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Abstract While foraging for nectar and pollen, bees are exposed to a myriad of xenobiotics, 
including plant metabolites, which may exert a wide range of effects on their health. Although the 
bee genome encodes enzymes that help in the metabolism of xenobiotics, it has lower detoxification 
gene diversity than the genomes of other insects. Therefore, bees may rely on other components 
that shape their physiology, such as the microbiota, to degrade potentially toxic molecules. In this 
study, we show that amygdalin, a cyanogenic glycoside found in honey bee- pollinated almond trees, 
can be metabolized by both bees and members of the gut microbiota. In microbiota- deprived bees, 
amygdalin is degraded into prunasin, leading to prunasin accumulation in the midgut and hindgut. 
In microbiota- colonized bees, on the other hand, amygdalin is degraded even further, and prunasin 
does not accumulate in the gut, suggesting that the microbiota contribute to the full degradation 
of amygdalin into hydrogen cyanide. In vitro experiments demonstrated that amygdalin degrada-
tion by bee gut bacteria is strain- specific and not characteristic of a particular genus or species. We 
found strains of Bifidobacterium, Bombilactobacillus, and Gilliamella that can degrade amygdalin. 
The degradation mechanism appears to vary since only some strains produce prunasin as an inter-
mediate. Finally, we investigated the basis of degradation in Bifidobacterium wkB204, a strain that 
fully degrades amygdalin. We found overexpression and secretion of several carbohydrate- degrading 
enzymes, including one in glycoside hydrolase family 3 (GH3). We expressed this GH3 in Escherichia 
coli and detected prunasin as a byproduct when cell lysates were cultured with amygdalin, supporting 
its contribution to amygdalin degradation. These findings demonstrate that both host and microbiota 
can act together to metabolize dietary plant metabolites.

Editor's evaluation
The manuscript makes an important contribution to understanding the roles of the bee host and 
microbiome in degrading amygdalin, a dietary secondary metabolite. Several bacterial strains and 
their enzymes responsible for the deglycosylation of amygdalin are identified. Conclusions are 
reached convincingly through a comprehensive combination of in vitro and in vivo experiments 
including gene- expression analysis, proteomics, HPLC- MS, and the use of recombinant E. coli to test 
enzyme function. The consequences of microbial- derived amygdalin metabolisation on host health 
remain uncertain from the experiments conducted, but this work should stimulate future research 
into the importance of secondary metabolite processing by the microbiome on insect host health.

Introduction
Many animals ingest potential toxins along with their food, and these toxins can have complex conse-
quences. Dietary toxins are often deleterious, but they sometimes prove beneficial, by providing 
protection against natural enemies, including pathogens and parasites (Gowler et al., 2015). Once 
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ingested, enzymatic metabolism of dietary compounds can render them more or less toxic (Mason 
et  al., 2019; Dearing and Weinstein, 2022). The host itself can produce enzymes that degrade 
toxins. Additionally, gut microbiota members have been shown to contribute to enzymatic degrada-
tion of dietary compounds, including toxins.

As generalist foragers, honey bees and bumble bees can be exposed to a wide range of plant 
secondary metabolites (Irwin et al., 2014), which are usually produced by plants as defenses against 
pathogens and herbivores (Zaynab et al., 2018). Even when in low concentrations, these metabolites 
can have a range of effects on bee behavior and health, from negative to neutral to positive, and 
can be involved in attraction or deterrence (Detzel and Wink, 1993; Hagler and Buchmann, 1993; 
Stephenson, 1982). Interestingly, some bee species cannot detect naturally occurring concentrations 
of certain nectar metabolites, such as quinine, nicotine, caffeine, and amygdalin (Tiedeken et al., 
2014). This poor acuity may lead to long- term side effects depending on the toxicity of the metabolite.

A plant secondary metabolite to which generalist bees may be chronically exposed is amygdalin, 
a cyanogenic glycoside found in almonds, apples, cherries, and nectarines (London- Shafir et al., 
2003; Barceloux, 2009; Bolarinwa et al., 2015; Lee et al., 2017). Studies on almonds show that 
amygdalin is present in nectar and pollen (London- Shafir et  al., 2003). The western honey bee, 
Apis mellifera, is the primary pollinator of almonds and likely also encounters amygdalin in other 
crops. The toxicity of amygdalin derives from its degradation products (Jaszczak- Wilke et al., 2021). 
Degradation occurs during plant tissue damage, such as chewing by herbivores, since amygdalin is 
stored in cell vacuoles and the glycoside hydrolases (GHs) involved in degradation are present in the 
cytoplasm. During degradation, amygdalin is usually first broken down into prunasin and a glucose 
molecule. Then, prunasin is broken down into another glucose molecule and mandelonitrile, with 
the latter compound converted into benzaldehyde and hydrogen cyanide. Hydrogen cyanide is a 
toxic molecule that can lead to acute poisoning in animals (Khandekar and Edelman, 1979; Carter 

eLife digest Most plants produce chemicals that are toxic to at least some animals. Whether or 
not the toxins are harmful to a particular animal depends on how much they consume and the specific 
biochemistry that occurs during digestion. The enzymes produced in the gut both by the animal and 
by the microbes that reside there often help break down toxic substances into less harmful molecules. 
However, some products of this breakdown can be toxic themselves. While these products can harm 
the animal, they may also be detrimental to parasites living in the gut, resulting in an overall positive 
effect.

Almonds and their pollen are consumed by humans and bees without apparent harmful effects. 
However, almonds contain amygdalin, a molecule that can produce the highly toxic compound 
hydrogen cyanide upon digestion. Although amygdalin can be toxic to bees in high doses, the amount 
usually found in almond nectar is not harmful, and indeed, it may protect bees from parasites. Motta 
et al. wanted to know how amygdalin is digested in the gut of bees, and whether gut microbes have 
a role in this digestion.

To answer these questions, Motta et al. compared the effects of consuming amygdalin on normal 
bees and bees lacking gut microbes. Bees without gut microbes broke down amygdalin into a harmless 
substance called prunasin. However, only bees with gut microbes could further break down prunasin 
into hydrogen cyanide. Interestingly, the full metabolism of amygdalin had no detectable effect on 
whether the bees survived for longer times or on which microbes were found in the gut. Motta et al. 
also found some gut bacteria in bees that can break down amygdalin and release hydrogen cyanide, 
and identified the enzyme responsible for the process. When the gene encoding this enzyme was 
inserted into a different species of bacteria, the second species gained the ability to break down 
amygdalin.

The findings of Motta et al. explain a role of gut microbes in processing amygdalin in bees. In the 
future, this may be the key to understanding how humans and other creatures process plant toxins. 
Future work on the relationship between animals and microbes living in their guts could help scientists 
understand how to manipulate the digestion and processing of toxins, nutrients, or drugs to benefit 
human health.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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et al., 1980; Newton et al., 1981; Kolesarova et al., 2021; Kovacikova et al., 2019; Salama et al., 
2019) as it interferes with the electron transport chain during oxidative phosphorylation (Cooper 
and Brown, 2008).

Interestingly, some bees are not deterred by amygdalin concentrations encountered in almond 
nectar (up to 15 μM) (London- Shafir et al., 2003; Stevenson et al., 2017), and can tolerate concen-
trations up to 219 μM with no effects on survivorship (Irwin et al., 2014; Lecocq et al., 2018). Bees 
feeding on particular plants may be exposed to even higher doses of amygdalin; for example, concen-
trations in almond pollen can reach up to 4 mM (London- Shafir et  al., 2003). Exposure to these 
high doses of amygdalin leads to acute malaise symptoms, including a sharp increase in time spent 
upside down and abdomen dragging (Hurst et al., 2014), and exposure for several days lowers bee 
survivorship (Kevan and Ebert, 2005). Lower doses can also result in lower survivorship in lab trials 
(Ayestaran et al., 2010). Despite the potential for toxicity to bees, colony- level exposure to amygd-
alin may protect bees against parasites, such as the trypanosomatid Lotmaria passim (Tauber et al., 
2020), and may reduce the titer of some pathogenic viruses (Tauber et  al., 2020; Palmer- Young 
et al., 2017). Thus, amygdalin exposure may have both positive and negative effects on bee health 
depending on dose and infection status.

Despite potential consequences for bee health, the routes of amygdalin metabolism within bees 
have not been elucidated. The genomes of honey bees and bumble bees have fewer detoxification 
genes compared to other insects (Berenbaum and Johnson, 2015; Sadd et  al., 2015), but they 
do encode some enzymes that can degrade plant metabolites, such as cytochrome P450 monoo-
xygenases, glutathione transferases, and GHs (Berenbaum and Johnson, 2015; Pontoh and Low, 
2002; Rand et al., 2015). For example, honey bees secrete a GH into their mouths from their hypo-
pharyngeal glands that is then transferred to the midgut where it can potentially catalyze the initial 
breakdown of glycosides (Pontoh and Low, 2002; Ricigliano et al., 2017), such as the conversion of 
amygdalin into prunasin.

Amygdalin toxicity occurs after ingestion, but not after injection into the hemolymph (Hurst 
et al., 2014), suggesting that enzymes in the gut achieve the conversion of amygdalin into hydrogen 
cyanide. The source of these enzymes is unknown. Possibilities include bee GHs (Pontoh and Low, 
2002), pollen- derived GHs that bees ingest (Ricigliano et al., 2017), or GHs produced by the bee gut 
microbiota (Kwong and Moran, 2016; Zheng et al., 2018; Motta et al., 2022a). The latter possibility 
is suggested by the vast arsenal of GHs produced by the dominant bee gut bacterial species (Zheng 
et al., 2019; Ellegaard et al., 2019). Interestingly, amygdalin itself does not show antibacterial effects 
in vitro, and the honey bee gut microbiota appears not to be significantly affected by amygdalin 
exposure (Tauber et al., 2020).

In this study, we investigated the contributions of honey bees and their microbiota to amygdalin 
degradation. We found that breakdown to prunasin is achieved by hosts without a microbiota and 
that further degradation can be performed by specific strains of dominant microbiota species. Using 
biochemical assays, we characterized a GH secreted by bee- associated Bifidobacterium strains that 
can degrade amygdalin and prunasin. These findings shed light on how the combined contributions 
of host and microbiome enable degradation of a dietary plant metabolite.

Results
To investigate amygdalin metabolism by bee gut bacteria, we selected representative strains of four 
bacterial groups involved in food metabolism in the bee gut: Bifidobacterium, Bombilactobacillus 
(formerly called Lactobacillus Firm- 4), Lactobacillus nr. melliventris (formerly called Lactobacillus Firm- 
5), and Gilliamella (Figure 1). We cultured these strains in semi- defined media (SDM, Figure 1A) or 
in nutritionally rich media (MRS or Insectagro, Figure 1B) to assess their susceptibility to amygdalin 
and their ability to metabolize amygdalin into byproducts, such as prunasin, as analyzed by LC- MS 
(Figure 1C).

Bee gut bacterial symbionts vary in susceptibility to amygdalin
Within species (or closely related species clusters), strains varied in their ability to cope with different 
concentrations of amygdalin in vitro.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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Bifidobacterium
Three strains isolated from the guts of A. mellifera (wkB204, wkB344, and wkB338) were cultured in 
the presence of amygdalin and/or glucose as sole carbon sources in SDM (Figure 1A). Strain wkB204 
grew in the presence of amygdalin as the sole carbon source, suggesting that this strain degrades 
amygdalin and is not susceptible to the potential byproducts (Figure 1D). On the other hand, strains 
wkB344 and wkB338 grew only when glucose was added, and their growth was hampered if amygd-
alin was added, indicating a toxic effect on these strains (Figure 1D).

Bombilactobacillus
Strains isolated from the guts of Bombus impatiens (BI- 1.1 and BI- 2.5), Bombus appositus (LV- 8.1) and 
A. mellifera (Bin4N) were tested in SDM (Figure 1A). Strains BI- 1.1 and BI- 2.5 grew in the presence of 
amygdalin as the sole carbon source, with BI- 2.5 growing better than BI- 1.1. In fact, growth of BI- 2.5 
was higher with amygdalin than with glucose as the sole carbon source (Figure 1E). Strains LV- 8.1 and 
Bin4N grew only in the medium with glucose, but their growth was not affected when amygdalin was 
added (Figure 1E).
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Figure 1. In vitro exposure of bee gut bacteria to amygdalin. Experimental design in (A) semi- defined or (B) nutritionally rich media in 96- well plates. 
(C) Sample processing for LC- MS analysis. (D) Bifidobacterium and (E) Bombilactobacillus growth in semi- defined media in the presence of amygdalin 
(or amygdalin and glucose) normalized to growth in the presence of glucose. (F) Gilliamella and (G) Lactobacillus nr. melliventris growth in nutritionally 
rich media in the presence of amygdalin normalized to growth in the absence of amygdalin. Bacterial growth was measured as optical density at 600 nm 
after 3 days of incubation at 35°C and 5% CO2. (H–K) Amygdalin and (L–O) prunasin concentrations in spent medium of amygdalin (or amygdalin and 
glucose) grown cultures of Bifidobacterium, Bombilactobacillus, Gilliamella, and Lactobacillus nr. melliventris, respectively. Controls consisted of media 
with amygdalin (or amygdalin and glucose) but no bacteria. Experiments were performed in three biological replicates. Groups with different letters are 
significantly different (p < 0.01, one- way ANOVA test followed by Tukey’s multiple- comparison test).

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 1:

Figure supplement 1. In vitro exposure of bee gut associated bacteria to 100 mM amygdalin.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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Gilliamella
Strains isolated from the guts of Apis dorsata (wkB112, wkB178, and wkB108), Apis cerana (wkB308), 
and A. mellifera (M6- 3G, M1- 2G, wkB7, and wkB1) were cultivated in Insectagro due to the lack of an 
SDM for these strains (Figure 1B). Most of the strains grew at similar rates in the presence or absence 
of 10 mM amygdalin, except for wkB108 and wkB1 which exhibited a delay in growth, suggesting 
susceptibility to amygdalin at the tested concentration (Figure 1F).

Lactobacillus nr. melliventris
Strains isolated from the guts of A. mellifera (HB- 1, HB- 2, HB- C2, HB- D10, wkB8, and wkB10), B. impa-
tiens (BI- 4G), and Bombus occidentalis (OCC3) were cultivated in rich medium (MRS) since they do not 
grow well in SDM (Figure 1B). All strains grew in the presence of amygdalin, though HB- 2 growth was 
reduced by adding amygdalin to MRS (Figure 1G).

For most bacterial strains tested, growth was hampered by increasing the concentration of amyg-
dalin from 10 to 100 mM (Figure 1—figure supplement 1A–C). This toxicity is probably related to 
the presence of amygdalin itself and not to potential byproducts since most strains could not degrade 
amygdalin. The amygdalin concentrations were chosen to correspond to the glucose concentrations 
usually added to growth media to investigate carbon source usage by bacteria, and are higher than 
the concentrations detected in almond pollen (~4 mM) and nectar (~0.01 mM) (London- Shafir et al., 
2003).

Specific bee gut bacterial strains degrade amygdalin
Using LC- MS analyses, amygdalin degradation was confirmed for strains that could grow in the pres-
ence of amygdalin as the sole carbon source, such as Bifidobacterium strain wkB204 (Figure 1H) and 
Bombilactobacillus strains BI- 1.1 and BI- 2.5 (Figure 1I). Amygdalin was not detected (Figure 1H) or 
was detected in a lower concentration (Figure 1I and Figure 1—figure supplement 1D–E) in the 
spent medium of amygdalin- grown cultures when compared to the initial concentration. In these 
cases, amygdalin degradation was observed regardless of whether glucose was present. Interest-
ingly, Bombilactobacillus strain BI- 2.5 degrades less amygdalin when glucose is also present in the 
medium (Figure 1I). For Bifidobacterium strain wkB204 and Bombilactobacillus strain BI- 1.1, on the 
other hand, similar levels of amygdalin degradation were detected in cultures with or without glucose 
(Figure 1H–I).

Gilliamella and Lactobacillus nr. melliventris strains were cultivated in nutritionally rich media, and 
therefore amygdalin degradation was primarily investigated by LC- MS of spent medium. We observed 
amygdalin degradation only for Gilliamella strain wkB112 (Figure 1J and Figure 1—figure supple-
ment 1F). The use of nutritionally rich media for these strains may have masked the ability of some 
strains to degrade amygdalin, as they had glucose as an alternative carbon source (Figure 1J–K).

Different mechanisms of amygdalin degradation by bee gut bacteria
Metabolism of amygdalin by Bifidobacterium strain wkB204 and Bombilactobacillus strain BI- 1.1 
produces prunasin as a byproduct (Figure 1L–M and Figure 1—figure supplement 1G–H), although 
prunasin was only detected in wkB204 cultures after providing an excessive amount of amygdalin 
(Figure 1—figure supplement 1G). This suggests that wkB204 and BI- 1.1 encode enzymes to break 
down the glycosidic bond between the glucose residues in the amygdalin structure, releasing prunasin 
and one glucose molecule, which can then be used as carbon source by these bacteria. On the other 
hand, prunasin was not produced by Bombilactobacillus strain BI- 2.5 or Gilliamella strain wkB112 
(Figure  1M–N) even after adding excess amygdalin (Figure  1—figure supplement 1H–I). There-
fore, BI- 2.5 and wkB112 seem to metabolize amygdalin in a different way than wkB204 and BI- 1.1, 
probably by breaking down the glycosidic bond that links the two glucose residues to the aglycone, 
releasing a disaccharide and mandelonitrile into the medium. These mechanisms are corroborated by 
LC- MS analyses of spent medium taken from these cultures on a daily census (Figure 2). These results 
suggest that amygdalin breakdown via a prunasin intermediate is limited to wkB204 and BI- 1.1.

Characterizing an enzyme involved in amygdalin metabolism
After finding that specific strains from different bee gut bacterial species can degrade amygdalin, 
we focused on honey bee- associated Bifidobacterium strains to investigate the enzyme involved in 

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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this metabolism. First, we checked whether the enzyme is secreted or not. Large cultures of wkB204, 
wkB344, and wkB338 were grown for 5  days (Figure  3A), after which we performed biochemical 
assays with both spent medium and cell lysate of glucose- and amygdalin- grown cultures.

As observed in the previous experiment, wkB204 completely degraded amygdalin; we did not 
detect amygdalin in spent medium (10A sm, Figure 3B) or in cell lysate of amygdalin- grown cultures 
(10A cl, Figure  3C). To investigate whether the enzyme involved in amygdalin degradation was 
secreted, we added fresh amygdalin to sterile spent medium (10A sm + 10A) or to sterile cell lysate 
(10A cl + 10A) originating from amygdalin- grown cultures. After 3 days of incubation, we found full 
degradation of amygdalin in spent medium (10A sm + 10 A) (Figure 3B), but only slight degrada-
tion in cell lysate (10A cl + 10A) (Figure 3C); this was compared to a control sample containing only 
medium and amygdalin (Fresh 10A). No amygdalin was detected in cell lysates of amygdalin- grown 
cultures, showing that amygdalin does not enter bacterial cells (10A cl, Figure 3C). Moreover, we 
detected prunasin in both spent medium and cell lysate of amygdalin- grown cultures supplemented 
with amygdalin (10A sm + 10A and 10A cl + 10A, respectively) (Figure 3—figure supplement 1).

For comparison, these assays were also performed for wkB344 and wkB338 cultures. Some amyg-
dalin degradation was observed for the spent medium of wkB344 amygdalin- grown cultures, but 
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Figure 2. Mechanism of amygdalin degradation by bee gut bacteria. Amygdalin and prunasin concentrations detected by LC- MS in spent- medium 
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this degradation was much less than that observed for wkB204 (Figure 3B–C). We also investigated 
enzyme production and activity in the absence of amygdalin, by adding amygdalin to spent medium 
and cell lysate from glucose- grown cultures (10G sm + 10A and 10G cl + 10A, Figure 3B–C). None of 
the strains was able to significantly degrade amygdalin under these conditions.

Since spent medium of wkB204 amygdalin- grown cultures achieved full degradation of amyg-
dalin, we decided to characterize the secreted enzyme involved in the degradation. Spent media 
from wkB204 cultures, grown with either amygdalin or glucose, were processed to obtain concen-
trated protein extracts (Figure  4A). Protein profiles were first obtained by SDS- PAGE gel and 
showed that amygdalin- grown cultures had a distinct secretome when compared to glucose- grown 
cultures (Figure 4B, Figure 4—source data 1). Then, samples were submitted to proteomics anal-
ysis, which confirmed the expression differences, as we found 107 proteins secreted in higher abun-
dance in amygdalin- grown cultures and 131 proteins secreted in higher abundance in glucose- grown 
cultures (p<0.05, t- test followed by Benjamini- Hochberg procedure to control for false discovery, 
Figure 4C). Several significantly upregulated proteins in amygdalin- grown cultures are associated with 
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Figure 3. Amygdalin degradation in spent media and cell lysates of Bifidobacterium strains. (A) Bacterial growth curves of Bifidobacterium strains 
cultured in semi- defined media (SDM) without a carbon source, with 10 mM glucose (10G), with 10 mM amygdalin (10A), or with both 10 mM glucose 
and 10 mM amygdalin (10G+10A) as carbon sources at 35°C and 5% CO2. Experiments were performed in three biological replicates. Each data point 
represents the average optical density (600 nm) measured every day for 5 days. (B–C) For each strain, 10G and 10A grown cultures were separated 
into (B) spent medium (sm), originating from samples 10G sm and 10A sm, and (C) cell lysate (cl), originating from samples 10G cl and 10 A cl. These 
samples were used to investigate amygdalin degradation by adding extra 10A to the samples. Controls consisted of 10A grown cultures without adding 
extra 10A and fresh SDM with 10A. Reactions were incubated at 35°C and 5% CO2 for 3 days, after which amygdalin concentration was determined. 
Experiments were performed in three biological replicates. Groups with different letters are significantly different (p < 0.01, one- way ANOVA test 
followed by Tukey’s multiple- comparison test).

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 3:

Figure supplement 1. Prunasin concentrations in spent media and cell lysates of Bifidobacterium strains.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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carbohydrate metabolism (Figure 4—source data 2). Interestingly, we detected a highly expressed 
enzyme belonging to the glycoside hydrolase family 3 (GH3) (WP_254476944) only in amygdalin- 
grown cultures (Figure 4C), suggesting its involvement in the observed degradation. Other studies 
have demonstrated that specific bacterial or fungal GH3 enzymes can degrade amygdalin (Gao and 
Wakarchuk, 2014; Guo et al., 2015; Chang and Zhang, 2012; Li et al., 2018).

GH3 gene expression in Bifidobacterium strains
We used this wkB204 GH3 (WP_254476944) as a query to search a customized database of proteins 
from bee gut bacteria, including 22 bee- associated Bifidobacterium strains. Ten other Bifidobacte-
rium strains encode a GH3 in their genomes with a high sequence similarity to the wkB204 GH3 
(Figure 5—figure supplement 1). Intriguingly, these included a GH3 from wkB344 (WP_121913979), 
which did not grow in the presence of amygdalin in vitro.
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Figure 4. Identification of an amygdalin degrading enzyme from Bifidobacterium. (A) Large- scale culture of Bifidobacterium strain wkB204 in semi- 
defined media (SDM) without a carbon source, with 10 mM glucose, or with 10 mM amygdalin at 35°C and 5% CO2. Experiments were performed 
in three biological replicates and each data point represents the average optical density (600 nm) measured every day for 7 days. (B) Spent medium 
concentration for running on an SDS- PAGE gel. (C) Venn diagram and volcano plot showing the number of differentially expressed proteins in spent 
medium of glucose- or amygdalin- grown cultures. Numbers in the volcano plot: 1: alpha/beta fold hydrolase (WP_254477374), 2: nucleoside hydrolase 
(WP_254477231), 3: glycoside hydrolase family 3 (WP_254476944), 4: beta- galactosidase (WP_254477161), 5: alpha- mannosidase (WP_254477012), 
6: Nudix hydrolase (WP_254477413), 7: MFS transporter (WP_254476943), 8: alpha- L- fucosidase (WP_254477430), 9: glycoside hydrolase family 30 
(WP_254477160) (p<0.05, t- test followed by Benjamini- Hochberg procedure to control for false discovery rate).

The online version of this article includes the following source data for figure 4:

Source data 1. SDS- PAGE gel run for cultures of Bifidobacterium strain wkB204.

Source data 2. Differential protein expression analysis for amygdalin- and glucose- grown cultures of Bifidobacterium strain wkB204.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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To determine why this GH3 does not enable wkB344 to use amygdalin as a carbon source, we 
investigated whether this enzyme is expressed in cultures, and used wkB204 and wkB338 cultures as 
controls for presence and absence of GH3 activity, respectively (Figure 5A). In the presence of glucose 
as the sole carbon source, strains wkB204 and wkB344, but not wkB338, express the GH3 gene 
(Figure 5B). When cultivated in the presence of amygdalin as the sole carbon source, only wkB204 
shows elevated expression of GH3 transcripts (Figure 5B), which correlates with the ability of this 
strain to degrade amygdalin in vitro. No elevation in expression was evident for wkB344 (Figure 5B), 
and the levels of GH3 produced by wkB344 in glucose- grown cultures did not result in observable 
amygdalin degradation when incubated in 10 mM amygdalin (Figure 3C).

The wkB204 GH3 (WP_254476944), which is overexpressed in amygdalin- grown cultures, is 
encoded in an operon containing four other genes: a major facilitator superfamily transporter 
(WP_254476943), a glycoside hydrolase family 30 (WP_254477160), and a beta- galactosidase 
(WP_254477161) (Figure 5C). These were also overexpressed in the presence of amygdalin, based on 
proteomics data (Figure 5C). The wkB344 GH3 (WP_121913979) is also encoded in an operon, but a 
beta- galactosidase (WP_121914045) is the only other gene in the operon (Figure 5C), as predicted by 
the operon- mapper webserver (Taboada et al., 2018).

According to the dbCAN meta server for automated CAZyme annotation, the genomes of these 
three Bifidobacterium strains encode multiple GH3s: wkB204 encodes 10 distinct GH3s, while wkB344 
and wkB338 encode 5 distinct GH3s each (Figure 5—source data 1; Yin et al., 2012; Zhang et al., 
2018). Based on the NCBI inference database and amino acid similarity to other annotated GH3s, 
these three strains have some GH3s highly similar in amino acid sequence and probably similar in 
function (Figure  5D and Table  1), as noted for wkB204- GH3 (WP_254476944) and wkB344- GH3 
(WP_121913979) (Figure 5E).

Bifidobacterium strains also degrade prunasin
To investigate whether Bifidobacterium strains can also degrade prunasin, we performed an addi-
tional in vitro experiment in which Bifidobacterium strains wkB204, wkB344, and wkB338 were grown 
in 10 mM glucose in SDM in the presence of 0.1 mM prunasin (Figure 6A). Under these conditions, 
all strains grew in the presence of prunasin (Figure 6B) and degraded it (Figure 6C). For comparison, 
we also checked growth in the presence of 0.1 mM amygdalin (Figure 6D) and found that not only 
wkB204, but also wkB344 degraded amygdalin (Figure 6E). The lack of growth and, consequently, 
of degradation observed before for this strain is probably due to the much higher concentration of 
amygdalin provided in previous cultures (10 or 100 mM).

Escherichia coli expressing the GH3 enzyme produces prunasin
To confirm the ability of the Bifidobacterium GH3 enzyme to degrade amygdalin and/or prunasin, 
we cloned and expressed the GH3 gene from Bifidobacterium strains wkB204 (WP_254476944) or 
wkB344 (WP_121913979) in E. coli (Figure 7A–B). Cell lysates of transformed E. coli expressing GH3 
were incubated in the presence of 0.1 mM amygdalin or 0.1 mM prunasin (Figure 7C). After 5 days 
of incubation, we observed amygdalin degradation (Figure  7D) followed by prunasin production 
(Figure  7E) for E. coli cell lysates expressing either wkB204- GH3 or wkB344- GH3, but not for E. 
coli transformed with an empty plasmid, indicating that both enzymes can degrade amygdalin into 
prunasin. When the cell lysates were incubated in the presence of prunasin, only a small amount of 
prunasin was degraded (Figure 7F), suggesting that this enzyme, under the tested conditions, still 
can degrade prunasin, but to a lesser extent. These findings show that this Bifidobacterium- related 
GH3 enzyme can degrade amygdalin into prunasin, and potentially prunasin into mandelonitrile, and 
may be responsible for the degradation patterns observed for Bifidobacterium strain wkB204 when 
cultured in the presence of amygdalin.

Host and symbionts contribute to amygdalin degradation
We also investigated amygdalin degradation in vivo. To that end, we performed experiments with 
bees lacking a microbiota (microbiota- deprived or MD), colonized with a conventional microbiota 
(CV), or monocolonized with Bifidobacterium strains wkB204 or wkB344 (Figure  8A). Bees were 
hand- fed 5 μL of 1 mM amygdalin in sucrose syrup, or only sucrose syrup. Amygdalin was detected 
in different compartments of the bee body, including the midgut, the hindgut and the body carcass 

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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Figure 5. Glycoside hydrolase family 3 (GH3) gene expression in Bifidobacterium cultures. (A) RNA extraction and complementary DNA (cDNA) 
synthesis from cultures of Bifidobacterium strains wkB204, wkB344, and wkB338. (B) qPCR data for the transcript levels of GH3 in cells of Bifidobacterium 
strains cultured in the presence of 10 mM glucose (10G) or 10 mM amygdalin (10A). Experiments were performed in three biological replicates. Groups 
with different letters are significantly different (p < 0.01, one- way ANOVA test followed by Tukey’s multiple- comparison test). (C) The genomic region 
containing the GH3 gene with high sequence similarity in wkB204 and wkB344. The corresponding region is included for wkB338 for comparison. Gray 
shading indicates operons. Dashed lines indicate regions not present in the genome. (D) Venn diagram showing the number of GH3s shared between 
the strains with amino acid similarity to other annotated GH3s according to the NCBI inference database. (E) Phylogenetic analysis for the GH3s found 
in the genomic regions shown in C. Outgroup is represented by two amygdalin- degrading GH3s isolated from Rhizomucor miehei strain RmBglu3B 
(AIY32164.1) and Talaromyces cellulolyticus strain Bgl3B (GAM39187.1).

The online version of this article includes the following source data and figure supplement(s) for figure 5:

Source data 1. dbCAN meta server results for Bifidobacterium strains wkB204, wkB344, and wkB338.

Figure supplement 1. Maximum- likelihood phylogeny based on amino acid sequences of bee associated Bifidobacterium glycoside hydrolases with 
sequence homology to a glycoside hydrolase family 3 highly expressed in amygdalin- grown cultures of Bifidobacterium strain wkB204 (PhyML 3.1, LG 
model + Gamma4, 100 bootstrap replicates).

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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without the gut of MD, CV, and monocolonized bees (Figure 8B). In the hindgut samples, amygdalin 
was detected for MD and wkB344- monocolonized bees but not for CV and wkB204- monocolonized 
bees (Figure  8B). Total amygdalin concentration was significantly lower in CV bees and wkB204- 
monocolonized bees when compared to control bees not treated with amygdalin but spiked with 
5 μL of 1 mM amygdalin during the extraction protocol (Figure 8C). Interestingly, prunasin was only 
detected in the midgut and hindgut of MD bees (Figure 8D–E).

These findings demonstrate the role of the microbiota in amygdalin degradation, as amygdalin 
concentration is reduced in CV bees and prunasin does not accumulate in the guts of CV or mono-
colonized bees. These findings also show that bees themselves can degrade amygdalin, but that this 
degradation is partial, since prunasin accumulates in the guts of MD bees. Therefore, the presence of 
the microbiota contributes to continued amygdalin and prunasin degradation in the bee gut.

Honey bees tolerate typical environmental concentrations of amygdalin
Honey bees exposed to concentrations of amygdalin, ranging from 0.01 to 1 mM, did not exhibit 
increased mortality rates or dysbiosis (Figure 9A–B). We did not find any significant changes in gut 
microbial composition (Figure  9C–D) or abundance (Figure  9E) of amygdalin- treated bees when 
compared to untreated bees, which is consistent with other studies (Tauber et  al., 2020). More-
over, amygdalin did not affect mortality rates of MD bees (Figure 9—figure supplement 1). The 
concentrations used in the in vivo experiments are below the concentrations detected in almond 

Table 1. Glycoside hydrolases family 3 (GH3) detected in the genomes of Bifidobacterium strains 
wkB204, wkB344, and wkB338.
Protein ID refers to the unique identification of each GH3 in the NCBI Reference Sequence 
Database. Inference refers to the closest related GH3 present in the NCBI Reference Sequence 
Database. Same colors and superscript letters indicate GH3s with similar amino acid sequence. This 
information was used to make the Venn diagram in Figure 5D.

Strain GH3 loci number Protein ID (NCBI RefSeq) Inference (NCBI RefSeq)

wkB204 10 WP_254476932a WP_007147852

WP_254476944b WP_015021504

WP_254477003 WP_003842825

WP_254477019 –

WP_254477308c WP_015022086

WP_254477316 –

WP_254477624d WP_016461981

WP_254477626e WP_004221005

WP_254478126 –

WP_254478363 –

wkB344 5 WP_121913968a WP_007147852

WP_121913979b WP_015021504

WP_121914233c WP_015022086

WP_121914846d WP_016461981

WP_121914847 WP_004221005

wkB338 5 WP_121912678c WP_015022086c

WP_121912768 WP_003838412

WP_121912769e WP_004221005e

WP_121913257 WP_003839235

WP_121913288 WP_015450023

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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pollen (~4 mM), and the lower concentration resembles what has been detected in almond nectar 
(~0.01 mM) (London- Shafir et al., 2003).

Discussion
Dietary compounds can be metabolized not only by host enzymes but also by the gut microbiota, 
potentially resulting in increased or decreased toxicity (Koppel et  al., 2017). Once consumed by 
bees, amygdalin is broken down in the bee gut, but whether this degradation is via host or pollen- 
derived GHs (Pontoh and Low, 2002; Ricigliano et al., 2017) or through activity of the microbiota, 
has been unclear. We found that members of the bee gut microbiota can degrade amygdalin and its 
intermediate prunasin in vitro. Specific strains of Bifidobacterium, Bombilactobacillus, and Gilliamella 
isolated from A. mellifera, B. impatiens, and A. cerana, respectively, were able to degrade amygdalin 
in vitro. In some cases, the pathway led to the production of the non- toxic intermediate prunasin; 
in others it did not. While the host alone can degrade amygdalin to prunasin, enzymes secreted by 
gut bacteria are required for the further degradation of prunasin, and the release of toxic hydrogen 
cyanide. Our findings for honey bees parallel those for the metabolism of amygdalin in rats, in which 
the molecule is degraded to produce toxic hydrogen cyanide only in the presence of the gut micro-
biota, but not when microbiota is absent or when injected (Carter et al., 1980).

Specific members of the bee gut microbiota produce a diverse set of carbohydrate digestive 
enzymes, including pectin lyases (PLs) and GHs, that help in food processing (Zheng et al., 2019; 
Zheng et al., 2016; Engel et al., 2012) and detoxification (Berenbaum and Johnson, 2015; Koch 
et al., 2022). For instance, Gilliamella strains produce PLs and GHs that are involved in the metabolism 
of pectin and hemicellulose from the pollen cell wall and toxic sugars from nectar or produced during 
digestion of pectin (Zheng et al., 2016; Engel et al., 2012). Some of these sugars, such as mannose, 
arabinose, xylose, and galactose, are indigestible for bees and can cause toxicity if accumulated in 
the gut (Barker, 1977). Bombilactobacillus and Lactobacillus strains also produce enzymes involved 
in mannose metabolism which potentially contribute to this detoxification mechanism (Zheng et al., 
2019; Ellegaard et al., 2019). Interestingly, genomes of Bifidobacterium strains seem to harbor a 
wider repertoire of GHs than other core members of the bee gut microbiota, but lack PL- related 
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Figure 6. Prunasin degradation by bee gut- associated Bifidobacterium strains. (A) Experimental design. (B) Bacterial growth, and (C) prunasin 
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genes (Zheng et  al., 2019). These enzymes tend to be substrate- specific and biochemical assays 
are usually required to verify function. In our study, we identified a specific GH3 in Bifidobacterium 
strains that contributes to amygdalin and prunasin metabolism in vitro. Other studies have shown that 
bacterial- or fungal- derived GH3s can degrade amygdalin. For example, the Gram- positive bacterium 
Cellulomonas fimi encodes a GH3 with activity against β-1,6- linked glycosides (Gao and Wakarchuk, 
2014), similar to the linkage found in the structure of amygdalin (Figure 2D). Degradation of amyg-
dalin by GH3s isolated from Rhizomucor miehei (Guo et al., 2015) and Talaromyce leycettanus (Li 
et  al., 2018), or by related extracellular enzymes from Aspergillus niger, has also been observed 
(Chang and Zhang, 2012). Moreover, different species of mammalian gut- associated Bifidobacterium 
strains can grow in the presence of amygdalin, potentially due to the production of GH1 or GH3 
enzymes (Modrackova et al., 2020).

In our case, heterologous expression of wkB204- GH3 (WP_254476944) or wkB344- GH3 
(WP_121913979) using E. coli also led to amygdalin degradation, but to a lesser extent than what 
was observed for the original host. To accurately quantify the lower degradation rates in transformed 
E. coli, we used 0.1 mM amygdalin solutions (Figure 7). Potentially, there are other carbohydrate 
digestive enzymes encoded by Bifidobacterium that contribute to amygdalin or prunasin metabo-
lism (Figure 4C), or the Bifidobacterium host perform specific posttranslational modifications on this 

Figure 7. Heterologous expression of Bifidobacterium glycoside hydrolase family 3 (GH3) enzyme in Escherichia coli. (A) E. coli Rosetta BL21 competent 
cells were transformed with the vector pET- 25b carrying the gene that encodes the wkB204- GH3 or wkB344- GH3, or only the empty vector as a control. 
(B) Bacterial cells from overnight cultures were lysed to extract RNA and investigate the expression levels of cloned genes by RT- qPCR. In parallel, 
bacterial cells from similar overnight cultures were lysed and used in incubation assays with 0.1 mM amygdalin or 0.1 mM prunasin in minimal medium 
at 37°C. Samples were submitted for LC- MS analysis along with amygdalin and prunasin standards. (C) Transcript levels of Bifidobacterium- related 
GH3 genes expressed in E. coli. (D) Amygdalin degradation and (E) prunasin production levels after 5 days of incubation in the presence of 0.1 mM 
amygdalin. (F) Prunasin degradation levels after 5 days of incubation in the presence of 0.1 mM prunasin. Experiments were performed in three 
biological replicates. Groups with different letters are significantly different (p < 0.01, one- way ANOVA test followed by Tukey’s multiple- comparison 
test).
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enzyme that are not achieved during heterologous expression in E. coli (Adav et al., 2014). More-
over, it seems this GH3 is secreted by Bifidobacterium strain wkB204, but, for cloning purposes, we 
expressed it in E. coli without a signal sequence for secretion, and, therefore, performed assays with 
cell lysates, which may not be optimal for characterizing enzyme activity. These features may have 
masked the potential activity of this GH3, if this is the main enzyme involved in amygdalin degrada-
tion by Bifidobacterium strains. Moreover, other hydrolases were identified in the proteomics data 
(Figure 4C). Although not reported in the literature, some of these could potentially be involved in 
amygdalin degradation.

As shown in other studies, nectar and pollen metabolites can be chemically transformed when 
passing through the gut, and this may influence their effects on the host and/or the microbiota (Koch 
et al., 2019; Vidkjær et al., 2021). To identify the potential contribution of both the host and the 
microbiota to amygdalin degradation, we performed in vivo experiments in which MD bees and 
microbiota- colonized bees were exposed to amygdalin for a short period of time. We found that MD 
bees can degrade amygdalin, but only partially, leading to accumulation of prunasin in gut compart-
ments. In contrast, prunasin accumulation was not observed in microbiota- colonized bees or in bees 
monocolonized with specific Bifidobacterium strains, and amygdalin degradation was higher in these 
groups when compared to MD bees. This suggests that members of the microbiota, besides contrib-
uting to amygdalin degradation, can also efficiently degrade prunasin and potentially release the final 
products of amygdalin metabolism, such as hydrogen cyanide. This could potentially increase the 
side effects of amygdalin byproducts on bees or on the microbiota, since hydrogen cyanide can be 
toxic to aerobic organisms (Khandekar and Edelman, 1979; Hurst et al., 2014). However, similar to 
other studies, we did not detect increased mortality rates or changes in microbial community abun-
dance and composition for bees exposed to amygdalin (Lecocq et al., 2018; Tauber et al., 2020), 
strongly suggesting that field- relevant concentrations of amygdalin are not detrimental to bees. Inter-
estingly, we also found amygdalin in bee carcasses with the gut removed, suggesting that amygdalin 
is absorbed systemically by bee cells. This has been observed in other studies in which amygdalin was 
found in the bee hemolymph after oral ingestion (Hurst et al., 2014; Vidkjær et al., 2021).

Figure 8. Amygdalin metabolism in honey bees. (A) Five- day old bees either lacking a microbiota (microbiota deprived, MD, n=4), with a normal 
microbiota (conventionalized, CV, n=3), or monocolonized with Bifidobacterium strains wkB204 (n=3) or wkB344 (n=3), were exposed to 5 μL of 1 mM 
amygdalin and dissected 24 hr later to determine the concentrations of (B) amygdalin and (D) prunasin in different bee body compartments (midgut: 
M, hindgut: H, and body without gut: B) by LC- MS. (C) Amygdalin and (E) prunasin concentrations detected in M, H, and B samples were summed for 
each group and compared to a control group of unexposed bees that were mixed with 5 μL of 1 mM amygdalin at the beginning of sample processing. 
Groups with different letters are significantly different (p < 0.05, one- way ANOVA test followed by Tukey’s multiple- comparison test).

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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Studies in other animals have also investigated the roles of the microbiota on amygdalin degrada-
tion. Studies in rats, for example, have found higher concentrations of hydrogen cyanide in the blood 
of microbiota- colonized rats than in MD rats (Carter et al., 1980) or antibiotic- treated rats (Newton 
et  al., 1981) after oral ingestion of amygdalin. However, intravenous administration of amygdalin 
seems not to lead to hydrogen cyanide formation (Jaswal and Palanivelu, 2018), which could be 
correlated to the lack of toxicity observed in honey bees after amygdalin injection into the hemolymph 
(Hurst et al., 2014). These studies suggest that the gut microbiota is a major factor driving amygdalin 
degradation and hydrogen cyanide release in the guts of animals.

It is important to note that colonization by the normal microbiota decreases the pH to about 5 in 
the bee gut (Zheng et al., 2017), and low pH can favor the degradation of amygdalin into prunasin, 
then prunasin into mandelonitrile, which can undergo spontaneous degradation at acidic pH to give 
benzaldehyde and hydrogen cyanide (Jaswal and Palanivelu, 2018). Therefore, the presence of the 
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Figure 9. Amygdalin effects on the honey bee gut microbiota. (A) Experimental design and (B) survival rates of honey bees exposed to different 
concentrations of amygdalin. (C) Stacked column graphs showing the relative abundance of bee gut bacterial species in control bees (n=15), 
0.01 mM amygdalin (n=15), 0.1 mM amygdalin (n=13), and 1 mM amygdalin (n=15) exposed bees. (D) Principal coordinate analysis of gut community 
compositions of control and amygdalin exposed bees using Bray- Curtis dissimilarity (p>0.5, Permanova test with 9999 permuations). (E) Boxplot of total 
bacterial 16S rRNA gene copies estimated by qPCR for control and amygdalin exposed bees. Box- and- whisker plots show high, low, and median values, 
with lower and upper edges of each box denoting first and third quartiles, respectively. No significant differences were observed in total bacterial 
abundance between control and amygdalin exposed bees (p>0.05, Kruskal- Wallis test).

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 9:

Figure supplement 1. Survival rates of honey bees exposed to different concentrations of amygdalin.
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microbiota itself, without the action of GHs, could favor the degradation of amygdalin into prunasin 
and potentially lead to the production of hydrogen cyanide.

Although bees and their native microbiota seem to tolerate relatively high doses of amygdalin, 
parasites that commonly inhabit the bee gut may not fare as well. There is increasing evidence that 
metabolites in nectar and pollen, even those considered toxic in some cases, can improve pollinator 
health at specific concentrations by controlling or reducing parasite loads (Stevenson et al., 2017; 
Tauber et al., 2020; Costa et al., 2010; Simone- Finstrom and Spivak, 2012; Stevenson, 2020). 
Indeed, bees tend to forage on specific plants as a means of reducing colony pathogen loads (Simone- 
Finstrom and Spivak, 2012). For example, honey bees from hives treated with amygdalin exhibited 
decreased levels of infection by the parasite L. passim and some viruses (Tauber et al., 2020). In 
contrast, this does not seem to be the case for Crithidia infection in bumble bees, whose loads are 
not reduced after amygdalin exposure (Richardson et al., 2015), as the parasite is not susceptible 
to amygdalin (Palmer- Young et al., 2016). Other plant metabolites, such as the essential oil thymol, 
can reduce Nosema spore loads in honey bees (Costa et al., 2010; Stevenson, 2020). Therefore, the 
extent of protection may depend on the exposure level and on the parasite being exposed.

Indeed, some insects, such as bees, ants, flies, and butterflies, can use a wide range of toxic 
secondary metabolites to medicate themselves in a therapeutic or prophylactic way (de Roode and 
Hunter, 2019). Honey bees typically collect secondary metabolites in plant resins, nectar, and pollen 
as prophylactic medication behavior to protect their colonies from parasites (Simone- Finstrom and 
Spivak, 2012; Erler and Moritz, 2016; Simone- Finstrom et al., 2017). Similarly, Monarch butterflies 
feed on milkweeds with high concentrations of toxic cardenolides as a therapeutic medication against 
parasites (Gowler et al., 2015). Monarchs can also use cardenolides as a prophylactic medication by 
selecting oviposition sites with high concentrations of cardenolides (Lefèvre et al., 2012) or trans-
ferring cardenolides to eggs (Sternberg et al., 2015) to reduce parasite growth in their hatching 
offspring. Some species of fruit flies use transgenerational medication to resist attack from parasitoid 
wasps (Poyet et al., 2017). Female flies preferentially oviposit in media containing the alkaloid atro-
pine, which reduces infection success of parasitoids, but also reduces fecundity.

More recently, a few studies have brought attention to activities of plant- derived compounds within 
the host gut, which can be modulated by the host and/or the microbiota, to lead to the final metab-
olite activity (Koch et al., 2019). The recently described plant metabolite callunene, from heather 
nectar, can play a prophylactic role in preventing Crithidia infections in bumble bees, especially when 
parasite cells are present in the crop. However, callunene cannot play a therapeutic role in infected 
hosts, because host metabolism inactivates it before it reaches the hindgut where Crithidia usually 
establishes (Koch et al., 2019).

Not only the host, but also the microbiome can play a major role in the metabolism of some nectar 
metabolites with consequences for activity against parasites. The glycosylation status of a nectar 
metabolite can directly affect its activity, with the aglycones exhibiting higher activity than the corre-
sponding glycosylated metabolite. This has been observed for the metabolites tiliaside, from linden 
trees, and unedone, from strawberries (Koch et al., 2022). Tiliaside is a glycoside with in vivo, but 
not in vitro, activity against Crithidia bombi as it requires deglycosylation by host and/or microbiome 
enzymes during gut passage to exhibit antiparasitic activity (Koch et al., 2022). Unedone, on the 
other hand, is not a glycoside and has both in vitro and in vivo activity against C. bombi. Interestingly, 
unedone is first glycosylated and inactivated in the midgut by bee enzymes, then deglycosylated and 
reactivated in the hindgut by the microbiome (Koch et al., 2022).

A few other studies have also investigated the roles of the microbiota in the metabolism of other 
plant metabolites. Kešnerová et  al., 2017, demonstrated that honey bees monocolonized with 
strains of Bifidobacterium, Bombilactobacillus, or Lactobacillus can metabolize flavonoid glycosides. 
Indeed, genomic analyses have shown that the genomes of strains from these bacterial groups contain 
a diverse set of carbohydrate processing genes, including GHs that could be involved in the cleavage 
of sugar residues (Zheng et al., 2019; Ellegaard et al., 2019). We found strain variation for amygdalin 
metabolism, and such variation likely influences processing of other dietary secondary metabolites. 
Strain- level variations in the microbiome could, consequently, affect parasite persistence or establish-
ment. Perturbation of the honey bee gut microbiota by pesticides and/or heavy metals (Motta and 
Moran, 2020b; Rothman et al., 2020; Motta et al., 2022b) could indirectly affect parasite success in 
the bee gut through changes in the metabolism of secondary metabolites by the microbiome.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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Interactions between gut microbiomes and pathogens are widespread and have repeatedly been 
shown for the bee gut microbiota (Raymann and Moran, 2018). In honey bees, the core microbiota 
contributes to protection against RNA viruses (Dosch et al., 2021), pathogenic bacterial infections 
(Steele et al., 2021; Lang et al., 2022), and the microsporidian parasite Nosema (Wu et al., 2020). 
Further, infection by Nosema, for example, can lead to microbiome dysbiosis (Paris et  al., 2020; 
Rubanov et  al., 2019; Huang et  al., 2018). Although microbiota- conferred protection seems to 
be common in bees, the underlying mechanisms are generally unknown. They may involve the host 
immune system (Horak et al., 2020; Kwong et al., 2017a) and/or direct microbial interactions within 
the gut (Steele et al., 2017). Our study on amygdalin shows that microbial metabolism of dietary 
components may be one mechanism through which microbiota members impact hosts or co- resident 
microbes.

Our results show the relevance of the microbiota for the metabolism of plant toxins, using amyg-
dalin as an example of a toxin that is jointly metabolized by the host and the microbiota. The conse-
quences for bees of the full metabolism of amygdalin are not yet clear- cut but point toward the 
beneficial to neutral spectrum of host- microbe interactions. The metabolism of most field- relevant 
concentrations of amygdalin does not affect bee survival rates or microbiota composition and does 
not deter bees (Tiedeken et al., 2014). In some instances, dietary amygdalin can reduce parasite 
and viral loads (Tauber et al., 2020; Palmer- Young et al., 2017). Future work could investigate the 
amounts of hydrogen cyanide released during in vitro experiments with amygdalin- degrading bacteria 
or during in vivo experiments with microbiota- colonized and microbiota- deprived bees. The full 
impact of amygdalin on bee health could be assessed using experiments testing whether hydrogen 
cyanide released into the gut may protect bees infected by specific parasites. Such experimental 
studies could better elucidate how gut microbial communities metabolize plant metabolites and how 
this metabolism affects host fitness.

Methods

 Continued on next page

Key resources table 

Reagent type (species) or 
resource Designation Source or reference Identifiers Additional information

Gene (Bifidobacterium asteroides) wkB204 NCBI Reference Sequence Locus: WP_254476944

Gene (Bifidobacterium asteroides) wkB344 NCBI Reference Sequence Locus: WP_121913979

Strain, strain background 
(Escherichia coli) DH5- alpha New England BioLabs Cat#: C2987H NEB 5- alpha competent cells

Strain, strain background 
(Escherichia coli) BL21 (DE3) New England BioLabs Cat#: C2527H Electrocompetent cells

Strain, strain background 
(Bifidobacterium asteroides) wkB204 This paper JAFMNU020000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Bifidobacterium asteroides) wkB344 doi:10.1073/pnas.1916224116 NPOQ00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Bifidobacterium asteroides) wkB338 doi:10.1073/pnas.1916224116 NPOR00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Bombilactobacillus bombi) BI- 2.5 This paper CP031513 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Bombilactobacillus bombi) BI- 1.1 This paper QOCR00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Bombilactobacillus bombi) LV- 8.1 This paper QOCS00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Bombilactobacillus mellifer) Bin4N

doi:10.1099/ijs.0.059600–0
doi:10.1099/ijsem.0.004107 JXJQ00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Lactobacillus bombicola) OCC3 This paper QOCV00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Lactobacillus bombicola) BI- 4G This paper QOCU00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Lactobacillus nr. melliventris) HB- 1 This paper OQ216581 Bacterial isolate

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1916224116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1916224116
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.059600-0
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijsem.0.004107
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Reagent type (species) or 
resource Designation Source or reference Identifiers Additional information

Strain, strain background 
(Lactobacillus nr. melliventris) HB- 2 This paper OQ216582 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background (L. nr. 
melliventris) HB- C2 This paper OQ216583 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Lactobacillus nr. melliventris) HB- D10 This paper OQ216584 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Lactobacillus helsingborgensis) wkB8 doi:10.1128/genomeA.01176–14 CP009531 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Lactobacillus kullabergensis) wkB10 doi:10.1128/genomeA.01176–14 JRJB00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Gilliamella apicola) wkB1 doi:10.1073/pnas.1405838111 CP007445 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Gilliamella apicola) wkB7 doi:10.1128/mBio.01326–16 LZGG00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Gilliamella apis) M1- 2G doi:10.1128/mBio.01326–16 LZGQ00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Gilliamella sp.) wkB112 doi:10.1128/mBio.01326–16 LZGL00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Gilliamella sp.) wkB178 doi:10.1128/mBio.01326–16 LZGK00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Gilliamella sp.) wkB108 doi:10.1128/mBio.01326–16 LZGM00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Gilliamella sp.) wkB308 doi:10.1128/mBio.01326–16 LZGN00000000 Bacterial isolate

Strain, strain background 
(Gilliamella sp.) M6- 3G doi:10.1128/mBio.01326–16 MCIU00000000 Bacterial isolate

Biological sample (Apis mellifera) Western honey bee Apis mellifera Collected from hives at UT- Austin

Recombinant DNA reagent
pGEM- T Easy vector  
(plasmid) Promega Cat#: A1360

Recombinant DNA reagent pET25b (plasmid) Novagen Cat#: 69753

Recombinant DNA reagent pET25b- wkB204- GH3 (plasmid) This study
pET25b expressing wkB204- 
GH3 (WP_254476944)

Recombinant DNA reagent pET25b- wkB344- GH3 (plasmid) This study
pET25b expressing wkB344- 
GH3 (WP_121913979)

Sequence- based reagent B- GH3- F This paper PCR primers ctaccgcaatcccgacct

Sequence- based reagent B- GH3- R This paper PCR primers cacctccttgtccactccc

Sequence- based reagent GH3- NdeI- F This paper PCR primers
ttgtttaactttaagaaggagatatacatatggcat 
caaggaagttgacagagg

Sequence- based reagent GH3- HindIII- R This paper PCR primers
agcccgtttgatctcgagtgcggccgcaa 
gcttacccacggtcaccgtca

Commercial assay or kit Quick- RNA Miniprep kit Zymo Research Cat#: R1055

Commercial assay or kit iTaq Universal SYBR Green Supermix Bio- Rad Cat#: 172–5125

Commercial assay or kit Monarch Plasmid Miniprep Kit New England BioLabs Cat#: T1010L

Commercial assay or kit qScript cDNA Synthesis Kit QuantBio Cat#: 95047–500

Chemical compound, drug Amygdalin Chem- Impex International Cat#: 22029 Lot#: 002681–16112001

Chemical compound, drug Prunasin Toronto Research Chemicals Cat#: P839000 Lot#: 6- EQJ- 155–1

Chemical compound, drug Ampicillin Fisher Bioreagents Cat#: BP1760- 5

Chemical compound, drug
Isopropyl β-D- 1- thiogalactopyranoside 
(IPTG) Gold Biotechnology Cat#: I2481C25

Chemical compound, drug Antarctic Phosphatase New England BioLabs Cat#: M0289S Enzyme

Chemical compound, drug NdeI New England BioLabs Cat#: R0111S Restriction enzyme

 Continued

 Continued on next page
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Reagent type (species) or 
resource Designation Source or reference Identifiers Additional information

Chemical compound, drug HindIII- HF New England BioLabs Cat#: R3104S Restriction enzyme

Software, algorithm SeaView
http://pbil.univ-lyon1.fr/software/ 
seaview3.html RRID:SCR_015059

Other Insectagro DS2 media Corning Cat#: 13- 402- CV Lot#: 12818007

Other Difco Lactobacilli MRS broth BD Cat#: 288130 Lot#: 9211338

Other Heart Infusion Agar Criterion Cat#: C5822 Lot#: 491030

Other Defibrinated Sheep Blood HemoStat Laboratories Cat#: DSB1 Lot#: 663895–2

Other Protein extraction reagent (B- PER) Thermo Scientific Cat#: 78248 Lot#: LJ148147A

Other
Bolt 4–12% Bis-  
Tris Plus Gel Thermo Scientific Cat#: NW04120BOX Lot#: 21022470

 Continued

Table 2. Composition of a semi- defined medium 
(SDM) recipe used to culture Bifidobacterium 
and Lactobacillus strains.
Specific carbon sources (amygdalin and/
or glucose) were added according to the 
experiments. Recipe was adapted from Walker 
et al., 2014.

Ingredient
Amount 
(g/L)

Defined

  Ammonium chloride 2

  Cysteine hydrochloride 0.4

  Magnesium chloride 0.08

  Manganese chloride 0.08

  Nicotinic acid 0.5

  Pantothenic acid 0.5

  Potassium phosphate monobasic 2

  Pyridoxine hydrochloride 0.1

  Sodium acetate 5

Undefined

  Yeast extract 4

  SC, synthetic complete supplement 
(Sunrise Scientific Products, Knoxville, TN, 
USA) 2

  Tween 80 1

Chemicals, media, and solutions
Amygdalin was obtained from Chem- Impex International, Inc (catalog number: 22029, lot number: 
002681- 16112001). Prunasin was obtained from Toronto Research Chemicals, Inc (catalog number: 
P839000, lot number: 6- EQJ- 155- 1). An SDM (for recipe see Table 2 and Menon et al., 2013) was 
used to culture Bifidobacterium and Bombilactobacillus strains. The nutrient- rich medium Insectagro 
DS2 (Corning, Inc, catalog number: 13- 402- CV, lot number: 12818007) was used to culture Gilliamella 
strains. The Difco Lactobacilli MRS broth (BD, Inc, catalog number: 288130, lot number: 9211338) 
was used to culture Lactobacillus strains. Luria- Bertani (LB) or a minimal medium (MM, for recipe see 
Table 3 and Li et al., 2014) was used to culture transformed E. coli strains. For experiments with bacte-
rial isolates, a 1 M amygdalin solution was prepared by dissolving 4.57 g amygdalin in 10 mL of culture 
medium, then diluted to final concentrations of 0.1, 1, 10, or 100 mM in the same culture medium. 

Also, a 5 mM prunasin solution was prepared by 
dissolving 5 mg prunasin in 3387 μL sterile water, 
then an aliquot was transferred to SDM or MM 
to a final concentration of 0.1 mM prunasin. For 
experiments with honey bees, a 10 mM amygd-
alin solution was prepared by dissolving 45.74 mg 
amygdalin in 10 mL sterile water, then diluted to 
final concentrations of 0.01  , 0.1, or 1 mM with 
filter- sterilized 0.5 M sucrose syrup and provided 
to bees in cup cages.

Isolation and characterization of 
Bifidobacterium strains
Bifidobacterium strains wkB204, wkB344, and 
wkB338 were isolated from fresh guts of A. 
mellifera workers from hives kept at UT- Austin 
(August 2014). Guts were homogenized in 10% 
PBS and cultured on Heart Infusion agar at 
35°C and 5% CO2 for 3–5  days. Genomic DNA 
was extracted from overnight cultures, as in 
Kwong et al., 2017b. The wkB204 genome was 
sequenced on the Illumina MiSeq platform from 
2×150 bp paired- end libraries at the SeqCenter 
(Pittsburgh, PA) and assembled using CLC 
Genomics Workbench 5.5 (QIAGEN). The wkB344 
and wkB338 genomes were previously reported 
in Zheng et al., 2019.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
http://pbil.univ-lyon1.fr/software/seaview3.html
http://pbil.univ-lyon1.fr/software/seaview3.html
https://identifiers.org/RRID/RRID:SCR_015059


 Research article      Ecology | Microbiology and Infectious Disease

Motta et al. eLife 2022;11:e82595. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595  20 of 31

Isolation and characterization 
of Bombilactobacillus and 
Lactobacillus strains
Bee gut- associated bacterial strains were isolated 
from fresh guts of commercial (strains BI- 2.5, 
BI- 1.1) and wild- caught (strain BI- 4G) B. impatiens 
workers, preserved guts of B. appositus (strain 
LV- 8.1) and B. occidentalis (strain OCC3) workers. 
Wild B. impatiens were collected in New Haven, 
CT, USA (August 2013); B. appositus and B. occi-
dentalis were collected in Logan, UT, USA (July 
2013); commercial B. impatiens were obtained 
from BioBest (Romulus, MI, USA). Guts and feces 
were homogenized in 10% PBS and cultured in 
MRS broth at 35°C and 5% CO2 for 3–5  days, 
then plated on MRS agar and incubated at 35°C 
and 5% CO2. Several passages on MRS agar 
were required to achieve pure isolates. Genomic 
DNA was extracted from overnight cultures, as in 
Kwong et al., 2017b.

The BI- 2.5 genome was sequenced and closed 
using Pacific Biosciences technology at the Yale 
Center for Genome Analysis. Indel errors were 
corrected with Pilon using Illumina MiSeq reads 
– 150  bp single- read libraries sequenced at the 
GSAF, UT- Austin (Walker et al., 2014). The other 

four genomes were sequenced on the Illumina MiSeq platform from 2×300 bp paired- end libraries 
at the GSAF, UT- Austin, and assembled using CLC Genomics Workbench 5.5 (QIAGEN). All genomes 
were annotated with the Rapid Annotation using Subsystem Technology (RAST) server (Overbeek 
et al., 2014). Strains BI- 2.5, BI- 1.1, and LV- 8.1 are most related to Bombilactobacillus bombi (Zheng 
et al., 2020; Killer et  al., 2014), while strains OCC3 and BI- 4G are most related to Lactobacillus 
bombicola (Praet et al., 2015; Wang et al., 2018).

Bombilactobacillus mellifer strain Bin4N (DSM 26254) was obtained from the Leibniz Institute, 
Germany, and is a honey bee isolate (Zheng et al., 2020; Olofsson et al., 2014).

Lactobacillus strains HB- 1, HB- 2, HB- C2, and HB- D10 were isolated from fresh guts of A. mellifera 
workers from hives kept at UT- Austin (August 2017). Guts were homogenized in 10% PBS and cultured 
in MRS broth at 35°C and 5% CO2 for 3–5 days. Aliquots of bacterial cultures were plated on MRS 
agar and incubated at 35°C and 5% CO2. Several passages on MRS agar were required to achieve 
pure isolates. Sequencing the 16S rRNA gene showed that these isolates corresponded to the bee- 
restricted cluster that contains Lactobacillus melliventris.

Lactobacillus strains wkB8 and wkB10 were previously isolated from the guts of A. mellifera (Kwong 
et al., 2014).

Isolation and characterization of Gilliamella strains
Gilliamella strains were previously isolated from the guts of A. dorsata (wkB112, wkB178, wkB108), A. 
cerana (wkB308), or A. mellifera (M6- 3G, M1- 2G, wkB7, wkB1) (Zheng et al., 2016).

Exposure of bee gut bacteria to amygdalin
All strains were initially cultured in Heart Infusion Agar (Criterion, New York, NY, USA, catalog number: 
C5822, lot number: 491030) with 5% Defibrinated Sheep Blood (HemoStat Laboratories, Dixon, CA, 
USA, lot number: 663895- 2) at 35°C and 5% CO2 for 3–5 days, then colonies were transferred to 
proper liquid media to obtain enough bacterial mass for in vitro experiments.

Strains of Bifidobacterium (wkB204, wkB338, wkB344) and Bombilactobacillus (BI- 1.1, BI- 2.5, 
LV- 8.1, Bin4N) were cultured in SDM (Table 2) at 35°C and 5% CO2 overnight. Optical density (OD) of 
each bacterial culture was measured at 600 nm, and the cells were diluted to an OD of 0.5 in SDM. 

Table 3. Composition of a minimum medium 
(MM, pH 6.8) recipe used to culture transformed 
Escherichia coli strains.
Specific carbon sources (amygdalin, prunasin, 
or glucose) were added according to the 
experiments. Recipe was adapted from Li et al., 
2014.

Ingredient
Amount 
(g/L)

  Ammonium iron (III) citrate 0.1

  Ammonium phosphate tetrahydrate 4

  Boric acid 0.003

  Citric acid 1.55

  Cobalt (II) chloride hexahydrate 0.003

  Copper (II) chloride dihydrate 0.002

  Magnesium sulfate 0.59

  Manganese (II) chloride tetrahydrate 0.015

  Potassium phosphate monobasic 13.3

  Sodium molybdate dihydrate 0.002

  Zinc sulfate heptahydrate 0.034
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Ten µL aliquots of each bacterial suspension were transferred in three biological replicates to 96- well 
plates containing 190 μL SDM with no carbon sources, 10- or 100 mM amygdalin, 10- or 100 mM 
glucose, or 10- or 100 mM amygdalin and glucose as carbon sources. Controls consisted of three 
biological replicates of 200 μL SDM with similar carbon sources, but without bacterial suspension. 
The plates were incubated in a plate reader (Tecan) at 35°C and 5% CO2, and OD was measured at 
600 nm after 72 hr.

Strains of Gilliamella (wkB112, wkB178, wkB108, wkB308, M6- 3G, M1- 2G, wkB7, wkB1) were 
cultured in a nutrient- rich medium, Insectagro DS2 (Corning Inc), at 35°C and 5% CO2 overnight. 
OD of each bacterial culture was measured at 600 nm, and the cells were diluted to an OD of 0.5 in 
Insectagro. Ten µL aliquots of each bacterial suspension were transferred in three biological replicates 
to 96- well plates containing 190 μL Insectagro with 10- or 100 mM amygdalin, or without amygdalin. 
Controls consisted of three biological replicates of 200 μL Insectagro with similar carbon sources, but 
without bacterial suspension. The plates were incubated in a plate reader (Tecan) at 35°C and 5% CO2 
and OD was measured at 600 nm after 72 hr.

Strains of Lactobacillus nr. melliventris (HB- 1, HB- 2, HB- C2, HB- D10, wkB8, wkB10, BI- 4G, OCC3) 
were cultured in MRS broth at 35°C and 5% CO2 overnight. OD of each bacterial culture was measured 
at 600 nm, and the cells were diluted to an OD of 0.5 in MRS. Ten µL aliquots of each bacterial suspen-
sion were transferred in three biological replicates to 96- well plates containing 190  μL MRS with 
10 mM amygdalin, or without amygdalin. Controls consisted of three biological replicates of 200 μL 
MRS with similar carbon sources, but without bacterial suspension. The plates were incubated in a 
plate reader (Tecan) at 35°C and 5% CO2 and OD was measured at 600 nm after 72 hr.

At the end of the experiment, plates were centrifuged at 7000 rpm for 5 min, and spent medium 
was removed and filter- sterilized with a 0.22 μm filter. Samples were transferred to 1.5 mL microtubes 
and dried under vacuum using an Eppendorf Vacufuge (Eppendorf, Enfield, CT, USA). Later, they were 
resuspended in 1 mL LC- MS grade water and 100- fold diluted to be submitted for LC- MS analysis.

Amygdalin degradation in spent media and cell lysates
Bifidobacterium strains wkB204, wkB344, and wkB338 were chosen to investigate the mechanism of 
amygdalin degradation. They were cultured in 5 mL of MRS broth at 35°C and 5% CO2 overnight. OD 
was measured for each bacterial culture at 600 nm and diluted to an OD of 0.5 with SDM. Cells were 
washed twice with SDM. One- hundred µL aliquots of each bacterial suspension were transferred in 
three biological replicates to 15 mL culture tubes containing 10 mL of SDM with 10 mM amygdalin, 
10 mM glucose, or both, or without a carbon source. Samples were incubated at 35°C and 5% CO2 
and OD was measured at 600 nm every day for 5 days. At the end of the experiment, amygdalin- and 
glucose- grown cultures from each strain were centrifuged for 10 min at full speed, and spent medium 
was separated from the cell pellet.

Spent media of amygdalin- and glucose- grown cultures were filter- sterilized with a 0.22 μm filter, 
and 2.7 mL aliquots of each sample were transferred in three biological replicates to 15 mL culture 
tubes containing 0.3  mL of 100  mM amygdalin in SDM to investigate degradation by potential 
enzymes released into the media.

Bacterial cells of amygdalin- and glucose- grown cultures were washed three times with 1 mL SDM, 
then the supernatant was removed by centrifugation at full speed for 5 min. Washed cells were lysed 
with 1 mL of a bacterial protein extraction reagent (B- PER) solution, which consisted of 10 μL of 1 M 
MgCl2, 20 μL of 0.5 M phenylmethylsulfonyl fluoride (in methanol), and 9970 μL B- PER (Thermo Scien-
tific, catalog number: 78248, lot number: LJ148147A). After 15 min, samples were centrifuged, filter- 
sterilized with a 0.22 μm filter, and 0.3 mL aliquots of each sample were transferred in three biological 
replicates to 15 mL culture tubes containing 0.3 mL of 100 mM amygdalin in SDM and 2.4 mL SDM to 
investigate degradation. Although the cell densities of wkB338 and wkB344 cultures were lower than 
that of wkB204 (Figure 3A), we were still able to collect and concentrate cells through centrifugation 
for the subsequent experimental steps. Normalization between samples was based on the volume of 
growth medium, and not on cell mass.

Spent medium and cell lysate of amygdalin- grown cultures only, and 10 mM amygdalin in fresh 
SDM were used as controls.

All samples were incubated at 35°C and 5% CO2 for 3 days, after which they were 500- fold diluted 
and submitted for LC- MS analysis.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
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Quantification of amygdalin in bacterial cultures
Diluted samples were analyzed using an Agilent 6546 Q- TOF LC- MS with an Agilent Dual Jet Stream 
electrospray ionization source in negative mode. Chromatographic separations were obtained under 
gradient conditions by injecting 1 μL onto an Agilent RRHD Eclipse Plus C18 column (50×2.1 mm, 
1.8 µm particle size) with an Agilent Zorbax Eclipse Plus C18 narrow bore guard column (12.5×2.1 mm, 
5 µm particle size) on an Agilent 1260 Infinity II liquid chromatography system. The mobile phase 
consisted of eluent A (water + 0.1% formic acid) and eluent B (methanol). The gradient was as follows: 
held at 5% B from 0 to 1 min, 5% B to 30% B from 1 to 1.5 min, 30% B to 37% B from 1.5 to 9 min, 37% 
B to 95% B from 9 to 9.1 min, held at 95% B from 9.1 to 12 min, 95% B to 5% B from 12 to 12.1 min, 
and held at 5% B from 12.1 to 15 min. The flow rate was 0.4 mL/min. The sample tray and column 
compartment were set to 7°C and 30°C, respectively. The ion source settings were capillary voltage, 
3500 V; nozzle voltage, 2000 V; fragmentor voltage, 180 V; drying gas and sheath gas temperature, 
350°C; drying gas flow, 10 L/min; sheath gas flow, 11 L/min; nebulizer pressure, 60 lb/in2. Q- TOF data 
was processed using Agilent MassHunter Qualitative Analysis software. Amygdalin (C20H27NO11) and 
prunasin (C14H17NO6) were observed in the samples with this LC- MS method as [M- H]– at 456.1511 
and 294.0983  Da, as well as [M+CH3COO]– at 502.1566 and 340.1038  Da, with a retention time 
of 2.73 and 3.05 min, respectively. Amygdalin quantification was performed by preparing analytical 
curves using the area under the amygdalin extracted ion chromatogram peak (20 ppm extraction 
window) of the following standard solutions prepared from a 1 mM amygdalin stock solution in water: 
0.078125, 0.15625, 0.3125, 0.625, 1.25, 2.5, 5, 10, 20, 30, and 40 μM amygdalin. Two analytical curves 
were prepared: one with the six lower concentrations to calculate amygdalin concentration in 0.1 or 
10 mM amygdalin cultures; another curve with the five higher concentrations to calculate amygdalin 
concentration in 100  mM amygdalin cultures. The linear equations obtained from these analytical 
curves were used to calculate the concentration of amygdalin in the samples. The concentrations 
obtained from the linear equation were corrected for the dilution factor. Prunasin quantification was 
performed similarly, by preparing an analytical curve using the area under the prunasin extracted ion 
chromatogram peak of the following standard solutions prepared from a 1 mM prunasin stock solution 
in water: 0.01953125, 0.0390625, 0.078125, 0.15625, 0.3125, 0.625, 1.25, 2.5, 5, and 10 μM prunasin. 
The linear equation obtained from this analytical curve was used to calculate the concentration of 
prunasin in the samples. The concentrations obtained from the linear equation were corrected for the 
dilution factor.

SDS-PAGE and sample preparation for proteomics analysis
Bifidobacterium strain wkB204 was cultured in 5 mL of MRS broth at 35°C and 5% CO2 overnight. OD 
was measured at 600 nm and adjusted to 0.5 with SDM. Bacterial cells were washed two times with 
SDM and resuspended in SDM. Two- hundred μL aliquots were transferred in three biological replicates 
to 250 mL culture flasks containing 100 mL of SDM with 10 mM amygdalin, 10 mM glucose, or without 
a carbon source. Samples were incubated at 35°C and 5% CO2 and OD was measured at 600 nm every 
day for 7 days. At the end of the experiment, samples were centrifuged at 7800 rpm for 10 min. Spent 
media were separated from bacterial cells and concentrated to about 10 mL in under vacuum using 
an Eppendorf Vacufuge (Eppendorf, Enfield, CT, USA). Then, samples were dialyzed three times in 1 L 
of exchange buffer (10% glycerol, 1 mM MgCl2, 0.1 M NaCl, 1 mM PMSF, and 25 mM Tris pH 8), after 
which they were further concentrated with centrifugal concentrators (10 kDa MWCO, Millipore Sigma- 
Aldrich, Burlington, MA, USA) to a final volume of 1.5 mL. Thirty μL of each concentrated sample 
were run on a Bolt 4–12% Bis- Tris Plus Gel (Thermo Scientific, catalog number: NW04120BOX, log 
number: 21022470). Then, concentrated samples from amygdalin- and glucose- grown cultures were 
submitted for proteomics analysis at the Proteomics facility, UT- Austin. The samples were digested 
with trypsin, desalted and run on the Dionex LC and Orbitrap Fusion 1 for LC- MS/MS with 1 hr run 
time and processed by the facility using PD 2.2 and Scaffold proteomics software (Proteome Software, 
Inc, Portland, OR, USA, version 5.1.2). For protein assignment, we used the amino acid sequences 
predicted from the wkB204 genome combined with a list of common contaminants for the searches. 
A basic Scaffold analysis was performed using a custom amino acid sequence database covering the 
genome of wkB204, a reference database for Saccharomyces cerevisiae (because of the yeast extract 
portion of the SDM used to grow this strain), as well as a list of common contaminants, using min 
protein: 0.1% false discovery rate.
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Blast search and phylogenetic analysis
A local blast was performed to search for homologous proteins of the GH3 that was detected in 
wkB204 amygdalin- grown cultures. We used the amino acid sequence of wkB204- GH3 as a query to 
search for homologous proteins in a custom database containing amino acid sequences of several 
published bee gut bacterial genomes, including 22 bee gut- associated Bifidobacterium strains. We 
applied a query coverage high- scoring sequence pair percent of 90. wkB204- GH3 and homologous 
proteins were used to build a phylogenetic tree. Amino acid sequences were aligned using Muscle 
(Edgar, 2004) and used to infer a maximum- likelihood phylogeny (LG model + Gamma4, 100 boot-
strap replicates) with PhyML 3.1 (Guindon et al., 2010) implemented in SeaView (Gouy et al., 2010).

GH3 gene expression in Bifidobacterium strains
One- hundred μL of 0.5 OD cultures of Bifidobacterium strains wkB204, wkB344, and wkB338 were 
transferred in three biological replicates to SDM with 10  mM amygdalin or 10  mM glucose for a 
final volume of 10 mL. After 5 days, bacterial cultures were centrifuged to separate the supernatant 
from the cells. Total RNA was extracted from washed bacterial cells using the Quick- RNA Miniprep 
kit (Zymo Research, Irvine, CA, USA). To that end, bacterial cells were resuspended and lysed in 
600 μL of RNA Lysis Buffer, and transferred to a capped vial containing 0.5 mL of 0.1 mm Zirconia 
beads (BioSpec Products, Bartlesville, OK, USA). Samples were bead- beaten for 2×30 s, centrifuged 
at 14,000 rpm for 30 s, and transferred to a new 1.5 mL microtube. After this step, extraction followed 
the protocol provided by Zymo Research. Final RNA samples were dissolved in 50 μL of water and 
stored at –80°C. RNA concentrations were measured in a Qubit instrument and normalized to 200 ng/
μL. Complementary DNA (cDNA) was synthesized using the qScript cDNA Synthesis Kit (QuantaBio, 
Beverly, MA, USA) following the manufacturer’s instructions, and stored at –20°C. cDNA samples were 
10- fold diluted to be used as templates for qPCR analyses.

Specific primers targeting a conserved 124 bp region in the GH3 gene found in Bifidobacterium 
strains wkB204 and wkB344 (B- GH3- F: 5’- ctac cgca atcc cgac ct-3’ and B- GH3- R: 5’- cacc tcct tgtc cact 
ccc-3’) were designed and used to amplify total copies of GH3 gene transcripts in each sample on 
384- well plates on a Thermo Fisher QuantStudio 5 instrument. Three technical replicates of 10 μL 
reactions were carried out for each sample with 5 μL iTaq Universal SYBR Green Supermix (Bio- Rad, 
Hercules, CA, USA), 0.05 μL (each) 100 μM primer, 3.9 μL H2O, and 1.0 μL template DNA. The cycling 
conditions consisted of an initial cycle of 50°C for 2 min and 95°C for 2 min, followed by 40 cycles 
of a two- step PCR of 95°C for 15 s and 60°C for 1 min. Quantification was based on standard curves 
from amplification of the cloned target sequence in the pGEM- T Easy vector (Promega, Madison, WI, 
USA). Briefly, genomic DNA of Bifidobacterium strain wkB204 was used as a template to amplify the 
GH3 gene region of interest (124 bp) using the primers B- GH3- F and B- GH3- R. The purified ampl-
icon was ligated into the pGEM- T Easy vector (Promega, Madison, WI, USA). The recombined vector 
was purified and transformed into E. coli strain DH5- alpha competent cells via electroporation using 
the Gene Pulser Xcell Electroporation System (Bio- Rad, Hercules, CA, USA). The recombined vector 
was then isolated from an overnight culture using the Monarch Plasmid Miniprep Kit (New England 
BioLabs, Ipswich, MA, USA), digested by the restriction enzyme ApaI (New England Biolabs, Ipswich, 
MA, USA), purified, quantified in a Qubit 4 fluorometer (Invitrogen, Waltham, MA, USA) and the final 
concentration was adjusted so it could be used as a standard for qPCRs.

Cloning and transformation experiments
E. coli strain DH5- alpha was used for gene cloning and E. coli strain Rosetta BL21 was used for heter-
ologous expression. LB or MM (Table 3) supplemented with 100 μg/mL ampicillin were used for the 
cultivation. E. coli strains were always cultured at 37°C overnight. The vector pET25b (Invitrogen, 
Waltham, MA, USA) was applied for cloning and expression. First, the vector pET25b- empty was 
transformed into E. coli DH5- alpha cells via electroporation using the Gene Pulser Xcell Electropo-
ration System (Bio- Rad, Hercules, CA, USA). Positive transformants were screened on LB plates with 
100 μg/mL ampicillin and by PCR amplification. An overnight culture was used to isolate the vector 
pET25b- empty (Monarch Plasmid Miniprep Kit, New England BioLabs, Ipswich, MA, USA), which was 
then dephosphorylated with Antarctic Phosphatase (New England BioLabs, Ipswich, MA, USA) to 
reduce recyclization. Genomic DNA of Bifidobacterium strains wkB204 and wkB344 were used as 
templates to amplify their respective amygdalin degrading GH3 enzymes by PCR. Specific primers, 

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595


 Research article      Ecology | Microbiology and Infectious Disease

Motta et al. eLife 2022;11:e82595. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595  24 of 31

GH3- NdeI- F (5’- ttgt ttaa cttt aaga agga gata taca tatg gcat caag gaag ttga caga gg-3’) and GH3- HindIII- R (5’- 
agcc cgtt tgat ctcg agtg cggc cgca agct tacc cacg gtca ccgt ca-3’) were designed to amplify the whole gene 
encoding the amygdalin- degrading GH3 enzyme. The PCR products were purified and submitted 
for Sanger sequencing for confirmation. The purified vector pET25b- empty and the PCR product of 
wkB204- GH3 (or wkB344- GH3) were digested by the restriction enzymes NdeI and HindIII- HF (both 
from New England Biolabs, Ipswich, MA, USA) and then ligated to construct the recombinant plasmid 
pET25b- wkB204- GH3 (or pET25b- wkB344- GH3). The sequence- verified recombinant plasmids were 
purified and transformed into E. coli Rosetta BL21 competent cells via electroporation using the Gene 
Pulser Xcell Electroporation System (Bio- Rad, Hercules, CA, USA). The empty plasmid was also trans-
formed into E. coli Rosetta BL21 competent cells to be used as a control in the experiments. Positive 
transformants were screened on LB plates with 100 μg/mL ampicillin and by PCR amplification, and 
bacterial stocks were made from single cell, overnight cultures.

GH3 gene expression in transformed E. coli strains
One- hundred μL of 0.5 OD cultures of E. coli Rosetta BL21 cells carrying pET25b- empty, pET25b- 
wkB204- GH3, or pET25b- wkB344- GH3 were transferred in three biological replicates to 5  mL LB 
broth supplemented with 100 μg/mL ampicillin and 100 μg/mL isopropyl β-D- 1- thiogalactopyranoside 
(IPTG). Bacterial cultures were grown overnight at 37°C, after which cells were separated from the 
supernatant by centrifugation. Total RNA was extracted from washed cells using the Quick- RNA Mini-
prep kit (Zymo Research, Irvine, CA, USA), cDNA was synthesized using the qScript cDNA Synthesis 
Kit (QuantaBio, Beverly, MA, USA), and qPCR was performed using the primers B- GH3- F and B- GH3- R 
and following the protocol described in the ‘GH3 gene expression in Bifidobacterium strains’ section.

Amygdalin and prunasin degradation in cell lysates of transformed E. 
coli
In vitro experiments were performed with transformed E. coli Rosetta BL21 cells carrying pET25b- 
empty, pET25b- wkB204- GH3, or pET25b- wkB344- GH3. To that end, transformants were grown over-
night at 37°C in LB supplemented with 100 μg/mL ampicillin and 100 μg/mL IPTG. OD was adjusted 
to 1 and cells were washed twice with MM (Table 2). Five mL of 1 OD washed bacterial cultures were 
transferred to 5 mL Falcon tubes, centrifuged for 10 min at 7000  rpm, supernatant was removed, 
and cells were resuspended in 5  mL MM. Bacterial cells were centrifuged again and media was 
removed. Washed cells were lysed with 1 mL of B- PER solution, as described above, for 15 min at 
room temperature, after which 4 mL of MM was added. Samples were filter- sterilized with a 0.22 μm 
filter and dialyzed in centrifugal concentrators (10 kDa MWCO, Millipore Sigma- Aldrich, Burlington, 
MA, USA) for 20 min. After dialysis, the final volume of concentrated samples was adjusted to 5 mL 
with MM. 0.5 mL aliquots of each sample were transferred in three biological replicates to 1.5 mL 
tubes containing 0.5 mL of 0.2 mM amygdalin or 0.2 mM prunasin in MM to investigate degradation. 
0.1 mM amygdalin in fresh MM or 0.1 mM prunasin in fresh MM were used as controls. Samples were 
incubated at 37°C for 5 days, after which they were 10- fold diluted and submitted for LC- MS analysis.

In vivo experiment to investigate amygdalin degradation in the bee 
gut
Late- stage pupae (with eyes pigmented but lacking movement) of A. mellifera female workers 
were aseptically removed from a brood frame from a hive kept at UT- Austin. Pupae were placed on 
Kimwipes in sterile plastic bins and placed in an incubator at 35°C and ~60% relative humidity to 
simulate hive conditions until emerging as adults. After 3 days, newly emerged workers (NEWs), which 
lack their normal microbiota, were transferred to cup cages containing sterile sucrose syrup and sterile 
bee bread. Approximately 400 NEWs were randomly divided into four groups which were fed sterile 
sucrose syrup and specific treatments as described below. Group 1 was exposed to sterile pollen, and 
therefore the bees remained as MD. Group 2 was exposed to a fresh bee gut homogenate mixed 
with sterile pollen, and therefore the bees acquired the normal microbiota. The gut homogenate was 
prepared by aseptically pulling out the guts from 10 healthy workers from the same hive and mixing 
with equal proportions of 1× PBS and sterile sucrose syrup (5 mL total volume), and 200 μL of gut 
homogenate were transferred to sterile pollen and provided to the bees in each cup cage. Groups 3 
and 4 were exposed to a Bifidobacterium wkB204 or wkB344 bacterial suspension, respectively. Each 
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bacterial strain was cultured in SDM at 35°C and 5% CO2 overnight. The 600 nm OD of each bacterial 
culture was measured, cells were washed with 1× PBS, and diluted to a concentration of 0.5 OD in 
equal proportions of 1× PBS and sterile sucrose syrup. Two- hundred μL of bacterial suspension were 
transferred to the bee bread provided to the bees in each cup cage. After 5 days, which is sufficient 
time for establishment of the gut microbiota (Powell et al., 2014), bees were transferred to 0.5 mL 
vials with tips cut off, then starved for 6 hr, after which they were hand- fed with 5 μL of 1 mM amyg-
dalin in sterile sugar syrup. They were kept in the same vial for 18 hr, after which they were frozen 
until further processing. The control group consisted of unexposed bees that were mixed with 5 μL 
of 1 mM amygdalin at the beginning of sample processing to determine the amount of amygdalin 
that would be detected before any degradation event could occur. Three bees from each group 
were thawed and aseptically dissected to obtain the following bee body compartments: midgut, 
hindgut, and bee body carcass. These samples were homogenized with 1 mL LC- MS grade water and 
submitted for LC- MS analyses.

In vivo experiment to investigate the effects of amygdalin on honey 
bees and their gut microbiota
First experiment. A brood frame was collected from a honey bee hive at UT- Austin, transferred to a 
frame cage and placed in an incubator at 35°C and ~60% relative humidity to simulate hive conditions 
until adults emerged. One - day- old bees were randomly divided into four groups, each being treated 
with sucrose syrup, 0.01 mM amygdalin dissolved in sucrose syrup, 0.1 mM amygdalin dissolved in 
sucrose syrup, or 1 mM amygdalin dissolved in sucrose syrup. A gut homogenate (200 μL) was added 
to the bee bread provided to each cup cage, enabling colonization by the full gut microbiota, as in 
Motta and Moran, 2020b. Fifteen bees were sampled from each group after 1 week of treatment and 
stored at –80°C. Each group consisted of 4 cup cages each containing 40 bees. Survival rates were 
monitored and dead bees were removed in a daily census.

Second experiment. Two other brood frames were collected from a different hive at UT- Austin, 
and bees were allowed to emerge under lab conditions similar to the first experiment. One - day- old 
bees were randomly split into 36 cup cages, with 29–36 bees each, and divided into two groups to 
be treated (microbiota- colonized) or not (MD) with a gut homogenate solution. Each main group 
was divided into three subgroups and fed sucrose (control), 0.01 mM amygdalin in sucrose syrup, or 
0.1 mM amygdalin in sucrose syrup. Sucrose syrup was filter- sterilized. Survival rates were monitored, 
and dead bees were removed in a daily census.

DNA extraction, qPCR analysis, and 16S rRNA amplicon sequencing
Sampled honey bees from the first experiment were placed in sterile Falcon tubes and transferred to 
a freezer at –80°C. DNA was extracted from individual guts, following a previously described protocol 
(Kwong et al., 2017b). Final DNA samples were 10- fold diluted to be used as templates for qPCR 
analyses, as described in Motta et al., 2018, and for 16S rRNA library preparation and sequencing, 
as described in Motta et al., 2020a.
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genome assemblies for strains BI- 1.1, LV- 8.1, BI- 4G, L5- 31, OCC3 and wkB204 have been deposited 
at DDBJ/ENA/GenBank under the accessions QOCR00000000, QOCS00000000, QOCU00000000, 
QOCT00000000, QOCV00000000 and JAFMNU020000000, respectively. 16S rRNA amplicon 
sequencing data are available at NCBI BioProject PRJNA865802.

The following datasets were generated:

Author(s) Year Dataset title Dataset URL Database and Identifier

Motta EVS, Kwong 
WK, Moran NA

2022 Bifidobacterium asteroides 
strain wkB204, whole 
genome shotgun 
sequencing project

https://www. ncbi. 
nlm. nih. gov/ nuccore/ 
JAFMNU000000000.2

NCBI Nucleotide, 
JAFMNU000000000.2

Motta EVS, Gage 
A, Smith TE, Blake 
KJ, Kwong WK, 
Riddington IM, Moran 
NA

2022 Cooperative host- microbe 
metabolism of a plant toxin 
in bees

https://www. ncbi. nlm. 
nih. gov/ bioproject/ 
PRJNA865802/

NCBI BioProject, 
PRJNA865802

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9360-4353
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2983-9769
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595.sa1
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595.sa2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/JAFMNU000000000.2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/JAFMNU000000000.2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/JAFMNU000000000.2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/PRJNA865802/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/PRJNA865802/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/PRJNA865802/
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The following previously published datasets were used:

Author(s) Year Dataset title Dataset URL Database and Identifier

Motta EVS, Moran NA 2018 Lactobacillus bombicola 
strain OCC3, whole 
genome shotgun 
sequencing project

https://www. ncbi. 
nlm. nih. gov/ nuccore/ 
QOCV00000000

NCBI Nucleotide, 
QOCV00000000

Motta EVS, Moran NA 2018 Lactobacillus bombicola 
strain BI- 4G, whole genome 
shotgun sequencing 
project

https://www. ncbi. 
nlm. nih. gov/ nuccore/ 
QOCU00000000

NCBI Nucleotide, 
QOCU00000000

Motta EVS, Moran NA 2018 Bombilactobacillus 
bombi strain LV- 8.1, 
whole genome shotgun 
sequencing project

https://www. ncbi. 
nlm. nih. gov/ nuccore/ 
QOCS00000000

NCBI Nucleotide, 
QOCS00000000

Motta EVS, Moran NA 2018 Bombilactobacillus bombi 
strain BI- 1.1, whole genome 
shotgun sequencing 
project

https://www. ncbi. 
nlm. nih. gov/ nuccore/ 
QOCR00000000

NCBI Nucleotide, 
QOCR00000000

Motta EVS, Kwong 
WK, Moran NA

2018 Bombilactobacillus bombi 
strain BI- 2.5 chromosome, 
complete genome

https://www. ncbi. 
nlm. nih. gov/ nuccore/ 
CP031513. 1/

NCBI Nucleotide, 
CP031513

References
Adav SS, Ravindran A, Sze SK. 2014. Study of Phanerochaete chrysosporium secretome revealed protein 

glycosylation as a substrate- dependent post- translational modification. Journal of Proteome Research 
13:4272–4280. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1021/pr500385y, PMID: 25162795

Ayestaran A, Giurfa M, de Brito Sanchez MG. 2010. Toxic but drank: gustatory aversive compounds induce 
post- ingestional malaise in harnessed honeybees. PLOS ONE 5:e15000. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal. 
pone.0015000, PMID: 21060877

Barceloux DG. 2009. Cyanogenic foods (cassava, fruit kernels, and cycad seeds). Disease- a- Month 55:336–352. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.disamonth.2009.03.010, PMID: 19446677

Barker RJ. 1977. Some carbohydrates found in pollen and pollen substitutes are toxic to honey bees. The 
Journal of Nutrition 107:1859–1862. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/107.10.1859, PMID: 903829

Berenbaum MR, Johnson RM. 2015. Xenobiotic detoxification pathways in honey bees. Current Opinion in 
Insect Science 10:51–58. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2015.03.005, PMID: 29588014

Bolarinwa IF, Orfila C, Morgan MRA. 2015. Determination of amygdalin in apple seeds, fresh apples and 
processed apple juices. Food Chemistry 170:437–442. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2014.08.083, 
PMID: 25306368

Carter JH, McLafferty MA, Goldman P. 1980. Role of the gastrointestinal microflora in amygdalin (Laetrile) 
-induced cyanide toxicity. Biochemical Pharmacology 29:301–304. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-2952(80) 
90504-3, PMID: 7362642

Chang J, Zhang Y. 2012. Catalytic degradation of amygdalin by extracellular enzymes from Aspergillus niger. 
Process Biochemistry 47:195–200. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2011.10.030

Cooper CE, Brown GC. 2008. The inhibition of mitochondrial cytochrome oxidase by the gases carbon 
monoxide, nitric oxide, hydrogen cyanide and hydrogen sulfide: chemical mechanism and physiological 
significance. Journal of Bioenergetics and Biomembranes 40:533–539. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10863- 
008-9166-6, PMID: 18839291

Costa C, Lodesani M, Maistrello L. 2010. Effect of thymol and resveratrol administered with Candy or syrup on 
the development of Nosema ceranae and on the longevity of honeybees (Apis mellifera L.) in laboratory 
conditions . Apidologie 41:141–150. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1051/apido/2009070

de Roode JC, Hunter MD. 2019. Self- Medication in insects: when altered behaviors of infected insects are a 
defense instead of a parasite manipulation. Current Opinion in Insect Science 33:1–6. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.cois.2018.12.001, PMID: 31358187

Dearing MD, Weinstein SB. 2022. Metabolic enabling and detoxification by mammalian gut microbes. Annual 
Review of Microbiology 76:579–596. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-micro-111121-085333, PMID: 
35671535

Detzel A, Wink M. 1993. Attraction, deterrence or intoxication of bees (Apis mellifera) by plant allelochemicals. 
Chemoecology 4:8–18. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01245891

Dosch C, Manigk A, Streicher T, Tehel A, Paxton RJ, Tragust S. 2021. The gut microbiota can provide viral 
tolerance in the honey bee. Microorganisms 9:871. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms9040871, 
PMID: 33920692

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCV00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCV00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCV00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCU00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCU00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCU00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCS00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCS00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCS00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCR00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCR00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/QOCR00000000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/CP031513.1/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/CP031513.1/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/CP031513.1/
https://doi.org/10.1021/pr500385y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25162795
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0015000
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0015000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21060877
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.disamonth.2009.03.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19446677
https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/107.10.1859
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/903829
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2015.03.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29588014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2014.08.083
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25306368
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-2952(80)90504-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-2952(80)90504-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7362642
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2011.10.030
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10863-008-9166-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10863-008-9166-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18839291
https://doi.org/10.1051/apido/2009070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2018.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2018.12.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31358187
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-micro-111121-085333
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35671535
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01245891
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms9040871
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33920692


 Research article      Ecology | Microbiology and Infectious Disease

Motta et al. eLife 2022;11:e82595. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595  28 of 31

Edgar RC. 2004. Muscle: multiple sequence alignment with high accuracy and high throughput. Nucleic Acids 
Research 32:1792–1797. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh340, PMID: 15034147

Ellegaard KM, Brochet S, Bonilla- Rosso G, Emery O, Glover N, Hadadi N, Jaron KS, van der Meer JR, 
Robinson- Rechavi M, Sentchilo V, Tagini F, SAGE class 2016- 17, Engel P. 2019. Genomic changes underlying 
host specialization in the bee gut symbiont Lactobacillus firm5. Molecular Ecology 28:2224–2237. DOI: https:// 
doi.org/10.1111/mec.15075, PMID: 30864192

Engel P, Martinson VG, Moran NA. 2012. Functional diversity within the simple gut microbiota of the honey bee. 
PNAS 109:11002–11007. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1202970109, PMID: 22711827

Erler S, Moritz RFA. 2016. Pharmacophagy and pharmacophory: mechanisms of self- medication and disease 
prevention in the honeybee colony (Apis mellifera). Apidologie 47:389–411. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/ 
s13592-015-0400-z

Gao J, Wakarchuk W. 2014. Characterization of five β-glycoside hydrolases from Cellulomonas fimi ATCC 484. 
Journal of Bacteriology 196:4103–4110. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.02194-14, PMID: 25225266

Gouy M, Guindon S, Gascuel O. 2010. SeaView version 4: a multiplatform graphical user interface for sequence 
alignment and phylogenetic tree building. Molecular Biology and Evolution 27:221–224. DOI: https://doi.org/ 
10.1093/molbev/msp259, PMID: 19854763

Gowler CD, Leon KE, Hunter MD, de Roode JC. 2015. Secondary defense chemicals in milkweed reduce 
parasite infection in monarch butterflies, danaus plexippus. Journal of Chemical Ecology 41:520–523. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10886-015-0586-6, PMID: 25953502

Guindon S, Dufayard JF, Lefort V, Anisimova M, Hordijk W, Gascuel O. 2010. New algorithms and methods to 
estimate maximum- likelihood phylogenies: assessing the performance of phyml 3.0. Systematic Biology 
59:307–321. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syq010, PMID: 20525638

Guo Y, Yan Q, Yang Y, Yang S, Liu Y, Jiang Z. 2015. Expression and characterization of a novel β-glucosidase, with 
transglycosylation and exo-β-1,3- glucanase activities, from Rhizomucor miehei. Food Chemistry 175:431–438. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2014.12.004, PMID: 25577102

Hagler JR, BuchmannSL. 1993. Honey bee (hymenoptera: apidae) foraging responses to phenolic- rich nectars. J 
Kans Entomol 66:223–230.

Horak RD, Leonard SP, Moran NA. 2020. Symbionts shape host innate immunity in honeybees. Proceedings. 
Biological Sciences 287:20201184. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2020.1184, PMID: 32842927

Huang SK, Ye KT, Huang WF, Ying BH, Su X, Lin LH, Li JH, Chen YP, Li JL, Bao XL, Hu JZ. 2018. Influence of 
feeding type and nosema ceranae infection on the gut microbiota of apis cerana workers. MSystems 
3:e00177- 18. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1128/mSystems.00177-18

Hurst V, Stevenson PC, Wright GA. 2014. Toxins induce “ malaise ” behaviour in the honeybee (Apis mellifera). 
Journal of Comparative Physiology. A, Neuroethology, Sensory, Neural, and Behavioral Physiology 200:881–
890. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00359-014-0932-0, PMID: 25149875

Irwin RE, Cook D, Richardson LL, Manson JS, Gardner DR. 2014. Secondary compounds in floral rewards of toxic 
rangeland plants: impacts on pollinators. Journal of Agricultural and Food Chemistry 62:7335–7344. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf500521w, PMID: 24766254

Jaswal V, Palanivelu J. 2018. Effects of the gut microbiota on amygdalin and its use as an anti- cancer therapy: 
substantial review on the key components involved in altering dose efficacy and toxicity. Biochemistry and 
Biophysics Reports 14:125–132. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrep.2018.04.008, PMID: 29872744

Jaszczak- Wilke E, Polkowska Ż, Koprowski M, Owsianik K, Mitchell AE, Bałczewski P. 2021. Amygdalin: toxicity, 
anticancer activity and analytical procedures for its determination in plant seeds. Molecules 26:2253. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules26082253, PMID: 33924691

Kešnerová L, Mars RAT, Ellegaard KM, Troilo M, Sauer U, Engel P. 2017. Disentangling metabolic functions of 
bacteria in the honey bee gut. PLOS Biology 15:e2003467. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.2003467, 
PMID: 29232373

Kevan P, Ebert T. 2005. Can almond nectar & pollen poison honey bees. American Bee Journal 145:507–509.
Khandekar JD, Edelman H. 1979. Studies of amygdalin (Laetrile) toxicity in rodents. JAMA 242:169–171. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.1979.03300020039023, PMID: 448892
Killer J, Votavová A, Valterová I, Vlková E, Rada V, Hroncová Z. 2014. Lactobacillus bombi sp. nov., from the 

digestive tract of laboratory- reared bumblebee queens (Bombus terrestris). International Journal of Systematic 
and Evolutionary Microbiology 64:2611–2617. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.063602-0, PMID: 24824637

Koch H, Woodward J, Langat MK, Brown MJF, Stevenson PC. 2019. Flagellum removal by a nectar metabolite 
inhibits infectivity of a bumblebee parasite. Current Biology 29:3494–3500.. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
cub.2019.08.037, PMID: 31607528

Koch H, Welcome V, Kendal- Smith A, Thursfield L, Farrell IW, Langat MK, Brown MJF, Stevenson PC. 2022. Host 
and gut microbiome modulate the antiparasitic activity of nectar metabolites in a bumblebee pollinator. 
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series B, Biological Sciences 377:20210162. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2021.0162, PMID: 35491601

Kolesarova A, Baldovska S, Roychoudhury S. 2021. The multiple actions of amygdalin on cellular processes with 
an emphasis on female reproduction. Pharmaceuticals 14:881. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/ph14090881, 
PMID: 34577581

Koppel N, Maini Rekdal V, Balskus EP. 2017. Chemical transformation of xenobiotics by the human gut 
microbiota. Science 356:eaag2770. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aag2770, PMID: 28642381

Kovacikova E, Kovacik A, Halenar M, Tokarova K, Chrastinova L, Ondruska L, Jurcik R, Kolesar E, Valuch J, 
Kolesarova A. 2019. Potential toxicity of cyanogenic glycoside amygdalin and bitter apricot seed in rabbits- 

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh340
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15034147
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.15075
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.15075
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30864192
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1202970109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22711827
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13592-015-0400-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13592-015-0400-z
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.02194-14
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25225266
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msp259
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msp259
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19854763
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10886-015-0586-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25953502
https://doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syq010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20525638
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2014.12.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25577102
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2020.1184
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32842927
https://doi.org/10.1128/mSystems.00177-18
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00359-014-0932-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25149875
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf500521w
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24766254
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrep.2018.04.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29872744
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules26082253
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33924691
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.2003467
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29232373
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.1979.03300020039023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/448892
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.063602-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24824637
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2019.08.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2019.08.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31607528
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2021.0162
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35491601
https://doi.org/10.3390/ph14090881
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34577581
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aag2770
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28642381


 Research article      Ecology | Microbiology and Infectious Disease

Motta et al. eLife 2022;11:e82595. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595  29 of 31

health status evaluation. Journal of Animal Physiology and Animal Nutrition 103:695–703. DOI: https://doi.org/ 
10.1111/jpn.13055, PMID: 30698299

Kwong WK, Mancenido AL, Moran NA. 2014. Genome sequences of Lactobacillus sp. strains wkb8 and wkb10, 
members of the firm- 5 clade, from honey bee guts. Genome Announcements 2:e01176- 14. DOI: https://doi. 
org/10.1128/genomeA.01176-14, PMID: 25395644

Kwong WK, Moran NA. 2016. Gut microbial communities of social bees. Nature Reviews. Microbiology 
14:374–384. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro.2016.43, PMID: 27140688

Kwong WK, Mancenido AL, Moran NA. 2017a. Immune system stimulation by the native gut microbiota of 
honey bees. Royal Society Open Science 4:170003. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.170003, PMID: 
28386455

Kwong WK, Medina LA, Koch H, Sing KW, Soh EJY, Ascher JS, Jaffé R, Moran NA. 2017b. Dynamic microbiome 
evolution in social bees. Science Advances 3:e1600513. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1600513, PMID: 
28435856

Lang H, Duan H, Wang J, Zhang W, Guo J, Zhang X, Hu X, Zheng H. 2022. Specific strains of honeybee gut 
Lactobacillus stimulate host immune system to protect against pathogenic Hafnia alvei. Microbiology Spectrum 
10:e0189621. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.01896-21, PMID: 34985299

Lecocq A, Green AA, Pinheiro De Castro ÉC, Olsen CE, Jensen AB, Zagrobelny M. 2018. Honeybees tolerate 
cyanogenic glucosides from clover nectar and flowers. Insects 9:31. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/ 
insects9010031, PMID: 29534004

Lee SH, Oh A, Shin SH, Kim HN, Kang WW, Chung SK. 2017. Amygdalin contents in peaches at different fruit 
development stages. Preventive Nutrition and Food Science 22:237–240. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3746/pnf. 
2017.22.3.237, PMID: 29043223

Lefèvre T, Chiang A, Kelavkar M, Li H, Li J, de Castillejo CLF, Oliver L, Potini Y, Hunter MD, de Roode JC. 2012. 
Behavioural resistance against a protozoan parasite in the MONARCH butterfly. The Journal of Animal Ecology 
81:70–79. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2011.01901.x, PMID: 21939438

Li Z, Nimtz M, Rinas U. 2014. The metabolic potential of Escherichia coli BL21 in defined and rich medium. 
Microbial Cell Factories 13:45. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1186/1475-2859-13-45, PMID: 24656150

Li X, Xia W, Bai Y, Ma R, Yang H, Luo H, Shi P. 2018. A novel thermostable GH3 β-glucosidase from talaromyce 
leycettanus with broad substrate specificity and significant soybean isoflavone glycosides- hydrolyzing 
capability. BioMed Research International 2018:4794690. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/4794690, PMID: 
30426008

London- Shafir I, Shafir S, Eisikowitch D. 2003. Amygdalin in almond nectar and pollen – facts and possible roles. 
Plant Systematics and Evolution 238:87–95. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00606-003-0272-y

Mason CJ, Jones AG, Felton GW. 2019. Co- Option of microbial associates by insects and their impact on 
plant- folivore interactions. Plant, Cell & Environment 42:1078–1086. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13430, 
PMID: 30151965

Menon R, Shields M, Duong T, Sturino JM. 2013. Development of a carbohydrate- supplemented semidefined 
medium for the semiselective cultivation of Lactobacillus spp. Letters in Applied Microbiology 57:249–257. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/lam.12106, PMID: 23691927

Modrackova N, Vlkova E, Tejnecky V, Schwab C, Neuzil- Bunesova V. 2020. Bifidobacterium β-glucosidase activity 
and fermentation of dietary plant glucosides is species and strain specific. Microorganisms 8:839. DOI: https:// 
doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms8060839, PMID: 32503148

Motta EVS, Raymann K, Moran NA. 2018. Glyphosate perturbs the gut microbiota of honey bees. PNAS 
115:10305–10310. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1803880115, PMID: 30249635

Motta EVS, Mak M, De Jong TK, Powell JE, O’Donnell A, Suhr KJ, Riddington IM, Moran NA. 2020a. Oral or 
topical exposure to glyphosate in herbicide formulation impacts the gut microbiota and survival rates of honey 
bees. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 86:e01150- 20. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01150-20, 
PMID: 32651208

Motta EVS, Moran NA. 2020b. Impact of glyphosate on the honey bee gut microbiota: effects of intensity, 
duration, and timing of exposure. MSystems 5:e00268- 20. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1128/mSystems.00268-20, 
PMID: 32723788

Motta EVS, Powell JE, Leonard SP, Moran NA. 2022a. Prospects for probiotics in social bees. Philosophical 
Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series B, Biological Sciences 377:20210156. DOI: https://doi.org/ 
10.1098/rstb.2021.0156, PMID: 35491599

Motta EVS, Powell JE, Moran NA. 2022b. Glyphosate induces immune dysregulation in honey bees. Animal 
Microbiome 4:16. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1186/s42523-022-00165-0, PMID: 35193702

Newton GW, Schmidt ES, Lewis JP, Conn E, Lawrence R. 1981. Amygdalin toxicity studies in rats predict chronic 
cyanide poisoning in humans. The Western Journal of Medicine 134:97–103 PMID: 7222669. 

Olofsson TC, Alsterfjord M, Nilson B, Butler È, Vásquez A. 2014. Lactobacillus apinorum sp. nov., lactobacillus 
mellifer sp. nov., lactobacillus mellis sp. nov., lactobacillus melliventris sp. nov., lactobacillus kimbladii sp. nov., 
lactobacillus helsingborgensis sp. nov. and lactobacillus kullabergensis sp. nov., isolated from the honey 
stomach of the honeybee apis mellifera. International Journal of Systematic and Evolutionary Microbiology 
64:3109–3119. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.059600-0, PMID: 24944337

Overbeek R, Olson R, Pusch GD, Olsen GJ, Davis JJ, Disz T, Edwards RA, Gerdes S, Parrello B, Shukla M, 
Vonstein V, Wattam AR, Xia F, Stevens R. 2014. The seed and the rapid annotation of microbial genomes using 
subsystems technology (RAST). Nucleic Acids Research 42:D206–D214. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/ 
gkt1226

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpn.13055
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpn.13055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30698299
https://doi.org/10.1128/genomeA.01176-14
https://doi.org/10.1128/genomeA.01176-14
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25395644
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro.2016.43
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27140688
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.170003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28386455
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1600513
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28435856
https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.01896-21
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34985299
https://doi.org/10.3390/insects9010031
https://doi.org/10.3390/insects9010031
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29534004
https://doi.org/10.3746/pnf.2017.22.3.237
https://doi.org/10.3746/pnf.2017.22.3.237
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29043223
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2656.2011.01901.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21939438
https://doi.org/10.1186/1475-2859-13-45
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24656150
https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/4794690
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30426008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00606-003-0272-y
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13430
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30151965
https://doi.org/10.1111/lam.12106
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23691927
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms8060839
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms8060839
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32503148
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1803880115
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30249635
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01150-20
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32651208
https://doi.org/10.1128/mSystems.00268-20
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32723788
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2021.0156
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2021.0156
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35491599
https://doi.org/10.1186/s42523-022-00165-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35193702
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7222669
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.059600-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24944337
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkt1226
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkt1226


 Research article      Ecology | Microbiology and Infectious Disease

Motta et al. eLife 2022;11:e82595. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595  30 of 31

Palmer- Young EC, Sadd BM, Stevenson PC, Irwin RE, Adler LS. 2016. Bumble bee parasite strains vary in 
resistance to phytochemicals. Scientific Reports 6:37087. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/srep37087, PMID: 
27883009

Palmer- Young EC, Tozkar CÖ, Schwarz RS, Chen Y, Irwin RE, Adler LS, Evans JD. 2017. Nectar and pollen 
phytochemicals stimulate honey bee (Hymenoptera: Apidae) immunity to viral infection. Journal of Economic 
Entomology 110:1959–1972. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/jee/tox193, PMID: 28981688

Paris L, Peghaire E, Moné A, Diogon M, Debroas D, Delbac F, El Alaoui H. 2020. Honeybee gut microbiota 
dysbiosis in pesticide/parasite co- exposures is mainly induced by nosema ceranae. Journal of Invertebrate 
Pathology 172:107348. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jip.2020.107348, PMID: 32119953

Pontoh J, Low NH. 2002. Purification and characterization of beta- glucosidase from honey bees (Apis mellifera). 
Insect Biochemistry and Molecular Biology 32:679–690. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/s0965-1748(01)00147-3, 
PMID: 12020842

Powell JE, Martinson VG, Urban- Mead K, Moran NA. 2014. Routes of acquisition of the gut microbiota of the 
honey bee apis mellifera. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 80:7378–7387. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1128/AEM.01861-14, PMID: 25239900

Poyet M, Eslin P, Chabrerie O, Prud’homme SM, Desouhant E, Gibert P. 2017. The invasive pest Drosophila 
suzukii uses trans- generational medication to resist parasitoid attack. Scientific Reports 7:43696. DOI: https:// 
doi.org/10.1038/srep43696, PMID: 28287118

Praet J, Meeus I, Cnockaert M, Houf K, Smagghe G, Vandamme P. 2015. Novel lactic acid bacteria isolated from 
the bumble bee gut: convivina intestini gen. nov., sp. nov., lactobacillus bombicola sp. nov., and weissella 
bombi sp. nov. Antonie van Leeuwenhoek 107:1337–1349. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10482-015-0429-z, 
PMID: 25783976

Rand E du, Smit S, Beukes M, Apostolides Z, Pirk CWW, Nicolson SW. 2015. Detoxification mechanisms of honey 
bees (apis mellifera) resulting in tolerance of dietary nicotine. Scientific Reports 5:11779. DOI: https://doi.org/ 
10.1038/srep11779, PMID: 26134631

Raymann K, Moran NA. 2018. The role of the gut microbiome in health and disease of adult honey bee workers. 
Current Opinion in Insect Science 26:97–104. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2018.02.012, PMID: 
29764668

Richardson LL, Adler LS, Leonard AS, Andicoechea J, Regan KH, Anthony WE, Manson JS, Irwin RE. 2015. 
Secondary metabolites in floral nectar reduce parasite infections in bumblebees. Proceedings. Biological 
Sciences 282:20142471. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2014.2471, PMID: 25694627

Ricigliano VA, Fitz W, Copeland DC, Mott BM, Maes P, Floyd AS, Dockstader A, Anderson KE. 2017. The impact 
of pollen consumption on honey bee (apis mellifera) digestive physiology and carbohydrate metabolism. 
Archives of Insect Biochemistry and Physiology 96:21406. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/arch.21406, PMID: 
28833462

Rothman JA, Russell KA, Leger L, McFrederick QS, Graystock P. 2020. The direct and indirect effects of 
environmental toxicants on the health of bumblebees and their microbiomes. Proceedings. Biological Sciences 
287:20200980. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2020.0980, PMID: 33109012

Rubanov A, Russell KA, Rothman JA, Nieh JC, McFrederick QS. 2019. Intensity of nosema ceranae infection is 
associated with specific honey bee gut bacteria and weakly associated with gut microbiome structure. Scientific 
Reports 9:3820. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-40347-6, PMID: 30846803

Sadd BM, Barribeau SM, Bloch G, de Graaf DC, Dearden P, Elsik CG, Gadau J, Grimmelikhuijzen CJP, 
Hasselmann M, Lozier JD, Robertson HM, Smagghe G, Stolle E, Van Vaerenbergh M, Waterhouse RM, 
Bornberg- Bauer E, Klasberg S, Bennett AK, Câmara F, Guigó R, et al. 2015. The genomes of two key 
bumblebee species with primitive eusocial organization. Genome Biology 16:76. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1186/ 
s13059-015-0623-3, PMID: 25908251

Salama RH, Ramadan A, Alsanory TA, Herdan MO, Fathallah OM, Alsanory AA. 2019. Experimental and 
therapeutic trials of amygdalin. International Journal of Biochemistry and Pharmacology 1:21–26. DOI: https:// 
doi.org/10.18689/ijbp-1000105

Simone- Finstrom MD, Spivak M. 2012. Increased resin collection after parasite challenge: a case of self- 
medication in honey bees? PLOS ONE 7:e34601. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0034601, PMID: 
22479650

Simone- Finstrom M, Borba RS, Wilson M, Spivak M. 2017. Propolis counteracts some threats to honey bee 
health. Insects 8:46. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/insects8020046, PMID: 28468244

Steele MI, Kwong WK, Whiteley M, Moran NA. 2017. Diversification of type VI secretion system toxins reveals 
ancient antagonism among bee gut microbes. MBio 8:e01630- 17. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01630- 
17, PMID: 29233893

Steele MI, Motta EVS, Gattu T, Martinez D, Moran NA. 2021. The gut microbiota protects bees from invasion by 
a bacterial pathogen. Microbiology Spectrum 9:e0039421. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1128/Spectrum.00394-21, 
PMID: 34523998

Stephenson AG. 1982. Iridoid glycosides in the nectar ofcatalpa speciosa are unpalatable to nectar thieves. 
Journal of Chemical Ecology 8:1025–1034. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00987883, PMID: 24415339

Sternberg ED, de Roode JC, Hunter MD. 2015. Trans- Generational parasite protection associated with paternal 
diet. The Journal of Animal Ecology 84:310–321. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.12289, PMID: 
25251734

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep37087
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27883009
https://doi.org/10.1093/jee/tox193
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28981688
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jip.2020.107348
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32119953
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0965-1748(01)00147-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12020842
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01861-14
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01861-14
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25239900
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep43696
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep43696
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28287118
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10482-015-0429-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25783976
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep11779
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep11779
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26134631
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2018.02.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29764668
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2014.2471
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25694627
https://doi.org/10.1002/arch.21406
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28833462
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2020.0980
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33109012
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-40347-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30846803
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-015-0623-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-015-0623-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25908251
https://doi.org/10.18689/ijbp-1000105
https://doi.org/10.18689/ijbp-1000105
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0034601
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22479650
https://doi.org/10.3390/insects8020046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28468244
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01630-17
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01630-17
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29233893
https://doi.org/10.1128/Spectrum.00394-21
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34523998
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00987883
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24415339
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.12289
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25251734


 Research article      Ecology | Microbiology and Infectious Disease

Motta et al. eLife 2022;11:e82595. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595  31 of 31

Stevenson PC, Nicolson SW, Wright GA, Manson J. 2017. Plant secondary metabolites in nectar: impacts on 
pollinators and ecological functions. Functional Ecology 31:65–75. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435. 
12761

Stevenson PC. 2020. For antagonists and mutualists: the paradox of insect toxic secondary metabolites in nectar 
and pollen. Phytochemistry Reviews 19:603–614. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11101-019-09642-y

Taboada B, Estrada K, Ciria R, Merino E. 2018. Operon- mapper: a web server for precise operon identification in 
bacterial and archaeal genomes. Bioinformatics 34:4118–4120. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/ 
bty496, PMID: 29931111

Tauber JP, Tozkar CÖ, Schwarz RS, Lopez D, Irwin RE, Adler LS, Evans JD. 2020. Colony- level effects of 
amygdalin on honeybees and their microbes. Insects 11:783. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/insects11110783, 
PMID: 33187240

Tiedeken EJ, Stout JC, Stevenson PC, Wright GA. 2014. Bumblebees are not deterred by ecologically relevant 
concentrations of nectar toxins. The Journal of Experimental Biology 217:1620–1625. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1242/jeb.097543, PMID: 24526720

Vidkjær NH, Fomsgaard IS, Kryger P. 2021. Lc- Ms/Ms quantification reveals ample gut uptake and 
metabolization of dietary phytochemicals in honey bees (Apis mellifera). Journal of Agricultural and Food 
Chemistry 69:627–637. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.0c03584, PMID: 33416324

Walker BJ, Abeel T, Shea T, Priest M, Abouelliel A, Sakthikumar S, Cuomo CA, Zeng Q, Wortman J, Young SK, 
Earl AM, Wang J. 2014. Pilon: an integrated tool for comprehensive microbial variant detection and genome 
assembly improvement. PLOS ONE 9:e112963. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0112963

Wang C, Huang Y, Li L, Guo J, Wu Z, Deng Y, Dai L, Ma S. 2018. Lactobacillus panisapium sp. nov., from 
honeybee Apis cerana bee bread. International Journal of Systematic and Evolutionary Microbiology 68:703–
708. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1099/ijsem.0.002538, PMID: 29458462

Wu Y, Zheng Y, Chen Y, Chen G, Zheng H, Hu F. 2020. Apis cerana gut microbiota contribute to host health 
though stimulating host immune system and strengthening host resistance to nosema ceranae. Royal Society 
Open Science 7:192100. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.192100, PMID: 32537206

Yin Y, Mao X, Yang J, Chen X, Mao F, Xu Y. 2012. DbCAN: a web resource for automated carbohydrate- active 
enzyme annotation. Nucleic Acids Research 40:W445–W451. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks479, PMID: 
22645317

Zaynab M, Fatima M, Abbas S, Sharif Y, Umair M, Zafar MH, Bahadar K. 2018. Role of secondary metabolites in 
plant defense against pathogens. Microbial Pathogenesis 124:198–202. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
micpath.2018.08.034, PMID: 30145251

Zhang H, Yohe T, Huang L, Entwistle S, Wu P, Yang Z, Busk PK, Xu Y, Yin Y. 2018. DbCAN2: a meta server for 
automated carbohydrate- active enzyme annotation. Nucleic Acids Research 46:W95–W101. DOI: https://doi. 
org/10.1093/nar/gky418, PMID: 29771380

Zheng H, Nishida A, Kwong WK, Koch H, Engel P, Steele MI, Moran NA. 2016. Metabolism of toxic sugars by 
strains of the bee gut symbiont Gilliamella apicola. MBio 7:e01326- 16. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio. 
01326-16, PMID: 27803186

Zheng H, Powell JE, Steele MI, Dietrich C, Moran NA. 2017. Honeybee gut microbiota promotes host weight 
gain via bacterial metabolism and hormonal signaling. PNAS 114:4775–4780. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/ 
pnas.1701819114, PMID: 28420790

Zheng H, Steele MI, Leonard SP, Motta EVS, Moran NA. 2018. Honey bees as models for gut microbiota 
research. Lab Animal 47:317–325. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/s41684-018-0173-x, PMID: 30353179

Zheng H, Perreau J, Powell JE, Han B, Zhang Z, Kwong WK, Tringe SG, Moran NA. 2019. Division of labor in 
honey bee gut microbiota for plant polysaccharide digestion. PNAS 116:25909–25916. DOI: https://doi.org/ 
10.1073/pnas.1916224116, PMID: 31776248

Zheng J, Wittouck S, Salvetti E, Franz C, Harris HMB, Mattarelli P, O’Toole PW, Pot B, Vandamme P, Walter J, 
Watanabe K, Wuyts S, Felis GE, Gänzle MG, Lebeer S. 2020. A taxonomic note on the genus Lactobacillus: 
description of 23 novel genera, emended description of the genus Lactobacillus Beijerinck 1901, and Union of 
lactobacillaceae and leuconostocaceae. International Journal of Systematic and Evolutionary Microbiology 
70:2782–2858. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1099/ijsem.0.004107

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.82595
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12761
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12761
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11101-019-09642-y
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty496
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty496
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29931111
https://doi.org/10.3390/insects11110783
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33187240
https://doi.org/10.1242/jeb.097543
https://doi.org/10.1242/jeb.097543
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24526720
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.0c03584
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33416324
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0112963
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijsem.0.002538
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29458462
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.192100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32537206
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks479
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22645317
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2018.08.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2018.08.034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30145251
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gky418
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gky418
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29771380
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01326-16
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01326-16
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27803186
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1701819114
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1701819114
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28420790
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41684-018-0173-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30353179
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1916224116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1916224116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31776248
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijsem.0.004107

	Host-microbiome metabolism of a plant toxin in bees
	Editor's evaluation
	Introduction
	Results
	Bee gut bacterial symbionts vary in susceptibility to amygdalin
	Bifidobacterium
	Bombilactobacillus
	Gilliamella
	Lactobacillus nr. melliventris

	Specific bee gut bacterial strains degrade amygdalin
	Different mechanisms of amygdalin degradation by bee gut bacteria
	Characterizing an enzyme involved in amygdalin metabolism
	GH3 gene expression in Bifidobacterium strains
	Bifidobacterium strains also degrade prunasin
	Escherichia coli expressing the GH3 enzyme produces prunasin
	Host and symbionts contribute to amygdalin degradation
	Honey bees tolerate typical environmental concentrations of amygdalin

	Discussion
	Methods
	Chemicals, media, and solutions
	Isolation and characterization of Bifidobacterium strains
	Isolation and characterization of Bombilactobacillus and Lactobacillus strains
	Isolation and characterization of Gilliamella strains
	Exposure of bee gut bacteria to amygdalin
	Amygdalin degradation in spent media and cell lysates
	Quantification of amygdalin in bacterial cultures
	SDS-PAGE and sample preparation for proteomics analysis
	Blast search and phylogenetic analysis
	GH3 gene expression in Bifidobacterium strains
	Cloning and transformation experiments
	GH3 gene expression in transformed E. coli strains
	Amygdalin and prunasin degradation in cell lysates of transformed E. coli
	In vivo experiment to investigate amygdalin degradation in the bee gut
	In vivo experiment to investigate the effects of amygdalin on honey bees and their gut microbiota
	DNA extraction, qPCR analysis, and 16S rRNA amplicon sequencing

	Acknowledgements
	Additional information
	Funding
	Author contributions
	Author ORCIDs
	Decision letter and Author response

	Additional files
	Supplementary files

	References


