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A B S T R A C T   

Objective: This study aimed to clarify the antibacterial mechanism and antibiofilm effect of soybean-derived 
peptide BCBS-11 against periodontopathic bacteria. 
Design: The minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) and minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC) of BCBS- 
11 against Porphyromonas gingivalis (P. gingivalis), Fusobacterium nucleatum (F. nucleatum), and Streptococcus mitis 
(S. mitis) were determined for the antibacterial mechanism. The effect of BCBS-11 on membrane permeability 
and depolarization activity were investigated using propidium iodide (PI) staining and 3, 3′-dipropylth
iadicarbocyanine iodide (DiSC3-(5)) analysis. Monospecies and multispecies biofilms were cultured on 96-well 
plates. The amount of biofilm was determined using crystal violet staining to determine the inhibition of bio
film formation and the eradication of established biofilm using BCBS-11. The cytotoxicity of BCBS-11 was 
evaluated using 3-(4, 5-Dimethylthiazol-2-yl)− 2, 5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide (MTT) assay. 
Results: The MIC and MBC indicated the bactericidal activity of BCBS-11 against P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum. 
The PI staining revealed that BCBS-11 disrupted the bacterial membrane integrity. The DiSC3-(5) analysis 
indicated that BCBS-11 depolarized the bacterial cytoplasmic membrane. These results indicate the antimicrobial 
action of BCBS-11 through membrane disruption and the collapse of membrane electrochemical gradient. BCBS- 
11 significantly inhibited the monospecies biofilm formation of P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum and also inhibited 
dual-species biofilm. BCBS-11 was not cytotoxic toward human oral epithelial cells. 
Conclusions: BCBS-11 inhibits the monospecies and multispecies biofilm formation of P. gingivalis and 
F. nucleatum, and their bactericidal activity results from membrane disruption.   

1. Introduction 

Periodontitis is a biofilm infection characterized by gingival 
inflammation, alveolar bone resorption, and tooth loss (Caton et al., 
2018). In addition to mechanical biofilm removal, antimicrobial agents 
may be used as an adjunctive therapy for preventing and treating peri
odontitis. However, bacteria in biofilms are highly resistant to 

antibiotics, in contrast to planktonic bacteria, because the matrix 
enclosing biofilms prohibits the infiltration of pharmacological sub
stances (Hoiby et al., 2011; Olson et al., 2002). Furthermore, 
antibiotic-resistant genes spread via horizontal migration between bio
films (Abe et al., 2020; Olsen et al., 2013; Roberts & Kreth, 2014). Oral 
bacteria also demonstrate drug resistance, such as the resistant strains of 
Fusobacterium nucleatum, to amoxicillin, clindamycin, and 

Abbreviations: MIC, minimum inhibitory concentration; MBC, minimum bactericidal concentration; CHX, chlorhexidine; CFU, colony-forming unit; PI, propidium 
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diphenyltetrazolium Bromide. 
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metronidazole (Ardila et al., 2010; Mosca et al., 2007; van Winkelhoff 
et al., 2005). 

The number of bacteria that are resistant to existing antibiotics has 
increased yearly and deaths resulting from multidrug-resistant bacteria 
are expected to reach 10 million worldwide by 2050 (Willyard, 2017). In 
general, antimicrobial agents demonstrating a broad spectrum of anti
bacterial activity are effective against various strains of bacteria; how
ever, they transfer the risk of inducing drug resistance across a wide 
range of bacteria. In contrast, narrow-spectrum antimicrobial agents are 
effective against only certain species, but the range acquiring drug 
resistance is limited (Alm & Lahiri, 2020). Therefore, the following two 
issues are important to achieve effective periodontal treatment in the 
context of drug-resistant bacteria. First, limiting the usage of existing 
antibiotics, and second, developing alternative methods to control bio
film that are specific to periodontopathogenic bacteria. 

Antimicrobial peptides represent an alternative to existing antibi
otics (Chen & Lu, 2020). They exhibit membrane-damaging antimicro
bial activity, such as membrane pore formation and lysis, which 
decreases the potential of bacteria acquiring drug resistance (Rodri
guez-Rojas et al., 2002). Plants are one source of antimicrobial peptides, 
and these peptides exhibit significant antimicrobial activity against 
human and plant pathogens (Li et al., 2021). Since the first report of 
plant antimicrobial peptide thionine in 1972 (Fernandez de Caleya et al., 
1972), studies on plant antimicrobial peptides have increased consid
erably. Generally, the activity of antimicrobial peptides has been re
ported to be influenced by temperature and pH conditions (Mackay & 
Chilkoti, 2008; Walkenhorst et al., 2013). Peptide toxicity, immunoge
nicity, drug resistance, and hemolytic effects have also been reported 
(Moravej et al., 2018). Applying antimicrobial peptides for treating 
various human diseases has attracted considerable attention recently, 
but their clinical application is very limited (Lei et al., 2019). 

Previously, we demonstrated that the rice peptide inhibits biofilm 
formation in Porphyromonas gingivalis and F. nucleatum (Matsugishi 
et al., 2021). Although its antimicrobial activity is weak, its ability was 
enhanced by increasing its cationic property through amino acid sub
stitution (Matsugishi et al., 2021). Therefore, soybean peptide, a natural 
peptide with high cationic property, was utilized in this study. The 
soybean-derived peptide, BCBS-11, which is the focus of the present 
study, exhibits antibacterial activity against planktonic P. gingivalis 
(Taniguchi et al., 2017); however, its antibiofilm properties have not 
been developed. This study aimed to clarify the antibacterial mechanism 
and antibiofilm effect of BCBS-11 against periodontopathic bacteria. 
Three species of bacteria were used for monospecies and multispecies 
biofilm experiments: two representative periodontal bacteria, i.e., 
P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum, and a harmless oral commensal, i.e., 
Streptococcus mitis. 

2. Materials and methods 

2.1. Peptides and reagents 

The properties, amino acid sequence and the secondary structures of 
soybean peptides, BCBS-11 and a control peptide Glycinin-17 used in 
this study are summarized in Supplementary Tables 1 and 2A. These 
peptides were chemically synthesized and purified to > 95% using high- 
performance liquid chromatography (Eurofins Genomics, Tokyo, 
Japan). Chlorhexidine, CHX (FUJIFILM Wako Pure Chemical Corpora
tion, Osaka, Japan), was used as the reference medium. 

2.2. Bacterial strains and culture conditions 

The P. gingivalis strain, FDC 381, and the F. nucleatum strain, ATCC 
25586, were cultured in modified Gifu anaerobic medium broth (Nissui, 
Tokyo, Japan) in an anaerobic jar (Mitsubishi Gas Chemical Co. Inc., 
Tokyo, Japan) in the presence of AnaeroPack™ at 37 ◦C. S. mitis strain 
ATCC 903 was cultured in brain heart infusion broth (Thermo Fisher 

Scientific, San Diego, CA, USA) at 37 ◦C under aerobic conditions. We 
determined the number of colony-forming units (CFUs) using our 
established growth curves. The bacterial concentrations of the mid-log 
phase were 1 × 109 – 1 × 1010 CFU/mL (P. gingivalis), 1 × 1010 – 1 ×
1011 CFU/mL (F. nucleatum), and 1 × 108 – 1 × 109 CFU/mL (S. mitis). 
The concentration of the bacterial suspension was obtained by optical 
density at 600 nm using a UV–visible Spectronic Genesys 10 Bio spec
trophotometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific, San Diego, CA, USA). The 
growth curves were prepared for each species of bacteria, and the 
following experimental methods were established based on these curves. 

2.3. Determination of the MIC and MBC 

The minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) and minimum bacte
ricidal concentration (MBC) for BCBS-11 were determined using a 
microplate dilution assay as described previously (Wang et al., 2015). 
Bacterial cultures of P. gingivalis, F. nucleatum, and S. mitis were 
measured by a spectrophotometer and adjusted to 1 × 107 CFU/mL 
using growth curves (Maezono et al., 2011). Bacteria and BCBS-11 were 
mixed and aliquoted into 96-well round-bottomed plates (Techno Plastic 
Products AG, Trasadingen, Switzerland). The plates were incubated at 
37 ◦C for 5 days (P. gingivalis) and 2 days (F. nucleatum and S. mitis) under 
anaerobic (P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum) or aerobic (S. mitis) conditions. 

2.4. Membrane permeability assay 

P. gingivalis, F. nucleatum, and S. mitis biofilms were formed in a Lab- 
Tek™ Chamber Slide (Nunc, Rochester, NY, USA) at a density of 2 ×

108 CFU/mL to check the membrane permeability assay as previous 
study (Matsugishi et al., 2021). P. gingivalis was incubated with BCBS-11 
or CHX at 25% MBC with each reagent (BCBS-11: 25 µM, CHX: 4.4 µM) 
for 48 h under anaerobic conditions. F. nucleatum was incubated at 
12.5% MBC for 72 h under anaerobic conditions. For S. mitis, 100 µM of 
BCBS-11 or 70 µM of CHX was added to the bacterial suspension and 
incubated for 48 h under aerobic conditions. Biofilm samples were 
stained using the LIVE/DEAD BacLight™ Bacterial Viability Kit (Thermo 
Fisher Scientific, San Diego, CA, USA) according to the manufacturer’s 
instructions. Samples were examined using a BZ-X710 microscope 
(Keyence, Osaka, Japan), and the images were analyzed using the im
aging software ImageJ 1.52k (National Institute of Health, Bethesda, 
MD, USA). 

2.5. Membrane depolarization assay 

The membrane depolarization activity of BCBS-11 was determined 
using intact F. nucleatum or S. mitis cells and a membrane potential- 
sensitive fluorescent probe, 3, 3′-dipropylthiadicarbocyanine iodide 
(DiSC3-(5)) (Sigma-Aldrich, Burlington, USA). Bacterial cells were 
centrifuged at 3000 x g for 20 min and then suspended in 4-(2- 
hydroxyethyl)− 1-piperazineethanesulfonic acid (HEPES) buffer (5 mM 
HEPES (Thermo Fisher Scientific, San Diego, CA, USA), 0.5 M EDTA 
(Sigma-Aldrich, Burlington, USA), and 20 mM Glucose, pH 7.2 (FUJI
FILM Wako Pure Chemical Corporation, Osaka, Japan) with 4 µM DiSC3- 
(5). Bacterial cell suspensions were incubated in a shaking water bath at 
37 ◦C for 45 min under dark conditions to introduce the dye into the 
bacterial membrane. Next, stained cells were rinsed with HEPES buffer 
and the cell concentrations were modified to 2 × 108 CFU/mL as pre
vious study (Matsugishi et al., 2021). BCBS-11 or CHX was introduced to 
the 96-well flat-bottomed black microplate (Thermo Fisher Scientific, 
San Diego, CA, USA) containing the bacterial cell suspension and incu
bated for 5 min. The release of DiSC3-(5) from the bacterial cells was 
monitored by calculating the fluorescence intensity at an excitation 
wavelength of 622 nm and an emission wavelength of 670 nm utilizing a 
GloMax® Discover multimode microplate reader (Promega Japan KK, 
Chiba, Japan). 
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2.6. Biofilm quantification 

We examined three types of biofilm assays in this study: 

2.6.1. Monospecies biofilm formation assay 
To assess the effects of BCBS-11 on the monospecies biofilm forma

tion of P. gingivalis, F. nucleatum, or S. mitis, bacterial cultures were 
diluted to 2 × 108 CFU/mL to produce standardized biofilm of each 
bacterium (Matsugishi et al., 2021; Wang et al., 2015). A total of 100 µL 
of bacterial suspension was transferred into 96-well flat-bottomed plates 
(Techno Plastic Products AG, Trasadingen, Switzerland) with BCBS-11 
at the final concentrations of 0–400 μM and incubated for 48 h 
(P. gingivalis), 72 h (F. nucleatum), or 48 h (S. mitis), and the biofilm was 
quantified. The biofilm quantification was assessed using a crystal violet 
(Chroma-Gesellschaft Co. Ltd., Münster, Germany) staining approach as 
described previously (Onozawa et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2017). The 
same procedures included CHX at final concentrations of 0–280 µM, 
which served as a positive control. Phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) 
served as the control medium. 

2.6.2. Monospecies biofilm eradication assay 
First, the developed biofilm was generated; 2 × 108 bacterial CFU/ 

mL were incubated at 37 ◦C for 24 h (P. gingivalis) or 48 h (F. nucleatum) 
anaerobically or 24 h (S. mitis) aerobically. Then, BCBS-11 was intro
duced to the bacterial suspensions; this was followed by additional 24 h 
incubation to measure the amount of remaining biofilm removed using 
the peptide. 

2.6.3. Multispecies biofilm formation assay 
The inhibition effect of BCBS-11 on biofilm formation was also 

evaluated using the multispecies biofilm model (Kuboniwa et al., 2009; 
Matsugishi et al., 2021). The dual-species biofilm comprised P. gingivalis 
and F. nucleatum. The triple-species biofilm was a complex of 
P. gingivalis, F. nucleatum, and S. mitis. A total of 2 × 108 bacterial 
CFU/mL culture suspensions of bacteria were combined in equal pro
portions and incubated for 48 h to develop biofilms under anaerobic 
conditions. Bacteria were cultivated in brain heart infusion broth sup
plemented with 5 µg/mL of hemin (Sigma-Aldrich, Burlington, USA) 
and 1 µg/mL of menadione (Sigma-Aldrich, Burlington, USA). 

2.7. Cell viability assay 

The effect of BCBS-11 on cell viability was evaluated using the 3-(4, 
5-Dimethylthiazol-2-yl)− 2, 5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide (MTT) 
assay (Sigma, St. Louis, MO, USA). Briefly, the human oral epithelial cell 
line, Ca9–22 cells, were plated into 96-well plates at a concentration of 
1 × 105 cells/well and the plate was incubated overnight. Then, the 
plate was stimulated by introducing 100 µL/well of BCBS-11 (100 µM, 
200 µM, and 400 µM) or CHX (35–280 µM) and the plate was further 
incubated for 24 h. Absorbance was measured using a Molecular Devices 
SpectraMAX ABS Plus (MOLECULAR DEVICES, San Jose, CA, USA) at a 
wavelength of 570 nm. 

2.8. Statistical analysis 

The data are expressed as the means ± standard errors of the mean 
(SEMs). Statistical analyses were conducted with GraphPad Prism 7.0 
graphing and statistical software (GraphPad Software, Inc., San Diego, 
CA, USA). A one-way analysis of variance was conducted. A P value less 
than 0.05 was statistically considered significant. All experiments were 
independently repeated at least twice on separate days. 

3. Results 

3.1. BCBS-11 shows bactericidal activity against P. gingivalis and 
F. nucleatum 

Major antibiofilm reagents exhibit bactericidal or bacteriostatic 
properties (Gorr & Abdolhosseini, 2011). To clarify the mechanism of 
the antibacterial effect of BCBS-11 (Maezono et al., 2011), MIC and MBC 
values were determined (Table 1). The MIC and MBC for BCBS-11 were 
similar against P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum, indicating bactericidal 
activity of BCBS-11. CHX also demonstrated bactericidal activity against 
these two bacteria. The growth curves for P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum 
and the growth inhibition effect of BCBS-11 are shown in Supplementary 
Figure 1. The results identify that BCBS-11, at ½ MIC or 1x MIC, 
significantly inhibited the increase in each bacterium. Moreover, CHX 
exhibited bactericidal action against S. mitis; however, the MIC and MBC 
for BCBS-11 against S. mitis were higher than 400 μM, considering that 
BCBS-11 does not demonstrate significant antimicrobial activity against 
S. mitis. 

3.2. BCBS-11 shows membrane disintegration in both P. gingivalis and 
F. nucleatum 

Major antimicrobial peptides primarily disrupt the integrity of bac
terial membranes (Chung & Khanum, 2017; Leontiadou et al., 2006). To 
determine the extent of membrane permeability, we utilized the propi
dium iodide (PI) stain, which crosses damaged bacterial membranes and 
stains the nucleus (Zhang et al., 2017). As a PBS-incubated control, 
PI-positive cells were not observed (Fig. 1A, E, and I). BCBS-11 induced 
PI influx into P. gingivalis (Fig. 1B) and the CHX effect was greater 
compared with BCBS-11 (Fig. 1C and D). PI-positive bacteria were 
observed in BCBS-11- and CHX-treated F. nucleatum (Fig. 1F, G, and H). 
In contrast, BCBS-11 treatment did not result in PI influx in S. mitis, even 
at 100 µM (Fig. 1J), although CHX demonstrated significant activity at 
70 µM (Fig. 1K and L). These results indicate that BCBS-11 disrupts the 
integrity of bacterial membranes in both P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum. 

3.3. BCBS-11 induces the disruption of bacterial membranes and causes 
depolarization 

Membrane disintegration by positively charged peptides causes the 
collapse of transmembrane electrochemical gradients, resulting in cell 
swelling and osmolysis (Shai, 2002). DiSC3-(5) may be used to monitor 
changes in bacterial membrane potential. Here, we compared 
F. nucleatum, for which BCBS-11 exhibited high membrane permeability, 
and S. mitis, for which no membrane permeability was observed, based 
on PI staining results. BCBS-11 demonstrated significant DiSC3-(5) 
release in F. nucleatum, which was higher compared with CHX (Fig. 2A). 
BCBS-11 caused minimal DiSC3-(5) release of S. mitis, although 70 µM 
CHX exhibited significant release, indicating membrane depolarization 
(Fig. 2B). These results suggest that the antimicrobial action of BCBS-11 
results from membrane disruption and collapse of the membrane elec
trochemical gradient. 

Table 1 
MIC and MBC values of soy peptide BCBS-11 with regard to P. gingivalis, 
F. nucleatum and S. mitis.  

(μM) Porphyromonas 
gingivalis 

Fusobacterium 
nucleatum 

Streptococcus 
mitis 

MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC 

BCBS-11  100  100  50  100 > 400 > 400 
Chlorhexidine  17.5  17.5  35  35 70 70 

MIC, minimum inhibitory concentration; MBC, minimum bactericidal 
concentration. 
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3.4. The soy bean peptide BCBS-11 inhibits the monospecies biofilm 
formation of P. gingivalis or F. nucleatum 

To determine the antibiofilm effects of the soy bean peptide against 
periodontopathic bacteria, we evaluated the effect of BCBS-11 on 
monospecies biofilm formation. This peptide significantly inhibited the 
monospecies biofilm formation of P. gingivalis (Fig. 3A) and F. nucleatum 

(Fig. 3B). The minimum biofilm inhibitory concentration of BCBS-11 
against F. nucleatum (100 μM) was lower compared with P. gingivalis 
(400 μM), considering that BCBS-11 exhibits a stronger antibiofilm ef
fect against F. nucleatum than P. gingivalis. Furthermore, BCBS-11 was 
almost as effective as CHX, a positive control, against F. nucleatum 
(Fig. 3B). BCBS-11 did not inhibit the biofilm formation of S. mitis, a 
Gram-positive bacterium, despite CHX having a significant effect 

Fig. 1. BCBS-11 shows membrane disintegration in both P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum. SYTO 9-positive staining (green) shows live bacteria and PI-positive staining 
(red) shows membrane damage in P. gingivalis (A: control, B: BCBS-11, and C: CHX), F. nucleatum (E: control, F: BCBS-11, and G: CHX), and S. mitis (I: control, J: 
BCBS-11, and K: CHX). Scale bars: 100 µm. The intensity of PI influx was quantified and normalized to SYTO 9-positive intensity (D: P. gingivalis, H: F. nucleatum and 
L: S. mitis; n = 3). The results are presented as the means ± standard errors of the mean (SEMs). * P < 0.05 or * * P < 0.01 versus control or as indicated according to 
analysis of variance. 
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(Fig. 3C). 

3.5. BCBS-11 reduces the amount of the monospecies established biofilm 
of F. nucleatum 

Next, we investigated the eradicating effect toward established bio
films. BCBS-11 did not eradicate the established biofilm of P. gingivalis 
(Fig. 4A). The amount of F. nucleatum biofilm was reduced significantly 
using BCBS-11 at 400 μM, although neither BCBS-11 nor CHX 
completely eradicated the mature biofilm (Fig. 4B). BCBS-11 did not 
reduce the mature biofilm of S. mitis (Fig. 4C). 

3.6. BCBS-11 inhibits the dual-species biofilm formation of P. gingivalis 
and F. nucleatum 

We examined the effect of BCBS-11 on dual- and triple-species bio
film formation. BCBS-11 peptide also inhibited the dual-species biofilm 
formation of P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum (Fig. 5A), whereas it does not 
inhibit the triple-species biofilm formation (P. gingivalis, F. nucleatum, 
and S. mitis) at 400 µM (Fig. 5B). CHX demonstrated effective inhibitory 
effects on dual- (Fig. 5A) and triple-species (Fig. 5B) biofilm formation. 

3.7. BCBS-11 do not show any cytotoxic effect on human oral epithelial 
cells 

Low off-target toxicity is important for clinical applications. There
fore, the cytotoxicity of the BCBS-11 peptide was measured using an 
MTT assay. BCBS-11 did not demonstrate any cytotoxicity at the 
maximum concentration examined (i.e., 400 µM), although CHX 
exhibited toxicity toward Ca9–22 at 70 µM (Fig. 6). Thus, BCBS-11 

demonstrated lower cytotoxicity compared with CHX. 

4. Discussion 

In the present study, we demonstrated that soybean-derived BCBS-11 
peptide exhibits the growth inhibition (Supplementary Figure 1) and 
bactericidal antibacterial activity against P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum 
(Table 1). Moreover, the peptide inhibits monospecies and dual-species 
biofilm formation (Figs. 3 and 5). P. gingivalis is the most common 
periodontopathogenic bacterium, which occurs in deep periodontal 
pockets (Noiri et al., 2004). F. nucleatum plays an important role in 
biofilm formation by bridging bacteria during biofilm maturation 
(Kolenbrander & London, 1993). In a previous report, we demonstrated 
that the antimicrobial control of F. nucleatum was extremely crucial in 
inhibiting the formation of complex biofilms for multiple bacteria 
(Matsugishi et al., 2021). Therefore, BCBS-11 may be an effective agent 
for the prevention and control of periodontal disease. 

Several peptides have strong physiological influences and are rela
tively easy to synthesize, but few have been successfully utilized as 
pharmaceuticals. One factor is that peptides are chemically unstable and 
quickly broken down by digestive enzymes in the gastrointestinal tract 
(Yao et al., 2018). The heat-treated BCBS-11 retained their antimicrobial 
activity (Supplementary Table 3), but further studies are needed on the 
method of administration because the peptides may be degraded or 
denatured by various factors, such as pH and enzymes in saliva. 

The results shown in Figs. 1 and 2 indicate that the bactericidal effect 
of BCBS-11 results from membrane disruption of P. gingivalis and 
F. nucleatum, resulting in increased membrane permeability and depo
larization. BCBS-11 causes the release of DiSC3-(5) in P. gingivalis in a 
concentration-dependent manner (Taniguchi et al., 2017), which is 

Fig. 2. BCBS-11 induces disruption of the bacterial membrane and depolarization. The effects of BCBS-11 or CHX on membrane depolarization of F. nucleatum (A) or 
S. mitis　(B). The rate of fluorescence intensity was quantified and 0 μM is shown as 1.0 (n = 4). The results are represented as the means ± standard errors of the 
mean (SEMs). * P < 0.05 or ** P < 0.01 versus 0 μM or as indicated according to analysis of variance. 
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consistent with the PI staining, MIC, and MBC results of this present 
study. Since BCBS-11 contains several hydrophobic amino acids and is 
amphiphilic, the “carpet” mechanism is one potential mechanism of 
membrane disruption (Jarva et al., 2018; Shai, 2002). This term is used 
describing the mechanism of other antimicrobial peptides, such as der
maseptin natural analogs (La Rocca et al., 1999; Strahilevitz et al., 
1994), the human antimicrobial peptide, LL-37 (Oren et al., 1999), and 
melittin in anionic lipids (Ladokhin & White, 2001). These peptides bind 
to the surface of the membrane with their hydrophobic surfaces facing 
the membrane and their hydrophilic surfaces facing the solvent. A 
threshold concentration of peptide leads to transient pores and mem
brane disintegration. 

The antimicrobial mechanism of BCBS-11 requires further study. In 
general, net charge, hydrophobicity, amphipathicity, and structural 
features are crucial for peptides to demonstrate antimicrobial activity 

(Bhattacharjya & Ramamoorthy, 2009). In particular, the positive 
charge of the peptide is crucial for its interaction with 
negatively-charged membrane phospholipids. Glycinin-17 (Taniguchi 
et al., 2017) as a control peptide, is also a charged cationic, more so than 
BCBS-11 (Supplementary Table 2A), but it did not show any antimi
crobial effects against P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum (Supplementary 
Table 2B). An increase in the total amount of positive charge often in
creases the affinity for microbial membranes and enhances antimicro
bial activity; however, there may be a threshold for this effect (Dong 
et al., 2012). Furthermore, the most antimicrobial activity of peptides 
have α-helix or β-sheet contents (Nguyen et al., 2011; Zasloff, 2002). 
BCBS-11 contains α-helix and β-sheet, whereas Glycinin-17 does not 
contain these structures (Supplementary Tables 1 and 2A), suggesting 
that the difference in the secondary structure of these peptides in
fluences the intensity of their antibacterial activity. Moreover, the 

Fig. 3. The soy bean peptide BCBS-11 inhibits monospecies biofilm formation of P. gingivalis or F. nucleatum. The effects of BCBS-11 on monospecies biofilm for
mation of P. gingivalis (A), F. nucleatum (B), or S. mitis (C). After incubation with each reagent, the amount of remaining biofilm was evaluated with crystal violet stain 
(n = 4). The results are presented as the means ± standard errors of the mean (SEMs). ** P < 0.01, versus 0 μM or as indicated according to an analysis of variance. 
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combination of these factors may function specifically for bacteria, but 
more comparisons of bacteria and peptides are required. 

Bacteria-specific antimicrobial activity is desirable, especially to 
enhance antimicrobial resistance, which is currently prevalent world
wide. In this present study, we utilized the Gram-positive bacterium, 
S. mitis, a harmless oral commensal, as a contrast to periodontopatho
genic bacteria. BCBS-11 demonstrated strong antibacterial activity 
against the Gram-negative bacteria, P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum; 
however, BCBS-11 did not show any antibacterial activity against S. mitis 
or any inhibition of biofilm formation (Table 1, Fig. 3C). The putative 
mechanism of action of the peptide against the bacteria is presented in  
Fig. 7. In general, the antimicrobial activity of membrane-targeted 
antimicrobial peptides is influenced by the structure and lipid compo
sition of the bacterial membrane (Deleu et al., 2013). The outer mem
brane of Gram-negative bacteria comprises a barrier that maintains cell 

structure and contains lipopolysaccharides, which are targets for anti
microbial peptides because of their electrostatic interactions with hy
drophobic moments (Schmidtchen et al., 2014; Torres et al., 2018; 
Ulmschneider et al., 2014; Yin et al., 2012). Conversely, Gram-positive 
bacteria have a cell wall that contains a thick peptidoglycan layer and a 
strong negatively-charged teichoic acid on the cell wall surface. In this 
study, compared with CHX, which also showed strong antibacterial ac
tivity against S. mitis, the antibacterial activity of BCBS-11 was limited. 
Its low impact on indigenous bacteria may be an advantage of BCBS-11; 
however, further studies are needed to elucidate the bacterial specificity 
of this peptide. 

We conducted an experiment using multispecies biofilms to investi
gate a bacterial flora potentially close to the diversity of the oral cavity. 
The comparison of the results for dual- and triple-species biofilms 
demonstrated that BCBS-11 failed to inhibit the formation of triple- 

Fig. 4. BCBS-11 reduces the amount of established biofilm of F. nucleatum. The effects of BCBS-11 on the established biofilm of P. gingivalis (A), F. nucleatum (B), or 
S. mitis (C). The reagents were added after the biofilms were established. The remaining amount of biofilm was evaluated with crystal violet stain (n = 4). The results 
are presented as the means ± standard errors of the mean (SEMs). *P < 0.05 or ** P < 0.01 versus 0 μM or as indicated according to analysis of variance. 
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species biofilms because of its weak antimicrobial activity against 
S. mitis (Fig. 5B). Therefore, it is insufficient to inhibit only Gram- 
negative bacteria such as P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum to inhibit bio
film formation, and it is essential to show antibacterial activity against 
Gram-positive bacteria, which are considered to be the initial colonizers 
of biofilms. 

Although BCBS-11 did not entirely remove the established biofilm 
for any bacteria (Fig. 4), it significantly reduced the amount of biofilm 
for F. nucleatum. In general, antimicrobial peptides with strong cationic 
properties adhere to the biofilm surface with electrostatic force 

(Rzhepishevska et al., 2013). BCBS-11 also exhibits strong cationic 
properties (Supplementary Table 1), so it may adhere to the biofilm 
surface and exhibit antimicrobial activity against surface bacteria. To 
eradicate the established biofilm, it is ideal that the peptides are able to 
penetrate into the biofilm. 

Comparing the effects of BCBS-11 and CHX, CHX was demonstrated 
to have more effective antibacterial activity against Gram-positive and 
Gram-negative bacteria (Table 1). Moreover, CHX demonstrated strong 
activity in terms of the inhibition of biofilm formation and removal of 
established biofilm (Figs. 3, 4 and 5). It may be difficult for BCBS-11 to 
surpass CHX in terms of efficacy in the biofilm control. However, the 
clinical use of selective antibacterial agents for treating periodontal 
diseases may be advantageous to prevent the increase in antimicrobial- 
resistant bacteria because membrane-acting antimicrobial peptides are 
generally less likely to induce resistance in bacteria compared with other 
existing antibiotics that target bacterial metabolism (Rodriguez-Rojas 
et al., 2018; Zasloff, 2002). 

Another advantage of BCBS-11 may be that it is less cytotoxic than 
CHX (Fig. 6). The less pronounced effect of this antimicrobial peptide on 
host cells may be due to a difference of the electrostatic charge of the 
bacterial and host cell membranes. The cationic peptide BCBS-11 binds 
strongly to the negatively-charged membrane of bacteria with acidic 
phospholipids by electrostatic interaction. In contrast, the host 
mammalian cell membrane is generally rich in neutral phospholipids 
and charge-neutral (Op den Kamp, 1979), thus considering that the 
binding of the peptide is weak. 

The primary limitations of this study is that it was conducted using a 
biofilm model in vitro, thus the efficacy of the peptide as an orally 
administered drug must be valid by additional experiments including in 
vivo experiments before future clinical studies. Second, the stability of 

Fig. 5. BCBS-11 inhibits dual-species biofilm formation of P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum. The effects on dual-species (A) and triple-species (B) biofilm formation. The 
amount of biofilm was calculated with crystal violet stain (n = 4) after incubation with BCBS-11 or CHX. The results are presented as the means ± standard errors of 
the mean (SEMs). ** P < 0.01, versus 0 μM or as indicated according to an analysis of variance. 

Fig. 6. BCBS-11 does not exhibit any cytotoxicity on human oral epithelial 
cells. The effect of BCBS-11 on cell viability was evaluated using an MTT assay. 
BCBS-11 or CHX was added to each well and incubated for 24 h. Absorbance 
was measured at a wavelength of 570 nm (n = 4). The results are presented as 
the means ± standard errors of the mean (SEMs). * * P < 0.01 for control ac
cording to analysis of variance. 
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the peptides in saliva and gingival sulcus fluid should be valid, and 
adiministration methods and dosage forms should be considered. Third, 
the effects of BCBS-11 peptide on EPS and quorum sensing other than its 
antimicrobial activity against biofilms are unknown and are the subject 
of future research. Finally, it has not yet been evaluated the risk that this 
peptide may influence the organism and its pathology by disrupting the 
diversity of natural biofilms and their ecological balance in oral cavity. 
The identification of peptides with antimicrobial activity against peri
odontal pathogens may permit personalized treatment of biofilm-related 
diseases and provide alternatives to existing antibiotics. 

5. Conclusion 

BCBS-11 inhibited biofilm formation of P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum, 
and bactericidal activity resulted from membrane disruption. 

Ethics 

No animal and human samples were used in this study, thus there is 
no IRB statement to show. 

CRediT authorship contribution statement 

Hnin Yu Lwin: Validation, Formal analysis, Investigation, Data 
curation, Writing – original draft, Writing – review & editing, Visuali
zation. Yukari Aoki-Nonaka: Conceptualization, Methodology, Re
sources, Writing – original draft, Writing – review & editing, 
Visualization, Supervision, Project administration, Funding acquisition. 
Aoi Matsugishi: Writing – review & editing, Validation, Investigation. 
Naoki Takahashi: Writing – review & editing, Formal analysis, Visu
alization. Takumi Hiyoshi: Writing – review & editing, Formal analysis, 
Visualization. Koichi Tabeta: Conceptualization, Resources, Writing – 
review & editing, Supervision, Project administration, Funding 
acquisition. 

Declaration of Competing Interest 

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial 
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence 

the work reported in this paper. 

Acknowledgments 

This work was supported by the Japan Society for the Promotion of 
Science (JSPS; Tokyo, Japan) KAKENHI, Grant Numbers JP18K17043 to 
Y.A-N., and JP19H03829 to K.T, and the Futokukai Foundation (Tokyo, 
Japan). The authors would like to thank Enago (www.enago.jp) for 
English language review.  

Appendix A. Supporting information 

Supplementary data associated with this article can be found in the 
online version at doi:10.1016/j.archoralbio.2022.105497. 

References 

Abe, K., Nomura, N., & Suzuki, S. (2020). Biofilms: Hot spots of horizontal gene transfer 
(HGT) in aquatic environments, with a focus on a new HGT mechanism. FEMS 
Microbiology Ecology, 96(5). https://doi.org/10.1093/femsec/fiaa031 

Alm, R. A., & Lahiri, S. D. (2020). Narrow-spectrum antibacterial agents-benefits and 
challenges. Antibiotics, 9(7). https://doi.org/10.3390/antibiotics9070418 

Ardila, C. M., Granada, M. I., & Guzman, I. C. (2010). Antibiotic resistance of subgingival 
species in chronic periodontitis patients. Journal of Periodontal Research, 45(4), 
557–563. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0765.2010.01274.x 

Bhattacharjya, S., & Ramamoorthy, A. (2009). Multifunctional host defense peptides: 
Functional and mechanistic insights from NMR structures of potent antimicrobial 
peptides. FEBS Journal, 276(22), 6465–6473. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1742- 
4658.2009.07357.x 

Caton, J. G., Armitage, G., Berglundh, T., Chapple, I. L. C., Jepsen, S., Kornman, K. S., & 
Tonetti, M. S. (2018). A new classification scheme for periodontal and peri-implant 
diseases and conditions - introduction and key changes from the 1999 classification. 
Journal of Periodontology, 89(1), S1–S8. https://doi.org/10.1002/JPER.18-0157 

Chen, C. H., & Lu, T. K. (2020). Development and challenges of antimicrobial peptides for 
therapeutic applications. Antibiotics, 9(1). https://doi.org/10.3390/ 
antibiotics9010024 

Chung, P. Y., & Khanum, R. (2017). Antimicrobial peptides as potential anti-biofilm 
agents against multidrug-resistant bacteria. Journal of Microbiology Immunology and 
Infection, 50(4), 405–410. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmii.2016.12.005 

Deleu, M., Lorent, J., Lins, L., Brasseur, R., Braun, N., El Kirat, K., & Mingeot- 
Leclercq, M. P. (2013). Effects of surfactin on membrane models displaying lipid 
phase separation. Biochimica Biophysics Acta. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
bbamem.2012.11.007 

Dong, N., Ma, Q. Q., Shan, A. S., Lv, Y. F., Hu, W., Gu, Y., & Li, Y. Z. (2012). Novel design 
of short antimicrobial peptides derived from the bactericidal domain of avian beta- 

Fig. 7. The mechanism of peptide activity against the bacteria used in this study. Gram-negative bacteria generally have a thin membrane structure. Their surfaces 
are negatively-charged and BCBS-11 interacts with them electrostatically. Gram-positive bacteria have a cell wall that contains a thick peptidoglycan layer, indicating 
that the peptides do not have a membrane-disrupting effect. 

H.Y. Lwin et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.archoralbio.2022.105497
https://doi.org/10.1093/femsec/fiaa031
https://doi.org/10.3390/antibiotics9070418
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0765.2010.01274.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1742-4658.2009.07357.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1742-4658.2009.07357.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/JPER.18-0157
https://doi.org/10.3390/antibiotics9010024
https://doi.org/10.3390/antibiotics9010024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmii.2016.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamem.2012.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamem.2012.11.007


Archives of Oral Biology 142 (2022) 105497

10

defensin-4. Protein and Peptide Letters, 19(11), 1212–1219. https://doi.org/10.2174/ 
092986612803217006 

Fernandez de Caleya, R., Gonzalez-Pascual, B., Garcia-Olmedo, F., & Carbonero, P. 
(1972). Susceptibility of phytopathogenic bacteria to wheat purothionins in vitro. 
Applied Microbiology, 23(5), 998–1000. https://doi.org/10.1128/am.23.5.998- 
1000.1972 

Gorr, S.-U., & Abdolhosseini, M. (2011). Antimicrobial peptides and periodontal disease. 
Journal of Clinical Periodontology, 38(11), 126–141. 

Hoiby, N., Ciofu, O., Johansen, H. K., Song, Z. J., Moser, C., Jensen, P. O., & 
Bjarnsholt, T. (2011). The clinical impact of bacterial biofilms. International Journal 
of Oral Science. https://doi.org/10.4248/IJOS11026 

Jarva, M., Lay, F. T., Phan, T. K., Humble, C., Poon, I. K. H., Bleackley, M. R., & 
Kvansakul, M. (2018). X-ray structure of a carpet-like antimicrobial defensin- 
phospholipid membrane disruption complex. Nature Communication. https://doi. 
org/10.1038/s41467-018-04434-y 

Kolenbrander, P. E., & London, J. (1993). Adhere today, here tomorrow: Oral bacterial 
adherence. Journal of Bacteriology, 175(11), 3247–3252. 〈https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih. 
gov/pubmed/8501028〉. 

Kuboniwa, M., Hendrickson, E. L., Xia, Q., Wang, T., Xie, H., Hackett, M., & Lamont, R. J. 
(2009). Proteomics of Porphyromonas gingivalis within a model oral microbial 
community. BMC Microbiology, 9, 98. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-9-98 

La Rocca, P., Biggin, P. C., Tieleman, D. P., & Sansom, M. S. (1999). Simulation studies of 
the interaction of antimicrobial peptides and lipid bilayers. Biochimica Biophysics 
Acta, 1462(1–2), 185–200. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0005-2736(99)00206-0 

Ladokhin, A. S., & White, S. H. (2001). “Detergent-like” permeabilization of anionic lipid 
vesicles by melittin. Biochimica Biophysica Acta, 1514(2), 253–260. https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/s0005-2736(01)00382-0 

Lei, J., Sun, L. C., Huang, S. Y., Zhu, C. H., Li, P., He, J., & He, Q. Y. (2019). The 
antimicrobial peptides and their potential clinical applications. American Journal of 
Translational Research, 11(7), 3919–3931. <Go to ISI>://WOS:000477873300001. 

Leontiadou, H., Mark, A. E., & Marrink, S. J. (2006). Antimicrobial peptides in action. 
Journal of the American Chemical Society, 128(37), 12156–12161. https://doi.org/ 
10.1021/ja062927q 

Li, J., Hu, S., Jian, W., Xie, C., & Yang, X. (2021). Plant antimicrobial peptides: 
Structures, functions, and applications. Botanical Studies, 62(1), 5. https://doi.org/ 
10.1186/s40529-021-00312-x 

Mackay, J. A., & Chilkoti, A. (2008). Temperature sensitive peptides: engineering 
hyperthermia-directed therapeutics. International Journal of Hyperthermia, 24(6), 
483–495. https://doi.org/10.1080/02656730802149570 

Maezono, H., Noiri, Y., Asahi, Y., Yamaguchi, M., Yamamoto, R., Izutani, N., & Ebisu, S. 
(2011). Antibiofilm effects of azithromycin and erythromycin on Porphyromonas 
gingivalis. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.05169-11 

Matsugishi, A., Aoki-Nonaka, Y., Yokoji-Takeuchi, M., Yamada-Hara, M., Mikami, Y., 
Hayatsu, M., & Tabeta, K. (2021). Rice peptide with amino acid substitution inhibits 
biofilm formation by Porphyromonas gingivalis and Fusobacterium nucleatum. 
Archives of Oral Biology, 121, Article 104956. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
archoralbio.2020.104956 

Moravej, H., Moravej, Z., Yazdanparast, M., Heiat, M., Mirhosseini, A., Moosazadeh 
Moghaddam, M., & Mirnejad, R. (2018). Antimicrobial peptides: features, action, 
and their resistance mechanisms in bacteria. Microbial Drug Resistance, 24(6), 
747–767. https://doi.org/10.1089/mdr.2017.0392 

Mosca, A., Miragliotta, L., Iodice, M. A., Abbinante, A., & Miragliotta, G. (2007). 
Antimicrobial profiles of Prevotella spp. and Fusobacterium nucleatum isolated from 
periodontal infections in a selected area of southern Italy. International Journal of 
Antimicrobial Agents, 30(6), 521–524. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
ijantimicag.2007.07.022 

Nguyen, L. T., Haney, E. F., & Vogel, H. J. (2011). The expanding scope of antimicrobial 
peptide structures and their modes of action. Trends in Biotechnology, 29(9), 
464–472. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2011.05.001 

Noiri, Y., Li, L., Yoshimura, F., & Ebisu, S. (2004). Localization of Porphyromonas 
gingivalis-carrying fimbriae in situ in human periodontal pockets. Journal of Dental 
Research, 83(12), 941–945. https://doi.org/10.1177/154405910408301210 

Olsen, I., Tribble, G. D., Fiehn, N. E., & Wang, B. Y. (2013). Bacterial sex in dental plaque. 
Journal of Oral Microbiology, 5. https://doi.org/10.3402/jom.v5i0.20736 

Olson, M. E., Ceri, H., Morck, D. W., Buret, A. G., & Read, R. R. (2002). Biofilm bacteria: 
Formation and comparative susceptibility to antibiotics. Canadian Journal of 
Veterinary Research, 66(2), 86–92. 〈https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11 
989739〉. 

Onozawa, S., Kikuchi, Y., Shibayama, K., Kokubu, E., Nakayama, M., Inoue, T., & 
Hasegawa, H. (2015). Role of extracytoplasmic function sigma factors in biofilm 
formation of Porphyromonas gingivalis. BMC Oral Health, 15, 4. https://doi.org/ 
10.1186/1472-6831-15-4 

Op den Kamp, J. A. (1979). Lipid asymmetry in membranes. Annual Review of Plant 
Biology, 48, 47–71. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.bi.48.070179.000403 

Oren, Z., Lerman, J. C., Gudmundsson, G. H., Agerberth, B., & Shai, Y. (1999). Structure 
and organization of the human antimicrobial peptide LL-37 in phospholipid 
membranes: Relevance to the molecular basis for its non-cell-selective activity. 
Biochemical Journal, 341(3), 501–513. 〈https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1 
0417311〉. 

Roberts, A. P., & Kreth, J. (2014). The impact of horizontal gene transfer on the adaptive 
ability of the human oral microbiome. Frontiers in Cellular and Infection Microbiology, 
4, 124. https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2014.00124  

Rodriguez-Rojas, A., Moreno-Morales, J., Mason, A. J., & Rolff, J. (2018). Cationic 
antimicrobial peptides do not change recombination frequency in Escherichia coli. 
Biology Letters, 14(3). https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2018.0006 

Rzhepishevska, O., Hakobyan, S., Ruhal, R., Gautrot, J., Barbero, D., & Ramstedt, M. 
(2013). The surface charge of anti-bacterial coatings alters motility and biofilm 
architecture. Biomaterials Science, 1(6), 589–602. https://doi.org/10.1039/ 
c3bm00197k 

Schmidtchen, A., Pasupuleti, M., & Malmsten, M. (2014). Effect of hydrophobic 
modifications in antimicrobial peptides. Advanced Colloid Interface Science, 205, 
265–274. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2013.06.009 

Shai, Y. (2002). Mode of action of membrane active antimicrobial peptides. Biopolymers, 
66(4), 236–248. https://doi.org/10.1002/bip.10260 

Strahilevitz, J., Mor, A., Nicolas, P., & Shai, Y. (1994). Spectrum of antimicrobial activity 
and assembly of dermaseptin-b and its precursor form in phospholipid membranes. 
Biochemistry, 33(36), 10951–10960. https://doi.org/10.1021/bi00202a014 

Taniguchi, M., Saito, K., Nomoto, T., Namae, T., Ochiai, A., Saitoh, E., & Tanaka, T. 
(2017). Identification and characterization of multifunctional cationic and 
amphipathic peptides from soybean proteins. Biopolymers, 108(4). https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/bip.23023 

Torres, M. D. T., Pedron, C. N., Higashikuni, Y., Kramer, R. M., Cardoso, M. H., 
Oshiro, K. G. N., & de la Fuente-Nunez, C. (2018). Structure-function-guided 
exploration of the antimicrobial peptide polybia-CP identifies activity determinants 
and generates synthetic therapeutic candidates. Communications Biology, 1(1), 221. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-018-0224-2 

Ulmschneider, M. B., Ulmschneider, J. P., Schiller, N., Wallace, B. A., von Heijne, G., & 
White, S. H. (2014). Spontaneous transmembrane helix insertion thermodynamically 
mimics translocon-guided insertion. Nature Communications, 5, 4863. https://doi. 
org/10.1038/ncomms5863 

van Winkelhoff, A. J., Herrera, D., Oteo, A., & Sanz, M. (2005). Antimicrobial profiles of 
periodontal pathogens isolated from periodontitis patients in The Netherlands and 
Spain. Journal of Clinical Periodontology, 32(8), 893–898. https://doi.org/10.1111/ 
j.1600-051X.2005.00782.x 

Walkenhorst, W. F., Klein, J. W., Vo, P., & Wimley, W. C. (2013). pH Dependence of 
microbe sterilization by cationic antimicrobial peptides. Antimicrobial Agents and 
Chemotherapy, 57(7), 3312–3320. https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00063-13 

Wang, H. Y., Cheng, J. W., Yu, H. Y., Lin, L., Chih, Y. H., & Pan, Y. P. (2015). Efficacy of a 
novel antimicrobial peptide against periodontal pathogens in both planktonic and 
polymicrobial biofilm states. Acta Biomaterialia, 25, 150–161. https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.actbio.2015.07.031 

Willyard, C. (2017). The drug-resistant bacteria that pose the greatest health threats. 
Nature, 543(7643), 15. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature.2017.21550  

Yao, J. F., Yang, H., Zhao, Y. Z., & Xue, M. (2018). Metabolism of peptide drugs and 
strategies to improve their metabolic stability. Current Drug Metabolism, 19(11), 
892–901. https://doi.org/10.2174/1389200219666180628171531 

Yin, L. M., Edwards, M. A., Li, J., Yip, C. M., & Deber, C. M. (2012). Roles of 
hydrophobicity and charge distribution of cationic antimicrobial peptides in peptide- 
membrane interactions. Journal of Biological Chemistry, 287(10), 7738–7745. 
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M111.303602 

Zasloff, M. (2002). Antimicrobial peptides of multicellular organisms. Nature, 415(6870), 
389–395. https://doi.org/10.1038/415389a 

Zhang, Y., Wang, Y., Zhu, X., Cao, P., Wei, S., & Lu, Y. (2017). Antibacterial and 
antibiofilm activities of eugenol from essential oil of Syzygium aromaticum (L.) 
Merr. & L. M. Perry (clove) leaf against periodontal pathogen Porphyromonas 
gingivalis. Microbial Pathogenesis, 113, 396–402. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
micpath.2017.10.054 

H.Y. Lwin et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 

https://doi.org/10.2174/092986612803217006
https://doi.org/10.2174/092986612803217006
https://doi.org/10.1128/am.23.5.998-1000.1972
https://doi.org/10.1128/am.23.5.998-1000.1972
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0003-9969(22)00154-6/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0003-9969(22)00154-6/sbref11
https://doi.org/10.4248/IJOS11026
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-04434-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-04434-y
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8501028
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8501028
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-9-98
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0005-2736(99)00206-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0005-2736(01)00382-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0005-2736(01)00382-0
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0003-9969(22)00154-6/sbref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0003-9969(22)00154-6/sbref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0003-9969(22)00154-6/sbref18
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja062927q
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja062927q
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40529-021-00312-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40529-021-00312-x
https://doi.org/10.1080/02656730802149570
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.05169-11
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.archoralbio.2020.104956
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.archoralbio.2020.104956
https://doi.org/10.1089/mdr.2017.0392
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijantimicag.2007.07.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijantimicag.2007.07.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2011.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/154405910408301210
https://doi.org/10.3402/jom.v5i0.20736
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11989739
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11989739
https://doi.org/10.1186/1472-6831-15-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/1472-6831-15-4
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.bi.48.070179.000403
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10417311
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10417311
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2014.00124
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2018.0006
https://doi.org/10.1039/c3bm00197k
https://doi.org/10.1039/c3bm00197k
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2013.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1002/bip.10260
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi00202a014
https://doi.org/10.1002/bip.23023
https://doi.org/10.1002/bip.23023
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-018-0224-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5863
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5863
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-051X.2005.00782.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-051X.2005.00782.x
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00063-13
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2015.07.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2015.07.031
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature.2017.21550
https://doi.org/10.2174/1389200219666180628171531
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M111.303602
https://doi.org/10.1038/415389a
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2017.10.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2017.10.054


Supplementary Table 1. Properties of peptide BCBS-11. 

Peptide Sequence Molecular Weight (g/mol) pI (-) MHa Net Chargeb α-helix 

Contentc 

(%) 

β-sheet 

Contentc 

(%) 

β-turn 

Contentc 

(%) 
Measured Calculated 

BCBS-11 RIRLLQRFNKR 1499.81 1499.85 13 −1.27 +5 27.27 36.36 36.36 

 

aThe mean hydrophobicity (MH) value of the peptide was calculated using the Kyte and Doolittle scale. 

bThe net charge of the peptide was calculated using the Peptide Property Calculator (https://pepcalc.com). 

 cThe peptide secondary structure prediction, α-helix, β-sheet, and β-turn contents, were estimated using the GOR1 method, available at the 

Network Protein Sequence @nalysis (NPS@) (https://npsa-prabi.ibcp.fr). 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Supplementary Table 2. 

(A) Properties of peptide Glycinin-17. 

Peptide Sequence Molecular Weight 

(g/mol) 

pI 

(-) 
MHa Net 

Chargeb 

α-helix 

Contentc 

(%) 

β-sheet 

Contentc 

(%) 

β-turn 

Contentc 

(%) Measured Calculated 

Glycinin-17 RKSREWRSKKTQPRRPR 2252.59 2253.07 12.8 −3.06 +8 0 0 58.82 

 

aThe mean hydrophobicity (MH) value of the peptide was calculated using the Kyte and Doolittle scale. 

bThe net charge of the peptide was calculated using the Peptide Property Calculator (https://pepcalc.com). 

 cThe peptide secondary structure prediction, α-helix, β-sheet, and β-turn contents, were estimated using the GOR1 method, available at the 

Network Protein Sequence @nalysis (NPS@) (https://npsa-prabi.ibcp.fr). 

 

 

 

 

 



(B) MIC and MBC values of soybean peptide Glycinin-17 with regard to P. gingivalis and F. nucleatum. 

(μM) P. gingivalis F. nucleatum 

MIC MBC MIC MBC 

Glycinin-17 >400 >400 >400 >400 

 

MIC, minimum inhibitory concentration; MBC, minimum bactericidal concentration 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Supplementary Table 3. MIC and MBC values of soybean peptide BCBS-11 (heat-treated) with regard to F. nucleatum. 

(μM) 
Heat-treated  

BCBS-11 

Untreated  

BCBS-11 

MIC MBC MIC MBC 

F. nucleatum 50 100 50 100 

 

MIC, minimum inhibitory concentration; MBC, minimum bactericidal concentration 

Supplementary Table 3. The thermostability was measured by the determination of the antimicrobial activity of the peptide after incubation for 

10 minutes at 100°C. Compared with untreated BCBS-11, the results showed that BCBS-11 retained bactericidal activity even after heating at 

high temperature. It was suggested that soybean peptide BCBS-11 has high thermal stability. 

Materials and method. Soybean peptide BCBS-11 was heated at 100°C for 10 minutes, and as a control, an untreated BCBS-11 that was kept at 

room temperature was used. After BCBS-11 was heated, MIC was determined using 96-well round-bottomed plates (Techno Plastic Products 

AG, Trasadingen, Switzerland). F. nucleatum was used as a test strain. Bacterial cultures of F. nucleatum, was diluted to 1 × 107 CFU/mL. Equal 

volumes of the diluted bacterial cultures, and BCBS-11 (both heated and untreated types) were mixed and aliquoted into plates. The plates were 

incubated at 37°C for 2 days under anaerobic conditions. 
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