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Abstract

Nisin is an antimicrobial peptide commonly used as a food preservative since 1969. This 
peptide has potent antimicrobial activity against several Gram-positive bacterial strains, 
including clinically important and resistant pathogens. The combination of nisin with 
conventional antibiotics has been shown to improve the antimicrobial activity of these 
antibiotic agents. Apart from the antimicrobial properties of nisin, this AMP also displays 
promising anticancer potential towards several types of malignancies. The nisin Z vari-
ant is able to induce selective cytotoxicity in melanoma cells compared to non-malignant 
cells. It was shown that nisin Z disrupts the cell membrane integrity of melanoma cells 
and that cytotoxicity is likely due to the activation of an apoptotic pathway. In addition, 
when used in combination with the conventional chemotherapeutic agents, nisin Z has 
the potential to enhance the cytotoxicity of these chemotherapeutic agents against cul-
tured melanoma cells. Nisin Z has great potential for clinical application considering its 
low cytotoxicity to non-malignant cells and its effectiveness against Gram-positive bacte-
rial strains and certain cancers.

Keywords: melanoma, antimicrobial peptide nisin Z, combination therapy, selective 
cancer cytotoxicity, chemotherapeutic agents, antibiotic resistance

1. Introduction

Antimicrobial peptides (AMPs) are produced by all known living species and exhibit direct 

microbial killing activity while also playing an important role in the innate immune system [1]. 

This diverse group of peptides is found in all living species and may be promising alternatives 
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or serves as additives to current antibiotics [2–4]. Many of the more than 2000 known AMPs 

have been demonstrated to exhibit broad-spectrum antibacterial activity [5], and bacteria are less 

likely to develop resistance to these peptides compared to conventional antibiotics [6, 7].

The lantibiotic nisin, produced by Lactococcus lactis, has promising potential for clinical appli-

cation with its Generally Regarded as Safe (GRAS) status. This AMP was approved by the World 

Health Organisation (WHO) in 1969 and the US Federal Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 

in 1988 for the use as a food preservative [8]. Despite being extensively utilised for food pres-

ervation for nearly 50 years, there is very little indication of resistant mutants arising in food 
products treated with this AMP [8, 9].

Nisin is primarily used for its antibacterial activity. However, AMPs, and especially bacterio-

cins, display selectivity towards cancer cells [10]. Due to the toxicity associated with many con-

ventional chemotherapeutic agents, as well as the development of chemotherapy resistance 

[11–13], there is a need for the development of novel anti-cancer therapies. Furthermore, to 

overcome chemotherapy resistance, the efficacy of chemotherapeutic agents can be enhanced 
by the co-administration of multi-functional agents to achieve synergistic interactions [14, 

15]. The ability of nisin to increase the activity of the chemotherapeutic drug doxorubicin was 

investigated in vivo by Preet and co-workers. Nisin, when used in combination with doxoru-

bicin, enhanced the anti-cancer activities of doxorubicin. Apoptosis could be detected upon 

treatment of mice with induced skin carcinogenesis. However, the exact mechanism by which 

nisin exerts its anti-cancer activities was not known [16].

2. Antimicrobial properties of the antimicrobial peptide nisin

A report published in 2016 projects that resistance to antibiotics could potentially lead to 

10 million deaths per year by 2050 [17]. Moreover, the estimated economic impact of micro-

bial resistance will be massive, costing nearly 100 trillion US dollars while leading to sharp 

decreases in the gross domestic product. Microbial resistance against conventional antibiotic 

agents is a serious hazard to the effective treatment of numerous diseases. This upsurge in 
antibiotic resistance has stimulated research into the development of alternative antimicrobial 

agents. Antimicrobial peptides are considered promising alternatives to current antibiotics 

and have the potential to replace certain antibiotics or to be used synergistically in combina-

tion with existing antimicrobial agents [2, 18].

2.1. Anti-bacterial effects of Nisin

Nisin was discovered in the same year as penicillin, but was quickly overshadowed by this anti-

biotic due to penicillin’s ease of mass production and low manufacturing costs [19]. Nisin is a 

3.5 kDa polycyclic peptide consisting of 34 amino acids and is produced by the non-pathogenic 

bacteria Lactococcus lactis [20]. Two naturally occurring variants of this peptide are nisin A and 

nisin Z. These two variants are structurally identical with the exception a single amino acid at 

position 27, where histidine occurs in nisin A while asparagine is found in nisin Z [20]. Both 

variants display similar antimicrobial activity but nisin Z is more soluble at neutral pH [21, 22].
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In Gram-positive bacteria, nisin exhibits a dual mode of action by binding to lipid II on the 

bacterial membrane resulting in the inhibition of cell wall synthesis and the formation of 

pores in the bacterial cell membrane [23]. The antimicrobial effects of nisin Z against Gram-
negative bacteria are largely inadequate. However, the activity towards Gram-negative bac-

teria can be improved by using ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA) and the non-ionic 

surfactant Tween®80 [24, 25] (Figure 1).

The glycopeptide antibiotic, vancomycin, also binds to lipid II to inhibit cell wall synthe-

sis, albeit at a different amino acid moiety. Vancomycin is one of the last line treatments 
against several Gram-positive antibiotic-resistant bacteria including methicillin-resistant 

Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) [26, 27]. Disturbingly, clinical variants of MRSA have been 

isolated of which the lipid II pentapeptide have mutated to acquire resistant to vancomy-

cin. These strains contain the vanA-type gene cluster where the terminal D-Ala has been 

changed to D-Lactate in the lipid II pentapeptide [28]. Due to its different binding motif, 
nisin remains active against the vanA-type resistant strains [29]. This shows the potential 

of nisin to bolster the antimicrobial defences against antibiotic-resistant bacterial strains. 

Nisin has a promising potential for clinical application with its GRAS status and approval 

by both the FDA and WHO, considering its low cytotoxicity and the fact that it is con-

sidered safe for human consumption. Currently, it is employed as a food preservative 

in nearly 50 countries to guard food against spoilage resulting from pathogens such as 

Staphylococcus aureus, Listeria monocytogenes, and Clostridium botulinum [30]. In addition, 

nisin has also been demonstrated to possess antibacterial activity against several clinically 

Figure 1. Minimum inhibitory concentrations (MIC) of nisin Z for Gram-positive and Gram-negative bacterial strains. 

The effect of EDTA (200 μM) on the MIC of E. coli is also demonstrated.
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relevant  pathogens including vancomycin-resistant Enterococci, Streptococcus pneumonia, 

and methicillin- resistant Staphylococcus aureus [31, 32].

Mastitis-causing Staphylococcus strains have a tendency to develop resistance to antibiotics [33, 

34]. Nisin has been successfully applied as a sanitizer against mastitis causing Staphylococcus 

and Streptococcus species in lactating cows even when these species are antibiotic resistant [35, 

36]. Three nisin-based products were developed for the treatment of bovine mastitis, namely 

Ambicin N® (Applied Microbiology, Inc., New York) and Mast Out® as well as Wipe Out® 

Dairy wipes (ImmuCel Corporation, Maine, USA) [30]. In vivo nisin has also been shown to 

be an effective and safe alternative to antibiotics in the treatment of staphylococcal mastitis 
during lactation in pregnant women [37].

Antibacterial agents possessing various modes of action are particularly of interest in the 

fight against antimicrobial resistance as it is considered to be more challenging for bacteria 
to develop resistance against multiple mechanisms concurrently. This has proven true in the 

case of nisin, as there is very little evidence of transmissible and stable resistance occurring 
after nearly 50 years of treating food products with this AMP [37–39].

2.2. AMPs as antibiotic adjuvant therapy

The discovery and subsequent development of a wide range of antibiotics have revolu-

tionised modern health care. Over the last century, the introduction of antibiotics drasti-

cally reduced morbidity and mortality. Today, antibiotics are readily available to the global 

population, and effective antibiotic agents have been developed against the majority of 
illness-causing bacteria. Ironically, the success of antibiotics has resulted in these drugs 

being misused, leading to the accelerated development of antimicrobial resistance amongst 

many bacterial species. Antibiotic resistance is making the effective treatment of numer-

ous infections no longer achievable and there is a pressing need for alternative therapeutic 

approaches.

Antibiotic adjuvant therapy (to achieve synergistic interactions, although additive interactions 

are also favoured) can be considered as a promising strategy to combat antibiotic resistance. 

Combination of antibiotics and AMPs that possess different modes of action are valuable in 
the fight against antimicrobial resistance as it is unlikely for bacteria to develop resistance 
against multiple mechanisms simultaneously. Several studies have demonstrated synergism 

between nisin and conventional antibiotics. Nisin displayed synergism with the antibiotics, 

colistin and clarithromycin, against the common Gram-negative bacteria, Pseudomonas aeru-

ginosa [40]. Synergistic effects were also observed with streptomycin, penicillin, rifampicin 
and lincomycin against P. fluorescens as well as the antibiotic-resistant variants of this strain 

[41]. Daptomycin, teicoplanin and ciprofloxacin displayed synergism against MRSA biofilms 
[4]. In a study by Dosler and Gerceker, nisin-antibiotic combinations were shown to have 

synergistic interactions against clinical isolates of methicillin-susceptible S. aureus (MSSA), 

MRSA and Enterococcus faecalis. A major finding from their study was that a high incidence 
of synergistic interactions occurred with a nisin-ampicillin combination against MSSA and 

nisin-daptomycin combination against E. faecalis strains [42]. When nisin is combined with 
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penicillin, chloramphenicol or ciprofloxacin, biofilm formation of E. faecalis was significantly 
reduced [43].

In a previous study, we also evaluated the interaction of the nisin Z variant with conven-

tional antibiotics [24]. Antibiotic-nisin Z combinations (1:1) were evaluated on Staphylococcus 

epidermidis (ATCC 12228) and Staphylococcus aureus (ATCC 12600) seeing as nisin is princi-

pally effective against Gram-positive bacterial species. Several conventional antibiotics with 
different mechanisms of action against Gram-positive bacteria were selected and included 
methicillin; vancomycin; ampicillin; tetracycline; gentamicin and novobiocin. The minimum 

inhibitory concentration (MIC) was used as a reflection of the bacterial cytotoxicity following 
exposure to the antibiotic-nisin Z combinations. The MIC was determined using a modi-

fied broth microdilution method [44], where the p-iodonitrophenyltetrazolium violet (INT) 

was replaced with the yellow tetrazolium salt 3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5-diphenyltet-

razolium bromide (MTT). The interactions between the antibiotics and nisin were deter-

mined using the fractional inhibitory concentrations (FIC) [45] and values were interpreted 

as ƩFIC ≤0.5 synergistic, ƩFIC >0.5–1.0 additive, ƩFIC >1.0 and <4.0 indifferent and ƩFIC ≥4.0 
antagonistic.

Bacterial treatment with nisin Z-antibiotic combinations resulted in the identification of three 
additive and two synergistic combinations. Nisin Z displayed an additive effect (ƩFIC >0.5 to 1.0) 

when combined with ampicillin and gentamicin in S. aureus (Table 1).

Bacterial strain MIC of nisin Z (μg/ml) MIC of antibiotic (μg/ml) Nisin Z:antibiotic (1:1)

ƩFIC

S. epidermidis Nisin Z (9.17) Methicillin (1.88) 2.68

Vancomycin (2.50) 2.55

Ampicillin (16.67) 0.71

Tetracycline (80.00) 3.65

Gentamicin (1.04) 2.23

Novobiocin (1.46) 0.50

S. aureus Nisin Z (10.00) Methicillin (1.88) 1.06

Vancomycin (2.50) 2.50

Ampicillin (1.04) 0.66

Tetracycline (0.47) 1.40

Gentamicin (6.67) 0.94

Novobiocin (2.29) 0.17

Highlighted values represent ƩFIC values which indicate positive interactions between nisin Z and antibiotics where; 

≤0.5 synergistic, >0.5–1.0 additive, 1.1–3.9 indifferent and ≥4.0 antagonistic.

Table 1. MIC values and ƩFIC values for antibiotic-nisin Z combinations.
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Furthermore, S. epidermidis treated with ampicillin-nisin Z combination also showed an 

additive interaction. Novobiocin-nisin Z combinations showed synergistic interactions 

when used against S. epidermidis and S. aureus. Novobiocin, as part of the aminocoumarins 

antibiotic group, is able to indirectly block DNA replication by effectively inhibiting bacte-

rial DNA gyrase. Novobiocin-nisin Z combination was particularly effective in the treatment 
of S. aureus as a dramatic reduction in the ƩFIC was witnessed. This may be due to the dif-

ferent, but complementary, mechanisms of actions of nisin Z and novobiocin. As the lipid 

II-nisin Z complex forms pores in the bacterial membrane, hydrophobic novobiocin can pass 

through the cell membrane to interact with the DNA gyrase of S. aureus. This is only specula-

tion and the exact synergistic mechanism of should be examined further. This in vitro study 

shows the potential of nisin Z for the use as an adjuvant with conventional antibiotics. AMP-

antibiotic combination therapy may aid in reinforcing the defences against resistant organ-

isms by making it more challenging for a bacterial strain to adapt to multiple antimicrobial 

mechanisms. Furthermore, novobiocin is used for the treatment of mastitis in lactating cows 

[46]; and as previously mentioned, some nisin-based products have been developed for the 

treatment of mastitis. The synergistic interactions between nisin and novobiocin make this 

combination especially of interest for developing novel formulations for the treatment of 

mastitis.

3. Cytotoxic effects of nisin on non-malignant mammalian cells

It is clear that nisin is an effective antimicrobial agent which can inhibit the growth of/kill sev-

eral Gram-positive bacterial species, including food-borne pathogens such as Staphylococcus 

aureus, Listeria monocytogenes and Clostridium botulinum as well as exhibiting activity 

against many clinical important pathogens such as vancomycin-resistant Enterococci (VRE), 
Streptococcus pneumonia and MRSA [32, 47, 48]. Despite having exceptional antimicrobial 

activity, many AMPs also exhibit high toxicity to mammalian cells. An example of a cytotoxic 

AMP is melittin, the main active component of apitoxin (bee venom). Melittin has an excellent 
antibacterial activity and the antimicrobial mechanism of this AMP is most likely the permea-

bilisation of cell membranes by pore formation resulting in cell lysis and death [49]. Although 

melittin has effective broad-spectrum antimicrobial activity, this AMP is extremely toxic to 
mammalian cells even at very low concentrations.

As mentioned before, nisin has a Generally Regarded as Safe (GRAS) status and is considered 

safe for human consumption. The Accepted Daily Intake (ADI) of nisin was determined 

by the FDA as 2.94 mg/per day (0.049 mg/kg body weight/day) in 1988, prior to receiving 
GRAS status [50]. In a study by Joo and co-workers, mice were exposed to a concentra-

tion of nisin more than ×1000 (150 mg/kg body weight/day) the recommended ADI over a 
period of 3 weeks with no signs of cytotoxicity [51]. In another study, mice were treated 

with doses of 800 mg/kg body weight/day (more than 10 000 times higher than the recom-

mended ADI) ultra-pure nisin Z for 3 weeks without any evidence of toxicity [52]. In both 

these studies, long-term (>3 weeks) treatment with high concentrations of nisin did not 

result in any observable toxicity.
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We also investigated cytotoxicity of nisin Z towards mammalian cells using the MTT assay to 

measure metabolic activity and the lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) assay to indicate membrane 

integrity. The non-malignant human immortalised keratinocyte (HaCaT) cells were employed 

for cytotoxicity testing and cultured under normal conditions [24]. Briefly, HaCat cells were 
seeded in a 96-well plate and incubated until ~90% confluent. Synthetic melittin was used 
(≥97% HPLC from Sigma-Aldrich) as a positive AMP control for cytotoxicity. After 24 h of 
exposure to nisin Z or melittin (2.5–40 μg/ml), the MTT assay was performed as described pre-

viously [24]. The ability of NAD(P)H-dependent cellular oxidoreductase enzymes to reduce 

MTT to formazan is considered a reflection of the number of viable cells present. Cell viability 
is expressed as a percentage relative to the untreated control, which was set as being 100% 

viable. For an assay positive control, cells were exposed to 0.01% Triton-X 100 (Sigma-Aldrich, 

St Louis, MO, USA).

To investigate the effect of the two AMPs on cell membrane integrity, the CytoTox-ONE™ 
Homogeneous Membrane Integrity Assay (Promega, Madison, WO, USA) was employed. 

This assay determines the release of lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) into the culture media 

from cells with impaired cell membranes. HaCat cells were exposed to melittin and nisin Z 
as described earlier. A lysis solution (Promega) was used as a maximum LDH release posi-

tive control. The LDH release assay was performed as described previously [24]. Results are 

conveyed relative to the untreated control (set to 0% LDH release) and the maximum release 

sample (set to 100% LDH release).

Cytotoxicity data (Figure 2) shows that nisin Z did not negatively affect the cell viability of 
HaCat cells.

The MTT assay indicates that the ability of NAD(P)H-dependent cellular oxidoreductase 

enzymes to reduce MTT to formazan was not affected by the exposure to the tested nisin 

Figure 2. Cytotoxicity assay of HaCat cells exposed to the AMPs melittin and nisin Z. (A) MTT assay and (B) LDH release 
assay. Vehicle control groups are represented by 0 mg/ml. Values represent mean stdev n = 3. ***p < 0.001 compared to 
the vehicle control group.
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Z concentrations. Indicating that nisin Z did not negatively affect the cell viability of HaCat 
cells. The LDH assay also showed that there was no significant increase in the release of LDH, 
indicating that nisin Z did not cause any measurable membrane damage. On the other hand, 

both the MTT and LDH assays showed that relatively low concentrations of melittin led to a 
considerable increase in cytotoxicity in HaCat cells.

These in vitro results eco many of the recent in vivo findings, showing that nisin exposure to 
non-malignant cells has very little to no cytotoxic effects. Even at concentrations of nisin Z that 
exceeds the MICs for S. aureus and S. epidermidis (Figure 1) no toxicity was observed. Keeping 

in mind that nisin is an effective antimicrobial agent against several Gram-positive bacte-

rial species, including clinical important and resistant pathogens, this AMP shows promising 

potential for clinical application.

4. Cytotoxic effect of nisin on malignant cells

Over the last few decades, great strides have been made in cancer treatment and therapies, 

leading to the steady decline of cancer death rates [53]. Despite these developments, many 

current cancer therapies are still associated with high cytotoxicity and lack specificity. There is 
consequently still a need for the development of novel anti-cancer therapies. AMPs, especially 

bacteriocins, display selectivity towards cancer cells [10]. These AMPs are, therefore, potential 

alternative candidates to current chemotherapeutic agents. AMPs can also be applied as adju-

vants to chemotherapeutic agents to lower the therapeutic doses needed with the intention of 

quelling the toxicity of these treatments.

Studies have previously investigated the anti-tumour potential of nisin in vitro and in vivo 

for head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSCC) [52]. The study by Joo and co-workers 

indicated that nisin has the ability to selectively induce apoptosis, cell cycle arrest and reduce 

cell proliferation in HNSCC cells, compared to primary keratinocytes in vitro [51]. In vivo, 

nisin treatment reduced the overall tumour burden compared to non-nisin treated groups, 

in a floor-of-mouth oral cancer xenograft mouse model. Also, to examine the mechanism by 
which nisin facilitates its anti-proliferative and pro-apoptotic effects on HNSCC cells, the 
effect of nisin-treatment on the expression of 39,000 genes was examined by using Affymetrix 
gene arrays. The expression of multiple genes was altered, including those in the apoptotic 

and cell cycle pathways, membrane physiology, energy and nutrient pathways, ion transport 

and signal transduction and protein binding pathways. The CHAC1 gene, a cation transport 

regulator and apoptosis mediator were dramatically up-regulated. This study was the first 
to show that the antibacterial food preservative nisin could effectively reduce and prevent 
tumorigenesis both in vitro and in vivo.

4.1. Cytotoxic effects of nisin Z on melanoma cells

We also evaluated the potential of nisin Z to induce selective cytotoxicity towards human 

melanoma cells in vitro. Melanoma is the leading cause of skin cancer-related deaths [54, 55]. 
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Contrary to most types of cancer, the frequency of melanoma has been increasing over the last 

three decades [54]. In addition to a high mortality rate, Melanoma cells also have a sinister ten-

dency to rapidly develop resistance to mainstream chemotherapeutic agents [12, 13]. In vitro 

cytotoxicity of the nisin Z was determined by employing the MTT assay, LDH assay and flow 
cytometric apoptosis and necrosis analyses. The non-malignant human keratinocyte (HaCat) 

cell line was used as a control. The MTT and LDH assays were performed, as described pre-

viously [56]. The flow cytometric FITV Annexin V apoptosis assay (BD PharmingenTM, BD 

Biosciences, San Jose, CA, USA) was employed for the detection of apoptotic cytotoxicity. 

FITC Annexin emits green fluorescence and its presentation indicates early apoptotic events, 
while propidium iodide (PI) emanates red fluorescence and is associated with late apoptotic 
or necrotic cells.

The quantitative colourimetric MTT assay was used to investigate the cytotoxic effect of nisin Z on 
cultured melanoma cells as well as non-malignant keratinocytes. There is a clear concentration-

dependent decline in cell viability observed in melanoma cells exposed to nisin Z (Figure 3A).

Figure 3. Cytotoxic effects of nisin Z on melanoma (A375) cells. (A) Cell viability was determined using the MTT assay. 
(B) LDH release from cells following treatment with nisin Z. Keratinocytes (HaCat) were used as a non-malignant 

control. * p< 0.05 and *** p< 0.001 compared to the control groups.
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A significant increase in cytotoxicity is observed in melanoma cells after exposure to rela-

tively low concentrations of nisin Z. The IC
50

 value of melanoma cells exposed to nisin Z 

is approximately 180 μM. Conversely, the non-malignant keratinocytes exposed to nisin Z 
presented with considerably higher cell viability, with an IC

50
 value more than double that 

of its malignant counterpart. To examine whether the observed cytotoxicity of melanoma 

cells exposed to nisin Z is the result of membrane damage, the LDH assay was performed. 

This assay measures the release of lactate dehydrogenase, the cytosolic enzyme, as a result 

of cellular plasma membrane damage. Results suggest that the exposure of melanoma cells 

to nisin Z concentrations of 150 μM and higher (Figure 3B) lead to in a significant increase 
in LDH release. No significant LDH release was detected in the non-malignant keratinocytes 
after nisin Z exposure, indicating very little membrane damage. Both, the basic cytotoxicity 
assays (MTT and LDH assay) suggest that nisin Z is selectively more toxic towards cultured 

melanoma cells compared to non-malignant cells.

Flow cytometry was used to investigate whether the cytotoxicity observed in melanoma cells 

was of apoptotic or necrotic origin. For the non-malignant keratinocyte cells, the flow cyto-

metric analysis indicated that >98% of the cells exposed to 50 μM nisin Z could be considered 
viable and is comparable to the untreated control (Figure 4).

A small increase in cytotoxicity is observed at higher concentration. Melanoma cells exposed 

to 50 μM nisin Z showed a much larger early apoptosis (>17%) population than their non-
malignant counterparts. A significant increase in cytotoxicity is observed in melanoma cells 
exposed to higher concentrations of nisin Z, resulting in approximately half of the cancer cells 

undergoing apoptosis/necrosis after being exposed to nisin Z concentrations of 100 μM or 
higher. These results confirm the basic viability data that nisin Z is more selectively cytotoxic 
to melanoma cells and give an indication that the cell death observed in these cells is probably 

due to the activation of an apoptotic pathway.

Figure 4. Pie graphs representing the cell population sizes of viable, apoptotic and necrotic non-malignant keratinocyte 

(HaCat) and melanoma (A375) cells after exposure to 50–200 μM of nisin Z for 24 h.
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4.2. The potential of nisin Z to increase the cytotoxicity and selectivity of 

conventional chemotherapeutic agents

Due to the toxicity associated with some conventional chemotherapeutic agents, as well as the 

constant threat of malignancies evolving chemotherapy resistance [11–13], there is a neces-

sity for the development of novel anti-cancer therapies. To combat chemotherapy resistance, 

the efficacy of chemotherapeutic agents can be enhanced by the co-administration of multi-
functional agents to achieve synergistic interactions [14, 15].

As stated earlier, there is an abundance of studies which investigated the use of nisin as an 

adjuvant to conventional antibiotics [4, 40–42, 57]. It has been shown that nisin displays anti-

cancer properties; however, inadequate focus has been given to applying nisin as an adjuvant 

for chemotherapeutic agents. The ability of nisin to increase the activity of the chemothera-

peutic drug, doxorubicin, was investigated in vivo by Preet and co-workers [16]. Doxorubicin 

(Adriamycin) is traditionally employed to treat breast cancer, bladder cancer, lymphoma, 

and acute lymphocytic leukaemia, to name a few. When combining nisin with doxorubicin, 

enhanced anti-cancer activities were observed and apoptosis could be detected upon treat-

ment of mice with induced skin carcinogenesis as well as a slight increase in oxidative stress. 

However, the exact mechanism by which nisin exerts its anti-cancer activities was not deter-

mined [16]. It is suggested that AMPs, which display anticancer activity, should be used in 

combination with conventional chemotherapeutic agents to enhance the effectiveness of these 
treatments, prevent recurrence of cancer following treatment and possibly reduce instances of 

chemotherapy resistance [58, 59]. Other studies have also shown that AMPs have the poten-

tial to enhance the effectiveness of conventional chemotherapeutic agents. The cytotoxicity 
of etoposide and cisplatin could be enhanced through the combination with magainin A and 

magainin G, respectively [60]. More recently, it was shown that the combination of melit-

tin and 5-Fluorouracil enhanced cytotoxic effects against squamous skin cancer cells, while 
simultaneously reducing the toxicity to normal keratinocytes [61]. There are currently no 

AMPs that have entered into clinical trials or that are in preclinical development as cancer 

therapeutics. However, peptide-derived therapies are being recognised for the selectivity and 

anticancer effectiveness and have been investigated in clinical trials [59]. For example, the 

peptide asparagine-glycine arginine tumour homing peptide (NGR-hTNF) has completed 

phase 1 clinical trials and is waiting to enter phase 2 clinical trials to test its effectiveness 
when used in combination with cisplatin for the treatment of several refractory solid tumours 

including melanomas [62].

Based on the findings that nisin Z is more selectively cytotoxic to melanoma cells, the cytotoxic 
effect of the combination of nisin Z with conventional chemotherapeutic agents was investi-
gated in cultured melanoma cells. The effect of combinations of nisin Z with conventional 
chemotherapeutic agents (5-Fluorouracil, etoposide, hydroxyurea) on A375 (melanoma) and 

HaCat (non-malignant keratinocyte) cells was determined by the MTT assay. Cells were 

exposed to different concentrations of the respective chemotherapeutic agents independently 
and in combination with 150 μM of nisin Z for 24 h. Following exposure, the MTT assay was 
performed as described earlier. Blank and background measurements were subtracted and 

cell viability is expressed as a percentage relative to the untreated control, which was set as 
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100% viable. Possible synergistic interactions were evaluated by comparing the cytotoxicity 

of combination treatment with mono-treatment on melanoma cells.

The chemotherapeutic agent 5-Fluorouracil can inhibit RNA and DNA synthesis leading to 

cell death. The combination of nisin Z with 5-Fluorouracil increased the cytotoxicity to mela-

noma cells over the entire concentration range tested compared to the mono-treatment of 

5-Fluorouracil (p < 0.05) (Figure 5A), with no significant increase in toxicity to non-malignant 
keratinocytes (Figure 5B).

The 5-Fluorouracil treatment is initially cytotoxic at 50 μM (p < 0.01 compared to the con-

trol), whereas the combination of 5-Fluorouracil and nisin Z only begins to induce toxicity at 

200 μM (p < 0.001 compared to the control) in the non-malignant keratinocytes. Results indi-
cate that the 5-Fluorouracil-nisin Z combination is more cytotoxic to melanoma cells compared 

to the mono-treatment. The anti-cancer activity of 5-Fluorouracil may, therefore, be enhanced 

by combination treatment with nisin Z. Etoposide is a chemotherapeutic agent that is able to 

induce DNA strand breaks in cancer cells by interfering with type II topoisomerase, ultimately 

inducing apoptosis. When combining etoposide with nisin Z it was found that the activity 

towards melanoma cells was enhanced compared to mono-treatment across the entire concen-

tration range (p < 0.001) (Figure 5C), with no increase in cytotoxicity to non-malignant kerati-

nocytes (Figure 5D). In melanoma cells, the combination of nisin Z with etoposide had a higher 

level of activity at the lowest concentration tested compared to the highest concentration for 

mono-treatment (p < 0.001). The anti-cancer activity of etoposide can, therefore, be significantly 
enhanced through the combination of nisin Z. Hydroxyurea is able to induce DNA damage 

and inhibit DNA synthesis. The combination of nisin Z with hydroxyurea was able to increase 

the cytotoxicity to melanoma cells at concentrations of between 25 and 400 μM compared to 
the mono-treatment of hydroxyurea (p < 0.01) (Figure 5E), with no significant increase in toxic-

ity to non-malignant keratinocytes (Figure 5F).

To evaluate if possible synergistic interactions occurred between the chemotherapeutic agents 

and nisin Z, the cytotoxicity of melanoma cells following the mono-treatment of the respec-

tive chemotherapeutic agents (50 μM) was compared to that of the mono-treatment of nisin Z 
(150 μM), followed by that of the combination (50 μM chemotherapeutic agent +150 μM nisin 
Z). Synergism occurs when the combined effects of the different components are greater than 
their individual effects. The cell viability of melanoma cells was significantly lower for all 
combinations compared to mono-treatment with the chemotherapeutic agent alone (p < 0.05) 

(Figure 6). However, the only combination that displayed synergism was the combination of 

nisin Z with etoposide.

The AMP nisin, which is considered safe for human consumption, not only displays antibacterial 

properties, but also anti-cancer activities. Although the use of nisin as an adjuvant for conven-

tional antibiotics has been investigated extensively, there are few studies investigating nisin as 

an adjuvant for conventional chemotherapeutic agents. Nisin also exhibits immune-modulatory 

properties. We have shown that nisin Z induces selective cytotoxicity towards melanoma cells 

through an apoptotic pathway. These properties make nisin Z an attractive anti-cancer agent to 
be used alone or in combination with current chemotherapeutic agents to enhance anti-cancer 

properties of these agents, while also potentially combatting chemotherapy resistance. Here, 
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it was shown that combinations of nisin Z with 5-Fluorouracil, hydroxyurea and etoposide 

was able to enhance the cytotoxicity to melanoma cells, while no significant increase in toxicity 
toward non-malignant keratinocytes were observed. Especially of interest is the consequence of 

nisin Z on the effectiveness of etoposide, seeing as etoposide resistance is known in melanoma 
[63, 64]. The combination of nisin Z with etoposide was able to significantly and selectively 

Figure 5. Cytotoxicity of chemotherapeutic agents in combination with nisin Z on melanoma (A375) cells and non-

malignant keratinocytes (HaCat) as determined by the MTT assay. (A) Melanoma cells exposed to 5-Fluorouracil (FU) 

combinations. (B) HaCat exposed to 5-FU combinations. (C) Melanoma cells exposed to etoposide combinations. (D) 

HaCat exposed to etoposide combinations. (E) Melanoma cells exposed to hydroxyurea combinations. (F) HaCat 

exposed to hydroxyurea combinations. Vehicle control groups were included and are represented by 0 μM. Results are 
expressed relative to the untreated controls which were set as being 100% viable. Bars represent the standard deviation, 

n = 4. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 and *** p < 0.001 for combination compared to chemotherapeutic agent alone.
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enhance the cytotoxic effect etoposide to melanoma cells. Synergism was also observed when 
combining nisin Z and etoposide with regards to the cytotoxic effect in melanoma cells. Based 
on all the properties of nisin Z and its GRAS status it could, therefore, be considered as an adju-

vant for conventional chemotherapeutic agents.

5. Conclusion

The majority of AMPs exhibit direct microbial killing activity and occur in all living species as 

an important part of their innate immune system. Due to the co-evolution of AMPs and bac-

teria, bacterial species are less likely to develop resistance to these peptides compared to con-

ventional antibiotics. The lantibiotic, nisin, has a promising potential for clinical application 

as it exhibits very low cytotoxicity to mammalian cells, while displaying potent antimicrobial 

activity against several common foods borne and clinically important Gram-positive bacteria. 

The use of nisin against Gram-negative bacteria still remains limited. Nisin can be considered 

as a promising adjuvant for antibiotics in the treatment of Gram-positive bacteria. Antibiotic-

nisin combinations can potentially be used to lower the therapeutic dose of antibiotic treat-

ments, while also enhancing the antimicrobial activity by employing multiple modes of action. 

With multiple antimicrobial mechanisms concurrently in play, these combinations can hinder 

the development of antibiotic resistance. We have demonstrated that nisin Z displays syner-

gism when combined with novobiocin against S. aureus. This bacterial species is associated 

with mastitis. Both nisin-based products and novobiocin are used for the treatment of mastitis. 

The synergistic interactions between nisin and novobiocin make this combination, especially 

of interest for developing novel formulations for the treatment of mastitis (Figure 7A).

Apart from the antimicrobial properties of nisin, this AMP also displays promising antican-

cer potential towards several types of malignancies. This chapter discussed the anti-cancer 

potential of nisin Z towards cultured melanoma cells. Results showed that this AMP is more 

Figure 6. Cytotoxicity results for mono-treatment and combinations of chemotherapeutic agents (50 μM) and nisin 
Z (150 μM) as determined by the MTT assay. Nisin Z was combined with (A) etoposide, (B) 5-Fluorouracil and (C) 
hydroxyurea. Bars represent the average and error bars the standard deviation, n = 4. **p < 0.01 and ***p < 0.001 for 
combination compared to chemotherapeutic agent alone. #p < 0.05 and ##p < 0.01 for combination compared to nisin Z 

alone.
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cytotoxic to melanoma cells compared to non-malignant keratinocytes. It was shown that 

nisin Z disrupts the cell membrane integrity of melanoma cells, while also inducing apoptosis 

in the majority of exposed malignant cells (Figure 7B). Taking into account these antican-

cer properties of nisin Z, the cytotoxicity of nisin Z-chemotherapeutic agent combinations 

to melanoma cells was compared to the mono-treatment with selected conventional chemo-

therapeutic agents. This study indicated that when used in combination with the conven-

tional chemotherapeutic agents (5-Fluorouracil, hydroxyurea and etoposide), nisin Z has the 

potential to enhance the cytotoxicity of these conventional chemotherapeutic agents against 

cultured melanoma cells. Synergism was observed between the nisin Z and etoposide com-

bination. However, this study was only limited to the in vitro effect in melanoma cells with 
regards to cytotoxicity as measured by the MTT assay. For future in vitro studies, it is sug-

gested that more cancer cell lines be included. The mechanistic interaction between nisin Z 

and the chemotherapeutic agents should also be investigated. It is also suggested that in vivo 

studies be conducted similarly to that by Preet and co-workers to assess whether the combi-

nation of nisin Z with these conventional chemotherapeutic agents are able to reduce mela-

noma tumorigenesis in vivo [16]. The effective dosages also need to be determined with in vivo 

assays. Nisin Z has great potential for clinical application considering its low cytotoxicity to 

non-malignant cells and the effectiveness of this AMP against Gram-positive bacterial strains 
and certain cancers. However, detailed antimicrobial and anticancer mechanistic interaction 

studies analysis are lacking and many in vitro results must still be confirmed within in vivo 

systems.

Figure 7. Summary of the antimicrobial and anticancer properties of nisin Z alone and in combination with conventional 

therapies. (A) The antimicrobial effects and mechanisms of action of nisin Z and selected antibiotics alone and in 
combination on gram-positive bacteria. (B) The cytotoxic effect of nisin Z on cultured melanoma cells and combinations 
of this AMP with conventional chemotherapeutic agents.

The Cytotoxic, Antimicrobial and Anticancer Properties of the Antimicrobial Peptide Nisin Z…
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.71927

35



Acknowledgements

AL is grateful for financial assistance from the National Research Foundation (NRF) of South 
Africa (Grant Number 94942). Opinions expressed and conclusions arrived at are those of the 

authors and are not to be attributed to the NRF.

Author details

Angélique Lewies, Lissinda H. Du Plessis and Johannes F. Wentzel*

*Address all correspondence to: 20134045@nwu.ac.za

Centre of Excellence for Pharmaceutical Sciences (PHARMACEN), North-West University, 

Potchefstroom, South Africa

References

[1] Hancock RE, Diamond G. The role of cationic antimicrobial peptides in innate host 

defences. Trends in Microbiology. 2000;8:402-410

[2] Fox JL. Antimicrobial peptides stage a comeback. Nature Biotechnology. 2013;31:379-

382. DOI: 10.1038/nbt.2572

[3] Lewies A, Wentzel JF, Jacobs G, Du Plessis LH. The potential use of natural and struc-

tural analogues of antimicrobial peptides in the fight against neglected tropical diseases. 
Molecules. 2015;20:15392-15433. DOI: 10.3390/molecules200815392

[4] Mataraci E, Dosler S. In vitro activities of antibiotics and antimicrobial cationic pep-

tides alone and in combination against methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus bio-

films. Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy. 2012;56:6366-6371. DOI: 10.1128/AAC. 
01180-12

[5] Wang G, Li X, Wang Z. APD3: The antimicrobial peptide database as a tool for research 

and education. Nucleic Acids Research. 2016;44:D1087-D1093. DOI: 10.1093/nar/gkv1278

[6] Marr AK, Gooderham WJ, Hancock REW. Antibacterial peptides for therapeutic use: 

Obstacles and realistic outlook. Current Opinion in Pharmacology. 2006;6:468-472. DOI: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coph.2006.04.006

[7] Peschel A, Sahl HG. The co-evolution of host cationic antimicrobial peptides and micro-

bial resistance. Nature Reviews Microbiology. 2006;4:529-536. DOI: 10.1038/nrmicro1441

[8] Shin JM, Gwak JW, Kamarajan P, Fenno JC, Rickard AH, Kapila YL. Biomedical appli-

cations of nisin. Journal of Applied Microbiology. 2016;120:1449-1465. DOI: 10.1111/
jam.13033

Cytotoxicity36



[9] Cleveland J, Montville TJ, Nes IF, Chikindas ML. Bacteriocins: Safe, natural antimicrobi-

als for food preservation. International Journal of Food Microbiology. 2001;71:1-20

[10] Kaur S, Kaur S. Bacteriocins as potential anticancer agents. Frontiers in Pharmacology. 

2015;6:272. DOI: 10.3389/fphar.2015.00272

[11] Luqmani YA. Mechanisms of drug resistance in cancer chemotherapy. Medical Prin-

ciples and Practice: International Journal of the Kuwait University, Health Science 

Centre. 2005;14(Suppl 1):35-48. DOI: 10.1159/000086183

[12] Soengas MS, Lowe SW. Apoptosis and melanoma chemoresistance. Oncogene. 2003;22: 

3138-3151. DOI: 10.1038/sj.onc.1206454

[13] Wellbrock C. MAPK pathway inhibition in melanoma: Resistance three ways. Biochemi-

cal Society Transactions. 2014;42:727-732. DOI: 10.1042/BST20140020

[14] Sylvester PW, Wali VB, Bachawal SV, Shirode AB, Ayoub NM, Akl MR. Tocotrienol 
combination therapy results in synergistic anticancer response. Frontiers in Bioscience. 

2011;16:3183-3195

[15] Wei XQ, Ma HQ, Liu AH, Zhang YZ. Synergistic anticancer activity of 5-aminolevulinic 

acid photodynamic therapy in combination with low-dose cisplatin on Hela cells. Asian 

Pacific Journal of Cancer Prevention: APJCP. 2013;14:3023-3028

[16] Preet S, Bharati S, Panjeta A, Tewari R, Rishi P. Effect of nisin and doxorubicin on DMBA-
induced skin carcinogenesis—A possible adjunct therapy. Tumour Biology: The Journal 

of the International Society for Oncodevelopmental Biology and Medicine. 2015;36:8301-

8308. DOI: 10.1007/s13277-015-3571-3

[17] O’Neill J. The review on antimicrobial resistancs. Tackling Drug-Resistant Infections 

Globally: Final Report and Recommendations. [Online]. 2016. Available: https://amr-
review.org/sites/default/files/160518_Final%20paper_with%20cover.pdf [Accessed: 16 

January 2017]

[18] Hancock RE, Sahl HG. Antimicrobial and host-defense peptides as new anti-infective 

therapeutic strategies. Nature Biotechnology. 2006;24:1551-1557. DOI: 10.1038/nbt1267

[19] Rogers LA, Whittier EO. Limiting factors in the lactic fermentation. Journal of Bacterio-
logy. 1928;16:211-229

[20] Mulders JW, Boerrigter IJ, Rollema HS, Siezen RJ, de Vos WM. Identification and 
characterization of the lantibiotic nisin Z, a natural nisin variant. European Journal of 

Biochemistry. 1991;201:581-584

[21] De Vos WM, Mulders JW, Siezen RJ, Hugenholtz J, Kuipers OP. Properties of nisin 
Z and distribution of its gene, nisZ, in Lactococcus lactis. Applied and Environmental 

Microbiology. 1993;59:213-218

[22] De VWM, Kuipers OP, Siezen RJ. Lantibiotics similar to nisin a, lactic acid bacteria which 
produce such lantibiotics, method for constructing such lactic acid bacteria and method 

The Cytotoxic, Antimicrobial and Anticancer Properties of the Antimicrobial Peptide Nisin Z…
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.71927

37



for preserving foodstuffs with the aid of these lantibiotics and these lactic acid bacteria 
producing lantibiotics. Google Patents; 2003

[23] Pag U, Sahl HG. Multiple activities in lantibiotics—Models for the design of novel anti-

biotics? Current Pharmaceutical Design. 2002;8:815-833

[24] Lewies A, Wentzel JF, Jordaan A, Bezuidenhout C, Du Plessis LH. Interactions of the anti-
microbial peptide nisin Z with conventional antibiotics and the use of nanostructured 

lipid carriers to enhance antimicrobial activity. International Journal of Pharmaceutics. 

2017;526:244-253. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijpharm.2017.04.071

[25] Natrajan N, Sheldon BW. Efficacy of nisin-coated polymer films to inactivate Salmonella 
Typhimurium on fresh broiler skin. Journal of Food Protection. 2000;63:1189-1196

[26] Liu C, Bayer A, Cosgrove SE, Daum RS, Fridkin SK, Gorwitz RJ, et al. Clinical practice 
guidelines by the infectious diseases society of america for the treatment of methicil-

lin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus infections in adults and children. Clinical Infectious 

Diseases: An Official Publication of the Infectious Diseases Society of America. 
2011;52:e18-e55. DOI: 10.1093/cid/ciq146

[27] Tarai B, Das P, Kumar D. Recurrent challenges for clinicians: Emergence of methicillin-

resistant Staphylococcus aureus, vancomycin resistance, and current treatment options. 

Journal of Laboratory Physicians. 2013;5:71-78. DOI: 10.4103/0974-2727.119843

[28] Perichon B, Courvalin P. VanA-type vancomycin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus. Anti-

microbial Agents and Chemotherapy. 2009;53:4580-4587. DOI: 10.1128/AAC.00346-09

[29] Hsu ST, Breukink E, Tischenko E, Lutters MA, de Kruijff B, Kaptein R, et al. The nisin-
lipid II complex reveals a pyrophosphate cage that provides a blueprint for novel anti-

biotics. Nature Structural & Molecular Biology. 2004;11:963-967. DOI: 10.1038/nsmb830

[30] Cotter PD, Hill C, Ross RP. Bacteriocins: Developing innate immunity for food. Nature 
Reviews Microbiology. 2005;3:777-788. DOI: 10.1038/nrmicro1273

[31] Bartoloni A, Mantella A, Goldstein BP, Dei R, Benedetti M, Sbaragli S, et al. In-vitro 
activity of nisin against clinical isolates of Clostridium difficile. Journal of Chemotherapy. 

2004;16:119-121. DOI: 10.1179/joc.2004.16.2.119

[32] Dosler S, Gerceker AA. In vitro activities of nisin alone or in combination with van-

comycin and ciprofloxacin against methicillin-resistant and methicillin-susceptible 
Staphylococcus aureus strains. Chemotherapy. 2011;57:511-516. DOI: 10.1159/000335598

[33] Gill SR, Fouts DE, Archer GL, Mongodin EF, Deboy RT, Ravel J, et al. Insights on evolu-

tion of virulence and resistance from the complete genome analysis of an early methi-

cillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus strain and a biofilm-producing methicillin-resistant 
Staphylococcus epidermidis strain. Journal of Bacteriology. 2005;187:2426-2438. DOI: 10.1128/ 
JB.187.7.2426-2438.2005

[34] Melchior MB, Vaarkamp H, Fink-Gremmels J. Biofilms: A role in recurrent mastitis infec-

tions? Veterinary Journal. 2006;171:398-407. DOI: 10.1016/j.tvjl.2005.01.006

Cytotoxicity38



[35] Cao LT, Wu JQ, Xie F, Hu SH, Mo Y. Efficacy of nisin in treatment of clinical masti-
tis in lactating dairy cows. Journal of Dairy Science. 2007;90:3980-3985. DOI: 10.3168/
jds.2007-0153

[36] Wu J, Hu S, Cao L. Therapeutic effect of nisin Z on subclinical mastitis in lactating cows. 
Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy. 2007;51:3131-3135. DOI: 10.1128/AAC.00629-07

[37] Fernandez L, Delgado S, Herrero H, Maldonado A, Rodriguez JM. The bacteriocin nisin, 

an effective agent for the treatment of staphylococcal mastitis during lactation. Journal 
of Human Lactation: Official Journal of International Lactation Consultant Association. 
2008;24:311-316. DOI: 10.1177/0890334408317435

[38] Gravesen A, Jydegaard Axelsen AM, Mendes da Silva J, Hansen TB, Knochel S. Frequency 

of bacteriocin resistance development and associated fitness costs in Listeria monocyto-

genes. Applied and Environmental Microbiology. 2002;68:756-764

[39] Willey JM, van der Donk WA. Lantibiotics: Peptides of diverse structure and func-

tion. Annual Review of Microbiology. 2007;61:477-501. DOI: 10.1146/annurev.micro.61. 
080706.093501

[40] Giacometti A, Cirioni O, Barchiesi F, Scalise G. In-vitro activity and killing effect of 
polycationic peptides on methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus and interactions 

with clinically used antibiotics. Diagnostic Microbiology and Infectious Disease. 

2000;38:115-118

[41] Naghmouchi K, Le Lay C, Baah J, Drider D. Antibiotic and antimicrobial peptide com-

binations: Synergistic inhibition of Pseudomonas fluorescens and antibiotic-resistant vari-

ants. Research in Microbiology. 2012;163:101-108. DOI: 10.1016/j.resmic.2011.11.002

[42] Dosler S, Gerceker AA. In vitro activities of antimicrobial cationic peptides; melittin and 
nisin, alone or in combination with antibiotics against Gram-positive bacteria. Journal of 

Chemotherapy. 2012;24:137-143. DOI: 10.1179/1973947812Y.0000000007

[43] Tong Z, Zhang Y, Ling J, Ma J, Huang L, Zhang L. An in vitro study on the effects of nisin 
on the antibacterial activities of 18 antibiotics against Enterococcus faecalis. PLoS One. 

2014;9:e89209. DOI: 10.1371/journal.pone.0089209

[44] Van Vuuren SF, Nkwanyana MN, de Wet H. Antimicrobial evaluation of plants used for 
the treatment of diarrhoea in a rural community in northern Maputaland, KwaZulu-

Natal, South Africa. BMC Complementary and Alternative Medicine. 2015;15:53. DOI: 

10.1186/s12906-015-0570-2

[45] Van Vuuren SF, Suliman S, Viljoen AM. The antimicrobial activity of four commer-

cial essential oils in combination with conventional antimicrobials. Letters in Applied 
Microbiology. 2009;48:440-446. DOI: 10.1111/j.1472-765X.2008.02548.x

[46] Brunton LA, Duncan D, Coldham NG, Snow LC, Jones JR. A survey of antimicrobial 

usage on dairy farms and waste milk feeding practices in England and Wales. Veterinary 
Record. 2012;171:296. DOI: 10.1136/vr.100924

The Cytotoxic, Antimicrobial and Anticancer Properties of the Antimicrobial Peptide Nisin Z…
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.71927

39



[47] Brumfitt W, Salton MR, Hamilton-Miller JM. Nisin, alone and combined with pepti-
doglycan-modulating antibiotics: Activity against methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus 

aureus and vancomycin-resistant enterococci. The Journal of Antimicrobial Chemo-

therapy. 2002;50:731-734

[48] Goldstein BP, Wei J, Greenberg K, Novick R. Activity of nisin against Streptococcus 

pneumoniae, in vitro, and in a mouse infection model. The Journal of Antimicrobial 

Chemotherapy. 1998;42:277-278

[49] Dempsey CE. The actions of melittin on membranes. Biochimica et Biophysica Acta. 
1990;1031:143-161

[50] Müller-Auffermann K, Grijalva F, Jacob F, Hutzler M. Nisin and its usage in breweries: A 
review and discussion. Journal of the Institute of Brewing. 2015;121:309-319

[51] Joo NE, Ritchie K, Kamarajan P, Miao D, Kapila YL. Nisin, an apoptogenic bacteriocin 

and food preservative, attenuates HNSCC tumorigenesis via CHAC1. Cancer Medicine. 
2012;1:295-305. DOI: 10.1002/cam4.35

[52] Kamarajan P, Hayami T, Matte B, Liu Y, Danciu T, Ramamoorthy A, et al. Nisin ZP, a 
bacteriocin and food preservative, inhibits head and neck cancer tumorigenesis and pro-

longs survival. PLoS One. 2015;10:e0131008. DOI: 10.1371/journal.pone.0131008

[53] Siegel RL, Miller KD, Jemal A. Cancer statistics, 2017. CA: A Cancer Journal for Clinicians. 

2017;67:7-30. DOI: 10.3322/caac.21387

[54] National Institute of Health (NIH). Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results (SEER). 

[Online]. 2017. Available: https://seer.cancer.gov/statfacts/html/melan.html [Accessed: 
18 August 2017]

[55] American Cancer Society (ACS)—Key Statistics for Melanoma Skin Cancer [Online]. 2017. 

Available: https://www.cancer.org/cancer/melanoma-skin-cancer/about/key- statistics. 

html [Accessed: 13 April 2017]

[56] Wentzel JF, Lombard MJ, Du Plessis LH, Zandberg L. Evaluation of the cytotoxic prop-

erties, gene expression profiles and secondary signalling responses of cultured cells 

exposed to fumonisin B1, deoxynivalenol and zearalenone mycotoxins. Archives of 

Toxicology. 2017;91:2265-2282. DOI: 10.1007/s00204-016-1872-y

[57] Rishi P, Preet Singh A, Garg N, Rishi M. Evaluation of nisin-beta-lactam antibiotics 

against clinical strains of Salmonella enterica serovar Typhi. The Journal of Antibiotics. 

2014;67:807-811. DOI: 10.1038/ja.2014.75

[58] Gaspar D, Veiga AS, Castanho MA. From antimicrobial to anticancer peptides. A review. 
Frontiers in Microbiology. 2013;4:294. DOI: 10.3389/fmicb.2013.00294

[59] Swithenbank L, Morgan M. The role of antimicrobial peptides in lung cancer therapy. 

Journal of Antimicrobial Agents. 2017;3:134. DOI: 10.4172/2472-1212.1000134

[60] Ohsaki Y, Gazdar AF, Chen HC, Johnson BE. Antitumor activity of magainin analogues 

against human lung cancer cell lines. Cancer Research. 1992;52:3534-3538

Cytotoxicity40



[61] Do N, Weindl G, Grohmann L, Salwiczek M, Koksch B, Korting HC, et al. Cationic 

 membrane-active peptides—Anticancer and antifungal activity as well as penetration 

into human skin. Experimental Dermatology. 2014;23:326-331. DOI: 10.1111/exd.12384

[62] Gregorc V, De Braud FG, De Pas TM, Scalamogna R, Citterio G, Milani A, et al. Phase 
I study of NGR-hTNF, a selective vascular targeting agent, in combination with cis-

platin in refractory solid tumors. Clinical Cancer Research: An Official Journal of the 
American Association for Cancer Research. 2011;17:1964-1972. DOI: 10.1158/1078-0432.
CCR-10-1376

[63] Helmbach H, Kern MA, Rossmann E, Renz K, Kissel C, Gschwendt B, et al. Drug 

resistance towards etoposide and cisplatin in human melanoma cells is associated 

with drug-dependent apoptosis deficiency. The Journal of Investigative Dermatology. 
2002;118:923-932. DOI: 10.1046/j.1523-1747.2002.01786.x

[64] Kalal BS, Upadhya D, Pai VR. Chemotherapy resistance mechanisms in advanced skin 
cancer. Oncology Reviews. 2017;11:326. DOI: 10.4081/oncol.2017.326

The Cytotoxic, Antimicrobial and Anticancer Properties of the Antimicrobial Peptide Nisin Z…
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.71927

41




