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Abstract

The exchange of ammonium across cellular membranes is a fundamental process in all domains of life. In plants, bacteria 
and fungi, ammonium represents a vital source of nitrogen, which is scavenged from the external environment. In contrast, 
in animal cells ammonium is a cytotoxic metabolic waste product and must be excreted to prevent cell death. Transport of 
ammonium is facilitated by the ubiquitous Amt/Mep/Rh transporter superfamily. In addition to their function as transporters, 
Amt/Mep/Rh proteins play roles in a diverse array of biological processes and human physiopathology. Despite this clear physi-
ological importance and medical relevance, the molecular mechanism of Amt/Mep/Rh proteins has remained elusive. Crystal 
structures of bacterial Amt/Rh proteins suggest electroneutral transport, whilst functional evidence supports an electrogenic 
mechanism. Here, focusing on bacterial members of the family, we summarize the structure of Amt/Rh proteins and what three 
decades of research tells us concerning the general mechanisms of ammonium translocation, in particular the possibility that 
the transport mechanism might differ in various members of the Amt/Mep/Rh superfamily.

IntRoductIon
The transport of ammonium (NH4

+) across cell membranes is a fundamental process in all domains of life. After N2, ammonium is the 
most prevalent nitrogenous compound on earth, and for most prokaryotes, fungi and plants, it is a preferred nitrogen source [1–3]. 
For ammonia- oxidizing bacteria (AOB), ammonium provides energy and reducing power [4]. In contrast, for mammals, ammonium 
is the end product of nitrogen metabolism [2], and a key metabolite in the control of systemic acid–base balance [5, 6]. In humans, 
elevated concentrations of ammonium can lead to health conditions, including neurological disorders, and growth retardation in 
neonates and children [7]. Thus, efficient ammonium excretion is essential in detoxification of erythrocytes, kidney and liver cells [8].

For years, the prevailing view was that neutral NH3 species passively diffused across the membrane down its concentration gradient 
[9]. However, for many plants and bacteria, passive diffusion rates would be insufficient to meet cellular nitrogen requirements 
[10]. The pKa of the NH4

+/NH3 equilibrium is 9.25, thus at physiological pH, 99 % of ammonium is protonated. In addition, lipid 
membranes were found to be impermeable to ions [11, 12], suggesting the presence of specific ammonia/ammonium (NH3/
NH4

+) transport systems.

The first evidence of the existence of ammonium translocation systems was reported while investigating amino acid trans-
port during nitrogen starvation response in the filamentous fungi Penicillium chrysogenum [13]. The authors found that 
the activity of a non- specific amino acid permease was inhibited by ammonium, suggesting the presence of a dedicated 
ammonium uptake system. This was further confirmed by measuring the uptake of the ammonium analogue: 14C- labelled 
methylammonium (MeA). It was shown that MeA uptake occurred against the concentration gradient and was inhibited by 
ammonium, confirming the presence of a specific membrane transport system for ammonium [14].

OPEN

ACCESS

http://mic.microbiologyresearch.org/content/journal/micro/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.ast


2

Bizior et al., Microbiology 2023;169:001360

A major advance in the field came with the molecular identification of the first bona fide genes encoding ammonium transporters, 
named Mep1 in the yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae [15] and Amt1 in the plant Arabidopsis thaliana [16]. Two additional Mep 
transporters, Mep2 and Mep3, were identified and subsequently characterized in S. cerevisiae [17]. The first prokaryotic Amt 
gene was sequenced and characterized in Corynebacterium glutamicum [18]. Soon after, numerous Amt/Mep family members 
were identified and characterized in a wide range of micro- organisms, including the bacterium Escherichia coli, the Archeaon 
Archaeoglobus fulgidus, the yeast Candida albicans and the ectomycorrhizal fungi Paxillus involutus and Hebeloma cylindrosporum 
[19–24].

In 1997, based on a sequence similarity of 20–25 % between the human red blood cell rhesus protein (RhAG) and existing 
Amt/Mep family members, the Rh proteins were identified as potential mammalian ammonium transporters [25, 26]. Soon 
afterwards, RhAG and RhGK (now called RhCG), a homologue expressed in human kidney cells, were shown to facilitate 
ammonium uptake in a S. cerevisiae triple-mepΔ strain, deprived of its three endogenous Mep ammonium transporters. 
This provided the first functional evidence that Rh proteins are able to translocate ammonium [27]. In parallel, the ammo-
nium transport activity of RhBG, a third member of the Rh50 glycoprotein group, was characterized in human and mouse 
nonerythroid tissues [28, 29]. Rh homologues were later identified in many lower organisms [30, 31], including the green alga 
Chlamydomonas reinhardtii, the worm Caenorhabditis elegans and the nitrifying bacterium Nitrosomonas europaea [32–34].

The physiological relevance of Amt/Mep/Rh proteins extends beyond their role in ammonium acquisition as a nitrogen 
source. In the baker yeast S. cerevisiae and the human pathogen C. albicans, for instance, the Mep2 protein was found to act as 
a sensor required for the initiation of filamentous growth [35]. This dimorphic change is an essential process in the virulence 
of C. albicans [36, 37]. The function of Rh proteins was first revealed using a mouse knockout model; in renal excretion of 
ammonium, Rhcg absence causes a deregulation of blood pH, leading to lethality according to the intensity of the applied 
acid load [38]. This phenotype in mouse knockouts of Rhcg is reminiscent of a human syndrome called distal renal tubular 
acidosis (dRTA) [39]; however, so far, no relation between RhCG malfunction and dRTA has been shown.

Correlations between Rh proteins mutation/dysfunction and human pathologies have also been documented. In red blood 
cells (RBCs), RhAG mutations are associated with Rh deficiency syndrome (Rhnull or Rhnod), characterized by the lack of 
Rh antigens on RBCs [40, 41]. Overhydrated hereditary stomatocytosis (OHSt) is a rare dominantly inherited haemolytic 
anaemia, characterized by leakage of important monovalent cations (K+, Na+) through malfunctioning RhAG [42, 43]. In 
addition, the rhbg and rhcg genes have been proposed to act as potential tumour suppressors in human oesophageal squamous 
epithelial cancers [44] and mouse brain tumours [45]. Finally, rhcg has been identified as a candidate gene for early- onset 
major depressive disorder [46].

Many functional studies aimed at elucidating the mechanism of transport by the bacterial Amt/Rh proteins lead to a consider-
able controversy regarding the substrate and mechanism of transport [47]. Hence in this review, concentrating on bacterial 
transporters, we will present the structure of Amt/Rh proteins and discuss in detail our current knowledge of the mechanisms 
of ammonium translocation in prokaryotes.

MEchanIsM of aMMonIuM tRanspoRt
Various mechanisms were proposed before the structure of ammonium transporters was determined in 2004. The transport 
mechanisms proposed before 2004 are summarized in Table 1, followed by a detailed discussion of the structure of bacterial 
Amt/Rh and, finally, an exploration of whether our expectations of solving the mechanism of transport based on these structures 
has been met.

In 1985, the prevailing view was that these systems function in active transport of NH4
+ to concentrate it within the cell [48]. A 

decade later, Kleiner’s ruminations could be tested following the initial identification of genes encoding bona fide ammonium 
transporters [15, 16]. Rather than providing elucidation of the mechanism, however, the lines of investigation quickly gave rise 
to a variety of differing perspectives and conclusions.

Some of the earliest characterization of Amt/Mep/Rh- mediated transport and accumulation of [14C]methylammonium (MeA), 
an ammonium analogue, supported proposals that the family were capable of energy- dependent concentration of the ammonium 
ion, NH4

+ [16, 17].

This view would be challenged by work from Sydney Kustu’s laboratory who generated an E. coli strain with a disrupted amtB. 
The resulting mutant matched wild- type (WT) growth at pH 7 across a range of ammonium concentrations, but was slower 
at pH 5 under ammonium limitation (<1 mM NH4

+). The pKa of ammonium is 9.25, so the relative concentration of the 
uncharged species decreases at acidic pH, and this was taken as evidence that AmtB recognizes NH3 [49]. In addition, they 
reported that Salmonella typhimurium ‘metabolically trapped’ NH3: metabolizing it immediately rather than accumulating 
it in the cytoplasm. Follow- up work revealed that, when grown on alternative N- sources, S. typhimurium can use AmtB to 
excrete intracellular ammonia [49, 50]. Taken together, the authors argued that AmtB was a passive channel that merely 
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enhanced the pre- existing rate of NH3 diffusion. The channel hypothesis was extended to eucarya, with reports that NH3 
was the natural substrate of the MEP proteins of S. cerevisiae. Here, Soupene et al. explained previous observations of MeA 
accumulation as the result of energy- dependent sequestration of MeA into acidic vacuoles. This was evidenced by a significant 
decrease in MeA accumulation in yeast strains deficient in vacuolar H+- ATPase, which is responsible for the acidification of 
said compartments [51]. Within the discussion, the authors speculate that Rh proteins might also be channels, but for CO2 
rather than NH3.

Taken in isolation, these studies suggest a growing case for Amt/Mep/Rh proteins as simple channels. However, contemporaneous 
studies were also providing support for a more involved transporter- like role for the Amt/Mep/Rh family.

In 2001, Meier- Wagner et al. characterized AmtB from C. glutamicum using [14C]MeA uptake assays [52]. They showed that 
AmtB- mediated methylammonium uptake was dependent on membrane potential and reported that the Km for methyl-
ammonium was unaffected by a pH shift of 2.5. This supported the conclusion that methylammonium (and by extension 
ammonium) was the substrate, not methylamine/ammonia [52]. Ludewig et al. provided more direct evidence for active 
transport in plant Amt proteins. Specifically, they expressed AMT1;1 and AMT1;2 from Lycopersicon esculentum in Xenopus 
laevis oocytes and measured charge translocation in the presence of ammonium via a voltage clamp [53, 54]. The currents 
were dependent on both voltage and NH4

+concentration, and unaffected by changes in pH. From this, the authors concluded 
that these proteins were NH4

+ uniporters.

Xenopus oocytes were subsequently used to probe the mechanism of human RhBG and RhCG. RhBG was reported to be 
electroneutral, with the authors concluding that it was likely an NH4

+/H+ antiporter [55]. In contrast, an NH4
+- dependent 

current was observed for human RhCG, supporting a similar NH4
+ uniport mechanism to L. esculentum AMTs. The authors 

observed that NH3 concentration altered the affinity of RhCG, hinting at a more complex mechanism involving transport of 
both species [56]. Finally, mixed results were obtained for RhAG. Transport assays carried out on RhAG- expressing oocytes 
supported NH4

+/H+ antiporter activity, while a comparable assay in RBCs suggested that RhAG had the capacity to export 
NH4

+ [57, 58].

As portrayed by these studies, the early 2000s featured a confluence of disparate hypotheses pulling the field in different 
directions (Table 1). The controversy was the result of the lack of quantitative kinetic data characterizing the activity of Amt/
Mep/Rh proteins at the single channel level. Essentially all functional studies were carried out using intact cells, cell- derived 
vesicles or substrate analogues. In all of these systems, the parameters measured to analyse substrate conduction (pH change, 
electric current, uptake of labelled analogue) are likely to be affected by other physiological phenomenon, requiring careful 
controls [47].

Hence from the contemporary literature, it was difficult to confidently proclaim that Amt/Mep/Rh were channels or trans-
porters, or even that a single mechanism was conserved across the family. Thus, it was hoped that the eventual purification 
of active protein and solving of crystal structures would provide clarity and elucidate the truth of the mechanism.

Table 1. Reported mechanisms in Amt/Mep/Rh before 2004

Organisms Proteins Systems Methods Mechanisms References

L. esculentum Amt1;1 Oocyte EP Δψ-driven NH4
+ uniporter [53, 54]

Amt1;2 Oocyte EP Δψ-driven NH4
+ uniporter [54]

C. glutamicum AmtB C. glutamicum cells TA Δψ-driven NH4
+ uniporter [52]

H. sapiens RhAG Oocyte TA Electroneutral NH4
+/H+ 

antiporter
[58]

Red blood cells TA NH4
+ exporter [57]

RhBG Oocyte EP/TA/pH Electroneutral NH4
+/H+ 

antiporter
[55]

RhCG Oocyte EP/pH Transport of NH4
+ and 

NH3

[56]

S. cerevisiae Mep1- 3 Yeast TA NH3 channel [51]

S. typhimurium AmtB S. typhimurium cells GE NH3 channel [89]

E. coli AmtB E. coli cells TA/GE NH3 channel [49]

EP, electrophysiology; TA, 14[C]-methylammonium transport assay; pH, pH measurement; GE, growth experiment.
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stRuctuRal chaRactERIzatIon
Membrane topology and secondary structure
The topological organization of Amt proteins was first determined in vivo for the ammonium transporter AmtB from E. coli 
using alkaline phosphatase (PhoA) and β–galactosidase (LacZ) reporter fusion proteins [59]. The results supported an 11 TM 
helices (TMH) model with the N- terminus facing the periplasm and the C- terminus located in the cytoplasm [59]. Prior sequence 
analysis had predicted a 12th helix [24], but these results suggested that the first theoretical helix was a signal peptide that would 
be cleaved following correct folding or insertion of the protein into the membrane [59]. The high- resolution structure (see 
paragraph below) demonstrated that the 11 TMH model and general topology observed in AmtB is conserved across Amt/Mep 
proteins; human rhesus proteins, however, have been shown to possess 12 TM helices, with both the N- terminus and C- terminus 
located in the cytoplasm [60].

tertiary and quaternary structure
Investigation into the oligomeric state of Amt/Mep/Rh was prompted by the observation of crosstalk between the different Mep 
isoforms in S. cerevisiae, where expression of an inactive Mep1 inhibited the activity of Mep2 and Mep3 [61]. Subsequently the 
E. coli AmtB, the first Amt/Mep protein to be purified, was subjected to a combination of analytical ultracentrifugation (AUC) 
and size- exclusion chromatography (SEC). Through these techniques it was determined that, when solubilized in dodecyl-β-
maltopyranoside (DDM), AmtB purifies as a homotrimer with a molecular mass of ~140 kDa [62]. This does not correspond to 
the expected mass of the trimer (~130 kDa), likely due to partial unfolding of hydrophobic domains following SDS binding [63]. 
In 2004, the first ordered 2D crystals of AmtB were obtained, with cryo- electron microscopy, generating a low resolution (12 Å) 
projection map, and atomic force microscopy was used to obtain higher resolution topographs [64]. Both methods supported 
the trimeric structure of AmtB and suggested that each monomer exhibited pseudo- twofold symmetry

These results validated that the first high- resolution crystal structures of AmtB were solved [65, 66]. The general structure of 
AmtB was also later characterized using a combination of small- angle X- ray scattering (SAXS) and small- angle neutron scattering 
(SANS) to obtain detailed structural information on AmtB stabilized in the detergent DDM [67]. These structures confirmed the 
trimeric organization of AmtB and provided an unprecedented insight into the structure of the translocation pathway, enabling 
investigation into the mechanism of ammonium transport. Over the last two decades, high- resolution crystal structures have 
been solved across the Amt/Mep/Rh family, including rhesus proteins from N. europaea and Homo sapiens, fungal Mep2 from  
S. cervisae and C. albicans; and Amt from Archeaoglobus fulgitus and Candidatus Kuenenia stuttgartiensis [60, 68–71].

As AmtB is the archetypal member of the family, with over 20 high- resolution structures in the Protein Databank (PDB), its 
structure will be discussed in detail, followed by a series of comparisons to other solved structures of bacterial Amt/Rh proteins.

structure of EcAmtB
Consistent with predictions [62, 64], AmtB crystalized as a homotrimer, with each monomer conforming to the 11 TMH model 
(Fig. 1) [59, 65, 66]. Crucially, these high- resolution structures led to the indentifcation and characterization of the potential 
substrate translocation pathway located in the centre of each monomer and the identification of four key features of mechanistic 
interest within the translocation pathway (Fig. 1):

(1) An NH4
+- binding site within a vestibule in the periplasmic face of the protein named S1 site.

(2) A constriction imposed by two stacked phenyalanine residues that separates the S1 site from the hydrophobic pore, named 
the ‘Phe- gate’.

(3) A second potential binding site named S2 followed by a narrow pore lined with hydrophobic residues and containing the 
characteristic ‘twin- His’ motif of the family.

(4) A cytoplasmic vestibule.

s1-binding site
The high- resolution structure revealed a putative NH4

+- binding site nestled at the bottom of a periplasmic vestibule in each 
monomer [65, 66]. As AmtB is only expressed under ammonium- limited conditions, the S1- binding site would be necessary to 
ensure a high affinity for the substrate and confer efficient scavenging for ammonium at low concentration in the surrounding 
environment [72]. The binding site (S1) is delineated by the residues S219, W148 and F107 (Fig. 1). At this site, NH4

+ could be 
stabilized via π-cation interactions with the phenyl rings of W148 and F107 alongside hydrogen bonding with S219 [65, 66]. 
Javelle et al. demonstrated that thallium (which has a similar size and coordination to ammonium) can bind at this position, and 
that thallium competitively inhibits MeA uptake, strongly supporting that the S1 is capable of binding NH4

+ [73].

D160 lies in the proximity of the S1 site (Fig. 2) and is highly conserved, implying a functional or structural role [59, 74]. However, 
the crystal structures rule out a role in binding, as the carboxy function of D160 is buried too deeply in the pore to directly create 
an electrostatic interaction with NH4

+ [65].
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Fig. 1. Structure of AmtB from E. coli. (a) View of the AmtB trimer from the side, and (b) from the top, with each monomer represented in olive, orange, 
or yellow. (c) Expanded view of the pore region of a single monomer with the water- accessible volume represented in grey. Highly conserved residues 
are shown in ball and stick representation for the ammonium- binding sites S1 and S2 (blue circle), phenylalanine gate (yellow) and central pore (grey), 
with displayed parts of the two transmembrane helices TM5 (His168) and TM10 (His318).

Fig. 2. Mechanism of electrogenic NH
4

+ translocation in AmtB. NH
4

+ is deprotonated at the periplasmic face of the protein, allowing passage of 
uncharged NH

3
 molecules through the central part of the hydrophobic channel (depicted by dark blue arrow). A parallel passage of H+ into the 

cytoplasm is enabled by the polar conduction route formed by two internal water wires (WWs) that span across the membrane H+ (depicted by orange 
arrows). NH

3
 re- protonation likely occurs near the cytoplasmic exit. Reproduced from [76].
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phe-gate
The second key structural feature of AmtB is the Phe- ate. Positioned immediately after the S1- binding site, the stacked phenyl rings 
of F107 and F215 form a constriction that completely blocks access to the pore from the S1 site (Fig. 1) [65]. The arrangement of 
F107 and F215 was identical in all the AmtB crystal structures (including AmtB co- crystalized in the presence of ammonium or 
different variants), but the authors suggested that the rings would have to be dynamic, as they completely block the translocation 
pathway [73, 75].

hydrophobic pore and twin-his motif
Immediately after the Phe- gate, a potential second binding site, named S2, mirrors the S1 site present in the periplasmic vestibule 
(Fig. 1) [65, 66, 73]. This potential binding site is delineated by the residues F215, W212 and H168. At this position, NH4

+ may 
be stabilized via π-cation interactions with the phenyl rings of W212 and F215 alongside hydrogen bonding with H168 and a 
water molecule in the pore. The S2 site is followed by a narrow and strongly hydrophobic pore that leads to the cytoplasm. The 
hydrophobic nature of the pore represents a highly energetic barrier against the movement of ions [66]. Two highly conserved 
histidine residues, H168 and H318, protrude into the lumen of this pore, forming the family’s characteristic twin- His motif [75]. 
Whilst the hydrophobic residues in the pore can be variable, the twin- His motif is highly conserved, indicating a functionally 
important role [66, 75].

Remarkably, a series of four residual electron densities within the hydrophobic pore were recorded only after soaking the crystal 
in ammonium sulfate; indicating that they were ammonium molecules [65]. In contrast, another study observed these densities 
regardless of the presence or absence of ammonium [66]. Since at 1.35 Å molecules of H2O and NH3 are not readily distinguished, it 
was hypothesized that these densities are equally likely to be water molecules [66]. These densities would later form the foundation 
of different hypotheses in the mechanism (see below [76, 77].

cytoplasmic vestibule
The translocation pathway terminates at a vestibule in the cytoplasmic face of the protein. Unlike the periplasmic vestibule, 
no discernible binding site was observed in the structure. In addition, there was no barrier between the vestibule and the 
pore, resulting in a clear asymmetry between the periplasmic and cytoplasmic ends of the channel. Interestingly, AmtB was 
crystallized in two different space groups, with the cytoplasmic vestibule in different conformational states in each crystal. In 
one conformational state, the residues around the N- terminus of TM10 are positioned differently, such that they obstruct the 
cytoplasmic exit and create a purely hydrophobic environment [66]. In the other conformational state, the residues do not obstruct 
the pore exit and result in a more polar ‘open’ configuration [66]. This evidence of conformational change within the vestibule 
suggested a functionally relevant role – which is still unknown. A later extensive site- directed mutagenesis study of the E. coli 
AmtB transporter revealed that the C- terminal region might mediate co- operativity between the three subunits of the protein, 
indicating conformational changes in the C- terminal tail and potentially the cytoplasmic vestibule [78]

additional amt/Rh structures
amtB in complex with GlnK
In E. coli, the activity of AmtB is regulated via a physical interaction with the PII protein GlnK [74, 79, 80]. The PII protein family, 
the most important family of signal transduction proteins in prokaryotes, forms homotrimers with a compact barrel- like shape. 
A flexible loop, named the ‘T- loop’, protrudes from the upper face of the barrel. The X- ray structure of the GlnK–AmtB complex 
has been simultaneously resolved by two different groups [60, 81]. GlnK and AmtB form a GlnK3 : AmtB3 complex at a 1 : 1 ratio. 
Interestingly, the C- terminal tail of AmtB and the T- loop of GlnK are structurally defined in the complex due to the stabilizing 
interaction between the two proteins [60, 81], whereas they are not in the individual crystal structures [65, 66]. The T- loop of 
GlnK in the complex is composed of two anti- parallel β-strands and this conformation allows a perfect fitting of the loop into 
the cytoplasmic vestibule of AmtB, blocking its activity.

A. fulgidus amt1
The crystal structure of AfAmt1, an ammonium transporter from the Archeaon A. fulgidus, was first solved in 2005 [68]. The 
general topology of AfAmt1 was highly similar to that of AmtB, following the same 11 TM model – with only the signal sequence 
missing. In addition, AfAmt1 retains the pseudo- twofold symmetry seen in AmtB, loosely mirroring TM1- 5 and TM6- 10 [65, 68].

Similarly to the S1 binding site identified in AmtB, AfAmt1 also possessed a serine (S208) and tryptophan (W137), which could 
stabilize a molecule of NH4

+ in the vestibule (Fig. 3). Whilst Andrade et al. [68] observed a strong electron density in this region, 
they were unable to correlate this density with the presence or absence of ammonium. The paired phenylalanine residues beneath 
the periplasmic vestibule were conserved in AfAmt1 and, as with AmtB, were positioned such that their rings occluded access to 
the channel. Interestingly, Andrade et al. observed higher flexibility in the sidechain of F204, leading them to conclude that the 
residues move during the translocation event. While Khademi et al. [65] observed several density peaks within the hydrophobic 



7

Bizior et al., Microbiology 2023;169:001360

pore after soaking the crystal in ammonium sulfate and Zheng et al. [66] observed the densities in both the absence and presence 
of ammonium, Andrade et al. [68] did not observe densities in either condition.

Ca. Kuenenia stuttgartiensis amt5
The solving of the crystal structure of KsAmt5 from the anaerobic ammonium- oxidizing bacterium Ca. Kuenenia stuttgartiensis 
revealed that the general topology of KsAmt5 is similar to that previously described for AmtB and AfAmt1, although the structure 
differs in key ways [70].

Firstly, while the binding site (W144/S227), the Phe- gate (F103/F223), and the twin- His motif (H171/H326) are all conserved, 
the crystal structure revealed a slight shift (~ 0.8 Å) of the twin- His motif into the channel. Moreover, three additional bulkier 
side chains (F27, Y30, F34), non- conserved in other Amts proteins, were identified in the translocation pore (Fig. 3) [70]. This 
arrangement seems to occlude the translocation pore (Fig. 3, box), potentially preventing NH4

+ translocation. Indeed, using solid 
supported membrane electrophysiology (SSME) [82], Pflüger et al. demonstrated that KsAmt5 binds ammonium but does not 
translocate it across the membrane [70]. In the structure, the second histidine (H326) residue is linked via H- bonding across two 
putative water molecules to an unprecedented NH4

+- binding site. At this position two tightly coordinated ammonium cations have 
been identified. Unlike in other proteins, it is positioned within the membrane and could represent a selective high- affinity NH4

+- 
binding site. The authors suggested that in KsAmt5 the substrate binds onto the high- affinity binding sites, leading to structural 
rearrangements that trigger signalling [70]. These marked structural and functional differences imply a distinct role for this Amt.

Compared to AmtB and AfAmt1, KsAmt5 features an extended C- terminal tail with high similarity to the histidine kinase (HK) 
domain observed in bacterial two- component systems [70]. Although the overall crystal structure obtained was high resolution, 
the HK domain was highly disordered due to its relative flexibility and thus remained undefined. Despite this, Pflüger et al. 
demonstrated HK- mediated phosphorylation to be ammonium concentration- dependent, with a significant increase under 
nitrogen limitation conditions (5–10 mM) [70].

Thus, KsAmt5 represents a system wherein an Amt protein has been repurposed as a specific ammonium receptor modulating 
signal transduction to its HK in response to NH4

+ concentration. This unusual arrangement may have evolved to complement 
the unique physiology of anammox bacteria, where ammonium catabolism is highly dependent on the ammonium concentra-
tion within its unique organelle, the anammoxosome. Whilst KsAmt5 is the first to be characterized, other naturally occurring 

Fig. 3. Comparison of the translocation pathway of ammonium transporters present in bacterial representatives. Single monomer of AmtB from E. 
coli (yellow), Amt1 from A. fulgitus (blue), KsAmt5 from K. stuttgartiensis (green) and Rh50 from N. europaea (red). Crucial residues forming the binding 
site, phenylalanine gate and twin histidine motif from AmtB are overlaid with corresponding residues in the rest of bacterial representatives for 
comparison. Most critical differences are highlighted by boxes.
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sequences combining Amt with other protein domains have been observed [83]. It is possible that similar examples will be 
observed in other bacteria.

N. europaea Rh50
In 2007 the first high- resolution (1.3 Å) structures of a rhesus protein from the chemolitotrophic ammonium- oxidizing obligate 
bacterium N. europaea were published [69, 84]. This was a milestone moment, as it not only allowed for structural insight into 
Rh50 itself, but also enabled comparison to the structures of AmtB [65, 66], AfAmt1 [68] and KsAmt5 [70].

Previous in silico work predicted that Amt and Rh had 11 and 12 TM helices, respectively [24]. However, the crystal structure of 
NeRh50 revealed only 11 TM helices, which Lupo et al. hypothesized was due to TM helix 12 being cleaved off when expressed 
in E. coli [69].

Of the key residues seen in the AmtB S1- binding site (F107, W148, S219), only the phenylalanine is conserved in NeRh50 (Fig. 3). 
However, the vestibule structure is not conserved, and no ammonium- binding site is seen in NeRh50. The Phe- gate is conserved 
but altered in comparison to that seen in AmtB (Fig. 3). F110 is tilted in NeRh50, creating an opening for a water molecule 2 Å 
deeper in the pore. A similar pocket is present directly above the first histidine of the twin- His motif and contains two water 
molecules [69, 84]. Beyond this change, the twin- His motif is conserved and similar in both Rh and Amt.

Interestingly, while residual electron densities have been seen in the hydrophobic pore of AmtB, they were not observed here 
[66, 69]. The cytoplasmic vestibules of AmtB and Rh50 are very similar, but the asymmetry between the periplasmic and cyto-
plasmic vestibules in Rh50 is less pronounced due to the lack of the S1- binding site (Fig. 3).

In contrast to prior speculation, based on immunoprecipitation analysis of the erythrocyte Rh complex [85], that the human 
rhesus proteins would form heterotetramers [85], Lupo et al. concluded that they are certainly trimeric [69]. This was based on 
the trimeric structures of EcAmtB and NeRh50, and comparative analysis of their respective monomer interface regions. Soon 
afterwards, the crystal structure of mammalian RhCG was resolved by Gruswitz et al. [60]. The protein was proved to retain the 
trimeric organization and the pseudo- twofold symmetry between TMH1- 5 and TMH6- 10 observed in Amts [60], confirming 
previous assumptions [69].

dId thE pRotEIn stRuctuREs solVE thE tRanspoRt MEchanIsM MystERy?
Despite the wealth of structural information, the mechanism of ammonium transport has remained elusive for 10 years following 
the publication of the structure of AmtB. All the structures show a very similar conformation, reflecting the inward- facing 
state of the protein, irrespective of the presence or absence of ammonium. Moreover, the hydrophobicity of the pore acts as an 
energetic barrier for ion translocation and this structure is highly conserved across the family [60, 65, 68, 69, 71]. This apparent 
structural inflexibility, combined with the hydrophobicity of the pore, lead to the initial conclusion that the Amt/Mep/Rh family 
were electroneutral NH3 channels, rather than active transporters, which generally involve large conformational changes during 
the translocation cycle [86]. This assumption was supported by in vivo and in vitro experiments. Khademi et al. adapted a 
fluorescence- based assay to measure the influx of ammonia into proteoliposomes containing AmtB by monitoring the pH- sensitive 
fluorescence of 5- carboxy fluorescein (CF). Following mixing of CF- loaded proteoliposomes with NH4Cl, the internal pH rose, 
reflecting influx of NH3 (Table 1) [65]. However, these results have never been reproduced despite extensive effort, questioning 
the validity of the initial conclusion [47].

Javelle et al. developed an ‘unwashed’ MeA transport assay (for technical details of the unwashed assay, see [80]). These data report 
that strains expressing AmtB show a complete linear dependence over a range of external MeA concentrations, indicating a passive 
diffusion of the substrate down an electrochemical gradient, in agreement with a channel- like activity rather than transporter- like 
activity (Table 2 [80]). The same technique was used to assess the mechanism of Rh50 transport, with a similar result to the that 
obtained for AmtB, leading the authors to conclude that Rh50 from N. europaea also acted as a channel rather than a transporter 
[87]. In addition, the restoration of ammonium- dependent growth to a yeast Δmep mutant by Rh50 was more effective at higher 
pH values, providing further evidence in support of Rh50 translocating NH3 rather than NH4

+ (Table 2 [87, 88]).

In parallel to NH3 transport, Rh proteins were proposed to facilitate CO2 across the plasma membrane. The Rh1 protein of the 
green alga C. reinhardtii was proposed to function as a CO2 channel [34, 89], and human Rh30/RhAG proteins to contribute to 
the CO2 permeability in RBCs [90–92]. While the evidence was merely transcriptional, hence indirect, for Rh1 from C. reinhardtii 
and conflicting data have been obtained for human Rh proteins, the identification of a potential CO2- binding pocket in NeRh50 
crystal structure supported the idea that rhesus proteins might act as gas channels for CO2 in addition to NH3 [84]. At the same 
time, in vivo characterization of NeRh50 showed no evidence of a CO2- dependent growth effect in a knockout mutant [88]. 
Another argument against Rh involvement in CO2 was presented in a later report monitoring transmembrane CO2 flux, which 
concluded that protein- facilitated transport of CO2 is highly improbable [93]. In addition, a CO2- binding pocket was not detected 
in the crystal structure of human RhCG, which was proposed to be very representative of all Rh homologues [60]. Finally, a 
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study showed that during long- equilibration molecular dynamics (MD) simulations CO2 molecules do not show any tendency 
to diffuse across the periplasmic vestibule of either bacterial or human Rh50 proteins [94].

fInally; thE actIVIty of BactERIal aMt and Rh pRotEIns Is ElEctRoGEnIc!
The view that Amt/Mep/Rh proteins conducted a neutral species was first experimentally challenged for some plant Amt and 
Rh proteins [95, 96], with charge translocation observed for both AMT1;1 from Lycopersicon esculentum and human RhAG 
expressed in Xenopus laevis oocytes [53, 95]. Concerning bacteria, in 2011, using a systems biological approach, Boogerd et al. 
provided evidence that AmtB- mediated import must be active for intracellular NH4

+ concentrations to sustain bacterial growth 
[97]. The first direct evidence for electrogenic transport of ammonium in bacteria was proposed after in vitro analysis of Amt1 
and Amt3 from A. fulgidus reconstituted in artificial liposomes using SSME (Table 1) [98]. Afterward, the activity of AmtB and 
NeRh50 was also found to be electrogenic using the same electrophysiological approach (Table 1 [76, 99].

The apparent conflict between the crystal structures, in which certain structural features suggest that an electrogenic transport 
would be disfavoured, and functional observations of electrogenic transport reignited the controversies regarding the transport 
mechanism of Amt/Rh, centring on a new paradox: how can a charge travel through a hydrophobic pore?

Before answering this question, it is important to explore the different mechanisms that may explain the electrogenicity of trans-
port. Three potential mechanisms are possible: NH4

+ uniport, NH4
+/H+ symport, NH4

+ deprotonation and subsequent symport 
of NH3 and H+. Of these, the translocation of NH4

+ is the least likely, due to the energetic barriers preventing ion conduction 
through a hydrophobic pore. Additionally, it has been shown that ‘open- pore’ mutants of AmtB (constructed with the Phe- gate 
removed) become inactive in transporting MeA and do not gain permeability to either H+ or K+ [73]. This demonstrates that 
widening access to the pore does not allow for ion conduction through AmtB and suggests that another mechanism and/or 
residues must be implicated in transport.

Mechanisms of deprotonation
A breakthrough came from a study that experimentally demonstrated the importance of NH4

+ deprotonation in ammonium 
transport by some Mep and Amt proteins [100]. Ariz et al. used the natural chemical/physical properties of the N- isotopic 
signature linked to NH4

+/NH3 interconversion, and showed that only S. cerevisiae cells expressing some Amt/Mep proteins were 
depleted in 15N relative to 14N when compared to the external ammonium source [100]. They showed that this isotope fractiona-
tion can only be explained by the deprotonation of NH4

+ before the translocation of NH3 by Amt/Mep proteins. However, the 
mechanism of deprotonation is still a matter of debate.

deprotonation at the s1 site
Three mechanisms have been proposed for NH4

+ deprotonation at the S1- binding site. The first hypothesis was proposed by 
Khademi et al. [65]. They found that when bound to the S1 site, the pKa of NH4

+ decreased below 6, which favours the deprotona-
tion of a NH4

+ by a water molecule. They also measured a NH3 flux through the pore of AmtB using a fluorescence- based assay 
to measure the pH variation in proteoliposomes containing AmtB after an ammonium pulse. Initially in agreement with this 
hypothesis, Fritz Winkler argued that the deprotonation happens before reaching the hydrophobic pore, based on a Michaelis–
Menten kinetics model, and deduced that the most likely deprotonation occurs at the S1- binding site via water molecules, thus 
the proton should be released in the periplasm [10]. Further computational simulations substantiate this hypothesis: combining 

Table 2. Summary of transport mechanism in bacterial ammonium transporters after 2004

Organism Protein System Method Mechanism References

A. fulgidus Amt- 1 Proteoliposomes EP Electrogenic transport [98]

Amt- 3 Proteoliposomes EP Electrogenic transport [98]

K. stuttgartiensis Amt- 5 Proteoliposomes EP NH4
+ binding only [70]

E. coli AmtB Proteoliposomes pH NH3 transport [65]

E. coli cells TA Channel- like transport [80]

Proteoliposomes EP Electrogenic transport [67, 76]

N. europaea Rh50 Washed assay TA NH3 transport [87]

Proteoliposomes EP Electrogenic transport [76]

EP, electrophysiological measurements; TA, 14[C]-methylammonium transport assay; pH, pH measurement.
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the potential of mean force with data from thermodynamic integration to calculate the apparent pKa of NH4
+/NH3 along the 

translocation pathway, it was deduced that the most likely proton acceptor was a water molecule around the S1 site [101, 102], 
releasing the hydronium ions back in the bulk solution. However, it has now clearly been demonstrated that Amt/Rh- mediated 
transport in bacteria is electrogenic, which contradicts this potential mechanism of deprotonation [67, 76, 98].

Secondly, computational modelling suggested that at the S1 site, S219 fulfils a dual role in ammonium transport: firstly coordinating 
NH4

+ via H- bond formation between the hydroxyl oxygen of S219 before acting as a proton acceptor to facilitate deprotonation 
[103]. This model has remained relatively untested – but Javelle et al. showed that AmtBS219A had enhanced, rather than reduced, 
MeA and ammonium uptake compared to the WT when tested using MeA transport assays or SSME, respectively [73]. These 
results suggest that under the in vivo and in vitro conditions used in these studies, recruitment at S1 was not rate limiting and 
that the hydroxyl moiety of the S219 residue is unlikely to be involved in the deprotonation mechanism.

The third possibility for deprotonation at the S1 site is that the carboxyl moiety of the D160 residue acts as the proton acceptor. Multiple 
sequence alignments of Amt/Mep/Rh proteins show that D160 is highly conserved, potentially indicating an important functional 
role [59, 74, 104]. It was demonstrated by in vivo MeA uptake that the AmtBD160A variant was unable to transport ammonium, whereas 
AmtBD160E was capable of maintaining 70 % of the WT activity, suggesting that the D160 residue is essential for AmtB activity [74]. 
However, it is important to note that this study was conducted in vivo using MeA as a substrate, and there are numerous examples 
where the activity of AmtB variants measured in vivo using MeA as a substrate does not mirror the activity measured in in vitro 
systems using ammonium [76, 77, 105], for example AmtBD160E (see below). This shows that MeA is a poor substrate analogue. In 
contrast, the AmtB X- ray structure revealed later that the distance between the D160 residue and the binding site is not favourable for 
a direct interaction with the substrate [65, 66]. Further computational studies, using umbrella sampling simulations, indicate that the 
residue D160 is important for the structural stability of the periplasmic vestibule but not involved in the mechanism of ammonium 
transduction [106]. However, this contradicted MD simulation studies previously performed by Luzhkov and co- workers showing 
that the D160 residue, separated by 8 Å from the binding site, was able to interact with ammonium [107]. A potential indirect role of 
D160 on NH4

+ deprotonation has also been proposed: a hydrogen bond wire between NH4
+ at the S1 site and the carboxylate group 

of D160 via two water molecules was observed using MD simulation. Thus, the authors concluded that D160 is most likely the proton 
acceptor from NH4

+ [108, 109]. More recently, combining SSME analysis, yeast complementation assay and advanced MD simulation 
revealed that AmtBD160A and AmtBD160E variants are transport- deficient, suggesting that residue D160 plays a central role in the transport 
mechanism [76]. Moreover, the fact that the conservative D to E substitution at position 160 impairs ammonium transport via AmtB 
indicates that D160 not only participates in electrostatic interactions with NH4

+ at the S1 site, as previously hypothesized [102, 107], 
but is also involved in the translocation mechanism. Furthermore, residue D160 was proven to contribute to stabilizing the water wire 
that bridges the S1 site to the twin- His motif in the hydrophobic pore (see below and Fig. 2). Thus, while D160 is clearly important, 
the extent of its role in the transport mechanism and, more specifically, in NH4

+ deprotonation is still a matter of debate.

deprotonation at the phe-gate
In 2008, it was noted that the F107A mutation has no effect on AmtB activity [73]. However, an AmtBF215A variant could not transport 
ammonium or MeA. Similarly, replacing the F215 with H, E, S or W residues also abolished transport activity. This result demonstrated 
the importance of the F215 residue and it was speculated that the deprotonation of ammonium may occur during the passage through 
the Phe- gate [73]. This hypothesis was further substantiated by computational calculation; the apparent pKa for NH4

+ changes from 
4 to −16 pKa units (ΔpKa compared to normal NH4

+/NH3 pKa at the S1 and S2 sites) when moving from the S1 to the S2 site, which 
indicates that ammonium may be deprotonated only after entering the constricted part of the channel pore, near the Phe- gate position 
[107]. However, no evidence of the direct role of the residue F215 in the deprotonation has been obtained so far.

deprotonation at the s2 position
A 2006 MD study indicated that the carbonyl group of the A162 residue can be orientated toward either the S1 or the S2 site (Fig. 1), 
forming an H- bond with NH4

+ [110]. This result suggested that the A162 residue acted as a ‘substrate guide’ from the binding site 
across the Phe- gate to the S2 site. A 180 degree flip of the Phe- gate was frequently observed during these MD simulations; hence it was 
assumed that the deprotonation occurred after the S1 site and near to the S2 site. The deprotonation mechanism deduced by Nygaard 
and co- workers proposed that NH4

+ is translocated between the S1 and S2 site by the movement of A162, which became perfectly 
aligned with the G163 : NH bond by interacting with the Oδ of the D160 residue. This new amino acid configuration allowed the 
deprotonation of NH4

+ by A162 and its transfer to D160. Once a proton has been transferred from NH4
+ to the Oδ of the D160 residue, 

all amino acids involved become neutral and the C- O- H group of A162 is reorientated to the S1- binding site and the proton released 
in the periplasmic vestibule via a water molecule [110]. However, as already pointed out above, this would imply an electroneutral 
activity for ammonium translocation, which is not the case [76, 98]

Lamoureux and co- workers, using MD simulations of AmtB, have shown that a wire composed of three water molecules was present 
along the hydrophobic pore, corresponding to the position (S2–S4) of the residual electron densities observed in the original structure 
published previously [65, 111]. By using protonation states and potential mean force calculations, the authors suggested that the 
deprotonation occurs at the S2 site. Two mechanisms have been proposed: firstly, a deprotonation via the H168 residue of the twin- His 
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motif, and transfer of the proton in the lumen via the twin- His motif, or secondly, a deprotonation by the water molecule present 
in the vicinity of the S2 site and transfer of the proton in the lumen through the water wire via a Grotthuss mechanism (Decoursey, 
2003) [112, 113]. However, a study combining MD with functional assays (using a growth experiment or MeA uptake assay) was 
carried out by Mike Merrick’s group, which challenged the deprotonation hypothesis via the H168 residue [105]. Numerous variants 
of the twin- His motif of AmtB and Mep2 from S. cerevisae were analysed and it was shown that single His mutants (AmtBH168A or H318A 
and Mep2H194A or H348A) were still capable of growth on minimal medium containing 1 mM of ammonium as the sole nitrogen source, 
but were unable to translocate MeA inside the cell [105]. The apparent discrepancy between both in vivo assays (growth analysis and 
MeA uptake) was explained by MD simulations, which revealed that the single histidine H168A variant allowed ammonia to pass 
across the pore but not MeA [105]. Recently, the analysis of a series of variants in which alanine residues were introduced alone or in 
combination in the twin- His motif showed that AmtB switches from transporter to channel- like activity in the absence of the twin- His 
motif, directly translocating hydrated NH4

+ through the pore [76]. Taken together, these results suggest that the H168 residue is not 
essential for NH4

+ deprotonation, but further analysis is still needed to understand the exact role of the twin- His motif in Amt/Mep/
Rh activities.

how does a charge travel through a hydrophobic pore?
As we have seen, although the mechanism of deprotonation remains elusive, there is increasing evidence that suggests deprotonation 
and co- transport of NH3/H

+ as a likely mechanism for ammonium translocation, although the route the proton takes to get into 
the cytoplasm remains to be determined. Based on MD simulations, it was proposed that the pathway for protons, following NH4

+ 
deprotonation, involves translocation via a Grotthuss mechanism through water chains formed in the pore or passage through the 
‘twin- His’ motif [111]. A recent study combining in silico, in vitro and in vivo approaches, offers an attractive model and experimental 
evidence explaining the fate of the proton following NH4

+ deprotonation [76]. Through extended MD simulation, two intercon-
nected water wires (WWs), bridged by the twin- His motif, connecting the periplasmic and cytoplasmic regions of the protein, were 
identified in AmtB. These results led to the hypothesis that the WWs allow for a continuous pathway for proton transfer from the 
S1 NH4

+ sequestration region to the cytoplasm. Using SSME assays and the reduced deuteron mobility of heavy water (D2O), it has 
been experimentally proven that WWs are indeed essential for proton conduction during the AmtB transport cycle [76]. Collectively, 
these results indicate that in AmtB NH4

+ undergoes deprotonation, allowing the passage of uncharged NH3 molecules through the 
central part of the channel lined by the hydrophobic groups into the cytoplasm, while H+ ions are translocated a via parallel pathway 
outlined by the WWs. The passage of NH3 and H+ is followed by subsequent reprotonation in the cytoplasm driven by intracellular pH 
(Fig. 2) [76]. This mechanism defines a new principle of achieving transport selectivity against competing ions in a biological transport 
process. In the same study, Williamson et al. provided evidence that the activity of the N. europaea Rh50 ammonium transporter is in 
fact electrogenic (Table 1), as opposed to the previously proposed NH3 channel [76, 87, 88]. While the sequence similarity within the 
Amt/Rh family is low, the segments involved in the proposed transport mechanism are highly conserved (Fig. 4); hence, the authors 
proposed that this mechanism could be shared between various members of the Amt/Mep/Rh family [76].

conclusIon and pERspEctIVEs: Is thERE a coMMon MEchanIsM In thE aMt/MEp/Rh 
pRotEIn faMIly?
It is now clear that the activity of bacterial ammonium transporters studied so far is electrogenic. An original model explaining how 
a charge can be translocated via the hydrophobic pore has been proposed [76]. However, whether this is a conserved mechanism of 
transport amongst the Amt/Mep/Rh family remains an open question. Reviewing the mechanistic information to date for non- bacterial 
Amt/Mep/Rh and its implications is a huge undertaking and is beyond the scope of this review, although some insight can be drawn 
from the work to date.

Firstly, the residues that delineate and stabilize the WWs (Fig. 2) in AmtB are highly conserved across the whole Amt/Mep/Rh family 
(Fig. 4). This indicates that the model proposed by Williamson et al. may be conserved amongst all members of the family that exhibit 
electrogenic activity [76]; however, it is clear that some Amt, Mep and Rh proteins may exhibit an electroneutral activity.

The transceptor function of Mep2 in the filamentation signalling in S. cerevisiae may hint at a different mechanism of transport 
[77, 114]. Currently, it is unknown how the signal that leads to the pseudohyphal growth is initiated, but two possibilities are currently 
envisaged: Mep2 binds to a partner protein to illicit the signal, or Mep2 conducts ammonium via a separate mechanism to Mep1/3 
to transduce the signal. It has been shown recently using electrophysiology in Xenopus oocytes expressing either S. cerevisiae Mep1 
or Mep2 transporter that their activity is electrogenic and electroneutral, respectively [114]. In addition, the first experiments with 
purified Mep2 reconstituted into artificial liposomes produced no observable current using SSME measurement, also suggesting 
an electroneutral transport mechanism (Boeckstaens et al., unpublished results). The molecular basis of the difference between 
electrogenic Mep1 and electroneutral Mep2 remains, however, completely unknown.

Plant Amts are also the subject of much research. In plants, the mechanism of ammonium transport is best understood in A. thaliana, 
where the genome encodes six AMT genes, divided into two sub- families, AMT1 and AMT2. The AMT1 sub- family have been 
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demonstrated to facilitate electrogenic transport in A. thaliana and in other plants, although it has been shown that the AMT2 family 
activity is electroneutral. For a review, see Ludewig et al. and Hao et al. and references therein [115, 116].

As the most distant member of the Amt/Mep/Rh family, distinct functions have repeatedly been hypothesized for the Rh proteins. 
A subset of the family (Rh30) has evolved to lose transport activity and instead act as antigens on the surface of erythrocytes. Rh50 
proteins are known to be transporters, but their substrate and mechanism remain debated. The Rh50 protein from N. europaea and 
the human RhAG and RhCG complement Δmep1- 3 S. cerevisae [27, 88], suggesting that they also transport ammonium. Attempts 
to elucidate the mechanism, however, have been conflicting. Initial patch- clamp physiology experiments wherein RhAG expressed 
in Xenopus oocytes led the authors to propose that RhAG is an NH4

+/H+ antiporter [58]. Contemporaneous studies reported that 
RhAG and RhBG were electroneutral, and RhCG was an electrogenic NH4

+ uniporter [53]. However, later work using stopped- flow 
spectrophotometry to measure changes in pH following an ammonium pulse in erythrocyte vesicles from human and mouse genetic 
variants and liposomes containing RhCG concluded that RhAG and RhCG were both NH3 channels [117, 118]. This is supported by 
more recent oocyte experiments, wherein no significant difference in current was observed in Rhcg- expressing oocytes compared to 
control [95]. Despite this lack of current, Rhcg resulted in increased surface acidification, leading the authors to conclude that Rhcg 
transported NH3 but not NH4

+ [95].

Hence, whether there is a conserved, or partially conserved, mechanism of transport amongst the Amt/Mep/Rh family remains open. 
Further, important questions remain open concerning the site of deprotonation, which seems to be a common mechanism of all Amt/
Mep/Rh studied so far, and residues involved in the process. The energetics of the transport and the dynamics of the protein during 

Fig. 4. Evolutionary conservation of the proton and hydrophobic pathways for H+ and NH
3
 translocation in AmtB. Evolutionary conservation scores 

indicate that the residues that line both the water wires and the internal hydrophobic pathway show a large degree of conservation among homologous 
proteins. Evolutionary conservation scores were estimated using the ConSurf server [119]. In brief, a multiple sequence alignment (MSA) was built of 
homologues collected from the SWISS- PROT database. Homologues were identified by five iterations of HMMER, producing an MSA of 64 sequences. 
The evolutionary conservation scores are projected onto an AmtB monomer (PDB code: 1U7G), with some helices removed for clarity. (a) Side view. 
(b) Top view from periplasmic side. (c) Close- up view of key residues involved in the two- lane mechanism. Reproduced from [76].
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the transport cycle also remain open questions. Hopefully, the next three decades of research will bring answers to these questions, 
improving our understanding of the family of these proteins.

Funding information
A.J. would like to acknowledge funding from Tenovus Scotland (S17- 07). P.A.H. would like to acknowledge funding from BBSRC (BB/T001038/1 and BB/
T004126/1) and the Royal Academy of Engineering Research Chair Scheme for long- term personal research support (RCSRF2021\11\15).

Acknowledgements
The authors thank Professor Ulrich Zachariae (University of Dundee, Dundee, UK) for help in generating Figs 2 and 4; Dr Mélanie Boeckstaens (Free 
University of Brussels, Gosselies, Belgium) for help with the work done on Mep2 (purification and SSME measurement); and Professor Iain Hunter 
(University of Strathclyde, Glasgow, UK) for helpful comments and discussions. Special thanks go to Professor Mike Merrick (Emeritus Professor, John 
Innes Centre, Norwich, UK), Professor Fritz Winkler (Emeritus Professor, ETH Zurich, Switzerland) and Professor Anna- Maria Marini (Free University of 
Brussels, Gosselies, Belgium) for their invaluable supervision, guidance and helpful discussion over the last 24 years.

Conflicts of interest
The authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest.

References
 1. Britto DT, Siddiqi MY, Glass AD, Kronzucker HJ. Futile transmem-

brane NH4(+) cycling: a cellular hypothesis to explain ammonium 
toxicity in plants. Proc Natl Acad Sci 2001;98:4255–4258. 

 2. Kleiner D. The transport of NH3 and NH4+ across biological 
membranes. Biochim Biophys Acta 1981;639:41–52. 

 3. Reitzer L. Nitrogen assimilation and global regulation in Escheri-
chia coli. Annu Rev Microbiol 2003;57:155–176. 

 4. Bock E, Wagner M. Oxidation of inorganic nitrogen compounds as 
an energy source. Prokaryotes 2006:457–495. 

 5. Knepper MA, Desai SS, Hornbuckle K, Packer RK. Regulation 
of renal medullary ammonium accumulation. Contrib Nephrol 
1991;92:119–123. 

 6. Pitts RF. The role of ammonia production and excretion in regu-
lation of acid- base balance. N Engl J Med 1971;284:32–38. 

 7. Auron A, Brophy PD. Hyperammonemia in review: pathophysi-
ology, diagnosis, and treatment. Pediatr Nephrol 2012;27:207–222. 

 8. Wright G, Noiret L, Olde Damink SWM, Jalan R. Interorgan 
ammonia metabolism in liver failure: the basis of current and 
future therapies. Liver Int 2011;31:163–175. 

 9. Lande MB, Donovan JM, Zeidel ML. The relationship between 
membrane fluidity and permeabilities to water, solutes, 
ammonia, and protons. J Gen Physiol 1995;106:67–84. 

 10. Winkler FK. Amt/MEP/Rh proteins conduct ammonia. Pflugers 
Arch 2006;451:701–707. 

 11. Bates RG, Pinching GD. Dissociation constant of aqueous 
ammonia at 0 to 50° from E. m. f. studies of the ammonium salt 
of a weak acid. J Am Chem Soc 1950;72:1393–1396. 

 12. Kikeri D, Sun A, Zeidel ML, Hebert SC. Cell membranes imperme-
able to NH3. Nature 1989;339:478–480. 

 13. Benko PV, Wood TC, Segel IH. Multiplicity and regulation of amino 
acid transport in Penicillium chrysogenum. Arch Biochem Biophys 
1969;129:498–508. 

 14. Hackette SL, Skye GE, Burton C, Segel IH. Characteriza-
tion of an ammonium transport system in filamentous fungi 
with methylammonium- 14C as the substrate. J Biol Chem 
1970;245:4241–4250.

 15. Marini AM, Vissers S, Urrestarazu A, André B. Cloning and 
expression of the MEP1 gene encoding an ammonium trans-
porter in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. EMBO J 1994;13:3456–3463. 

 16. Ninnemann O, Jauniaux JC, Frommer WB. Identification 
of a high affinity NH4+ transporter from plants. EMBO J 
1994;13:3464–3471. 

 17. Marini AM, Soussi- Boudekou S, Vissers S, Andre B. A family of 
ammonium transporters in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Mol Cell 
Biol 1997;17:4282–4293. 

 18. Siewe RM, Weil B, Burkovski A, Eikmanns BJ, Eikmanns M, 
et  al. Functional and genetic characterization of the (methyl)

ammonium uptake carrier of Corynebacterium glutamicum. J Biol 
Chem 1996;271:5398–5403. 

 19. Biswas K, Morschhäuser J. The Mep2p ammonium permease 
controls nitrogen starvation- induced filamentous growth in 
Candida albicans. Mol Microbiol 2005;56:649–669. 

 20. Javelle A, Chalot M, Söderström B, Botton B. Ammonium 
and methylamine transport by the ectomycorrhizal fungus 
Paxillus involutus and ectomycorrhizas. FEMS Microbiol Ecol 
1999;30:355–366. 

 21. Javelle A, Rodríguez- Pastrana BR, Jacob C, Botton B, Brun A, 
et al. Molecular characterization of two ammonium transporters 
from the ectomycorrhizal fungus Hebeloma cylindrosporum. 
FEBS Lett 2001;505:393–398. 

 22. Javelle A, Morel M, Rodríguez- Pastrana B- R, Botton B, André B, 
et al. Molecular characterization, function and regulation of ammo-
nium transporters (Amt) and ammonium- metabolizing enzymes 
(GS, NADP- GDH) in the ectomycorrhizal fungus Hebeloma cylin-
drosporum. Mol Microbiol 2003;47:411–430. 

 23. Klenk HP, Clayton RA, Tomb JF, White O, Nelson KE, et  al. 
The complete genome sequence of the hyperthermophilic, 
sulphate- reducing archaeon Archaeoglobus fulgidus. Nature 
1997;390:364–370. 

 24. van Heeswijk WC, Hoving S, Molenaar D, Stegeman B, Kahn D, 
et  al. An alternative PII protein in the regulation of glutamine 
synthetase in Escherichia coli. Mol Microbiol 1996;21:133–146. 

 25. Marini AM, Urrestarazu A, Beauwens R, André B. The Rh (rhesus) 
blood group polypeptides are related to NH4+ transporters. 
Trends Biochem Sci 1997;22:460–461. 

 26. Matassi G, Chérif- Zahar B, Pesole G, Raynal V, Cartron JP. The 
members of the RH gene family (RH50 and RH30) followed 
different evolutionary pathways. J Mol Evol 1999;48:151–159. 

 27. Marini AM, Matassi G, Raynal V, André B, Cartron JP, et  al. 
The human Rhesus- associated RhAG protein and a kidney 
homologue promote ammonium transport in yeast. Nat Genet 
2000;26:341–344. 

 28. Liu Z, Chen Y, Mo R, Hui C, Cheng JF, et al. Characterization of 
human RhCG and mouse Rhcg as novel nonerythroid Rh glyco-
protein homologues predominantly expressed in kidney and 
testis. J Biol Chem 2000;275:25641–25651. 

 29. Liu Z, Peng J, Mo R, Hui C, Huang CH. Rh type B glycoprotein is 
a new member of the Rh superfamily and a putative ammonia 
transporter in mammals. J Biol Chem 2001;276:1424–1433. 

 30. Huang CH, Peng J. Evolutionary conservation and diversi-
fication of Rh family genes and proteins. Proc Natl Acad Sci 
2005;102:15512–15517. 

 31. Kitano T, Saitou N. Evolutionary history of the Rh blood group- 
related genes in vertebrates. Immunogenetics 2000;51:856–862. 

 32. Chain P, Lamerdin J, Larimer F, Regala W, Lao V, et al. Complete 
genome sequence of the ammonia- oxidizing bacterium and 



14

Bizior et al., Microbiology 2023;169:001360

obligate chemolithoautotroph Nitrosomonas europaea. J Bacteriol 
2003;185:2759–2773. 

 33. Ji Q, Hashmi S, Liu Z, Zhang J, Chen Y, et  al. CeRh1 (rhr- 1) is 
a dominant Rhesus gene essential for embryonic development 
and hypodermal function in Caenorhabditis elegans. Proc Natl 
Acad Sci 2006;103:5881–5886. 

 34. Soupene E, Inwood W, Kustu S. Lack of the Rhesus protein Rh1 
impairs growth of the green alga Chlamydomonas reinhardtii at 
high CO2. Proc Natl Acad Sci 2004;101:7787–7792. 

 35. Lorenz MC, Heitman J. The MEP2 ammonium permease regu-
lates pseudohyphal differentiation in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. 
EMBO J 1998;17:1236–1247. 

 36. Lee IR, Morrow CA, Fraser JA. Nitrogen regulation of virulence 
in clinically prevalent fungal pathogens. FEMS Microbiol Lett 
2013;345:77–84. 

 37. Lo H- J, Köhler JR, DiDomenico B, Loebenberg D, Cacciapuoti  
A, et  al. Nonfilamentous C. albicans mutants are avirulent. Cell 
1997;90:939–949. 

 38. Biver S, Belge H, Bourgeois S, Van Vooren P, Nowik M, et al. A role 
for Rhesus factor Rhcg in renal ammonium excretion and male 
fertility. Nature 2008;456:339–343. 

 39. Laing CM, Toye AM, Capasso G, Unwin RJ. Renal tubular acidosis: 
developments in our understanding of the molecular basis. Int J 
Biochem Cell Biol 2005;37:1151–1161. 

 40. Huang CH, Chen Y, Reid ME, Seidl C. Rhnull disease: the amorph 
type results from a novel double mutation in RhCe gene on 
D- negative background. Blood 1998;92:664–671.

 41. Schmidt PJ, Vos GH. Multiple phenotypic abnormalities associ-
ated with Rh- null (---/---). Vox Sang 1967;13:18–20. 

 42. Agre P, Cartron JP. Molecular biology of the Rh antigens. Blood 
1991;78:551–563.

 43. Bruce LJ, Guizouarn H, Burton NM, Gabillat N, Poole J, et al. The 
monovalent cation leak in overhydrated stomatocytic red blood 
cells results from amino acid substitutions in the Rh- associated 
glycoprotein. Blood 2009;113:1350–1357. 

 44. Chen BS, Xu ZX, Xu X, Cai Y, Han YL, et al. RhCG is downregulated 
in oesophageal squamous cell carcinomas, but expressed in 
multiple squamous epithelia. Eur J Cancer 2002;38:1927–1936. 

 45. Johansson FK, Brodd J, Eklöf C, Ferletta M, Hesselager G, et al. Iden-
tification of candidate cancer- causing genes in mouse brain tumors 
by retroviral tagging. Proc Natl Acad Sci 2004;101:11334–11337. 

 46. Huang CH, Ye M. The Rh protein family: gene evolution, 
membrane biology, and disease association. Cell Mol Life Sci 
2010;67:1203–1218. 

 47. Javelle A, Lupo D, Li XD, Merrick M, Chami M, et al. Structural 
and mechanistic aspects of Amt/Rh proteins. J Struct Biol 
2007;158:472–481. 

 48. Kleiner D. Bacterial ammonium transport. FEMS Microbiol Rev 
1985;32:87–100. 

 49. Soupene E, He L, Yan D, Kustu S. Ammonia acquisition in 
enteric bacteria: physiological role of the ammonium/meth-
ylammonium transport B (AmtB) protein. Proc Natl Acad Sci 
1998;95:7030–7034. 

 50. Soupene E, Lee H, Kustu S. Ammonium/methylammonium 
transport (Amt) proteins facilitate diffusion of NH 3 bidirectionally 
. Proc Natl Acad Sci 2002;99:3926–3931. 

 51. Soupene E, Ramirez RM, Kustu S. Evidence that fungal MEP 
proteins mediate diffusion of the uncharged species NH(3) across 
the cytoplasmic membrane. Mol Cell Biol 2001;21:5733–5741. 

 52. Meier- Wagner J, Nolden L, Jakoby M, Siewe R, Krämer R, 
et  al. Multiplicity of ammonium uptake systems in Corynebac-
terium glutamicum: role of Amt and AmtB. Microbiology 
2001;147:135–143. 

 53. Ludewig U, von Wirén N, Frommer WB. Uniport of NH4+ by the 
root hair plasma membrane ammonium transporter LeAMT1;1. 
J Biol Chem 2002;277:13548–13555. 

 54. Ludewig U, Wilken S, Wu B, Jost W, Obrdlik P, et  al. Homo- 
and hetero- oligomerization of ammonium transporter- 1 NH4 
uniporters. J Biol Chem 2003;278:45603–45610. 

 55. Ludewig U. Electroneutral ammonium transport by basolateral 
rhesus B glycoprotein. J Physiol 2004;559:751–759. 

 56. Bakouh N, Benjelloun F, Hulin P, Brouillard F, Edelman A, et al. 
NH3 is involved in the NH4+ transport induced by the func-
tional expression of the human Rh C glycoprotein. J Biol Chem 
2004;279:15975–15983. 

 57. Hemker MB, Cheroutre G, van Zwieten R, Maaskant- van Wijk PA, 
Roos D, et al. The Rh complex exports ammonium from human 
red blood cells. Br J Haematol 2003;122:333–340. 

 58. Westhoff CM, Ferreri- Jacobia M, Mak DO, Foskett JK. Identification 
of the erythrocyte Rh blood group glycoprotein as a mammalian 
ammonium transporter. J Biol Chem 2002;277:12499–12502. 

 59. Thomas GH, Mullins JG, Merrick M. Membrane topology of the 
Mep/Amt family of ammonium transporters. Mol Microbiol 
2000;37:331–344. 

 60. Gruswitz F, Chaudhary S, Ho JD, Schlessinger A, Pezeshki B, 
et al. Function of human Rh based on structure of RhCG at 2.1 Å. 
Proc Natl Acad Sci 2010;107:9638–9643. 

 61. Marini AM, Springael JY, Frommer WB, André B. Cross- talk 
between ammonium transporters in yeast and interference by 
the soybean SAT1 protein. Mol Microbiol 2000;35:378–385. 

 62. Blakey D, Leech A, Thomas GH, Coutts G, Findlay K, et al. Purifica-
tion of the Escherichia coli ammonium transporter AmtB reveals 
a trimeric stoichiometry. Biochem J 2002;364:527–535. 

 63. Rath A, Glibowicka M, Nadeau VG, Chen G, Deber CM. Detergent 
binding explains anomalous SDS- PAGE migration of membrane 
proteins. Proc Natl Acad Sci 2009;106:1760–1765. 

 64. Conroy MJ, Jamieson SJ, Blakey D, Kaufmann T, Engel A, et al. 
Electron and atomic force microscopy of the trimeric ammonium 
transporter AmtB. EMBO Rep 2004;5:1153–1158. 

 65. Khademi S, O’Connell J III, Remis J, Robles- Colmenares Y, 
Miercke LJW, et al. Mechanism of ammonia transport by Amt/MEP/
Rh: structure of AmtB at 1.35 Å. Science 2004;305:1587–1594. 
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