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Abstract
Reversible transition from yeast to hypha in Candida albicans represents a good model system for 
studying cell differentiation. In this study, we have studied the effect of human muscarinic receptor 
antagonists, dicyclomine, solifenacin and flavoxate on C. albicans morphogenesis induced by 
muscarinic receptor agonists, acetylcholine and bethanechol. We show that muscarinic receptors 
antagonists inhibited yeast to hyphal form transition in a concentration dependent manner. 
Dicyclomine inhibited yeast to hyphal form transition induced by bethanechol and acetylcholine 
more than solifenacin and flavoxate. We are reporting that solifenacin and flavoxate have good 
binding with C. albicans Rrp9. Solifenacin and flavoxate formed hydrogen bond interactions with 
the residues GLU509 and ILE510 respectively in the active site region of Rrp9. Acetylcholine and 
bethanechol also bound with Rrp9 by forming hydrogen bond interactions. Acetylcholine formed 
hydrogen bond interaction with SER314 and SER323 while bethanechol formed hydrogen bond 
interaction with ASP384 and ASP506 at the active site of Rrp9. C. albicans Rrp9 may have a role in 
yeast to hyphal form morphogenesis and that muscarinic acetylcholine receptor antagonists may be 
repositioned as anti-virulence agents in C. albicans.
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Introduction
Human muscarinic acetylcholine receptors are typical G-protein coupled receptors involved in 

many physiological activities. Five classes of muscarinic receptors are known in humans. They are: 
M1, M2, M3, M4, and M5 [1-9]. When muscarinic M2 and M4 receptors are activated by agonist, 
they bind with Giα-protein to inhibit adenylyl cyclase activity. Whereas muscarinic M1, M3, and 
M5 receptors are coupled with Gqα-protein to activate inositol phosphate pathway [10,11,12]. 

Candida albicans is a eukaryotic organism which processes many genes similar to humans [13]. 

G-protein coupled receptor system in C. albicans is simpler than human GPCRs. G-protein coupled 
receptors are known in C. albicans, such as Gpr1, Ste2, and Ste3. Gpr1 is a glucose sensor which has 
a role in morphogenesis [14]. Ste2 and Ste3 are pheromone receptors that are functional in mating 
and morphogenesis [15]. Yeast to hyphal form transition in C. albicans is a good model system 
for studying cell differentiation. In this article, we are reporting the potential role of muscarinic 
receptor agonists and antagonists on C. albicans morphogenesis. These drugs are commonly used 
in humans for therapeutic purposes. Acetylcholine is a neurotransmitter substance secreted from 
nerve cells to send signals to other cells. Acetylcholine stimulates both muscarinic acetylcholine 
receptors and nicotinic acetylcholine receptors [16].  In the central nervous system, acetylcholine 
functions in learning and memory. In the peripheral nervous system, acetylcholine functions as 
a muscle movement stimulator. Acetylcholine is often used as eye drops to cause constriction of 
the pupil during cataract surgery. Bethanechol is a muscarinic acetylcholine receptor agonist that 
directly stimulates muscarinic receptors. Bethanechol mimics the action of acetylcholine and has a 
longer duration of activity than acetylcholine because it is more resistant to cholinesterase mediated 
hydrolysis. It is used for the treatment of non obstructive urinary retention. Dicyclomine is a human 
muscarinic receptor antagonist which inhibits acetylcholine activity on smooth muscle by blocking 
muscarinic acetylcholine receptor activity. Dicyclomine can bind selectively with muscarinic M1 
receptor and also it can target muscarinic M3 receptor [17,18,19]. It is an antispasmodic and an 
anticholinergic drug used for the treatment of stomach cramps. Solifenacin is an antimuscarinic 
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receptor drug that binds to muscarinic M3 and M1 receptors [20]. This 
medicine is used for the treatment of Overactive Bladder (OAB) by 
blocking muscarinic receptor activity on bladder muscle. Flavoxate is 
the first drug approved by the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 
and is used for the treatment of Overactive Bladder (OAB) [21].  It 
is a competitive muscarinic receptor antagonist and antispasmodic 
agent. Flavoxate is also used for the treatment of cystitis, urethritis, 
and prostatitis. In this study, we have tested the effect of human 
muscarinic receptor antagonists, dicyclomine, solifenacin and 
flavoxate on morphogenesis of C. albicans induced by acetylcholine 
and bethanechol. This study supports the hypothesis that C. albicans 
may have proteins like muscarinic receptors which play critical roles 
in C. albicans morphogenesis.

Materials and Methods
Chemicals and media

Acetylcholine chloride was purchased from TCI Chemicals (India) 
Pvt. Ltd. Dicyclomine hydrochloride injection form, Bethanechol 
chloride, Solifenacin succinate and Flavoxate hydrochloride tablet 
forms were purchased from local medical stores. Microtiter plates and 

other media components were purchased from HiMEDIA Chemicals 
Ltd, Mumbai, India.

Culture of Candida albicans
C. albicans (ATCC 90028) was obtained from the Institute of 

Microbial Technology (IMTECH) Chandigarh, India. The culture 
was maintained on Yeast extract -Peptone -Dextrose (YPD) agar 
slant at 4°C and propagated by inoculating a single colony from the 
YPD agar plates (Yeast extract 1%, Peptone 2%, Dextrose 2% and 
Agar 2.5%) into 50 ml YPD broth in a 250 ml conical flask. Flasks 
were incubated overnight at 30°C at 100 rpm on an orbital shaking 
incubator. The cells were harvested by centrifugation at 2000 rpm and 
washed thrice with sterile 0.1 M Phosphate-Buffered Saline (PBS), pH 
7.4 and the cell density was determined by a haemocytometer count. 
Cells were suspended in sterile PBS.

Morphogenesis assay
Yeast to hyphal form transition assay was done in 96-well 

microtiter plates [22]. Candida albicans cells stock was diluted to 
1×106 cells/ml in 1% acetylcholine chloride and 0.25% bethanechol. 
Various concentrations of dicyclomine, solifenacin, and flavoxate 
were prepared in 1% acetylcholine and 0.25% bethanechol separately 
and ranged 2 mg/ml to 0.007 mg/ml and were added separately 
in each well. Wells without drugs were kept as a control. The final 
volume was kept at 200 µl in each well. The microtiter plates were 
incubated at 37ºC at 120 rpm shaking incubator for 2 hour. After 
incubation period, cells were observed microscopically by using 
inverted light microscope (Metzer, India). The concentration which 
inhibited hyphae formation by ≥ 50% was compared to the control 
and was considered as the Minimum Inhibitory Concentration 
(MIC) for morphogenesis inhibition. All the experiments were done 
in triplicate.

Docking study
Ligands preparation: Solifenacin, flavoxate, acetylcholine and 

bethanechol structures were retrieved from Pubchem database in SDF 
format. The chemical structures followed by 2D structure cleaning, 
3D optimization and viewing were done using MarvinView and saved 
in Mol2 files format. Solifenacin Mol2, flavoxate Mol2, acetylcholine 
Mol2 and bethanechol Mol2 files were converted to PDBQT formats 
in Autodock Tools version 1.5.6rc2 [23].

Molecular docking: The autodock tools package version 1.5.6rc2 
was employed to generate docking input files. All the nonpolar 
hydrogens were merged and the water molecules were removed. For 
Docking, a grid spacing of 0.375 Å and 60×60×60 number of points 
was used. Before docking all the water molecules were removed from 
the protein structures followed by addition of hydrogen atoms to 
receptors and merging non-polar hydrogens. The predicted structure 
of C. albicans Rrp9 and the structures of the ligands, Solifenacin, 
flavoxate, acetylcholine, and bethanechol were converted to PDBQT 
formats [23]. Molecular docking studies of solifenacin, flavoxate, 
acetylcholine, and bethanechol with C. albicans Rrp9 were carried 
out by using AutoDock® suite as molecular-docking tool [24]. Default 
optimization parameters were done using Lamarckian Genetic 
Algorithm with a population size of 150 dockings. Autodock® tools 
generated sixty possible binding conformations, i.e. sixty runs for 
each docking by using Genetic Algorithm (GALS) Searches. The grid 
box used for specifying the search space was set at 60×60×60 centered 
on proteins with a default grid point spacing of 0.375 Å. Autogrid was 
used to obtain pre calculated grid maps. After completion of docking, 

Sr.no. Molecule name

MIC mg/ml

Candida albicans morphogenesis induced by

Acetylcholine Bethanechol

1 Dicyclomine 0.007 0.015

2 Solifenacin 0.062 0.031

3 Flavoxate 0.062 0.062

Table 1: Minimum Inhibitory Concentration (MIC) of muscarinic receptors 
antagonists, dicyclomine, solifenacin, and flavoxate against Candida albicans 
(ATCC 90028) morphogenesis induced by muscarinic receptor agonists, 
acetylcholine and bethanechol.

Figure1A: Effect of dicyclomine, solifenacin, and flavoxate on yeast to hyphal 
formation in Candida albicans (ATCC 90028) induced by 1% acetylcholine.

Figure 1B: Effect of dicyclomine, solifenacin, and flavoxate on yeast to 
hyphal formation in Candida albicans (ATCC 90028) induced by 0.25 % 
bethanechol.



Sankunny Mohan Karuppayil, et al., American Journal of Clinical Microbiology and Antimicrobials

Remedy Publications LLC. 2018 | Volume 1 | Issue 2 | Article 10083

most suitable conformation was chosen based on lowest docked 
energy. Selected conformations were analyzed by Autodock tool [23].

Analysis of molecular docking
The ligand–protein complex preparation between Solifenacin 

DLG, flavoxate DLG, acetylcholine DLG, and bethanechol DLG files 
and protein structure of Rrp9 in PDBQT format was done using 
AutoDock 1.5.6rc2. The structures of docking were saved in PDBQT 
format and analyzed for amino acid residues in the ligand binding 
sites of the protein structure associated with the binding interactions 
such as hydrogen bonding. This analysis was visualized by using 
Discovery Studio 4.1 Visualizer software [23].

Statistical analysis
Values in the control and treatment groups were compared 

using Student’s t-test. A value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically 
significant.

Results
Muscarinic receptor antagonists inhibit yeast to hyphal 
form transition induced by acetylcholine and bethanechol 
in Candida albicans

The muscarinic receptor antagonists, dicyclomine, solifenacin 
and flavoxate inhibited yeast to hyphal form transition induced 
by 1% acetylcholine and 0.25% bethanechol in C. albicans (ATCC 
90028) in a concentration-dependent manner. Dicyclomine showed 
best inhibition effect than solifenacin and flavoxate. Dicyclomine 
inhibited hyphal formation induced by 1% acetylcholine at 0.007mg/
ml (Table 1) (Figures 1A and 2B). Solifenacin and flavoxate blocked 
yeast to hyphal formation induced by 1% acetylcholine at 0.062 mg/
ml (Table 1) (Figures 1A,2B and 2C). Dicyclomine inhibited yeast 
to hyphal formation induced by 0.25 % bethanechol at 0.015 mg/ml 
(Table 1) (Figures 1B and 3A). However, solifenacin and flavoxate 
inhibited this transformation at 0.031 mg/ml and 0.062 mg/ml 
respectively (Table 1) (Figure 1B,3B and3C).

Solifenacin, flavoxate, acetylcholine, and bethanechol 
bind with Candida albicans Rrp9

Solifenacin, flavoxate, acetylcholine, and bethanechol bound with 
C. albicans Rrp9 with binding energies of -11.33 Kcal/mol, -10.72 
Kcal/mol, -4.75 Kcal/mol, and -5.27 Kcal/mol respectively (Table 
2). Solifenacin and flavoxate bound with Rrp9 by forming hydrogen 
bond interactions with GLU509 and ILE510 amino acid residues 
respectively in the active site region (Table 2) (Figures 4A and 4B). 
Acetylcholine showed binding with Rrp9 by forming hydrogen bond 
interactions with SER314 and SER323 amino acid residues in the 
active site region (Table 2) (Figure 4C). Bethanechol also formed 
hydrogen bond interactions with the amino acids, ASP384 and 
ASP506 at the active site pocket of Rrp9 (Table 2) (Figure 4D).

Discussion
Receptor is defined pharmacologically as a protein that regulates 

a particular physiological process in response to signaling molecules 
[25]. Signaling molecules are either endogenous such as hormones, 
neurotransmitters or exogenous drugs. In pharmacology, agonist is 
described as a chemical substance that binds with the receptor causing 
activation and resultant intracellular changes while antagonist is 
a molecule that blocks the action of agonist on the same receptor. 
G-protein coupled receptors are a large family in mammals and mediate 
many biological processes. They may act as successful therapeutic 
targets for several diseases. Mechanisms of GPCR signaling in yeast 

    

    

  

Figure 2A: Effect of dicyclomine on acetylcholine induced yeast to hyphal 
form transition in Candida albicans (ATCC 90028); A) Control; B) 0.007 mg/
ml; C) 0.015 mg/ml; D) 0.031 mg/ml; E) 0.062 mg/ml; F) 0.125 mg/ml; G) 0.25 
mg/ml; H) 0.5 mg/ml; I) 1 mg/ml; J) 2 mg/ml.

    

    

Figure 2B: Effect of soilfenacin on acetylcholine induced yeast to hyphal 
form transition in Candida albicans (ATCC 90028); A) Control; B) 0.031 mg/
ml; C) 0.062 mg/ml; D) 0.125 mg/ml; E) 0.25 mg/ml; F) 0.5 mg/ml; G) 1 mg/
ml; H) 2 mg/ml.

    

    

Figure 2C: Effect of flavoxate on acetylcholine induced yeast to hyphal form 
transition in Candida albicans (ATCC 90028); A) Control; B) 0.031 mg/ml; 
C) 0.062 mg/ml; D) 0.125 mg/ml; E) 0.25 mg/ml; F) 0.5 mg/ml; G) 1 mg/ml; 
H) 2 mg/ml.
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and mammalian systems are similar and sometimes proteins may be 
exchangeable functionally [26]. Muscarinic acetylcholine receptors 
are typical G-Protein Coupled Receptors (GPCRs) involved in several 
biological activities. C. albicans Rrp9 is reported to exhibit identity 
and similarity with muscarinic M1 receptor [27]. The muscarinic M1 
receptor antagonist, dicyclomine is reported to bind only with Rrp9 
than C. albicans GPCR, Gpr1, Ste2, and Ste3 by forming hydrogen 
bond interaction on the active site region of Rrp9 [27]. In this study, 

Ligands 
(Kcal/mol)

Run no. Electrostatic 
energy

Interacting 
residues

Interacting atoms (Amino acid .. 
Ligand)

H bond 
formed

Binding energy (Kcal/
mol)

Electrostatic 
energy

Solifenacin 19 GLU509 OE1 ------ O1 1 -11.33 -0.02

Flavoxate 25 ILE510 HN2---O3 1 -10.72 -0.03

Bethanechol 1 ASP384 OD1---H16 2 -5.27 -0.24

  ASP506 OD1---H17    

Acetylcholine 15 SER314 HG ---- O2 2 -4.75 -0.32

  SER323 HG ---- O2    

Table 2: Molecular interactions of Solifenacin, Flavoxate, Acetylcholine, and Bethanechol with Candida albicans Rrp9.

    

    

  

Figure 3A: Effect of dicyclomine on bethanechol induced yeast to hyphal 
form transition in Candida albicans (ATCC 90028); A) Control; B) 0.007 mg/
ml; C) 0.015 mg/ml; D) 0.031 mg/ml; E) 0.062 mg/ml; F) 0.125 mg/ml; G) 0.25 
mg/ml; H) 0.5 mg/ml; I) 1 mg/ml; J) 2 mg/ml.

    

    

Figure 3B: Effect of solifenacin on bethanechol induced yeast to hyphal form 
transition in Candida albicans (ATCC 90028); A) Control; B) 0.031 mg/ml; 
C) 0.062 mg/ml; D) 0.125 mg/ml; E) 0.25 mg/ml; F) 0.5 mg/ml; G) 1 mg/ml; 
H) 2 mg/ml.

we tested the effect of muscarinic receptor antagonists, dicyclomine, 
solifenacin, and flavoxate against C. albicans morphogenesis induced 
by acetylcholine and bethanechol. We showed that dicyclomine, 
solifenacin and flavoxate can inhibit C. albicans morphogenesis 
induced by acetylcholine (Table 1) (Figures 1A,2A and 2C) and 
bethanechol (Table 1) (Figures 1B,3A and 3C) indicating that C. 
albicans may have a muscarinic receptor like protein. Dicyclomine 
inhibited yeast to hyphal formation induced by acetylcholine or 
bethanechol more than solifenacin and flavoxate. We have showed 

   

    

Figure 3C: Effect of flavoxate on bethanechol induced yeast to hyphal form 
transition in Candida albicans (ATCC 90028); A) Control; B) 0.031 mg/ml; 
C) 0.062 mg/ml; D) 0.125 mg/ml; E) 0.25 mg/ml; F) 0.5 mg/ml; G) 1 mg/ml; 
H) 2 mg/ml.

Figure 4A: Molecular interactions of solifenacin with amino acid residues in 
the active site region of modeled structure of Candida albicans Rrp9 protein. 
The green dotted line represents the hydrogen bond formation and red letters 
show the amino acid residues involved in the bonding and solifenacin.
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that dicyclomine is more effective against C. albicans morphogenesis 
induced by acetylcholine and bethanechol than solifenacin and 
flavoxate (Table 1) (Figure 1A-B,2A-C and 3A-C). The docking study 
revealed that solifenacin and flavoxate have good binding with Rrp9 
(Table 2). Acetylcholine and bethanechol also could bind with Rrp9 
(Table 2) (Figure 4C and 4D). Dicyclomine and solifenacin inhibited 
yeast to hyphal formation induced by acetylcholine and bethanechol 
may be by blocking the action of acetylcholine and bethanechol 
on the active site pocket of muscarinic receptor like protein in C. 
albicans. Dicyclomine was a better inhibitor of morphogenesis 
induced by acetylcholine or bethanechol compared to solifenacin and 
flavoxate. In humans, the antimuscarinic receptor action of flavoxate 
on smooth muscle is not fully understood. It is reported that flavoxate 
has moderate Ca+2 antagonistic activity rather than anticholinergic 
effect [28]. The effect of flavoxate against C. albicans morphogenesis 
may be due to the competition with acetylcholine and bethanechol 
in the active site region of protein like muscarinic receptor or due to 
the inhibition of calcium signaling pathway. Our study demonstrates 
the effect of muscarinic receptor agonists and antagonists on C. 
albicans morphogenesis. This is a first report of muscarinic receptor 
agonists and antagonists regulate the dimorphism in C. albicans. 
Our study suggests that Rrp9 protein may have a potential role in C. 
albicans morphogenesis and that muscarinic acetylcholine receptor 
antagonists could be as anti-Candida agents.

Acknowledgments
AA and SMK are thankful to Prof. P. Vidyasagar, Vice-chancellor, 

S.R.T.M. University, Nanded, Maharashtra for the facilities. SMK is 
also thankful to DST and UGC, New Delhi for infrastructure support 
under the DST-FIST & UGC-SAP-DRS programs.

References
1. Hammer R, Berrie CP, Birdsall NJM, Burgen ASV, Hulme EC. Pirenzepine 

distinguishes between different subclasses of muscarinic receptors. Nature. 
1980;283(5742):90-2.

2. Kubo T, Fukuda K, Mikami A, Maeda A, Takahashi H, Mishina M, et al. 
Cloning, sequencing and expression of complementary DNA encoding the 
muscarinic acetylcholine receptor. Nature. 1986;323(6087):411-6.

3. Bonner TI, Buckley NJ, Young AC, Brann MR. Identification of a family of 
muscarinic acetycholine receptor genes. Science. 1987;237(4814):527-33.

4. Peralta EG, Ashkenazi A, Winslow JW, Smith DH, Ramachandran 
J, Capon DJ. Distinct primary structures, ligand-binding properties 
and tissue-specific expression of four human muscarinic acetylcholine 
receptors.  EMBO J. 1987; 6(13):3923-29.

5. Bonner TI, Young AC, Bran MR, Buckley NJ. Cloning and expression of 
the human and rat m5 muscarinic acetylcholine receptor genes. Neuron. 
1988;1(5):403-10.

6. Hulme EC, Birdsall NJM, Buckley NJ. Muscarinic receptor subtypes. Annu 
Rev Pharmacol Toxicol. 1990;30(1): 633-73.

7. Caulfield MP. Muscarinic receptors—characterization, coupling and 
function. Pharmacol Therapeut. 1993;58(3): 319-79.

8. Wess J. Molecular biology of muscarinic acetylcholine receptors. Crit Rev 
Neurobio. 1996;10(1):69-99.

9. Caulfield MP, Birdsall NJ. International Union of Pharmacology. XVII. 
Classification of muscarinic acetylcholine receptors. Pharmacol Rev. 1998; 
50(2): 279-290.

10. Peralta EG, Ashkenazi A, Winslow JW, Ramachandran J, Capon DJ. 
Differential regulation of PI hydrolysis and adenylyl cyclase by muscarinic 
receptor subtypes. Nature. 1988;334(6181):434-37.

11. Goyal RK. Muscarinic receptor subtypes.  New Engl J Medici. 
1989;321(15):1022-29.

12. Lanzafame AA, Christopoulos A, Mitchelson F. Cellular signaling 
mechanisms for muscarinic acetylcholine receptors. Recept Chann. 2003; 
9(4): 241-260.

13. Braun BR, Van het Hoog M, d'Enfert C, Martchenko M, Dungan J, Kuo A, 
et al. A human-curated annotation of the Candida albicans genome. PLoS 
Genet. 2005;1(1):56-57.

14. Versele M, Lemaire K, Thevelein JM. Sex and sugar in yeast: two distinct 
GPCR systems. EMBO Rep. 2001;2(7): 574-79.

15. Bahn YS, Xue C, Idnurm A, Rutherford JC, Heitman J, Cardenas ME. 
Sensing the environment: lessons from fungi.  Natu Rev Microbio. 
2007;5(1):57-69.

16. Tiwari P, Dwivedi S, Singh MP, Mishra R, Chandy A. Basic and modern 
concepts on cholinergic receptor: A review.  Asi Pacif J Tropic Dise. 
2013;3(5):413-20.

17. Giachetti A, Giraldo E, Ladinsky H, Montagna E. Binding and functional 
profiles of the selective M1 muscarinic receptor antagonists trihexyphenidyl 
and dicyclomine. Briti J Pharmacol. 1986;89(1):83-90.

18. Doods HN, Mathy MJ, Davidesko D, Van Charldorp KJ, De Jonge A, Van 
Zwieten PA. Selectivity of muscarinic antagonists in radioligand and in 
vivo experiments for the putative M1, M2 and M3 receptors. J Pharmacol 
Experim Therapeut. 1987; 242(1):257-62.

19. Kilbinger H, Stein A. Dicyclomine discriminates between M1‐and M2‐
muscarinic receptors in the guinea‐pig ileum.  Briti J Pharmacol. 1988; 
94(4):1270-74.

20. Ikeda K, Kobayashi S, Suzuki M, Miyata K, Takeuchi M, Yamada T, et al. 
M(3) receptor antagonism by the novel antimuscarinic agent solifenacin 
in the urinary bladder and salivary gland. Naunyn-Schmiedeberg's Arch 
Pharmacol. 2002;366(2):97-103.

21. Hesch, K. Agents for treatment of overactive bladder: a therapeutic class 
review. In Baylor University Medical Center Proceedings. 2007;20(3):307-
14.

22. Chauhan NM, Raut JS, Karuppayil SM. A morphogenetic regulatory role 
for ethyl alcohol in Candida albicans. Mycoses. 2011;54(6): e697-e703.

23. Kumar A, Bora U. Molecular docking studies of curcumin natural 
derivatives with DNA topoisomerase I and II-DNA complexes. Interdiscipl 
Sci Computat Life Sci. 2014; 6(4): 285-91.

24. Morris GM, Goodsell DS, Halliday RS, Huey R, Hart WE, Belew RK, et al. 
Automated docking using a Lamarckian genetic algorithm and an empirical 
binding free energy function. J computat Chem. 1998;19(14):1639-62.

25. Pleuvry BJ. Receptors, agonists and antagonists.  Anaesthe. Intens. Care 
Medici. 2004; 5(10): 350-52.

26. Ladds G, Goddard A, Davey J. Functional analysis of heterologous GPCR 
signalling pathways in yeast. Trends Biotech. 2005; 23(7):367-73.

27. Ali A, Wakharde A, Karuppayil SM. Rrp9 as a Potential Novel Antifungal 
Target in Candida albicans: Evidences from In Silico Studies. Med Mycol 
Open Access. 2017;3(2:26):1-5.

28. Uckert S, Stief CG, Odenthal KP, Truss MC, Lietz B, Jonas U. Responses 
of isolated normal human detrusor muscle to various spasmolytic 
drugs commonly used in the treatment of the overactive bladder. 
Arzneimittelforschung 2000; 50(05):456-60.

https://www.nature.com/articles/283090a0
https://www.nature.com/articles/283090a0
https://www.nature.com/articles/283090a0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3762692
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3762692
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3762692
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3037705
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3037705
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC553870/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC553870/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC553870/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC553870/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2188581
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2188581
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/016372589390027B
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/016372589390027B
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8853955
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8853955
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9647869
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9647869
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9647869
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2841607
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2841607
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2841607
http://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056/NEJM198910123211506
http://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056/NEJM198910123211506
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12893537
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12893537
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12893537
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16103911
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16103911
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16103911
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1083946/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1083946/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17170747
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17170747
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17170747
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4027320/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4027320/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4027320/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1917044/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1917044/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1917044/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3612532
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3612532
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3612532
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3612532
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1854096/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1854096/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1854096/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12122494
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12122494
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12122494
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12122494
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08998280.2007.11928310
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08998280.2007.11928310
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08998280.2007.11928310
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21605190
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21605190
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12539-012-0048-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12539-012-0048-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12539-012-0048-6
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/%28SICI%291096-987X%2819981115%2919%3A14%3C1639%3A%3AAID-JCC10%3E3.0.CO%3B2-B
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/%28SICI%291096-987X%2819981115%2919%3A14%3C1639%3A%3AAID-JCC10%3E3.0.CO%3B2-B
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/%28SICI%291096-987X%2819981115%2919%3A14%3C1639%3A%3AAID-JCC10%3E3.0.CO%3B2-B
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1472029906003845
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1472029906003845
http://www.cell.com/trends/biotechnology/fulltext/S0167-7799(05)00135-6
http://www.cell.com/trends/biotechnology/fulltext/S0167-7799(05)00135-6
http://mycology.imedpub.com/rrp9-as-a-potential-novel-antifungal-target-in-candida-albicans-evidences-from-in-silico-studies.php?aid=21287
http://mycology.imedpub.com/rrp9-as-a-potential-novel-antifungal-target-in-candida-albicans-evidences-from-in-silico-studies.php?aid=21287
http://mycology.imedpub.com/rrp9-as-a-potential-novel-antifungal-target-in-candida-albicans-evidences-from-in-silico-studies.php?aid=21287
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10858873
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10858873
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10858873
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10858873

	Title
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Chemicals and media
	Culture of Candida albicans
	Morphogenesis assay
	Docking study
	Analysis of molecular docking
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Muscarinic receptor antagonists inhibit yeast to hyphal form transition induced by acetylcholine and
	Solifenacin, flavoxate, acetylcholine, and bethanechol bind with Candida albicans Rrp9

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Figure 1A
	Figure 1B
	Figure 2A
	Figure 2B
	Figure 2C
	Figure 3A
	Figure 3B
	Figure 3C
	Figure 4A

