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Abstract: Staphylococcus aureus is a commensal skin bacterium and a causative agent of infectious
diseases. Biofilm formation in S. aureus is a mechanism that facilitates the emergence of resistant
strains. This study proposes a mechanism for the regulation of biofilm formation in S. aureus through
strain-specific physiological changes induced by the plant steroid diosgenin. A comparison of
diosgenin-induced changes in the expression of regulatory genes associated with physiological
changes revealed the intracellular regulatory mechanisms involved in biofilm formation. Diosgenin
reduced biofilm formation in S. aureus ATCC 6538 and methicillin-resistant S. aureus (MRSA) CCARM
3090 by 39% and 61%, respectively. Conversely, it increased biofilm formation in S. aureus ATCC
29213 and MRSA CCARM 3820 by 186% and 582%, respectively. Cell surface hydrophobicity and
extracellular protein and carbohydrate contents changed in a strain-specific manner in response
to biofilm formation. An assessment of the changes in gene expression associated with biofilm
formation revealed that diosgenin treatment decreased the expression of icaA and spa and increased
the expression of RNAIII, agrA, sarA, and sigB in S. aureus ATCC 6538 and MRSA CCARM 3090;
however, contrasting gene expression changes were noted in S. aureus ATCC 29213 and MRSA
CCARM 3820. These results suggest that a regulatory mechanism of biofilm formation is that activated
sigB expression sequentially increases the expression of sarA, agrA, and RNAIII. This increased RNAIII
expression decreases the expression of spa, a surface-associated adhesion factor. An additional
regulatory mechanism of biofilm formation is that activated sigB expression decreases the expression
of an unknown regulator that increases the expression of icaA. This in turn decreases the expression
of icaA, which decreases the synthesis of polysaccharide intercellular adhesins and ultimately inhibits
biofilm formation. By assessing strain-specific contrasting regulatory signals induced by diosgenin
in S. aureus without gene mutation, this study elucidated the signal transduction mechanisms that
regulate biofilm formation based on physiological and gene expression changes.

Keywords: biofilm; cell surface hydrophobicity; diosgenin; extracellular polysaccharide; extracellular
protein; regulatory mechanism; Staphylococcus aureus

1. Introduction

Biofilms facilitate the survival of microorganisms by interfering with the penetration
of antibiotics [1,2] and the action of the host’s immune cells [3,4]. More than 65% of
microbial infections are related to biofilm formation [5]. Biofilms do not act as a barrier to
completely block antibiotic penetration [6]; instead, they reduce the antibiotic concentration
to below the effective bactericidal concentration [7]. In addition, cells in biofilms receive
limited nutrients; therefore, their growth rate decreases and their antibiotic sensitivity
becomes lower than that of planktonic cells [8]. During the treatment of biofilm-related
bacterial infections, continuous antibiotic prophylaxis is followed because of low antibiotic
susceptibility, resulting in the emergence of antibiotic-resistant strains [9]. Cells in a
biofilm cannot be easily removed by antibiotics and can also cause chronic infections [10].
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Therefore, inhibiting biofilm formation has been proposed as a way to control bacterial
infections [11,12].

During the discovery of biofilms, polysaccharides likely accounted for most of the
materials surrounding biofilm cells; therefore, they were simply labeled as slime or glyco-
calyx, suggesting that they are sticky and have adhesive properties [13]. However, further
research revealed the presence of polysaccharides, proteins, environmental DNA, and lipids
in biofilms; therefore, they were labeled as extracellular polymeric substances (EPS) [14].
During biofilm formation, cell surface hydrophobicity [15], flagella [16,17], environmental
RNA [18], and EPS [19] are known as factors affecting initial adhesion. Studies have also
demonstrated that a decrease in cell surface hydrophobicity is one of the main causes of
reduced biofilm formation [13,20,21].

Staphylococcus aureus is a Gram-positive commensal and opportunistic pathogen.
This bacterium can cause many infections and diseases, including skin infections [22,23],
endocarditis [24], sepsis [25], toxic shock syndrome [26], and medical device-associated
infections [27]. Planktonic cells are associated with acute infections, such as bacteremia
and skin abscesses [28]. Cells in biofilms can attach to host tissues, such as bones or heart
valves, and cause chronic infections [29]. Many methicillin-resistant S. aureus (MRSA)
strains are multidrug-resistant strains that are resistant to beta-lactam antibiotics and
other antibiotics [30]. The biofilm-forming ability of MRSA aggravates the risk of severe
infectious diseases [31] and increases mortality [32].

Diverse intracellular regulatory mechanisms have been proposed for biofilm formation
in S. aureus. The regulatory mechanisms involved in the formation of EPS are direct cellular
mechanisms that determine biofilm formation. The polysaccharide intercellular adhesin
(PIA) is a well-known substance responsible for biofilm formation; it facilitates adhesion
and aggregation during biofilm formation [33,34]. PIA is composed of poly-{3(1-6)-N-
acetylglucosamine and is synthesized by membrane proteins encoded by the icaADBC
operon [35]. Surface-related adhesins (SRAs) are also crucial factors associated with biofilm
formation in S. aureus, particularly in strains lacking PIA [36,37]. Spa is a well-known SRA
that is involved in both biofilm formation and host cell binding [37,38].

Intercellular signaling mechanisms play a crucial role in biofilm formation. One such
mechanism involves the agr system, which is a part of the quorum-sensing system [39]. The
agr system is considered to inhibit biofilm formation by interfering with the expression of
SRAs through the activation of RNAIII expression [39]. Moreover, SarA, a global regulator
of S. aureus virulence factors, plays an important role in biofilm formation [34]. The
expression of sarA is activated by o®, an alternative general stress response sigma factor [40].
Increased sarA expression has been found to inhibit biofilm formation by activating the agr
system [40]. These results suggest a complex interplay between the agr system, SarA, and
o8 in regulating biofilm formation in S. aureus.

Diosgenin is a compound that accounts for most of the saponins present in fenugreek
and hemp; it is an important precursor widely used in the pharmaceutical industry for the
synthesis of oral contraceptives, sex hormones, and other steroids [41]. It can be absorbed
through the intestine and participate in the regulation of cholesterol metabolism [42]. In ad-
dition, it can exhibit anti-inflammatory effects by inhibiting the production of enzymes [43]
and anti-cancer effects by promoting the production of p53, a cancer-suppressing pro-
tein [44]. It also exhibits antibacterial activity against planktonic and biofilm cells of the
bacteria Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia; however, the underlying mech-
anism has not been elucidated [45]. Conversely, diosgenin exhibits a low antibacterial
activity against some S. aureus strains in the planktonic state [46]. The effects of diosgenin
on S. aureus biofilms remain unknown. However, tea saponin can inhibit biofilm formation
in Streptococcus agalactiae [47], and the chemical derivatives of Camellia oleifera sapogenin
can effectively inhibit biofilm formation in S. aureus and Escherichia coli. Furthermore,
sapogenin derivatives may target mannitol-1-phosphate dehydrogenase to inhibit biofilm
formation via a molecular docking method [48].
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During our research on compounds that inhibit biofilm formation in S. aureus, we
discovered that diosgenin could impact biofilm formation. Interestingly, the effect of
diosgenin on biofilm formation differed depending on the specific S. aureus strain. In
some strains, diosgenin had no significant effect on biofilm formation, while in others, it
either increased or decreased biofilm formation. These strain-specific changes in biofilm
formation could help trace signal transduction pathways for identifying the physiological
regulatory mechanisms of biofilm formation in cells without gene alterations.

The regulatory mechanisms of biofilm formation in S. aureus have been extensively
investigated. This accumulation of knowledge has led to the development of various
models that aim to unravel the complex processes underlying biofilm formation in S.
aureus. This study will verify the biofilm formation regulation model proposed in many
previous studies through mutation of genes and propose an improved model using a new
method, mutation-free signaling of external environmental changes. We also highlighted
strain-specific responses, including contrasting responses related to the activity of oP.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Strains and Culture Medium

S. aureus ATCC 6538 was purchased from the Korean Collection for Type Cultures at
the Korea Research Institute of Bioscience and Biotechnology (Jeongeup, Republic of Korea).
S. aureus ATCC 29213 was obtained from the American Type Culture Collection (Manas-
sas, VA, USA). MRSA CCARM 3090, MRSA CCARM 3806, MRSA CCARM 3820, MRSA
CCARM 3846, MRSA CCARM 3862, MRSA CCARM 3876, MRSA CCARM 3878, MRSA
CCARM 3879, and MRSA CCARM 3905 were purchased from the Culture Collection of An-
timicrobial Resistant Microbes (Korea National Research Resource Center, Seoul Women's
University, Seoul, Republic of Korea). Eight S. aureus strains (CN-OA1, CN-OA2, FH-OA®,
JN-OA2, KN-OA2, AP-OA1, NE-1A1, and CK-OA1) were obtained from the bacterial strain
collection of the BioResource laboratory in Kookmin University (Seoul, Republic of Korea).
All bacteria were mixed with 25% glycerol and stored at —80 °C.

Bacteria stored at —80 °C were streaked onto tryptic soy agar (TSA, ref: 214010, Becton,
Dickinson and Company Korea Ltd., Seoul, Republic of Korea) and incubated at 37 °C
for 24 h. A single colony was inoculated into 5 mL of tryptic soy broth (TSB, ref: 211825,
Becton, Dickinson, and Company Korea Ltd.) and cultured at 37 °C for 24 h at 250 rpm to
obtain precultured cells.

2.2. Cell Growth Curve

Growth curves were observed for 24 h to determine whether diosgenin (catalog
number: sc-205652, Santa Cruz Biotechnology Inc., Dallas, TX, USA) affected the growth of
S. aureus. Diosgenin was dissolved in ethanol to overcome its solubility in water and added
at a concentration of 80 uM, which significantly affected biofilm formation, to 20 mL TSB
containing 0.5% glucose in a 250 mL baffled flask. Precultured S. aureus was subcultured
into the main culture medium to obtain 2.0 x 107 colony-forming units (CFU)/mL and
then cultured at 37 °C at 250 rpm for 24 h. Cell density was measured based on absorbance
at 600 nm (Absg).

2.3. Evaluation of Biofilm Formation

A biofilm formation experiment was conducted using a 96-well polyvinyl chloride
(PVC) microplate (catalog number: 2797, Corning Korea Company Ltd., Seoul, Republic
of Korea). TSB containing 0.5% glucose and 80 uM diosgenin was dispensed into each
well of the 96-well PVC plate at a total volume of 100 pL. The precultured bacteria were
subcultured to obtain a final inoculation concentration of 2.0 x 107 CFU/mL. The cells
were incubated at 37 °C for 24 h.

The degree of biofilm formation was measured using 1% crystal violet according
to previously described methods [17], with some modifications. Suspended cells were
removed from the cultured 96-well PVC microplate and washed thrice with distilled water.
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In total, 100 pL of 1% crystal violet was aliquoted and removed after the culture was
allowed to stand at 23 °C for 15 min. The wells were again washed thrice with distilled
water. Following this, 100 puL of 95% ethanol was dispensed on the dyed biofilm and
incubated at 23 °C for 15 min. The biofilm was quantitatively evaluated by measuring
Absggg using Synergy™ LX Multi-Mode Reader (BioTek Instruments Korea Ltd., Seoul,
Republic of Korea).

2.4. Measurement of Cell Hydrophobicity

The effect of diosgenin (80 uM) on bacterial cell surface hydrophobicity was also
evaluated. For this purpose, cell surface hydrophobicity was examined according to
previously described methods [49], with some modifications. In brief, 4 mL TSB containing
0.5% glucose and 80 M diosgenin was added into a test tube. The precultured bacteria
were then subcultured to 2.0 x 107 CFU/mL. After incubation at 37 °C at 250 rpm for
18 h, the cells were harvested by centrifugation (4300 x g for 10 min), washed twice with
phosphate-buffered saline (PBS, catalog number: P5493, Sigma-Aldrich Co., St. Louis, MO,
USA), and resuspended in 4 mL PBS to measure Absgg (Ap). Then, 0.4 mL n-hexadecane
was added, mixed well by vortexing for 1 min, and incubated at 23 °C for 15 min.

Absgo (A) of the lower aqueous layer out of the two separated layers was measured.
Hydrophobicity was calculated using the following formula:

Hydrophobicity (%) = [(Ag — A)/Ap] x 100 1

2.5. Analysis of Gene Expression Levels Using Real-Time Polymerase Chain Reaction (RT-PCR)

The expression levels of biofilm-related genes were analyzed using RT-PCR to deter-
mine the effect of 80 uM diosgenin on gene expression. In brief, 5 mL of TSB with 0.5%
glucose and 80 M diosgenin was added into a test tube. The precultured bacteria were
then subcultured to 2.0 x 107 CFU/mL. After incubation at 37 °C with shaking at 250 rpm
for 1 h, the total RNA was extracted using the AccuPrep® Bacterial RNA Extraction Kit
(Bioneer Co., Daejeon, Republic of Korea), according to the manufacturer’s instructions. As
S. aureus is a Gram-positive bacterium, TissueLyser LT (Qiagen, Seoul, Republic of Korea)
was used to break the cell wall at 50 Hz for 5 min.

The biofilm-related genes agrA, icaA, RNAIII, sarA, sigB, and spa were selected, and
changes in their expression levels induced by 80 uM diosgenin were analyzed. The
primer sequences for amplification were 5-CCACACTGGAACTGAGACAC-3' and 5'-
AAGACCTTCATCACTCACGC-3' for 165 rRNA, 5'-GCTTTGTCGTCAATCGCCAT-3' and
5-TCACCGATGCATAGCAGTGT-3' for agrA, 5-TGAACCGCTTGCCATGTG-3' and 5'-
CACGCGTTGCTTCCAAAGA-3' for icaA, 5'-TTCACTGTGTCGATAATCCA-3" and 5'-
GGAAGGAGTGATTTCAATGG-3' for RNAIII [50], 5'-TCTCTTTGTTTTCGCTGATGT-3'
and 5'-TCAATGGTCACTTATGCTGACA-3' for sarA, 5-GCGGTTAGTTCATCGCTCAC-3/
and 5'-AGTGTACATGTTCCGAGACGT-3' for sigB, and 5'-TGTTGTCTTCCTCTTTTGGTGC-
3’ and 5'-AGACGATCCTTCAGTGAGCA-3’ for spa. Gene expression levels were analyzed
using the AccuPower® RT Premix (Bioneer Co.) for cDNA synthesis and PowerUp™
SYBR™ Green Master Mix (ThermoFisher Scientific Korea Ltd., Seoul, Republic of Korea)
for RT-PCR, according to the manufacturers’ instructions. RT-PCR analysis of all genes was
performed under the following conditions: UDG activation (50 °C, 2 min); Dual-Lock™
DNA polymerase activation (95 °C, 2 min); polymerization (40 cycles of denaturation
[95 °C, 15 s], annealing [57 °C, 15 s for 16S rRNA, agrA, icaA, sarA, sigB, and spa and
53 °C, 15 s for RNAIII], and elongation [72 °C, 1 min]); and melting (denaturation [95 °C,
15 s], annealing [60 °C, 1 min], and dissociation [95 °C, 1 s]). RT-PCR was performed
using QuantStudio5 (ThermoFisher Scientific Korea Ltd.). Cycle threshold (Ct) values for
each gene were obtained and standardized using 16S rRNA, a housekeeping gene. Gene
expression levels were compared using the 2~ #4¢t method.
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2.6. Quantitative Analysis of EPS

EPS was analyzed according to previously described methods [51], with some mod-
ifications. In brief, 5 mL TSB with 0.5% glucose and 80 uM diosgenin was added into a
test tube. The precultured bacteria were then subcultured to 2.0 x 107 CFU/mL. After
incubation at 37 °C with shaking at 250 rpm for 1, 6, or 18 h, the cells were harvested by
centrifugation (4300 x g for 10 min). The cell-free supernatant was collected and stored at
—80 °C. After the cell pellet was washed once with PBS, 5 mL of isotonic buffer (10 mM
Tris/HCI at pH 8.0, 10 mM EDTA, and 2.5% NaCl) was added. The pellet was then in-
cubated at 4 °C for 12 h. After 3 min of vigorous mixing, another cell-free supernatant
was obtained by centrifugation (4300 x g for 10 min). After the two cell-free supernatants
were mixed, three times the volume of ice-cold ethanol was added to the mixture. The
mixture was then incubated at —20 °C for 12 h. The supernatant was again removed by
centrifugation (4300 g for 10 min). Following this, the precipitated pellet was dried at
23 °C. Dried EPS was obtained and dissolved in distilled water for analysis.

The proteins in the EPS were quantitatively analyzed using the Bradford method [52].
In brief, 100 uL of dissolved EPS was completely mixed with 1 mL of Bradford reagent
(Biosesang, Seongnam, Republic of Korea) and incubated at 23 °C for 2 min. Following this,
the absorbance at a wavelength of 595 nm was measured.

The polysaccharides in the dried EPS were quantitatively analyzed using phenol-
sulfuric acid according to a previously described procedure [53], with some modifications.
In brief, 200 uL of dissolved EPS and 600 pL of sulfuric acid were mixed vigorously.
Following this, 120 puL of 5% phenol was added and incubated at 23 °C for 10 min. The
absorbance at a wavelength of 490 nm was then measured.

2.7. Statistical Analysis

Statistical significance was assessed using a t-test. Data were statistically analyzed by
comparing the values of the control group with those of the experimental group.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Strain-Specific Effects of Diosgenin on Biofilm Formation

In our screening experiments, diosgenin was identified as affecting biofilm formation
in S. aureus. To determine whether the effects of diosgenin on biofilm formation are common
to all S. aureus species, diosgenin-induced changes in biofilm formation were evaluated
in 19 different S. aureus strains, including 9 MRSA strains (Figure 1). Of the 19 tested
strains, no diosgenin-induced change in biofilm formation was noted in 7 strains. However,
biofilm formation increased in four strains and was inhibited in eight strains. These results
suggested that the effect of diosgenin on biofilm formation was strain-specific. To elucidate
the physiological changes and intracellular signaling mechanisms by which diosgenin
influences biofilm formation, we selected S. aureus ATCC 6538 and S. aureus ATCC 29213,
which have reported whole genome sequences. These strains showed contrasting changes
in biofilm formation in response to diosgenin. Among the remaining tested strains, we
selected MRSA CCARM 3090 and MRSA CCARM 3820, which showed the greatest decrease
and increase, respectively, in biofilm formation in response to diosgenin.



Microorganisms 2023, 11, 2376

60of 17

(5]

b2
wh

Biofilm (Absgy, CV)
e o
wh — N [\

(=]

Bk

MRSA CCARM 3090

*

MRSA CCARM 3806
MRSA CCARM 3820
MRSA CCARM 3846
MRSA CCARM 3862
MRSA CCARM 3876
MRSA CCARM 3878
MRSA CCARM 3879
MRSA CCARM 3905
S, aureus AP-OA1
S. aureus CK-OAl
S. aureus CN-OALl
S. aureus CN-OA2
S. aureus FH-OA6
S. aureus IN-OAZ2
S. aureus KN-OA2
S. aureus NE-1A1
ureus ATCC 29213

S. aureus ATCC 6538 |

S a

Figure 1. Changes in biofilm formation in Staphylococcus aureus strains after diosgenin treatment for
24 h. Black bars represent the amount of biofilm formed in the absence of diosgenin as a control.
Gray bars represent the amount of biofilm formed with 80 uM diosgenin. The amount of biofilm was
measured using crystal violet (CV). Values were calculated from five independent experiments, and
their standard deviations are shown. Values that differ from the control with 95% and 99% confidence
levels are marked with one and two asterisks, respectively, on top of the bars.

3.2. Effect of Diosgenin on Cell Growth and Biofilm Formation

The four selected strains were treated with 80 pM diosgenin, and changes in biofilm
formation (Figure 2) and cell growth (Supplementary Figure S1) were observed. Diosgenin
inhibited biofilm formation in S. aureus ATCC 6538 and MRSA CCARM 3090 by 39% and
61%, respectively. Conversely, it increased biofilm formation in S. aureus ATCC 29213
and MRSA CCARM 3820 by 186% and 582%, respectively. These findings confirmed that
diosgenin significantly changed biofilm formation in S. aureus, resulting in two contrasting
types of responses.

Biofilm formation is closely related to changes in bacterial growth. After treatment
with 80 uM diosgenin, the growth of four strains, namely S. aureus ATCC 6538, S. aureus
ATCC 29213, MRSA CCARM 3090, and MRSA CCARM 3820, was measured to determine
the effect of diosgenin on cell growth (Supplementary Figure S1). In all of the tested
strains, growth was slightly delayed by 80 uM diosgenin; however, the difference was not
significant.

The minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) was measured to determine the bacteri-
cidal activity of diosgenin against the four S. aureus strains; however, growth inhibition
was not observed at the maximum soluble concentration (160 M) in water-based media.
Although the antibiotic activity of diosgenin has not been well described, its antibacterial
activity against P. gingivalis and P. intermedia has been reported [45]. The MIC for S. aureus
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ATCC 25923 was 0.98 mM. Moreover, in MRSA 10, no growth inhibition was noted at the
maximum concentration of 2.47 mM [54].
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Figure 2. Effect of diosgenin on biofilm formation. Biofilm formation in Staphylococcus aureus ATCC
6538 (A), S. aureus ATCC 29213 (B), MRSA CCARM 3090 (C), and MRSA CCARM 3820 (D) was
determined using crystal violet (CV) without diosgenin ({J, control) or with 80 uM diosgenin (H).
Values were calculated from five independent results, and their standard deviations are shown.

3.3. Diosgenin-Induced Changes in Cell Surface Hydrophobicity

Biofilm formation was evaluated in a 96-well PVC microplate (Figure 2). The PVC
surface is hydrophobic. It is advantageous for microbial cells to be hydrophobic to initiate
biofilm formation. Diosgenin-induced changes in the cell surface hydrophobicity of S.
aureus were assessed (Figure 3). After treatment with 80 uM diosgenin, the cell surface
hydrophobicity indices of S. aureus ATCC 6538 and MRSA CCARM 3090 significantly
decreased (Figure 3A,C). Conversely, the cell surface hydrophobicity index of S. aureus
ATCC 29213 significantly increased (Figure 3B). Furthermore, the average cell surface
hydrophobicity index of MRSA CCARM 3820 increased, albeit not significantly (Figure 3D).
The surface hydrophobicity of a solid object and that of cells must match to allow bacteria
to sufficiently form a biofilm on the surface of a solid object. The surface hydrophobicity of
the PVC plate in this study could support biofilm formation by cells with a hydrophobic
surface. The diosgenin-induced decrease in the hydrophobicity indices of S. aureus ATCC
6538 and MRSA CCARM 3090 was associated with the reduced attachment of cells to the
PVC surface during biofilm formation. Conversely, the diosgenin-induced increase in the
hydrophobicity indices of S. aureus ATCC 29213 and MRSA CCARM 3820 was associated
with increased cell attachment. As shown in Figure 3, the diosgenin-induced changes in
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cell surface hydrophobicity were consistent with the expected changes in biofilm formation
on the hydrophobic PVC surface.
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Figure 3. Diosgenin-induced changes in cell surface hydrophobicity. The cell surface hydrophobicity
of Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 6538 (A), S. aureus ATCC 29213 (B), MRSA CCARM 3090 (C), and
MRSA CCARM 3820 (D) was examined without diosgenin (open bars, control) or with 80 uM
diosgenin (closed bars). Values were calculated from four independent results, and their standard
deviations are shown. Values that differ from the control with 95% and 99% confidence levels are
marked with one and two asterisks, respectively, on top of the bars.

A previous study has shown that biofilm formation changes are proportional to varia-
tions in the cell surface hydrophobicity of S. aureus depending on pH [55]. Temperature-
dependent changes in cell surface hydrophobicity were found to be associated with biofilm
formation in 67 S. aureus isolates [49]. Vitexin, an apigenin flavone glucoside, could reduce
S. aureus cell surface hydrophobicity and biofilm formation at the sub-MIC [56]. These
results suggest that diosgenin-induced changes in cell surface hydrophobicity are a major
cause of alterations in biofilm formation.

3.4. Diosgenin-Induced Changes in Extracellular Protein Contents

Extracellular protein contents are closely correlated with biofilm formation [57,58].
The changes induced by 80 uM diosgenin in the extracellular protein contents of planktonic
cells were quantitatively measured (Figure 4). After 1, 6, and 18 h of diosgenin treatment,
the extracellular protein contents of S. aureus ATCC 6538 and MRSA CCARM 3090 were
significantly lower than those of untreated cells (Figure 4A,C). The extracellular protein
contents of S. aureus ATCC 29213 and MRSA CCARM 3820 were increased by diosgenin
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observed only at 18 h (Figure 4B,D). Considering the correlation between extracellular
protein contents and biofilm formation, the diosgenin-induced changes in the extracellular
protein contents of planktonic cells could affect biofilm formation in S. aureus. In addition,
such changes may induce variations in the degree of cell surface hydrophobicity. The
extracellular protein content shown in Figure 4 was correlated with biofilm formation. A
previous study suggested the importance of proteins in biofilm formation through the
inhibition of biofilm formation by protease treatment [59].
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Figure 4. Diosgenin-induced changes in extracellular protein contents. The extracellular protein
contents of Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 6538 (A), S. aureus ATCC 29213 (B), MRSA CCARM 3090 (C),
and MRSA CCARM 3820 (D) were measured without diosgenin (open bars, control) or with 80 pM
diosgenin (closed bars). Values were calculated from two independent results, and their standard
deviations are shown. Values that differ from the control with 95% and 99% confidence levels are
marked with one and two asterisks, respectively, on top of the bars.

3.5. Diosgenin-Induced Changes in Extracellular Polysaccharide Contents

Extracellular polysaccharides are materials that form biofilms and are closely related
to biofilm formation [60,61]. Diosgenin-induced changes in the extracellular polysaccharide
contents of planktonic cells were measured (Figure 5). The extracellular polysaccharide
contents of S. aureus ATCC 6538 and MRSA CCARM 3090 decreased 6 and 18 h after
diosgenin treatment (Figure 5A,C). Conversely, the extracellular polysaccharide contents of
S. aureus ATCC 29213 increased 1, 6, and 18 h after diosgenin treatment (Figure 5B). The
average extracellular polysaccharide contents of MRSA CCARM 3820 slightly increased,
albeit not significantly (Figure 5D).
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Figure 5. Diosgenin-induced changes in extracellular polysaccharide contents. The extracellular
polysaccharide contents of Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 6538 (A), S. aureus ATCC 29213 (B), MRSA
CCARM 3090 (C), and MRSA CCARM 3820 (D) were measured without diosgenin (open bars, control)
or with 80 uM diosgenin (closed bars). Values were calculated from two independent results, and
their standard deviations are shown. Values that differ from the control with 95% and 99% confidence
levels are marked with one and two asterisks, respectively, on top of the bars.

3.6. Diosgenin-Induced Changes in the Expression of Genes Associated with the Regulation of
Biofilm Formation

Diosgenin changed the extracellular protein (Figure 4) and polysaccharide (Figure 5)
contents; these changes were proportional to the change in biofilm formation. Diosgenin-
induced changes in the expression of genes involved in the regulation of physiological
changes related to biofilm formation were measured (Figure 6). Gene expression changes
were observed during planktonic growth.

PIA is a well-known extracellular polysaccharide associated with biofilm formation in
S.aureus. Itis synthesized by proteins expressed at the ica locus [33]. In this study, diosgenin-
induced changes in the expression of icaA, the first gene in the icaADCB operon, were
measured (Figure 6A). Diosgenin treatment decreased icaA expression in S. aureus ATCC
6538 and MRSA CCARM 3090, in which biofilm formation and extracellular polysaccharide
contents were reduced. Conversely, diosgenin treatment increased icaA expression in S.
aureus ATCC 29213 and MRSA CCARM 3820, in which biofilm formation and extracellular
polysaccharide contents were increased. Changes in the extracellular polysaccharide
contents and icaA expression along with the changes in biofilm formation induced by
diosgenin suggested that extracellular polysaccharides, such as PIA, were a cause of
diosgenin-induced changes in biofilm formation.
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Figure 6. Diosgenin-induced changes in gene expression levels. Gene expression changes in icaA (A),
spa (B), RNAIII (C), agrA (D), sarA (E), and sigB (F) were calculated by comparing the gene expression
levels with 80 uM diosgenin treatment for 1 h with those without diosgenin treatment using RT-PCR.
The dotted horizontal line indicates no change in gene expression levels induced by diosgenin with a
value of 1. Values were calculated from three independent results, and their standard deviations are
shown. Values that differ from the control with 95% and 99% confidence levels are marked with one

and two asterisks, respectively, on top of the bars.

Among the proteins involved in biofilm formation, Spa promotes cell aggregation [61].
Diosgenin-induced changes in spa expression were also measured (Figure 6B). Diosgenin
treatment decreased spa expression in S. aureus ATCC 6538 and MRSA CCARM 3090.
Conversely, it increased spa expression in S. aureus ATCC 29213 and MRSA CCARM 3820.
These findings indicated that spa expression was proportional to biofilm formation and
extracellular protein contents.

An S. aureus mutant in which the spa function was lost could no longer form a biofilm.
When the Spa protein was added to the culture medium of this spa mutant, its ability
to form a biofilm was restored [61]. Spa is not covalently attached to cells and is impli-
cated in biofilm formation. It can bind to IgG antibodies that inhibit the attachment of
microorganisms to a silastic catheter and interfere with its activity [62].

Increased RNAIII expression inhibits spa expression and decreases biofilm forma-
tion [63]. RNAIII is an effector of the quorum-sensing system; it regulates transcriptional
regulators and virulence factors [64]. AgrA activates RNAIII expression [65]. The agr
system is a two-component regulatory system that regulates many virulence factors in S.
aureus and plays an important role in the early stages of biofilm formation [64,66]. SarA is a
global regulator that controls agrA expression. SarA expression is known to be regulated
by 0B, which is an alternative sigma factor that regulates the expression of many genes in
response to external environmental stresses.

In this study, diosgenin-induced changes in the expression of RNAIII, agrA, sarA, and
sigB were measured (Figure 6C,F). The expression levels of the four aforementioned genes
were increased by diosgenin treatment in S. aureus ATCC 6538 and MRSA CCARM 3090
and decreased in S. aureus ATCC 29213 and MRSA CCARM 3820. These results suggested
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that diosgenin could regulate the expression of proteins related to biofilm formation in a
strain-specific manner.

3.7. Regulatory Signaling Mechanisms of Biofilm Formation Identified Using Diosgenin

The proposed regulatory mechanism of biofilm formation using diosgenin is shown
in Figure 7. Diosgenin activates or represses sigB expression in a strain-specific manner. ¢®
activates RNAIII expression by sequentially increasing sarA and agrA expression. RNAIII
inhibits biofilm formation by repressing spa expression. In this study, spa expression was
correlated with biofilm formation after diosgenin treatment, as opposed to sigB expression.
The changes in the strain-specific gene expression after diosgenin treatment (Figure 6) along
with the changes in biofilm formation support the regulatory model of biofilm formation
proposed in Figure 7.

Diosgenin

Strain Strain

ATCC 6538 ATCC 29213
CCARM 3090 CCARM 3820

dureus

Staphylococcus
% hY

Biofilm

Figure 7. A regulatory signaling model of biofilm formation. Diosgenin activated o® expression in
Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 6538 and MRSA CCARM 3090 and inhibited o® expression in S. aureus
ATCC 29213 and MRSA CCARM 3820. In the signal transduction pathway on the left side of the
figure, o® sequentially promotes the expression of SarA and AgrA, which in turn promotes RNAIII
expression. Increased RNAIII expression inhibits the expression of surface-related adhesins (SRAs),
increasing biofilm formation. The other signal transduction pathway, shown on the right side of
the figure, is regulated by the oP-mediated inhibition of an unknown regulator that promotes the
expression of IcaA, which synthesizes the polysaccharide intercellular adhesin (PIA), increasing
biofilm formation. In conclusion, o8, an alternative general stress response sigma factor, inhibits
biofilm formation.

An additional regulatory mechanism of biofilm formation is that ¢® increases the
turnover of Ica proteins and eventually reduces the synthesis of PIA [67]. In our gene
expression observations, the change in sigB expression induced by diosgenin treatment was
opposite to the change in icaA expression. This suggests that in addition to the increased
turnover rate of IcaA by o, diosgenin treatment may be involved in the expression of icaA.
A proposed mechanism is that o® represses icaA expression by inhibiting the expression of
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unknown genes that activate icaA expression [68]. The gene expression patterns noted in
response to diosgenin treatment in this study support the hypothesis that ¢® is involved in
icaA expression. However, future research should clarify whether icaA expression changes
are regulated by o® and identify the intermediate gene between o® and icaA in the signal
transduction pathway.

A previous study has suggested that SarA promotes icaA expression [34]. However,
this finding is inconsistent with the regulatory mechanism of biofilm formation proposed
in Figure 7. Our results in the four selected S. aureus strains support the model provided
in Figure 7 and do not support the activation of icaA expression by SarA. In a previous
study [69], quinic acid inhibited the biofilm formation of S. aureus in a concentration-
dependent manner, with increased expression of agrA, icaA, and sigB, consistent with our
results.

Furthermore, diosgenin-induced changes in the expression levels of codY [34], mgrA [34],
saeS [34], and saeR [34], which are known regulators of biofilm formation, were evaluated
(Supplementary Figure 52). However, no synchronized gene expression changes occurred
with the strain-specific contrasting changes in biofilm formation induced by diosgenin. This
suggests that even if these are regulators of biofilm formation, they may not be involved in
diosgenin-induced signaling or may not be regulated by changes in gene expression.

In addition to the regulatory model of biofilm formation presented in Figure 7, we
observed opposite changes in sigB expression in response to diosgenin treatment in a
strain-specific manner. Comparing the amino acid sequences of o® and its upstream reg-
ulator, RsbU, from S. aureus ATCC 6538 and S. aureus ATCC 29213 strains, we observed
differences in amino acids at specific positions. These differences may be responsible for the
strain-specific opposite response to the diosgenin treatment. If these amino acid differences
are unrelated to strain-specific diosgenin responses, it could be suggested that signal trans-
duction upstream of RsbU confers the strain-specific opposite signals. Further studies are
warranted to understand how the same diosgenin treatment can induce opposite changes
in sigB expression. o, an alternative general stress response sigma factor, helps S. aureus to
survive under hostile environmental conditions. Therefore, studying the mechanisms of
strain-specific opposite changes in sigB expression induced by diosgenin may provide in-
sights into the survival strategies of S. aureus under unfavorable environmental conditions.
These further studies will provide clues that can help to prevent and treat various diseases
caused by S. aureus.

4. Conclusions

By tracing the intracellular signaling by diosgenin without introducing genetic modifi-
cations, this study proposed an integrated model for the regulatory mechanisms of biofilm
formation. The existence of strain-specific opposing responses to diosgenin suggests a
diversity of signal transduction mechanisms for the regulation of the o® activity in S. aureus.
Strain-specific responses to the regulation of biofilm formation confer strain-specific selec-
tivity, whereby the subspecies population distribution of S. aureus may vary depending on
the stress conditions imposed. This suggests that it may affect the effectiveness of infection
treatments or hygiene processes.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
/ /www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390 /microorganisms11102376/s1, Figure S1: Effect of diosgenin on
cell growth; Figure S2: Diosgenin-induced changes in codY, mgrA, saeS, and saeR expression.
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Abbreviations

CFU Colony-forming units

EPS Extracellular polymeric substances
MIC Minimal inhibition concentration
MRSA Methicillin-resistant S. aureus

PBS Phosphate-buffered saline

PIA Polysaccharide intercellular adhesion

pPVC Polyvinyl chloride

RT-PCR  Real-time polymerase chain reaction
SRAs Surface-related adhesins

TSA Tryptic soy agar

TSB Tryptic soy broth

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Park, H.-S.; Ham, Y.; Shin, K; Kim, Y.-S.; Kim, T.-J. Sanitizing effect of ethanol against biofilms formed by three Gram-negative
pathogenic bacteria. Curr. Microbiol. 2015, 71, 70-75. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ham, Y.; Park, H.-S.; Kim, M.; Kim, T.-J. Effect of sodium hypochlorite on the biofilms of Aeromonas hydrophila, Streptococcus
mutans, and Yersinia enterocolitica. Microbiol. Biotechnol. Lett. 2023, 51, 32-36. [CrossRef]

Stewart, P.S. Mechanisms of antibiotic resistance in bacterial biofilms. Int. J. Med. Microbiol. 2002, 292, 107-113. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Grant, S.S.; Hung, D.T. Persistent bacterial infections, antibiotic tolerance, and the oxidative stress response. Virulence 2013, 4,
273-283. [CrossRef]

Jamal, M.; Ahmad, W.; Andleeb, S.; Jalil, E; Imran, M.; Nawaz, M.A.; Hussain, T.; Ali, M.; Rafig, M.; Kamil, M.A. Bacterial biofilm
and associated infections. J. Chin. Med. Assoc. 2018, 81, 7-11. [CrossRef]

Oubekka, S.D.; Briandet, R.; Fontaine-Aupart, M.P.; Steenkeste, K. Correlative time-resolved fluorescence microscopy to assess
antibiotic diffusion-reaction in biofilms. Antimicrob. Agents Chemother. 2012, 56, 3349-3358. [CrossRef]

Flemming, H.C.; Wingender, J.; Szewzyk, U.; Steinberg, P.; Rice, S.A.; Kjelleberg, S. Biofilms: An emergent form of bacterial life.
Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2016, 14, 563-575. [CrossRef]

Brown, M.R; Allison, D.G.; Gilbert, P. Resistance of bacterial biofilms to antibiotics: A growth-rate related effect? J. Antimicrob.
Chemother. 1988, 22, 777-780. [CrossRef]

Venkatesan, N.; Perumal, G.; Doble, M. Bacterial resistance in biofilm-associated bacteria. Future Microbiol. 2015, 10, 1743-1750.
[CrossRef]

Hunter, P. The mob response. The importance of biofilm research for combating chronic diseases and tackling contamination.
EMBO Rep. 2008, 9, 314-317. [CrossRef]

Parrino, B.; Diana, P; Cirrincione, G.; Cascioferro, S. Bacterial biofilm inhibition in the development of effective anti-virulence
strategy. Open Med. Chem. J. 2018, 12, 84-87. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Pecoraro, C.; Carbone, D.; Parrino, B.; Cascioferro, S.; Diana, P. Recent developments in the inhibition of bacterial adhesion as
promising anti-virulence strategy. Int. . Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 4872. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Paul, P.; Chakraborty, P.; Sarker, R.K.; Chatterjee, A.; Maiti, D.; Das, A.; Mandal, S.; Bhattacharjee, S.; Dastidar, D.G.; Tribedi, P.
Tryptophan interferes with the quorum sensing and cell surface hydrophobicity of Staphylococcus aureus: A promising approach
to inhibit the biofilm development. 3 Biotech 2021, 11, 376. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wingender, J.; Neu, T.R.; Flemming, H.-C. What are Bacterial Extracellular Polymeric Substances? In Microbial Extracellu-
lar Polymeric Substances: Characterization, Structure and Function; Wingender, J., Neu, T.R., Flemming, H.-C., Eds.; Springer:
Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 1999; pp. 1-19.

Zita, A.; Hermansson, M. Effects of bacterial cell surface structures and hydrophobicity on attachment to activated sludge flocs.
Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 1997, 63, 1168-1170. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-015-0828-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25941023
https://doi.org/10.48022/mbl.2209.09008
https://doi.org/10.1078/1438-4221-00196
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12195733
https://doi.org/10.4161/viru.23987
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcma.2017.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00216-12
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro.2016.94
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/22.6.777
https://doi.org/10.2217/fmb.15.69
https://doi.org/10.1038/embor.2008.43
https://doi.org/10.2174/1874104501812010084
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30288179
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24054872
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36902301
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13205-021-02924-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34367868
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.63.3.1168-1170.1997
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9055433

Microorganisms 2023, 11, 2376 15 0f 17

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.
27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

Houry, A.; Briandet, R.; Aymerich, S.; Gohar, M. Involvement of motility and flagella in Bacillus cereus biofilm formation.
Microbiology 2010, 156, 1009-1018. [CrossRef]

Kim, T.J.; Young, B.M.; Young, G.M. Effect of flagellar mutations on Yersinia enterocolitica biofilm formation. Appl. Environ.
Microbiol. 2008, 74, 5466-5474. [CrossRef]

Chiba, A.; Seki, M.; Suzuki, Y.; Kinjo, Y.; Mizunoe, Y.; Sugimoto, S. Staphylococcus aureus utilizes environmental RNA as a building
material in specific polysaccharide-dependent biofilms. NP]J Biofilms Microbiomes 2022, 8, 17. [CrossRef]

Donlan, R.M. Biofilms: Microbial life on surfaces. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2002, 8, 881-890. [CrossRef]

Mu, Y.; Zeng, H.; Chen, W. Quercetin inhibits biofilm formation by decreasing the production of EPS and altering the composition
of EPS in Staphylococcus epidermidis. Front. Microbiol. 2021, 12, 631058. [CrossRef]

Schiffer, C.; Hilgarth, M.; Ehrmann, M.; Vogel, R.F. Bap and cell surface hydrophobicity are important factors in Staphylococcus
xylosus biofilm formation. Front. Microbiol. 2019, 10, 1387. [CrossRef]

Talan, D.A.; Krishnadasan, A.; Gorwitz, R.J.; Fosheim, G.E.; Limbago, B.; Albrecht, V.; Moran, G.]. Comparison of Staphylococcus
aureus from skin and soft-tissue infections in US emergency department patients, 2004 and 2008. Clin. Infect. Dis. 2011, 53,
144-149. [CrossRef]

Fridkin, S.K.; Hageman, ].C.; Morrison, M.; Sanza, L.T.; Como-Sabetti, K.; Jernigan, ].A.; Harriman, K.; Harrison, L.H.; Lynfield,
R.; Farley, M.M. Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus disease in three communities. N. Engl. ]. Med. 2005, 352, 1436-1444.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Sanabria, T.].; Alpert, J.S.; Goldberg, R.; Pape, L.A.; Cheeseman, S.H. Increasing frequency of staphylococcal infective endocarditis.
Experience at a university hospital, 1981 through 1988. Arch. Intern. Med. 1990, 150, 1305-1309. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

McAdow, M.; Kim, HK,; DeDent, A.C.; Hendrickx, A.P.A.; Schneewind, O.; Missiakas, D.M. Preventing Staphylococcus aureus
sepsis through the inhibition of its agglutination in blood. PLoS Pathog. 2011, 7, €1002307. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Dinges, M.M.; Orwin, PM.; Schlievert, PM. Exotoxins of Staphylococcus aureus. Clin. Microbiol. Rev. 2000, 13, 16-34. [CrossRef]
Pietrocola, G.; Campoccia, D.; Motta, C.; Montanaro, L.; Arciola, C.R.; Speziale, P. Colonization and infection of indwelling
medical devices by Staphylococcus aureus with an emphasis on orthopedic implants. Int. . Mole. Sci. 2022, 23, 5958. [CrossRef]
Gordon, R.J.; Lowy, E.D. Pathogenesis of methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus infection. Clin. Infect. Dis. 2008, 46 (Suppl. S5),
S5350-5359. [CrossRef]

Parsek, M.R,; Singh, P.K. Bacterial biofilms: An emerging link to disease pathogenesis. Ann. Rev. Microbiol. 2003, 57, 677-701.
[CrossRef]

Viana, A.S.; Botelho, A.M.N.; Moustafa, A.; Boge, C.L.K; Pires Ferreira, A.L.; da Silva Carvalho, M.C.; Guimaraes, M.A.; Costa,
B.d.S.S.; de Mattos, M.C.; Maciel, S.P,; et al. Multidrug-resistant methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus associated with
bacteremia and monocyte evasion, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2021, 27, 2825. [CrossRef]

Brandwein, M.; Steinberg, D.; Meshner, S. Microbial biofilms and the human skin microbiome. NP] Biofilms Microbiomes 2016, 2, 3.
[CrossRef]

Piechota, M.; Kot, B.; Frankowska-Maciejewska, A.; Gruzewska, A.; WozZniak-Kosek, A. Biofilm formation by methicillin-resistant
and methicillin-sensitive Staphylococcus aureus strains from hospitalized patients in Poland. BioMed Res. Int. 2018, 2018, 4657396.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Nguyen, H.T.; Nguyen, T.H.; Otto, M. The staphylococcal exopolysaccharide PIA-Biosynthesis and role in biofilm formation,
colonization, and infection. Comput. Struct. Biotechnol. J. 2020, 18, 3324-3334. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Peng, Q.; Tang, X.; Dong, W.; Sun, N.; Yuan, W. A review of biofilm formation of Staphylococcus aureus and its regulation
mechanism. Antibiotics 2022, 12, 12. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

O’Gara, J.P. ica and beyond: Biofilm mechanisms and regulation in Staphylococcus epidermidis and Staphylococcus aureus. FEMS
Microbiol. Lett. 2007, 270, 179-188. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Rohde, H.; Burdelski, C.; Bartscht, K.; Hussain, M.; Buck, F.; Horstkotte, M.A.; Knobloch, J.K.M.; Heilmann, C.; Herrmann, M.;
Mack, D. Induction of Staphylococcus epidermidis biofilm formation via proteolytic processing of the accumulation-associated
protein by staphylococcal and host proteases. Mol. Microbiol. 2005, 55, 1883-1895. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Doulgeraki, A.L; Di Ciccio, P; Ianieri, A.; Nychas, G.-J.E. Methicillin-resistant food-related Staphylococcus aureus: A review of
current knowledge and biofilm formation for future studies and applications. Res. Microbiol. 2017, 168, 1-15. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Howden, B.P; Giulieri, 5.G.; Wong Fok Lung, T.; Baines, S.L.; Sharkey, L.K.; Lee, ].Y.; Hachani, A.; Monk, LR.; Stinear, T.P.
Staphylococcus aureus host interactions and adaptation. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2023, 21, 380-395. [CrossRef]

Tan, L.; Li, S.R;; Jiang, B.; Hu, X.M,; Li, S. Therapeutic targeting of the Staphylococcus aureus accessory gene regulator (agr) system.
Front. Microbiol. 2018, 9, 55. [CrossRef]

Guo, H,; Tong, Y,; Cheng, J.; Abbas, Z.; Li, Z.; Wang, ].; Zhou, Y.; Si, D.; Zhang, R. Biofilm and small colony variants—An update
on staphylococcus aureus strategies toward drug resistance. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 1241. [CrossRef]

Cheng, Y.; Dong, C.; Huang, C.; Zhu, Y. Enhanced production of diosgenin from Dioscorea zingiberensis in mixed culture solid
state fermentation with Trichoderma reesei and Aspergillus fumigatus. Biotechnol. Biotechnol. Equip. 2015, 29, 773-778. [CrossRef]
Roman, I.D.; Thewles, A.; Coleman, R. Fractionation of livers following diosgenin treatment to elevate biliary cholesterol. Biochim.
Biophys. Acta 1995, 1255, 77-81. [CrossRef]

Moalic, S.; Liagre, B.; Corbiere, C.; Bianchi, A.; Dauca, M.; Bordji, K.; Beneytout, ].L. A plant steroid, diosgenin, induces apoptosis,
cell cycle arrest and COX activity in osteosarcoma cells. FEBS Lett. 2001, 506, 225-230. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.1099/mic.0.034827-0
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00222-08
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41522-022-00278-z
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid0809.020063
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2021.631058
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.01387
https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/cir308
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa043252
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15814879
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.1990.00390180113021
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2353863
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002307
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22028651
https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.13.1.16
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23115958
https://doi.org/10.1086/533591
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.micro.57.030502.090720
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid2711.210097
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41522-016-0004-z
https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/4657396
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30687745
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csbj.2020.10.027
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33240473
https://doi.org/10.3390/antibiotics12010012
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36671212
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.2007.00688.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17419768
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2958.2005.04515.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15752207
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resmic.2016.08.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27542729
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-023-00852-y
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.00055
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23031241
https://doi.org/10.1080/13102818.2015.1032352
https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-2760(94)00212-H
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0014-5793(01)02924-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11602250

Microorganisms 2023, 11, 2376 16 of 17

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

Corbiere, C.; Liagre, B.; Bianchi, A.; Bordji, K.; Dauca, M.; Netter, P.; Beneytout, ].L. Different contribution of apoptosis to the
antiproliferative effects of diosgenin and other plant steroids, hecogenin and tigogenin, on human 1547 osteosarcoma cells. Int. J.
Oncol. 2003, 22, 899-905. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cong, S.; Tong, Q.; Peng, Q.; Shen, T.; Zhu, X.; Xu, Y.; Qi, S. In vitro antibacterial activity of diosgenin on Porphyromonas gingivalis
and Prevotella intermedia. Mol. Med. Rep. 2020, 22, 5392-5398. [CrossRef]

Quan, HJ.; Koyanagi, J.; Hagiwara, K.; Cui, X.R; Isshiki, Y.; Kondo, S.; Komada, F.; Saito, S. Reactions of 26-iodopseudodiosgenin
and 26-iodopseudodiosgenone with various nucleophiles and pharmacological activities of the products. Chem. Pharm. Bull.
2006, 54, 72-79. [CrossRef]

Shang, F.; Wang, H.; Xue, T. Anti-biofilm effect of tea saponin on a Streptococcus agalactiae strain isolated from bovine mastitis.
Animals 2020, 10, 1713. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhu, C.; Zhang, M,; Tang, Q.; Yang, Q.; Li, J.; He, X; Ye, Y. Structure and activity of the Camellia oleifera sapogenin derivatives on
growth and biofilm inhibition of Staphylococcus aureus and Escherichia coli. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2019, 67, 14143-14151. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Di Ciccio, P,; Vergara, A.; Festino, A.R.; Paludi, D.; Zanardji, E.; Ghidini, S.; Ianieri, A. Biofilm formation by Staphylococcus aureus on
food contact surfaces: Relationship with temperature and cell surface hydrophobicity. Food Control 2015, 50, 930-936. [CrossRef]
Qiu, J.; Niu, X.; Wang, J.; Xing, Y.; Leng, B.; Dong, J.; Li, H.; Luo, M.; Zhang, Y.; Dai, X. Capsaicin protects mice from community-
associated methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus pneumonia. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e33032. [CrossRef]

Muthamil, S.; Prasath, K.G.; Priya, A.; Precilla, P.; Pandian, S.K. Global proteomic analysis deciphers the mechanism of action of
plant derived oleic acid against Candida albicans virulence and biofilm formation. Sci. Rep. 2020, 10, 5113. [CrossRef]

Bradford, M.M. A rapid and sensitive method for the quantitation of microgram quantities of protein utilizing the principle of
protein-dye binding. Anal. Biochem. 1976, 72, 248-254. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Masuko, T.; Minami, A.; Iwasaki, N.; Majima, T.; Nishimura, S.; Lee, Y.C. Carbohydrate analysis by a phenol-sulfuric acid method
in microplate format. Anal. Biochem. 2005, 339, 69-72. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

do Socorro Costa, M.; da Silva, A.R.P; Aratjo, N.J.S; Filho, ] M.B.; Tavares, ].F,; de Freitas, T.S.; Pereira Junior, EN.; de Sousa, E.O.;
Maia, EP.A.; de Vasconcelos, ].E.L.; et al. Evaluation of the antibacterial and inhibitory activity of NorA and MepA efflux pumps
from Staphylococcus aureus by diosgenin. Life Sci. 2022, 308, 120978. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Nostro, A.; Cellini, L.; Di Giulio, M.; D"Arrigo, M.; Marino, A.; Blanco, A.R.; Favaloro, A.; Cutroneo, G.; Bisignano, G. Effect of
alkaline pH on staphylococcal biofilm formation. APMIS 2012, 120, 733-742. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Das, M.C.; Samaddar, S.; Jawed, ]J.J.; Ghosh, C.; Acharjee, S.; Sandhu, P;; Das, A.; Daware, A.V.; De, U.C.; Majumdar, S.; et al.
Vitexin alters Staphylococcus aureus surface hydrophobicity to obstruct biofilm formation. Microbiol. Res. 2022, 263, 127126.
[CrossRef]

Foulston, L.; Elsholz, A.K.W.; DeFrancesco, A.S.; Losick, R. The extracellular matrix of Staphylococcus aureus biofilms comprises
cytoplasmic proteins that associate with the cell surface in response to decreasing pH. MBio 2014, 5, €01667. [CrossRef]
Speziale, P.; Pietrocola, G.; Foster, T.].; Geoghegan, J.A. Protein-based biofilm matrices in Staphylococci. Front. Cell. Infect.
Microbiol. 2014, 4, 171. [CrossRef]

Cortes, M.E; Beltrame, C.O.; Ramundo, M.S; Ferreira, EA_; Figueiredo, A.M. The influence of different factors including fnbA and
mecA expression on biofilm formed by MRSA clinical isolates with different genetic backgrounds. Int. ]. Med. Microbiol. 2015, 305,
140-147. [CrossRef]

Arciola, C.R.; Campoccia, D.; Ravaioli, S.; Montanaro, L. Polysaccharide intercellular adhesin in biofilm: Structural and regulatory
aspects. Front. Cell. Infect. Microbiol. 2015, 5, 7. [CrossRef]

Merino, N.; Toledo-Arana, A.; Vergara-Irigaray, M.; Valle, J.; Solano, C.; Calvo, E.; Lopez, ].A.; Foster, T.].; Penades, ].R.; Lasa, L.
Protein A-mediated multicellular behavior in Staphylococcus aureus. J. Bacteriol. 2009, 191, 832-843. [CrossRef]

Cruz, A.R; Boer, M.A.d,; Strasser, J.; Zwarthoff, S.A.; Beurskens, FJ.; de Haas, C.].C.; Aerts, P.C.; Wang, G.; de Jong, R.N.; Bagnoli,
F.; et al. Staphylococcal protein A inhibits complement activation by interfering with IgG hexamer formation. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA 2021, 118, €2016772118. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Papenfort, K.; Corcoran, C.P; Gupta, S.K.; Miyakoshi, M.; Heidrich, N.; Chao, Y.; Frohlich, K.S.; Sharma, C.M.; Ziebuhr, W.; Bohm,
A.; et al. Regulatory mechanisms of special significance: Role of small RNAs in virulence regulation. In Regulation of Bacterial
Virulence; Vasil, M.L., Darwin, A.J., Eds.; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2012; pp. 491-527.

Bronesky, D.; Wu, Z.; Marzi, S.; Walter, P.; Geissmann, T.; Moreau, K.; Vandenesch, E; Caldelari, I.; Romby, P. Staphylococcus aureus
RNAIII and its regulon link quorum sensing, stress responses, metabolic adaptation, and regulation of virulence gene expression.
Ann. Rev. Microbiol. 2016, 70, 299-316. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Boisset, S.; Geissmann, T.; Huntzinger, E.; Fechter, P; Bendridi, N.; Possedko, M.; Chevalier, C.; Helfer, A.C.; Benito, Y.; Jacquier,
A. Staphylococcus aureus RNAIII coordinately represses the synthesis of virulence factors and the transcription regulator Rot by an
antisense mechanism. Genes Dev. 2007, 21, 1353-1366. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Novick, R.P. Autoinduction and signal transduction in the regulation of staphylococcal virulence. Mol. Microbiol. 2003, 48,
1429-1449. [CrossRef]

Valle, J.; Echeverz, M.; Lasa, I. ¢® inhibits poly-N-acetylglucosamine exopolysaccharide synthesis and biofilm formation in
Staphylococcus aureus. ]. Bacteriol. 2019, 201, e00098-19. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.3892/ijo.22.4.899
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12632085
https://doi.org/10.3892/mmr.2020.11620
https://doi.org/10.1248/cpb.54.72
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10091713
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32971787
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.9b03577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31469956
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2014.10.048
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0033032
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-61918-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-2697(76)90527-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/942051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2004.12.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15766712
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lfs.2022.120978
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36122765
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0463.2012.02900.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22882263
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micres.2022.127126
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01667-14
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2014.00171
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmm.2014.11.011
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2015.00007
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.01222-08
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2016772118
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33563762
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-micro-102215-095708
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27482744
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.423507
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17545468
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2958.2003.03526.x
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.00098-19
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30858304

Microorganisms 2023, 11, 2376 17 of 17

68. Valle, J.; Vergara-Irigaray, M.; Merino, N.; Penadés, J.R.; Lasa, I. o® regulates IS256-mediated Staphylococcus aureus biofilm
phenotypic variation. . Bacteriol. 2007, 189, 2886-2896. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

69. Bai,J.-R;; Wu, Y.-P; Elena, G.; Zhong, K.; Gao, H. Insight into the effect of quinic acid on biofilm formed by Staphylococcus aureus.
RSC Adv. 2019, 9, 3938-3945. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.01767-06
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17277051
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8RA09136F

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Strains and Culture Medium 
	Cell Growth Curve 
	Evaluation of Biofilm Formation 
	Measurement of Cell Hydrophobicity 
	Analysis of Gene Expression Levels Using Real-Time Polymerase Chain Reaction (RT-PCR) 
	Quantitative Analysis of EPS 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results and Discussion 
	Strain-Specific Effects of Diosgenin on Biofilm Formation 
	Effect of Diosgenin on Cell Growth and Biofilm Formation 
	Diosgenin-Induced Changes in Cell Surface Hydrophobicity 
	Diosgenin-Induced Changes in Extracellular Protein Contents 
	Diosgenin-Induced Changes in Extracellular Polysaccharide Contents 
	Diosgenin-Induced Changes in the Expression of Genes Associated with the Regulation of Biofilm Formation 
	Regulatory Signaling Mechanisms of Biofilm Formation Identified Using Diosgenin 

	Conclusions 
	References

