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ABSTRACT Phage therapy is increasing in relevance as an alternative treatment to 
combat antibiotic resistant bacteria. Phage cocktails are the state-of-the-art method of 
administering phages in clinical settings, preferred over monophage treatment because 
of their ability to eliminate multiple bacterial strains and reduce resistance formation. 
In our study, we compare monophage applications and phage cocktails to our chosen 
method of phage sequential treatments. To do so, we isolated four novel bacterioph
ages capable of infecting Pseudomonas alcaligenes T3, a close relative of P. aeruginosa, 
and characterized them using sequencing and transmission electron microscopy. While 
investigating monophage treatments, we observed that different phage concentrations 
had a strong impact on the timing and amount of resistance formation. When using 
phage cocktails, we observed that P. alcaligenes were capable of forming resistance in the 
same timespan it took them to become resistant to single phages. We isolated mutants 
resistant to each single phage as well as mutants exposed to phage cocktails, resulting 
in bacteria resistant to all four phages at once. Sequencing these mutants showed that 
different treatments yielded unique single nucleotide polymorphism mutation patterns. 
In order to combat resistance formation, we added phages one by one in intervals of 
24 h, thus managing to delay resistance development and keeping bacterial growth 
significantly lower compared to phage cocktails.

IMPORTANCE WHO declared antimicrobial resistance a top threat to global health; 
while antibiotics have stood at the forefront in the fight against bacterial infection, the 
increasing number of multidrug-resistant bacteria highlights a need to branch out in 
order to address the threat of antimicrobial resistance. Bacteriophages, viruses solely 
infecting bacteria, could present a solution due to their abundance, versatility, and 
adaptability. For this study, we isolated new phages infecting a fast-mutating Pseudomo
nas alcaligenes strain capable of forming resistance within 30 h. By using a sequential 
treatment approach of adding one phage after another, we were able to curb bacterial 
growth significantly more compared to state-of-the-art phage cocktails.

KEYWORDS bacteriophages, phage therapy, antimicrobial resistance, Pseudomonas

T he rising threat of multidrug-resistant bacteria is a well-known, global concern (1, 
2). In response, modern research has come together to illuminate the problem from 

multiple angles. The medical sector, where antimicrobial resistance is limiting treatment 
options and in turn increasing death rates, especially due to Pseudomonas aeruginosa, 
Staphylococcus aureus, and other “ESKAPE” organisms (3), has been at the forefront of 
this endeavor. Other fields followed suit, investigating the impact of multidrug-resistant 
bacteria on the human microbiota (4), horizontal transmission of resistance genes (5), 
and the accelerating effect of overabundant use of antibiotics in human and veterinary 
medicine on propagating antimicrobial resistance (6).

Antimicrobial stewardship programs limiting the use of antibiotics and increasing 
preventive measures have been shown to shorten hospital stays and reduce treatment 
costs (7, 8) but were challenged by the recent COVID pandemic which resulted in 
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an increase in antibiotic use (9). Ultimately, while preventive measures are important, 
antimicrobial resistance is already widespread, calling forth a need for remedial action. 
One such endeavor is the search for new antibiotics (10, 11) which brings its own 
challenges, since antibiotics need to target a limited set of cellular processes to avoid 
cytotoxicity (12) and their development is costly (13). One potential solution to this crisis 
is bacteriophages.

Phages are viruses capable of specifically and selectively killing bacteria without 
causing adverse effects in eukaryotes (14, 15). Their earliest medical application was 
performed in 1919 by Félix Hubert d’Hérelle, who used phages to cure chicken infec
ted with Salmonella gallinarum (16). In the following decade, phages were used as 
antimicrobials to combat the likes of cholera and the bubonic plague (17), until they 
were overshadowed by antibiotics, which were easier to store and manufacture (18). 
To this day, bacteriophages are almost exclusively used for medical purposes in Eastern 
European countries (19, 20), though they are now experiencing a surge globally (21). 
When used in clinical settings, bacteriophages are often applied in the form of phage 
cocktails, which consist of a multitude of different bacteriophages merged into a single 
therapeutic solution. Examples of this are phage cocktails prepared against M. tubercu
losis (22), E. coli (23), and multiple other organisms, with the overall consensus that 
cocktails are preferred over monophage treatments (24, 25).

An application of phage treatments other than cocktails involves the sequential 
administration of one phage after another in sequence. Such experiments have been 
performed on P. aeruginosa in wax moths, where it was found that sequential treat
ment using four phages was equally as effective as phage cocktail treatments, at least 
considering short-term outcomes (26). When pairs consisting of two phages were used 
against P. aeruginosa, it was found that the sequence in which phages were administered, 
had a strong impact on the treatment’s efficiency (27).

Our goal is to build on previous works utilizing phage sequential treatment (PST) 
and further optimize phage treatments against bacteria prone to high mutation rates. 
For this purpose, we tested our treatment approach on Pseudomonas alcaligenes T3, a 
bacterium we previously isolated from Hydra vulgaris AEP, which was shown capable of 
fast resistance formation. Moreover, we are searching for an approach more effective 
than state-of-the-art phage cocktails (28), which have reportedly been challenged by 
bacterial resistance (29, 30). To achieve this, we take a deeper look into phage sequen
tial treatments and the factors determining their efficacy and ability to curb bacterial 
growth.

RESULTS

Phage isolation and classification

In order to obtain a vast variety of bacteriophages infecting P. alcaligenes for our study, 
we collected lake water (Fig. 1A), and isolated single plaque-forming units (PFUs), 
resulting in four unique bacteriophages: Psari100M φ, CL φ, CRC2 φ, and vsMR φ (Fig. 
1B).

Psari100M φ formed medium-sized PFU with a diameter of approximately 5 mm and a 
distinct border. Observation under transmission electron microscopy (TEM) showed that 
Psari100M had a 20-nm-long tail and a 50-nm-wide icosahedral head. The presence of a 
small tail indicated that Psari100M belonged to podoviral phages (31, 32). CL φ formed 
smaller PFU with a distinct border. TEM images of CL set its head at approximately 
65 nm width and tail at 150 nm, resulting in a total length of 215 nm. Since the tail was 
not retractable, it could be classified as a siphoviridal-like phage. CRC2 φ created the 
largest PFU with a diameter of 10 mm and fuzzy border. The phage had a 50-nm-wide 
head and a 70-nm-long tail, indicating siphoviridal morphology as well. Finally, the vsMR 
phage formed medium-sized to small plaques. Its head was 70 nm wide while its tail was 
160 nm long. Like our other tailed bacteriophages, its tail was non-contractile, classifying 
vsMR as a siphoviridal-like phage. All of them belonged to the newly formed class of 
Caudoviricetes (33) (Fig. 1B through F).
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Sequencing our bacteriophage genomes showed that the Psari100M phage had a 
genome size of 40,823 bp. While genes for capsid proteins, tail tubular proteins, DNA 
ligases, and DNA polymerases were found, protein prediction did not reveal an integrase. 
The Psari100M phage was thus unlikely to be a lysogenic phage (Fig. 2A).

The CL phage, at 73,191 bp, contained a major head protein, DNA and RNA polymera
ses, a helicase, and nucleases, among others. Protein prediction did not identify an 
integrase within the genome of CL phage, thus indicating CL to be a lytic rather than a 
lysogenic phage (Fig. 2B).

Analysis of the CRC2 φ genome showed that it contained a total of 73,319 bp. 
Similar to the Psari100M phage, protein prediction indicated the presence of capsid and 
tail proteins. Furthermore, it contained RNA polymerases in addition to its DNA toolkit 
consisting of DNA polymerases, primases and helicases. The CRC2 φ genome does not 
code for an integrase, indicating that it may likely be a lytic bacteriophage (Fig. 2C).

The vsMR phage, with a genome containing 31,346 bp, coded for phage tail tip 
proteins, DNA polymerase, and several tRNAs, according to protein prediction. Though 
our prediction was not able to identify all encoded proteins, listing some as hypothetical, 
we did not find any integrases and would therefore hypothesize that vsMR phage is likely 
lytic in nature (Fig. 2D).

While our bacteriophages presented as double-stranded DNA viruses with high levels 
of completeness according to predictions, we could not clearly determine whether their 
genomes were circular or linear. Regardless, we represented their genomes in a circular 
fashion for ease of view (Fig. 2).

Taxonomic tree analysis based on nucleotides showed that all four phages were 
neither identical to each other nor to another published phage genome. Psari100M 
was closely related to but not identical to Pseudomonas phage PPpW-4 (NC_023005), 
while CL phage was most similar to a variety of Pseudomonas, Klebsiella, and Achromo
bacter phages. The closest relative to the CRC2 phage was Pseudomonas phage Zuri 
(NC_049456). Finally, the vsMR phage showed similarity to Streptomyces phages (Fig. 2E).

FIG 1 Isolation and classification of Pseudomonas alcaligenes phages. (A) Scheme to visualize bacteriophage extraction from lake water in February, April, 

September, and November via nutrient and bacterial enrichment, PEG felling, and centrifugation. (B) Image of Psari100M, CL, CRC2, and vsMR plaque-forming 

units in overlay agar. (C) Transmission electron microscopy of Psari100M. (D) Transmission electron microscopy image of CL phage. (E) Transmission electron 

microscopy image of CRC2 phage. (F) Transmission electron microscopy image of vsMR phage.
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FIG 2 Genome annotation and phylogenetic analysis of P. alcaligenes phages, with genomes arranged into circular representations for ease of viewing. 

(A) Annotated genome of Psari100M phage (BankIt: OR687459). (B) Annotated genome of CL phage (BankIt: OR687461). (C) Annotated genome of CRC2 phage 

(BankIt: OR687458). (D) Annotated genome of vsMR phage (BankIt: OR687460). (E) Taxonomic tree generated using VipTree to cluster 15 similar phage genomes 

to Psari100M phage, CRC2 phage, CL phage, and vsMR phage.
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Phage concentration affects bacterial growth

As we have learned previously, the ability of phages to infect a bacterium on solid 
medium does not guarantee success when infecting its bacterial host in liquid culture 
(34). Since our goal was to prepare a therapeutic intervention regimen using bacter
iophages effective against bacteria in liquid culture and on solid surfaces, we tested 
infectivity of all our phages in P. alcaligenes liquid culture. Additionally, we posed the 
question of how different phage concentrations would affect the speed and amount of 
resistance formation. To achieve this, we added dilutions of phage solution with varying 
titers to P. alcaligenes cultured in liquid medium. Rather than merely observing a decline 
in bacterial growth, we were able to see clear differences in growth patterns based on 
phage concentration.

In case of Psari100M φ, the highest phage concentration resulted in no initial OD 
increase until 33 h, after which bacterial growth started and reached an OD 0.8 over the 
course of 60 h. Adding 5 × 106 PFU/µL resulted in an initial peak at 0.19 OD within 9 h, 
before growth decreased, and stagnated for 30 h. After 36 h, bacterial growth increased 
exponentially up to 0.46 OD, before reaching stationary phase. This trend continued in 
all following dilutions, with higher initial bacterial growth correlating with lower phage 
concentration. P. alcaligenes without phages grew to a maximum OD of 0.65 within 27 h, 
before reaching tstationary phase. Most cultures with Psari100M φ reached stationary 
phase at ODs ranging around 0.33 OD, except for the two highest concentrations that 
stagnated at higher OD and the 49,000 dilution, which stagnated at 0.26 OD (Fig. 3A).

Adding CRC2 φ to liquid P. alcaligenes culture resulted in bacterial growth up to 
an OD of 0.15 within 5 h. Then, bacterial growth stagnated at 0.1, until it increased 
exponentially after 30 h to an OD of 0.45. It remained at that level until the 63 h mark, 
after which OD decreased again. As observed in cultures containing Psari100M φ, initial 
bacterial growth increased inversely proportional to phage concentration, with an initial 
peak at 0.1 OD in a culture with 1,865,000 PFU, an initial peak at 0.33 OD in a culture 
with 186,500 PFU, a peak at 0.49 OD in a culture with 1,865 PFU, and so on. Another 
trend we observed was that secondary bacterial growth began later with decreasing 
phage concentrations; such that exponential growth started after 30 h in a culture with 
186 × 106 PFU, while exponential growth started after 38 h in a culture with 186,500 
PFU. This pattern was broken in cultures with less than 2,000 PFU, where the initial peak 
was followed almost immediately by a secondary peak, before stagnating. Additionally, it 
could be observed that secondary bacterial growth reached higher OD values when the 
first peak was lower. All bacterial cultures with CRC2 φ reached stationary growth at ODs 
ranging from 0.38 to 0.21 (Fig. 3B).

Graphs derived from a dilution series of CL φ phage followed the same trends 
mentioned above (Fig. 3A and B). As such, lower phage concentrations were again 
linked to higher initial bacterial growth, followed by later resistance formation and lower 
secondary growth. Addition of a 10−7 dilution, generating low phage concentrations of 
approximately 4 PFU/µL, resulted in bacterial growth reaching an even higher peak than 
liquid P. alcaligenes culture without phages. Unlike CRC2 and Psari100M, bacterial growth 
following CL phage infection does not end in stationary phase but rather leads to a 
decline even after the secondary peak (Fig. 3C).

VsMR φ followed the same trend as its predecessors, with initial bacterial growth 
increasing inversely proportional to a lower initial phage concentration and secondary 
growth increasing in cultures with higher initial phage concentrations. Notably, final OD 
values were again stationary and larger than 0, ranging from 0.18 to 0.41. If all bacteria 
had been eradicated, we would expect a final OD around 0.1, similar to our medium 
control (Fig. 3D).

When comparing the heights of our first peaks from each phage concentration, 
we found that they often differed significantly from each other and always showed 
significant differences compared to our control without phages. Furthermore, we were 
able to observe again that peak height increased when phages were at lower concentra
tions (Fig. S2A through D). These results do not however indicate that the highest phage 
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concentration similarly resulted in the lowest overall bacterial load. Instead, our lowest 
total bacterial loads occurred at MOIs (multiplicities of infection) ranging from one phage 
per bacterial cell in case of vsMR phage and CRC2 phage to an MOI of 10 in Psari100M 
phage and MOI of 50 in CL phage (Fig. S2E).

Bacterial resistance

One could argue that the rise in optical density, from which we inferred bacterial 
load, was a result of interference by debris from lysed bacteria. To test this, we pelle
ted P. alcaligenes cells from liquid culture and compared the OD of supernatant and 
pellet, including supernatant derived from liquid bacterial cultures infected with phage. 
Pelleted bacterial cells displayed an OD of 0.4. Supernatant from culture with and 
without phages did not display any increase in OD, remaining at a level similar to 

FIG 3 Growth analysis of P. alcaligenes infected with different concentrations of each bacteriophage. (A) Optical density measured over time to determine 

bacterial growth of P. alcaligenes infected with different concentrations of Psari100M phage with standard deviation (N = 4). (B) OD measured over time to 

determine growth of P. alcaligenes infected with CRC2 phage dilutions (SD, N = 4). (C) OD over time of P. alcaligenes infected with CL phage dilutions (SD, N = 4). 

(D) OD over time of P. alcaligenes infected with vsMR phage dilutions (SD, N = 4).
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our medium control at approximately 0.1 OD. Only after 12 h did supernatant from 
phage-infected bacteria increase in OD (Fig. S1).

Since ODs of both supernatant solutions behaved similarly to our medium control, 
it does not seem as though cellular debris derived from phage lysis interfered with 
optical density. Therefore, we hypothesized that bacterial growth was the cause of our 
observed increase in OD. This would only be possible if P. alcaligenes had either become 
resistant to phages or used a defense mechanism to stop phage infection. Abortive 
systems and CRISPR Cas systems are among the known defense mechanisms resulting 
in phage destruction, while resistance mechanisms include the permanent alteration of 
surface structures to hinder phage attachment or entry of genetic material (35). Analysis 
of the P. alcaligenes genome did not indicate the presence of a CRISPR Cas system, 
which hints that our phages may not have been destroyed. This was confirmed when we 
re-isolated phages at the end of our concentration assays (Fig. 3) and used them for spot 
assays containing unexposed P. alcaligenes. These assays developed lytic phage spots, 
indicating that phages had indeed not been destroyed. Thus, the most likely conclusion 
was that P. alcaligenes had mutated to form resistance without killing phages.

To test for bacterial resistance, we simultaneously re-isolated bacteria at the end of 
our phage concentration assays (Fig. 3), and investigated their susceptibility to each 
bacteriophage via spot assays. We compared re-isolated bacteria to negative control P. 
alcaligenes which had not come into contact with phages. Our negative control showed 
transparent spots where bacterial lysis had occurred, thus reaffirming the lytic ability of 
our phage solutions (Fig. 4A), while bacteria exposed to phages during phage concentra
tion assays (Fig. 3) did not show lytic spot formation.

Interestingly, we were able to observe the formation of small PFU outside of phage 
spots, indicating remaining phage activity at the end of the growth assay. Additional 
spotting of vsMR phage on top did not yield a transparent spot. One could hypothesize 
that the P. alcaligenes strain used in this overlay agar became resistant to the initial 
vsMR φ solution, while the vsMR phages creating these PFUs may have co-evolved to be 
capable of infecting the resistant P. alcaligenes strain (Fig. 4B).

To confirm that our observed lack of infection was not a result of bacterial contamina
tion, we performed spot assays with GFP labeled P. alcaligenes. As a result, we observed 
single colony-forming units (CFUs) within previously transparent phage spots, where 
CRC2, Psari100M, and CL and vsMR phages had been spotted. Since these CFUs were 
green fluorescent, we were able to show that these resistant bacteria were indeed P. 
alcaligenes, thus ruling out bacterial contamination (Fig. 4C).

To exclude potential artifacts, we performed another round of spot assays similar to 
those shown Fig. 4A. Specifically, we exposed P. alcaligenes to all four single phages and 
a phage cocktail in liquid culture rather than re-isolating bacteria from phage concen
tration assays. After incubation, we observed that resistance formation had occurred 
at the same time in phage cocktails as it had occurred in mono-phage treatments. 
As such, bacteria co-cultured with Psari100M did not show a transparent spot where 
Psari100M was spotted, but showed three lytic spots for CL, vsMR, and CRC2 phages. 
The same held true for our other phages, resulting in spot assay patterns similar to Fig. 
4B. Bacteria co-cultured with the phage cocktail yielded no transparent spots at all, no 
matter which phage was added. A summary of these observations can be found in Fig. 
4D. Furthermore, we named P. alcaligenes resistant to all four phages after exposure 
to cocktails as Rall, while P. alcaligenes resistant to Psari100M were named R100M, P. 
alcaligenes to CL phage were named RCL and so on (Fig. 4D).

Genome sequencing of resistant bacteria revealed that P. alcaligenes did indeed 
undergo genomic changes, which allowed us to investigate whether each mutant 
acquired the same set of mutations or a different pattern of mutations specific to 
each phage. In R100M, we found four mutations not present in wild-type P. alcaligenes. 
Among them, a mutation within the “DEDD-Tnp-IS110 domain-containing protein” gene 
occurred with a frequency of 100%, followed by a mutation in HpcH-HpaI domain-con

Research Article mSphere

July 2024  Volume 9  Issue 7 10.1128/msphere.00707-23 7

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/m

sp
he

re
 o

n 
13

 A
ug

us
t 2

02
4 

by
 2

12
.2

01
.1

52
.3

7.

https://doi.org/10.1128/msphere.00707-23


taining protein with 36% frequency and a branched-chain ABC transporter permease 
protein and hypothetical protein at 20%.

Mutants resistant to the CL phage presented the same mutation in the HpcH-HpaI 
domain-containing protein and two novel mutations in the HlyD family secretion protein 
and Phosphorelay protein LuxU. P. alcaligenes mutants resistant to CRC2 φ and vsMR 
φ both contained mutations in the previously mentioned hypothetical protein and 
HpcH-HpaI domain-containing protein with frequencies of approximately 30%. Unlike 
mutants resistant to one phage, the Rall mutant resistant to our phage cocktail, showed 
mutations whose frequencies all lie at 100%. Among them is again our hypothetical 
protein, a mutation in Diguanylate cyclase DosC and one in a transport protein (Fig. 4E).

Sequential treatment to combat resistance formation

So far, we have shown that, upon exposure to a phage, bacteria became resistant to 
that one phage while still being susceptible to our other phages (Fig. 4B and D). In 
addition, administration of a phage cocktail led to resistance formation against all four 
phages in the same time span it took P. alcaligenes to form resistance against single 
phages. To counteract resistance formation, we considered that phages caused different 
mutation patterns (Fig. 4E), which led us to hypothesize that addition of one phage after 
another may force bacteria to adapt to one phage at a time. Such an approach may 
hypothetically be more efficient than a phage cocktail approach, wherein bacteria could 
adapt to all phages at once. Thus, we started a new set of growth assays, adding several 
combinations of our phages to liquid P. alcaligenes culture in intervals of 24 h. Due to 

FIG 4 Resistance development in P. alcaligenes. (A) Spot assay containing P. alcaligenes in overlay with Psari100M, CL, CRC2, and vsMR phage spots. (B) Spot assay, 

overlay containing P. alcaligenes previously infected with and now resistant to vsMR phage, while Psari100M, CL, CRC2, and vsMR phage were spotted on top. (C) 

Fluorescent microscopy image of GFP labeled P. alcaligenes appearing within spot after 48 h. (D) Heatmap depicting which P. alcaligenes mutants are resistant 

to Psari100M, CL, CRC2, or vsMR phage. (E) Bar chart showing SNPs and Indels within coding regions and frequencies of occurrence within resistant P. alcaligenes 

mutants.
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having four phages, we tested 24 unique PSTs in total. Two notable examples included 
PST consisting of vsMR φ, followed by CL φ, followed by CRC2 φ and then Psari100M φ. A 
second good performer consisted of Sequence 2, starting with CL φ, followed by CRC2 φ, 
followed by Psari100M φ and lastly vsMR φ (Fig. 5A).

We tested the efficiency of these phage sequential treatments by comparing each 
PST to a phage cocktail and monophage treatment, while measuring bacterial growth 
at OD600. The first phage was added to liquid P. alcaligenes culture at 0 h and every 
following phage in intervals of 24 h. Untreated P. alcaligenes grew to a maximum OD of 
0.8 within 15 h, before entering stationary phase, whereas our phage cocktail reduced 
bacterial growth, so that its maximum peak occurred at an OD of 0.6 at 45 h. Instead 
of reaching stationary phase, P. alcaligenes growth declined again after 45 h. When PST 
Sequence 1 was added, bacterial growth began at 28 h and reached a maximum peak of 
0.45 OD. PST Sequence 2 resulted in an initial growth peak at 8 h of up to OD 0.28, before 
decreasing bacterial growth and only reaching a maximum peak of 0.3 at 44 h (Fig. 5B).

Comparing maximum bacterial growth peaks via Tukey’s test showed clearly that 
the highest peak of PST Sequence 2 was significantly lower than the highest peak 
observed in all other treatments. Additionally, the highest peak of PST Sequence 1 was 

FIG 5 Phage sequential treatment of P. alcaligenes. (A) Scheme listing all tested phage sequential treatments. (B) Optical density measured over time to 

determine growth of P. alcaligenes without phages, P. alcaligenes treated with CRC2 phage, P. alcaligenes treated with a phage cocktail and phage sequential 

treatments Sequence 1 and Sequence 2. Error bars utilize standard deviation (N = 4). (C) Comparison of highest peaks of each graph found in (B) using Tukey’s 

test following one-way ANOVA with F = 164.2. “****” denotes P < 0.0001, "***” denotes P = 0.0003, “**” denotes P = 0.0073, and “ns” equates to P = 0.6179. (D) 

Area under the curve and its standard error analysis of all graphs visible in (B).
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significantly lower than peaks caused by our phage cocktail and monophage treatment, 
thus indicating that phage sequential treatment performed better in terms of avoiding 
high bacterial density (Fig. 5C).

To gain insight into the impact of phage treatments on the total bacterial load over 
the course of our experiment, we calculated the area under each curve, finding that PST 
Sequence 2 performed best at reducing total bacterial growth throughout the entirety of 
our experiment. Specifically, PST Sequence 2 reduced bacterial growth seven times more 
compared to untreated P. alcaligenes and two times as much compared to our phage 
cocktail. PST Sequence 1 was the second-best performer, still reducing bacterial growth 
six times more compared to untreated bacteria and 1.8 times as much compared to the 
cocktail. Monophage treatment as well as untreated P. alcaligenes yielded the highest 
total bacterial load, though monophage treatment still reduced bacterial load by half 
compared to untreated bacteria (Fig. 5D).

Spot assays performed after completion of this experimental series indicated that 
phages were still active and capable of lysing unexposed P. alcaligenes cultures. 
Furthermore, we observed that sequential treatments varied greatly depending on the 
combination of phages. The results of other tested PST combinations may be found in 
Fig. S1C and D (N = 4).

DISCUSSION

Over the course of this study, we identified four novel bacteriophages, characterized 
their infection patterns and tested PST as a promising alternative to phage cocktails in 
an effort to overcome bacterial resistance. These experiments were conducted using 
P. alcaligenes as a model organism due to its close relatedness to P. aeruginosa, one 
of the leading causes of multi-resistant infections (3). As such, treatments effective 
in P. alcaligenes are potentially applicable to P. aeruginosa as well as other “ESKAPE” 
organisms and may thus be relevant in clinical settings.

In monophage treatment, initial bacterial growth peaks (5–10 h) were likely caused 
by phage concentrations too low to kill all bacteria at once. As a consequence, consec
utive decreases in bacterial growth may have been caused by increasing numbers of 
replicating phages. This hypothesis is supported by the lack of an initial peak after 
concentrating Psari100M phages to an MOI of 500 (Fig. 3A). Since initial bacterial growth 
peaks were at their lowest using high phage concentrations, one could assume that a 
higher MOI would automatically perform best at curbing bacterial growth. While we 
did indeed show that a higher MOI produced the lowest initial growth peaks (Fig. S2A 
through D), this hypothesis does not hold true in terms of total bacterial load. Instead, 
the lowest total bacterial load was achieved by MOIs between 1 and 10, as we can show 
by calculating the AUC (area under the curve) of each phage concentration (Fig. S2E).

Secondary growth peaks (~30 h, Fig. 3) on the other hand were the result of resistance 
formation. This hypothesis was supported by CFU growing within spots after only 48 h 
(Fig. 4C). Additionally, we observed resistance development to all four phages in our spot 
assays (Fig. 4D), which was congruent with observations in other studies, where bacteria 
were capable of forming resistances to several phages at once (36). Especially in cases 
of very high phage concentrations such as in Psari100M (Fig. 3A), secondary bacterial 
growth may have increased further due to phage concentration methods simultaneously 
resulting in larger amounts of bacterial debris, which may have served as an additional 
nutrient source for P. alcaligenes (Fig. S1B).

In conclusion, it seems most beneficial to not only reduce initial growth peaks, but 
to keep bacterial growth curves from fluctuating strongly, which we observed whenever 
we used an MOI of 1–10. A potential explanation for this may be the arising competition 
over nutrients between non-resistant bacteria, which made up the first growth peak and 
resistant bacteria, which account for secondary growth peaks. This concept also applied 
to our PST, during which we added phages in intervals to keep bacterial growth steadily 
contained.

Research Article mSphere

July 2024  Volume 9  Issue 7 10.1128/msphere.00707-2310

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/m

sp
he

re
 o

n 
13

 A
ug

us
t 2

02
4 

by
 2

12
.2

01
.1

52
.3

7.

https://doi.org/10.1128/msphere.00707-23


This approach seemed to have been successful, since our PST performed better than 
phage cocktails, as they were more efficient for two reasons; First, maximum growth 
peaks were reduced the most after PSTs compared to the maximum growth peak we 
observed after cocktail treatment (Fig. 5B). Comparing both peaks via Tukey’s multiple 
comparisons test further confirmed that PST outperformed the phage cocktail signifi
cantly in terms of subduing bacterial growth (Fig. 5C). Second, we showed that bacterial 
growth remained stable at a relatively low OD over the course of 95 h in PST, resulting 
in half as much total bacterial growth, as calculated by AUC, compared to our cocktail 
treatment (Fig. 5D). Consistently low levels of bacterial growth are especially important 
in clinical settings, because the immune system has a better chance of dealing with 
low quantities of bacteria. Additionally, large bursts of bacterial growth followed by 
lysis as observed in the cocktail treatment can lead to the release of larger amounts of 
potentially harmful endotoxins (37).

While we highlighted our most successful treatments (Fig. 5B), we observed a 
high level of diversity in bacterial growth patterns among different phage sequen
tial treatments (Fig. S1C). This was interesting because we added the same phages 
and concentrations with the only difference being their order of addition. These 
findings further confirmed observations made by Wright et al. (27), who also conclu
ded that phage order was an important factor in sequential treatments. Our strategy 
was furthermore substantiated by literature describing similar experiments, alternat
ing between different antibiotics to achieve vulnerability (38), and resistance delay 
in bacteria (39). While these treatment regimens relied on forcing bacteria to switch 
between different antibiotic resistance strategies, the same principles applie to phages, 
assuming our phages use different entry and infection strategies, which mutant analysis 
seems to imply. As shown in Fig. 4E, where some mutations were shared among resistant 
P. alcaligenes such as the HpCH-Hpal domain protein mutation, others were unique 
to specific phages such as the DEDD-Tnp-IS10 domain protein mutation only found 
in bacteria resistant to Psari100M phage, as well as the phosphorelay LuxU mutation 
present in bacteria resistant to CL phage only (Fig. 4E).

According to UniProt (40), the DEDD-Tnp-IS10 domain protein found in R100M 
mutants may potentially contribute to DNA-binding. Therefore, the protein may either be 
responsible for changing bacterial metabolic activity by acting as a transcription factor, 
or may directly impact the processing of phage DNA. Meanwhile, the phosphorelay 
protein LuxU found in RCL mutants, is a phosphorelay sensor with potential implications 
for bacterial chemotaxis with no previously noted involvement in phage infection. The 
mutation within HpCH-Hpal domain protein belonging to the aldolase/citrate lyase 
family, was found to be most similar to a sequence from Pelagibacterium and no 
previously recorded literature regarding its involvement in phage resistance formation 
either. All in all, more sequencing and potentially proteomic work would be required 
to further illuminate which mutations among the ones we found play vital roles in the 
formation of phage resistance.

On the other hand, bacteria resistant to vsMR and CRC2 do not seem to display 
unique mutations even though bacteria resistant to one phage can still be infected by 
the other. This could be a result of our focusing on mutations in coding regions, as 
there were further single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) within non-coding areas, 
likely because selection pressure is lower in non-coding regions (41). Unfortunately, this 
also makes it more difficult to pinpoint mutations relevant for resistance formation. Even 
though a non-negligible part of new SNPs could be found among surface structures 
which historically have been shown to be common attachment points for phages, such 
as flagella, channels, and transport proteins (42), mutations do not seem to have high 
predictive power in our series of experiments.

Another aspect worthy of consideration is the observed ability of phages to increase 
vulnerability towards antibiotics, as was tested in Salmonella by Laure and Ahn (43) as 
well as Turner et al. (44), who observed an increase in antibiotic sensitivity in P. aerugi
nosa after phage treatment. While we did not experimentally test whether our phages 
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were capable of increasing susceptibility to antibiotics, it may certainly be interesting to 
follow up on this topic, using our library of phage-resistant mutants.

Thus, we need to look toward different ways to improve phage treatments and to 
combat resistance formation. Our experiments have opened multiple avenues for future 
improvements. One important factor with potential predictive power is phage concen
trations because of their ability to impact the height of initial and secondary peaks 
and thus determine the amount and timing of bacterial growth. While literature does 
not unanimously claim an ideal phage titer for therapy, phage concentrations below 1 
× 104 PFU/µL were shown to be less effective in vitro in M. tuberculosis (22), whereas 
clinical treatments utilized titers around 1 × 108 (21) or even 1 × 1010 (45). While our 
lowest phage titers range around 5 × 108, and our experimental data clearly depicts 
phage infectivity, we can be relatively certain that our experiments took place within the 
infection range of our phages, especially since we saw weak declines in bacterial growth 
even at incredibly low concentrations such as 100 PFU/µL (Fig. 3).

Further options we have not explored as much include interval times, since we only 
tested 24 h intervals due to technical limitations. It is possible that different intervals 
such as 12 h intervals, 30 h intervals, or even mixed intervals may also have an impact 
on bacterial growth patterns. Nutrients may also influence bacterial growth, though 
they are more difficult to control for in clinical settings. Another avenue to consider for 
future experiments is phage receptors, since different bacteriophages use a vast variety 
of entry points to infect bacteria (46). Recommendations state that phage cocktails that 
contain phages specifically targeting different entry points of a bacterium may be more 
efficient (47). This concept would likely also apply to our sequential treatments, such that 
we could improve upon our combination by specifically searching for bacteriophages 
targeting different receptors of P. alcaligenes. All these factors, along with co-evolution 
(48), phage diversity (49), and phage engineering to increase infectivity (50, 51), could all 
build towards improved phage treatments.

When looking at resistant bacterial mutants, their fitness often determines whether a 
mutation can be exploited for treatment purposes, since gain of bacterial resistance can 
be part of a tradeoff that results in a loss of function alongside resistance formation. 
Evidence of such tradeoffs has been found in antibiotic-resistant E. coli which traded 
resistance for a reduction in growth rates (52), as well as in phage-resistant bacteria (53). 
Additionally, it could be interesting to perform follow-up experiments when working 
with host-associated organisms, to look for tradeoffs that reduce fitness in terms of 
host-interactions and colonization capacity.

For future experiments, it might be particularly beneficial to include experiments that 
select for phages targeting different entry points, to make bacterial resistance formation 
more challenging while also utilizing improved administration intervals and concentra
tions and to specifically select for phages that generate mutants with lower fitness and 
thus lower chances of survival and persistence. All of these factors may improve the 
success of a phage treatment in clinical settings.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Phage collection

Lake water was collected in February, April, September, and November, to collect 
a number of diverse phages. Samples were warmed up to room temperature (RT) 
overnight and divided into three 500-mL flasks. One sample was enriched with R2A broth 
(Neogen), one was enriched with R2A and Pseudomonas solani T3 (genome accessible 
in the GenBank database under the accession number CP158373), and one was not 
modified. Water samples were incubated at RT and 150 rpm overnight, before they 
were filtered (grade 595 1/2, Whatman). Filtrate was transferred to 250 mL centrifuge 
bottles (Beckman Coulter, Polycarbonate) and centrifuged at 10,000 rpm for 30 min using 
an Avanti JXN centrifuge (Beckman Coulter, JA-14 fixed angle rotor) to pellet bacteria. 
Supernatant was filtered using 0.2 µm filters (Whatman, Sigma-Aldrich) to remove the 
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remaining bacteria. We dissolved 10% (wt/vol) polyethylene glycol (Sigma-Aldrich) in the 
supernatant solutions, while they rested on ice for 2 h and centrifuged all samples at 
10,000 rpm for 30 min. Pellets were re-suspended using 3 mL SM buffer (50 mM Tris–HCl, 
100 mM NaCl, 8 mM MgSO4 at pH 7.5). Phage solution was stored at 4°C with 10% 
(vol/vol) chloroform.

Spot assays

Overlay agar was prepared by dissolving 1.2 g Neogen R2A broth and 1.6 g agarose in 
400 mL sterile H2O. The solution was autoclaved at 121°C and stored at 50°C. 1 mL of P. 
alcaligenes culture at 1.3 MF-U was added to 4 mL of overlay, distributed on top of an 
R2A agar plate and left to cool. About 10 µL of phage solution per spot was added on 
top. Plates were incubated at RT for 24 or 48 h, depending on temperature.

Phage propagation

Spot assays were prepared using phage solution after collection. Spots were cut out 
and placed into 2 mL liquid P. alcaligenes culture and incubated at 18°C for 12 h. The 
phage-bacteria mixture was filtered using 0.2 µm pore filters to remove bacteria and the 
resulting phage solution added to 10 mL bacterial culture to incubate overnight. This 
step was repeated with 50 mL of P. alcaligenes culture to obtain highly concentrated 
phage solution. 10% (vol/vol) chloroform was added for conservation.

Phage isolation

Purity of phages was achieved by preparing dilution series of phage mixtures and 
isolating single PFU during plaque assays. Dilution series were prepared by diluting 
phage mixtures in R2A, after which 10 µL from each dilution step were added to 4 mL 
overlay agar and 1 mL P. alcaligenes, to prepare a plaque assay. Overlay was plated 
and the plaque assay was incubated at RT for 30 h. Single plaque-forming units were 
excised from each plate and amplified in liquid bacterial culture until we reached a total 
volume of 500 mL. Bacteria were removed via centrifugation at 10,000 rpm (Beckman 
Coulter, JA-14 fixed angle rotor) and the resulting phage solution, which was derived 
from a single PFU and thus purified, was split. One half was used for DNA extraction 
(see below) while the other half was subjected to PEG precipitation and centrifuged at 
10,000 rpm. The phage pellet was re-suspended in 50 mL SM buffer and conserved using 
10% (vol/vol) chloroform and stored in the fridge at 4°C. Purity was further controlled 
by transmission electron microscopy and genome sequencing of DNA isolated from the 
same purified stocks. All phage stocks were confirmed as pure as no other genomes or 
multiple genotypes were co-assembled (see below).

Transmission electron microscopy

About 5 µL of isolated phage solution was collected for morphological characterization 
via negative staining. Samples were stained with 0.5% (wt/vol) aqueous uranyl acetate 
(54) and visualized using a FEI Tecnai G2 Spirit BioTWIN transmission electron microscope 
at 80 kV with a magnification of 40,000–100,000×.

Phage genome extraction

DNA of Psari100M and CL phage was extracted using CTAB extraction buffer (100 mM 
Tris at a pH of 8, 3 M NaCl, 20 mM EDTA, and 3% cetyltrimethylammonium bromide), as 
described in our previous report (34). DNA was re-suspended in 40 µL DNase-free water 
and stored at −80°C before sequencing. CRC2 and vsMR DNA were extracted using the 
DNeasy Blood & Tissue Kit (Qiagen).
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Phage genome sequencing and assembly

The genomic DNA was sequenced with the MinION nanopore technology (Oxford 
Nanopore Technologies, Oxford, UK) using a MinION Flongle Flow Cell (Cat. No. FLO-
FLG001) with the Flow Cell Priming Kit (Cat. No. EXP-FLP002) and the Rapid Sequencing 
Kit (Cat. No. SQK-RAD004), following the manufacturer’s protocols. The super-accu
rate model of Guppy (Oxford Nanopore Technologies plc., Version 5.0.11 + 2b6dbff, 
dna_r9.4.1_450bps_sup) was used for basecalling. Raw reads were adapter trimmed with 
Porechop v0.2.4 (55) and assembled with Canu v2.2 (56), and the contigs were polished 
twice with Medaka v1.4.3 with model r941_min_sup_g507 (57). Assembly quality and 
completeness were assessed with CheckV v1.0.1 (58) and manual inspection.

Phage genome annotation

Open reading frame (ORF) prediction and functional annotation of phages were 
performed using a combination of PHANOTATE (59) Pharokka (60), Prodigal (61), Prokka 
(62), Bakta (63), GeneMarkS (64) RAST (65), and Balrog (66). Consensus gene calls and 
best hit predicted protein similarity searches were made using PHROGs (67), eggNOG 
(68), PFAM (69), PhaLP (70), and ACLAME (71). Databases were curated manually. Putative 
transfer RNA (tRNA) genes were identified using ARAGORN (72) and tRNAScan-SE (73). 
The graphical genome map was generated with the CGView server tool (74) and grouped 
by PHROGs functional categories. The classification into head, neck, and tail proteins of 
tailed bacteriophages was done with VIRFAM (75).

Phylogenetic tree analysis

Pseudomonas phages were classified with other reference phages based on genome-
wide similarities using VipTree v4.0 (76). A proteomic tree was generated by BIONJ based 
on a genomic distance matrix, mid-point rooted, and a tree was regenerated by selecting 
the closest 15 reference phages according to their highest genomic similarity (S-G) 
scores. Branch lengths were log-scaled from the root, lengths are based on the genomic 
similarity score S-G values (normalized tBLASTx scores).

Phage solution preparation for concentration assays

Isolated phage solution (see “Phage isolation” above) was added to P. alcaligenes in liquid 
culture and incubated overnight. Bacteria were removed via centrifugation at 4,600 rpm 
(SORVALL Heraeus fixed angle rotor 75,006,445), filtration through 0.2 µm membrane 
and addition of 10% (wt/vol) chlorofom, to re-obtain phage solution. These steps were 
repeated to increase the concentration of each of our phage solutions. Psari100M was 
concentrated to a maximum of 12.5 × 109 PFU/µL, CRC2 phage was concentrated to a 
maximum of 186 × 106 PFU/µL, vsMR phage was concentrated to a maximum of 1.35 × 
109 PFU/µL, and CL phage to a maximum of 41 × 106 PFU/µL. Phage solution was diluted 
with R2A medium to prepare a dilution series of each phage solution.

Ninety-six-well plate growth assays

Bacterial growth was analyzed via Optical Density measurements at 600 nm using a 
Spark TECAN plate reader and 96-well plates (CELLSTAR, Greiner bio-one). All experi
ments were performed with a total of four wells serving as replicates for each treatment 
(N = 4). Sterile R2A medium and S medium served as negative controls, respectively. 
P. alcaligenes cultures were grown overnight and diluted to an OD600 of 0.12 before 
200 µL of bacterial culture was added to wells. An OD600 of 0.12 contained approximately 
107 CFU/mL. Phage solution (20 µL) was mixed in when specified. The plate reader was 
set to 18°C, low humidity, and 150 rpm. Measurements were taken in 15 min intervals. In 
the end, 100 µL of bacterial culture was used for spot assays.
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Phage solution preparation for cocktail and PST

Phage mixture for cocktails was prepared according to the amplification step (see above) 
and then mixed in a 1:1:1:1 ratio, adding 1 mL of each phage solution. The titers of each 
phage as obtained via PFU counts consisted of 5 × 109 PFU/µL for 100M phage, 577 × 
106 PFU/µL for CL phage, 6.7 × 109 PFU/µL for CRC2 phage, and 1.9 × 109 PFU/µL for 
vsMR phage. Titers apply to PST experiments as well (Fig. S1C; Fig. 5B). These phage 
concentrations result in an MOI of 500 for Psari100M phage, an MOI of 58 for CL phage, 
670 for CRC2 phage, and an MOI of 190 for vsMR phage.

Mutant picking

About 100 µL of P. alcaligenes solution was extracted after growth assays, distributed 
onto R2A agar, and left to incubate for 24 h. Colonies were picked, grown in liquid 
culture, and their retained resistance confirmed via spot assays. 2 mL was used for DNA 
extraction.

Bacterial DNA extraction

P. alcaligenes DNA was extracted using the DNeasy Blood & Tissue Kit (Qiagen).

Mutant sequencing and SNP calling

P. alcaligenes mutants were sequenced by Eurofins using a standard genomic library 
and an Illumina NovaSeq set to NovaSeq 6000 S4 PE150 XP mode. SNPs were identi
fied via Variant Analysis Pipeline v2.6.8, consisting of raw sequence data analysis (77), 
mapping (78) alignment and SNP calling using Sentieon’s HaplotypeCaller (79). During 
this analysis, we compared all our mutants to our “wild-type” P. alcaligenes T3 strain, 
which we isolated from lab-cultured Hydra which has thus not been previously exposed 
to our bacteriophages.

Statistical analysis

Bacterial growth assays performed at OD600 were analyzed using GraphPad Prism 
Version 10.2.0 for Windows. Peaks were identified and then compared based on their 
height using one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey’s multiple comparisons test. Entire 
graphs were compared by utilizing an area under the curve calculation with an OD of 0.1 
set as the baseline.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to acknowledge Prof. Dr. rer. nat. Dr. hc Thomas Bosch and thank him for 
his permission to utilize his lab facilities and for creating a propulsive environment to 
conduct research in. Similarly, we want to thank Prof. Dr. Olivia Roth for kindly letting us 
use her S2 facilities. We would also like to thank Dijana Pavleska and Dr. Justin Jetter for 
allowing use of their software, desktop, and backup systems occasionally.

This research was funded by the DFG (German Research Foundation): Project-ID 
261376515–CRC 1182 “Origin and function of metaorganisms,” Project C4.2: “Phage 
regulated, rapid acclimatization of Hydra.”

L.U. performed a majority of laboratory work, compiled graphs and statistical 
analyses, and wrote the manuscript, L.X.S. sequenced and annotated phage genomes, 
C.G. genetically modified P. alcaligenes and provided ideas for statistical analysis, and T.L. 
provided funding, experimental designs, aided in phage annotation, and supervised this 
project. All authors contributed their own Materials and Methods sections and edited the 
manuscript.

AUTHOR AFFILIATIONS

1Zoological Institute, Christian-Albrechts Universität zu Kiel, Kiel, Germany

Research Article mSphere

July 2024  Volume 9  Issue 7 10.1128/msphere.00707-2315

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/m

sp
he

re
 o

n 
13

 A
ug

us
t 2

02
4 

by
 2

12
.2

01
.1

52
.3

7.

https://doi.org/10.1128/msphere.00707-23


2RD3 Marine Ecology, RU Marine Symbioses, GEOMAR Helmholtz Centre for Ocean 
Research, Kiel, Germany

AUTHOR ORCIDs

Laura Ulrich  http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8744-7555
Tim Lachnit  http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2880-5930

FUNDING

Funder Grant(s) Author(s)

Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) 261376515 Laura Ulrich

Leon X. Steiner

Christoph Giez

Tim Lachnit

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Laura Ulrich, Data curation, Investigation, Methodology, Software, Visualization, Writing 
– original draft, Writing – review and editing | Leon X. Steiner, Software, Visualization 
| Christoph Giez, Methodology | Tim Lachnit, Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, 
Project administration, Software, Supervision, Validation, Visualization, Writing – review 
and editing

DATA AVAILABILITY

Assembled phage genomes can be viewed at GenBank under accession numbers 
OR687458, OR687459, OR687460, and OR687461. Raw sequences of our P. alcaligenes 
mutants can be found at the SRA using accession code PRJNA1068988. The P. solani T3 
genome is accessible in the GenBank database under the accession number CP158373.

ADDITIONAL FILES

The following material is available online.

Supplemental Material

Figure S1 (mSphere00707-23-s0001.svg). All PST treatments and growth controls.
Figure S2 (mSphere00707-23-s0002.svg). Statistical analyses of phage concentration 
analysis.

REFERENCES

1. Pires DP, Costa AR, Pinto G, Meneses L, Azeredo J. 2020. Current 
challenges and future opportunities of phage therapy. FEMS Microbiol 
Rev 44:684–700. https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fuaa017

2. Munkholm L, Rubin O. 2020. The global governance of antimicrobial 
resistance: a cross-country study of alignment between the global 
action plan and national action plans. Global Health 16:109. https://doi.
org/10.1186/s12992-020-00639-3

3. De Oliveira DMP, Forde BM, Kidd TJ, Harris PNA, Schembri MA, Beatson 
SA, Paterson DL, Walker MJ. 2020. Antimicrobial resistance in ESKAPE 
pathogens. Clin Microbiol Rev 33:e00181-19. https://doi.org/10.1128/
CMR.00181-19

4. Brinkac L, Voorhies A, Gomez A, Nelson KE. 2017. The threat of 
antimicrobial resistance on the human microbiome. Microb Ecol 
74:1001–1008. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00248-017-0985-z

5. Lerminiaux NA, Cameron ADS. 2019. Horizontal transfer of antibiotic 
resistance genes in clinical environments. Can J Microbiol 65:34–44. 
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjm-2018-0275

6. Ferri M, Ranucci E, Romagnoli P, Giaccone V. 2017. Antimicrobial 
resistance: a global emerging threat to public health systems. Crit Rev 

Food Sci Nutr 57:2857–2876. https://doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2015.
1077192

7. Septimus EJ. 2018. Antimicrobial resistance: an antimicrobial/diagnostic 
stewardship and infection prevention approach. Med Clin North Am 
102:819–829. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcna.2018.04.005

8. Nathwani D, Varghese D, Stephens J, Ansari W, Martin S, Charbonneau C. 
2019. Value of hospital antimicrobial stewardship programs [ASPs]: a 
systematic review. Antimicrob Resist Infect Control 8:35. https://doi.org/
10.1186/s13756-019-0471-0

9. Schouten J, De Waele J, Lanckohr C, Koulenti D, Haddad N, Rizk N, Sjövall 
F, Kanj SS, Alliance for the Prudent Use of Antibiotics (APUA). 2021. 
Antimicrobial stewardship in the ICU in COVID-19 times: the known 
unknowns. Int J Antimicrob Agents 58:106409. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ijantimicag.2021.106409

10. Grimbs A, Shrestha A, Rezk ASD, Grimbs S, Hakeem Said I, Schepker H, 
Hütt M-T, Albach DC, Brix K, Kuhnert N, Ullrich MS. 2017. Bioactivity in 
Rhododendron: a systemic analysis of antimicrobial and cytotoxic 
activities and their phylogenetic and phytochemical origins. Front Plant 
Sci 8:551. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.00551

Research Article mSphere

July 2024  Volume 9  Issue 7 10.1128/msphere.00707-2316

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/m

sp
he

re
 o

n 
13

 A
ug

us
t 2

02
4 

by
 2

12
.2

01
.1

52
.3

7.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/OR687458
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/OR687459
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/OR687460
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/OR687461
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/PRJNA1068988/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/CP158373.1/
https://doi.org/10.1128/msphere.00707-23
https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fuaa017
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12992-020-00639-3
https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.00181-19
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00248-017-0985-z
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjm-2018-0275
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2015.1077192
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcna.2018.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13756-019-0471-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijantimicag.2021.106409
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.00551
https://doi.org/10.1128/msphere.00707-23


11. Bassetti M, Mularoni A, Giacobbe DR, Castaldo N, Vena A. 2022. New 
antibiotics for hospital-acquired pneumonia and ventilator-associated 
pneumonia. Semin Respir Crit Care Med 43:280–294. https://doi.org/10.
1055/s-0041-1740605

12. Vestergaard M, Frees D, Ingmer H. 2019. Antibiotic resistance and the 
MRSA problem. Microbiol Spectr 7. https://doi.org/10.1128/microbiol
spec.GPP3-0057-2018

13. Outterson K, Powers JH, Daniel GW, McClellan MB. 2015. Repairing the 
broken market for antibiotic innovation. Health Affairs 34:277–285. 
https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2014.1003

14. Harada LK, Silva EC, Campos WF, Del Fiol FS, Vila M, Dąbrowska K, Krylov 
VN, Balcão VM. 2018. Biotechnological applications of bacteriophages: 
state of the art. Microbiol Res 212–213:38–58. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
micres.2018.04.007

15. Putra RD, Lyrawati D. 2020. Interactions between bacteriophages and 
eukaryotic cells. Scientifica (Cairo) 2020:3589316. https://doi.org/10.
1155/2020/3589316

16. Kortright KE, Chan BK, Koff JL, Turner PE. 2019. Phage therapy: a 
renewed approach to combat antibiotic-resistant bacteria. Cell Host 
Microbe 25:219–232. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2019.01.014

17. d’ Herelle F, Malone RH, Lahiri MN. 1930. Studies on asiatic cholera. 14th 
ed. Indian Research Fund Association.

18. Summers WC. 1993. Cholera and plague in India: the bacteriophage 
inquiry of 1927–1936. J Hist Med Allied Sci 48:275–301. https://doi.org/
10.1093/jhmas/48.3.275

19. Międzybrodzki R, Borysowski J, Weber-Dąbrowska B, Fortuna W, 
Letkiewicz S, Szufnarowski K, Pawełczyk Z, Rogóż P, Kłak M, Wojtasik E, 
Górski A. 2012. Clinical aspects of phage therapy. Adv Virus Res 83:73–
121. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-394438-2.00003-7

20. Sulakvelidze A, Alavidze Z, Morris JG. 2001. Bacteriophage therapy. 
Antimicrob Agents Chemother 45:649–659. https://doi.org/10.1128/
AAC.45.3.649-659.2001

21. Ferry T, Kolenda C, Laurent F, Leboucher G, Merabischvilli M, Djebara S, 
Gustave C-A, Perpoint T, Barrey C, Pirnay J-P, Resch G. 2022. Personalized 
bacteriophage therapy to treat pandrug-resistant spinal Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa infection. Nat Commun 13:4239. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41467-022-31837-9

22. Guerrero-Bustamante CA, Dedrick RM, Garlena RA, Russell DA, Hatfull 
GF. 2021. Toward a phage cocktail for tuberculosis: susceptibility and 
tuberculocidal action of mycobacteriophages against diverse 
Mycobacterium tuberculosis strains. mBio 12:e00973-21. https://doi.org/
10.1128/mBio.00973-21

23. Alexyuk P, Bogoyavlenskiy A, Alexyuk M, Akanova K, Moldakhanov Y, 
Berezin V. 2022. Isolation and characterization of lytic bacteriophages 
active against clinical strains of E. coli and development of a phage 
antimicrobial cocktail. Viruses 14:2381. https://doi.org/10.3390/
v14112381

24. Kim HJ, Jun JW, Giri SS, Kim SG, Kim SW, Kwon J, Lee SB, Chi C, Park SC. 
2020. Bacteriophage cocktail for the prevention of multiple-antibiotic-
resistant and mono-phage-resistant Vibrio coralliilyticus infection in 
pacific oyster (Crassostrea gigas) larvae. Pathogens 9:831. https://doi.org/
10.3390/pathogens9100831

25. Teklemariam AD, Al Hindi R, Qadri I, Alharbi MG, Hashem AM, Alrefaei 
AA, Basamad NA, Haque S, Alamri T, Harakeh S. 2023. Phage cocktails – 
an emerging approach for the control of bacterial infection with major 
emphasis on foodborne pathogens. Biotechnol Genet Eng Rev:1–29. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/02648725.2023.2178870

26. Hall AR, De Vos D, Friman V-P, Pirnay J-P, Buckling A. 2012. Effects of 
sequential and simultaneous applications of bacteriophages on 
populations of Pseudomonas aeruginosa in vitro and in wax moth larvae. 
Appl Environ Microbiol 78:5646–5652. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.
00757-12

27. Wright RCT, Friman V-P, Smith MCM, Brockhurst MA. 2019. Resistance 
evolution against phage combinations depends on the timing and order 
of exposure. mBio 10:e01652-19. https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01652-19

28. Hatfull GF, Dedrick RM, Schooley RT. 2022. Phage therapy for antibiotic-
resistant bacterial infections. Annu Rev Med 73:197–211. https://doi.org/
10.1146/annurev-med-080219-122208

29. Hesse S, Rajaure M, Wall E, Johnson J, Bliskovsky V, Gottesman S, Adhya 
S. 2020. Phage resistance in multidrug-resistant Klebsiella pneumoniae 

ST258 evolves via diverse mutations that culminate in impaired 
adsorption. mBio 11:e02530-19. https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.02530-19

30. Furfaro LL, Payne MS, Chang BJ. 2018. Bacteriophage therapy: clinical 
trials and regulatory hurdles. Front Cell Infect Microbiol 8:376. https://
doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2018.00376

31. Tolstoy I, Kropinski AM, Brister JR. 2018. Bacteriophage taxonomy: an 
evolving discipline. Methods Mol Biol 1693:57–71. https://doi.org/10.
1007/978-1-4939-7395-8_6

32. Ackermann H-W. 2009. Phage classification and characterization. 
Methods Mol Biol 501:127–140. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-60327-
164-6_13

33. Zhu Y, Shang J, Peng C, Sun Y. 2022. Phage family classification under 
Caudoviricetes: a review of current tools using the latest ICTV classifica
tion framework. Front Microbiol 13:1032186. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fmicb.2022.1032186

34. Ulrich L, Giez C, Steiner LX, Hentschel U, Lachnit T. 2022. Adaptive 
lifestyle of bacteria determines phage-bacteria interaction. Front 
Microbiol 13:1056388. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.1056388

35. Labrie SJ, Samson JE, Moineau S. 2010. Bacteriophage resistance 
mechanisms. Nat Rev Microbiol 8:317–327. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nrmicro2315

36. Li C, Shi T, Sun Y, Zhang Y. 2022. A novel method to create efficient 
phage cocktails via use of phage-resistant bacteria. Appl Environ 
Microbiol 88:e0232321. https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.02323-21

37. Eng RHK, Smith SM, Fan-Havard P, Ogbara T. 1993. Effect of antibiotics 
on endotoxin release from gram-negative bacteria. Diagn Microbiol 
Infect Dis 16:185–189. https://doi.org/10.1016/0732-8893(93)90109-K

38. Roemhild R, Gokhale CS, Dirksen P, Blake C, Rosenstiel P, Traulsen A, 
Andersson DI, Schulenburg H. 2018. Cellular hysteresis as a principle to 
maximize the efficacy of antibiotic therapy. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 
115:9767–9772. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1810004115

39. Richardson L. 2015. Alternating antibiotics render resistant bacteria 
beatable. PLoS Biol 13:e1002105. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.
1002105

40. Bateman A, Martin M-J, Orchard S, Magrane M, Ahmad S, Alpi E, Bowler-
Barnett EH, Britto R, Bye-A-Jee H, Cukura A. 2023. UniProt: the universal 
protein knowledgebase in 2023. Nucleic Acids Res 51:D523–D531. https:
//doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkac1052

41. Rech GE, Sanz-Martín JM, Anisimova M, Sukno SA, Thon MR. 2014. 
Natural selection on coding and noncoding DNA sequences is 
associated with virulence genes in a plant pathogenic fungus. Genome 
Biol Evol 6:2368–2379. https://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evu192

42. Nobrega FL, Vlot M, de Jonge PA, Dreesens LL, Beaumont HJE, Lavigne R, 
Dutilh BE, Brouns SJJ. 2018. Targeting mechanisms of tailed bacterioph
ages. Nat Rev Microbiol 16:760–773. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-
018-0070-8

43. Laure NN, Ahn J. 2022. Phage resistance-mediated tradeoffs with 
antibiotic resistance in Salmonella Typhimurium. Microb Pathog 
171:105732. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2022.105732

44. Chan BK, Sistrom M, Wertz JE, Kortright KE, Narayan D, Turner PE. 2016. 
Phage selection restores antibiotic sensitivity in MDR Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa. Sci Rep 6:26717. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep26717

45. Little JS, Dedrick RM, Freeman KG, Cristinziano M, Smith BE, Benson CA, 
Jhaveri TA, Baden LR, Solomon DA, Hatfull GF. 2022. Bacteriophage 
treatment of disseminated cutaneous Mycobacterium chelonae infection. 
Nat Commun 13:2313. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-29689-4

46. Letarov AV, Kulikov EE. 2017. Adsorption of bacteriophages on bacterial 
cells. Biochemistry (Mosc) 82:1632–1658. https://doi.org/10.1134/
S0006297917130053

47. Molina F, Menor-Flores M, Fernández L, Vega-Rodríguez MA, García P. 
2022. Systematic analysis of putative phage-phage interactions on 
minimum-sized phage cocktails. Sci Rep 12:2458. https://doi.org/10.
1038/s41598-022-06422-1

48. Favor AH, Llanos CD, Youngblut MD, Bardales JA. 2020. Optimizing 
bacteriophage engineering through an accelerated evolution platform. 
Sci Rep 10:13981. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70841-1

49. Hatfull GF, Hendrix RW. 2011. Bacteriophages and their genomes. Curr 
Opin Virol 1:298–303. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2011.06.009

50. Yehl K, Lemire S, Yang AC, Ando H, Mimee M, Torres MDT, de la Fuente-
Nunez C, Lu TK. 2019. Engineering phage host-range and suppressing 

Research Article mSphere

July 2024  Volume 9  Issue 7 10.1128/msphere.00707-2317

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/m

sp
he

re
 o

n 
13

 A
ug

us
t 2

02
4 

by
 2

12
.2

01
.1

52
.3

7.

https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0041-1740605
https://doi.org/10.1128/microbiolspec.GPP3-0057-2018
https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2014.1003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micres.2018.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/3589316
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2019.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhmas/48.3.275
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-394438-2.00003-7
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.45.3.649-659.2001
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-31837-9
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00973-21
https://doi.org/10.3390/v14112381
https://doi.org/10.3390/pathogens9100831
https://doi.org/10.1080/02648725.2023.2178870
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00757-12
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01652-19
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-med-080219-122208
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.02530-19
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2018.00376
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-7395-8_6
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-60327-164-6_13
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.1032186
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.1056388
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2315
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.02323-21
https://doi.org/10.1016/0732-8893(93)90109-K
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1810004115
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.1002105
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkac1052
https://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evu192
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-018-0070-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2022.105732
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep26717
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-29689-4
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0006297917130053
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-06422-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70841-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2011.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1128/msphere.00707-23


bacterial resistance through phage tail fiber mutagenesis. Cell 179:459–
469. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2019.09.015

51. Gordillo Altamirano FL, Barr JJ. 2019. Phage therapy in the postantibiotic 
era. Clin Microbiol Rev 32:e00066-18. https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.
00066-18

52. Basra P, Alsaadi A, Bernal-Astrain G, O’Sullivan ML, Hazlett B, Clarke LM, 
Schoenrock A, Pitre S, Wong A. 2018. Fitness tradeoffs of antibiotic 
resistance in extraintestinal pathogenic Escherichia coli. Genome Biol 
Evol 10:667–679. https://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evy030

53. Mangalea MR, Duerkop BA. 2020. Fitness tradeoffs resulting from 
bacteriophage resistance potentiate synergistic antibacterial strategies. 
Infect Immun 88:e00926-19. https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00926-19

54. Chopin M-C, Rouault A, Ehrlich SD, Gautier M. 2002. Filamentous phage 
active on the gram-positive bacterium Propionibacterium freudenreichii. J 
Bacteriol 184:2030–2033. https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.184.7.2030-2033.
2002

55. Ryan W, Volkening J. 2018. Porechop: adapter trimmer for oxford 
nanopore reads. Github

56. Koren S, Walenz BP, Berlin K, Miller JR, Bergman NH, Phillippy AM. 2017. 
Canu: scalable and accurate long-read assembly via adaptive K-mer 
weighting and repeat separation. Genome Res 27:722–736. https://doi.
org/10.1101/gr.215087.116

57. Oxford Nanopore Technologies. 2023. medaka: sequence correction 
provided by ONT research. Github

58. Nayfach S, Camargo AP, Schulz F, Eloe-Fadrosh E, Roux S, Kyrpides NC. 
2021. CheckV assesses the quality and completeness of metagenome-
assembled viral genomes. Nat Biotechnol 39:578–585. https://doi.org/
10.1038/s41587-020-00774-7

59. McNair K, Zhou C, Dinsdale EA, Souza B, Edwards RA. 2019. PHANOTATE: 
a novel approach to gene identification in phage genomes. Bioinformat
ics 35:4537–4542. https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btz265

60. Bouras G, Nepal R, Houtak G, Psaltis AJ, Wormald P-J, Vreugde S. 2023. 
Pharokka: a fast scalable bacteriophage annotation tool. Bioinformatics 
39:btac776. https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btac776

61. Hyatt D, Chen G-L, Locascio PF, Land ML, Larimer FW, Hauser LJ. 2010. 
Prodigal: prokaryotic gene recognition and translation initiation site 
identification. BMC Bioinformatics 11:119. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-
2105-11-119

62. Seemann T. 2014. Prokka: rapid prokaryotic genome annotation. 
Bioinformatics 30:2068–2069. https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/
btu153

63. Schwengers O, Jelonek L, Dieckmann MA, Beyvers S, Blom J, Goesmann 
A. 2021. Bakta: rapid and standardized annotation of bacterial genomes 
via alignment-free sequence identification. Microb Genom 7:000685. 
https://doi.org/10.1099/mgen.0.000685

64. Besemer J, Lomsadze A, Borodovsky M. 2001. GeneMarkS: a self-training 
method for prediction of gene starts in microbial genomes. Implications 
for finding sequence motifs in regulatory regions. Nucleic Acids Res 
29:2607–2618. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/29.12.2607

65. Aziz RK, Bartels D, Best AA, DeJongh M, Disz T, Edwards RA, Formsma K, 
Gerdes S, Glass EM, Kubal M, et al. 2008. The RAST server: rapid 
annotations using subsystems technology. BMC Genomics 9:75. https://
doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-9-75

66. Sommer MJ, Salzberg SL. 2021. Balrog: a universal protein model for 
prokaryotic gene prediction. PLoS Comput Biol 17:e1008727. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1008727

67. Terzian P, Olo Ndela E, Galiez C, Lossouarn J, Pérez Bucio RE, Mom R, 
Toussaint A, Petit M-A, Enault F. 2021. PHROG: families of prokaryotic 
virus proteins clustered using remote homology. NAR Genom Bioinform 
3:lqab067. https://doi.org/10.1093/nargab/lqab067

68. Huerta-Cepas J, Szklarczyk D, Heller D, Hernández-Plaza A, Forslund SK, 
Cook H, Mende DR, Letunic I, Rattei T, Jensen LJ, von Mering C, Bork P. 
2019. eggNOG 5.0: a hierarchical, functionally and phylogenetically 
annotated orthology resource based on 5090 organisms and 2502 
viruses. Nucleic Acids Res 47:D309–D314. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/
gky1085

69. Mistry J, Chuguransky S, Williams L, Qureshi M, Salazar GA, Sonnhammer 
ELL, Tosatto SCE, Paladin L, Raj S, Richardson LJ, Finn RD, Bateman A. 
2021. Pfam: the protein families database in 2021. Nucleic Acids Res 
49:D412–D419. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkaa913

70. Criel B, Taelman S, Van Criekinge W, Stock M, Briers Y. 2021. PhaLP: a 
database for the study of phage lytic proteins and their evolution. 
Viruses 13:1240. https://doi.org/10.3390/v13071240

71. Leplae R, Hebrant A, Wodak SJ, Toussaint A. 2004. ACLAME: a classifica
tion of mobile genetic elements. Nucleic Acids Res 32:D45–D49. https://
doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh084

72. Laslett D, Canback B. 2004. ARAGORN, a program to detect tRNA genes 
and tmRNA genes in nucleotide sequences. Nucleic Acids Res 32:11–16. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh152

73. Schattner P, Brooks AN, Lowe TM. 2005. The tRNAscan-SE, snoscan and 
snoGPS web servers for the detection of tRNAs and snoRNAs. Nucleic 
Acids Res 33:W686–W689. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gki366

74. Stothard P, Grant JR, Van Domselaar G. 2019. Visualizing and comparing 
circular genomes using the CGView family of tools. Brief Bioinform 
20:1576–1582. https://doi.org/10.1093/bib/bbx081

75. Lopes A, Tavares P, Petit M-A, Guérois R, Zinn-Justin S. 2014. Automated 
classification of tailed bacteriophages according to their neck 
organization. BMC Genomics 15:1027. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-
2164-15-1027

76. Nishimura Y, Yoshida T, Kuronishi M, Uehara H, Ogata H, Goto S. 2017. 
ViPTree: the viral proteomic tree server. Bioinformatics 33:2379–2380. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btx157

77. Chen S, Zhou Y, Chen Y, Gu J. 2018. fastp: an ultra-fast all-in-one FASTQ 
preprocessor. Bioinformatics 34:i884–i890. https://doi.org/10.1093/
bioinformatics/bty560

78. Li H, Durbin R. 2009. Fast and accurate short read alignment with 
Burrows–Wheeler transform. Bioinformatics 25:1754–1760. https://doi.
org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp324

79. Huang L, Wang D, Chen H, Hu J, Dai X, Liu C, Li A, Shen X, Qi C, Sun H, 
Zhang D, Chen T, Jiang Y. 2023. CRISPR-detector: fast and accurate 
detection, visualization, and annotation of genome-wide mutations 
induced by genome editing events. J Genet Genomics 50:563–572. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jgg.2023.03.010

Research Article mSphere

July 2024  Volume 9  Issue 7 10.1128/msphere.00707-2318

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/m

sp
he

re
 o

n 
13

 A
ug

us
t 2

02
4 

by
 2

12
.2

01
.1

52
.3

7.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2019.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.00066-18
https://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evy030
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00926-19
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.184.7.2030-2033.2002
https://doi.org/10.1101/gr.215087.116
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-020-00774-7
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btz265
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btac776
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-11-119
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu153
https://doi.org/10.1099/mgen.0.000685
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/29.12.2607
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-9-75
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1008727
https://doi.org/10.1093/nargab/lqab067
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gky1085
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkaa913
https://doi.org/10.3390/v13071240
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh084
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh152
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gki366
https://doi.org/10.1093/bib/bbx081
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-15-1027
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btx157
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty560
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp324
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jgg.2023.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1128/msphere.00707-23

	Optimizing bacteriophage treatment of resistant Pseudomonas
	RESULTS
	Phage isolation and classification
	Phage concentration affects bacterial growth
	Bacterial resistance
	Sequential treatment to combat resistance formation

	DISCUSSION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Phage collection
	Spot assays
	Phage propagation
	Phage isolation
	Transmission electron microscopy
	Phage genome extraction
	Phage genome sequencing and assembly
	Phage genome annotation
	Phylogenetic tree analysis
	Phage solution preparation for concentration assays
	Ninety-six-well plate growth assays
	Phage solution preparation for cocktail and PST
	Mutant picking
	Bacterial DNA extraction
	Mutant sequencing and SNP calling
	Statistical analysis



