[bookmark: _Toc1]Article information:
A secreted effector with a dual role as a toxin and as a transcriptional factor | Nature Communicationshttps://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-022-35522-9
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Chemical communication is essential for the coordination of activities and behaviors in multicellular and unicellular species.
2. T6SS is a bacterial weapon for injecting toxic effectors into competitor cells, but it can also be used as a contact-independent, receptor-dependent killing pathway.
3. A bifunctional FIC protein (CccR) has been identified that mediates interspecies bacterial competition by AMPylation of the cell division protein FtsZ in nonself cells, and acts as a transcriptional regulator in surrounding kin cells.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article provides an overview of the role of chemical communication in bacteria, specifically focusing on the T6SS secretion system and its ability to deliver toxins to both competitor and self cells. The authors then describe their discovery of a bifunctional FIC protein (CccR) that mediates interspecies bacterial competition by AMPylation of the cell division protein FtsZ in nonself cells, and acts as a transcriptional regulator in surrounding kin cells. 
The article appears to be well researched and reliable, with references provided throughout to support the claims made. The authors have also provided evidence for their findings through experiments such as growth inhibition tests and microscopic analysis. However, there are some potential biases present in the article which should be noted. For example, while the authors provide evidence for their findings, they do not explore any counterarguments or alternative explanations for their results. Additionally, while they discuss possible hypotheses to explain why toxins are delivered to “self” cells rather than competitor cells, they do not provide any evidence or further exploration into these hypotheses. 
In conclusion, this article appears to be well researched and reliable overall; however there are some potential biases present which should be noted when considering its trustworthiness and reliability.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Interbacterial competition
· Bacterial toxin delivery mechanisms
· FIC protein function
· AMPylation of FtsZ
· Transcriptional regulation in bacteria
· Alternative explanations for toxin delivery
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