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Resistance development in Escherichia coli to delafloxacin at pHs 
6.0 and 7.3 compared to ciprofloxacin
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ABSTRACT Understanding the resistance mechanisms of antibiotics in the micro-envi­
ronment of the infection is important to assess their clinical applicability and potentially 
prevent resistance development. We compared the laboratory resistance evolution of 
Escherichia coli to delafloxacin (DLX) compared to ciprofloxacin (CIP), the co-resistance 
evolution, and underlying resistance mechanisms at different pHs. Three clones from 
each of the eight clinical E. coli isolates were subjected to subinhibitory concentrations of 
DLX or CIP in parallel at either pH 7.3 or 6.0. Minimum inhibitory concentrations (MICs) 
were regularly tested (at respective pHs), and the antibiotic concentration was adjusted 
accordingly. After 30 passages, MICs were determined in the presence of the efflux 
pump inhibitor phenylalanine-arginine-β-naphthylamide. Whole genome sequencing 
of the parental isolates and their resistant derivatives (n = 54) was performed. Com­
plementation assays were carried out for selected mutations. Quantitative PCR and 
efflux experiments were carried out for selected derivatives. For DLX-challenged strains, 
resistance to DLX evolved much slower in acidic than in neutral pH, whereas for 
CIP-challenged strains, the opposite was the case. Mutations in the quinolone resistance-
determining region were mainly seen in CIP-challenged E. coli, whereas a multifactorial 
mechanism including mutations in efflux-related genes played a role in DLX resistance 
evolution (predominantly at pH 6.0). This work provides novel insights into the resistance 
mechanisms of E. coli to delafloxacin and highlights the importance of understanding 
micro-environmental conditions at the infection site that might affect the true clini­
cal efficacy of antibiotics and challenges our current antibiotic susceptibility-testing 
paradigm.
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D elafloxacin (DLX), a novel dual-targeting nonzwitterionic fluoroquinolone, has 
received approval by the US Food and Drug Administration (FDA), the European 

Medicines Agency (EMA), and Swissmedic for the treatment of acute bacterial skin and 
skin structure infections and community-acquired bacterial pneumonia in adults (FDA 
and EMA), caused by designated susceptible bacteria. DLX has excellent activity against 
Gram-positive organisms and anaerobes and similar minimum inhibitory concentrations 
(MICs) to those of ciprofloxacin (CIP) against Gram-negative bacteria, with MIC90 of 0.06, 
0.5, and 0.25 mg/L for Escherichia coli, Klebsiella pneumoniae, and Enterobacter spp., 
respectively (1). It has anionic character at neutral pH (~7–7.4) and is mainly found in 
uncharged form at slightly acidic pH, which differs from other fluoroquinolones (e.g., 
CIP, levofloxacin, moxifloxacin) that are present as cations at acidic pH and mainly 
zwitterions at higher values, and for which activities decrease (higher MICs) in acidic 
environments (2–4). This feature may explain the highly improved potency of DLX 
in acidic environments, as the nonionized form is considered more diffusible through 
biological membranes (5).
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Standard in vitro antibiotic susceptibility testing conditions do not always reflect the 
micro-environmental conditions of the infection site. Urines of patients with suspected E. 
coli or K. pneumoniae urinary tract infections exhibit pH 6.5 or less (6); the same applies 
for biofilms, including those involving E. coli, where pH ranges between 3.5 and 6.0 have 
been documented (7–10); the pH of purulent abscess fluids ranges from 5.5 to 7.2 (11, 
12). There is only very little literature available on the range of pH in intraabdominal 
abscesses, which has been documented to be 5.9–7.2 (13), 6.75 in median (12), and 
5.5–6.8 (14).

Data on the effectiveness of DLX in Gram-negative pathogens, including E. coli, as 
well as their resistance mechanisms against DLX, are still scarce. This study sought to 
determine the resistance- and cross-resistance evolution of E. coli against DLX and CIP at 
pHs 6.0 and 7.3 and to decipher the resistance mechanisms against DLX.

RESULTS

Multistep resistance selection and determination of minimum bactericidal 
concentration

In order to collect resistant derivatives for further molecular investigations, the clones 
were subjected to subinhibitory concentrations of respective antibiotics (i.e., 1/2 of the 
MIC tested), until at least one clone from each of the parental isolates had surpassed the 
resistance-breakpoint according to the European Committee on Antimicrobial Suscepti­
bility Testing (EUCAST) (Fig. 1A and B) (15). Therefore, the clones were cultivated for 15 
days, which comprised 30 passages in total.

Resistance evolution for DLX at pH 6.0 was substantially slower than that at pH 7.3, 
whereas at pH 7.3, only 3/24 clones incubated in subinhibitory concentrations of DLX 
were in the susceptible range after 12 days, and all clones had acquired DLX resistance 
(MIC >0.125 mg/L) after 15 days. On the other hand, only 9/24 clones (37.5%; derived 
from five isolates) (P < 0.001) had reached an MIC >0.125 mg/L at pH 6.0 (see Fig. S1). 
An opposing trend was observed for CIP resistance evolution after being passaged in 
subinhibitory concentrations of CIP; 87,5% (21/24 clones) developed resistance at pH 
6.0, whereas at pH 7.3, MICs of 46% (11/24 clones, derived from six isolates) rose above 
0.5 mg/L (P = 0.002) (Fig. S1). Cross-resistance to DLX occurred in 83.3% (20/24) of the 
clones passaged in subinhibitory concentrations of CIP at pH 7.3 and in 62.5% (15/24) 
of the clones at pH 6.0, respectively (P = 0.10). Cross-resistance development to CIP 
was observed in 37.5% (9/24) and 41.6% (10/24) clones challenged to subinhibitory 
concentrations of DLX at pHs 7.3 and 6.0, respectively (P = 0.77). In total, the devel­
opment of DLX-cross-resistance in strains challenged with CIP was significantly more 
common than that of CIP-cross-resistance in those challenged with DLX, 72.9% (35/48) vs 
39.9% (19/48), respectively (P < 0.001). The detailed MIC evolution of single clones from 
each parental isolate is depicted in Fig. S2 (supplemental material). Untreated controls 
did not exhibit a rise in MIC outside a range of ±0.01 mg/L (Fig. S3, supplemental 
material). Detailed information on MICs for several additional antibiotic compounds 
tested against the derivatives is depicted in Table S1. Of note, we did also observe raised 
MICs for aminoglycosides at pH 6.0 (16).

In addition to MIC, minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC) was determined for 
the final derivatives on day 15 of passaging for DLX and CIP. MBCs were identical to 
MICs for 95% (91/96) of all derivatives tested. For the five derivatives that did not harbor 
identical MBC and MIC, the MBC/MIC ratio was 2 for DLX in two derivatives and 4 for CIP 
in three derivatives, showing that the mutations acquired are insufficient by themselves 
to abolish the bactericidal activity of fluoroquinolones in vitro.

Efflux pump inhibition assay

The MIC reduction fold for the efflux pump inhibition assay was calculated as a ratio 
of MIC reduction in resistant derivatives divided by MIC reduction in parental isolates 
after the addition of phenylalanine-arginine-β-naphthylamide (PaβN), in order to take 
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into account how PAβN affects the MIC in both parental strains and their resistant 
derivatives. Efflux pump inhibition with PaβN leads to a significant reduction of the 
DLX-MIC in clones passaged at pH 6.0 compared to those passaged at pH 7.3 (Fig. 2; Fig. 
S4). In contrast, efflux pump inhibition did not essentially change the MICs for CIP (mean 
twofold).

Quantitative PCR

A quantitative PCR (qPCR) analysis of emrAB and tolC genes was performed to exam­
ine the role of their expression on delafloxacin resistance (Fig. 3). For this purpose, 
we examined the three derivatives, for which complementation of the wt-emrR gene 
exhibited the highest DLX-MIC-fold reduction (Table 2), i.e., 32D3, 34D1, and 37D2, all 
cultured at pH 6, exhibiting an MIC-fold reduction of 8-, 4-, and 5.4-fold, respectively. A 
twofold or more expression level change was considered to be biologically significant 
(17).

In the derivatives 32D3, 34D1, and 37D2, compared to their respective paren­
tal isolates, we observed a 3.4-,  8.6-,  and 6.6-fold and a 4.5-,  6.8-,  and 4.8-fold 

FIG 1 Resistance evolution of E. coli passaged in subinhibitory concentrations of delafloxacin or ciprofloxacin at pHs 7.3 and 6.0. (A) E. coli incubated in 

subinhibitory (1/2 MIC) concentrations of DLX. (B) E. coli incubated in subinhibitory (1/2 MIC) concentrations of CIP. Depicted are the mean values and the 

standard error of the mean (SEM) of the isolates passaged. EUCAST breakpoints are shown as a dotted line at y = 0.5 mg/L for CIP and a dashed line at y = 

0.125 mg/L for DLX. Solid lines represent DLX-MICs, and dashed lines represent CIP-MICs. Circles show the MICs at pH 7.3, and squares show the MICs measured 

at pH 6.0. (C) The MICs for DLX and CIP at different pHs (pH 6.0 or 7.3) were determined for three clones of an isolate via the broth microdilution method. 

Afterward, the isolates were alternately cultured six times in subinhibitory antibiotic concentrations at respective pHs over 3 days, with an adjustment of the pH 

twice daily. After these passages, the MIC was redetermined to adjust the antibiotic concentration for the next incubation step.
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increase of the emrA  and emrB  and a 3-,  4.2-,  and 3-fold increase in tolC  expression, 
respectively.

We also compared the expression levels of emrAB and tolC of the derivatives 
compared to their complemented counterparts. Here, we observed a 94-, 17-, and 
13-fold and a 19-, 9-, and 12-fold increase of the emrA and emrB and a 10-, 2.4-, and 
3-fold increase in tolC expression, respectively, suggesting an additional repression of 
emrAB-tolC through the introduced repressor gene.

Whole genome sequencing

Whole genome sequencing was performed on the parental isolates and selected 
resistant derivatives. From each parental isolate, at least one resistant derivative at the 
end of the multistep resistance selection was chosen for further characterization by 
whole genome sequencing (WGS). Additional derivatives were characterized to see if 
they differed in their MIC evolution compared to the other clones of the same parent. 
A complete list of mutations detected between parental isolates and their selected 
resistant derivatives is shown in Table S3.

Mutations in genes coding for topoisomerase enzymes and efflux-related genes 
are summarized in Table 1. Mutations in gyrA were seen in all derivatives that had 
been challenged with CIP, regardless of the pH the strains were incubated at. They all 
comprised mutations at the S83 and D87 sites, which are two mutational hotspots for 
quinolone resistance located on the GyrA helix-4(18).

FIG 2 Ratio of MIC reduction in resistant derivatives compared to parental isolates after efflux pump inhibition by PaβN. (A) E. 

coli incubated in subinhibitory (1/2 MIC) concentrations of DLX. (B) E. coli incubated in subinhibitory (1/2 MIC) concentrations 

of CIP. *, P < 0.05; y-axis, MIC reduction (x-fold) calculated as a ratio of MIC reduction in derivatives divided by MIC reduction 

in parental isolates after addition of PaβN; x-axis, MICs of the respective antibiotics and pHs (6.0 vs 7.3) the bacteria were 

subjected to.
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For strains challenged with DLX, S83L was the predominant mutation seen in 
sequenced derivatives (8/22); however, not all gyrA displayed mutations, and 7/22 
showed mutations outside the conserved regions known as the quinolone resistance-
determining region (QRDR) (19). Mutations in gyrB were far less frequently encountered.

Regarding efflux-related genes, the main differences between CIP- and DLX-chal­
lenged strains were mutations detected in emrR, which were predominantly seen in 
DLX-challenged clones (i.e., 2 vs 12 mutations, respectively) (Table 1). For those strains 
challenged with CIP, mutations in efflux-related genes were more common at pH 6.0 
than at pH 7.3 (12 vs 5). MarR and mdtC mutations were seen in both CIP- and DLX-chal­
lenged strains, with V632I being the most common mutation in mdtC for both DLX- 
and CIP-challenged strains. Mutations in emrB, mdtM, emrK, and acrR were exclusively 
detected in a few CIP-challenged strains.

FIG 3 Gene expression level changes for genes emrA, emrB, and tolC in delafloxacin-resistant mutants. All expression levels were log2 transformed and 

normalized to expression levels observed in the parental (A) or complemented strains (B). Error bars represent the standard deviation (SD). For reference strains, 

means of SDs are depicted.
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TABLE 1 Selected mutations in topoisomerase- and efflux-related genesa

Topoisomerases Efflux-related genes

Derivative ID gyrA gyrB parC parE emrB mdtM emrK emrR marR mdtC acrR soxR

Incubation in 

subinhibitory 

concentrations 

of DLX

At pH 6.0 31D1 R110H G69R

31D3 R612L R73C

32D2 T719N R73C;

M74G

32D3 S83L R564S S84Y

33D3 R612G

34D1 G616S R111C G69E V632I

34D3 S83L R611C Q138K V632I

36D2 S83L R611L

37D2 D109A T72P

39D2 R111S

42D3

At pH 7.3 31D1 T611I

31D3 A614V L159P L78P

32D2

32D3 S83L P398L W140R T39A

33D1 S83L T140A P183A I59V, 

A146V

34D3 D87G; 

S83L

A117V L151H V632I

36D1 A315V Q150K

36D2 S83L A117V D109G

37D2 S83L P398L T72P

39D3

42D1 Y605C L64P

Incubation in 

subinhibitory 

concentrations 

of CIP

At pH 6.0 31C2 D87G S464F A117E R20C

31C3 S83L E85I;

R86S;

L87W

32C2 D87G S464Y E460K

32C3 S83L

33C3 D87G;

S83L

G78C S458W

34C2 D87A

34C3 S83L V632I

36C3 D87Y

37C1 D87Y;

S83L

S80R D420G

37C3 D87Y T72P

39C3 D87G I444F

42C2 D87N

At pH 7.3 31C3 D87G;

S83L

32C1 D87G I152D;

I156N

W178R

32C2 D87G G121D

33C1 D87G R616C;

S80I

T98A G273D

33C3 D87G E142D

34C1 D87Y G69E V632I

34C2 D87Y T56A; V632I

(Continued on next page)
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From the selected derivatives, we retrospectively also sent the clones from days 9 
(passage 18) and 12 (passage 24) for WGS in order to examine for recurrent or random 
mutations in the time between. For all protein-coding genes, we calculated the ratio of 
the number of nonsynonymous substitutions per nonsynonymous site to the number of 
synonymous substitutions per synonymous site (i.e., dN/dS) using SNPGenie (20). The 
efflux-related genes and the topoisomerase genes reported in our study had higher 
dN/dS compared to the other genes. The dN/dS around 1 and greater suggests that the 
reported genes identified in our study are likely under a strict neutral evolution in 
nonsynonymous substitutions and/or positive selection (Fig. S5). Finally, for each 
derivative, the total number of missense single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) in 
specific genes was counted and plotted against time, showing the accumulation of 
missense SNPs over time (Fig. S6).

Complementation assays (Tables 1 and 2)

Complementation was performed for all mutations found in efflux-related genes in 
DLX-challenged, resistant derivatives that were incubated at pH 6.0 listed in Table 1. 
The reason for the choice of specific efflux-related genes for complementation was the 
results from the efflux pump inhibition with PaβN, highlighting a significant reduction of 
the DLX-MIC in clones passaged at pH 6.0 compared to those passaged at pH 7.3 and CIP. 
We succeeded in introducing the respective wild-type (wt) gene in all these derivatives, 
except for mdtC into 33D1, as the derivative did not grow well. This derivative had a 
DLX-MIC of 0.125 mg/L (a fourfold increase compared to the parental isolate), and there 
was no substantial difference in MIC-fold reduction for DLX and CIP after adding PaβN 
(each twofold reduction in MIC).

The effect of introducing the wild-type efflux-related genes was limited; the highest 
was for DLX-MIC in the derivatives 32D3, 34D1, and 37D2, with an 8-, 4-, and 5.4-fold 
reduction of the MICs for DLX and a twofold reduction for CIP in all derivatives (Table 
2) by introducing wt-emrR, suggesting a role of the mutations C251A (S84Y), C331T 
(R111C), and A326C (D109A) as potentially causative for DLX resistance evolution. Then, 
34D1 and 37D2 harbored additional mutations in marR, A214C (T72P) and G206A (G69E), 
respectively. The introduction of wt-marR, however, did not significantly reduce DLX-MIC 
in 37D2; in 34D1, a fourfold reduction of MIC was seen for both DLX and CIP. The 
highest reduction in CIP-MIC (eightfold) was seen by introducing the wt-marR into 
32D2, displaying T39A, whereas DLX-MIC only dropped by twofold. The introduction 
of wt-mdtC into 34D1, harboring V832I, led to a fourfold DLX-MIC reduction without 
affecting the MIC of CIP. This was not reproducible in 34D3, a second clone of the same 
parental isolate, harboring V832I, where the introduction of wt-mdtC did not affect the 
MICs of DLX or CIP. Then, 34D3, in comparison to 34D1, lacked marR mutations and 
harbored Q138K in emrR instead of R111C. As the derivatives 34C1 and 34C2 harbored a 
similar mutation in marR (G69E) and mdtC (V632I), respectively, as detected in DLX-chal­
lenged strains at pH 6.0, these derivatives were included in the complementation to 
examine their effect on the MIC (Table 2). We also examined parC for certain derivatives, 
as mutations at the A117 site were the commonality between DLX- and CIP-challenged 
strains. The wt-gene substantially reversed resistance for both DLX and CIP, suggesting 

TABLE 1 Selected mutations in topoisomerase- and efflux-related genesa (Continued)

Topoisomerases Efflux-related genes

Derivative ID gyrA gyrB parC parE emrB mdtM emrK emrR marR mdtC acrR soxR

F58I

36C3 D87G V29G

37C3 D87Y

39C3 D87G

42C2 S83L
aCIP: ciprofloxacin; DLX delafloxacin. Mutations are represented as amino acid changes (one letter code); bold, complemented.
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this mutation to be responsible for DLX- as well as CIP-resistance in E. coli. In addition, we 
examined gyrA mutations in strains for which we had observed DLX resistance. We were 
able to introduce wt-gyrA into the strains harboring C248T (S83L), A260G (D87G), G1846A 
(G616S), and C1841T (A614V). The only difference was seen for G616S, for which the 
introduction of the wt-gene led to a fourfold reduction of DLX-MIC but not CIP-MIC. 
Cloning the shuttle vector PUCP24, without candidate genes, into different derivatives 
did not lead to a change in DLX- or CIP-MIC.

Efflux assays

As the main difference in MIC reduction for DLX and CIP by introducing the wt-gene 
was observed for emrR in resistant derivatives 37D2 and 34D1, these were used for 
further efflux assays. For isolate 37, there was no substantial difference in efflux of 
ethidium bromide (EtBr) between the parental isolate and the resistant derivative (37D2) 
when glucose was added (Fig. 4A and B), questioning the role of D109A in emrR and 
T72P in marR in efflux overexpression. Efflux was slower in transformants harboring the 
respective introduced wt-gene, suggesting an additional transcriptional repression of the 
EmrABTolC pump (21) and the marRAB operon (22).

For isolate 34, we observed a slightly increased efflux in the resistant derivative 
(34D1). The transformant harboring the wt-emrR did not revert the efflux intensity, 
suggesting a role for V632I in mdtC or G69E in marR for efflux upregulation.

DISCUSSION

This study sought to examine the resistance evolution of DLX and CIP in E. coli and 
cross-resistance evolution at pHs 6.0 and 7.3. We observed a substantially slower 
resistance development for DLX at pH 6.0 than at pH 7.3. The opposite was the case 
for CIP, where resistance evolved faster at pH 6.0 than at pH 7.3. Penetration of DLX 
into bacterial cells is enhanced in an acidic environment (2, 23). Acidic pH is present 
at many infection sites, such as urinary tract infections (intraabdominal), abscesses, and 
biofilms (6–12, 24), where E. coli might be one of the causative pathogens. The enhanced 

FIG 4 Efflux of EtBr from isolates 34 and 37. Efflux of EtBr in the presence of glucose and the absence of the putative efflux pump inhibitor chlorpromazine. 34P1 

and 37P2, parental isolates; 34D1 pH6 and 37D2 pH6, resistant derivatives; 34D1 pH6-marR, 34D1 pH6-mdtC, and 37D2 pH6-marR, resistant derivatives with the 

introduced respective wt gene (transformants). (A) Isolate 34. (B) Isolate 37.
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penetration into bacteria, together with the slower resistance evolution in an acidic 
environment, might display DLX as a valuable compound for these infections with E. coli.

Cross-resistance to DLX was more frequently observed for strains cultured in 
subinhibitory concentrations of CIP, with the majority occurring at pH 7.3, whereas 
cross-resistance to CIP in those challenged with DLX was less frequent. Concluding that 
CIP might still be susceptible in clinical E. coli that have evolved DLX resistance in vivo, 
whereas this will probably not be the case vice versa. For clinical applicability, however, 
more in vivo and future real-world clinical data are needed.

In all resistant derivatives examined, CIP was selected for mutations in gyrA, all 
comprising mutations at the S83 and D87 sites, which are two mutational hotspots 
for quinolone resistance, located on the GyrA helix-4 (18). A complete selection of gyrA 
mutations was not observed for DLX, which was in addition selected for mutations 
outside the conserved QRDR region (19). We identified G616S in gyrA, involved in DLX 
resistance, as its complementation led to a fourfold reduction of MIC for DLX but did not 
change the MIC for CIP.

The causative relationship between the mutation A117V in parC and resistance to CIP 
as well as DLX was demonstrated by the complementation with the wild-type parC into 
the resistant derivatives, which substantially reduced MIC for both CIP and DLX.

As the most significant effect of efflux pump inhibition was seen for DLX-MIC in 
DLX-challenged clones at pH 6.0, complementation was mainly performed for efflux-rela-
ted genes of these derivatives. The main difference in efflux-related genes between DLX- 
and CIP-challenged derivatives were emrR mutations that were predominantly selected 
by DLX. A causative relationship for DLX resistance was observed for S84Y, D109A, and 
R111C, for which the introduction of the wild-type genes reduced the DLX-MIC by 8-, 
5.4-, and 4-fold, respectively. EmrR is a repressor gene, regulating the expression of the 
EmrAB multidrug transport system in E. coli (21). Mutations at the D109 site in emrR, 
among others, have previously been selected in E. coli that were exposed to pH 6.5 
and carbonyl cyanide m-chlorophenylhydrazone (CCCP), which is a strong uncoupler of 
oxidative phosphorylation (25). The EmrAB multidrug efflux pump exports CCCP from 
the cell, and the expression of EmrAB is thought to be induced by this uncoupler. 
qPCR revealed an overexpression of emrA and B and tolC in our tested derivatives. 
Although the gene expressions compared to the parental isolates were significant (17), 
the maximum fold expression was 8.6-fold (emrA). This modest overexpression, together 
with the results of the efflux assays, suggests an additional mechanism of this regulator 
gene in DLX resistance. Indeed, previous reports suggest that EmrAB-TolC plays no 
relevant role in mediating resistance to quinolones (17, 26–28). Rodionov et al. have 
identified nmpC as a possible member of the emrRAB operon, observing co-regulation 
of EmrAB and this porin gene (29). NmpC is an outer membrane porin that forms pores 
in lipid bilayers and contributes to the heat resistance of E. coli (30). Its role in antibiotic 
resistance, however, is unclear. Negative regulation of nmpC during growth at low pH has 
been observed by Coll et al. (31). Given the strong EmrR boxes upstream of nmpC (29), 
there is a possibility that the DLX resistance of our emrR mutants results from regulation 
of NmpC.

MarR is a repressor of the mar operon, and mutations in marR promote the over­
expression of the AcrAB efflux pump (22), which is involved in the active efflux of 
quinolones (32).

The role of AcrAB-TolC in resistance to DLX has been shown for progenies of persister 
cells and stationary-phase E. coli by Byrd et al. (33), who showed that deletion of 
acrB reduced persistence in colony biofilms and loss of AcrAB-TolC function decreased 
resistance development to DLX. Our efflux experiments suggest a possible role of the 
G69E marR mutation in DLX resistance. However, although complementation for this 
mutation led to a twofold reduction of DLX-MIC, it did not result in major differences in 
effects on CIP-MIC, suggesting a role for this mutation for both DLX and CIP resistance.

Our efflux assays indicate a possible role for efflux-mediated resistance via V632I in 
mdtC, which encodes the MdtC subunits in the heterotrimeric efflux transporter MdtB2C 
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complex of E. coli, belonging to the RND family (34) and can confer low-level norfloxacin 
resistance (35). The effect of complementation of V632I on DLX-MIC was only seen in the 
derivatives grown at pH 6.0 but was not reproducible in their clones grown at pH 7.3, 
suggesting a role of pH in the expression of the mdtC gene.

One of the reasons that the MICs in our derivatives did not fully reverse when 
complementing efflux-related alleles might be due to the fact that the levels of 
quinolone resistance rising due to regulatory mutation and pump overexpression are 
often limited to four- to eightfold increases in MICs, likely because of counterbalancing 
regulatory factors and cellular toxicities of high levels of pump overexpression (36).

One of the limitations of this study is that the majority of the E. coli isolates chosen 
were sampled from urinary tract infections. Therefore, we cannot generalize our findings 
to other infection niches where acidic pH is predominant as well, such as abdomi­
nal abscesses or biofilms. Further experiments are needed to unravel the resistance 
mechanisms of E. coli to DLX and to confirm the role of nmpC for DLX resistance.

Conclusion

This study identifies a multifactorial mechanism for the resistance evolution of dela­
floxacin in E. coli, which involves new mutational sites in topoisomerase genes and 
mutations in efflux-related genes. Compared to ciprofloxacin, resistance to delafloxacin 
evolved much slower in slightly acidic than in neutral pH. This highlights the importance 
of understanding micro-environmental conditions at infection sites that might affect 
the true clinical efficacy of antibiotics and challenges our current antibiotic susceptibil­
ity-testing paradigm. In addition, delafloxacin might be a valuable candidate for the 
treatment of Gram-negative pathogens in abscesses and biofilms, due to its potency in 
acidic pH. More in vitro as well as in vivo experiments are needed to define the role of 
delafloxacin for Gram-negative pathogens and to identify the best infection-target sites 
for this novel antibiotic.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Bacterial isolates and culture conditions

Eight clinical E. coli isolates, collected from two different clinical sites (urine: n = 7, blood 
culture: n = 1), were used for multistep resistance selection.

Bacterial cells were cultured in 5 mL Mueller Hinton 2 Broth (MHB) (Sigma-Aldrich 
Chemie GmbH, Schnelldorf, Germany) on Nunc CELLSTAR 6-well plates (Greiner Bio-One 
GmbH, Frickenhausen, Germany) with shaking at 120 rpm on a microplate shaker 
(Edmund Bühler GmbH, Germany) at 37°C.

DLX and CIP were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich Chemie GmbH, and stock solutions 
were made by dissolving powder stocks according to the manufacturer’s instructions 
in 0.2 µm filter-sterilized water and stored at −20°C before use. MHB was used at a 
standard pH of 7.3 and adjusted to an acidic pH of 6.0 by the dropwise addition of 1 M 
hydrochloric acid-HCl (Sigma-Aldrich Chemie GmbH). pH measurement was performed 
with SevenEasy pH (Mettler-Toledo GmbH, Schwarzenbach, Switzerland).

MIC determination/antimicrobial susceptibility testing

MICs for several antibiotics were determined by broth microdilution in MHB using 
the Sensititre GNX2F plates (Thermo Fisher Scientific, East Grinstead, United Kingdom). 
Isolates that were incubated in acidic conditions were also tested under acidic conditions 
with MHB adjusted to pH 6.0. MICs for DLX and CIP were additionally determined by the 
broth microdilution method (range of each antibiotic 0.002–128 mg/L) on 96-well plates 
(Nunc CELLSTAR Greiner Bio-One GmbH, Frickenhausen, Germany) with a final volume of 
100 µL per well and an inoculum of 5 × 105 colony-forming unit (CFU)/mL (37) with the 
pH of the broth adjusted to the pH that was used during the passages.

MIC determination was done following the latest EUCAST recommendations (15), and 
values were interpreted in accordance with the 2022 EUCAST criteria (version 12.0, 2022).
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MBC determination

Broth dilution MBCs were determined by first performing the standard broth microdilu­
tion technique for MIC as described above and by using a 99.9% threshold for bacterial 
killing, as recommended by the CLSI (38). Growth was examined by plating broth on 
nonselective agar plates. Briefly,when determining the MBCs, 10 µL from the well with 
the lowest concentration of antibiotic without visible growth as well as the next two 
higher concentrations was transferred to nonselective Luria-Bertani agar (LBA) plates 
and incubated at 37°C (38). After 24 and 48 h, the plates were inspected, and visible 
colonies were counted. Since the initial concentration was 5 × 105 CFU/mL, the lowest 
concentration showing <5 CFU/plate bacterial growth on LBA was reported as MBC (39). 
Consequently, the MBC was deemed the minimum antimicrobial concentration capable 
of inactivating more than 99.9% of the bacteria present.

In order to ensure that DLX and CIP were diluted to subinhibitory doses before the 
bacteria were transferred to and allowed to grow on LBA, we repeated MBC measure­
ments as described above, with an additional washing step. Briefly, before transferring 
broth to nonselective agar plates, the broths were centrifuged at 6,000 rpm for 5 min, 
and a washing step with phosphate buffered solution (PBS) was performed before 10 µL 
of the broth was plated on the nonselective agar for incubation.

Efflux pump inhibition assay

MICs were also determined in the presence of the efflux pump inhibitor PaβN (Sigma-
Aldrich, Steinheim, Germany). Here, broth microdilutions of the resistant derivatives were 
performed on 96-well plates (Nunc CELLSTAR Greiner Bio-One GmbH, Frickenhausen, 
Germany) subjected to 25 mg/L of PaβN (40) plus 1 mM MgSO4 to stabilize the outer 
membrane in case of the permeabilizing effect of PaβN (41). The efflux pump inhibition 
assay was also performed with MHB at pH 7.3 or 6.0, depending on the pH the isolates 
were passaged at. In order to measure the differences in how PAβN affects the MIC 
in both parental strains and their resistant derivatives, the ratio of the MIC reduction 
was calculated by dividing the MIC reduction in the derivatives by the MIC reduction in 
parental isolates after adding PAβN.

Statistical analysis

To determine the influence of the pH on resistance development, the fraction of isolates 
exhibiting an MIC above the respective breakpoint was compared between isolates 
tested at neutral and acidic pHs using χ. To determine the influence of the efflux pump 
inhibitor, the means of all MIC/MIC 25 mg/L PaβN ratios per isolate were compared 
between neutral and acidic pHs using an unpaired t-test; two-tailed P-values of ≤0.05 
were considered statistically significant. GraphPad Prism v 8.3.4 was used for statistical 
analyses.

Experimental evolution for antimicrobial resistance (multi-step resistance 
selection)

Three clones of each of the eight parental E. coli isolates were selected by picking 1 
CFU and re-streaking on a new Mueller Hinton (MH) agar plate (Fig. 1C). From this plate, 
three colonies were chosen that served as parental clones for the passaging experiments. 
MIC measurements for DLX and CIP were separately performed for each clone, measured 
either at pH 6.0 or 7.3 (depending on the pH they would be subjected to). The clones 
were subjected in parallel to subinhibitory concentrations (i.e., 1/2 MIC of each strain) of 
DLX or CIP in either neutral MHB (pH 7.3) or acidic MHB (pH 6.0). Briefly, one single colony 
of an E. coli clone grown overnight at 37°C on an MH agar plate was picked and grown in 
5 mL of MH broth at 37°C for 18 h without antibiotics (overnight). Twenty-five microliters 
of the overnight broth was transferred to new MHB (with respective pH at either 6.0 
or 7.3) containing CIP or DLX at 1/2 of the initial MICs of the strain and incubated at 
37°C with shaking at 120 rpm. Twice a day, 25 µL of the previous bacterial culture was 
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transferred to fresh MH broth with adjusted pH and antibiotics (first passage) in order 
to correct for the change of pH during incubation , which showed an approximation 
of the pH values after 6 h of incubation. After 3 days of being subjected to the same 
antibiotic concentration, aliquots were sampled, washed with PBS to remove antibiotics, 
and re-suspended in MHB, and 25 µL was kept in 1 mL of 10% glycerol LB broth at −80°C 
for further molecular investigations and the next round of passages. MICs for DLX and 
CIP were re-tested by broth microdilution, and the antibiotic concentration for the next 
passages was adjusted accordingly. A total of 96 clones were subjected to either DLX or 
CIP at pH 7.3 or 6.0, respectively (24 clones were subjected to DLX at pH 6.0, 24 to DLX 
at pH 7.3, 24 to CIP at pH 7.3, and 24 to CIP at pH 6.0). The same procedure was also 
performed in parallel without antibiotic pressure (negative controls).

Genomic DNA isolation

Total DNA was extracted from the strains with the QiaAMP Mini Kit (QIAGEN, Hilden, 
Germany) following the manufacturer’s instructions. DNA concentrations were measured 
with a Nanodrop OneC spectrometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Massachusetts, USA).

Illumina library preparation

One nanogram of DNA from each sample was tagmented using Illumina Nextera XT 
according to standard protocol. Nextera adapters containing Unique Dual Indices were 
added by PCR. The libraries were double-sided size selected, and the quality and 
quantity of the libraries were validated using the Fragment Analyser (Agilent, Santa Clara, 
CA, USA). The libraries were normalized to 10 nM in Tris-Cl 10 mM, pH 8.5, with 0.1% 
Tween 20, and pooled equimolar.

Cluster generation and illumina sequencing

After library quantification, libraries were prepared for loading according to the NovaSeq 
workflow with the NovaSeq 6000 Reagent Kit (Illumina, Catalog No. 20012865).

Cluster generation and sequencing were performed on a NovaSeq 6000 System with 
a run configuration of paired end (PE) at 2× 150 bp.

Variant analysis

Illumina PE reads were quality checked using FastQC (v0.11.9) (42) and FastQScreen 
(v0.14.1) (43). Adapter sequences and low-quality read ends (identified with a sliding 
window of 4 bp, where the base quality is lower than Q20) were trimmed away using 
Fastp (v0.20.0) (44). Trimmed reads were quality (Q20) and length (18 bp) filtered using 
the same tool. Trimmed and filtered reads were mapped to the reference genome 
(Ensembl Escherichia_coli K12 MG1655 ASM584v2) using bowtie2 (v2.4.2) (45).

For each experiment, variants in related samples were identified using samtools 
(v1.11) and bcftools (v1.11) (46) and functionally annotated using SnpEff (v4.3) (47). SNPs 
with variant quality above Q20 were extracted using vcftools (v0.1.16) (48). High-quality 
SNPs specific to each evolved clone were identified using SnpSift in SnpEff (v4.3) (47) by 
comparison against the parental clone.

Complementation assays

To evaluate the impact of the mutations on DLX and CIP susceptibility, a series of cloning 
and expression experiments were performed.

The candidate genes from parental isolates and their putative Shine-Dalgarno 
sequence were PCR amplified with primers designed with the Takara In-Fusion Cloning 
Primer Design Tool to contain the desired restriction sites (Table 3). The amplicons and 
the shuttle vector pUCP24 plasmid were digested with the corresponding restriction 
enzymes, purified, ligated with Quickligase (New England Biolabs, Ipswich, USA), and 
then transformed into competent E. coli (Top10 Mix & Go; Zymo Research, USA). For 
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cloning gyrA into PUCP24, we used In Fusion Snap (Takara Bio, California, USA) in 
order not to digest the amplicon because the restriction sites we used were present 
in gyrA. White transformants were selected on 30 mg/L gentamycin LB agar plates 
treated with X-gal and isopropyl-β-D-thiogalactopyranosid, and the insertion of the 
gene was confirmed by sequencing. The recombinant plasmids were extracted with 
the NucleoSpin Plasmid Kit (Macherey-Nagel, Düren, Germany), and the insertion was 
confirmed by sanger sequencing (Microsynth, AG, Balgach, Switzerland). Afterward, they 
were transformed into the selected derivatives that were made competent with the Mix 
& Go E. coli Transformation Kit & Buffer Set (Zymo Research) according to the provider’s 
instructions. Transformants were selected on 30 mg/L gentamycin LB agar plates. The 
DLX and CIP resistance of transformants was determined by broth microdilution. As a 
negative control, the shuttle vector pUCP24 without candidate genes was introduced to 
the strains to analyse the effect of the vector on the MICs of the antibiotics.

Efflux assay

Efflux measurements were performed according to Viveiros et al. (50). Briefly, strains 
were grown on LB agar or LB agar supplemented with 30 mg/L gentamicin (latter for 
transformants) overnight, transferred to LB broth, and incubated overnight. On the next 
morning, they were diluted to an optical density (OD600) of 0.1 nm and incubated until 
they reached midlog phase, corresponding to an OD600 of 0.6–0.8 on a shaker incubator. 
Cells were then centrifuged at 16,000 × g for 3 min, and pellets were washed twice with 
1× PBS. The OD600 of the suspension was adjusted to 0.6 in 1× PBS.

Then, 1 mg/L EtBr and 20 mg/L chlorpromazine (CPZ) were added, and the isolates 
were incubated for 60 min at room temperature to load the strains with EtBr. After 
60 min, the tubes were centrifuged, and the discarded medium was washed twice 
with 1× PBS. The OD600 of the suspension was adjusted to 0.6 in 1× PBS. Of these, 
50 µL was mixed with 50 µL of either (i) 1× PBS lacking glucose; (ii) 1× PBS lacking 
glucose and with CPZ; (iii) 1× PBS containing a final concentration of glucose; and (iv) 
1× PBS containing glucose and with CPZ to reach an end volume of 100 µL with a 
final concentration of 20 mg/L CPZ and 0.4% glucose in a black 96-well plate (Greiner 
Bio-One GmbH, Frickenhausen, Germany). Fluorescence was measured on an Infinite 
200Pro M Plex Microplate Reader (Tecan Life Sciences, Grödig, Austria) for 30 min at 37°C 
with measurements every minute (wavelength excitation at 539 nm and emission at 

TABLE 3 Primers used in this studya

Primer Name Primer Sequence (5’ – 3’) Function Source

marR-F1
marR-R1

GCAGGTCGACTCTAGACGTCATACCTCTTTTTTGTTTACGG
ATGATTACGAATTCGAGCTCCGATTTAGCAAAACGTGGCATCG

Amplification of marR This study

emrR-F1
emrR-R1

ATGATTACGAATTCGAGCTCCCCACAAGAATCATTTTTCTAAAAC
GCAGGTCGACTCTAGATAAATCTGGATTTTTGAGCGAGATG

Amplification of emrR This study

mdtC-F1
mdtC-R1

ATGATTACGAATTCGAGCTCGGTGCTGACGCTGTTTACCACG
GCAGGTCGACTCTAGACCAACGGGTGCTGTCGGG

Amplification of mdtC This study

parC-F1
parC-R1

GAATTCGAGCTCTTCACGTTGATCTCCTGTGACTCG
GTCGACTCTAGAGCGGGAGGAAACAGCGCC

Amplification of parC This study

gyrA-F1
gyrA-R1

GCAGGTCGACTCTAGAATAGCTCCCTTTTGGCATGAAG
ATGATTACGAATTCGAGCTCATTGGATGTGAATAAAGCGTATAGG

Amplification of gyrA This study

emrA-F1
emrA-R1

GCAGCAACCGGTAAAGAAGA
TCGAAGTGACGCAGTACCAA

RT-PCR (17)

emrB-F1
emrB-R1

GACCGACGATAACCCGATAGT
AATAGCGCCGAAGTAGAGCA

RT-PCR (17)

tolC-F1
tolC-R1

GCAAGCACGCCTTAGTAACC
CACTGGTCGCGTTAGAGTTG

RT-PCR (17)

cysG-F1
cysG-R1

TTGTCGGCGGTGGTGATGTC
ATGCGGTGAACTGTGGAATAAACG

RT-PCR (49)

aRestriction sites SacI (GAGCTC) and XbaI (TCTAGA) are highlighted in bold characters. RT-PCR, reverse transcription PCR.
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600 nm). Relative fluorescence was presented as a comparison between the fluorescence 
observed for the strains in the presence or absence of glucose and the control in which 
the strains are exposed to conditions of minimum efflux (i.e., absence of glucose and 
presence of CPZ). Each experiment was conducted in triplicate using qPCR.

Determination of emrA, emrB, and tolC gene expression

As emrR regulates the expression of the EmrAB multidrug transport system of E. coli, 
we performed qPCR to examine the expression of the target genes emrA, emrB, and 
tolC according to reference (17). In addition, efflux assays with EtBr might underestimate 
efflux level because efflux is slow and there must be a dissociation step and probably 
more than one efflux event (51). Briefly, midlogarithmic phase cultures (0.5 mL) were 
treated with the RNAprotect reagent (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany). RNA was then extracted 
with an RNeasy Mini Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany), and the eluate was treated with 
DNase I (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany), used according to the manufacturer’s instructions. 
Reverse transcription PCR was subsequently performed using the Power SYBRGreen 
RNA-to-CT 1-Step Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Vilnius, Lithuania) and a QuantStudio 5 
Real-Time PCR System (Applied Biosystems by Thermo Fisher Scientific) at an anneal­
ing temperature of 60°C. Transcript measurements were carried out in triplicate, and 
measurements were repeated twice. Quantification of relative target gene expression 
was performed by the 2−ΔΔCT method, using cysG as a reference, as described by reference 
(49). The parental and susceptible isolates were used as the calibrators.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Prof. Laurent Poirel, University of Fribourg, Switzerland, for providing us with 
the pUCP24 vector.

We thank the high-throughput sequencing team at the Functional Genomics Center 
Zurich for the Illumina sequencing service.

This study was presented at the 32nd European Congress of Clinical Microbiology 
& Infectious Diseases in Lisbon, Portugal (Abstract No. 00072) and at the Joint Annual 
Meeting of the Swiss Society for Infectious Diseases 2022 in Interlaken, Switzerland 
(Abstract No. 8493).

AUTHOR AFFILIATIONS

1Medical Research Center, Kantonsspital St. Gallen, St. Gallen, Switzerland
2Division of Infectious Diseases and Hospital Epidemiology, Kantonsspital St. Gallen, St. 
Gallen, Switzerland
3St. Francis University College of Health and Allied Sciences, Morogoro, Tanzania
4Laboratory for Biointerfaces, Empa, Swiss Federal Laboratories for Materials Science and 
Technology, St. Gallen, Switzerland
5Functional Genomics Center Zurich, University of Zurich, ETH Zurich, Zurich, Switzerland

AUTHOR ORCIDs

Qun Ren  http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0627-761X
Philipp Kohler  http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0427-8934
Baharak Babouee Flury  http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8966-5882

FUNDING

Funder Grant(s) Author(s)

A. Menarini GmbH Baharak Babouee Flury

Full-Length Text Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy

November 2023  Volume 67  Issue 11 10.1128/aac.01625-22 15

https://doi.org/10.1128/aac.01625-22


AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Anja Bösch, Data curation, Formal analysis, Methodology, Writing – original draft, Writing 
– review and editing | Magreth E. Macha, Data curation, Investigation, Writing – original 
draft, Writing – review and editing | Qun Ren, Formal analysis, Methodology, Resources, 
Writing – review and editing | Philipp Kohler, Methodology, Validation, Writing – original 
draft, Writing – review and editing | Weihong Qi, Formal analysis, Methodology, Writing 
– original draft, Writing – review and editing | Baharak Babouee Flury, Conceptualization, 
Data curation, Formal analysis, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Methodology, Project 
administration, Resources, Supervision, Validation, Writing – original draft, Writing – 
review and editing

ADDITIONAL FILES

The following material is available online.

Supplemental Material

Figure S1 (AAC01625-22-S0001.tif). This figure depicts the percentage of the clones 
over time exhibiting the EUCAST breakpoint for resistance (DLX: 0.125 mg/L, CIP: 0.5 
mg/L). The x-axis represents the days incubated. Y-axis: percentage (%) of isolates 
exceeding the EUCAST breakpoint.
Figure S2 (AAC01625-22-S0002.tif). MIC evolution of single E. coli clones from eight 
parental isolates. DLX, delafloxacin; CIP, ciprofloxacin. Mean with standard error of the 
mean (SEM) of the MIC over time of isolates incubated in subinhibitory concentrations 
(1/2 MIC) of delafloxacin (A, C, E, G, I, K, M, O) and ciprofloxacin (B, D, F, H, J, L, N, P) from 
isolates 31 (A, B), 32 (C, D), 33 (E, F), 34 (G, H), 36 (I, J), 37 (K, L), 39 (M, N), and 42 (O, P).
Figure S3 (AAC01625-22-S0003.tif). MIC evolution of untreated E. coli isolates. DLX, 
delafloxacin; CIP, ciprofloxacin. Mean with standard error of the mean (SEM) of the MICs 
for DLX and CIP over time of untreated isolates at respective pHs.
Figure S4 (AAC01625-22-S0004.tif). Change in MIC by adding pAbN.
Figure S5 (AAC01625-22-S0005.tif). dN/dS ratio of genes.
Figure S6 (AAC01625-22-S0006.tif). Total number of missense SNPs over time.
Figure S7 (AAC01625-22-S0007.tif). Change in pH over time.
Table S1 (AAC01625-22-S0008.pdf). Broth microdilution of derivatives.
Table S2 (AAC01625-22-S0009.pdf). MIC fold-reduction of parental isolates and 
derivatives after the addition of PAbN.
Table S3 (AAC01625-22-S0010.pdf). Overview of all mutations in derivatives and the 
effect of PaBN.

REFERENCES

1. Van Bambeke F. 2015. Delafloxacin, a non-zwitterionic fluoroquinolone 
in phase III of clinical development: evaluation of its pharmacology, 
pharmacokinetics, pharmacodynamics and clinical efficacy. Future 
Microbiol 10:1111–1123. https://doi.org/10.2217/fmb.15.39

2. Lemaire S, Tulkens PM, Van Bambeke F. 2011. Contrasting effects of 
acidic pH on the extracellular and intracellular activities of the anti-
gram-positive fluoroquinolones moxifloxacin and delafloxacin against 
Staphylococcus aureus. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 55:649–658. 
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.01201-10

3. Tulkens PM, Van Bambeke F, Zinner SH. 2019. Profile of a novel anionic 
fluoroquinolone-delafloxacin. Clin Infect Dis 68:S213–S222. https://doi.
org/10.1093/cid/ciy1079

4. Cama J, Chimerel C, Pagliara S, Javer A, Keyser UF. 2014. A label-free 
microfluidic assay to quantitatively study antibiotic diffusion through 
lipid membranes. Lab Chip 14:2303–2308. https://doi.org/10.1039/
c4lc00217b

5. Cramariuc O, Rog T, Javanainen M, Monticelli L, Polishchuk AV, 
Vattulainen I. 2012. Mechanism for translocation of fluoroquinolones 
across lipid membranes. Biochim Biophys Acta 1818:2563–2571. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamem.2012.05.027

6. So W, Crandon JL, Nicolau DP. 2015. Effects of urine matrix and pH on 
the potency of delafloxacin and ciprofloxacin against urogenic 
Escherichia coli and Klebsiella pneumoniae. J Urol 194:563–570. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.juro.2015.01.094

7. Straub H, Bigger CM, Valentin J, Abt D, Qin X, Eberl L, Maniura-Weber K, 
Ren Q. 2019. Bacterial adhesion on soft materials: passive physicochemi­
cal interactions or active bacterial mechanosensing? Adv Healthc Mater 
8:1801323. https://doi.org/10.1002/adhm.201801323

8. Zabara M, Senturk B, Gontsarik M, Ren Q, Rottmar M, Maniura‐Weber K, 
Mezzenga R, Bolisetty S, Salentinig S. 2019. Multifunctional nano‐
biointerfaces: cytocompatible antimicrobial nanocarriers from 
stabilizer‐free cubosomes. Adv Funct Materials 29:1904007. https://doi.
org/10.1002/adfm.201904007

9. Tack ILMM, Nimmegeers P, Akkermans S, Hashem I, Van Impe JFM. 2017. 
Simulation of Escherichia coli dynamics in biofilms and submerged 
colonies with an individual-based model including metabolic network 
information. Front Microbiol 8:2509. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2017.
02509

10. Corsini PM, Wang S, Rehman S, Fenn K, Sagar A, Sirovica S, Cleaver L, 
Edwards-Gayle CJC, Mastroianni G, Dorgan B, Sewell LM, Lynham S, Iuga 
D, Franks WT, Jarvis J, Carpenter GH, Curtis MA, Bernadó P, Darbari VC, 

Full-Length Text Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy

November 2023  Volume 67  Issue 11 10.1128/aac.01625-22 16

https://doi.org/10.1128/aac.01625-22
https://doi.org/10.2217/fmb.15.39
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.01201-10
https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/ciy1079
https://doi.org/10.1039/c4lc00217b
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamem.2012.05.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.juro.2015.01.094
https://doi.org/10.1002/adhm.201801323
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201904007
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2017.02509
https://doi.org/10.1128/aac.01625-22


Garnett JA. 2022. Molecular and cellular insight into Escherichia coli SsIE 
and its role during biofilm maturation. NPJ Biofilms Microbiomes 8:9. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41522-022-00272-5

11. Wagner C, Sauermann R, Joukhadar C. 2006. Principles of antibiotic 
penetration into abscess fluid. Pharmacol 78:1–10. https://doi.org/10.
1159/000094668

12. Simmen H-P, Blaser J. 1993. Analysis of pH and Po2 in abscesses, 
peritoneal fluid, and drainage fluid in the presence or absence of 
bacterial infection during and after abdominal surgery. Am J Surg 
166:24–27. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0002-9610(05)80576-8

13. Heinzelmann M, Schöb O, Gianom D, Platz A, Simmen HP. 1999. Role of 
laparoscopy in the management of acute appendicitis. Zentralbl Chir 
124:1130–1136.

14. Bryant RE. 1984. Effect of the suppurative environment on antibiotic 
activity, p 313–357. In Root RK, MA Sande (ed), New dimensions fo 
antimicrobial therapy. , Churchill Livingstone, New York.

15. 2020. EUCAST: AST of Bacteria. Available from: https://www.eucast.org/
ast_of_bacteria. Retrieved 24 Jun 2020.

16. Baudoux P, Bles N, Lemaire S, Mingeot-Leclercq M-P, Tulkens PM, Van 
Bambeke F. 2007. Combined effect of pH and concentration on the 
activities of gentamicin and oxacillin against Staphylococcus aureus in 
pharmacodynamic models of extracellular and intracellular infections. J 
Antimicrob Chemother 59:246–253. https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dkl489

17. Puértolas-Balint F, Warsi O, Linkevicius M, Tang P-C, Andersson DI. 2020. 
Mutations that increase expression of the EmrAB-TolC efflux pump 
confer increased resistance to nitroxoline in Escherichia coli. J Antimicrob 
Chemother 75:300–308. https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dkz434

18. Drlica K, Hiasa H, Kerns R, Malik M, Mustaev A, Zhao X. 2009. Quinolones: 
action and resistance updated. Curr Top Med Chem 9:981–998. https://
doi.org/10.2174/156802609789630947

19. Chien J-Y, Chiu W-Y, Chien S-T, Chiang C-J, Yu C-J, Hsueh P-R. 2016. 
Mutations in gyrA and gyrB among fluoroquinolone- and multidrug-
resistant Mycobacterium tuberculosis isolates. Antimicrob Agents 
Chemother 60:2090–2096. https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.01049-15

20. Nelson CW, Moncla LH, Hughes AL. 2015. SNPgenie: estimating 
evolutionary parameters to detect natural selection using pooled next-
generation sequencing data. Bioinf 31:3709–3711. https://doi.org/10.
1093/bioinformatics/btv449

21. Lomovskaya O, Lewis K, Matin A. 1995. EmrR is a negative regulator of 
the Escherichia coli multidrug resistance pump EmrAB. J Bacteriol 
177:2328–2334. https://doi.org/10.1128/jb.177.9.2328-2334.1995

22. Fernández L, Hancock REW. 2012. Adaptive and mutational resistance: 
role of porins and efflux pumps in drug resistance. Clin Microbiol Rev 
25:661–681. https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.00043-12

23. Bassetti M, Righi E, Pecori D, Tillotson G. 2018. Delafloxacin: an improved 
fluoroquinolone developed through advanced molecular engineering. 
Future Microbiol 13:1081–1094. https://doi.org/10.2217/fmb-2018-0067

24. Behbahani SB, Kiridena SD, Wijayaratna UN, Taylor C, Anker JN, Tzeng T-
R. 2022. pH variation in medical implant biofilms: causes, measurements, 
and its implications for antibiotic resistance. Front Microbiol 13:1028560. 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.1028560

25. Griffith JM, Basting PJ, Bischof KM, Wrona EP, Kunka KS, Tancredi AC, 
Moore JP, Hyman MRL, Slonczewski JL. 2019. Experimental evolution of 
Escherichia coli K-12 in the presence of proton motive force (PMF) 
uncoupler carbonyl cyanide m-chlorophenylhydrazone selects for 
mutations affecting PMF-driven drug efflux pumps. Appl Environ 
Microbiol 85:e02792-18. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02792-18

26. Nishino K, Yamaguchi A. 2001. Analysis of a complete library of putative 
drug transporter genes in Escherichia coli. J Bacteriol 183:5803–5812. 
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.183.20.5803-5812.2001

27. Sulavik MC, Houseweart C, Cramer C, Jiwani N, Murgolo N, Greene J, 
DiDomenico B, Shaw KJ, Miller GH, Hare R, Shimer G. 2001. Antibiotic 
susceptibility profiles of Escherichia coli strains lacking multidrug efflux 
pump genes. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 45:1126–1136. https://doi.
org/10.1128/AAC.45.4.1126-1136.2001

28. Holland M, Bjanes E, Nizet V, Dillon N. 2022. Bicarbonate modulates 
delafloxacin activity against MDR Staphylococcus aureus and Pseudomo­
nas aeruginosa. J Antimicrob Chemother 77:433–442. https://doi.org/10.
1093/jac/dkab421

29. Rodionov DA, Gelfand MS, Mironov AA, Rakhmaninova AB. 2001. 
Comparative approach to analysis of regulation in complete genomes: 

multidrug resistance systems in gamma-proteobacteria. J Mol Microbiol 
Biotechnol 3:319–324.

30. Ruan L, Pleitner A, Gänzle MG, McMullen LM. 2011. Solute transport 
proteins and the outer membrane protein NmpC contribute to heat 
resistance of Escherichia coli AW1.7. Appl Environ Microbiol 77:2961–
2967. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01930-10

31. Coll JL, Heyde M, Portalier R. 1994. Expression of the nmpC gene of 
Escherichia coli K-12 is modulated by external pH. Identification of cis-
acting regulatory sequences involved in this regulation. Mol Microbiol 
12:83–93. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2958.1994.tb00997.x

32. Linde HJ, Notka F, Metz M, Kochanowski B, Heisig P, Lehn N. 2000. In vivo 
increase in resistance to ciprofloxacin in Escherichia coli associated with 
deletion of the C-terminal part of MarR. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 
44:1865–1868. https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.44.7.1865-1868.2000

33. Byrd BA, Zenick B, Rocha-Granados MC, Englander HE, Hare PJ, LaGree TJ, 
DeMarco AM, Mok WWK. 2021. The AcrAB-TolC efflux pump impacts 
persistence and resistance development in stationary-phase Escherichia 
coli following delafloxacin treatment. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 
65:e0028121. https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00281-21

34. Kim H-S, Nagore D, Nikaido H. 2010. Multidrug efflux pump MdtBC of 
Escherichia coli is active only as a B2C Heterotrimer. J Bacteriol 192:1377–
1386. https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.01448-09

35. Bohnert JA, Schuster S, Fähnrich E, Trittler R, Kern WV. 2007. Altered 
spectrum of multidrug resistance associated with a single point 
mutation in the Escherichia coli RND-type MDR efflux pump YhiV (MdtF). 
J Antimicrob Chemother 59:1216–1222. https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/
dkl426

36. Hooper DC, Jacoby GA. 2016. Topoisomerase inhibitors: fluoroquinolone 
mechanisms of action and resistance. Cold Spring Harb Perspect Med 
6:a025320. https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a025320

37. CLSI M07-A9. 2012 Methods for dilution antimicrobial susceptibility tests 
for bacteria that grow aerobically; approved standard—ninth edition

38. CLSI M26-A. 1999. Methods for determining bactericidal activity of 
antimicrobial agents; approved guideline. Vol. 19. 18 vols.

39. Rodríguez-Melcón C, Alonso-Calleja C, García-Fernández C, Carballo J, 
Capita R. 2021. Minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) and minimum 
bactericidal concentration (MBC) for twelve antimicrobials (biocides and 
antibiotics) in eight strains of listeria monocytogenes. Biol (Basel) 11:46. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/biology11010046

40. Schuster S, Bohnert J, Vavra M, Rossen JW, Kern W. 2019. Proof of an 
outer membrane target of the efflux inhibitor Phe-Arg-β-naphthylamide 
from random mutagenesis. Molecules 24:470. https://doi.org/10.3390/
molecules24030470

41. Lamers RP, Cavallari JF, Burrows LL. 2013. The efflux inhibitor phenylala­
nine-arginine beta-naphthylamide (PAβN) permeabilizes the outer 
membrane of gram-negative bacteria. PLoS One 8:e60666. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0060666

42. Andrews S, Krueger F, Segonds-Pichon A, Biggins L, Krueger C, Wingett 
S. 2010. FastQC: a quality control tool for high throughput sequence data. 
Available from: http://www.bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/projects/
fastqc/

43. Wingett SW, Andrews S. 2018. Fastq screen: a tool for multi-genome 
mapping and quality control. F1000Res 7:1338. https://doi.org/10.
12688/f1000research.15931.2

44. Chen S, Zhou Y, Chen Y, Gu J. 2018. Fastp: an ultra-fast all-in-one FASTQ 
Preprocessor. Bioinf 34:i884–i890. https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformat­
ics/bty560

45. Langmead B, Salzberg SL. 2012. Fast gapped-read alignment with 
bowtie 2. Nat Methods 9:357–359. https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1923

46. Danecek P, Bonfield JK, Liddle J, Marshall J, Ohan V, Pollard MO, 
Whitwham A, Keane T, McCarthy SA, Davies RM, Li H. 2021. Twelve years 
of samtools and BCFtools. Gigascience 10:giab008. https://doi.org/10.
1093/gigascience/giab008

47. Cingolani P, Platts A, Wang LL, Coon M, Nguyen T, Wang L, Land SJ, Lu X, 
Ruden DM. 2012. A program for annotating and predicting the effects of 
single nucleotide polymorphisms, SnpEff: SNPs in the genome of 
drosophila melanogaster strain W1118; iso-2; iso-3. Fly (Austin) 6:80–92. 
https:/​/​doi.org/​10.4161/​fly.19695

48. Danecek P, Auton A, Abecasis G, Albers CA, Banks E, DePristo MA, 
Handsaker RE, Lunter G, Marth GT, Sherry ST, McVean G, Durbin R, 1000 
Genomes Project Analysis Group. 2011. The variant call format and 

Full-Length Text Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy

November 2023  Volume 67  Issue 11 10.1128/aac.01625-22 17

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41522-022-00272-5
https://doi.org/10.1159/000094668
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0002-9610(05)80576-8
https://www.eucast.org/ast_of_bacteria
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dkl489
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dkz434
https://doi.org/10.2174/156802609789630947
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.01049-15
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btv449
https://doi.org/10.1128/jb.177.9.2328-2334.1995
https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.00043-12
https://doi.org/10.2217/fmb-2018-0067
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.1028560
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02792-18
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.183.20.5803-5812.2001
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.45.4.1126-1136.2001
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dkab421
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01930-10
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2958.1994.tb00997.x
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.44.7.1865-1868.2000
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00281-21
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.01448-09
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dkl426
https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a025320
https://doi.org/10.3390/biology11010046
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24030470
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0060666
http://www.bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/projects/fastqc/
https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.15931.2
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty560
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1923
https://doi.org/10.1093/gigascience/giab008
https://doi.org/10.4161/fly.19695
https://doi.org/10.1128/aac.01625-22


VCFtools. Bioinf 27:2156–2158. https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/
btr330

49. Zhou K, Zhou L, Lim Q ’En, Zou R, Stephanopoulos G, Too H-P. 2011. 
Novel reference genes for quantifying transcriptional responses of 
Escherichia Coli to protein overexpression by quantitative PCR. BMC Mol 
Biol 12:18. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2199-12-18

50. Viveiros M, Martins A, Paixão L, Rodrigues L, Martins M, Couto I, Fähnrich 
E, Kern WV, Amaral L. 2008. Demonstration of intrinsic efflux activity of 

Escherichia coli K-12 AG100 by an automated ethidium bromide method. 
Int J Antimicrob Agents 31:458–462. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ijantimicag.2007.12.015

51. Blair JMA, Piddock LJV. 2016. How to measure export via bacterial 
multidrug resistance efflux pumps. mBio 7:e00840-16. https://doi.org/
10.1128/mBio.00840-16

Full-Length Text Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy

November 2023  Volume 67  Issue 11 10.1128/aac.01625-22 18

https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btr330
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2199-12-18
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijantimicag.2007.12.015
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00840-16
https://doi.org/10.1128/aac.01625-22

	Resistance development in Escherichia coli to delafloxacin at pHs 6.0 and 7.3 compared to ciprofloxacin
	RESULTS
	Multistep resistance selection and determination of minimum bactericidal concentration
	Efflux pump inhibition assay
	Quantitative PCR
	Whole genome sequencing
	Complementation assays (Tables 1 and 2)
	Efflux assays

	DISCUSSION
	Conclusion

	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Bacterial isolates and culture conditions
	MIC determination/antimicrobial susceptibility testing
	MBC determination
	Efflux pump inhibition assay
	Statistical analysis
	Experimental evolution for antimicrobial resistance (multi-step resistance selection)
	Genomic DNA isolation
	Illumina library preparation
	Cluster generation and illumina sequencing
	Variant analysis
	Complementation assays
	Efflux assay
	Determination of emrA, emrB, and tolC gene expression



