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Abstract: Natural antimicrobial peptides (AMPs) are promising candidates for developing a generation of new
antimicrobials to meet the challenge of antibiotic-resistant pathogens, and they are extensively applied in medicine, food,
agriculture and other fields. However, the rapid screening of AMPs from natural products still has many difficulties and
challenges, such as low efficiency and high consumption. This paper firstly introduces the action mechanism of AMPs
(including membrane action mechanism and non-membrane action mechanism); then, the highly efficient screening
methods of AMP are systematically reviewed, including bacterial adsorption, cell membrane chromatography, phospholipid
membrane chromatography, capillary electrophoresis, colorimetry, thin layer chromatography, fluorescence screening,
high-throughput sequencing, and mining databases screening. In addition, the development direction of efficient exploration
of AMP is also prospected. This paper provides a scientific basis for the discovery of AMPs from complex natural product
systems.
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YRS B ST BN e,
AZEFTRETAIIE “ TC25 AT FH” B B R XU . WHO AU
HAFe i, ALY 70 J7 ANFET i 245 4H B 8y #4570
AR, 2 2050 AR AL 1000 J7 K
T2, 381 100 JTAZIETugairibi el . SR, ik 25 40 4%
T DL AV E AL e A AR E E it Y. R
A A ) 5 225 5 R AR R AU s e PR azs ™, [R] At By
TIREF RO . K= F2FE b B Tk 840 nT 5
S R n) AR . PUIAE P) R ( Antimicrobial
peptide, AMP) ZREPT IR K, S A= WA G2 B 10 ™ A=
W — 2 NI PE /N T 2K, SE g hiAE R AN,
AMP DLIAH B AR IR AR s A B — R 1R
SSLE, H T AR R 25 A AN ZH S-S Al e g E A fe b
PRSP IER G 22—, SCHELL P2 AR T iz 2 7, e
bb, AMP i HAPURETE) . RS TELr . KSR
G RE TR MAREE UL A, B oA 22 00 B < AR
Yyl KT HER TN, AR SO E SN BIRIRT Y
AMP B =280 158 7712 RIS

H AT, IR TFIE PRGBS AMP 2593850
AP, 4 R= Daptomycint®, Omigan!'® | Pexiganan!'"
AL+ 4ok, BEE IR IR A, Bl 5 R # bt
ST 21 DR RIS ER 43 B L IR | e B M A A S Y
ELARA 1R ER, I IHAA a44: “PrE ik,
M BATE N R BR A B 1 iU AR, SO X S Ts P 22 K
iy 45 R il Z2 B2 SRAM 0] TR Z A “ B A= AR s,
#H “Z KPR (Peptide antibiotics), T SCRF48—FK
AP AR (AMP) o 114, AMP TER L | 7 44
b B T SIS A 35 IZ RN, Tk
T ENS bR T IR .

{EARRE IS, Ll AMP %d%)% (Antimicrobial
peptide database, APD) il 5EAH 5000 Ff AMPH®,
(E Y rpgin — Rl N T ARS8, A i
i A 2E T Bl S SRR U E ) 48 -G, Toiklt o,
BAEA TR . AT FIMELITRAS . A & B AF AR
MERTL, 11T H AR SO EEF R . SCE-B 286018 FArAE S
RAERIAS RN, RER Wi i A fim R G- A ik &
W51, BCE UL R B . A« AR DL AR
SErPAE AR AR . AR, AR AR
(Biodiversity) g T KR 7Yk IR K AMP E Ak
A SN Y VAP = SN = S8 S Tk ST R o 7SS e
FI M 1980 4FHi R4 58 Hultmark 5504 7E R ASH A&
WMEAPIRTIETEZ R AR LISK, IR &0
i AMP Sy )7z, ST ELEIY . R Ae sy .
s, BB IS . SASBIREY) . AR RN RS S

BRI, (&5 1L BRI IAR AMP A8 2 3000
AL SRR R R 0.1%%) . s HRA, — 7y mifE
THAEA ML S AR, an— A e B0 o)
Y T A AT (UL ), 87 Ko IR ) 7
T RARZE AN T () G55, 3ME LA & 22 8000 15 i
FERAXT SR E I ZER Y O — 7 THIHE TR S i

EATHTIE R | SrHTRCER . ST PRI D YA A EE Rk
I, T EE 29 T NGy B2 2= i AR ) vh i 56 2 B
AMP 53 14, 2T AMP BUL5EH . A= Wik A 52
B FH AT TE 32 e A AN D LR IR, AR SOKF E 5 e
AMP VEFIBLHI B I i i e I v ik o g e, DA
SRIRARFEISRIE AMP Q3 — 2B 858 ) R (R~
KA
1 I IRRE9E R HLE

AMP AVE YL 32 2245 B FH L] 5 R R
VEFMLE . TCIeWEFPPLE], AMP 540 MR 1Y 25 558
FEUSTAN AR JFAAR 0 1 ZEFN S B R, I AMP
FIVE FHBILE S SC B S A PO R i B3 it T
— PP EE L ARIE RS AR,
1.1 FRAERHE

T I AMP ZEIAHMUBE S, 47 IEFBART 1Y AMP
LA pGE AT R S | 1 R AR, AR I e
REEFL, o 4 B PR B4 i, R ECIAMREAET 78, Y i As
VEFPLHIE AR | BRI | BRI, BELRE
FRA | R EE LAY | BRI A | SR Y PR A
HIGLEREAE A 730 AR SN ZH LA LhAeas i
Fisl, AHSEALERANIE 1 s

A A A5 Y ( Barrel-stave model) J&35 AMP AL
LI =Gl i e A E FH A & R, SRS WA
AU B K FL, AMP B/ M X 38 5 X057 )2
IBEAE X FI2 456, 200 FAERE 0 R O HE
B, b Zs A RS (8] 1A, TRAREX —25 25
AATIEAR, BEAE IR BRI IR AL, FLBRES O, AN 2549
S-S E IS, SR FPLEI AMP, —f A5
KEGEPER) o-B20E . B/KPER o2k g-97& R )24s
), Bl [A] s BAE X S 454y, 3X 2 AMP JE 28 B LI
RAFANE T T3 g2,

REFLAEHY (Toroidal-pore model ) J&48 AMP 43
T LA AR TR M AE LRSS |, IF55 S 4H AR A
oy )R R AT I H 2R EEFL(E] 1B), Ktk
JE T B AMP 43 T8RN 227K v 43~ e 6] 2H i iy
FRIKEEIRFL. -SRI RUASR] A, AR P FLIR
PN 2RI R B SR KB 43 F1 AMP 19 27 /K #8432 ]
ZH B, TARARASE IR i F LI PN SR TAT R AMP By 327K 3855
ZH P2

BEAAEAY (Carpet model) J&EF5 AMP 43T 5416
R G H B AR SR K AR B S |, AMP FEANRA
20 HELISE PN TR SR B — AR SR AE B IR XU )2 1Y
Fm(E 1C ). 24 AMP 7E4UEME A E k3| —
EHRE S, ARG RIS, e e e, H
B AMP 53 FHUILHEA RN (K 1C TF), 2R
TIZESN . TR, PN NE, 5 IR RZET >4,

BEEAR TR (Aggregation model) J245 FH 85 Ik
2 5 3 2L TGP TR P RSN E 22l i ogs == [CBHPE BA Y
A EE KSR HAE S G E S5 (K 1D) . BEdE
P, R AR, RS AR IEH LI R A T
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K1 AMP (AR AL

Fig.1 Membrane action mechanism of AMP?'*

FF T TR 20 RIS 1F, RERF- M AMP
3B AR 3 7 1 IGER A B R e T AMP S5 IR AH
HAEFR R,
1.2 JERE(ERMLF

VAR, A IWLS A AMP BIVEFHIPLHIG T B
IR ) Z R (I E A D =0, i A JERRAE R I
I3 JEREVE U7 XI55 S M PNV E LTI A 4
YEFPLH, £135 5 DNA 454 . 4] DNA §2 55158
&l PHIEE A A AT . IR AN EE S . P i
TEPE . FEM A A 2L E T IR AN P R S AH B
Ve, DT o X 2L R % 55 . BRI ik ¥, 3%
H 3 I PN SRR LS 8] 1 R A D BE & FE T AN I AR A AN
B .o U0 AMP S-thanatin 28 3= 310 20 B i R A
KR, ‘En] SN NEEARS N L Z E i 25 1E
A B AT UM BE T R 5w /IS BRASE AR v 2 A AH B A B
AMP P7 A2AEFIAMEREVEFPLE, mi2dnd] DNA
FYE I, 7E P7 BRI T, 25 KA E DNA ZHilAH
KWL FER T RE, PN A DNA Fl RNA
SRS el

TR RS, o1 AMP AR T IRAE AP LA 2
AEMEAE AL, AMP B35 225 4 bl AU I A A= A0
LAEH. AL AMP FI7EANIAE I sl kel i, ok
AN K& AAE s EE A AMP G K BT 40 i i
b, FEANTEIR RS AL . RIS A SE R I O T 3k
HMAIET .
2 AMP WMIEIHIE G E

FKAR AMP U5 F A PR 0 A [RIB A7, A S A

Ze . ZFE, A PUE e e RIS AMP B2 H AT
MES A, 24, AMP By R ] bt R >
A7 FLIE TS I R Y 22 BiL 7 1 (Waksman’s approach)
HEATIIED, RIRE &S - IR B e . I Z AR
SrEsalifh, G5 G PR SL AR B alifb s — AMP, I
VEARAE W P S 43 B8 ( Bioassay-guided fractio-
nation, BGF) ¥, LISEMTEM: N Ft1n), S5 Eg . J54E
B FHE— I O RRER RS AT R AL BRI
FEEAR, FECTAERIKR. BRI A . JE
K, &5 R TE AT 2 0%, BARTE PEEITR
5y B R PR AZ B . AR, ARGk iR AE
SYMTIEE . STPTRCE . S AT NI A B OR B,
TEER 2T ISR W52 K R v i e R B AMP
Sy AR, MBI Z R ALY AMP e 715, 40
FEELARAN A 25 692 AR sk | BB AR (o33
V. BN IR ek (RIS TR E FHPLE
H), UAGHZE L | PG | il 5l ik L
B aR A GE TR ERYLEI Y ), oM H
bR 1 R, il EG R 28 SHUsiE Al
KB S B GEAN S BT IR 743 90 e, FRXT1s:
B Z AP IV HAT AL o007, BESAT TR AMP
2.1 EREEIRMESE
RN T K [ 255125 (Bacterial adsorption) J&71)
FH AMP 55 40 PR 20 A 2o i FAE A, T LU 3R 4 B
RAIEE B S TS A (05 22 F 0%, SRASVEAE AMP
SRS THE TG B LR E L ITRSE AMP, Pei 45077
RN S AR S8 AR5, P4 it 25 ik
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F 1 AMP 1Y R TR AILE S
Table I Summary and comparison of efficient screening methods for AMP
i 1 77 12 AMPAR T E I AMP
s 3 JEFEA-1; Arg-Val-Met-Phe-Lys-Trp-AlaFLys-Val-Tle-Ser-Met-Tle™);
R AR TR B2 1 1 BB 1306 andricin B
2N AR (A 1 TRV AR EE 1R 50 B ) JCpep7®; Apep10P
BEARRR (3 ARV 2] Opep1267
EATE 124 E TSI E 7 AMPIL &4 HALZ S FIHYLZ 5 AMPR;
ik PNEL AL R UE e ik - B R (B-Ala-Tyr) )
ERUR7S BEBRRIER G Z Z IR B4 B BE s NIV 0 4 K7L-2EHE IR HIW 19-72 1 IK1Y; Perinerin™!!
TR (s A AT 105K CAMELFIJEFKPAL-KK-NH, Pal-KGK-NH,"
e HEIEE S (Lasioglossum laticeps ) HIEE; Lasioglossin LL-I111*;
A B-FFLBIF A JkGKH175W HIKNK SW'*)
=GRl h 7S PR R f MELTER A URITERRE R ()
AMPHUEE; DASamP 119,
S/ HER R TS A FUIR B FLIFAMPUT
Fish-T 1K ¥ 4 22 JINGPE SRS

45 P IIAE R A B 72K, 557K BRI il B8 IR Al K
PERRIRARLS &, 7€ 37 °C FWFE 24 h, &5y Esalitk, M
SEWRGRE T FERSIAEARL, T 128 1 PR P RO -0 o2 L2
FL1R 721, Bl Arg-Val-Met-Phe-Lys-Trp-Ala 1 Lys-
Val-Ile-Ser-Met-lIle. Pei %514 F [RIF¥E (4 5 0K ik
i BT A 2’5 S A e O A i AR S5 G, DATRBSE 1fiL
VR R IS R BB TRIR, BT N SR il 7 A o 2 AL
fig ¥4, & Gly-Leu-Thr-ArglLeu-Phe-Ser-Val-Ile-Lys,
$g HoAw 444 andricin B A S5 AL, #3
VETRIE, IEZE %8 T fiisenst a], BAT R4 04 H & N FH
MrAE. SR, WEAAZH TR AT BE 2 BRI HA AR P
53, R LEUER A PERRAI, NS 2255 BEMERE
22 YRERREIETX

2RI (71,375 7% (Cell membrane chromatography,
CMC) S AL 5 B R IR 2 T, i1l 40 5 (351 <
A, FRH EGE2A R 258 5 2 AR Z B AR B AE
FHRRER Y k. AMP 5 4upaps & A=A B AR, i
TEOE ORISR, MTPREE: AMP 45 I 24
Fres ik, Xiao GRS BRC 57 0 B L )
B A A I T8 255 R )22 AT A B 0 ek DA R IXUARS KT 2 1 A
(Jatropha curcas L.)¥FH(Seed cake) H i HE A KH
B TR AMP(KVFLGLK 5 JCpep7), ilid e
WA R B, JCpep7 X FEVD T TICTA « FiPE A2
PRPH | FlLR B T | S e (R A BR AT . A B 25 FAT
PR BRMPCRITETE . (EASERENJE, AH L T2
[CEAMETA, JCpep7 X35 2% [G BHAH: T BE A% . Tang
E5030V 1) FH R M A1 BT 448 L S 1 45 1) 448 TRT 4 B S Rl T
& 4 1i% 4+ ( Bacterial membrane liposome chromato-
graphy, IBMLC), Mfigfa 2B, aifb 345 7 —F
B ALEH T AMP: Apepl0. 1B T P 58 45 SR 3R
W, Apep10 X KIGHT IR FRPSEETE FQBE | A2t i
PR BRALTEVDT TGRS | < 2 (i A BR A . Al 28 /AT
TR R 8 5% R AT B A I I VE T, MIC {EYE Bl o 8~
64 ug/mL;‘]ﬁlﬂlgggﬁﬁiﬂ, fiF 20 pg/mL 1 Apepl0
X/ INERELAR AL WP 3 AR a1, S — PP E R B

B FIABTEER 259 . AR, AR gk LA S i
11650151 R = 0 R = I S B A= 3 N A S U SN S B8 12 S S
PR A A2 T TR IR 1 TR R P AR L
R b, g B S BB, L AE AT B v A i e
BT MR IR, A st . ilAS AH XT3
1 s TRV, Xo 248 S 1) v o >R DA B3R AMP il 3k
o, BRI T H AR RN FH
2.3 WABEREGIEE

IR AT T 3R W 2 T 2 B ISE s i A1 )=2 54
T8 FUBTAR W, BEE Ao+ )2 R A MU Y A 2e,
3= B 4y B 45 5 1R Tk £ B 1 ( Phosphatidylethano-
lamine, PE) . B A5 EENE# ( Phosphatidylcholin, PC) |
W 15 Wt H 9l ( Phosphatidylglycerol, PG) . .[» Wk g
(Cardiolipin, CL) 4%, i AMP 1E 2 i %) 45 B g
A% 43 (A PG Fl/s% CL &%) 19 4RE 5t U i & ¥ 4E
. BElglE 3% (Phospholipid membrane chroma-
tography ) 1F A S S E e iy 2 A AR 0L 4 B s,
FHARET R, PSR ERGT AMP 5B IBRSZ [I91E
FH. Tang 5507 fii &R B BEHRIENH IR (Egg-yolk phos-
phatidylcholine, EYPC) FI1 . P 5 % Bt N Bt H- b
(Dimyristoyl-sn-glycero-phosphatidylglycerol, DMPG )
S AR, AR AT AL A MR 52 AH, DAARAE, AMP
5 20 MRS g A AR, S5 [T ZE B0 = O 4
AR, T ER AR K A T AMP Opepl2
(BKF4: RVASMASEKMKI), i% AMP X} 45 >% G FH
PRI B B A I RS . 2 R AR e i
B EA, fi RO A BRI A Wy 40 AR, AT kSl
By B T A R A 2 IS R RIS R g [ e, L
A nlsEEErEZE | PRERIER . &l 5 55
DL, FEARUERE SRR AT R IE R & R e M. 2
o, BENR IR A S B TE A A —E
X505 AR, 32 BRI A S, e LEARLl A0
BOREAABHET A PE R e A T Rk
2.4 EERIKE

E 404 L Pk 125 (Capillary electrophoresis, CE )&
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FT AMP A3 1a7 FIARXT 3ot & LA 5 B2 1
BRI = A S, SEET BSR4 AMP [
ik, HAZCMISRIESRLT AMP S5IREE G 10 R, ¢
SLSTERSS G RS RIS, R SR h P A
SR SIVEFHSZ B e . Tamovadsls #el 12 4585
FHNIFHES T AMP A58 (FEPT AR XK ke E 3~7 4>
PR IERR ) , A B AN H UKL, 735154 AMP
BT LU S IR RS A2 a 28 . g Rk
A, SR B4 R UKV e 2R BH &5 AMP YA
fof FES IR R EAH M, BRI T BHA 10~12 P&
FERRFRIL ST HAL K AMP 94T R F Aoy S5 A X4
FIREZ S TEA 4~6 MRS FEN HYL
I AMP . Solinova®§:%! SR FH 1 2538 b S AH R 380
AH 3% (RP-HPLC) 4347, MK P14 4y Ha it bk L $i2
Yyp 4y K B-TN EBE IS 2R (B-Ala-Tyr), X 2
=2 [CBAME A > [CRA PR B B B TE T, AL
M. CE TR e . Ly fiivts e,
{8 B A SARYE A T838, BEARA G, E I AEAE B
W RBRE, 53 B AS RIS, S N S R IE R
2.5 tb&%E

Lb a3 (Colorimetry ) J&38 £ Lb B sl il FA7 (14)
JOR VS TR TR P SR A I AR U 28 53 19 7 4 o Jelinek
S50 3@ ) R S THERE F1 IR G ) 2R — £ R (Polydi-
acetylene, PDA) I T4 i 8215 AMP FH HAEH
IR B B B AR, AT SE B AMP (K 7L- 8
BEARFH W19-MEHE ) 1YL . Pan S50 AL vk %T
NN VGRS W Perinereis aibuhitensis Grube [475) 2
zaieds | alifl  CAERMORIEITER T 5 e TR AE
WM, BRILT —FHi KT 24 A Perinerin, %45 2% [G[Y]
PRI 2 G BH P2 AR EC A ) s D i 3 i g, 3
R EA REVEH . Perinerin 4 1] fE4EN—FhJy
E Y PPt bRIC” SREFIE S E A b2z n 28 1k, R
SETERREE AT T . STy R R e R LRP INASR-E
RARIREAUA), T L AT SR IR A AN 30 75
PEHLH B LA AT REAS B, HA A ER EA Pudia L
S [ [R]R) S G A BR, et e e o
2.6 HEBIEE

HZE (0157 (Thin layer chromatography, TLC )&
SR FH 2 A0 335 4 B RN A M PR B AR S A i A
AR, FB—FEUL. PIARITi S i. Jaskiewicz S5
P T A PRI ES | e AMP )2 3, L
FRAEZ AR o328 5, el s AR A E
R I T AL, FH ARG 5.57] 7] K35 (Resazurin)
AL FEHZHT, WETE AMP 05078 12 Xl HH B g
€0, 1A BE (0 KE 555 (AR AE AMP BEATIR86, IES T )7
Pnli e, Hrp CAMEL(KWKLFKKIGAVLKVL-
NH,) 1§ Ik PAL-KK-NH,. Pal-KGK-NH, 7F % i
WBE T PTG A A0 . Ramya S8 F IV ikt
MU BT R AL S A T O e, (0 PP ER . TR
CEEEEAN R IR I, FERERE AR I 5] R PE B T

M3 04 A6 35 (BT — k) ) Bsf, SR8 %] TLC Al b
PR W LT B A IR Ry LT A B A, R
TERFERR AR . 125 15 R e R b O DE 15 PR Ik
BET AIREYE, AT B2 AR T SR B A AMP
JGT, SRTTIZ IR o B RE A FR, AGE A BAT:
A AT, MELLTH I A AR JR 53 B S 0 i .
2.7 RATHERE

B¢ G 18 75 (Fluorescence screening) J&—Fitif
T AT FHDE S AN RS 2 2 B X 9SG Gtk ) B BT 1o 5%
40 S 240 PN R S T U Ok T 1 AMIP 1Y 7 1B
Kodedova“* i i {d T T A 991 diS-C3(3) ks
M 7775 96 TAFLIRES G, PNHE)E P28 15 (Lasioglo-
ssum laticeps) W FE R 1143 &5 1} Lasioglossin LL-III,
AT Fed T B R U o B Y IR S S ),
X ERBREA Y 7 FREAER, BAT 2B H R 1 ARG 5
PeBE A 14 BRERTY A1 G 20 . Pasupuleti 21 F|
F g2 Es ek iR bl IS SR IE 2L 5L B-D-
Nk e 2 FLHEH (B-D-galactopyranoside, ONPG) “A i
{0 R ARAN R PR 5 (O-Nitrophenolate, ONP) fr 43,
il AMP X p-=F LR I I AT B 4 Bt T v o
HRITUIE] ONPG LA~/ ONP, iZJ5 75 AI7E 4 h 1S
HAEEIRPTRTE L, MAE K GKH175W Fil KNKSW
TEAR pH Flis Eh R BE A 80 o 1% 70 vk R f503E
1w AR D PO AR, R R s AN 22,
A, A RTINS BRSSO
FREERI TR B, PRI O  TaANE
2.8 EEENFE

L T 5L PRl Y v A DU ) 09 0 %€ U7 7% (High-
throughput sequencing, HTS ) J&i7 J LA IETE & R 18T
P41 AMP Gk F AR 22—, iR¥E AMP [YREEA[H
PET SUARIAA: 19 4 md Stk METRT e . Y1 580 I
T AR PR S (Boleophthalmus pectinirostris, BP )
FIKEE TG0 (Periophthalmus magnuspinnatus, PM)
AYFLDRILH ARG 5%, 52 HH 507 4~ AMP §E584% . 1wk
KESEMY AMP 1, 449 NF SR BLATAR RS H LY, H
TR0 AMP A P F g i £ rb i) 5 SRASE U2 AN T
B, IR EL A AMP(IMLZLZR A A1 FITEMFEEE D,
Xof e AR ER B (Micrococcus luteus) BAG w2 BN HI/E
o 2Tk, n]— IR HERIG i AMP 1915
B, B BT —z FmIRE, ORI E A AMP {2
BB SR T B (B3 21, I H S X R A A 20
H BT H ST HT A 2 28 Reil 2 S AR 3ok
TR, HAAIE—20 & R DS vEnf (4 43 AT A4 R 725
BT b R I v S P B R AN N B -
29 BUREEIZHRE

B ZEE R (Mining databases screening ) J&7E
A=A 1 2 1T, R IR 2R 40 XA AL
L AR SR 2 Z [BIAE B AR, TR S 2
(] 22 A0 1 RN, AR SEBRif etk G983, IRl
RS E R INRCE . AMP R EFEIR 5
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Sk A AR A SR PR B IR, AN4H T . EL HL . R 49
Y. WS . WIS . SRR LS A
Menousek 5149 LT “APD TV EHRZE" L T 30 Fh
VA 11 JUXT T Y 420 PG AR < 2 €8, %] %5 2R AT (Meethici-
llin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA ) 4 #1111
R, RILT 6 FIraARLmHT MRSA fRisezidy, I-35k15
TRl T A S AMP(DASamP1), HiAg
R 1A B A R A AR A ST . Lin 5517 X H
A NP A LR 2R FEA T M LA 0, O %t
248 FhZ KA 23 e BA DU TE ik
BK, FIH L7 232 BHZLIR AMP Rl REVENDIRENE &5
WGy, A W TR RFIPUBGL E IR - THLH . Yi S50
I “Fish-T1K PR 8 i 57 s 4] A= i 3 R8s
A 3 IR E /NS IR AMP, 3R753 T >k H 87
AR SR ZH B NG AR SR B RSB A, H Uk )
WA [R] AR B A A% X /NG 2 IR FIT AMP 52 S B i 5%
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