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Abstract
Background: Membrane proteins are influenced by their surrounding lipids. We investigate the
effect of bilayer composition on the membrane transport activity of two members of the small
multidrug resistance family; the Escherichia coli transporter, EmrE and the Mycobacterium
tuberculosis, TBsmr. In particular we address the influence of phosphatidylethanolamine and anionic
lipids on the activity of these multidrug transporters. Phosphatidylethanolamine lipids are native to
the membranes of both transporters and also alter the lateral pressure profile of a lipid bilayer.
Lipid bilayer lateral pressures affect membrane protein insertion, folding and activity and have been
shown to influence reconstitution, topology and activity of membrane transport proteins.

Results: Both EmrE and TBsmr are found to exhibit a similar dependence on lipid composition,
with phosphatidylethanolamine increasing methyl viologen transport. Anionic lipids also increase
transport for both EmrE and TBsmr, with the proteins showing a preference for their most
prevalent native anionic lipid headgroup; phosphatidylglycerol for EmrE and phosphatidylinositol for
TBsmr.

Conclusion: These findings show that the physical state of the membrane modifies drug transport
and that substrate translocation is dependent on in vitro lipid composition. Multidrug transport
activity seems to respond to alterations in the lateral forces exerted upon the transport proteins
by the bilayer.

Background
Multidrug membrane transport proteins are very effective
in antibiotic resistance as they pump drugs across bacte-
rial membranes and out of cells. The family of small
multidrug (SMR) transporters are the smallest known
multidrug transport proteins [1], consisting of 4 trans-
membrane α helices [2-4]. The mechanism of multidrug
transport is not understood in detail and SMR proteins
provide an opportunity to probe the process in greater
depth. Lipid composition and global properties of the

lipid bilayer play key roles in membranes, often actively
modifying the function of membrane proteins. Multidrug
transporters themselves bind a variety of substrates and
thus, flexibility in the transport protein binding pocket
may be reflected in sensitivity to their surrounding lipids.
In particular the proteins are likely to be sensitive to glo-
bal lipid bilayer properties and the forces exerted on them
by their surrounding lipids. Here, we investigate SMR pro-
teins from two common pathogens; EmrE from
Escherichia coli (E. coli)and TBsmr from Mycobacterium
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tuberculosis (M. tuberculosis). We focus on the influence of
lipid bilayer composition on SMR protein function.

SMR proteins are proton, drug antiporters and extrude a
variety of hydrophobic, cationic substrates through an
exchange of the substrate and proton at a Glu residue (E14
for EmrE) [5]. Substrate binding and transport is thus pH
dependent as it is affected by the protonation state of this
Glu residue, the pKA of which has been estimated as 8.5 for
E14 in EmrE [6]. EmrE confers resistance to a variety of
molecules, including ethidium, methylviologen (MV),
tetraphenylphosphonium (TPP) and tetracycline. TBsmr
has 41% sequence identity to EmrE and transports ethid-
ium and MV, but cannot transport TPP [7]. EmrE is the
best characterised family member and seems to function
as a dimer [4,8-13].

EmrE is found in the bacterial inner membrane of gram
negative E. coli, the major constituents of which are phos-
phatidylethanolamine (PE) lipids, followed by anionic
phosphatidylglycerol (PG) with a smaller proportion of
cardiolipin. M. tuberculosis are classified as acid fast bacte-
ria, as the high mycolic acid content of their cell walls is
responsible for their resistance to acids that are used dur-
ing staining procedures and results in poor staining com-
pared to gram negative or positive bacteria. Despite
differences between the cell walls of E. Coli and M. tuber-
culosis, TBsmr of the latter bacteria also resides in a mem-
brane dominated by PE lipids, but the second major lipid
constituent is anionic phosphatidylinositol (PI) lipid and
then cardiolipin [14,15]. Here, we investigate the influ-
ence of lipid composition on MV transport by EmrE in
defined lipid-bilayer vesicles with a PC background. Dio-
leoyl PC lipids with C18 chains each with one unsaturated
bond (DOPC) form fluid lamellar bilayers, while the cor-
responding DOPE lipid alone forms non-lamellar phases
as it induces monolayer curvature towards the aqueous
phase. Increasing the proportion of DOPE increases the
curvature elastic stress of the bilayer, which is also accom-
panied by an increase in the lipid chain lateral pressure
[16-18]. These effects have been shown to affect the inser-
tion, folding and function of membrane proteins [19-24].
In addition, we have previously shown that the DOPE
content of DOPC/DOPE bilayers affects the activity of
EmrE [25]. This reflects PE altering the overall properties
and lateral pressure profile of the bilayer. We also found
preliminary evidence for a role of the anionic lipid PG in
enhancing activity. Here, we extend our work and investi-
gate the effects of PE and PG on the activity of EmrE and
TBsmr. In such a systematic study of lipid effects, we use
synthetic lipids with defined chains as opposed to the
native lipids, which for example in the case of E. Coli PE
are a mixture of different chain lengths and saturation.

EmrE and TBsmr can be reconstituted into E. coli lipid ves-
icles and transport MV, but TBsmr transports less well

than EmrE. We measure substrate transport in different
lipid conditions. Optimisation of an established radioac-
tive assay [8,26,27] enables us to compare the lipid influ-
ence on MV transport by the two transporters with
different native lipid composition; EmrE from gram nega-
tive E. coli and TBsmr from acid-fast M. tuberculosis.

Results
MV transport
EmrE and TBsmr were purified into n-dodecyl-β-d-malto-
side (DDM), as His-tagged protein following overexpres-
sion in E. coli according to previous methods [7]. Protein
yields were ~1 mg for EmrE and 2.5 mg of TBsmr per litre
of culture at > 95% purity.

Reconstitution and assay conditions were optimised using
EmrE and E. coli lipid vesicles. Transport activity was
quantified using pH driven transport of radiolabelled,
14C, MV a method that has been extensively applied to
EmrE [8]. Previous reconstitution procedures [28] were
optimised to maintain a pH gradient across the liposome
bilayer during the transport measurement. EmrE was puri-
fied into DDM, but was then exchanged into octyl-β-D-
glucopyranoside (OG) prior to reconstitution into lipid
vesicles. Although EmrE is less stable in OG, this detergent
is easier to remove from the bilayer than DDM (following
reconstitution into lipid vesicles) as OG has a higher crit-
ical micelle concentration (CMC) than DDM (0.53% or
18 mM for OG as opposed to 0.009% or 0.17 mM for
DDM). Thus this initial exchange of the protein to OG
reduces proton leakage through the lipid bilayer enabling
a proton gradient to be maintained which can drive MV
translocation over minutes. The amount of OG remaining
after reconstitution into E. coli lipid vesicles was 0.3 mM
(well below the CMC of 18 mM and leaving a lipid:OG
ratio 430:1). If EmrE was reconstituted directly from
DDM into lipid vesicles (i.e. omitting the initial transfer to
OG), 0.09% (1.8 mM) of DDM remained in E. coli pro-
tein-containing lipid vesicles. This is above the CMC of
0.009% and resulted in leaky lipid vesicles that could not
maintain a pH gradient. The OG reconstitution procedure
used here also involved only partial pre-saturation of the
lipid vesicles by OG to help maintain bilayer integrity, but
which also meant that <50% of the protein reconstituted.
For example, 50 μg of EmrE was initially mixed with E. coli
lipid vesicles but only 21 μg were found to be associated
with the vesicles after reconstitution. Since SMR proteins
are more unstable in OG compared to DDM, the proteins
were immediately reconstituted into lipid vesicles follow-
ing detergent exchange into OG.

EmrE was reconstituted, via OG, into E. coli lipid vesicles
that were initially prepared by sonication or extrustion to
give differing sizes (50 and 200 nm in diameter). As
shown in figure 1 increased assay reproducibility is
observed when vesicles were formed by extrusion rather
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than sonication. In addition 50 nm diameter lipid vesicles
were chosen over 200 nm lipid vesicles, since it was possi-
ble to determine both a linear regime of transport to deter-
mine an "initial rate of transport" as well as saturation of
transport (by loss of pH gradient or substrate accumula-
tion). The initial rate of MV transport by EmrE in 50 nm
E. coli lipid vesicles was ~250 nmol. min-1. mg-1.

In summary, reconstitution of OG solubilised SMR pro-
teins in OG pre-saturated lipid vesicles, gave tight lipid
vesicles with low proton leakage and enabled linear MV
transport to be observed in lipid vesicles over several min-
utes and thus initial rates to be determined. Radiolabelled
MV transport provides a quantitative measure of EmrE
transport activity. Activities over specified range of lipid
conditions were quantified for EmrE and TBsmr by MV
transport, as MV is a substrate for both proteins.

Lipid dependence of EmrE and TBsmr by MV transport
MV transport by EmrE was investigated in lipid vesicles of
PC/PE, PC/PG and PG/PE. As an example, figure 2a shows
raw data for pH-driven transport of MV into PC/PG lipid
vesicles containing EmrE. We investigated maintenance of
the proton gradient in the different lipid vesicles using a
pH sensitive dye. Proton leakage has previously been

shown to be unaffected by changes in membrane proper-
ties such as fluidity and lateral pressure induced by PE
[29] and has been found to be particularly low in PE and
anionic lipid containing membranes [30,31]. Figure 2b
shows there was very little change in the fluorescence of
the pH sensitive dye, carboxyfluorescein, enclosed within
EmrE-containing lipid vesicles. The pH gradient was well
maintained in all synthetic lipid mixtures during the time
period (~10 mins) over which MV transport was linear
with time. Good maintenance of the pH gradient (i.e. <
5% change in dye fluorescence) was observed over 60
mins for all PC/PE, PC/PG and PG/PE EmrE-containing
lipid vesicles used here (EmrE being incorporated exactly
as for the transport assays), apart from 100% DOPC lipid
vesicles. A larger increase of about 25% over 60 mins (but
still only ~6% over the 10 mins transport rate measure-
ment period) was observed in DOPC lipid vesicles con-
taining EmrE. This indicates a small, continual reduction
in the pH gradient across these vesicles thus MV transport
is probably slightly underestimated in this particular lipid
composition. The initial fluorescence intensity of 10 μM
carboxyfluorescein within the EmrE-lipid vesicles of all
PC, PG and PE compositions varied by <15% (see figure
2b for two examples; PC/PG and PC/PE), indicating that
the magnitude of the pH gradients was similar in all lipid
compositions. A higher fluorescence intensity (see figure
2b) was however observed for E. coli lipid vesicles contain-
ing EmrE together with a gradual, non-linear increase in
the fluorescence of ~30% over 10 mins, showing the pH
gradient is poorly maintained in E. coli lipids. Despite this
reduction of pH gradient, E. coli lipids showed higher
rates of transport (~20-fold greater than in DOPC), thus
still indicating an effect of lipid composition on transport
activity.

In order to compare transport over a range of lipid com-
positions, the initial rates (obtained from the linear
region of a graph such as figure 2a) were determined per
mg of EmrE associated with the lipid vesicles. The protein
concentrations used in the assays were quantified using
Western blots following colorimetric detection. The
amount of protein associated with the lipid vesicles was
found to be independent of lipid composition. In order to
eliminate variations in initial rates due to different protein
preparations, the same thawed protein sample was used
for comparisons of rates across each lipid series; for exam-
ple, a protein sample was exchanged from DDM into OG,
and aliquots of this one sample used for all PC/PG meas-
urements. We also only compare relative increases in ini-
tial rates for the same protein sample.

Figure 2c shows the initial rate of MV transport increases,
when increasing amounts of PE or PG are incorporated in
DOPC lipid vesicles. The initial rates per mg EmrE are
plotted relative to the rate in DOPC, with the actual initial

MV transport by EmrEFigure 1
MV transport by EmrE. Radiolabelled, 14C MV2+ transport 
into E. coli lipid vesicles by EmrE over time. EmrE reconsti-
tuted into E. coli lipid vesicles extruded to (n), 50 nm; (m), 
200 nm and (s), sonicated lipid vesicles. Control data is 
shown for (h), absence of a pH gradient and (r), absence of 
protein in 50 nm lipid vesicles. Errors are shown as first 
standard deviation of 3 measurements on different protein 
preparations (with each value used for each protein prepara-
tion, for each data point shown, also being the average of 3 
measurements on that particular preparation).
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(a) 14C MV2+ transport by EmrE into vesicles of a defined mixture of lipids; DOPC/DOPG with 0.7 mole fraction DOPGFigure 2
(a) 14C MV2+transport by EmrE into vesicles of a defined mixture of lipids; DOPC/DOPG with 0.7 mole fraction 
DOPG. Data are raw transport data, not corrected for the amount of protein associated with the lipid vesicles. (b) Fluores-
cence intensity over time of the pH sensitive dye, carboxyfluorescein, incorporated inside lipid vesicles, illustrating the mainte-
nance of the pH gradient over time in protein-containing vesicles of varying lipid composition: E. coli lipids (upper dark grey 
trace); DOPC/DOPG with 0.7 mole fraction DOPG (middle black trace) and DOPC/DOPE lipid vesicles with 0.4 mole fraction 
DOPE (lower light grey trace). The fluorescence intensities in the lower two traces only increase by ~5% over 60 mins, which 
is within the noise of the data. A ~30% increase in fluorescence intensity occurs in the upper E. coli trace over 60 mins (~9% 
over 10 mins). (c) Initial rate of 14C MV2+ transported by EmrE as a function of lipid composition in DOPC lipid vesicles. (h), 
DOPC/DOPE (t), DOPC/DOPG. These initial rates are determined from the linear region of the MV transport data and addi-
tionally corrected for the amount of protein associated with the lipid vesicles. Thus, the point (t) at 0.7 for DOPC/DOPG is 
determined from figure 2a. Data points are joined for clarification. (d) Initial rate of 14C MV2+ transported by EmrE as a func-
tion of DOPE mole fraction in DOPG/DOPE lipid vesicles. All assays were carried out with 42 μM 14C MV2+. Data in figures 2c 
and d are initial rate data, corrected for the amount of protein, thus are per mg of EmrE. For comparison, they are shown rel-
ative to the rate in DOPC lipid vesicles in (b) or the rate in DOPG in (c) (i.e. with the relative rate for DOPC or DOPG being 
1). Data in (a) are the average of for triplicate measurements for one protein sample (see methods), with the errors being 
smaller than the data points. Data in b and c are determined by linear fits to the initial rate data, as for example in (a); the 
errors from these fits are also smaller than the data points.

A

B

C

D
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rate values being given in table 1. Figure 2c shows there is
an abrupt increase with PG at around 0.4 mole fraction
PG and with a mole fraction of 0.7 the rate is ~22-fold
greater in PC/PG lipid vesicles than in PC alone. The ini-
tial MV rate also increases with PE, in PC/PE with an
apparent maximum rate at about 0.4 mole fraction PE in
PC/PE, which is about 25-fold greater than the rate in
DOPC. At higher PE mole fractions (~0.6–0.7) there may
be some phase separation of PE. Figure 2d shows that
there is also an increase in MV rate as the PE content of
PG/PE lipid vesicles is increased (rates shown relative to
that in DOPG). PG/PE represents the most favourable
environment in terms of initial MV transport rate: there is
a 7-fold increase in rate over DOPG alone, when 0.7 mole
fraction of PE is present, which in addition to the fact that
the rate in DOPG is ~6 times that in DOPC, means that
PG/0.7 PE gives over 40-fold enhancement in MV rate
over DOPC alone (see table 1). The effect of PG on MV
transport is not a straightforward, additive effect of the PC
and PG mixtures but seems to be more complex, since
larger rates are noted for PC/PG mixtures than in either PC
or PG alone. Thus, the initial rate of MV transport
increases to a maximum in PC/PG with 0.7 mole fraction
PG, where it is ~22-fold greater than in DOPC. The rate
enhancement in DOPG is however, less than this, being
only ~6-fold greater than in DOPC.

TBsmr was less active than EmrE in the lipids used here
thus the amount of protein and the pH gradient were
increased by raising the pH from 8 to 9 outside the lipid
vesicles (and keeping the interior pH at 7.5). Figure 3a
shows that linear transport was observed over longer
times than for the EmrE experiments, but that less MV was
incorporated into the lipid vesicles even with the larger
pH gradient (cf figure 1). The rate of MV transport by

TBsmr was ~50 nmol. min-1. mg-1 in E. coli lipids (with pH
9 outside the lipid vesicles), which is approximately 5 fold
slower than that of EmrE of ~250 nmol. min-1. mg-1 (with
pH 8 outside). MV transport by TBsmr was investigated in
the same PC, PE and PG lipid systems as for EmrE. Addi-
tionally since the native TBsmr membrane contains PI (as
opposed to PG) transport in DOPC/Soy PI and Soy PI/
DOPE lipid vesicles was also investigated. Figure 3b and
table 1 show that the rate of MV transport by TBsmr
increased with increasing PE or PG in PC lipid vesicles,
with a maximum at about 0.4 mole fraction PE, similarly
to EmrE (see figure 2c) but the overall increase is only
about 4-fold, and lower than that for EmrE. This smaller
dependence on lipid composition also masked any effect
of PE in PG/PE lipid vesicles (see table 1). A larger increase
in TBsmr activity was seen with increasing PI in PC/PI
lipid vesicles, for which there was a maximum transport
rate at about 0.4–0.5 mole fraction PI that was about 20-
fold greater than the rate in DOPC (3c). The addition of
PE to the anionic PI caused ~5-fold increase in PI/0.6 PE
over DOPG or ~25-fold increase over DOPC (see figure
3c).

In summary, the activity of both EmrE and TBsmr increase
with PE or anionic lipid, with the native PI lipid increas-
ing the rate more than PG for TBsmr. The addition of
DOPE to DOPC bilayers has the same effect on EmrE and
TBsmr initial rates of transport. An increase in activity,
which maximizes at 40% DOPE is observed followed by a
gradual decrease above this DOPE percentage. In addition
the largest increase in TBsmr activity is observed upon the
incorporation of PI to DOPC lipids, a phenomenon mir-
rored upon the addition of DOPG to DOPC with respect
to EmrE activity. Finally the largest initial rates are seen for
PG/PE or PI/PE mixtures, respectively for EmrE or TBsmr.

Table 1: Initial rate of 14C MV2+ transported by EmrE and TBsmr as a function of lipid composition

EmrE
Initial rate of 14C MV2+ transport (nmol. 

min-1. mg-1)

TBsmr
Initial rate of 14C MV2+ transport (nmol. min-1. mg-1)

Mole frac-
tion of 

added lipida

DOPC/
DOPE

(PE added to 
PC)

DOPC/
DOPG

(PG added 
to PC)

DOPG/
DOPE

(PE added to 
PG)

DOPC/
DOPE

(PE added to 
PC)

DOPC/
DOPG

(PG added 
to PC)

DOPG/
DOPE

(PE added to 
PG)

DOPC/SoyPI

(PI added to 
PG)

SoyPI/DOPE

(PE added to 
PI)

0 14 14 81 13 13 58 13 53
0.1 32 7 135 7 7 23 45 ND
0.2 62 67 95 7 22 49 50 86
0.3 213 18 149 12 18 26 43 ND
0.4 349 291 138 55 30 26 261 316
0.5 235 286 301 44 30 29 251 ND
0.6 76 292 409 22 59 47 104 331
0.7 179 315 577 33 28 39 94 ND

a The mole fraction is that of the second lipid; for DOPC/DOPE it refers to the mole fraction the DOPE that is added
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MV transport by TBsmrFigure 3
MV transport by TBsmr. (a) 14C MV2+ transport into (n) 50 nm extruded E. coli lipid vesicles over time; control data with 
(h) no TBsmr present; (r), no pH gradient. Initial rate of 14C MV transport as a function of lipid composition into (b) (h), 
DOPC/DOPE; (t), DOPC/DOPG and (c) (s) DOPC/soyPI; (m), soyPI/DOPE (the second lipid in each case is the mole frac-
tion on the x axis). Data points are joined to clarify trends. Data in figures 3b and 3c are initial rate data, corrected for the 
amount of protein (thus are per mg of TBsmr) and shown relative to the rate in DOPC lipid vesicles. There is a larger pH gra-
dient than for EmrE (pH 9 on the outside of the liposome for TBsmr, but pH 8 for EmrE and pH 7 inside for both proteins). As 
for EmrE, 42 μM 14C MV2+ was used in the TBsmr measurements.

A

B

C
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Lipid dependence of EmrE substrate Km
Km and Vmax were estimated for MV transport by EmrE in
the different lipid mixtures. Figure 4 shows the depend-
ence of the EmrE initial transport rate on MV concentra-
tion in DOPC, which in a simple, Michaelis Menten
model would saturate at some point; when all proteins are
transporting. However, the curves did not saturate fully
even at very high MV concentrations, >2 mM (and simi-
larly for PC/PG mixtures; non specific MV binding being
subtracted at each MV concentration in all cases). Such a
high 2 mM concentration of MV corresponds to about 1
MV molecule per lipid and since the positive charges and
overall polarity of MV means it can bind to phospholipid
headgroups [32], MV will bind and significantly interfere
with the liposome structure and lipid bilayer properties at
this 1:1 ratio. Thus, the bilayer properties will be gradually
altered as the MV concentration increases and at high MV
concentrations will be significantly different to those of
MV-free lipid vesicles. Since, bilayer composition and
properties influences transport activity by EmrE, this
means the bilayer itself is changing and is no longer inert
during these MV measurements. The background, non-
specific binding (or partitioning) of MV to the lipid vesi-
cles increased with MV concentration, being ~30 times
greater at 600 μM MV than at 42 μM MV. However, the
background binding did not change over time at any MV
concentration and thus does not represent passive diffu-
sion of MV across the bilayer (data not shown).

The non-specific binding/partitioning of MV was found to
depend on lipid composition. Twice as much MV parti-

tioning was observed in 100% DOPG than in 100%
DOPC (data not shown). The higher partitioning of MV
into DOPG vesicles is most likely due to the negative
charge of DOPG lipids attracting the positively charged
MV. This effect could also partly explain the greater trans-
port of MV into DOPG lipid vesicles by EmrE, since there
will be a higher local concentration of MV present at the
membrane surface or partitioned into the membrane.
However, there must also be an additional effect, other
than charge, since the highest rates of transport by EmrE
are observed with mixtures of DOPC and DOPG, rather
than pure DOPG. An overall decrease in MV associated
with lipid vesicles was observed in PG/PE lipid vesicles as
the proportion of PE increased up to 40% but no further
variation was observed above 40% PE.

In spite of the lack of complete saturation (see figure 4),
we estimated Km or Vmax for PC/PG mixtures after taking
more data points up to 600 μM MV (see inset figure 4). No
significant changes could be detected in Km (of ~1 mM) as
the PG mole fraction was altered, but the Vmax increased
with increasing PG, from 2 μmole.min-1 in DOPC, to
around 20 μmole.min-1 in DOPC/DOPG mixtures or
DOPG alone (see table 2). Thus, the presence of PG above
a mole fraction of 0.5 causes an approximate 10-fold
increase in Vmax, but no detectable change in Km. This
shows that the 22-fold increase in initial rate upon addi-
tion of >0.4 mole fraction PG (see figure 2c and table 1) is
reflected in an increase in Vmax.

MV transport data at high MV with PE present in the lipid
vesicles (i.e. DOPC/DOPE or DOPG/DOPE) was too error
prone for analysis and the data did not show the same
trends with PE at high and low MV. The initial rate was
approximately linear with MV, did not saturate and did
not fit to Michaelis Menten kinetics. This suggests signifi-
cant interaction of MV when PE is present and it was not
possible to estimate Km or Vmax values.

Discussion
We have found that lipids have significant influence on
multidrug transport. The addition of DOPE or DOPG to a
DOPC background is able to alter substrate transport by
SMR proteins by over an order of magnitude. A compari-
son of two transporters, EmrE and TBsmr, from bacteria
with dissimilar native lipid compositions, reveals com-
monalities in their lipid dependences.

Lipid dependences of the SMR family of proteins
The native membranes of EmrE and TBsmr are of similar
composition with PE lipids being the majority constituent
closely followed by an anionic lipid. The most abundant
anionic lipids in EmrE native membranes are PG lipids
opposed to PI lipids found in native TBsmr membranes.
The initial rate of MV transport at low MV concentrations

Initial transport rate as a function of 14C MV2+ concentration in DOPCFigure 4
Initial transport rate as a function of 14C MV2+ con-
centration in DOPC. Inset: data over 600 μM 14C MV2+ 

for transport in (n), DOPC; (r) DOPG and (t) DOPC/
DOPG with 0.7 mole fraction DOPG. Curves represent fits 
of the data to the Michaelis Menten equation.
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proved a reliable method of comparing the lipid depend-
ences of the two protein activities. MV uptake has been
previously used to determine EmrE function and initial
rate values ranging between 160 to 30,000 nmol.min-

1.mg-1 have been reported for EmrE reconstituted into E.
coli vesicles[7,8,26,27]. The diverse values are attributed
to variations in reconstitution methodologies, solubilisa-
tion conditions and lipid concentrations. Our initial rate
values (of 250 nmol.min-1.mg-1 for EmrE in E. coli) are in
agreement with the lower end of this range of values. In
vivo experiments have been utilised to identify SMR lig-
ands [7,8] but limited kinetic characterisation has been
undertaken. Here, we have investigated how varying lipid
compositions, which mimic aspects of the in vivo environ-
ments, affect SMR transport in vitro.

The incorporation of PE into PC bilayers increases the ini-
tial rate of MV transport for both EmrE and TBsmr up to
0.4 PE mole fraction (see figures 2c and 3b). TBsmr is less
active in DOPC lipid vesicles than EmrE and shows a
smaller, 4-fold increase in transport rate with PE, com-
pared to 20-fold for EmrE. Both proteins also showed rate
increases when DOPG was added to DOPC; about 25-fold
for EmrE and 5-fold for TBsmr. TBsmr showed a larger,
20-fold, increase in rate when its native PI lipid head-
group was added instead of DOPG (figure 3c). These
results show that a fluid DOPC lipid bilayer structure
imparts a degree of transport activity to SMR proteins.
However, transport is suboptimal in DOPC and regardless
of the lipid added to DOPC, an increase in transport rate
is observed when the DOPC mole fractions falls below 0.6
(see figures 2c,d and 3b,c). This implies a threshold level
of PC of ~0.6 mole fraction in binary lipid mixtures,
above which transport is hindered. An increase in rate
occurs upon addition of PE or an anionic lipid to PC. A
faster transport rate still is seen in the absence of PC, but
with a combination of PE and the anionic lipid. These are
the dominant lipid types in the native membranes: PG/PE
for EmrE and PI/PE for TBsmr, which give ~70-fold and
25-fold increases in initial rate over that in DOPC (which
is not present in either native membrane). In this study,
synthetic lipids with defined chain compositions were
used rather than the mixtures of differing chain length
and saturation present in native lipid compositions, thus
these varying natural chains could also further enhance

transport activity. The data for EmrE in PC/PG (figure 4)
show that the increase is due to PG increasing the maxi-
mum transport rate, Vmax. The negative charge of PG or PI
is likely to play a role in attracting the positively charged
MV substrate. The larger increase in transport observed
with PI over PG for TBsmr, presumably reflects a preferen-
tial interaction with its native inositol group.

Lipid effects on membrane proteins
Membrane proteins are heavily influenced by their sur-
rounding lipid environment. Specific lipid interactions
have been identified with lipids either being seen tightly
bound in X-ray structures or a certain lipid being essential
for function [33]. Alternatively, generic bilayer properties
can significantly influence protein function [23]. Key
properties include a mis-match between the hydrophobic
length of the protein and lipid bilayer as well as the elastic
properties of the bilayer, which include curvature energy
and lateral pressure. Thus, alamethicin channel formation
and function has been directly linked to bilayer curvature
in PC/PE bilayers [21,22], folding is also dependent on
this curvature and lateral pressure in PC/PE systems [20].
Here we have shown that PE favours EmrE or TBsmr trans-
port activity, in an anionic lipid background (PG for EmrE
or PI for TBsmr). Although, the greatest influence on
transport is the anionic lipid.

Lipids have also previously been shown to affect transport
function but it is only recently that systematic studies have
been undertaken to investigate their effect on integral
membrane proteins. E. coli lactose permease is known to
be affected by lipids [34], with initial rates of lactose
showing similar dependences on PE as reported here for
SMR proteins. The lactose rate increased upon addition of
0.5 mole fraction PE to PC. The effect of PG differed to
that reported here, as 0.5 mole fraction PG did not
increase the lactose rate, unlike the large 20-fold increase
seen here for EmrE. PE has also been reported to affect the
biogenesis, folding and topology of lactose permease and
other transporters [35-37]. Other multidrug transporters
of the major facilitator superfamily (MFS) including
GabP, PheP and LmrP [38-40] have shown lipid depend-
encies for function. In the case of LmrP the replacement of
PE for PC in the bilayer lead to significant alterations in
both structure and function. Further studies on LmrP

Table 2: Vmax and Km for EmrE in DOPC/DOPG liposomes

Mole fraction of DOPG added to DOPC Vmax (μmole.min-1) Km (mM)

0 2 ± 2 1.1 ± 0.5
0.5 20 ± 2 0.9 ± 0.5
0.7 24 ± 6 1.0 ± 0.4
1 19 ± 6 1.2 ± 0.8

Errors are the standard deviation of the fit of the data to the Michaelis Menten curve)
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using PE-methylated moieties suggest that direct interac-
tions between the PE headgroup and certain LmrP amino
acids are directly involved in pH sensing required for sub-
strate transport [41]. There are also some indications that
multidrug transporters from other protein families are
also dependent on lipid composition. In the case of the
ATP binding cassette multidrug transporter, p-glycopro-
tein, drug binding has also been shown to be influenced
by lipid environment [42].

Conclusion
The data presented here highlight the importance of
investigating the influence of the lipid environment on
SMR protein activity. The addition of PE to PC bilayers has
the same effect on both EmrE and TBsmr activity demon-
strating that the lipid environment of homologous pro-
teins affects their activity in the same manner. Overall,
these data show that the use of sub-optimal lipid compo-
sitions can have a large effect on the transport kinetics and
relative substrate affinities obtained during in vitro study
of multidrug transport.

Methods
Lipids were from Avanti Polar Lipids Inc.: DOPC, DOPG,
DOPE, E. coli or soyPI, where the first three are pure syn-
thetic lipids (with two C18 chains each with one unsatu-
rated bond), and the last two are natural lipid extracts,
containing a mixture of lipid chains lengths and satura-
tion. E. coli lipids also contain a range of headgroups.
Detergents DDM and OG were from Anatrace; anti c Myc
alkaline phosphatase from Sigma-Aldrich; Ni-NTA agar-
ose from QIAGEN, carboxyfluorescein from Molecular
Probes and all other compounds were obtained from
Sigma-Aldrich.

Protein preparation
EmrE-His and TBsmr-His were cloned into pT7-7, trans-
formed into E. coli TA15/pGP1-3 and overexpression
(induced by heat shock) and purification were performed
as previously described [3,5]. A 6 L volume of cells was
disrupted by passage through a French ™pressure cell at
1000 psi (6900 kPa). Isolated membranes were solubi-
lised at 4°C for at least 2 hours in 50 ml of solubilising
buffer (20 mM Tris, pH 7.5, 100 mM NaCl, 10 mM 2-mer-
captoethanol, and 1% (w/v) DDM). Insoluble material
was removed by centrifugation at 35 000 g and 4°C. NaCl
and imidazole were added to final concentrations of 350
mM and 15 mM respectively, and DDM solubilised pro-
tein was consequently incubated with 1.5 ml of Ni-NTA
agarose (QIAGEN) for 1.5 h at 4°C. Non-specifically
bound protein was removed by washing with 30 column
volumes of 20 mM Tris pH 7.5, 400 mM NaCl, 15 mM
imidazole, 0.1% DDM and 5 mM 2-mercaptoethanol, fol-
lowed by 15 column volumes of the above buffer with the
exception of 20 mM NaCl. Proteins were eluted with 5

column volumes of elution buffer (20 mM Tris, pH 7.5,
25 mM NaCl, 200 mM imidazole, 0.1% DDM and 5 mM
2-mercaptoethanol). Eluted protein was concentrated in
an Amicon Ultra 50 000 MWCO centrifugal concentrator
(Millipore) to approximately 1–2 mM as determined by
A280, snap frozen in liquid N2 and stored at -80°C until
required. Protein purity was determined by SDS-PAGE
and Western blot analysis. His-tagged protein was used
throughout. EmrE purified into DDM was assayed for
activity by TPP binding, by radiolabelled TPP binding
curves as well as isothermal titration calorimetry. The lat-
ter gave a dissociation constant, Kd of 36 nM in 0.08%
DDM with a binding stoichiometry of 0.48 TPP per EmrE,
i.e. binding to dimer EmrE, with > 90% of the protein
being active.

Lipid vesicles
Lipid vesicles were prepared with 50 nm, 100 nm or 200
nm diameter by extrusion as previously [43,44]. Vesicles
were also prepared by sonication.

Transport assay
Transport assays were performed as previously described
[8] using radiolabelled 14C MV2+ (Sigma-Aldrich)
(referred to as MV throughout). Protein was first
exchanged from DDM into OG [28]: DDM-protein was
incubated with 1.5 ml of Ni-NTA beads (pre-washed 1%
OG and 20 mM Tris pH 7.5) for 1.5 h at 4°C; loaded onto
a Pharmacia XK-16/20 glass column; washed 4-times with
buffer containing 150 mM NaCl, 1% OG, 15 mM mercap-
toethanol and 15 mM Tris pH 7.5 and then mixed with
elution buffer (the previous buffer with 200 mM imida-
zole and 15 mM mercaptoethanol) and incubated at
room temperature for 15 min. Eluted protein was concen-
trated by centrifugation at 4000 g using Amicon Ultra 50
000 MWCO centrifugal concentrator (Millipore). Protein
in OG was immediately reconstituted into lipid vesicles
(at a starting protein:lipid mole ratio of ~2900:1). Lipids
were rehydrated (to 50 mg.ml-1 in 150 mM NaCl, 15 mM
Tris, pH 7.5) and sonicated or extruded to 50 nm, 100 nm
or 200 nm as stated in the text. The vesicles were mixed
with OG to a final concentration of 0.65% w/v, or a 25:1
molar ratio of lipid to OG. 75 μg of OG solubilised EmrE-
His was added to 375 μl of these OG-lipid vesicles and OG
was removed by a ~70 fold dilution into 25 ml of 190 mM
NH4Cl, 15 mM Tris pH 7.5 followed by mixing at room
temperature for 20 min. The protein-containing vesicles
were centrifuged at 250 000 g for 60 min, at 25°C and the
pellet resuspended in 100 μl of reconstitution buffer (190
mM NH4Cl, 15 mM Tris pH 7.5) and stored at -80°C. Pro-
tein-containing vesicles were thawed, resealed by a 20 s
sonication step and transport was initiated by dilution of
3 μl of protein-containing vesicles into 200 μl of assay
buffer (140 mM KCl, 5 mM MgCl2 and 10 mM Tricine)
containing 42 μM 14C MV2+, at pH 8 for EmrE and pH 9
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for TBsmr. At given times ranging between 0 and 20 min
the reaction was stopped by dilution with 2 ml of ice cold
assay buffer and protein-containing lipid vesicles were
collected by filtration through Scheicher and Schull (0.2
μm) (Millipore, Watford, UK) filters. (Although the pro-
cedure commenced with extruded unilamellar vesicles,
their size will have altered during reconstitution and the
transport assay. We found, as previously reported [8], that
0.2 μm filters worked well and better than smaller pore
sizes). Filters were placed into scintillation vials with 10
ml of Emulsifier-safe scintillation fluid (PerkinElmer) and
radioactivity was measured in a TRI-CARB 2100TR Liquid
Scintillation Counter. Experiments were carried out in
triplicates.

The amount of OG and DDM remaining after reconstitu-
tion was determined by a phenol sulphuric acid carbohy-
drate assay [45]. For this assay, 50 μl of the protein-
containing vesicles were added to 250 μl of 5% (w/v) phe-
nol and 600 μl of concentrated sulphuric acid. This mix-
tures was incubated for 5 min and the absorbance was
measured at 460 nm.

Maintenance of pH was monitored by incorporation of
the pH sensitive dye carboxyfluorescein (Molecular
Probes) inside protein-containing lipid vesicles. Protein-
containing vesicles were formed as described above in the
presence of 10 μM carboxyfluoroscein. 3 μl of protein-
containing vesicles were diluted into 200 μl of assay buffer
and thoroughly mixed by pipetting. Changes in carboxy-
fluoroscein fluorescence were monitored over 15 min, at
25°C by exciting the sample at 475 nm and measuring
emission at 520 nm.

Initial transport rates of MV were determined from the
gradient of the linear part of the MV accumulation versus
time (e.g. figure 1a): over ~the first 6 mins for EmrE or 16
mins for TBsmr. Rates (apart from those for Km and Vmax
determinations) were determined for 42 μM MV. All fit-
ting was carried out using MicroCal Origin 6.0 software.
Initial rates were calculated per mg of protein associated
with lipid vesicles after reconstitution. Note that identical
protein samples were used for each lipid series; protein
aliquots were taken from the same protein sample
exchanged from DDM into OG for all DOPC/DOPE
measurements, or all from a separate protein sample for
all DOPC/DOPG or DOPG/DOPE measurements.

The amount of protein was quantified on samples after
the transport assay, on the same sample, from colorimet-
ric development of Western blots [46], by densitometry
using Quantity One® software (BioRad). The actual
amount of reconstituted protein was calculated by com-
paring band densities between protein-containing lipid
vesicle samples, normalised to an aliquot of the same pro-

tein preparation which had been previously quantified
(each Western always contained a band from a protein
sample that had already been quantified on another gel,
to enable normalising between gels). Protein-containing
vesicle samples were run on 10% SDS denaturing gels and
transferred to polyvinyl difluoride membranes prior to
incubation with anti c Myc alkaline phosphatase (1:5000)
(Sigma Aldrich) (the protein constructs contained a Myc
epitope). Alkaline phosphate substrate solution, BCIP-
NBT (Sigma Aldrich), was applied to the membrane as per
manufacturer's protocol for protein visualisation and
quantification. The BCIP-NBT detection system is based
on the hydrolysis of 5-bromo-4-chloro-3 indolyl phos-
phate (BCIP) and the reduction of p-nitrobluetetrazolium
chloride (NBT) producing a purple product, which can be
colorimetrcally quantified. This Western blot method due
to its high sensititivity (0.5 ng of substrate) [47,48]proved
effective for quantifying the relatively small amounts of
EmrE reconstituted by the method here, which was opti-
mised to maintain a pH gradient rather than to optimise
EmrE concentrations. The amount of reconstituted pro-
tein was also assessed by a modified Lowry method as
well as following solvent extraction of protein and lipid.
For the latter EmrE samples in lipid were solubilised using
a 43:43:14 chloroform:methanol:sample (v/v) ratio and
absorbance spectrum measured between 250 and 310
nm. EmrE standards of known concentration in DDM
were used for calibration and lipid samples in the absence
of EmrE were used to subtract any non-protein absorb-
ance in the region from 250–310 nm.

In order to determine Km and Vmax MV transport assays
were performed with different concentrations of 14C MV
at three different lipid mole fractions for each lipid series:
DOPC/DOPE, DOPC/DOPG and DOPC/DOPG. MV
concentrations were between 5 μM and 2 mM MV (spiked
with 5% 14C MV2+). The extent of non-specific binding of
MV was determined in control experiments in protein-free
lipid vesicles (for all lipid compositions). This non-spe-
cific binding was corrected for in the binding curves
shown. At 42 μM MV this background binding was signif-
icantly lower than the specific binding and transport. 42
μM MV corresponds to: ~250:1 mole ratio MV to protein
and ~50:1 lipid: MV; 600 μM MV to: ~4000:1 MV to pro-
tein, and 3:1 lipid: MV.

Abbreviations
CMC: Critical Micellar Concentration; DDM: n-dodecyl-
β-d-maltoside; DOPC: 1,2-dioleoyl-sn-glycero-3-phos-
phocholine; DOPE: 1,2-dioleoyl-sn-glycero-3-phos-
phoethanolamine; DOPG: L-α-1,2-dioleoyl-sn-glycero-3-
phosphoglycerol; E. coli: Escherichia coli; EmrE: Escherichia
coli small multidrug transporter; M. tuberculosis: Mycobac-
terium tuberculosis; MV: methylviologen; OG: Octyl-β-D-
glucopyranoside; PC: phosphatidylcholine; PE: phos-
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small multidrug resistance; TBsmr: Mycobacterium tubercu-
losis small multidrug transporter.

Authors' contributions
KC devised and performed all experimental work. DM
assisted with protein preparations, protein activity assays,
data analyses and experiment design. PC advised on
experimental design, assisted with data analyses and per-
formed background experimental work. KC, DM and PC
helped to draft the manuscript. PJB conceived the study,
designed experimental approaches and wrote the manu-
script.

Acknowledgements
We thank Shimon Schuldiner for his support of this work and providing 
protein constructs, advice and a critical appraisal of the manuscript. We are 
also grateful to Chris Tate for helpful discussions and Dvir Rotem for advice 
on transport assays. The work was supported by the BBSRC (B19845 and 
studentship to KC) the EU E-MeP consortium and the Leverhulme Trust 
(Prize to PJB).

References
1. Paulsen I, Skurray R, Tam R, Saier M, Turner R, Weiner J, Goldberg

E, Grinius L: The SMR family: a novel family of multidrug efflux
proteins involved with the efflux of lipophilic drugs.  Mol Micro-
biol 1996, 19:1167-1175.

2. Arkin I, Russ W, Lebendiker M, Schuldiner S: Determining the Sec-
ondary Structure and Orientation of EmrE, a Multi-Drug
Transporter, Indicates a Transmembrane Four-Helix Bun-
dle.  Biochemistry 1996, 35:7233-7238.

3. Tate CG, Kunji ERS, Lebendiker M, Schuldiner S: The projection
structure of EmrE, a proton-linked multidrug transporter
from Escherichia coli, at 7 angstroms resolution.  EMBO J 2001,
20:77-81.

4. Ubarretxena-Belandia I, Baldwin JM, Schuldiner S, Tate CG: Three-
dimensional structure of the bacterial multidrug transporter
EmrE shows it is an asymmetric homodimer.  EMBO J 2003,
22(23):6175-6181.

5. Muth TR, Schuldiner S: A membrane-embedded glutamate is
required for ligand binding to the multidrug transporter
EmrE.  EMBO J 2000, 19:234-240.

6. Soskine M, Adam Y, Schuldiner S: Direct evidence for substrate-
induced proton release in detergent-solubilized EmrE, a
multidrug transporter.  J Biol Chem 2004, 279(11):9951-9955.

7. Ninio S, Rotem D, Schuldiner S: Functional analysis of novel
multidrug transporters from human pathogens.  J Biol Chem
2001, 276:48250-48256.

8. Yerushalmi H, Lebendiker M, Schuldiner S: EmrE, an Escherichia
coli 12-kDa Multidrug Transporter, Exchanges Toxic Cati-
ons and H+ and Is Soluble in Organic Solvents.  Journal of Biolog-
ical Chemistry 1995, 270(12):6856-6863.

9. Butler PJ, Ubarretxena-Belandia I, Warne T, Tate CG: The
Escherichia coli multidrug transporter EmrE is a dimer in
the detergent-solubilised state.  J Mol Biol 2004, 340(4):797-808.

10. Schuldiner S: When biochemistry meets structural biology:
the cautionary tale of EmrE.  Trends Biochem Sci 2007,
32(6):252-258.

11. Soskine M, Mark S, Tayer N, Mizrachi R, Schuldiner S: On parallel
and antiparallel topology of a homodimeric multidrug trans-
porter.  J Biol Chem 2006, 281(47):36205-36212.

12. Rapp M, Seppala S, Granseth E, von Heijne G: Emulating mem-
brane protein evolution by rational design.  Science 2007,
315(5816):1282-1284.

13. Chen YJ, Pornillos O, Lieu S, Ma C, Chen AP, Chang G: X-ray struc-
ture of EmrE supports dual topology model.  Proc Natl Acad Sci
USA 2007, 104(48):18999-19004.

14. Brennan P: Mycobacterium and other actinomycetes.  In Micro-
bial Lipids Volume I. Edited by: Ratledge C, Wilkinson SG. London: Aca-
demic Press; 1998:203-298. 

15. Morita YS, Velasquez R, Taig E, Waller RF, Patterson JH, Tull D, Wil-
liams SJ, Billman-Jacobe H, McConville MJ: Compartmentalization
of lipid biosynthesis in mycobacteria.  J Biol Chem 2005,
280(22):21645-21652.

16. Gruner SM: Intrinsic curvature hypothesis for biomembrane
lipid composition: a role for nonbilayer lipids.  Proc Natl Acad Sci
USA 1985, 82:3665-3669.

17. Helfrich W: Elastic properties of lipid bilayers: theory and pos-
sible experiments.  Z Naturforsch [C] 1973, 28(11):693-703.

18. Seddon JM: Structure of the inverted hexagonal (HII) phase,
and non-lamellar phase transitions of lipids.  Biochim Biophys
Acta 1990, 1031:1-69.

19. Meijberg W, Booth PJ: The activation energy for insertion of
transmembrane alpha-helices is dependent on membrane
composition.  J Mol Biol 2002, 319:839-853.

20. Allen SJ, Curran AR, Templer RH, Meijberg W, Booth PJ: Control-
ling the folding efficiency of an integral membrane protein.  J
Mol Biol 2004, 342:1293-1304.

21. Keller SLBS, Gruner SM, Tate MW, Vodyanoy I, Parsegian VA: Prob-
ability of Alamethicin conductance states varies with nonla-
mellar tendency of bilayer phospholipids.  Biophys J 1993,
65(1):23-27.

22. Lewis JR, Cafiso DS: Correlation between the free energy of a
channel-forming voltage-gated peptide and the spontaneous
curvature of bilayer lipids.  Biochemistry 1999, 38:5932-5938.

23. Bloom M, Evans E, Mouritsen OG: Physical properties of the fluid
lipid-bilayer component of cell membranes: a perspective.  Q
Rev Biophys 1991, 24(3):293-397.

24. Bezrukov SM: Functional consequences of lipid packing stress.
Curr Op Coll Int Sci 2000, 5:237-243.

25. Curnow P, Lorch M, Charalambous K, Booth PJ: The reconstitu-
tion and activity of the small multidrug transporter EmrE is
modulated by non-bilayer lipid composition.  J Mol Biol 2004,
343:213-222.

26. Yerushalmi H, Mordoch S, Schuldiner S: A single carboxyl mutant
of the multidrug transporter EmrE is fully functional.  Journal
of Biological Chemistry 2001, 276(16):12744-12748.

27. Gutman N, Steiner-Mordoch S, Schuldiner S: An amino acid clus-
ter around the essential Glu-14 is part of the substrate- and
proton-binding domain of EmrE, a multidrug transporter
from Escherichia coli.  J Biol Chem 2003, 278(18):16082-16087.

28. Rotem D, Schuldiner S: EmrE, a multidrug transporter from
Escherichia coli, transports monovalent and divalent sub-
strates with the same stoichiometry.  J Biol Chem 2004,
279(47):48787-48793.

29. Lande MB, Donovan JM, Zeidel ML: The relationship between
membrane fluidity and permeabilities to water, solutes,
ammonia, and protons.  J Gen Physiol 1995, 106(1):67-84.

30. Hill WG, Zeidel ML: Reconstituting the barrier properties of a
water-tight epithelial membrane by design of leaflet-specific
liposomes.  J Biol Chem 2000, 275(39):30176-30185.

31. Chen QP, Li QT: Effect of cardiolipin on proton permeability
of phospholipid liposomes: the role of hydration at the lipid-
water interface.  Arch Biochem Biophys 2001, 389(2):201-206.

32. Hammarstrom L, Almgren M, Norby T: Transmembrane electron
transfer mediated by a viologen: a mechanism involving dif-
fusion of doubly reduced viologen formed by disproportion-
ation of viologen radical.  J Phys Chem 1992, 96:5017-5024.

33. Fyfe PK, McAuley KE, Roszak AW, Isaacs NW, Cogdell RJ, Jones MR:
Probing the interface between membrane proteins and
membrane lipids by X-ray crystallography.  Trends Biochem Sci
2001, 26:106-112.

34. Chen CC, Wilson TH: The phospholipid requirement for activ-
ity of the lactose carrier of Escherichia Coli.  J Biol Chem 1984,
259:10150-10158.

35. Bogdanov M, Dowhan W: Phosphlipid-assisted protein folding:
phosphatidylethanolamine is required at a late step of the
conformational maturation of the polytopic membrane pro-
tein lactose permease.  EMBO J 1998, 17:5255-5264.

36. Bogdanov M, Dowhan W: Lipid-assisted protein folding.  J Biol
Chem 1999, 274:36827-36830.

37. Zhang W, Bogdanov M, Pi J, Pittard AJ, Dowhan W: Reversible top-
ological organization within a polytopic membrane protein

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8730859
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8730859
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8679552
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8679552
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8679552
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11226157
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14633977
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14633977
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14633977
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10637227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10637227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10637227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14701800
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14701800
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14701800
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11574548
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11574548
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7896833
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15223321
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15223321
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15223321
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17452106
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17452106
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17003034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17003034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17003034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17255477
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17255477
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18024586
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18024586
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15805104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15805104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3858841
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3858841
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=4273690
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=4273690
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2407291
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2407291
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12054874
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12054874
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12054874
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15351652
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15351652
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8369434
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8369434
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8369434
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10231547
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10231547
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10231547
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1749824
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1749824
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15381431
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15381431
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15381431
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11278804
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11278804
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12590142
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12590142
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12590142
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15371426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15371426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15371426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7494139
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7494139
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7494139
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10903312
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10903312
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10903312
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11339809
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11339809
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11339809
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11166568
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11166568
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11166568
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6381481
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6381481
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9736605
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9736605
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9736605
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10601231
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14525982
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14525982


Publish with BioMed Central   and  every 
scientist can read your work free of charge

"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for 
disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."

Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK

Your research papers will be:

available free of charge to the entire biomedical community

peer reviewed and published immediately upon acceptance

cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central 

yours — you keep the copyright

Submit your manuscript here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp

BioMedcentral

BMC Biochemistry 2008, 9:31 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2091/9/31

Page 12 of 12

(page number not for citation purposes)

is governed by a change in membrane phospholipid compo-
sition.  J Biol Chem 2003, 278(50):50128-50135.

38. Wang X, Bogdanov M, Dowhan W: Topology of polytopic mem-
brane protein subdomains is dictated by membrane phos-
pholipid composition.  Embo J 2002, 21(21):5673-5681.

39. Zhang W, Campbell HA, King SC, Dowhan W: Phospholipids as
determinants of membrane protein topology. Phosphati-
dylethanolamine is required for the proper topological
organization of the gamma-aminobutyric acid permease
(GabP) of Escherichia coli.  J Biol Chem 2005,
280(28):26032-26038.

40. Gbaguidi B, Hakizimana P, Vandenbussche G, Ruysschaert JM: Con-
formational changes in a bacterial multidrug transporter are
phosphatidylethanolamine-dependent.  Cell Mol Life Sci 2007,
64(12):1571-1582.

41. Hakizimana P, Masureel M, Gbaguidi B, Ruysschaert JM, Govaerts C:
Interactions between phosphatidylethanolamine headgroup
and LmrP, a multidrug transporter: a conserved mechanism
for proton gradient sensing?  J Biol Chem 2008,
283(14):9369-9376.

42. Romsicki Y, Sharom FJ: The membrane lipid environment mod-
ulates drug interactions with the P-glycoprotein multidrug
transporter.  Biochemistry 1999, 38(21):6887-6896.

43. Lorch M, Booth PJ: Insertion kinetics of a denatured alpha hel-
ical membrane protein into phospholipid bilayer vesicles.  J
Mol Biol 2004, 344:1109-1121.

44. Curran AR, Templer RH, Booth PJ: Modulation of folding and
assembly of the membrane protein bacteriorhodopsin by
intermolecular forces within the lipid bilayer.  Biochemistry
1999, 38:9328-9336.

45. Smith DR, Doucette-Stamm LA, Deloughery C, Lee H, Dubois J,
Aldredge T, Bashirzadeh R, Blakely DCR, Gilbert K, Harrison D,
Hoang L, Keagle P, Lumm W, Pothier B, Qiu D, Spadafora R, Vicaire
R, Wang Y, Wierzbowski J, Gibson R, Jiwani N, Caruso A, Bush D,
Reeve JN, et al.: Complete genome sequence of Methanobac-
terium thermoautotrophicum deltaH: functional analysis
and comparative genomics.  J Bacteriol 1997, 179:7135-7155.

46. Amor Y, Haigler CH, Johnson S, Wainscott M, Delmer DP: A mem-
brane-associated form of sucrose synthase and its potential
role in synthesis of cellulose and callose in plants.  Proc Natl
Acad Sci USA 1995, 92(20):9353-9357.

47. Mansfield MA: Rapid immunodetection on polyvinylidene fluo-
ride membrane blots without blocking.  Anal Biochem 1995,
229(1):140-143.

48. Prasad R, Lambe S, Kaler P, Pathania S, Kumar S, Attri S, Singh SK:
Ectopic expression of alkaline phosphatase in proximal tubu-
lar brush border membrane of human renal cell carcinoma.
Biochim Biophys Acta 2005, 1741(3):240-245.

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14525982
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14525982
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12411485
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12411485
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12411485
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15890647
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15890647
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15890647
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17530171
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17530171
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17530171
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18234676
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18234676
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18234676
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10346910
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10346910
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10346910
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15544815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15544815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10413507
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10413507
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10413507
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9371463
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9371463
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9371463
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7568131
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7568131
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7568131
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8533884
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8533884
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16081252
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16081252
http://www.biomedcentral.com/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
http://www.biomedcentral.com/

	cover sheet 4772.pdf
	lipid bilayer composition influences .pdf
	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Results
	MV transport
	Lipid dependence of EmrE and TBsmr by MV transport
	Lipid dependence of EmrE substrate Km


	Discussion
	Lipid dependences of the SMR family of proteins
	Lipid effects on membrane proteins

	Conclusion
	Methods
	Protein preparation
	Lipid vesicles
	Transport assay

	Abbreviations
	Authors' contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References


