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Evolving under the constant exposure to an abundance of diverse microbial life, the
human body has developed many ways of defining the boundaries between self and
non-self. Many physical and immunological barriers to microbial invasion exist, and yet
bacteria have found a multitude of ways to overcome these, initiate interactions with and
colonize the human host. Adhesion to host cells and tissues is a key feature allowing
bacteria to persist in an environment under constant flux and to initiate transient or
permanent symbioses with the host. This review discusses reasons why adhesion is such
a seemingly indispensable requirement for bacteria–host interactions, and whether
bacteria can bypass the need to adhere and still persist. It further outlines open questions
about the role of adhesion in bacterial colonization and persistence within the host.

Introduction
Bacteria have evolved an abundance of mechanisms to engage with host cells, and manipulate their
cellular signaling programmes to facilitate colonization. Most, if not all of these, strictly depend on
bacterial adhesion to host cells: upon initial contact with host cells, bacteria sense the change in
physicochemical properties in their environment (i.e. surface sensing) and can dramatically alter their
physiology to respond and adapt. Changes in response to surface engagement are far-reaching and
can affect bacterial metabolism, respiration, and regulation of colonization- and virulence-specific
genes. Bacteria may utilize contact-dependent secretion systems and the associated effectors to rewire
host cellular signaling pathways and favor persistence. Finally, adhesive structures themselves may act
as extracellular effectors capable of altering host physiology in response to bacterial adhesion. Each of
these mechanisms of host subversion, and how it is enabled by adhesion, will be discussed in more
detail below. Much of the work addressing how adhesion facilitates host subversion and colonization
is being done in pathogens. However, many of the principles discussed below equally apply to colon-
ization by beneficial and commensal species.

Adhesive structures and adhesion mechanisms determine the fate of
bacteria–host interactions
The bacterial surface is a highly specialized organelle, and one of its key purposes is to facilitate
adherence. The number of surface structures capable of mediating specific or nonspecific adhesion
to surfaces is vast, and as such exceeds the scope of this review. However, an excellent overview
of bacterial adhesins and adhesive surface structures was presented by Pizarro-Cerdaá and Cossart
[1]. Depending on the biochemical identity of the adhesive structure, its role during colonization
may vary: it may be to enable initial, weak, and nonspecific adhesion, by establishing hydropho-
bic interactions with the host surface, thereby overcoming the electrostatic repulsion between bac-
terial and host surface [2]. Other adhesins engage in highly specific interactions with host surface
receptors, giving rise to high-affinity, stable interactions. The exact mechanism of adhesin–surface
interaction is also a key determinant for the fate of the bacteria–host interaction: modular adhe-
sins that engage multiple surface receptors, often in a co-operative manner, give rise to extremely
high binding avidity. Examples include fibronectin-binding proteins, such as the Staphylococus
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aureus fibronectin-binding protein A or the Borrelia burgdorferi fibronectin-binding protein BBK32, which
bind to fibronectin by forming a tandem β-zipper [3,4]. This zipper-like mechanism guarantees a product-
ive interaction between bacterium and host cell and often initiates bacterial uptake by nonphagocytic cells
[3]. Another, even more immediate way to trigger uptake by using a zipper-like mechanism is exemplified
by the Pseudomonas aeruginosa surface lectin LecA, which forms a direct zipper with the host lipid mem-
brane by binding the glycosphingolipid Gb3, thereby triggering membrane bending and facilitating inva-
sion [5]. Another well-conserved adhesion mechanism is the interaction between bacterial lectins and
glycoprotein or glycolipids on the host surface, which may form a catch bond. The molecular equivalent
of a Chinese finger trap, the characteristic feature of this adhesive mechanism is that the dissociation rate
decreases under tension. This is in stark contrast with many other adhesive interactions: even for
extremely high-affinity, zipper-like mechanisms such as described above, physical force can easily disrupt
the bacteria–host interaction, by distorting the binding epitopes, which ultimately leads to a structural mis-
match between adhesin and host receptor domains and significantly weakens or altogether inhibits adhe-
sion under tension [6]. The prototypical catch-bond forming adhesin is FimH, a lectin located on the tip
of type I fimbriae that enables enhanced binding to host tissues under flow [7]. Since then, many other
catch-bond forming adhesins have been identified, including ones containing van Willebrand factor
domains, such as P. aeruginosa PilY [8]. The advantageous features of this mechanism include not only
increased adhesion under physiological fluid shear, but also enable surface sampling under dynamic flow
conditions and transduction of force across the bacterial cell envelope [8–10]. These examples are by far
not exhaustive, but should serve to demonstrate that although bacterial adhesins are uniquely adapted to
accomplish colonization of a specific niche, the mechanisms underpinning their function are well
conserved across bacterial species.

Surface sensing and adhesion can lead to adaptations in bacterial physiology
that facilitate persistence
The role of mechanosensing in initiating adhesion
Prior to discussing the consequences of adhesion for colonization and persistence, it is important to define and
distinguish the processes following on from the initial event, surface sensing. When a bacterium finds itself in
close proximity of a surface, it may perceive the adjacent surface in many ways, including chemical sensing (i.e.
sensing of specific chemical moieties on the surface) and/or mechanosensing (i.e. sensing of changes in physical
forces related to the surface), which together are termed surface sensing (Figure 1). Mechanosensing is a
complex function that depends on external force, affinity for the surface, and cell rigidity [11]. For example, S.
aureus cell wall mutants with altered cell wall rigidity can display aberrant surface sensing, because a certain
amount of ‘stiffness’ is required to efficiently transduce external forces across the bacterial envelope [12,13].
This work is particularly interesting, as it highlights the fact that mechanosensing is not limited to
Gram-negative bacteria, but is a conserved feature also found in Gram-positive organisms, despite their drastic-
ally different cell wall architecture. Often mechanisms of chemical and mechanosensing are hard to dissect —
e.g. deletion mutants of surface appendages may show altered behavior either because the specific chemical
interaction is needed (i.e. they contribute to chemical sensing) or because this interaction is critical to achieve a
threshold affinity for mechanoinduction (i.e. physical sensing). What further complicates the investigation is
that the process of surface sensing can either lead to a productive interaction between bacterium and surface,
i.e. initial adherence and continued surface sensing, or can be nonproductive (i.e. the bacterium gains enough
distance to terminate surface sensing and remains in a planktonic state).
For the purpose of this review, adherence or surface attachment is defined as a specific interaction between

an individual bacterium and a surface. As a consequence of surface sensing and initial adherence, physiological
changes may trigger the recruitment of planktonic bacteria and favor interbacterial interactions between the
surface-attached and the recruited bacterium. Equally, such interactions may arise due to proliferation of
surface-bound bacteria. The outcome of such indirect surface associations can be the emergence of microcolony
or biofilm communities (Figure 1D). The changes emerging as a consequence of direct adherence (bacterium–
host interaction), as opposed to subsequent microcolony or biofilm formation (interbacterial interaction), are
often difficult to dissect as they are interconnected and often progress in parallel. However, studies analyzing
the changes in directly adherent cells versus adherent communities strongly suggest that these steps reflect
defined stages of bacterial development and are accompanied by distinct physiological changes [14].
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Bacterial appendages involved in surface sensing
The first cue perceived during surface sensing is thought to be an impairment of motility. In several systems
studied to date, this is perceived by the bacterial flagella [15]. While the exact mechanistic details linking flagellar
impairment and surface sensing have yet to be uncovered, and may vary as much as the flagellar systems
themselves, a common theme seems to be that stator function and ion flux are required for a functional sensor
[16]. For Vibrio cholerae, flagellar sensing remains controversial, but some reports suggest that flagellar
mechanosensing in this species works by sensing changes in membrane potential in response to increased drag
[17]. In Salmonella ssp., flagella are implicated in sensing surfaces by sensing wetness, rather than impaired
motility [18].
In addition to flagella, which are implicated in early sensing, type I and type IV pili are associated with

surface sensing upon initial adhesion. The requirements for pili-mediated sensing and subsequent signal trans-
duction have mostly been studied in Escherichia coli and P. aeruginosa, but many mechanistic details still
remain to be determined [19,20]. In P. aeruginosa, it has been known for some time that infection requires
type IV pilus-associated adhesion [21]. The same study established that the minor pilin PilY and pilus retrac-
tion where required for this process, however, the mechanistic details linking pilus retraction to induction of
key virulence factors required for the establishment of infection, including type III secretion, remained
unknown for a long time. Siryaporn et al. recently demonstrated that surface contact changes pilus tension
upon retraction, which modulates the interaction between PilA and PilJ and results in transcriptional changes
including genes involved in type III secretion [8,22]. In contrast with P. aeruginosa, less is known regarding the
pathway linking surface sensing to transcriptional responses in E. coli. Generally, the Cpx two-component
system controls surface sensing and adhesion in E. coli, including lab strains, and it has been suggested that
hydrophobicity and wettability of the surface are key features modulating this pathway [23].

The effects of surface sensing on bacterial physiology
Adherence is also capable of modulating transcription in E. coli (Figure 2A). In enterohemorrhagic E. coli,
attachment to host cells induces the locus of enterocyte effacement (LEE), a pathogenicity island encoding for a

Figure 1. Surface sensing and adhesion as a multistep process.

Through initial chemical sensing (A) and mechanosensing (B), bacterial cells are able to determine their proximity to a surface

and regulate their physiology accordingly, including changes in metabolism, quorum sensing, and production of virulence

factors. These changes following initial surface sensing can lead to reinforcement of the initial interaction (C). Reinforced

attachment, together with the recruitment of additional planktonic bacteria from the liquid phase or proliferation of

surface-bound bacteria, may lead to microcolony/biofilm formation (D) and bacterial persistence.
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type III secretion system (T3SS) that contributes to disease severity. LEE induction levels were shown to be a
function of both adhesion strength and shear force [24]. Enterotoxigenic E. coli (ETEC) and uropathogenic
E. coli (UPEC) also modulate transcription in response to host cell attachment, and genes demonstrated to
promote fitness during colonization in these studies included toxins and adhesins, as well as genes involved in
iron transport for ETEC and UPEC, respectively [25,26]. Other species known to respond to surface adherence
by triggering transcriptional changes include Neisseria meningitidis, Caulobacter crescentus, and Trichomonas
vaginalis. Interestingly, not all of these changes are directly implicated in bacterial pathogenicity — often they
affect global functions underpinning bacterial physiology, including DNA and RNA processing, genome stabil-
ity, and bacterial metabolism [27–30]. In conclusion, if a bacterium adheres to a surface, no matter if this is a
short-lived or prolonged interaction, this can be termed colonization. However, to achieve stable colonization
(i.e. persistence), the adherent bacterium has to adapt to this niche in ways that protect it from immunological
and physiological clearance. Consequently, physiological responses triggered by surface sensing include changes
in metabolism, efflux, bacterial surface composition, and virulence factor production (Figure 2A). These
changes can affect the outcome of colonization and determine the level of persistence, and are sustained by
bacterial adherence [31–33]. The increasing commercialization of technology underpinning the investigation of
surface sensing, such as microfluidic devices, atomic force microscopy, and optical traps, will allow us to —
quite literally — push the envelope and our ability to further dissect mechanisms of and responses to bacterial
surface sensing.

Figure 2. Several features of adhesion contribute to bacterial persistence.

Attachment via bacterial adhesins and/or chemical sensing can alter bacterial cell physiology through regulation of different

genes involved in metabolism, quorum sensing, motility, replication, and virulence, priming the bacteria for persistence (A).

Stable adhesion is required to maintain hierarchical translocation of effectors into host cells, which is the basis of efficient

manipulation of host cell signaling. Illustrated is the T4SS-dependent secretion of L. pneumophila effectors SidM, LidA, and

SidD, which follow a strictly hierarchical order to sequentially modify host Rab1 activity on Legionella-containing vacuoles (B).

Adhesins can directly affect host cell signaling by binding to surface receptors in the host cell membrane. Adhesin-induced

receptor cross-talk or clustering of receptors in the host membrane can modify downstream signaling pathways within the host

cell in a way that benefits bacterial persistence (C).
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Bacterial effector secretion and translocation require adherence
The importance of translocation hierarchy during pathogenesis
Many microbes capable of a host-associated lifestyle manipulate host cellular signaling to facilitate persistence.
This is commonly achieved by the transfer of signaling effectors from the bacterial cell into the host cell’s cyto-
plasm via contact-dependent secretion systems (Figure 2B). Effectors target a vast range of eukaryotic signaling
hubs, and their activities are often aimed at fine-tuning innate immune signaling, chemotaxis, or phagocytic
function, or at enabling persistence of bacteria in or on mucosal surfaces, for example by facilitating invasion,
cell-to-cell spread, or blocking epithelial sloughing, among others [34,35].
Bacteria usually transfer a wide arsenal of effectors (ranging from a few to ∼300 different effectors in the

case of Legionella [36]) through contact-dependent type III, type IV, or type VI secretion systems to target dif-
ferent aspects of host signaling. In doing so, the effectors are not all translocated simultaneously. Rather, they
have to follow a stringent hierarchy to achieve a specific temporal profile which guarantees their activities are
co-ordinated and can target a specific aspect of the host signaling network at the right time during infection.
This is especially important because some effectors have synergistic or opposing activities [37–39]. This is the
case with Legionella pneumophila effectors SidM and SidD, which act sequentially during the maturation of
Legionella-containing vacuoles to first recruit and AMPylate, and later de-AMPylate the small GTPase Rab1
[37,38]. Enteropathogenic E. coli equally use sequentially delivered T3SS effector molecules to first activate filo-
podia formation, which aids the initial capture of bacteria, through translocation of Map, and later neutralize
Map’s Cdc42 targeting activity by Tir, which is also involved in the formation of pedestals, a more stable
means of attachment [39]. In both cases, the temporal order of effector activity is essential to successful infec-
tion and can only be achieved if the bacterium remains stably attached to the targeted host cell throughout the
translocation process (Figure 2B).
Studies elucidating the hierarchy and length of Salmonella pathogenicity island (SPI)-1 T3SS-mediated

effector transfer in real time have demonstrated that the process takes more than 90 min to complete [40,41].
In Salmonella enterica, this intimate adhesion is facilitated by the SPI-4-encoded giant nonfimbrial adhesin
SiiE. The SiiE protein contains 53 bacterial Ig (BIg) domains with lectin-like activity, which mediate extremely
tight interactions with the apical side of polarized epithelial cells, and this intimate association is necessary for
SPI-1 T3SS-mediated invasion [42]. Consistent with these studies, it has been shown that premature termin-
ation of the bacteria–host association during T3SS effector translocation renders the interaction nonproductive
even if it has progressed for a considerable amount of time, and completely abolishes effector-mediated cyto-
toxicity on host cells [43].

Is specific adhesion required for effector translocation?
While adhesion is strictly required for efficient effector translocation, it is usually not required for effector pro-
duction or even secretion [44]. In most cases, it is sufficient to maintain a high-affinity interaction, no matter
the means. This means that often, partial loss of adhesin function can be tolerated and secretion activity is
maintained, albeit at a lower level [45]. In Pseudomonas, for example, effector transfer can be maintained by
different means of adhesion, and adhesins are interchangeable as long as the overall affinity is sufficiently high
to maintain effector translocation. In Yersinia, YadA is more important than invasin with regard to effector
translocation, due to the ability to bind to a broad range of host receptors on different cell types, thus ensuring
high-affinity, shear-resistant interactions are maintained to initiate infection of different cell types [46,47].
Often, this is achieved by positive feedback between effector-mediated signaling and adhesion, which reinforces
the initial adhesion to maintain sufficiently high affinity to ensure the process is not abrogated prematurely.
This is the case for Shigella flexneri, where the T3SS effectors OspE1 and OspE2 mediate induced adherence to
the colonic epithelium [48]. Another example is EHEC, where initial adherence to epithelial cells induces T3SS.
The T3SS-mediated interaction between intimin and the translocated receptor, Tir, reinforces the interaction
with host cells and further enhances T3SS translocation efficiency. In the absence of Tir, the interaction with
the host surface is weakened and translocation efficiency drops [49].
In some cases, however, the mode of adhesion is important to adequately promote secretion. In the case of

Helicobacter pylori T4SS, the host cell’s pro-inflammatory response toward the adhesin Bap primes the cells to
respond correctly toward the action of the T4SS effector CagA and thereby potentiates the function of the T4SS
activity [50]. A further consideration is the constraint brought about by adhesion geometry, since adhesins pro-
truding far from the surface may be suited to promote initial adherence, but may interfere with the activity of
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secretion systems. This has been described for the Bartonella henselae trimeric autotransporter adhesin BadA.
BadA expression interferes with effector translocation by the VirB/D4 T4SS by increasing the distance between
bacterial surface and host membrane, implying that the expression of specific adhesins and T4SS have to be
differentially regulated to successfully infect [51].

The interplay between adhesion and secreted toxins
Finally, some consideration has to be given to the interplay between soluble toxins and adherence. In a way,
secreted soluble toxins are often a more autonomous version of effectors — they still have effector domains,
but are large and complex entities because in addition to the signaling targeting domain(s), they also have to
encode the information for secretion, host binding, and translocation. There are examples where similar effector
activities are achieved in a much more efficient way through contact-dependent secretion, compared with the
toxin version [52]. But despite their ‘autonomy’, soluble toxins still require close proximity to the host because
their local concentration is critical to their affinity for host receptors and hence, activity [53]. The importance
of adhesion to toxin activity is underpinned by the observation that, like translocated effectors, toxins often
reinforce bacterial adherence to enhance their own activity. The secreted ETEC toxin LT, for example, leads to
increased presentation of receptors necessary for ETEC adherence on the host surface [54].

Adhesins as direct effectors of host signaling
While adhesion is essential for the translocation of effectors, which facilitate bacterial persistence, it has
emerged over the past few years that some adhesins fulfill a dual function during colonization and can them-
selves contribute to a microbe’s repertoire of effector activities. Since adhesion and effects on host signaling
are so interlinked, these two activities have been difficult to dissect genetically, using a reductionist approach
— deletion of adhesins often impacts effector function by abrogating translocation efficiency. Rather, a minima-
listic approach, studying adhesion and resulting signaling using either nonadhesive heterologous strains expres-
sing adhesins [55], or purified adhesins reconstituted on a surface that geometrically resembles bacteria,
has facilitated the analysis of effector activities mediated by adhesins [56]. The following are some examples to
demonstrate the breadth of interactions and signaling pathways co-opted by adhesins. The topic was more
comprehensively reviewed by Stones and Krachler [57].

Adhesins as effectors of integrin signaling
The integrin signaling axis was one of the first pathways described to be co-opted by bacterial adhesins.
Integrins are surface receptors involved in a wide range of functions, including the regulation of cell–cell and
cell–matrix interactions as well as inflammatory responses. Most notably, integrins are directly engaged by
Yersinia invasin to initiate bacterial internalization, but this interaction also induces pro-inflammatory mucosal
responses via activation of the NLRP3 inflammosome complex, which are beneficial for bacterial spread [58].
UPEC also subvert host integrins for invasion of bladder urothelial cells, and this is mediated by interactions
between the FimH adhesin on the tip of type I pili and N-linked oligosaccharides on α3 and β1 integrins [59].
The gastric pathogen and carcinogen H. pylori also co-opt integrin signaling for delivery and activation of the
type IV-secreted effector cytotoxin-associated gene A (CagA) within gastric epithelial cells, where it acts as an
oncoprotein. In this case, the integrin α5β1 complex acts as a receptor for and is activated by CagL, an effector
adhesin on the pilus surface. This activation results in CagA translocation and downstream-activation of focal
adhesion kinase and Src, which is required for phosphorylation and activation of CagA [60].
A wide range of bacterial adhesins bind carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA) family proteins, an abundant

family of glycoproteins on the apical surface of epithelial cells, as well as CEA-related cell adhesion molecules
(CEACAMs). Binding of the prototypical CAECAM-binding adhesin, colony opacity associated (Opa) proteins
from Neisseria gonorrhoeae, and other CEACAM-binding proteins of the Afa/Dr adhesin family increases
integrin activity, thereby reinforcing adhesion of infected cells to the underlying substratum. Thus, this group
of adhesins indirectly engages integrin signaling to prevent mucosal exfoliation and facilitate persistence within
the host [61].

Rewiring of host signaling pathways by adhesins
In some cases, adhesins affect host signaling by providing the extracellular scaffolding to create novel signaling
platforms. The oral pathogen Porphyromonas gingivalis, for example, uses fimbriae to cross-wire the Toll-like
receptor TLR2 and the chemokine receptor 4 (CXCR4), which ultimately results in inhibition of TLR2-driven,
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pro-inflammatory responses and prolongs P. gingivalis survival [62]. The multivalent adhesion molecule
(MAM) 7 adhesin of the food-borne pathogen Vibrio parahaemolyticus binds to the host membrane lipid phos-
phatidic acid with high affinity, thereby creating clusters of the lipid in the plasma membrane which act as sig-
naling platforms for the activation of the small GTPase RhoA. Ultimately, this compromises cell–cell junction
integrity and facilitates breaching of the epithelial barrier, as well as creating a larger surface area for the
engagement of T3SS, thereby enhancing the efficiency of effector transfer [63,64].
These examples demonstrate that adhesins can play an important role as extracellular effectors, and their

activities can promote invasion [37,38], fine-tune inflammatory responses [50,62], enhance the efficiency of
contact-dependent secretion systems and associated effectors [50], and prevent cell sloughing [48,61]. The list
of adhesion-mediated effector functions will likely become longer as research in this area intensifies. Adhesins
are able to target receptor complexes with exquisitely high specificity, or even re-wire and create new pathways
through signaling networks. Additionally, many adhesins are relatively easy to produce and more stable, com-
pared with many other reagents used to interrogate eukaryotic signaling with such high specificity (e.g. anti-
bodies). Through these beneficial features, adhesins will become, much like translocated bacterial effectors,
indispensable tools to study host signaling pathways and help us gain novel insights, especially into surface
receptor-mediated signaling pathways.

Bacterial adhesion — an attractive therapeutic target?
As the above examples highlight, adhesion is strictly associated with bacterial persistence within the host and
loss of adhesive features abrogates or completely abolishes long-term colonization in many cases. Adhesion,
and specific adhesins, have thus become an attractive therapeutic target in the fight against infection and in the
face of rising antimicrobial resistance, and many approaches to adhesion inhibition are being explored and
developed (see ref. [65] for a recent review of approaches under development). Particularly, vaccines [66] and
therapeutic antibodies targeting colonization [67] have progressed furthest through the drug development pipe-
line and, in a recent portfolio review, were identified as among the alternative approaches to antibiotics most
likely to be translated into clinical use over the next decade [68].

Can bacteria bypass the need for adhesion and still persist?
While targeting adhesion will undoubtedly relieve selective pressure on antimicrobial resistance [69], it is less
clear if this strategy may drive the selection for isolates that are capable of bypassing the requirement for adhe-
sion, and still persist. If bacteria are in a planktonic state within the body, they will be removed by physical and
immune clearance, unless they proliferate at a rate that exceeds the removal rate [70]. This is possible and
occurs at sites that are nutrient rich, such as the intestinal lumen. It is thought that the host’s provision of
adhesin receptors provides a means of positive selection for a beneficial microbiota and can influence this prin-
ciple, by supporting the persistence of slow-growing beneficial species by provision of specific attachment sites
[71]. However, this selection can work both positively and negatively, if adhesion sites are provided in the form
of renewable matrix that is turned over (e.g. mucus). Such sites, under some conditions, may select negatively
against adhesive microbes and promote the persistence of a planktonic, luminal population [71]. We have to
bear in mind that the consequence of adhesion inhibition is merely the displacement of bacteria into a plank-
tonic state, not clearance per se. As such, the site of action, and potential of this site to support bacterial prolif-
eration or promote clearance, is an important factor to consider when developing therapeutic strategies
targeting adhesion.
Little is known about how displaced, planktonic bacterial populations would behave at most body sites. To

close this gap in knowledge, displacement of bacteria and subsequent proliferation, physical and immune clear-
ance and ultimately the fate of the microbe–host interaction, needs to be studied following adhesion inhibition
in vivo. While such approaches may work well at sites with high natural clearance rates (e.g. bladder), it is hard
to predict the outcome in niches with lower clearance (e.g. wounds) and with a well-established microbial com-
munity under the influence of host selection (e.g. intestinal tract) [70]. Thus, it is essential to collect experimen-
tal data regarding microbial behavior and host–microbe interactions at such sites, which will underpin our
attempts to understand and predict the efficacy of therapies targeting infections at these sites. The limited
studies undertaken to survey this have, however, shown up potential avenues to bacterial resistance to adhesion
inhibition: an investigation of the efficacy of MAM-based adhesion inhibitors targeting multidrug-resistant
bacterial infections have revealed a connection between the ability of a pathogen to adhere and mediate host
cytotoxicity. While most investigated isolates show a strict correlation between adherence and cytotoxicity,
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some isolates were not as stringently dependent on adhesion to mediate host cell killing [72]. It will be important
to further investigate the basis of this ability to bypass adhesion.

Conclusions
While the fate and adaptation of bacteria under the pressure of adhesion inhibitors is unclear, it is clear that
microbes have evolved strategies to try and bypass the stringent requirements of host attachment for pathogen-
esis. Examples include the packaging of toxins into outer membrane vesicles, which provide a means to over-
come diffusive loss and enrich toxins at the site of action [73–75]. The ability to attach to other,
host-associated bacteria instead of directly to the host, is another way of bypassing the requirement for
host-directed adhesins. As such, biofilms, and especially polymicrobial biofilms, are an equally important area
of investigation if we wish to understand the potential of adhesion inhibition as future therapies.

Abbreviations
CagA, cytotoxin-associated gene A; CEA, carcinoembryonic antigen; CEACAMs, CEA-related cell adhesion
molecules; ETEC, enterotoxigenic E. coli; LEE, locus of enterocyte effacement; MAM, multivalent adhesion
molecule; SPI, Salmonella pathogenicity island; T3SS, type III secretion system; UPEC, uropathogenic E. coli.

Funding
Work leading up to this award was funded by The European Molecular Biology Organization [ALTF 938-2011],
the Biotechnology and Biological Sciences Research Council [BB/L007916/1 and BB/M021513/1], a Wellcome
Trust ISSF grant and a Birmingham Fellowship.

Competing Interests
The Authors declare that there are no competing interests associated with the manuscript.

References
1 Pizarro-Cerdá, J. and Cossart, P. (2006) Bacterial adhesion and entry into host cells. Cell 124, 715–727 doi:10.1016/j.cell.2006.02.012
2 Ofek, I., Bayer, E.A. and Abraham, S.N. (2013) Bacterial adhesion. In The Prokaryotes (Rosenberg, E., DeLong, E.F., Lory, S., Stackebrandt, E. and

Thompson, F., eds), pp. 107–123, Springer
3 Meenan, N.A., Visai, L., Valtulina, V., Schwarz-Linek, U., Norris, N.C., Gurusiddappa, S. et al. (2007) The tandem beta-zipper model defines high affinity

fibronectin-binding repeats within Staphylococcus aureus FnBPA. J. Biol. Chem. 282, 25893–25902 doi:10.1074/jbc.M703063200
4 Raibaud, S., Schwarz-Linek, U., Kim, J.H., Jenkins, H.T., Baines, E.R., Gurusiddappa, S. et al. (2005) Borrelia burgdorferi binds fibronectin through a

tandem β-zipper, a common mechanism of fibronectin binding in Staphylococci, Streptococci, and Spirochetes. J. Biol. Chem. 280, 18803–18809
doi:10.1074/jbc.M501731200

5 Eierhoff, T., Bastian, B., Thuenauer, R., Madl, J., Audfray, A., Aigal, S. et al. (2014) A lipid zipper triggers bacterial invasion. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA
111, 12895–12900 doi:10.1073/pnas.1402637111

6 Chabria, M., Hertig, S., Smith, M.L. and Vogel, V. (2010) Stretching fibronectin fibres disrupts binding of bacterial adhesins by physically destroying an
epitope. Nat. Commun. 1, 135 doi:10.1038/ncomms1135

7 Thomas, W.E., Trintchina, E., Forero, M., Vogel, V. and Sokurenko, E.V. (2002) Bacterial adhesion to target cells enhanced by shear force. Cell 109,
913–923 doi:10.1016/S0092-8674(02)00796-1

8 Siryaporn, A., Kuchma, S.L., O’Toole, G.A. and Gitai, Z. (2014) Surface attachment induces Pseudomonas aeruginosa virulence. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci.
USA 111, 16860–16865 doi:10.1073/pnas.1415712111

9 Aprikian, P., Interlandi, G., Kidd, B.A., Le Trong, I., Tchesnokova, V., Yakovenko, O. et al. (2011) The bacterial fimbrial tip acts as a mechanical force
sensor. PLoS Biol. 9, e1000617 doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.1000617

10 Thomas, W.E., Nilsson, L.M., Forero, M., Sokurenko, E.V. and Vogel, V. (2004) Shear-dependent ‘stick-and-roll’ adhesion of type 1 fimbriated
Escherichia coli. Mol. Microbiol. 53, 1545–1557 doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2004.04226.x

11 Harapanahalli, A.K., Younes, J.A., Allan, E., van der Mei, H.C. and Busscher, H.J. (2015) Chemical signals and mechanosensing in bacterial responses
to their environment. PLoS Pathog. 11, e1005057 doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1005057

12 Harapanahalli, A.K., Chen, Y., Li, J., Busscher, H.J. and van der Mei, H.C. (2015) Influence of adhesion force on icaA and cidA gene expression and
production of matrix components in Staphylococcus aureus biofilms. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 81, 3369–3378 doi:10.1128/AEM.04178-14

13 Chen, Y., Harapanahalli, A.K., Busscher, H.J., Norde, W. and van der Mei, H.C. (2014) Nanoscale cell wall deformation impacts long-range bacterial
adhesion forces on surfaces. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 80, 637–643 doi:10.1128/AEM.02745-13

14 Moorthy, S. and Watnick, P.I. (2004) Genetic evidence that the Vibrio cholerae monolayer is a distinct stage in biofilm development. Mol. Microbiol. 52,
573–587 doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2004.04000.x

15 Cairns, L.S., Marlow, V.L., Bissett, E., Ostrowski, A. and Stanley-Wall, N.R. (2013) A mechanical signal transmitted by the flagellum controls signalling in
Bacillus subtilis. Mol. Microbiol. 90, 6–21 doi:10.1111/mmi.12342

16 Belas, R. (2014) Biofilms, flagella, and mechanosensing of surfaces by bacteria. Trends Microbiol. 22, 517–527 doi:10.1016/j.tim.2014.05.002
17 Van Dellen, K.L., Houot, L. and Watnick, P.I. (2008) Genetic analysis of Vibrio cholerae monolayer formation reveals a key role for ΔΨ in the transition to

permanent attachment. J. Bacteriol. 190, 8185–8196 doi:10.1128/JB.00948-08

1578 © 2016 The Author(s). This is an open access article published by Portland Press Limited on behalf of the Biochemical Society and distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0 (CC BY).

Biochemical Society Transactions (2016) 44 1571–1580
DOI: 10.1042/BST20160186

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.cell.2006.02.012
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1074/jbc.M703063200
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1074/jbc.M501731200
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.1402637111
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1038/ncomms1135
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/S0092-8674(02)00796-1
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/S0092-8674(02)00796-1
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/S0092-8674(02)00796-1
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.1415712111
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.1000617
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2004.04226.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2004.04226.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1005057
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/AEM.04178-14
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/AEM.04178-14
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/AEM.02745-13
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/AEM.02745-13
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2004.04000.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2004.04000.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/mmi.12342
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.tim.2014.05.002
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/JB.00948-08
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/JB.00948-08
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0


18 Wang, Q., Suzuki, A., Mariconda, S., Porwollik, S. and Harshey, R.M. (2005) Sensing wetness: a new role for the bacterial flagellum. EMBO J. 24,
2034–2042 doi:10.1038/sj.emboj.7600668

19 Moorthy, S., Keklak, J. and Klein, E.A. (2016) Perspective: adhesion mediated signal transduction in bacterial pathogens. Pathogens 5, 23 doi:10.3390/
pathogens5010023

20 Pratt, L.A. and Kolter, R. (1998) Genetic analysis of Escherichia coli biofilm formation: roles of flagella, motility, chemotaxis and type I pili. Mol.
Microbiol. 30, 285–293 doi:10.1046/j.1365-2958.1998.01061.x

21 Heiniger, R.W., Winther-Larsen, H.C., Pickles, R.J., Koomey, M. and Wolfgang, M.C. (2010) Infection of human mucosal tissue by Pseudomonas
aeruginosa requires sequential and mutually dependent virulence factors and a novel pilus-associated adhesin. Cell. Microbiol. 12, 1158–1173 doi:10.
1111/j.1462-5822.2010.01461.x

22 Persat, A., Inclan, Y.F., Engel, J.N., Stone, H.A. and Gitai, Z. (2015) Type IV pili mechanochemically regulate virulence factors in Pseudomonas
aeruginosa. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 112, 7563–7568 doi:10.1073/pnas.1502025112

23 Otto, K. and Silhavy, T.J. (2002) Surface sensing and adhesion of Escherichia coli controlled by the Cpx-signaling pathway. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA
99, 2287–2292 doi:10.1073/pnas.042521699

24 Alsharif, G., Ahmad, S., Islam, M.S., Shah, R., Busby, S.J. and Krachler, A.M. (2015) Host attachment and fluid shear are integrated into a mechanical
signal regulating virulence in Escherichia coli O157:H7. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 112, 5503–5508 doi:10.1073/pnas.1422986112

25 Kansal, R., Rasko, D.A., Sahl, J.W., Munson, G.P., Roy, K., Luo, Q. et al. (2013) Transcriptional modulation of enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli virulence
genes in response to epithelial cell interactions. Infect. Immun. 81, 259–270 doi:10.1128/IAI.00919-12

26 Subashchandrabose, S., Hazen, T.H., Brumbaugh, A.R., Himpsl, S.D., Smith, S.N., Ernst, R.D. et al. (2014) Host-specific induction of Escherichia coli
fitness genes during human urinary tract infection. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 111, 18327–18332 doi:10.1073/pnas.1415959112

27 Dietrich, G., Kurz, S., Hubner, C., Aepinus, C., Theiss, S., Guckenberger, M. et al. (2003) Transcriptome analysis of Neisseria meningitidis during
infection. J. Bacteriol. 185, 155–164 doi:10.1128/JB.185.1.155-164.2003

28 Li, G., Brown, P.J., Tang, J.X., Xu, J., Quardokus, E.M., Fuqua, C. et al. (2012) Surface contact stimulates the just-in-time deployment of bacterial
adhesins. Mol. Microbiol. 83, 41–51 doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2011.07909.x

29 Garcia, A.F., Benchimol, M. and Alderete, J.F. (2005) Trichomonas vaginalis polyamine metabolism is linked to host cell adherence and cytotoxicity.
Infect. Immun. 73, 2602–2610 doi:10.1128/IAI.73.5.2602-2610.2005

30 McClure, R., Nudel, K., Massari, P., Tjaden, B., Su, X., Rice, P.A. et al. (2015) The gonococcal transcriptome during infection of the lower genital tract
in women. PLoS ONE 10, e0133982 doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0133982

31 Gode-Potratz, C.J., Kustusch, R.J., Breheny, P.J., Weiss, D.S. and McCarter, L.L. (2011) Surface sensing in vibrio parahaemolyticus triggers a
programme of gene expression that promotes colonization and virulence. Mol. Microbiol. 79, 240–263 doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2010.07445.x

32 Overhage, J., Bains, M., Brazas, M.D. and Hancock, R.E. (2008) Swarming of Pseudomonas aeruginosa is a complex adaptation leading to increased
production of virulence factors and antibiotic resistance. J. Bacteriol. 190, 2671–2679 doi:10.1128/JB.01659-07

33 Sauer, K. and Camper, A.K. (2001) Characterization of phenotypic changes in Pseudomonas putida in response to surface-associated growth. J.
Bacteriol. 183, 6579–6589 doi:10.1128/JB.183.22.6579-6589.2001

34 Watarai, M., Tobe, T., Yoshikawa, M. and Sasakawa, C. (1995) Contact of Shigella with host cells triggers release of Ipa invasins and is an essential
function of invasiveness. EMBO J. 14, 2461–2470 PMID:7781600

35 Krachler, A.M., Woolery, A.R. and Orth, K. (2011) Manipulation of kinase signaling by bacterial pathogens. J. Cell Biol. 195, 1083–1092 doi:10.1083/
jcb.201107132

36 Segal, G. (2013) Identification of legionella effectors using bioinformatic approaches. Methods Mol. Biol. 954, 595–602 doi:10.1007/
978-1-62703-161-5_37

37 Zhou, D. and Galán, J. (2001) Salmonella entry into host cells: the work in concert of type III secreted effector proteins. Microbes Infect. 3, 1293–1298
doi:10.1016/S1286-4579(01)01489-7

38 Neunuebel, M.R., Chen, Y., Gaspar, A.H., Backlund, Jr, P.S., Yergey, A. and Machner, M.P. (2011) De-AMPylation of the small GTPase Rab1 by the
pathogen Legionella pneumophila. Science 333, 453–456 doi:10.1126/science.1207193

39 Kenny, B., Ellis, S., Leard, A.D., Warawa, J., Mellor, H. and Jepson, M.A. (2002) Co-ordinate regulation of distinct host cell signalling pathways by
multifunctional enteropathogenic Escherichia coli effector molecules. Mol. Microbiol. 44, 1095–1107 doi:10.1046/j.1365-2958.2002.02952.x

40 Winnen, B., Schlumberger, M.C., Sturm, A., Schüpbach, K., Siebenmann, S., Jenny, P. et al. (2008) Hierarchical effector protein transport by the
Salmonella typhimurium SPI-1 type III secretion system. PLoS ONE 3, e2178 doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0002178

41 Schlumberger, M.C., Muller, A.J., Ehrbar, K., Winnen, B., Duss, I., Stecher, B. et al. (2005) Real-time imaging of type III secretion: Salmonella SipA
injection into host cells. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 102, 12548–12553 doi:10.1073/pnas.0503407102

42 Wagner, C., Barlag, B., Gerlach, R.G., Deiwick, J. and Hensel, M. (2014) The Salmonella enterica giant adhesin SiiE binds to polarized epithelial cells in
a lectin-like manner. Cell. Microbiol. 16, 962–975 doi:10.1111/cmi.12253

43 Krachler, A.M., Ham, H. and Orth, K. (2011) Outer membrane adhesion factor multivalent adhesion molecule 7 initiates host cell binding during infection
by gram-negative pathogens. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 108, 11614–11619 doi:10.1073/pnas.1102360108

44 Mahmoud, R.Y., Stones, D.H., Li, W., Emara, M., El-Domany, R.A., Wang, D. et al. (2016) The multivalent adhesion molecule SSO1327 plays a key
role in Shigella sonnei pathogenesis. Mol. Microbiol. 99, 658–673 doi:10.1111/mmi.13255

45 O’Boyle, N., Houeix, B., Kilcoyne, M., Joshi, L. and Boyd, A. (2013) The MSHA pilus of Vibrio parahaemolyticus has lectin functionality and enables
TTSS-mediated pathogenicity. Int. J. Med. Microbiol. 303, 563–573 doi:10.1016/j.ijmm.2013.07.010

46 Deuschle, E., Keller, B., Siegfried, A., Manncke, B., Spaeth, T., Köberle, M. et al. (2016) Role of β1 integrins and bacterial adhesins for Yop injection
into leukocytes in Yersinia enterocolitica systemic mouse infection. Int. J. Med. Microbiol. 306, 77–88 doi:10.1016/j.ijmm.2015.12.001

47 Keller, B., Mühlenkamp, M., Deuschle, E., Siegfried, A., Mössner, S., Schade, J. et al. (2015) Yersinia enterocolitica exploits different pathways to
accomplish adhesion and toxin injection into host cells. Cell. Microbiol. 17, 1179–1204 doi:10.1111/cmi.12429

48 Faherty, C.S., Redman, J.C., Rasko, D.A., Barry, E.M. and Nataro, J.P. (2012) Shigella flexneri effectors OspE1 and OspE2 mediate induced adherence
to the colonic epithelium following bile salts exposure. Mol. Microbiol. 85, 107–121 doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2012.08092.x

© 2016 The Author(s). This is an open access article published by Portland Press Limited on behalf of the Biochemical Society and distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0 (CC BY). 1579

Biochemical Society Transactions (2016) 44 1571–1580
DOI: 10.1042/BST20160186

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1038/sj.emboj.7600668
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.3390/pathogens5010023
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.3390/pathogens5010023
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1046/j.1365-2958.1998.01061.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1046/j.1365-2958.1998.01061.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1462-5822.2010.01461.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1462-5822.2010.01461.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1462-5822.2010.01461.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.1502025112
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.042521699
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.1422986112
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/IAI.00919-12
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/IAI.00919-12
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.1415959112
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/JB.185.1.155-164.2003
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/JB.185.1.155-164.2003
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2011.07909.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2011.07909.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/IAI.73.5.2602-2610.2005
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/IAI.73.5.2602-2610.2005
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0133982
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2010.07445.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2010.07445.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/JB.01659-07
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/JB.01659-07
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/JB.183.22.6579-6589.2001
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/JB.183.22.6579-6589.2001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7781600
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1083/jcb.201107132
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1083/jcb.201107132
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/978-1-62703-161-5_37
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/978-1-62703-161-5_37
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/978-1-62703-161-5_37
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/978-1-62703-161-5_37
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/978-1-62703-161-5_37
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/978-1-62703-161-5_37
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/S1286-4579(01)01489-7
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/S1286-4579(01)01489-7
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/S1286-4579(01)01489-7
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1126/science.1207193
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1046/j.1365-2958.2002.02952.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1046/j.1365-2958.2002.02952.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0002178
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.0503407102
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/cmi.12253
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.1102360108
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/mmi.13255
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.ijmm.2013.07.010
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.ijmm.2015.12.001
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/cmi.12429
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2012.08092.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2012.08092.x
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0


49 Battle, S.E., Brady, M.J., Vanaja, S.K., Leong, J.M. and Hecht, G.A. (2014) Actin pedestal formation by enterohemorrhagic Escherichia coli enhances
bacterial host cell attachment and concomitant type III translocation. Infect. Immun. 82, 3713–3722 doi:10.1128/IAI.01523-13

50 Ishijima, N., Suzuki, M., Ashida, H., Ichikawa, Y., Kanegae, Y., Saito, I. et al. (2011) BabA-mediated adherence is a potentiator of the Helicobacter
pylori type IV secretion system activity. J. Biol. Chem. 286, 25256–25264 doi:10.1074/jbc.M111.233601

51 Lu, Y.-Y., Franz, B., Truttmann, M.C., Riess, T., Gay-Fraret, J., Faustmann, M. et al. (2013) Bartonella henselae trimeric autotransporter adhesin BadA
expression interferes with effector translocation by the VirB/D4 type IV secretion system. Cell. Microbiol. 15, 759–778 doi:10.1111/cmi.12070

52 Zhang, L., Krachler, A.M., Broberg, C.A., Li, Y., Mirzaei, H., Gilpin, C.J. et al. (2012) Type III effector VopC mediates invasion for Vibrio species. Cell
Rep. 1, 453–460 doi:10.1016/j.celrep.2012.04.004

53 Kim, Y.R., Lee, S.E., Kook, H., Yeom, J.A., Na, H.S., Kim, S.Y. et al. (2008) Vibrio vulnificus RTX toxin kills host cells only after contact of the bacteria
with host cells. Cell. Microbiol. 10, 848–862 doi:10.1111/j.1462-5822.2007.01088.x

54 Wang, X., Gao, X. and Hardwidge, P.R. (2012) Heat-labile enterotoxin-induced activation of NF-κB and MAPK pathways in intestinal epithelial cells
impacts enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli (ETEC) adherence. Cell. Microbiol. 14, 1231–1241 doi:10.1111/j.1462-5822.2012.01793.x

55 Schmid, Y., Grassl, G.A., Buhler, O.T., Skurnik, M., Autenrieth, I.B. and Bohn, E. (2004) Yersinia enterocolitica adhesin A induces production of
interleukin-8 in epithelial cells. Infect. Immun. 72, 6780–6789 doi:10.1128/IAI.72.12.6780-6789.2004

56 Stones, D.H., Al-Saedi, F., Vaz, D., Perez-Soto, N. and Krachler, A.M. (2015) Biomimetic materials to characterize bacteria-host interactions. J. Vis. Exp.
doi:10.3791/53400

57 Stones, D.H. and Krachler, A.-M. (2015) Fatal attraction: how bacterial adhesins affect host signaling and what we can learn from them. Int. J. Mol. Sci.
16, 2626–2640 doi:10.3390/ijms16022626

58 Thinwa, J., Segovia, J.A., Bose, S. and Dube, P.H. (2014) Integrin-mediated first signal for inflammasome activation in intestinal epithelial cells. J.
Immunol. 193, 1373–1382 doi:10.4049/jimmunol.1400145

59 Eto, D.S., Jones, T.A., Sundsbak, J.L. and Mulvey, M.A. (2007) Integrin-mediated host cell invasion by type 1-piliated uropathogenic Escherichia coli.
PLoS Pathog. 3, e100 doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.0030100

60 Kwok, T., Zabler, D., Urman, S., Rohde, M., Hartig, R., Wessler, S. et al. (2007) Helicobacter exploits integrin for type IV secretion and kinase
activation. Nature 449, 862–866 doi:10.1038/nature06187

61 Muenzner, P., Kengmo Tchoupa, A., Klauser, B., Brunner, T., Putze, J., Dobrindt, U. et al. (2016) Uropathogenic E. coli exploit CEA to promote
colonization of the urogenital tract mucosa. PLoS Pathog. 12, e1005608 doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1005608

62 Hajishengallis, G., Wang, M., Liang, S., Triantafilou, M. and Triantafilou, K. (2008) Pathogen induction of CXCR4/TLR2 cross-talk impairs host defense
function. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 105, 13532–13537 doi:10.1073/pnas.0803852105

63 Lim, J., Stones, D.H., Hawley, C.A., Watson, C.A. and Krachler, A.M. (2014) Multivalent adhesion molecule 7 clusters act as signaling platform for host
cellular GTPase activation and facilitate epithelial barrier dysfunction. PLoS Pathog. 10, e1004421 doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1004421

64 Stones, D.H. and Krachler, A.M. (2015) Dual function of a bacterial protein as an adhesin and extracellular effector of host GTPase signaling. Small
GTPases 6, 153–156 doi:10.1080/21541248.2015.1028609

65 Krachler, A.M. and Orth, K. (2013) Targeting the bacteria–host interface: strategies in anti-adhesion therapy. Virulence 4, 284–294 doi:10.4161/viru.
24606

66 McNeilly, T.N., Mitchell, M.C., Rosser, T., McAteer, S., Low, J.C., Smith, D.G.E. et al. (2010) Immunization of cattle with a combination of purified
intimin-531, EspA and Tir significantly reduces shedding of Escherichia coli O157:H7 following oral challenge. Vaccine 28, 1422–1428 doi:10.1016/j.
vaccine.2009.10.076

67 Cook, S.R., Maiti, P.K., DeVinney, R., Allen-Vercoe, E., Bach, S.J. and McAllister, T.A. (2007) Avian- and mammalian-derived antibodies against
adherence-associated proteins inhibit host cell colonization by Escherichia coli O157:H7. J. Appl. Microbiol. 103, 1206–1219 doi:10.1111/j.
1365-2672.2007.03334.x

68 Czaplewski, L., Bax, R., Clokie, M., Dawson, M., Fairhead, H., Fischetti, V.A. et al. (2016) Alternatives to antibiotics — a pipeline portfolio review.
Lancet Infect. Dis. 16, 239–251 doi:10.1016/S1473-3099(15)00466-1

69 Allen, R.C., Popat, R., Diggle, S.P. and Brown, S.P. (2014) Targeting virulence: can we make evolution-proof drugs? Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 12, 300–308
doi:10.1038/nrmicro3232

70 Ternent, L., Dyson, R.J., Krachler, A.-M. and Jabbari, S. (2015) Bacterial fitness shapes the population dynamics of antibiotic-resistant and -susceptible
bacteria in a model of combined antibiotic and anti-virulence treatment. J. Theor. Biol. 372, 1–11 doi:10.1016/j.jtbi.2015.02.011

71 McLoughlin, K., Schluter, J., Rakoff-Nahoum, S., Smith, A.L. and Foster, K.R. (2016) Host selection of microbiota via differential adhesion. Cell Host
Microbe 19, 550–559 doi:10.1016/j.chom.2016.02.021

72 Krachler, A.M., Mende, K., Murray, C. and Orth, K. (2012) In vitro characterization of multivalent adhesion molecule 7-based inhibition of
multidrug-resistant bacteria isolated from wounded military personnel. Virulence 3, 389–399 doi:10.4161/viru.20816

73 Elluri, S., Enow, C., Vdovikova, S., Rompikuntal, P.K., Dongre, M., Carlsson, S. et al. (2014) Outer membrane vesicles mediate transport of biologically
active Vibrio cholerae cytolysin (VCC) from V. cholerae strains. PLoS ONE 9, e106731 doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0106731

74 Kim, Y.R., Kim, B.U., Kim, S.Y., Kim, C.M., Na, H.S., Koh, J.T. et al. (2010) Outer membrane vesicles of Vibrio vulnificus deliver cytolysin-hemolysin
VvhA into epithelial cells to induce cytotoxicity. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 399, 607–612 doi:10.1016/j.bbrc.2010.07.122

75 Kesty, N.C., Mason, K.M., Reedy, M., Miller, S.E. and Kuehn, M.J. (2004) Enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli vesicles target toxin delivery into mammalian
cells. EMBO J. 23, 4538–4549 doi:10.1038/sj.emboj.7600471

1580 © 2016 The Author(s). This is an open access article published by Portland Press Limited on behalf of the Biochemical Society and distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0 (CC BY).

Biochemical Society Transactions (2016) 44 1571–1580
DOI: 10.1042/BST20160186

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/IAI.01523-13
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/IAI.01523-13
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1074/jbc.M111.233601
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/cmi.12070
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.celrep.2012.04.004
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1462-5822.2007.01088.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1462-5822.2007.01088.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1462-5822.2012.01793.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1462-5822.2012.01793.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/IAI.72.12.6780-6789.2004
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1128/IAI.72.12.6780-6789.2004
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.3791/53400
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.3390/ijms16022626
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.4049/jimmunol.1400145
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.0030100
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1038/nature06187
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1005608
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.0803852105
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1004421
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1080/21541248.2015.1028609
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.4161/viru.24606
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.4161/viru.24606
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.10.076
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.10.076
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2672.2007.03334.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2672.2007.03334.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2672.2007.03334.x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/S1473-3099(15)00466-1
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/S1473-3099(15)00466-1
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/S1473-3099(15)00466-1
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1038/nrmicro3232
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.jtbi.2015.02.011
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.chom.2016.02.021
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.4161/viru.20816
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0106731
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.bbrc.2010.07.122
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1038/sj.emboj.7600471
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0

	Against the tide: the role of bacterial adhesion in host colonization
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Adhesive structures and adhesion mechanisms determine the fate  of bacteria–host interactions
	Surface sensing and adhesion can lead to adaptations in bacterial physiology that facilitate persistence
	The role of mechanosensing in initiating adhesion
	Bacterial appendages involved in surface sensing
	The effects of surface sensing on bacterial physiology

	Bacterial effector secretion and translocation require adherence
	The importance of translocation hierarchy during pathogenesis
	Is specific adhesion required for effector translocation?
	The interplay between adhesion and secreted toxins

	Adhesins as direct effectors of host signaling
	Adhesins as effectors of integrin signaling
	Rewiring of host signaling pathways by adhesins

	Bacterial adhesion — an attractive therapeutic target?
	Can bacteria bypass the need for adhesion and still persist?


	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Funding
	Competing Interests
	References


