the mean number of conidia, swollen
conidia, and germ tubes counted per triplicate after 16 h of treatment. Letters indicate statistical
significance (P � 0.05 by ANOVA and Tukey’s HSD test) with the reference condition in each case. (C)
AfpB and PAF have fungicidal activity. Bars represent the percentage of viable P. digitatum conidia after
24 h of treatment with AfpB (green) and PAF (gray) at the indicated concentrations compared to the
control without any treatment (black). Values are the means � SD from three independent replicates.
Letters show significant differences among the conditions (P � 0.05 by ANOVA and Tukey’s HSD test).
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hyphae with calcofluor white (CFW), a fluorescent dye that binds to the chitin polymers
of fungal cell walls. CFW prevented AfpB from getting into the intracellular space when
hyphae were stained prior to AfpB treatment, whereas CFW staining after treatment did
not interfere with AfpB lytic activity (Fig. 4A). These observations indicate that the
fungal cell wall has a key role in facilitating AfpB interaction with target cells and,
therefore, its activity.

In addition, we characterized the response to AfpB of the Pdpmt2 deletion mutant strain,
which is known to have cell wall defects and greater tolerance to antifungal peptides, such
as PAF26 (30). This is a P. digitatum null mutant on the O-mannosyltransferase 2 (Δpmt2)
that affects protein mannosylation, including the mannoproteins on the outer cell wall.
Surprisingly, we did not observe fluorescence on Δpmt2 germlings treated with 1.5 �M
BODIPY-AfpB, either at the cell wall or intracellularly, at any time point (Fig. 4B). This
observation suggests that cell wall mannoproteins are required for the interaction with
AfpB. Moreover, growth inhibition assays showed that the Δpmt2 mutant was more
resistant to AfpB than the wild-type (WT) strain (Fig. 4C). Altogether, these results
suggest that mannoproteins determine AfpB interaction with the cell wall and, thus, its
antifungal activity.

FIG 2 AfpB is a fast cell-penetrating peptide at very low concentrations. Confocal laser microscopy images of the interaction
of fluorescently labeled AfpB (BODIPY-AfpB) or PAF (BODIPY-PAF) with P. digitatum germlings. Fungal spores were germinated
for 16 h and treated with 1.5 �M protein for different periods of time. Upper images correspond to single fluorescent slides
and lower images to the bright field images. Bars correspond to 10 �m.
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AfpB induces rapid ROS production prior to cell death in fungal hyphae. The
generation of reactive oxygen species (ROS) is associated with cell death, acting either
as signaling molecules in regulated cell death or as toxic compounds causing oxidative
damage to lipids, proteins, and nucleic acids and uncontrolled cell destruction. Several
studies have previously reported the production of ROS in fungal cells triggered by
AFPs (29, 31–34). ROS production was monitored in these studies after long and
high-concentration treatments, with deleterious effects observed; it was unclear

FIG 3 AfpB internalization in P. digitatum is energy dependent. Representative images of confocal
fluorescence microscopy from fungal germling control or samples treated with NaN3 for 15 min and then
incubated with BODIPY-AfpB (1.5 �M) for 1 or 2 h. Bars correspond to 10 �m.

FIG 4 Cell wall interaction is important for AfpB antifungal activity. (A) Representative images of
confocal fluorescence microscopy from P. digitatum wild-type (WT) germlings, unstained (control) or
stained with CFW for 15 min, before or after incubation with BODIPY-AfpB (1.5 �M) for the indicated
periods of time. (B) Representative images of the absence of interaction between BODIPY-AfpB (1.5 �M)
and P. digitatum Δpmt2 mutant germlings. (C) Dose response of growth inhibition of P. digitatum WT
(green) or Δpmt2 (black) mutant strain by AfpB. Curves show the means � SD from triplicate values at
an optical density of 600 nm (OD600) after 72 h of incubation. Bars correspond to 10 �m.
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whether ROS was signaling or a consequence of cell death. To study the oxidative
status of hyphae treated with AfpB, we used the permeable fluorescent CM-H2CFDA
probe as an indicator of ROS cell content (35). Fluorescent hyphae were visible
immediately after the addition of AfpB, whereas fluorescence was barely detected in
PAF-treated hyphae at the same concentration (1.5 �M) (Fig. 5A). These observations
show that AfpB induces the rapid generation of ROS in target fungal cells. However,
staining with the cell death marker propidium iodide (PI), which fluoresces upon
interaction with nucleic acids and penetrates only cells with damaged plasma mem-
branes, showed red fluorescent hyphae only visible at late times of exposure (Fig. 5A).
These permeabilized hyphae could be detected from 30 min, although most frequently
they were seen after 1 h of AfpB treatment. Similarly, SYTOX green, which fluoresces
upon binding to nucleic acids of hyphae with compromised plasma membrane, was

FIG 5 AfpB induces rapid generation of ROS prior to cell death in fungal hyphae. (A) Representative
confocal fluorescence images of fungal germlings treated with 1.5 �M AfpB or 1.5 �M PAF and the ROS
probe CM-H2DCFDA (10 �M) or cell death marker PI (20 �g/ml) for the indicated periods of time. Upper
panels are fluorescence images, and lower panels are bright-field merged images. Bars correspond to
10 �m. (B) Quantitative fluorescence of germlings treated with CM-H2DCFDA (10 �M) and AfpB at
indicated micromolar concentrations (green bars), H2O2 (5 mM, orange bars), or water (none, black bars)
for the indicated time periods (min). Bars are the mean values � SD from 6 replicates and 2 independent
assays (n � 12). Asterisks denote statistically significant differences with the control samples (**, P � 0.01;
*, P � 0.05; both by Tukey’s HSD test).
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only visible from 30 to 40 min after AfpB treatment (Fig. S3). In contrast, no dead
hyphae were observed after 2 h of PAF treatment at the same concentration (Fig. 5A).
These results indicate that cell death mediated by AfpB is delayed with respect to ROS
production, suggesting that ROS acts on cell death signaling rather than as a conse-
quence of uncontrolled cell death.

We quantified the ROS production triggered by AfpB using a fluorimeter (Fig. 5B).
ROS accumulation was detected as early as 15 min after AfpB treatment at different
concentrations. ROS levels increased progressively over time, reaching values similar to
those of hydrogen peroxide (H2O2) at 5 mM, used as a control. Interestingly, ROS was
also detected at low concentrations of AfpB (0.15 �M), concentrations that are not
fungal inhibitory, suggesting once again that ROS generation triggered by AfpB has a
signaling role instead of a toxic effect.

AfpB induces regulated death in P. digitatum cells. The cleavage of linker regions
between nucleosomes by nucleases is a hallmark of regulated cell death (RCD). To
further investigate the cell death induced by AfpB in P. digitatum, we assessed DNA
fragmentation in AfpB-treated hyphae compared to hyphae treated with H2O2, an
inducer of the apoptosis phenotype in yeast and filamentous fungi when applied at
minimum, but toxic, concentrations (36, 37). The terminal deoxynucleotidyl transferase-
mediated dUTP nick-end labeling (TUNEL) assay is one of the most reliable methods for
detecting DNA breaks. Fungal hyphae treated with AfpB showed positive TUNEL
staining (Fig. 6), with hyphae treated with H2O2, used as a positive control of DNA
fragmentation, giving a similar pattern of staining. The TUNEL-stained regions colocal-
ized with the nuclei visualized by 4=,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI) staining. These
observations showed that AfpB induces DNA fragmentation in nuclei, which is indica-
tive of RCD.

Further insights into the intracellular molecular events underlying AfpB-mediated
fungal cell death were obtained by monitoring the expression of RCD-associated genes.
In these experiments, we used an inhibitory concentration of AfpB (0.3 �M) that was

FIG 6 AfpB induces DNA fragmentation in P. digitatum. Representative images of confocal fluorescence
microscopy from P. digitatum germlings without treatment, treated with AfpB (0.5 �M), or treated with
H2O2 (5 mM) for 30 min and stained with TUNEL and DAPI, as indicated. Lower panels correspond to
merged images with bright fields. Bars correspond to 10 �m.
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slightly lower than the MIC (0.5 �M), since the AfpB cytotoxic effects were too strong
at the MIC, making it difficult to monitor gene expression. Among the genes associated
with RCD, caspase-like genes are good candidates, as caspase-like activities are involved
in cell death execution. Although fungi do not encode true caspases, fungal meta-
caspases with different contributions to cell death have been identified (38–40). We
identified two metacaspases encoded in the genome of P. digitatum, CasA and CasB.
Our gene expression analysis revealed that both metacaspases were induced in hyphae
in response to AfpB treatment, even at a subinhibitory AfpB concentration (0.15 �M),
although at lower levels than those induced by H2O2 treatment, used as an RCD control
(Fig. 7A and B). Similarly, we analyzed the expression of the fadA gene encoding the
�-subunit of a heterotrimeric G-protein that mediates RCD in response to PAF, Neo-
sartorya fischeri NAFP, or the antifungal protein osmotin from plant (23, 41–43). The
expression of fadA was induced by AfpB treatment, even at higher levels than those
caused by H2O2 treatment (Fig. 7C). Analysis of the nma gene, the orthologue of the
human HtrA2 proapoptotic gene, which also induces apoptotic markers in filamentous
fungi (44), revealed low but constant induction by AfpB at the different time points at
levels similar to those of our positive control (Fig. 7D). The apoptosis-inducing factor
gene (aif1), as well as the aif-homologous mitochondrion-associated inducers of death
gene (amid2) (45), components of the caspase-independent pathway of RCD in fungi,
were also induced in response to AfpB treatment. However, the expression level of the
genes was lower than that induced by H2O2 and was statistically significant only at
certain time points (Fig. 7E and F). Altogether, our gene expression results indicate that
AfpB regulates cell death in P. digitatum through a complex intracellular process, and
membrane permeabilization is the consequence, not the cause, of its antifungal
activity.

DISCUSSION

In this study, we demonstrate the strong, rapid antifungal activity of AfpB against P.
digitatum at concentrations lower than the micromolar level through multiple targets,
including components of the cell wall, the plasma membrane, and intracellular ele-

FIG 7 AfpB regulates cell death gene expression in P. digitatum hyphae. (A to F) Expression levels of the indicated
regulated cell death genes, as determined by qRT-PCR and normalized to the housekeeping �-tubulin gene, in P.
digitatum overnight-grown mycelia, nontreated or treated with AfpB or H2O2 at the indicated concentrations and
time lapses. Graphs show boxplots of at least three values, corresponding to three independent assays with three
technical replicates each (n � 9). Values from AfpB-treated samples are shown in greenish colors (lanes 1 to 5), from
the RCD positive control, corresponding to H2O2-treated samples, in yellow (lane 6), and from the negative control,
corresponding to untreated samples, in black (lane 7). Asterisks denote statistically significant differences com-
pared to untreated samples (*, P � 0.05; **, P � 0.01; both by Student’s t test).
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ments, which would hinder the development of fungal resistance. Interestingly, we
found that the antifungal effect of AfpB occurs inside fungal cells, where it activates a
transcriptional reprogramming to trigger cell death. This mechanism of regulated cell
killing is less aggressive to hosts than the membranolytic actions of other antifungals,
and this, together with its potency and specificity toward fungal cells, makes this
protein an excellent candidate to be developed as an antimycotic in clinical therapies
as well as a biofungicide for crop and postharvest protection.

The side-by-side study of the mode of action of AfpB compared with the well-
characterized and less active PAF protein against the phytopathogen P. digitatum
indicates that both proteins have a pathway of action that fits our previously proposed
model for the antifungal action of short synthetic peptides (46, 47). Following this
model, AfpB acts through a three-stage process to lead to fungal cell death: first, the
interaction with the cell wall, then the energy-dependent cell penetration, and, finally,
a series of intracellular regulated actions that end with cell collapse (Fig. 8). This
mechanism differs from the one elucidated for AFP from A. giganteus (4, 21, 24) and
other antifungal proteins, such as plant defensins (48–51), which act by disrupting
plasma membrane integrity, causing cell disintegration and death. However, other AFPs
have a cell-penetrating mode of action similar to that of AfpB, including PAF, and P.
chrysogenum AfpB orthologs, PAFB, and PgAFP and NAFP from N. fischeri (16, 23, 43, 52).

Interestingly, we found that AfpB interaction with the cell wall is important for its
activity by facilitating access to the plasma membrane and subsequent entry into the
fungal cell (Fig. 8). The fungal cell wall is composed of an outermost highly glycosylated
layer of mannoproteins, a thick intermediate layer of �-glucans, and a thin layer of
chitin next to the plasma membrane. Staining P. digitatum cell walls with CFW, which
binds chitin, interfered with the internalization of AfpB, indicating that a fortified cell
wall can act as a barrier impeding AfpB diffusion from reaching the fungal plasma
membrane, or that AfpB requires chitin interaction, blocked by CFW. Varied suscepti-
bilities to AfpB have been observed in P. digitatum chitin synthase mutants (53), which
suggests that both alternatives are feasible. Similarly, the A. giganteus AFP binds chitin,
and reinforcement of the cell wall confers tolerance to AFP (54). Additionally, we show
that the Δpmt2 mutant deficient in protein mannosylation had increased tolerance to
AfpB, in correlation with the absence of protein interaction and internalization. There-
fore, the mannoproteins surrounding the fungal cell could be mediating the interaction

FIG 8 Model of AfpB mode of action. A three-stage process leading to fungal cell death is suggested:
(i) interaction with the cell wall, (ii) internalization inside the cell by crossing the plasma membrane, and
(iii) intracellular regulated events leading to cell death, including the production of ROS, mitogen-
activated protein kinase (MAPK), and G-protein signaling, transcriptional reprogramming, and, eventu-
ally, plasma membrane permeabilization.
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of AfpB with the cell wall, concentrating and bringing it near the plasma membrane for
its internalization and cytotoxic activity. These results agree with previous observations
with other antifungal peptides and proteins, such as synthetic PAF26 or plant osmotin,
where cell wall mannoproteins were required for their activity against fungal cells (30,
32, 55). Moreover, our results support the idea that cell wall integrity is necessary for the
activity of AfpB, as previously reported for the plant defensin NaD1 and osmotin (51,
56). Further study on the implication of cell wall mannoproteins in AfpB activity would
help determine its spectrum of activity and the design of improved antifungal mole-
cules.

AfpB and PAF interacted similarly and efficiently with the cell wall of P. digitatum,
but AfpB is immediately internalized and exerts its cytotoxic effects inside the cell,
whereas PAF remains attached to the extracellular envelope. These observations lead
us to conclude that the capability of AfpB for rapid internalization is the determinant
for its potent antifungal activity. We also show that AfpB internalization inside P.
digitatum cells is an active process that requires energy, presumably via an endocytosis-
like mechanism (Fig. 8). The active uptake of PAF and other antifungal peptides and
proteins into susceptible cells has been previously observed (28, 29, 57). In the same
way, the orthologous protein of AfpB in P. chrysogenum, PAFB, is actively taken up by
the parental fungus, leading to autolysis, unlike PAF, to which the producer fungus is
resistant (16). Therefore, the cell toxicity of this group of proteins correlates with active
internalization in target fungi, and higher fungicidal activities are associated with
proteins with efficient cell-penetrating capabilities. Future research to identify the
determinants on the AFPs for efficient uptake into fungal cells will help to design
potent antifungal proteins.

Our studies showed that AfpB causes a series of intracellular effects that lead to
fungal cell death (Fig. 8). One of the first events was the generation of ROS, which was
probably activated even earlier than AfpB cellular uptake, because ROS was quickly
detected. ROS production occurred prior to cell death and not as a consequence of cell
damage, suggesting that it has a signaling role. ROS accumulation seems to initiate
signaling pathways that activated a transcriptional reprogramming to trigger a cell
death program in the fungal cell. In addition to ROS, AfpB activates other signaling
messengers, including mitogen-activated protein kinase cascades previously reported
by our group (58), and G-protein signaling pathways, as indicated by the transcriptional
activation of the �-subunit of the G-protein FadA detected in the present study. These
results agree with a general role of G-protein signaling in the cytotoxicity of cell-
penetrating AFPs, with previous research showing that fadA mutants from Aspergillus
nidulans had reduced susceptibility to PAF (23) or NAFP (43) and reduced accumulation
of G-proteins by PgAFP in Aspergillus flavus (52). This group of AFPs is reported to
induce some morphological changes associated with programmed cell death, such as
DNA fragmentation and phosphatidylserine externalization (23, 52). Similarly, AfpB-
induced cell death was accompanied by a TUNEL-positive response, revealing DNA
fragmentation associated with RCD. We went on to demonstrate that several regulated
cell death markers are induced in response to AfpB in the fungal cells, including cell
death execution methacaspases (casA and casB), proapoptotic genes (nma), and death
inductive factors (aif1 and amid2). We detected their transcriptional gene activation in
response to AfpB in a reproducible quantitative manner, indicating that AfpB triggers
an RCD program in its target fungi. Eventually, AfpB causes loss of plasma membrane
integrity in fungal cells as a consequence of cell damage, but this is not its primary
target. This information is of fundamental value in the biotechnological application of
AfpB for guiding combination therapies and for evaluating secondary effects.

More intriguing is the biological function of AfpB in P. digitatum, a protein that is
highly active against the parental fungus. AFPs have commonly been recognized as
specific against fungi but innocuous or less active against the producer fungus (15).
However, the discovery of AfpB (5) and, later, of the orthologous protein from P.
chrysogenum PAFB (16) and AfpA from P. expansum (6), is bringing to light that
self-activity of AFPs could be a more frequent phenomenon than thought. The finding
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that AfpB elicits a genetically encoded program of self-elimination makes us think that
its biological role goes beyond being a weapon to fight competitors to being a weapon
to ensure the survival of the whole species by regulating fungal populations. In this
sense, based on a transcriptomic meta-analysis, it has been proposed recently that the
AFPs from Aspergillus niger and A. giganteus are cannibal toxins in fungi with a primary
function of killing genetically identical siblings for the benefit of the fungal community
(22). A better understanding of the biological role of AFPs and how the producing
organisms protect themselves from autolysis will broaden the knowledge of these
valued antifungal molecules with relevant therapeutic applications.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Strains, media, and culture conditions. The wild-type P. digitatum PHI26 (CECT 20796) and the

genetically engineered Pdpmt2 disruptant (Δpmt2) strains were used in this study (30, 59). They were
cultured on potato dextrose agar (PDA) plates at 25°C for conidium collection. After dilution to the
appropriate concentration, conidia were statically incubated in 1/10 potato dextrose broth (PDB)
medium supplemented with 0.03% chloramphenicol during the indicated periods for antifungal assays
and confocal microscopy studies.

Protein production and purification. Fully active AfpB and PAF proteins were produced in P.
digitatum and purified to homogeneity as previously described (6, 19).

Fluorescent labeling of AfpB and PAF. Proteins were labeled via carboxyl groups with the
fluorophore BODIPY-FL-EDA (Life Technologies), as previously described (51, 60). Unbound BODIPY and
salts were removed through dialysis using benzoylated cellulose tubes (2,000 molecular weight cutoff;
Sigma) against deionized water. Protein concentration was determined by UV spectrometry.

Antifungal activity assays. Growth inhibition assays were performed in 96-well microtiter plates as
previously described (5). In these assays, antifungal proteins were normally incubated with conidia for 72
h to determine their growth-inhibitory activity. When indicated, the conidia were pregerminated for 24
h prior to incubation with the antifungal proteins. Fungicidal activity was assessed on conidial suspen-
sions (104 conidia/ml) in water by incubation with different protein concentrations per triplicate for 24
h at 25°C and low shaking. After treatment, samples were serially diluted and grown on PDA plates for
3 days to determine the number of viable conidia. Assays were repeated three times. IBM SPSS Statistics
version 26 was used for statistical analyses, and one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) and Tukey’s
honestly significant difference (HSD) test were used to discriminate between treatments with 95%
confidence.

Confocal microscopy analysis. The interaction of fluorescently labeled BODIPY-AfpB and BODIPY-
PAF was analyzed on germlings originating from suspensions of 106 conidia/ml germinated for 16 h, as
described previously (28). To determine whether protein internalization is energy dependent, germi-
nated conidia were pretreated with NaN3 (3 mM; Fluka) for 15 min. Fungal cell walls were stained with
CFW (50 �g/ml; Fluka) for 15 min. ROS generation was visualized by incubating the AfpB- and PAF-
treated fungal germlings with the ROS fluorescent probe CM-H2DCFDA (10 �M; Invitrogen). PI at
20 �g/ml (Sigma-Aldrich) and SYTOX green (5 �M) were used as dead cell staining. All these confocal
studies were carried out in at least three independent assays and visualized in three independent
samples each time (n � 9).

DNA fragmentation was evaluated using the TUNEL method as described previously, with minor
modifications (40). Basically, the AfpB- or H2O2-treated hyphae were fixed in 4% paraformaldehyde
directly on the treated media and bound to microscope slides coated with poly-L-lysine. Once dried, cell
walls were digested at 37°C for 1 h with a lytic cocktail (16 mg/ml �-D-glucanase, 81.4 U/ml lyticase,
10 mg/driselase) and permeabilized for 15 min with 0.1% Triton X-100. The samples were then incubated
with the solution provided by the in situ cell death detection kit, fluorescein (Roche). Finally, they were
washed and stained with DAPI and observed under confocal microscopy.

Confocal laser scanning microscopy was with an Olympus FV1000 microscope (Olympus, Tokyo).
BODIPY-AfpB and BODIPY-PAF, TUNEL stain, and ROS probe were excited at 488 nm with an argon ion
laser, with the emission window set at 500 to 545 nm. The CFW and DAPI were excited at 405 nm and
detected at 410 to 450 nm. The PI was excited with a laser diode at 559 nm and detected at 575 to
675 nm. Sequential bright-field images were captured with a transmitted light detector.

ROS determination. ROS production triggered by AfpB was monitored during a time lapse by
measuring CM-H2DCFDA fluorescence using a SpectraMax M3 multimode microplate reader (Molecular
Devices). Conidia (105 in 100 �l 1/10 PDB) germinated for 16 h were incubated with 10 �M CM-H2DCFDA
and AfpB at different concentrations, using water as a negative control or H2O2 as a positive control.
Assays were carried out twice with 6 replicates per sample (n � 12).

Gene expression analysis. Total RNA was extracted from a 5-ml culture grown overnight, starting
from 106 conidia/ml, using the Maxwell RSC plant RNA kit (Promega). RNA (2 �g) was retrotranscribed
using the high-capacity reverse transcription kit (Applied Biosystems). Quantitative reverse transcription
PCR (qRT-PCR) analyses were carried out in 96-well optical plates in a LightCycler 480 System (Roche)
using SYBR green and primers in Table S1 in the supplemental material. The results for gene expression
were normalized to the �-tubulin gene values. Three technical replicates were done for each sample, and
three independent assays were conducted. Statistical analysis was done using the R package (R-3.6.1) to
compute the Student’s t test at P values of �0.05 and 0.01.

Bugeda et al.

July/August 2020 Volume 5 Issue 4 e00595-20 msphere.asm.org 12

 on F
ebruary 26, 2021 by guest

http://m
sphere.asm

.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

https://msphere.asm.org
http://msphere.asm.org/


SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL
Supplemental material is available online only.
FIG S1, PDF file, 0.4 MB.
FIG S2, PDF file, 0.2 MB.
FIG S3, PDF file, 0.5 MB.
TABLE S1, DOCX file, 0.01 MB.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This work was supported by grants BIO2015-68790-C2-1-R, BIO2015-68790-C2-2-R,

RTI2018-101115B-C21, and RTI2018-101115B-C22, the Severo Ochoa Program for Cen-
ters of Excellence in R&D (SEV-2015-0533) from the Spanish Ministerio de Ciencia,
Innovación y Universidades (cofinanced with FEDER funds), and the CERCA Program/
Generalitat de Catalunya. S.G. was a recipient of a predoctoral scholarship (FPU13/
04584) within the FPU program from the Ministerio de Educación, Cultura y Deporte
(MECD, Spain). The funders had no role in study design, data collection and interpre-
tation, or the decision to submit the work for publication.

P.M., J.F.M., and M.C. conceived and designed this study. S.G. and P.M. produced and
purified the AfpB and PAF proteins. S.G. and M.G. characterized protein antifungal
activities and the susceptibility of the Δpmt2 mutant to AfpB. A.B. labeled the proteins
with the fluorophores. M.C., A.B., and S.G. performed confocal experiments. A.B. char-
acterized the induction of regulated cell death, including ROS, PI, TUNEL, and gene
expression assays. M.C. coordinated the study and prepared the first draft of the
manuscript. All authors read, revised, and approved the final manuscript.

We thank Montse Amenòs for technical assistance with confocal microscopy.

REFERENCES
1. Bongomin F, Gago S, Oladele R, Denning D. 2017. Global and multi-

national prevalence of fungal diseases estimate precision. J Fungi 3:57.
https://doi.org/10.3390/jof3040057.

2. Fisher MC, Hawkins NJ, Sanglard D, Gurr SJ. 2018. Worldwide emergence
of resistance to antifungal drugs challenges human health and food
security. Science 360:739 –742. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aap7999.

3. Denning DW, Bromley M. 2015. How to bolster the antifungal pipeline.
Science 347:1414 –1416. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa6097.

4. Meyer V. 2008. A small protein that fights fungi: AFP as a new promising
antifungal agent of biotechnological value. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol
78:17–28. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-007-1291-3.

5. Garrigues S, Gandía M, Popa C, Borics A, Marx F, Coca M, Marcos JF,
Manzanares P. 2017. Efficient production and characterization of the
novel and highly active antifungal protein AfpB from Penicillium digita-
tum. Sci Rep 7:14663. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-15277-w.

6. Garrigues S, Gandía M, Castillo L, Coca M, Marx F, Marcos JF, Manzanares
P. 2018. Three antifungal proteins from Penicillium expansum: different
patterns of production and antifungal activity. Front Microbiol 9:2370.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.02370.

7. Marx F, Binder U, Leiter É, Pócsi I. 2008. The Penicillium chrysogenum
antifungal protein PAF, a promising tool for the development of new
antifungal therapies and fungal cell biology studies. Cell Mol Life Sci
65:445– 454. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00018-007-7364-8.

8. Virágh M, Vörös D, Kele Z, Kovács L, Fizil Á, Lakatos G, Maróti G, Batta G,
Vágvölgyi C, Galgóczy L. 2014. Production of a defensin-like antifungal
protein NFAP from Neosartorya fischeri in Pichia pastoris and its antifun-
gal activity against filamentous fungal isolates from human infections.
Protein Expr Purif 94:79 – 84. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pep.2013.11.003.

9. Vila L, Lacadena V, Fontanet P, Martinez del Pozo A, San Segundo B.
2001. A protein from the mold Aspergillus giganteus is a potent inhibitor
of fungal plant pathogens. Mol Plant Microbe Interact 14:1327–1331.
https://doi.org/10.1094/MPMI.2001.14.11.1327.

10. Delgado J, Owens RA, Doyle S, Asensio MA, Núñez F. 2016. Antifungal
proteins from moulds: analytical tools and potential application to
dry-ripened foods. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol 100:6991–7000. https://doi
.org/10.1007/s00253-016-7706-2.

11. Galgoczy L, Marx F. 2019. Do antimicrobial proteins contribute to over-

coming the hidden antifungal crisis at the dawn of a post-antibiotic era?
Microorganisms 7:16. https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms7010016.

12. Leiter E, Gáll T, Csernoch L, Pócsi I. 2017. Biofungicide utilizations of
antifungal proteins of filamentous ascomycetes: current and foreseeable
future developments. Biocontrol 62:125–138. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10526-016-9781-9.

13. Batta G, Barna T, Gáspári Z, Sándor S, Kövér KE, Binder U, Sarg B,
Kaiserer L, Chhillar AK, Eigentler A, Leiter É, Hegedüs N, Pócsi I,
Lindner H, Marx F. 2009. Functional aspects of the solution structure
and dynamics of PAF: a highly stable antifungal protein from Peni-
cillium chrysogenum. FEBS J 276:2875–2890. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1742-4658.2009.07011.x.

14. Campos-Olivas R, Bruix M, Santoro J, Lacadena J, del Pozo AM, Gavilanes
JG, Rico M. 1995. NMR solution structure of the antifungal protein from
Aspergillus giganteus: evidence for cysteine pairing isomerism. Biochem-
istry 34:3009 –3021. https://doi.org/10.1021/bi00009a032.

15. Hegedüs N, Marx F. 2013. Antifungal proteins: more than antimicrobials?
Fungal Biol Rev 26:132–145. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fbr.2012.07.002.

16. Huber A, Hajdu D, Bratschun-Khan D, Gáspári Z, Varbanov M, Philippot
S, Fizil Á, Czajlik A, Kele Z, Sonderegger C, Galgóczy L, Bodor A, Marx F,
Batta G. 2018. New antimicrobial potential and structural properties of
PAFB: a cationic, cysteine-rich protein from Penicillium chrysogenum
Q176. Sci Rep 8:1–16. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-20002-2.

17. Tóth L, Váradi G, Borics A, Batta G, Kele Z, Vendrinszky Á, Tóth R, Ficze
H, Tóth GK, Vágvölgyi C, Marx F, Galgóczy L. 2018. Anti-candidal activity
and functional mapping of recombinant and synthetic Neosartorya fis-
cheri antifungal protein 2 (NFAP2). Front Microbiol 9:393. https://doi.org/
10.3389/fmicb.2018.00393.

18. Patiño B, Vázquez C, Manning JM, Roncero MI, Córdoba-Cañero D, Di
Pietro A, Martínez-del-Pozo Á. 2018. Characterization of a novel cysteine-
rich antifungal protein from Fusarium graminearum with activity against
maize fungal pathogens. Int J Food Microbiol 283:45–51. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2018.06.017.

19. Sonderegger C, Galgóczy L, Garrigues S, Fizil Á, Borics A, Manzanares P,
Hegedüs N, Huber A, Marcos JF, Batta G, Marx F. 2016. A Penicillium
chrysogenum-based expression system for the production of small,
cysteine-rich antifungal proteins for structural and functional analyses.
Microb Cell Fact 15:1–14. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12934-016-0586-4.

AfpB Causes Autolysis through Regulated Cell Death

July/August 2020 Volume 5 Issue 4 e00595-20 msphere.asm.org 13

 on F
ebruary 26, 2021 by guest

http://m
sphere.asm

.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

https://doi.org/10.3390/jof3040057
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aap7999
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa6097
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-007-1291-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-15277-w
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.02370
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00018-007-7364-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pep.2013.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1094/MPMI.2001.14.11.1327
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-016-7706-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-016-7706-2
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms7010016
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-016-9781-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-016-9781-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1742-4658.2009.07011.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1742-4658.2009.07011.x
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi00009a032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fbr.2012.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-20002-2
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.00393
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.00393
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2018.06.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2018.06.017
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12934-016-0586-4
https://msphere.asm.org
http://msphere.asm.org/


20. Shi X, Cordero T, Garrigues S, Marcos JF, Daròs JA, Coca M. 2019. Efficient
production of antifungal proteins in plants using a new transient ex-
pression vector derived from tobacco mosaic virus. Plant Biotechnol J
17:1069 –1080. https://doi.org/10.1111/pbi.13038.

21. Paege N, Warnecke D, Zäuner S, Hagen S, Rodrigues A, Baumann B, Thiess
M, Jung S, Meyer V. 2019. Species-specific differences in the susceptibility of
fungi to the antifungal protein AFP depend on C-3 saturation of glycosyl-
ceramides. mSphere 4:1–15. https://doi.org/10.1128/mSphere.00741-19.

22. Meyer V, Jung S. 2018. Antifungal peptides of the AFP family revisited:
are these cannibal toxins? Microorganisms 6:e50. https://doi.org/10
.3390/microorganisms6020050.

23. Leiter E, Szappanos H, Oberparleiter C, Kaiserer L, Csernoch L, Puszta-
helyi T, Emri T, Pócsi I, Salvenmoser W, Marx F. 2005. Antifungal protein
PAF severely affects the integrity of the plasma membrane of Aspergillus
nidulans and induces an apoptosis-like phenotype. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother 49:2445–2453. https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.49.6.2445-2453
.2005.

24. Moreno AB, Martínez Del Pozo Á, San Segundo B. 2006. Biotechnologi-
cally relevant enzymes and proteins: antifungal mechanism of the Asper-
gillus giganteus AFP against the rice blast fungus Magnaporthe grisea.
Appl Microbiol Biotechnol 72:883– 895. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253
-006-0362-1.

25. Theis T, Marx F, Salvenmoser W, Stahl U, Meyer V. 2005. New insights
into the target site and mode of action of the antifungal protein of
Aspergillus giganteus. Res Microbiol 156:47–56. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.resmic.2004.08.006.

26. Garrigues S, Gandía M, Marcos JF. 2016. Occurrence and function of
fungal antifungal proteins: a case study of the citrus postharvest patho-
gen Penicillium digitatum. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol 100:2243–2256.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-015-7110-3.

27. Hayes BME, Bleackley MR, Anderson MA, Van Der Weerden NL. 2018. The
plant defensin NaD1 enters the cytoplasm of Candida albicans via
endocytosis. J Fungi 4:20. https://doi.org/10.3390/jof4010020.

28. López-García B, Harries E, Carmona L, Campos-Soriano L, López JJ,
Manzanares P, Gandía M, Coca M, Marcos JF. 2015. Concatemerization
increases the inhibitory activity of short, cell-penetrating, cationic and
tryptophan-rich antifungal peptides. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol 99:
8011– 8021. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-015-6541-1.

29. Muñoz A, Marcos JF, Read ND. 2012. Concentration-dependent mecha-
nisms of cell penetration and killing by the de novo designed antifungal
hexapeptide PAF26. Mol Microbiol 85:89 –106. https://doi.org/10.1111/j
.1365-2958.2012.08091.x.

30. Harries E, Gandía M, Carmona L, Marcos JF. 2015. The Penicillium digita-
tum protein O-mannosyltransferase Pmt2 is required for cell wall integ-
rity, conidiogenesis, virulence and sensitivity to the antifungal pep-
tide PAF26. Mol Plant Pathol 16:748 –761. https://doi.org/10.1111/mpp
.12232.

31. Roudi R, Syn NL, Roudbary M. 2017. Antimicrobial peptides as biologic
and immunotherapeutic agents against cancer: a comprehensive over-
view. Front Immunol 8:1320. https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.01320.

32. Harries E, Carmona L, Muñoz A, Ibeas JI, Read ND, Gandía M, Marcos JF.
2013. Genes involved in protein glycosylation determine the activity and
cell internalization of the antifungal peptide PAF26 in Saccharomyces
cerevisiae. Fungal Genet Biol 58 –59:105–115. https://doi.org/10.1016/j
.fgb.2013.08.004.

33. El-Mounadi K, Islam KT, Hernández-Ortiz P, Read ND, Shah DM. 2016.
Antifungal mechanisms of a plant defensin MtDef4 are not conserved
between the ascomycete fungi Neurospora crassa and Fusarium
graminearum. Mol Microbiol 100:542–559. https://doi.org/10.1111/mmi
.13333.

34. Tong S, Li M, Keyhani NO, Liu Y, Yuan M, Lin D, Jin D, Li X, Pei Y, Fan Y.
2020. Characterization of a fungal competition factor: production of a
conidial cell-wall associated antifungal peptide. PLoS Pathog 16:
e1008518. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008518.

35. Kristiansen KA, Jensen PE, Møller IM, Schulz A. 2009. Monitoring reactive
oxygen species formation and localisation in living cells by use of the
fluorescent probe CM-H2DCFDA and confocal laser microscopy. Physiol
Plant 136:369 –383. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.2009.01243.x.

36. Madeo F, Fröhlich E, Ligr M, Grey M, Sigrist SJ, Wolf DH, Fröhlich K. 1999.
Oxygen stress: a regulator of apoptosis in yeast. J Cell Biol 145:757–767.
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.145.4.757.

37. Mousavi SAA, Robson GD. 2004. Oxidative and amphotericin B-mediated
cell death in the opportunistic pathogen Aspergillus fumigatus is asso-

ciated with an apoptotic-like phenotype. Microbiology 150:1937–1945.
https://doi.org/10.1099/mic.0.26830-0.

38. Richie DL, Miley MD, Bhabhra R, Robson GD, Rhodes JC, Askew DS. 2007.
The Aspergillus fumigatus metacaspases CasA and CasB facilitate growth
under conditions of endoplasmic reticulum stress. Mol Microbiol 63:
591– 604. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2958.2006.05534.x.

39. Thrane C, Kaufmann U, Stummann BM, Olsson S. 2004. Activation of
caspase-like activity and poly (ADP-ribose) polymerase degradation dur-
ing sporulation in Aspergillus nidulans. Fungal Genet Biol 41:361–368.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fgb.2003.11.003.

40. Fujita KI, Tatsumi M, Ogita A, Kubo I, Tanaka T. 2014. Anethole induces
apoptotic cell death accompanied by reactive oxygen species produc-
tion and DNA fragmentation in Aspergillus fumigatus and Saccharomyces
cerevisiae. FEBS J 281:1304 –1313. https://doi.org/10.1111/febs.12706.

41. Coca MA, Damsz B, Yun DJ, Hasegawa PM, Bressan RA, Narasimhan ML.
2000. Heterotrimeric G-proteins of a filamentous fungus regulate cell
wall composition and susceptibility to a plant PR-5 protein. Plant J
22:61– 69. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-313x.2000.00718.x.

42. Narasimhan ML, Damsz B, Coca MA, Ibeas JI, Yun DJ, Pardo JM, Hase-
gawa PM, Bressan RA. 2001. A plant defense response effector induces
microbial apoptosis. Mol Cell 8:921–930. https://doi.org/10.1016/s1097
-2765(01)00365-3.

43. Virágh M, Marton A, Vizler C, Tóth L, Vágvölgyi C, Marx F, Galgóczy L. 2015.
Insight into the antifungal mechanism of Neosartorya fischeri antifungal
protein. Protein Cell 6:518 –528. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13238-015
-0167-z.

44. Finkelshtein A, Shlezinger N, Bunis O, Sharon A. 2011. Botrytis cinerea
BcNma is involved in apoptotic cell death but not in stress adaptation.
Fungal Genet Biol 48:621– 630. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fgb.2011.01
.007.

45. Brust D, Hamann A, Osiewacz HD. 2010. Deletion of PaAif2 and PaAmid2,
two genes encoding mitochondrial AIF-like oxidoreductases of Po-
dospora anserina, leads to increased stress tolerance and lifespan
extension. Curr Genet 56:225–235. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00294-010
-0295-1.

46. Muñoz A, Gandía M, Harries E, Carmona L, Read ND, Marcos JF. 2013.
Understanding the mechanism of action of cell-penetrating antifungal
peptides using the rationally designed hexapeptide PAF26 as a model.
Fungal Biol Rev 26:146 –155. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fbr.2012.10.003.

47. Marcos JF, Gandía M, Garrigues S, Manzanares P, Coca M. 2020. Antifun-
gal peptides and proteins with activity against fungi causing postharvest
decay, p 757–792. In Palou L, Smilanick J (ed), Postharvest pathology of
fresh horticulture produce. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL.

48. Baxter AA, Richter V, Lay FT, Poon IKH, Adda CG, Veneer PK, Phan TK,
Bleackley MR, Anderson MA, Kvansakul M, Hulett MD. 2015. The tomato
defensin TPP3 binds phophatidylinositol (4,5)-biphosphate via a con-
served dimeric cationic grip conformation to mediate cell lysis. Mol Cell
Biol 35:1964 –1978. https://doi.org/10.1128/MCB.00282-15.

49. Poon IKH, Baxter AA, Lay FT, Mills GD, Adda CG, Payne JAE, Phan TK,
Ryan GF, White JA, Veneer PK, van der Weerden NL, Anderson MA,
Kvansakul M, Hulett MD. 2014. Phosphoinositide-mediated oligomeriza-
tion of a defensin induces cell lysis. Elife 3:1–27. https://doi.org/10.7554/
eLife.01808.

50. Rautenbach M, Troskie AM, Vosloo JA. 2016. Antifungal peptides: to be
or not to be membrane active. Biochimie 130:132–145. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.biochi.2016.05.013.

51. Van Der Weerden NL, Hancock REW, Anderson MA. 2010. Permeabiliza-
tion of fungal hyphae by the plant defensin NaD1 occurs through a cell
wall-dependent process. J Biol Chem 285:37513–37520. https://doi.org/
10.1074/jbc.M110.134882.

52. Delgado J, Owens RA, Doyle S, Asensio MA, Núñez F. 2015. Impact of the
antifungal protein PgAFP from Penicillium chrysogenum on the protein
profile in Aspergillus flavus. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol 99:8701– 8715.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-015-6731-x.

53. Gandía M, Garrigues S, Bolós B, Manzanares P, Marcos JF. 2019. The
myosin motor domain-containing chitin synthases are involved in cell
wall integrity and sensitivity to antifungal proteins in Penicillium digita-
tum. Front Microbiol 10:1–15. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.02400.

54. Hagen S, Marx F, Ram AF, Meyer V. 2007. The antifungal protein AFP
from Aspergillus giganteus inhibits chitin synthesis in sensitive fungi.
Appl Environ Microbiol 73:2128 –2134. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM
.02497-06.

55. Ibeas JI, Lee H, Damsz B, Prasad DT, Pardo JM, Hasegawa PM, Bressan RA,
Narasimhan ML. 2000. Fungal cell wall phosphomannans facilitate the

Bugeda et al.

July/August 2020 Volume 5 Issue 4 e00595-20 msphere.asm.org 14

 on F
ebruary 26, 2021 by guest

http://m
sphere.asm

.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

https://doi.org/10.1111/pbi.13038
https://doi.org/10.1128/mSphere.00741-19
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms6020050
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms6020050
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.49.6.2445-2453.2005
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.49.6.2445-2453.2005
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-006-0362-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-006-0362-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resmic.2004.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resmic.2004.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-015-7110-3
https://doi.org/10.3390/jof4010020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-015-6541-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2958.2012.08091.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2958.2012.08091.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/mpp.12232
https://doi.org/10.1111/mpp.12232
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.01320
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fgb.2013.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fgb.2013.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1111/mmi.13333
https://doi.org/10.1111/mmi.13333
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008518
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.2009.01243.x
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.145.4.757
https://doi.org/10.1099/mic.0.26830-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2958.2006.05534.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fgb.2003.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1111/febs.12706
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-313x.2000.00718.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1097-2765(01)00365-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1097-2765(01)00365-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13238-015-0167-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13238-015-0167-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fgb.2011.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fgb.2011.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00294-010-0295-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00294-010-0295-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fbr.2012.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1128/MCB.00282-15
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.01808
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.01808
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biochi.2016.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biochi.2016.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M110.134882
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M110.134882
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-015-6731-x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.02400
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02497-06
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02497-06
https://msphere.asm.org
http://msphere.asm.org/


toxic activity of a plant PR-5 protein. Plant J 23:375–383. https://doi.org/
10.1046/j.1365-313x.2000.00792.x.

56. Narasimhan ML, Coca MA, Jin J, Yamauchi T, Ito Y, Kadowaki T, Kim KK,
Pardo JM, Damsz B, Hasegawa PM, Yun D-J, Bressan RA. 2005. Osmotin
is a homolog of mammalian adiponectin and controls apoptosis in yeast
through a homolog of mammalian adiponectin receptor. Mol Cell 17:
171–180. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2004.11.050.

57. Oberparleiter C, Kaiserer L, Haas H, Ladurner P, Andratsch M, Marx F.
2003. Active internalization of the Penicillium chrysogenum antifungal
protein PAF in sensitive Aspergilli. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 47:
3598 –3601. https://doi.org/10.1128/aac.47.11.3598-3601.2003.

58. Gandía M, Garrigues S, Hernanz-Koers M, Manzanares P, Marcos JF. 2019.
Differential roles, crosstalk and response to the antifungal protein AfpB

in the three mitogen-activated protein kinases (MAPK) pathways of the
citrus postharvest pathogen Penicillium digitatum. Fungal Genet Biol
124:17–28. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fgb.2018.12.006.

59. Marcet-Houben M, Ballester A-R, de la Fuente B, Harries E, Marcos JF,
González-Candelas L, Gabaldón T. 2012. Genome sequence of the ne-
crotrophic fungus Penicillium digitatum, the main postharvest pathogen
of citrus. BMC Genomics 13:646. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-13
-646.

60. Sonderegger C, Fizil Á, Burtscher L, Hajdu D, Muñoz A, Gáspári Z, Read
ND, Batta G, Marx F. 2017. D19S mutation of the cationic, cysteine-rich
protein PAF: novel insights into its structural dynamics, thermal unfold-
ing and antifungal function. PLoS One 12:e0169920. https://doi.org/10
.1371/journal.pone.0169920.

AfpB Causes Autolysis through Regulated Cell Death

July/August 2020 Volume 5 Issue 4 e00595-20 msphere.asm.org 15

 on F
ebruary 26, 2021 by guest

http://m
sphere.asm

.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-313x.2000.00792.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-313x.2000.00792.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2004.11.050
https://doi.org/10.1128/aac.47.11.3598-3601.2003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fgb.2018.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-13-646
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-13-646
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0169920
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0169920
https://msphere.asm.org
http://msphere.asm.org/

	RESULTS
	AfpB is a highly active fungicidal protein against its parental fungus P. digitatum. 
	AfpB is a cell-penetrating peptide at very low concentration. 
	Cell wall interaction is important for AfpB antifungal activity and is blocked in a protein mannosylation mutant. 
	AfpB induces rapid ROS production prior to cell death in fungal hyphae. 
	AfpB induces regulated death in P. digitatum cells. 

	DISCUSSION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Strains, media, and culture conditions. 
	Protein production and purification. 
	Fluorescent labeling of AfpB and PAF. 
	Antifungal activity assays. 
	Confocal microscopy analysis. 
	ROS determination. 
	Gene expression analysis. 

	SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES

