
The Ubiquitous Soil Terpene Geosmin Acts as a Warning
Chemical

Liana Zaroubi,a Imge Ozugergin,b KarinaMastronardi,b Anic Imfeld,a Chris Law,b Yves Gélinas,a Alisa Piekny,b Brandon L. Findlaya

aDepartment of Chemistry and Biochemistry, Concordia University, Montreal, Québec, Canada
bDepartment of Biology, Concordia University, Montreal, Québec, Canada

ABSTRACT Known as the smell of earth after rain, geosmin is an odorous terpene detect-
able by humans at picomolar concentrations. Geosmin production is heavily conserved in
actinobacteria, myxobacteria, cyanobacteria, and some fungi, but its biological activity is
poorly understood. We theorized that geosmin was an aposematic signal used to indicate
the unpalatability of toxin-producing microbes, discouraging predation by eukaryotes.
Consistent with this hypothesis, we found that geosmin altered the behavior of the bacter-
iophagous nematode Caenorhabditis elegans on agar plates in the absence of bacteria.
Normal movement was restored in mutant worms lacking differentiated ASE (amphid neu-
rons, single ciliated endings) neurons, suggesting that geosmin is a taste detected by the
nematodal gustatory system. In a predation assay, geosmin and the related terpene 2-
methylisoborneol reduced grazing on the bacterium Streptomyces coelicolor. Predation was
restored by the removal of both terpene biosynthetic pathways or the introduction of C.
elegans that lacked differentiated ASE taste neurons, leading to the apparent death of both
bacteria and worms. While geosmin and 2-methylisoborneol appeared to be nontoxic, graz-
ing triggered bacterial sporulation and the production of actinorhodin, a pigment copro-
duced with a number of toxic metabolites. In this system, geosmin thus appears to act as
a warning signal indicating the unpalatability of its producers and reducing predation in a
manner that benefits predator and prey. This suggests that molecular signaling may affect
microbial predator-prey interactions in a manner similar to that of the well-studied visual
markers of poisonous animal prey.

IMPORTANCE One of the key chemicals that give soil its earthy aroma, geosmin is a fre-
quent water contaminant produced by a range of unrelated microbes. Many animals,
including humans, are able to detect geosmin at minute concentrations, but the benefit
that this compound provides to its producing organisms is poorly understood. We found
that geosmin repelled the bacterial predator Caenorhabditis elegans in the absence of bac-
teria and reduced contact between the worms and the geosmin-producing bacterium
Streptomyces coelicolor in a predation assay. While geosmin itself appears to be nontoxic to
C. elegans, these bacteria make a wide range of toxic metabolites, and grazing on them
harmed the worms. In this system, geosmin thus appears to indicate unpalatable bacteria,
reducing predation and benefiting both predator and prey. Aposematic signals are well
known in animals, and this work suggests that metabolites may play a similar role in the
microbial world.

KEYWORDS 2-methylisoborneol, geosmin, aposematism, Caenorhabditis elegans,
chemical ecology, natural products, predation, prey, warning chemical, warning signal

Few natural products are as widespread as geosmin, the smell of wet earth (1). Its
chief producers in the soil, the saprophytic bacterial phylum Actinobacteria and the

predatory/saprophytic bacterial order Myxococcales, are found on every continent,
including Antarctica (2, 3). Geosmin is also a common contaminant in drinking water
and farmed fish (4, 5), produced by aquatic equivalents of these soil bacteria and by
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aquatic and terrestrial cyanobacteria (4, 6). Although chiefly a bacterial metabolite,
geosmin is also produced by a range of fungi (7, 8) and is found in the peel of beets
(9). Geosmin production is heavily conserved (6, 10–12) and frequently accompanied
by another odorous terpene, 2-methylisoborneol (Fig. 1A) (11, 13).

The breadth of geosmin producers and their varied ecological niches complicate
the assignment of the compound’s broader function. Geosmin repels egg-laying
Drosophila melanogaster, which has a dedicated olfactory sensory neuron for geosmin
detection (14), and attracts mosquitos and ants (9, 15). Geosmin attracts springtails to
sporulating Streptomyces colonies, which then eat the bacteria and help disperse bac-
terial spores (16), but this interaction would be of limited utility to the aquatic organ-
isms that produce geosmin (6). Due to differing primary nutrient sources, life cycles,
cell wall structures, predators, and symbionts, the principal geosmin producers have
few features in common (6, 10, 11), but the three main clades (actinobacteria, myxo-
bacteria, and cyanobacteria) all produce a wealth of nongeosmin secondary metabo-
lites (17). Many of these bioactive compounds inhibit the growth of bacteria or eukar-
yotes (17, 18) and may be used in nature to deter competitors and predators (19–22).

In the animal kingdom, toxic prey advertise their unpalatability through the use of
warning colors (23). These bright colors make the prey more conspicuous, but when
combined with negative stimuli, they deter predation through learned responses (24,
25). To date, no warning colors or other aposematic signals have been identified in
bacteria, although olfactory signals may be used to reduce the scavenging of nutrient-
rich insects killed by entomopathogenic bacteria (26).

We propose that geosmin may act as a warning chemical, advertising the production of
toxic secondary metabolites. Commensurate with this hypothesis, we found that while geo-
smin was nontoxic to the bacteriophagous nematode Caenorhabditis elegans, it triggered a
wormmovement with both the rapid speed of roaming movement and the frequent changes
in direction common to dwelling movement. This change in movement behavior was absent
in worms lacking functional ASE (amphid neurons, single ciliated endings) neurons. Geosmin
acted as a repellent in a subsequent contact-mediated aversion assay but had no visible effect
on worm viability. The addition of geosmin or the related terpene 2-methylisoborneol to

FIG 1 Geosmin production and toxicity. (A) Chemical structures of geosmin and 2-methylisoborneol. (B) Growth curve
and geosmin production of M. xanthus DK1622 in 1% CTT. Geosmin concentrations were determined via GC-MS, with
the aid of a calibration curve derived from solutions of authentic geosmin. Cells began to clump at day 7, decreasing
the reliability of OD600 measurements. (C) Viability of adult C. elegans hermaphrodites in the presence of geosmin,
2-methylisoborneol (2-MIB), and bleach. Worms were coded as nonresponsive if they did not move following touch
stimuli. Experiments were conducted in triplicate with five adult C. elegans hermaphrodites per well (n = 15).
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Streptomyces coelicolor but not Escherichia coli reduced grazing in a predation assay, while
grazing on S. coelicolor or the alternate geosmin producer Myxococcus xanthus led to stress
behaviors and the death of the worms. The use of geosmin as a warning chemical targeted to
C. elegans is in line with previous reports of its attractant and repellant activities and provides
an explanation for the high prevalence of geosmin biosynthetic genes in evolutionarily dispar-
ate microbes well known for their toxic natural products.

RESULTS
Geosmin is produced during growth. To determine when geosmin provides the

most benefit to its producers, we characterized the production of geosmin as a func-
tion of growth in the predatory bacterium M. xanthus DK1622. In liquid medium, geo-
smin concentrations rose during the bacterium’s exponential phase and reached a
peak during early stationary phase, decreasing thereafter (Fig. 1B). Fractionation of the
cells and medium and subsequent extraction with ethyl acetate (EtOAc) confirmed
that the majority of geosmin was in the culture medium (see Table S1 in the supple-
mental material). This production of geosmin during exponential phase suggests that
the compound provides a fitness benefit when M. xanthus is hunting other bacteria.

Geosmin does not aid in protein degradation. Myxobacteria and actinobacteria
obtain nutrients through the degradation of organic matter, as either saprophytes or
predators (2, 27). After confirming that geosmin did not inhibit the growth of Gram-
negative or Gram-positive bacteria at physiologically relevant concentrations (Table
S2), we examined the effect of geosmin on protease activity to determine if its biologi-
cal role could be to improve nutrient accessibility. Geosmin slightly reduced the degra-
dation of fluorescein thiocarbamoyl-casein (FTC-casein) by the digestive enzymes
excreted by M. xanthus DK1622 (28) and had no effect on degradation by a well-char-
acterized human protease, trypsin (Fig. S1). Given the small scale of this effect, it seems
unlikely that aiding in protein degradation is geosmin’s physiological role.

As geosmin associates with membrane proteins in cyanobacteria (4), we also postu-
lated that it might stabilize hydrophobic digestive enzymes in M. xanthus. To evaluate
this function, we measured the effect of geosmin on heat-induced denaturation of the
model hydrophobic protein bovine serum albumin (BSA). Geosmin had no discernible
effect on BSA stability as measured by circular dichroism (CD) spectroscopy, either at
elevated temperatures or upon heating or cooling (Fig. S2).

Geosmin alters nematode behavior. To determine if geosmin is a cue that deters
bacterial predators, we tested its toxicity against the nematode C. elegans. In addition
to their use as a model organism for the study of neuronal development and function
(29), nematodes are prevalent in soils across the globe, and their grazing impacts mi-
crobial abundance and diversity (30, 31). C. elegans nematodes are typically maintained
on nematode growth medium (NGM) agar plates with E. coli OP50, a bacterial strain
that lacks geosmin biosynthetic genes, as a food source (29, 32). When wild-type (WT)
(N2) adult hermaphrodites were placed on NGM plates containing geosmin at up to
54 mg/mL, there were no obvious changes in their health over a 24-h period (Fig. 1C;
Fig. S3A). Similarly, worms continued to graze on E. coli OP50 in the presence of geo-
smin, even at high concentrations, as evidenced by the deep tracks in the E. coli lawn
after 24 h of incubation (Fig. S3B and C).

Despite having no obvious impact on the health of C. elegans nematodes, geosmin
strongly altered their movement. C. elegans typically displays roaming or dwelling
movements, where roaming describes long movement with few distinct turns or rever-
sals and dwelling refers to rapid changes in direction that cause little overall displace-
ment (33). The time spent roaming versus dwelling can be influenced by chemosensa-
tion. We found that on NGM plates lacking bacteria, adult hermaphrodites exhibited
both roaming and dwelling movements (Movie S1) (34). On NGM-geosmin plates, the
nematodes appeared agitated, moving with higher velocity and making more frequent
changes in direction than worms in the absence of geosmin, with increased lateral dis-
placement inconsistent with either roaming or dwelling (Movie S2). Using the Imaris
and WormLab software packages, we quantified these changes in behavior, linking the
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presence of geosmin to statistically significant changes in track linearity, peristaltic
speed, and head movement periodicity (Table 1; see Materials and Methods for details).
Since these changes in movement behavior occurred in the absence of food, it is likely
that they were caused by chemosensation.

To determine how geosmin is sensed by worms, we then determined how mutants
with defective chemosensation for volatile (olfaction) or soluble (gustation) chemicals
moved in the presence of geosmin. As several of these mutants displayed altered mo-
bility relative to wild-type worms in the absence of geosmin, absolute changes in track
linearity, peristaltic speed, and head movement periodicity were scored. Worms with
impaired pharyngeal pumping and egg laying, CE1258 [eat-16(ep273)], continued to
respond to geosmin, while those deficient in the detection of a range of volatile and
soluble odorants, NL2105 [gpa-3(pk35); odr-3(n1605)], failed to respond, indicating that
the terpene’s effect is linked to the olfactory or gustatory system (Table 1; Movies S3
and S4) (35, 36). Worms deficient in olfaction, CX2065 [odr-1(1936)] and CX2205 [odr-3
(n2150)], continued to respond to geosmin (Table 1), although CX2205 had similar
track linearity when geosmin was present or absent (P = 0.0531). While CX2205 worms
are deficient in their response to some water-soluble odorants (37), these mutants also
displayed altered mobility independent of cues. Regardless, PR674 [che-1(p674)]
worms, where ASEL and ASER cells failed to differentiate, did not respond to geosmin,
implicating a role for these neurons in geosmin sensing. BR5514 [tax-2(p671); tax-4
(p678)] mutants, worms that have an ectopic ASE fate, also displayed a loss in geosmin
sensing according to some parameters, while geosmin sensing was retained in strain
CX5893 {kyls140[str-2::GFP 1 lin-15(1)]; ceh-36(ky646)}, which is defective in ASEL iden-
tity but not ASER (38). These data support the conclusion that C. elegans detects geo-
smin through interactions mediated by the ASER neuron.

The ASE gustatory neurons have been previously linked to the sensing of water-
soluble attractants and adaptive food-leaving behavior (39, 40), and thus, to confirm
that geosmin can be “tasted” by C. elegans, we investigated the compound’s activity in
a dry-drop avoidance assay and a vapor diffusion assay (Fig. 2; Table S3) (41). Worms
that encountered evaporated drops of either geosmin or the positive control sodium
dodecyl sulfate (SDS) on NGM agar plates reversed their movement at rates signifi-
cantly above those of worms passing over evaporated droplets of water (standard
deviation [s] = 0.00154 and 0.000113, respectively) (Fig. 2). Geosmin was approximately
12 times more effective on a molar basis than SDS and 80 times more effective than
the previously identified Streptomyces repellent dodecanoate (41). When combined,
SDS and geosmin were more effective than either compound alone (s = 0.00519 and
0.00982, respectively) (Fig. 2), but when combined with the chemoattractant lysine,
geosmin lost all apparent chemorepellent activity (s = 0.592) (Fig. 2) (42). In line with
previous reports, we found that geosmin could act as a weak chemorepellent in a
vapor diffusion assay (43), although the effect was weak at 0.54 mg/mL (Table S3) (che-
motaxis index of 20.117; s = 0.065). This suggests that worms were unable to effi-
ciently detect geosmin at the larger scales used in the vapor diffusion assay.
Combined, these two assays indicate that geosmin is a water-soluble repellent for C.
elegans.

Geosmin reduces interactions between C. elegans and its producers. To deter-
mine the benefit that geosmin provides to its native producers, we added C. elegans
adult hermaphrodites to plates containing colonies of S. coelicolor. Specifically, we reg-
istered the number of worms localized within colonies of wild-type S. coelicolor M145
or S. coelicolor mutants lacking geosmin synthase (S. coelicolor J3003 [DgeoA]) or geo-
smin synthase and 2-methylisoborneol (2-MIB) synthase (S. coelicolor J2192 [DgeoA
DmibAB]) (16, 44). When N2 adult hermaphrodites were added to S. coelicolor M145 or
J3003, significantly more worms localized outside the bacterial colonies after 4 h than
when worms were added to S. coelicolor J2192 (Fig. 3A) (s = 0.0426 and s = 0.0494,
respectively), indicating that geosmin and/or 2-MIB reduced grazing on S. coelicolor.
PR674 worms lacking functional ASE gustatory neurons were predominantly found
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within colonies of all three bacterial strains at all time points (Fig. 3B). To determine if
the role of the ASE neuron in bacterial avoidance was specific to S. coelicolor, we
repeated our assay with M. xanthus DK1622. As with Streptomyces, significantly more
PR674 adult hermaphrodites were found in the M. xanthus colony than the N2 (wild-
type) nematode strain (Fig. 3C), this time at the 24-h mark.

Nematodes consumed the bacteria during all predation assays, as noted by the
presence of bacteria within the nematode pharynx (Fig. 4A). Conversely, worms graz-
ing on M. xanthus colonies appeared to be degraded by the digestive enzymes of
these bacteria (Fig. 4B). The addition of worms to S. coelicolor also led to rapid sporula-
tion and the production of actinorhodin, a pigment often coregulated with other
Streptomyces secondary metabolites (Fig. 4C) (45). The majority of worms within S. coe-
licolor colonies at the 24-h mark were also coated in white bacterial spores and exhib-
ited behaviors consistent with stress (Movie S5). Similar to the previously reported
interactions of springtails and S. coelicolor (16), the movement of worms into and out
of bacterial colonies did disperse some bacterial spores (Fig. 4C), but given the high
toll on both bacterial growth and worm health, the overall effect of nematode preda-
tion was detrimental to both nematodes and bacteria.

To ensure that the nonterpene metabolite profiles of S. coelicolor mutants J3003
and J2192 did not meaningfully differ from that of the wild type, we conducted a series
of add-in experiments. The addition of geosmin and/or 2-MIB to colonies of S. coeli-
color J2192 at concentrations approximating its physiological value significantly
reduced the number of worms in bacterial colonies at the 2-h, 4-h, and 24-h marks
(Fig. 3D) (4, 16). When both geosmin and 2-MIB were added, the proportion of worms
in the bacteria decreased over the experimental period from 44.6% at 2 h to 17.8% at
24 h (s = 0.00912), although it is unclear if the terpenes reduced the movement of
worms into the colonies or increased colony-leaving rates. The addition of geosmin
and/or 2-MIB to the standard C. elegans prey E. coli OP50 did not reduce the proportion
of worms in these bacteria at any time point, indicating that the terpenes were individ-
ually necessary but not sufficient to reduce predation by C. elegans (Fig. 3E). Consistent
with reduced exposure to toxic bacterial metabolites, digestive enzymes, and spores,
geosmin addition to S. coelicolor J2192 reduced the proportion of worms that
appeared dead at the 24-h mark from 37.2% to 10.4% (s = 0.00430). While the propor-
tion of dead bacteria could not be quantified, reduced grazing by C. elegans provides a
clear fitness benefit to the prey bacteria.

DISCUSSION

The high prevalence of geosmin synthase genes in unrelated bacterial and fungal
clades suggests that geosmin is key to the fitness of a broad range of microorganisms

FIG 2 Dry-drop response. Proportions of adult C. elegans hermaphrodites that sensed 2.25 mg/mL
geosmin, 43.3 mg/mL SDS, or a combination of both were determined. Animals were placed on an
agar plate and allowed to move freely. A droplet of distilled, deionized water; 2.25 mg/mL geosmin;
43.3 mg/mL SDS; and/or 58.4 mg/mL lysine was placed ahead of the worms and allowed to dry (all
compounds were dissolved in ddH2O). Worms that reversed movement upon contacting the dried
drop were registered as responding. P values were calculated via independent-sample Z tests and are
indicated relative to ddH2O (*, P , 0.05; **, P , 0.01; ***, P , 0.001; ****, P , 0.0001).
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FIG 3 Colocalization of C. elegans and either S. coelicolor or M. xanthus. (A) Proportions of adult C. elegans N2 worms in colonies of
S. coelicolor M145 (WT), J3003 (DgeoA), and J2192 (DgeoA DmibAB) as a function of time. (B) Proportions of C. elegans PR674 [che-1(p674)]
(ASE-deficient) worms in colonies of S. coelicolor M145 (wild type), J3003 (DgeoA), and J2192 (DgeoA DmibAB) as a function of time.

(Continued on next page)
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(6, 7, 11). Here, we find that geosmin is sensed by the bacteriophagous nematode C.
elegans and that it reduces interactions between the worms and S. coelicolor.

In the presence of geosmin, C. elegans switches its movement to one characterized by
frequent changes in direction and high speed, an effect not seen in worms lacking func-
tional ASE gustatory neurons (Table 1; see also Movies S1 to S4 in the supplemental mate-
rial). Worms encountering geosmin-containing dry droplets frequently reversed their
movement, similar to previously reported interactions with the Streptomyces metabolite
dodecanoate (41), but this change in movement did not occur in the presence of the che-
moattractant lysine (42). In predation assays, more worms were observed in S. coelicolor
colonies deficient in both geosmin and 2-MIB production than in wild-type colonies, while
worms lacking differentiated ASE neurons fed readily on both the S. coelicolor strains and
wild-type M. xanthus (Fig. 3A to C). The direct addition of geosmin and/or 2-MIB signifi-
cantly reduced grazing on S. coelicolor J2192 by C. elegans (Fig. 3D) but did not impact
grazing on the favored prey E. coli OP50 (Fig. 3E). Grazing on S. coelicolor but not E. coli is
harmful to C. elegans (46), suggesting that the avoidance of geosmin producers may
require a separate measurement of food quality or is perhaps governed by a combination
of chemoattractant and chemorepellent signals. Further studies will be necessary to deter-
mine the precise mechanism behind the aversive response that we have observed.

The function of geosmin as a warning signal is consistent with its reported effects
on other eukaryotes and its prevalence across a range of unrelated microbes. Geosmin
attracts the ant Solenopsis invicta because the terpene reliably indicates the presence
of Streptomyces spp., and the toxic metabolites produced by these bacteria protect ant
colonies from fungal infections (15). Similarly, geosmin discourages egg laying by
Drosophila, whose young are susceptible to bacterial toxins (14), while signaling the
presence of edible cyanobacteria and, thus, favorable breeding grounds to the more
toxin-resistant mosquito Aedes aegypti (9, 47). While 2-MIB is less well understood, in
our predation assays, it appears to function similarly to geosmin (Fig. 3D and E). 2-MIB

FIG 3 Legend (Continued)
(C) Proportions of C. elegans N2 and PR674 worms in colonies of M. xanthus DK1622 as a function of time. (D) Proportions of C. elegans N2
worms in colonies of S. coelicolor J2912 that were pretreated with 2.25 mg/mL geosmin, 2-methylisoborneol (2-MIB), or distilled, deionized
water as a function of time. (E) Proportions of C. elegans N2 worms in colonies of E. coli OP50 that were pretreated with 2.25 mg/mL
geosmin, 2-methylisoborneol (2-MIB), or distilled, deionized water as a function of time. Experiments in panels A to D were run nine times,
with 10 adult hermaphrodites per study (n = 90). The experiment in panel E was run three times, with 10 adult hermaphrodites per study
(n = 30). Worms were grown on E. coli OP50 and starved for 20 min prior to addition to the indicated organisms. Statistically
significant deviations from J2192 (A and B), the wild type (C), or ddH2O (D and E) are indicated (*, P , 0.05; **, P , 0.01; ***, P , 0.001;
****, P , 0.0001).

FIG 4 Visible effects of nematodal and bacterial interactions. (A) Consumption of S. coelicolor by C. elegans. Blue arrows indicate the bacterial colony, and
the red arrow indicates the presence of bacteria in the C. elegans pharynx. (B) C. elegans on an M. xanthus lawn. The worm appeared to be digested by the
bacteria over time. (C) S. coelicolor colony morphology in the absence (left) or presence (right) of C. elegans. Spores give the colonies a white color, while
actinorhodin is an intense blue. Images show 10-day-old cultures at room temperature. Images were obtained in the course of conducting the predation
assays described in the legend of Fig. 3 and are representative of the features that they depict.
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biosynthetic genes are generally found in geosmin-producing actinobacteria (11), sug-
gesting that the two terpenes either synergize or are detected by a nonoverlapping
spectrum of microbial predators.

In principle, the acquisition of geosmin synthase by any marginal or toxic prey
microbe could recapitulate the aposematic phenotype that we have observed, favoring
lateral gene transfer between evolutionarily unrelated species and the evolution of
Müllerian mimics (48, 49). Other aposematic signals exhibit positive frequency-depend-
ent selection (50), and the evolution of Müllerian mimics in bacteria could favor the fur-
ther lateral gene transfer of geosmin synthase. The ubiquity of geosmin in soil environ-
ments ensures that few predators are naive to the signal, while those that ignore it
likely experience consistent fitness penalties from preying on toxic geosmin producers.

In conclusion, geosmin is detected by the predatory nematode C. elegans through
interactions mediated by the ASE taste neurons. Geosmin is nontoxic to this organism,
but nematodes are repelled by geosmin and strongly avoid geosmin-producing bacte-
ria. When geosmin production was eliminated or C. elegans lacked functional ASE gus-
tatory neurons, the worms became coated in bacterial spores and ingested toxic sec-
ondary metabolites, causing them to show signs of stress and become immobile.
Concurrently, bacterial fitness declined through nematode feeding and the conversion
of vegetative cells to metabolically inactive spores. Geosmin thus acts as an apose-
matic signal, honestly and reliably advertising the unpalatability of its producers and
providing a mutual benefit to predator and prey. Geosmin is the first warning chemical
to be identified in bacteria to date, and it not only shapes bacterial predator-prey inter-
actions but also appears to mediate interactions between eukaryotes and bacteria
across the globe.

MATERIALS ANDMETHODS
General information. Nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectra were recorded on a Varian Inova

500 spectrometer. The d values were referenced to CDCl3 (
1H = 7.26 ppm; 13C = 77.16). High-resolution

mass spectrometry (HRMS) spectra were recorded on an Agilent Technologies 6220 oaTOF instrument
by electrospray ionization (ESI). Mass spectrometry was performed on a 7 Tesla Thermo-Finnigan LTQ-FT
mass spectrometer (Thermo Electron Corporation, San Jose, CA) fitted with an Ion Max electrospray
source. The sample was analyzed by direct injection at 10 mL/min. The source voltage was 4.3 kV.
Spectra were acquired in positive mode from m/z 50 to 300 at a resolution of 100,000 at m/z 200.

Chemicals. (i) General. The (6)-geosmin standard was obtained from Sigma-Aldrich, and (2)-geosmin
was purchased from Fujifilm Wako Chemicals. Bovine serum albumin, levamisole, (1R)-(1)-camphor, and a
3.0 M methylmagnesium bromide solution in diethyl ether (catalog number 189898) were obtained from
Sigma-Aldrich. FTC-casein and trypsin proteins were both obtained from Thermo Fisher Scientific. Methanol,
ethanol, ethyl acetate (EtOAc), tetrahydrofuran (THF), hexane, and 2-butanone were acquired from ACS
Chemicals and Fisher Scientific. 2-Methylisoborneol was synthesized in-house, as detailed below.

(ii) Media and buffers. The 1% CTT media (1% Casitone, 10 mM Tris-HCl [pH 7.6], 8 mM MgSO4,
1 mM KH2PO4) was prepared from scratch. Luria-Bertani (LB) medium (10 g/L tryptone, 10 g/L NaCl, 5 g/L
yeast extract) was prepared from a premix, which was purchased from Bio Basic. Tryptic soy broth (TSB)
(17 g/L casein peptone, 3 g/L soya peptone, 5 g/L NaCl, 2.5 g/L K2HPO4, 2.5 g/L glucose [pH 7.3]) premix
was purchased from Sigma-Aldrich. Nematode growth medium (NGM) (3 g of NaCl, 2.5 g of peptone, 20
g of agar, 1 mL of 5-mg/mL cholesterol in ethanol, 1 mL of 1 M MgSO4, 25 mL of 1 M [pH 6.0] KPO4 in 1 L
H2O) was made from scratch. Worm M9 buffer (3 g/L KH2PO4, 6 g/L Na2HPO4, 5 g/L NaCl) was made from
scratch. The Tris-buffered saline (TBS) buffer used in the protease assays was made from scratch (25 mM
Tris, 0.15 M NaCl [pH 7.2]). The sodium phosphate buffer used in the CD assays was also prepared from
scratch (pH 7.0; ionic strength, 0.014 M).

Strains and cultivation. (i) Bacteria. Klebsiella aerogenes ATCC 13048 was acquired from the
American Type Culture Collection (ATCC). Escherichia coli MG1655 and Burkholderia thailandensis E 264
were a gift from Eric Déziel, INRS-IAF. Myxococcus xanthus DK1622, Micrococcus luteus DSM 20030, and
Bacillus subtilis DSM 10 were obtained from the Leibniz Institute DSMZ (German Collection of
Microorganisms and Cell Cultures). Streptomyces coelicolor M145, J3003, and J2192 originated from the
John Innes Centre, Norwich, United Kingdom, and were gifts from Klas Flärdh. Escherichia coli OP50 was
obtained from the Caenorhabditis Genetics Center (CGC).

M. luteus, B. subtilis, B. thailandensis, K. aerogenes, and E. coli were grown in LB medium at 30°C (37°C
for E. coli) with rotation at 225 rpm for liquid cultures. Bacterial isolates were streaked onto 1.5% agar LB
plates and placed at 30°C for 24 h (37°C for 16 h for E. coli) prior to experiments. M. xanthus DK1622 was
grown in 1% CTT at 30°C at 225 rpm. Bacterial isolates were streaked onto 1.5% agar CTT plates and
placed at 30°C for 3 days prior to experiments. Streptomyces coelicolor M145, J3003, and J2192 were
grown at 30°C in TSB with rotation at 225 rpm, and isolates were streaked onto 1.5% agar tryptic soy
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agar (TSA). Growth curves for M. xanthus DK1622 were generated by performing daily optical density at
600 nm (OD600) measurements using a Varian Cary 100 Bio UV-visible (UV-vis) spectrophotometer.

(ii) Caenorhabditis elegans. The C. elegans strains were maintained on NGM plates with E. coli
OP50 at 20°C according to a standard protocol (51). Wild-type N2 and mutant strains BR5514 [tax-2
(p671); tax-4(p678)], CE1258 [eat-16(ep273)], CX2065 [odr-1(n1936)], CX2205 [odr-3(n2150)], CX5893
{kyls140[str-2::GFP 1 lin-15(1)]I; ceh-36(ky646)}, NL2105 [gpa-3(pk35) odr-3(n1605)], and PR674 [che-1
(p674)] were obtained from the CGC. Gravid nematodes were age synchronized and cleaned from
bacterial and fungal contaminants using a bleaching mixture (2.5% NaClO, 0.5 M NaOH) before each
experiment, as previously described (51). All C. elegans experiments were conducted using a stand-
ard stereomicroscope.

Geosmin quantitation. A culture of M. xanthus DK1622 in stationary phase was diluted to an OD600

of 0.125 and then diluted 1:100 in fresh 1% CTT. Samples were left shaking at 30°C at 225 rpm. Aliquots
were drawn every 12 to 24 h until day 9. OD600 measurements were made on a Varian Cary 100 Bio UV-
vis spectrophotometer. Samples over an OD600 of 1.0 were diluted in fresh 1% CTT medium to the range
of 0.010 to 0.99. After 7 days of incubation, clumping was observed, and prior to measurements, cells
were dispersed via passage through a serological pipette. Geosmin extractions were performed using a
1:1 ethyl acetate-water extraction with an M. xanthus DK1622 bacterial culture. Ethyl acetate samples
were sonicated and then centrifuged for 1 min at 3,000 � g to collect the clean supernatant before injec-
tion for quantification by gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS). To quantify medium versus
cytoplasmic geosmin, the bacterial culture was centrifuged at 3,000 � g for 2 min. The supernatant was
used to measure extracellular geosmin as detailed above, while the intracellular/cytoplasmic geosmin
concentration was measured by exposing the pellet of M. xanthus cells to ethyl acetate, vortexing for
1 min, and then sonicating and centrifuging down for 1 min at 3,000 � g. The GC-MS system (7890B GC
instrument coupled to a 5977B MS instrument; Agilent Technologies) was equipped with an autosam-
pler and a split/splitless inlet kept at 300°C. Splitless injections (1.0 to 3.0 mL) were made on a 60-m DB-
EUPAH column (0.25-mm internal diameter [ID] by 25-mm film thickness; Agilent Technologies) with the
oven kept isothermal (80°C) for 8 min, ramped to 300°C at 15°C/min, and then held at that temperature
for 5 min. The inlet was kept at 300°C throughout. The helium flow rate was 1.2 mL/min, with an He sep-
tum purge flow of 5 mL/min. Seven-level external calibration curves between 0.01 and 1.00 mg/L were
used for quantitation.

Geosmin MIC. According to CLSI guidelines for direct colony suspension testing (52), bacterial cul-
tures were transferred to LB broth and adjusted to a final turbidity equivalent to a 0.5 McFarland stand-
ard (1.5 � 108 CFU/mL). Bacteria were then mixed 1:1 with (6)-geosmin in 96-well plates to a final vol-
ume of 100 mL and then incubated at 30°C for 20 to 24 h. The effect of methanol alone was also
evaluated, alongside growth and sterility controls for each strain. The MIC was defined as the concentra-
tion sufficient to inhibit bacterial growth as evaluated by the naked eye. After initial tests at concentra-
tions similar to the level produced by M. xanthus DK1622 failed to inhibit growth, the quantity was
increased, with a final testing range spanning from 1.0 to 500 mg/L.

Effect of geosmin on BSA thermal denaturation. CD analyses were performed using a Jasco J-715
spectropolarimeter. The cuvette width was 0.2 cm. The BSA concentration was 1.25 mM for all experi-
mental and control assays. Fresh protein samples were prepared before each experiment and kept on
ice. The (2)-geosmin concentration was 0.18 mM for the experimental assay, and the SDS concentration
was 0.75 mM. All samples were diluted in phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) (53, 54). Subtractions and
smoothing were done using Jasco J-715 software using controls of each chemical in PBS exclusively.
Elevated temperature analysis was done at 80°C. The wavelength window measured was from 200 to
240 nm. Five scans were done for each measurement. Experiments were run in triplicate before data
analysis using the Jasco J-715 instrument. Varying temperature analysis was performed at a wavelength
of 208.6 nm and a heating/cooling rate of 1°C/min.

Protease activity assay. A Pierce fluorescent protease assay kit was purchased from Thermo
Scientific. The kit contained FTC-casein, an n-tosyl-L-phenylalanine chloromethyl ketone (TPCK)-treated
trypsin standard, and a TBS buffer pack (55).

According to the product sheet instructions (55), FTC-casein was diluted to a 5-mg/mL stock solution
with ultrapure water. One 20-mL aliquot of the stock solution was diluted 1:500 in TBS to a final volume of
10 mL and a final concentration of 0.01 mg/mL. A 20-mL aliquot of trypsin stock solution (TSS) of 50 mg/mL
was diluted to 1 mg/mL in TBS. To obtain the extracellular proteases of M. xanthus DK1622 without geosmin,
the supernatant of a 10-day-old culture was extracted with EtOAc, and the organic layer was discarded. A
50% protease solution in TBS buffer was used and was kept on ice with FTC-casein and trypsin. Each fluoro-
metric assay was measured using a Varian Cary Eclipse fluorescence spectrophotometer at an excitation
wavelength (lexcitation) of 494 nm and an emission wavelength (lemission) of 521 nm. The experiments were
performed in the presence and absence of (6)-geosmin (1 mg/L) to evaluate the effect of (6)-geosmin on
the activity of the proteases. Methanol was used as a negative control.

Chemotaxis assay. Geosmin chemotaxis experiments were assessed according to the protocol
described previously by Bargmann et al. (56). On an NGM plate, 1 mL of (2)-geosmin at the indicated
concentration was placed 1 cm from one end of the plate, and on the other symmetrical opposite end, 1
mL of Nanopure water was added as a control. One microliter of 1 M levamisole was added to each drop
to prevent worm movement out of the drops, before drying the plates for 20 to 30 min. Pure 2-buta-
none was used as a positive control (57). Adult N2 hermaphrodites were washed 3 times in worm M9
buffer before addition to the center of the plates (n = 50). The plates were then incubated at room tem-
perature (RT) for 1 h, at which point the number of worms in each spot was measured and the chemo-
taxis index was calculated.
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Dry-drop avoidance assay. Avoidance assays were adapted from the amphid (head) avoidance
assay described previously by Tran and coworkers (41). Age-synchronized N2 adult hermaphrodites
were washed 3 times in worm M9 buffer and dried on clean NGM plates for 1 h inside a biosafety cabi-
net. Using a capillary tube, a drop of distilled, deionized water (ddH2O) (control); 2.25 mg/mL (2)-geo-
smin; 43.3 mg/mL SDS; and/or 58.4 mg/mL lysine (all experimental samples were dissolved in ddH2O)
was placed a few millimeters ahead of a forward-moving worm and allowed to dry. If a worm initiated
backward movement after contact with the dry drop, this was quantified as a response. If the worm
continued a forward movement after contact with the dry drop, this was marked as a failure to
respond. Each experiment was conducted with 40 nematodes (n = 40).

Behavioral assay. NGM agar with and without 0.54 mg/mL (2)-geosmin was poured into 24-well
plates. Three adult hermaphrodites were added to each well and were videotaped for 10 min using a
system that uses NIS Imaging BR version 3 software hooked up to a DSFi1c camera on a Nikon
SMZ1500 microscope. The track line percentage [TL% = (D2S/Len) � 100, where D2S is the distance
from the first to the current point and Len is the length from the first to the current point] was calcu-
lated using Imaris 9.5 (58), and data were processed with a custom-built python script (see Appendix
S1 in the supplemental material). Briefly, the script read the .xls files produced by Imaris particle
tracking analysis, split the data into five 2-min segments, and then extracted results for the track
length and displacement of each worm for track line percentage determination. Videos were ana-
lyzed using WormLab software 2020.1.1 (59) to generate the peristaltic speed (micrometers per sec-
ond) and the head movement periodicity (micrometers) of the worms. Peristaltic speed is defined as
peristaltic track length, the length of the track made by the worm during its movement, divided
over time. Head movement periodicity is the wavelength of the sinusoidal wave created by tracing
the head of the worms as they crawl. Worms that lodged into crevices and ceased moving were
removed prior to analysis. Data were processed using Microsoft Excel 2011. Experiments were con-
ducted in triplicate.

Predation assay. Forty microliters of S. coelicolor (OD600 = 0.4 to 0.6), M. xanthus (OD600 = 0.2 to 0.3)
was added to the center of a 5-cm-diameter NGM plate. The liquid was allowed to dry, and the plates
were then incubated at 30°C (7 days for S. coelicolor and 3 days for M. xanthus). Ten adult hermaphro-
dites of the indicated strain were then added 2 to 5 mm away from the bacterial colony. Quantification
of the worms inside and outside the bacteria was made at 0, 2, 4, and 24 h. Experiments were conducted
nine times.

Terpene add-in assay. Add-in experiments were performed using S. coelicolor J2192 or E. coli,
according to the same procedure as the one described above for the predation assays, with the follow-
ing modifications. One hour prior to the addition of C. elegans, 40 mL of (2)-geosmin (2.25 mg/mL),
(2)-2-methylisoborneol (40 mg/mL), or both was added to the bacterial colony and allowed to dry.
Autoclaved Nanopure H2O was used as a negative control. Each condition was evaluated with 10 adult
N2 hermaphrodites, nine times for S. coelicolor (n = 90) or three times for E. coli (n = 30). Quantification
was performed as described above for the predation assay.

C. elegans stress assay. Solutions of (2)-geosmin (0.54, 5.4, and 54 mg/mL) and 2-methylisoborneol
(1.5, 15, and 150 mg/mL) in LB broth were added to 24-well plates containing either NGM or NGM
with E. coli OP50 according to methods described previously by H. Xiong et al. (60). LB broth was
used as a negative control, and a sodium hypochlorite solution (2.625 mg/mL) in LB broth was
used as a positive control. The plates were incubated overnight at RT. Age-synchronized plates of
adult N2 worms were then washed in worm M9 buffer, dried on NGM plates, and then added to
each well (n = 5). A lack of response to touch stimuli was used to infer stress and poor health. The
number of unhealthy C. elegans worms was quantified at 0, 2, 4, and 24 h. Experiments were run in
triplicate.

Synthesis of 2-methylisoborneol.Methylmagnesium bromide (4.95 mmol; 3 M) was added to a so-
lution of (1R)-(1)-camphor (3.3 mmol) in anhydrous tetrahydrofuran (0.2 M) at 0°C. The reaction mix-
ture was then heated to reflux for 10 h before being quenched with a saturated solution of ammo-
nium chloride in water. The THF was removed in vacuo, and the remaining solution was extracted
three times with EtOAc. The organic layers were then pooled, extracted with brine, and dried with
sodium sulfate. The organic solvent was then removed in vacuo to give a white solid (325.8 mg). The
crude mixture was then purified by flash chromatography (12% EtOAc in hexanes) to give the title
compound as a white solid (48.7 mg, 8.77% yield, and .95% purity by 1H NMR). 1H NMR (500 MHz,
CDCl3) d 2.07 (dt, 1H, J = 3.72 Hz, 13.08 Hz), 1.70 (m, 2H), 1.39 (m, 4H), 1.24 (s, 3H), 1.10 (s, 3H), 0.87
(s, 3H), 0.85 (s, 3H). 13C NMR (125 MHz, CDCl3) d 79.6, 51.9, 48.9, 47.3, 45.4, 31.3, 27.0, 26.8, 21.4, 21.2,
9.9. Calculated molecular weight (MW) for C11H20O: 168.1514. Found MW at high resolution (ESI-MS):
151.1480 [M 2 H2O 1 H]1.

Statistical analysis. Unless otherwise noted, all statistical analyses were performed using Student’s t
test calculations with a two-tailed distribution and unequal variance. Statistical significance at a P value
of ,0.05 is noted in the figures (*, P , 0.05; **, P , 0.01; ***, P , 0.001; ****, P , 0.0001). All replicates
are distinct samples (biological replicates). Data were visualized with GraphPad Prism 9.0. For the dry-
drop avoidance assay, statistical analyses were performed using independent-sample Z tests. All samples
were compared to each other, with a Benjamini-Hochberg procedure applied to correct for potential
false positives (a = 0.25). All comparisons except for 0.15 mM SDS versus 2.25 mg/mL of geosmin were
statistically significant.

Data availability. All data described in the manuscript is available in the main text or the supple-
mental material.

First Bacterial Aposematic Sign Applied and Environmental Microbiology

Month YYYY Volume XX Issue XX 10.1128/aem.00093-22 11

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/a

em
 o

n 
24

 M
ar

ch
 2

02
2 

by
 1

35
.1

9.
10

.1
20

.

https://journals.asm.org/journal/aem
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.00093-22


SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Supplemental material is available online only.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 1, PDF file, 1.1 MB.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 2, MP4 file, 7.1 MB.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 3, MP4 file, 9.8 MB.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 4, MP4 file, 0.3 MB.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 5, MP4 file, 0.3 MB.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 6, MP4 file, 0.3 MB.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We thank P. Prevost and the Forgione lab for assistance with the synthesis of 2-

methylisoborneol; K. Flärdh for supplying S. coelicolorM145, J3003, and J2192; E. Despland
for microscopy support; M. DiFalco for assistance with HRMS; and L.K. Freeman for
discussions and feedback. Imaging support was provided by the Concordia Centre for
Microscopy and Cellular Imaging, while CD spectroscopy and fluorimetry were performed
with the assistance of the Concordia Integrated Platform for Biomolecular Function,
Interactions and Structure.

This work was supported by funds from the National Sciences and Engineering
Research Council (NSERC) and the Fonds de Recherche du Québec-Nature et
Technologie (FRQNT). The Caenorhabditis Genetics Center is funded by the NIH Office
of Research Infrastructure Programs (P40 OD010440).

B.L.F. and L.Z. conceived the study. L.Z. performed all listed experiments with
assistance from A.I. and Y.G. (GC-MS); I.O., K.M., and A.P. (C. elegans); and C.L.
(microscopy). I.O. and A.P. helped perform the behavioral, predation (S. coelicolor), and
terpene add-in assays. K.M. and A.P. aided with the chemotaxis assay. C.L. prepared the
python script. B.L.F. and L.Z. prepared the manuscript, with feedback from all authors.

We declare no conflict of interest.

REFERENCES
1. Gerber NN, Lechevalier HA. 1965. Geosmin, an earthy-smelling substance

isolated from Actinomycetes. Appl Microbiol 13:935–938. https://doi.org/
10.1128/am.13.6.935-938.1965.

2. Reichenbach H. 1999. The ecology of the myxobacteria. Environ Microbiol
1:15–21. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1462-2920.1999.00016.x.

3. Kurtböke D_I. 2017. Ecology and habitat distribution of Actinobacteria, p
123–149. In Wink J, Mohammadipanah F, Hamedi J (ed), Biology and bio-
technology of actinobacteria. Springer International Publishing, Cham,
Switzerland.

4. Jüttner F, Watson SB. 2007. Biochemical and ecological control of geo-
smin and 2-methylisoborneol in source waters. Appl Environ Microbiol
73:4395–4406. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02250-06.

5. Lukassen MB, de Jonge N, Bjerregaard SM, Podduturi R, Jørgensen NOG,
Petersen MA, David GS, da Silva RJ, Nielsen JL. 2019. Microbial production of
the off-flavor geosmin in tilapia production in Brazilian water reservoirs: im-
portance of bacteria in the intestine and other fish-associated environments.
Front Microbiol 10:2447. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.02447.

6. Churro C, Semedo-Aguiar AP, Silva AD, Pereira-Leal JB, Leite RB. 2020. A
novel cyanobacterial geosmin producer, revising GeoA distribution and
dispersion patterns in bacteria. Sci Rep 10:8679. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41598-020-64774-y.

7. Mattheis JP, Roberts RG. 1992. Identification of geosmin as a volatile metabo-
lite of Penicillium expansum. Appl Environ Microbiol 58:3170–3172. https://
doi.org/10.1128/aem.58.9.3170-3172.1992.

8. Breheret S, Talou T, Rapior S, Bessière J-M. 1999. Geosmin, a sesquiterpenoid
compound responsible for the musty-earthy odor of Cortinarius herculeus,
Cystoderma amianthinum, and Cy. carcharias. Mycologia 91:117–120. https://
doi.org/10.2307/3761199.

9. Melo N, Wolff GH, Costa-da-Silva AL, Arribas R, Triana MF, Gugger M,
Riffell JA, DeGennaro M, Stensmyr MC. 2020. Geosmin attracts Aedes
aegypti mosquitoes to oviposition sites. Curr Biol 30:127–134.e5. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2019.11.002.

10. Citron CA, Gleitzmann J, Laurenzano G, Pukall R, Dickschat JS. 2012. Ter-
penoids are widespread in Actinomycetes: a correlation of secondary

metabolism and genome data. Chembiochem 13:202–214. https://doi
.org/10.1002/cbic.201100641.

11. Martín-Sánchez L, Singh KS, Avalos M, van Wezel GP, Dickschat JS,
Garbeva P. 2019. Phylogenomic analyses and distribution of terpene syn-
thases among Streptomyces. Beilstein J Org Chem 15:1181–1193. https://
doi.org/10.3762/bjoc.15.115.

12. Yamada Y, Kuzuyama T, Komatsu M, Shin-Ya K, Omura S, Cane DE, Ikeda
H. 2015. Terpene synthases are widely distributed in bacteria. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A 112:857–862. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1422108112.

13. Dickschat JS, Bode HB, Mahmud T, Müller R, Schulz S. 2005. A novel type
of geosmin biosynthesis in myxobacteria. J Org Chem 70:5174–5182.
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo050449g.

14. Stensmyr MC, Dweck HKM, Farhan A, Ibba I, Strutz A, Mukunda L, Linz J,
Grabe V, Steck K, Lavista-Llanos S, Wicher D, Sachse S, Knaden M, Becher
PG, Seki Y, Hansson BS. 2012. A conserved dedicated olfactory circuit for
detecting harmful microbes in Drosophila. Cell 151:1345–1357. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.09.046.

15. Huang H, Ren L, Li H, Schmidt A, Gershenzon J, Lu Y, Cheng D. 2020. The
nesting preference of an invasive ant is associated with the cues pro-
duced by Actinobacteria in soil. PLoS Pathog 16:e1008800. https://doi
.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008800.

16. Becher PG, Verschut V, Bibb MJ, Bush MJ, Molnár BP, Barane E, Al-Bassam
MM, Chandra G, Song L, Challis GL, Buttner MJ, Flärdh K. 2020. Develop-
mentally regulated volatiles geosmin and 2-methylisoborneol attract a
soil arthropod to Streptomyces bacteria promoting spore dispersal. Nat
Microbiol 5:821–829. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-020-0697-x.

17. Bérdy J. 2012. Thoughts and facts about antibiotics: where we are now
and where we are heading. J Antibiot (Tokyo) 65:385–395. https://doi
.org/10.1038/ja.2012.27.

18. Cragg GM, Pezzuto JM. 2016. Natural products as a vital source for the dis-
covery of cancer chemotherapeutic and chemopreventive agents. Med
Princ Pract 25:41–59. https://doi.org/10.1159/000443404.

First Bacterial Aposematic Sign Applied and Environmental Microbiology

Month YYYY Volume XX Issue XX 10.1128/aem.00093-22 12

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/a

em
 o

n 
24

 M
ar

ch
 2

02
2 

by
 1

35
.1

9.
10

.1
20

.

https://doi.org/10.1128/am.13.6.935-938.1965
https://doi.org/10.1128/am.13.6.935-938.1965
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1462-2920.1999.00016.x
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02250-06
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.02447
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-64774-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-64774-y
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.58.9.3170-3172.1992
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.58.9.3170-3172.1992
https://doi.org/10.2307/3761199
https://doi.org/10.2307/3761199
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2019.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2019.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbic.201100641
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbic.201100641
https://doi.org/10.3762/bjoc.15.115
https://doi.org/10.3762/bjoc.15.115
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1422108112
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo050449g
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.09.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.09.046
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008800
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008800
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-020-0697-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/ja.2012.27
https://doi.org/10.1038/ja.2012.27
https://doi.org/10.1159/000443404
https://journals.asm.org/journal/aem
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.00093-22


19. Jousset A. 2012. Ecological and evolutive implications of bacterial defen-
ces against predators. Environ Microbiol 14:1830–1843. https://doi.org/10
.1111/j.1462-2920.2011.02627.x.

20. Pérez J, Muñoz-Dorado J, Braña AF, Shimkets LJ, Sevillano L, Santamaría
RI. 2011. Myxococcus xanthus induces actinorhodin overproduction and
aerial mycelium formation by Streptomyces coelicolor. Microb Biotechnol
4:175–183. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-7915.2010.00208.x.

21. DicklowMB, Acosta N, Zuckerman BM. 1993. A novel Streptomyces species
for controlling plant-parasitic nematodes. J Chem Ecol 19:159–173.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00993686.

22. Wiener P. 1996. Experimental studies on the ecological role of antibiotic
production in bacteria. Evol Ecol 10:405–421. https://doi.org/10.1007/
BF01237726.

23. Saporito RA, Zuercher R, Roberts M, Gerow KG, Donnelly MA. 2007. Experimen-
tal evidence for aposematism in the dendrobatid poison frog Oophaga pumi-
lio. Copeia 2007:1006–1011. https://doi.org/10.1643/0045-8511(2007)7[1006:
EEFAIT]2.0.CO;2.

24. Alatalo RV, Mappes J. 1996. Tracking the evolution of warning signals. Na-
ture 382:708–710. https://doi.org/10.1038/382708a0.

25. Exnerová A, Štys P, Fu�cíková E, Veselá S, Svádová K, Prokopová M, Jarošík
V, Fuchs R, Landová E. 2007. Avoidance of aposematic prey in European
tits (Paridae): learned or innate? Behav Ecol 18:148–156. https://doi.org/
10.1093/beheco/arl061.

26. Jones RS, Fenton A, Speed MP. 2016. “Parasite-induced aposematism”
protects entomopathogenic nematode parasites against invertebrate
enemies. Behav Ecol 27:645–651. https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/arv202.

27. Kumbhar C, Mudliar P, Bhatia L, Kshirsagar A, Watve M. 2014. Widespread
predatory abilities in the genus Streptomyces. Arch Microbiol 196:
235–248. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00203-014-0961-7.

28. Berleman JE, Allen S, Danielewicz MA, Remis JP, Gorur A, Cunha J, Hadi
MZ, Zusman DR, Northen TR, Witkowska HE, Auer M. 2014. The lethal
cargo of Myxococcus xanthus outer membrane vesicles. Front Microbiol 5:
474. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2014.00474.

29. White JG, Southgate E, Thomson JN, Brenner S. 1976. The structure of the
ventral nerve cord of Caenorhabditis elegans. Philos Trans R Soc Lond B
Biol Sci 275:327–348. https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.1976.0086.

30. Jiang Y, Liu M, Zhang J, Chen Y, Chen X, Chen L, Li H, Zhang X-X, Sun B. 2017.
Nematode grazing promotes bacterial community dynamics in soil at the ag-
gregate level. ISME J 11:2705–2717. https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2017.120.

31. van den Hoogen J, Geisen S, Routh D, Ferris H, Traunspurger W, Wardle
DA, de Goede RGM, Adams BJ, Ahmad W, Andriuzzi WS, Bardgett RD,
Bonkowski M, Campos-Herrera R, Cares JE, Caruso T, de Brito Caixeta L,
Chen X, Costa SR, Creamer R, Mauro da Cunha Castro J, Dam M, Djigal D,
Escuer M, Griffiths BS, Gutiérrez C, Hohberg K, Kalinkina D, Kardol P,
Kergunteuil A, Korthals G, Krashevska V, Kudrin AA, Li Q, Liang W,
Magilton M, Marais M, Martín JAR, Matveeva E, Mayad EH, Mulder C,
Mullin P, Neilson R, Nguyen TAD, Nielsen UN, Okada H, Rius JEP, Pan K,
Peneva V, Pellissier L, Carlos Pereira da Silva J, et al. 2019. Soil nematode
abundance and functional group composition at a global scale. Nature
572:194–198. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1418-6.

32. Urrutia A, García-Angulo VA, Fuentes A, Caneo M, Legüe M, Urquiza S,
Delgado SE, Ugalde J, Burdisso P, Calixto A. 2020. Bacterially produced
metabolites protect C. elegans neurons from degeneration. PLoS Biol 18:
e3000638. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.3000638.

33. Flavell SW, Raizen DM, You Y-J. 2020. Behavioral states. Genetics 216:
315–332. https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.120.303539.

34. Arous JB, Laffont S, Chatenay D. 2009. Molecular and sensory basis of a
food related two-state behavior in C. elegans. PLoS One 4:e7584. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0007584.

35. Lans H, Rademakers S, Jansen G. 2004. A network of stimulatory and in-
hibitory Ga-subunits regulates olfaction in Caenorhabditis elegans. Genet-
ics 167:1677–1687. https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.103.024786.

36. Bargmann C. 25 October 2006. Chemosensation in C. elegans. In The C.
elegans Research Community, WormBook (ed), WormBook.

37. Hilliard MA, Bergamasco C, Arbucci S, Plasterk RH, Bazzicalupo P. 2004.
Worms taste bitter: ASH neurons, QUI-1, GPA-3 and ODR-3 mediate qui-
nine avoidance in Caenorhabditis elegans. EMBO J 23:1101–1111. https://
doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600107.

38. Chang S, Johnston RJ, Hobert O. 2003. A transcriptional regulatory cas-
cade that controls left/right asymmetry in chemosensory neurons of C.
elegans. Genes Dev 17:2123–2137. https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1117903.

39. Milward K, Busch KE, Murphy RJ, de Bono M, Olofsson B. 2011. Neuronal
and molecular substrates for optimal foraging in Caenorhabditis elegans.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 108:20672–20677. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas
.1106134109.

40. Appleby PA. 2012. A model of chemotaxis and associative learning in C. ele-
gans. Biol Cybern 106:373–387. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00422-012-0504-8.

41. Tran A, Tang A, O’Loughlin CT, Balistreri A, Chang E, Coto Villa D, Li J,
Varshney A, Jimenez V, Pyle J, Tsujimoto B, Wellbrook C, Vargas C, Duong A,
Ali N, Matthews SY, Levinson S, Woldemariam S, Khuri S, Bremer M, Eggers
DK, L’Etoile N, Miller Conrad LC, VanHoven MK. 2017. C. elegans avoids toxin-
producing Streptomyces using a seven transmembrane domain chemosen-
sory receptor. Elife 6:e23770. https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.23770.

42. Shingai R, Wakabayashi T, Sakata K, Matsuura T. 2005. Chemotaxis of Cae-
norhabditis elegans during simultaneous presentation of two water-solu-
ble attractants, L-lysine and chloride ions. Comp Biochem Physiol A Mol
Integr Physiol 142:308–317. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpa.2005.07.010.

43. Höckelmann C, Moens T, Jüttner F. 2004. Odor compounds from cyanobacte-
rial biofilms acting as attractants and repellents for free-living nematodes.
Limnol Oceanogr 49:1809–1819. https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2004.49.5.1809.

44. Jiang J, He X, Cane DE. 2007. Biosynthesis of the earthy odorant geosmin
by a bifunctional Streptomyces coelicolor enzyme. Nat Chem Biol 3:
711–715. https://doi.org/10.1038/nchembio.2007.29.

45. Mak S, Nodwell JR. 2017. Actinorhodin is a redox-active antibiotic with a
complex mode of action against Gram-positive cells. Mol Microbiol 106:
597–613. https://doi.org/10.1111/mmi.13837.

46. Caldwell KA, Thies JL, Caldwell GA. 2018. No country for old worms: a sys-
tematic review of the application of C. elegans to investigate a bacterial
source of environmental neurotoxicity in Parkinson’s disease. Metabolites
8:70. https://doi.org/10.3390/metabo8040070.

47. Vázquez-Martínez MG, Rodríguez MH, Arredondo-Jiménez JI, Méndez-
Sanchez JD, Bond-Compeán JG, Cold-Morgan M. 2002. Cyanobacteria
associated with Anopheles albimanus (Diptera: Culicidae) larval habitats in
southern Mexico. J Med Entomol 39:825–832. https://doi.org/10.1603/
0022-2585-39.6.825.

48. Sherratt TN. 2008. The evolution of Müllerian mimicry. Naturwissenschaf-
ten 95:681–695. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00114-008-0403-y.

49. Vos M, Hesselman MC, Te Beek TA, van Passel MWJ, Eyre-Walker A. 2015.
Rates of lateral gene transfer in prokaryotes: high but why? Trends Micro-
biol 23:598–605. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tim.2015.07.006.

50. Chouteau M, Arias M, Joron M. 2016. Warning signals are under positive
frequency-dependent selection in nature. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 113:
2164–2169. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1519216113.

51. Stiernagle T. 11 February 2006. Maintenance of C. elegans. In The C. ele-
gans Research Community, WormBook (ed), WormBook.

52. Weinstein MP, Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute. 2019. Perform-
ance standards for antimicrobial susceptibility testing. Clinical and Labo-
ratory Standards Institute, Wayne, PA.

53. Moriyama Y, Watanabe E, Kobayashi K, Harano H, Inui E, Takeda K. 2008. Sec-
ondary structural change of bovine serum albumin in thermal denaturation
up to 130°C and protective effect of sodium dodecyl sulfate on the change. J
Phys Chem B 112:16585–16589. https://doi.org/10.1021/jp8067624.

54. Juan C, Moya B, Perez JL, Oliver A. 2006. Stepwise upregulation of the Pseu-
domonas aeruginosa chromosomal cephalosporinase conferring high-level
b-lactam resistance involves three AmpD homologues. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother 50:1780–1787. https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.50.5.1780-1787.2006.

55. Pierce Biotechnology. 2014. Pierce fluorescent protease assay kit. Thermo
Fisher Scientific Inc, Waltham, MA.

56. Bargmann CI, Hartwieg E, Horvitz HR. 1993. Odorant-selective genes and
neurons mediate olfaction in C. elegans. Cell 74:515–527. https://doi.org/
10.1016/0092-8674(93)80053-H.

57. Hart AC, Chao MY. 2010. From odors to behaviors in Caenorhabditis ele-
gans, p 1–34. In Menini A (ed), The neurobiology of olfaction. CRC Press/
Taylor & Francis, Boca Raton, FL.

58. Imaris. 2019. BitPlane, South Windsor, CT.
59. Wormlab. 2020. MBF Bioscience, Williston, VT.
60. Xiong H, Pears C, Woollard A. 2017. An enhanced C. elegans based plat-

form for toxicity assessment. Sci Rep 7:9839. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41598-017-10454-3.

First Bacterial Aposematic Sign Applied and Environmental Microbiology

Month YYYY Volume XX Issue XX 10.1128/aem.00093-22 13

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/a

em
 o

n 
24

 M
ar

ch
 2

02
2 

by
 1

35
.1

9.
10

.1
20

.

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2011.02627.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2011.02627.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-7915.2010.00208.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00993686
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01237726
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01237726
https://doi.org/10.1643/0045-8511(2007)7[1006:EEFAIT]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1643/0045-8511(2007)7[1006:EEFAIT]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1038/382708a0
https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/arl061
https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/arl061
https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/arv202
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00203-014-0961-7
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2014.00474
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.1976.0086
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2017.120
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1418-6
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.3000638
https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.120.303539
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0007584
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0007584
https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.103.024786
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600107
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600107
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1117903
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1106134109
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1106134109
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00422-012-0504-8
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.23770
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpa.2005.07.010
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2004.49.5.1809
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchembio.2007.29
https://doi.org/10.1111/mmi.13837
https://doi.org/10.3390/metabo8040070
https://doi.org/10.1603/0022-2585-39.6.825
https://doi.org/10.1603/0022-2585-39.6.825
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00114-008-0403-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tim.2015.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1519216113
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp8067624
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.50.5.1780-1787.2006
https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(93)80053-H
https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(93)80053-H
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-10454-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-10454-3
https://journals.asm.org/journal/aem
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.00093-22

	RESULTS
	Geosmin is produced during growth.
	Geosmin does not aid in protein degradation.
	Geosmin alters nematode behavior.
	Geosmin reduces interactions between C. elegans and its producers.

	DISCUSSION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	General information.
	Chemicals. (i) General.
	(ii) Media and buffers.
	Strains and cultivation. (i) Bacteria.
	(ii) Caenorhabditis elegans.
	Geosmin quantitation.
	Geosmin MIC.
	Effect of geosmin on BSA thermal denaturation.
	Protease activity assay.
	Chemotaxis assay.
	Dry-drop avoidance assay.
	Behavioral assay.
	Predation assay.
	Terpene add-in assay.
	C. elegans stress assay.
	Synthesis of 2-methylisoborneol.
	Statistical analysis.
	Data availability.

	SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES

