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Abstract: Clostridium perfringens (C. perfringens) is a bacterium that commonly causes zoonotic disease.
The pathogenicity of C. perfringens is a result of the combined action of «, 3, and ¢ exotoxins. In this
study, Lactobacillus crispatus (pPG-T7g10/L. crispatus) expressing the main toxoids of C. perfringens, x,
g, B1, and 2, with EGFP-labeling, was constructed, and the protective effect was estimated in chick-
ens. The x-32-e-B1 toxoid was constitutively expressed for confirmation by laser confocal microscopy
and western blotting, and its immunogenicity was analyzed by enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay
(ELISA) and immunohistochemical assays. After booster immunization, the probiotic vaccine group
showed significantly higher levels (p < 0.05) of specific secretory IgA (sIgA) and IgY antibodies in
the serum and intestinal mucus. Furthermore, the levels of cytokines, including interferon (IFN)-y,
interleukin (IL)-2, IL-4, IL-10, IL-12, and IL-17, and the proliferation of spleen lymphocytes in chick-
ens orally immunized with pPG-E-«-[32-¢-B1/L. crispatus increased significantly. Histopathological
observations showed that the intestinal pathological changes in chickens immunized with pPG-E-«-
2e-B1/L. crispatus were significantly alleviated. These data reveal that the probiotic vaccine could
stimulate mucosal, cellular, and humoral immunity and provide an active defense against the toxins
of C. perfringens, suggesting a promising candidate for oral vaccines against C. perfringens.

Keywords: Lactobacillus crispatus; Clostridium perfringens; o-p2-e-p1 toxoid; oral immunization;
protective effect

1. Introduction

Clostridium perfringens (C. perfringens) is a common zoonotic pathogen that is abun-
dantly present in the environment. It often causes gas gangrene, necrotizing enteritis, and
enterotoxemia in cattle, sheep, and chickens [1,2]. The exotoxin secreted by C. perfringens is
the main pathogenic factor that infects animals, causing rapid onset, high mortality, and
serious economic losses to animal husbandry [3]. The pathogenicity of C. perfringens results
from the synergy of multiple exotoxins, of which «, 3, and ¢ are the most common and
highly toxic [4]. These toxins can result in a variety of serious diseases in livestock and
poultry, of which enterotoxemia and necrotic enteritis are common [2,3]. In chickens, C.

Vaccines 2022, 10, 698. https:/ /doi.org/10.3390/vaccines10050698

https:/ /www.mdpi.com/journal /vaccines


https://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines10050698
https://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines10050698
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/vaccines
https://www.mdpi.com
https://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines10050698
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/vaccines
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/vaccines10050698?type=check_update&version=2

Vaccines 2022, 10, 698

20f17

perfringens promotes the development of necrotizing enteritis, leading to a mortality rate of
up to 50% [5]. Furthermore, it causes chronic damage to the intestinal mucosa (subclini-
cal infection), which is accompanied by poor mental status and weight loss, resulting in
severe economic losses [6]. Therefore, the development of an operative vaccine against
C. perfringens infections is highly desirable. Currently, many countries use antibiotics and
sulfonamides to prevent and treat diseases caused by C. perfringens infection in animals [7].
Because of the rapid onset and course of the disease, large-scale broad-spectrum antibiotics
are used. However, growing attention is being paid to the harm caused by the extensive use
of antibiotics in humans and animals [8]. Therefore, to limit the spread of the disease and
reduce large economic losses for the livestock industry, it is necessary to adopt practical
measures to prevent and control such diseases [9].

As C. perfringens mainly infects the intestinal tract of animals, developing an oral
immunization vaccine is a promising approach to prevent the occurrence of this disease.
Lactic acid bacteria (LAB) are Gram-positive bacteria which are widely distributed in
animal intestinal tissues and play a key role in maintaining the stability of microbial
ecology and inducing mucosal and systemic immunity [10]. Use of Lactobacillus, a member
of LAB, has many advantages: it has been proven to be a food-grade safe microorganism
for application in the research of food-grade gene cloning vector systems and expression
vector systems; it interacts with cells and induces the production of a series of cytokines;
and it has the ability to tolerate bile acids and is affected by immune adjuvants [11]. It
helps in protecting various mucosal structures by colonizing the system to maintain the
microecological stability of the flora through mucosal immunity and generation of the
slgA antibody [12]. Lactobacillus induces a mucosal immune response in the body. Some of
these microorganisms pass through the microfold cells between the epithelial cells of the
small intestine, whereas some pass through the dendritic cells under the epithelial cells to
enter the lamina propria of the small intestine tissue, where they activate Th2 lymphocytes
through the activation of plasma cells, which secrete specific IgA antibodies [13,14]. Specific
IgA antibodies can interact with secretory fragments produced by the intestinal mucosal
epithelium on the surface of the intestinal mucosa to prevent adhesion of pathogenic
bacteria and invasion of mucosal tissues [15,16]. Specific lymphocytes then dissociate in the
mucosal lamina propria, glands, and other reactive sites to trigger an immune response at
multiple mucosal sites [17]. With continuous improvements in research technology, it is now
possible to obtain genetically engineered Lactobacillus with better antigenic quality, whose
application in production practices has far-reaching significance. Song et al. developed a
stable and marker-free Lactobacillus strain, realizing expression of the alpha-toxin gene of
Clostridium perfringens on the surface of bacteria [18]. Gao et al. constructed a genetically
engineered Lactobacillus casei (pPG-a/ L. casei 393) for constitutively expressing the toxoid
of C. perfringens «-toxin, a BLA /c mice experiment to evaluate the oral immunogenicity
of pPG-«/ L. casei 393, the results indicating that the strain could induce the production
of mucosal, humoral, and cellular immunity, and provide a protective effect to a certain
degree [19].

In this study, the recombinant strain pPG-T7g10/L. crispatus, expressing the main
toxoids of C. perfringens, , 31, €, and (32, with non-antibiotic resistance, was constructed,
and the genes were modified by our laboratory for mutating the 68th histidine residue to a
glycine residue in « toxin, the 234th cysteine residue to a glycine residue in 32 toxin, and
the 106th histidine residue to a proline residue in ¢ toxin. Its immunogenicity in chickens
was evaluated for its protective effect against C. perfringens infection.

2. Material and Methods
2.1. Strains and Plasmid

The L. crispatus N-11 strain was isolated from the intestine of a chicken in our lab-
oratory [20] and grown in de Man, Rogosa, and Sharpe (MRS) broth (Sigma, St. Louis,
MO, USA) at 37 °C without shaking. C. perfringens types A (C57-1), B (CCVC-81), and C
(CACC-61) were obtained from the China Institute of Veterinary Drug Control, Beijing,
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China. Escherichia coli strain J]M109 and the engineered strain pPG-T7g10/TGl1, contain-
ing the constitutively expressed plasmid were cultivated in our laboratory at 37 °C in
Luria—Bertani (LB) broth with shaking. The pMD19-EGFP plasmid containing the gene
encoding EGFP (Accession No. U57607) and the pMD18-T-a-32-¢-31 plasmid, which
had been constructed to contain a fusion of the genes encoding the quadruple toxoid of
C. perfringens o« (H68G), 3, (C234G), ¢ (H106P), and 31 (C292A, D81A, and K83A), were
preserved in our lab [11,21]. The pPG-T7g10-PPT plasmid, which contains the HCE strong
constitutive promoter, T7g10 enhancer, and PgsA anchor sequence along with the rrnBT1T2
terminator, was constructed in our laboratory [21,22]. The present study was conducted in
accordance with the guidelines for the Care, Maintenance, and Use of Laboratory Animals
of the National Institute of Health. The protocol was approved by the Ethical Committee
for Animal Experimentation of the Northeast Agriculture University, China.

2.2. Construction of a Recombinant Expression System in L. crispatus

The recombinant strain was constructed using a previously described method [23].
Briefly, the gene encoding the «, 32, ¢, and (31 toxoids of C. perfringens was acquired from the
plasmid pMD19-T-a-32-¢-3 via PCR amplification and then inserted into the constitutive
expression vector pPG-T7g10-PPT, generating the recombinant plasmid pPG-o-32-¢-31.
Subsequently, the fragment encoding EGFP was inserted upstream of the fusion genes «,
B2, ¢, and B1 and fused with x-32-¢-1 by a linker, resulting in creation of the plasmid
pPG-E--[32-¢-1. Finally, the recombinant plasmid pPG-E-o-32-¢-31 was electroporated
into L. crispatus N-11 competent cells and the positive strain was validated using laser
confocal microscopy, flow cytometry, and western blotting.

2.3. Toxin Genes Expression Analysis

PPG-E-a-32-¢-B1/L. crispatus N-11 was cultured in MRS medium at 37 °C for 16 h, cen-
trifuged at 10,000x g for 5 min, and washed three times with sterilized phosphate-buffered
saline (PBS; pH = 8.0). The precipitate was incubated with lysozyme and ultrasonicated.
Then, 2 x sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS) buffer solution was added and the sample was
boiled for 10 min. After boiling, the sample was centrifuged, and the supernatant was
collected. The supernatant was then subjected to SDS-polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis
(PAGE) in a 10% gel, followed by western blot analysis using an anti-« toxin polyclonal
and mouse anti-toxoid monoclonal antibody (generated in our laboratory) at a dilution
ratio of 1:500. Subsequently, the membrane was incubated with the secondary antibody
horseradish peroxidase (HRP)-conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG (Sigma, USA) diluted 1:5000.
Immunolabeled bands were visualized using chemiluminescent substrate reagent (Pierce,
Rockford, IL, USA).

To further analyze the protein expressed on the cell surface of pPG-T7g10-PPT/L.
crispatus N-11, the recombinant pPG-E-x-f32-e-31/L. crispatus N-11 was cultured in MRS
medium at 37 °C for 16 h, centrifuged at 10,000 x g for 5 min, washed three times with
sterilized PBS, resuspended in sterile PBS, and then the cells were examined using laser
confocal microscopy [19].

2.4. Colonization Capability of the Recombinant Strain

For the colonization test, recombinant pPG-E-x-31-¢-32/L. crispatus N-11 grown until
the optical density at 600 nm (OD600) was approximately 1.0, and then centrifuged at
5000 g for 10 min. The pelleted cells were resuspended at a concentration of 10'° colony-
forming units (CFU)/mL and then washed twice with sterile PBS. The strain was then
labeled with carboxyfluorescein diacetate-succinimidyl ester (CFDA-SE) and incubated
for 20 min at 37 °C. Subsequently, the cells were washed and resuspended in PBS, and the
labeling ratio was determined using flow cytometry. A total of 15 chickens were inoculated
with CFDA-SE-labeled recombinant strain (approximately 10° CFU/mL). Intestinal seg-
ments of the jejunum, ileum, and colon were collected on days 1, 4, 7, 11, and 15 (n = 3),
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and the colonization capability of the recombinant strain in the intestinal tract was assessed
using flow cytometry.

2.5. Immunization

The maintenance and use of the experimental animals followed the appropriate inter-
national (OIE Terrestrial Animal Health Code) and national guiding principles (CNAS-CL
06:2018). In this study, to evaluate the immunogenicity of the engineered strain pPG-E-o-
(32-e-B1/L. crispatus N-11 as oral vaccine, 1-day-old specific pathogen-free (SPF) chickens
provided by the Harbin Veterinary Institute were selected as an animal model and kept
under SPF environments with free access to standard feed and water. The basal feed diet
ingredients and environmental factors of all the groups were equally managed. Before oral
immunization, the recombinant strain pPG-E-x-32-e-31/L. crispatus N-11 was cultured to
an ODgqp = 1.0, washed with PBS, and resuspended to a concentration of 1 x 10'° CFU/mL
in PBS. The immunization procedure was as follows. SPF chickens were divided into five
groups. The recombinant strain group (n = 36) was orally immunized with 1 mL pPG-E-«-
[32-e-B1 L. crispatus N-11; the empty carrier vector group (n = 36) was immunized with 1
mL of pPG-T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11; the control group (n = 36) was orally inoculated
with 200 pL of L. crispatus N-11; the mock control group (1 = 36) received 200 uL of PBS,
and this group was considered as a control without inoculation (n = 15). All chickens were
immunized orally, and the immunization schedule was repeated three times at 14-day
intervals. Each dose was administered (offered) once every three days. The samples were
collected on days 0, 7, 14, 21, 28, 35, and 42 [19].

2.6. Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA)

Serum and intestinal mucus samples were collected from three chickens randomly in
each group on days 0, 7, 14, 21, 28, 35, and 42 after primary immunization, and specific
antibody IgA and IgY levels were detected using ELISA as described earlier [10,19]. Briefly,
purified a-32-¢-B1 toxoid protein (5 ng/mL) was added to 96-well polystyrene microtiter
plates and incubated overnight at 4 °C, after which the plates were washed three times with
PBST. The plates were then incubated for 2 h with 200 pL of 5% skim milk at 37 °C. Next,
the collected serum and intestinal mucus samples (sera diluted at 1:50 and supernatant
of intestinal mucus diluted at 1:10) were added to each reaction well (100 puL per well)
as primary antibodies and incubated at 37 °C for 1 h, followed by washing three times
with PBST. HRP-labeled goat anti-chicken IgY (Sigma, USA) or IgA antibody (Sigma, USA)
diluted at 1:5000 were used as secondary antibodies. Next, 100 puL of o-phenylenediamine
dihydrochloride (Sigma, USA) color developing solution was added to each well and incu-
bated at 37 °C for 15 min, and the absorbance at OD490 was measured using a microplate
reader (BioTek, Winooski, VT, USA) after adding the stop solution (2 M H,SOy). On day 35
post-immunization, the levels of interferon (IFN)-y, interleukin (IL)-2, IL-4, IL-10, IL-12,
and IL-17 in the samples were determined using an ELISA kit (Biosource International,
Camarillo, CA, USA) according to the manufacturer’s guidelines.

2.7. Immunohistochemical Analysis

On day 42 post-immunization, intestinal samples from the duodenum, jejunum,
ileum, and cecum (1 cm?) were obtained from chickens immunized with pPG-E-o-32-¢-
31/L. crispatus N-11 and the PBS control group (inoculation-free group). Collected samples
were fixed with 10% neutral-buffered formalin, processed with paraffin wax, and cut to a
thickness of 5 um. Immunoglobulin (IgA) cells confined to the intestine were detected using
immunohistochemistry. Immunohistochemical staining and calculations were performed
as described previously [24]. Polyclonal mouse anti-chicken IgA (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA,
USA) and biotinylated goat anti-mouse IgG (ZSGB-BIO, Beijing, China) were used as the
primary and secondary antibodies, respectively.
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2.8. Lymphocyte Proliferation in Immunized Chickens

On day 42 post-immunization, splenocytes were collected from chickens in each
group and used in the lymphocyte proliferation assay conducted using the respective kit
from Sigma Life Science (Histopaque-1077 sterile-filtered solution, density: 1.077 g/mL).
Briefly, 100 uL of spleen cell suspension (5 x 10° cells/mL) was incubated in each well of
a 96-well plate (the cell culture was composed of 90% RPMI 1640 medium and 10% fetal
bovine serum) at 37 °C in a 5% CO; atmosphere for 8-12 h. Cells were then stimulated
with purified recombinant «-(32-¢-31 protein at final concentrations of 0.01, 0.1, 1, and
10 mg/mL for 60 h, and an equal volume of the medium was added to the control cells.
Then, 10 pL of thiazolyl blue tetrazolium bromide (MTT) at 5 mg/mL was added to each
well and incubated at 37 °C for 5 h. Finally, the absorbance was measured at 600 nm and the
stimulated index was estimated as follows: SI = OD600 (sample)/OD600 (blank control).

2.9. Protection Effect

To estimate the immune protection of chickens orally vaccinated with pPG-E-x-(32-¢-
B1/L. crispatus N-11, on day 42 post-immunization, chickens inoculated with pPG-E-x-{32-
e-B1/L. crispatus N-11, pPG-T7g10-PPT /L. crispatus N-11, L. crispatus N-11, and PBS were
challenged with a typically lethal dose (LD1qp) of the natural o-32-e-f31 toxin combined with
108 CFU of C. perfringens type A and type B oral pathogenic bacteria via oral administration
using an oral gavage needle; the respective control group was not challenged.

The daily subsistence ratio of the experimental chickens in each group was counted
post-challenge, and histopathological changes in the intestinal sections, including duode-
num, jejunum, ileum, and cecum, of all the groups were observed, with special considera-
tion given to the structure, color, and occurrences of necrosis, hemorrhage, congestion, and
cell infiltration.

2.10. Analysis of Gut Microbiota through 16S rDNA Sequence

To evaluate the effect of the recombinant L. crispatus pPG-E-x-32-e-31/L. crispatus N-
11 on the gut microbiota, we divided a total of 24 chickens into three groups: recombinant
L. crispatus-, C. perfringens-, and PBS-inoculated groups (n = 8). The intestinal contents were
collected on days 7 and 14 from each group. Microbial DNA was extracted using a Tiangen
Stool DNA kit (Biotech, Beijing, China), according to the manufacturer’s instructions. After
extraction, the concentration was measured using a NanoDrop 2000 spectrophotometer.
After extracting genomic DNA from the samples, the V3-V4 region of 165 rDNA was
amplified using specific PCR primers (341F: CCTACGGGNGGCWGCAG; 806R: GGAC-
TACHVGGGTATCTAAT). Purified primers were mixed in equal quantities and connected
to the Illumina adapter and linker sequences. A paired-end sequencing (2 x 250) was per-
formed with equal amounts of purified amplicons on the Illumina platform, then analysed
using an Illumina HiSeq2500 from GeneDenovo (Guangzhou, China).

2.11. Statistical Analysis

All data conformed to a normal distribution for analyzing with Shapiro-Wilk test,
shown as mean =+ standard deviation (SD). All experiments were performed in triplicate.
Statistical significance was evaluated via one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) using
Tukey’s multiple comparison test and Prism 7 software. ** p < 0.01 and * p < 0.05 indicated
statistical significance.

3. Results
3.1. Identification of Protein Expression

The expression vector pPG-T7g10, which is a cell surface expression system, was
used to analyze cell surface expression of the «-32-e-31 toxoid protein with laser confocal
observation, and the results showed that there were clear green fluorescent signals on the
cell surface of pPG-E-a-f32-e-1/L. crispatus N-11 cells, but not on the pPG/L. crispatus
N-11 cells (Figure 1A). To further detect the fusion protein expression of the toxoid by
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the recombinant L. crispatus N-11 constructed in this study, the samples were assessed
using western blotting analysis. A specific band was observed for the recombinant pPG-
E-x-B2-e-p1/L. crispatus N-11 (Figure 1B,C; Figures S1 and S2), but not for pPG-T7g10-
PPT/L. crispatus N-11 or L. crispatus, suggesting that the fusion protein was expressed by
the genetically engineered pPG-E-a-f32-e-31/L. crispatus N-11.

(A) pPG-E-a-pl-e-P2/L. crispatus N-11  pPG-TTgl0-PPT/L. crispatus N-11

B
(B) KDa
170

160
130
100

Figure 1. The constitutive expression of the toxoid proteins was evaluated using an ultra-high
resolution microscope and western blotting. (A) The determination of the cell surface expression
of o-1-¢-B2 using laser confocal microscopy. Results show clear green fluorescence on the surface
of the cells of pPG-E-«-1-¢-B2/L. crispatus N-11, but not on the pPG-T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11
strain. Western blotting with anti-« toxin polyclonal antibody, showing a band of expected size
around 160 kDa (B) or mouse anti-oc/32/¢/p1 toxins monoclonal antibody (C). M: Pre-stained
protein Marker; 1-2-3: pPG-E-«-B1-¢-B2/L. crispatus N-11; C: empty vector.

3.2. Intestinal Colonization Ability of Recombinant L. crispatus N-11

On days 1, 4, 7, 11, and 15, the jejunal, ileal, and colonic contents were scraped to
assess the colonization capacity of pPG-E-x-[32-e-31/L. crispatus N-11 using flow cytometry.
The results indicate that pPG-E-x-[32-¢-31/L. crispatus N-11 could persist and adhere to the
jejunum, ileum, and colon of chickens, as shown in Table 1, with colonization rates of 61%,
54%, and 57% on day 1, respectively. The colonization number of recombinant bacteria in
the chickens gradually decreased over time along the internal environment of the digestive
tract, with the colonization rates of the jejunum, ileum, and colon being 21%, 17%, and 19%
on day 15, respectively.
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Table 1. Detection result of intestinal colonization ability of recombinant L. crispatus.
Days % of Total Population

Jejunum Ileum Colon

1 615+ 1.9 544 £3.6 57+£21

4 59.6 £ 2.8 53.6 £ 0.6 58.84+ 5.3

7 545+ 3.7 43.7. £51 458 £ 6.6

11 495 £ 3.6 363 £24 43.7+ 5.3

15 21.5£29 177+ 7.6 195+ 1.6

Day )

Each sample was repeated three times, and three chicks (1 = 3) were sacrificed each time.

3.3. Immunogenicity

To assay the immunity of chickens orally immunized with strain pPG-E-x-{32-¢-31/L.
crispatus N-11, the levels of specific anti-a-2-¢-32 toxoid IgA and IgY antibodies were
detected using ELISA. The immunization scheme and sample collection are shown in
Figure 2. According to the ELISA results, there were no significant differences (p > 0.05)
in IgA and IgY antibody levels among the groups before immunization. However, after
booster immunization, particularly on day 14 post-immunization, anti-«-32-¢-31 toxoid
specific IgA level (Figure 3) in intestinal mucus and IgY antibody level (Figure 4) in sera
of chickens in the pPG-E-a-p1-e-32/L. crispatus N-11 group were significantly higher
(p < 0.05) than those of groups “pPG/L. crispatus” L. crispatus N-11” and “PBS”. Conversely,
there was no significant difference (p > 0.05) between the control groups before and after
immunization. These results indicate that oral pPG-E-a-32-31/L. crispatus N-11 induced
specific mucosal and systemic immune responses in chickens.

Moreover, the levels of cytokines, including IFN-y, IL-2, IL-4, IL-10, IL-12, and IL-17,
were detected in serum samples collected on day 42 post-immunization, suggesting that
significantly higher levels (p < 0.01) were found in chickens immunized orally with pPG-E-
o-31-e-32/L. crispatus N-11 than in the pPG-T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11 and PBS groups
(Figure 5). These data suggest that the recombinant strain could induce the production of
Th1, Th2, and Th17 cellular immune responses in chickens.

O O ChaIllenge

7 14 21 28 35 42

OO I

A Sampling sera ‘ Sampling intestinal mucus

Figure 2. The oral immunization structure and schedule of sampling. The immunization was
performed for consecutively three days with a 2-week interval between booster immunizations. The
serum and intestinal mucus (n = 3) were collected on days 0, 7, 14, 21, 28, 35, and 42. The challenge
test was carried out on day 42 post-immunization.
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Figure 3. Antigen-specific IgA antibody levels in intestinal mucus of chickens immunized with

PPG-E-x-p31-e-B2/L. crispatus N-11 was analyzed using ELISA. The intestinal mucus samples (1 = 3)
were collected on days 0, 7, 14, 21, 28, 35, and 42 from each group of chickens. (A) Anti-« specific IgA;
(B) anti-B2 specific IgA; (C) anti-¢ specific IgA; (D) anti-1 specific IgA. Data are presented as the

mean =+ standard error in each group.
- PBS
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Figure 4. Antigen-specific IgY antibody level in sera of chickens immunized with pPG-E-o-31-¢-
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on days 0, 7, 14, 21, 28, 35, and 42 from each group of chickens. (A) Anti-« specific IgY; (B) anti-32
specific IgY; (C) anti-e specific IgY; (D) anti-p1 specific IgY. Data are presented as the mean + standard

error in each group.
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Figure 5. Detection of cytokine levels in the serum of pPG-E-o-1-¢-32/L. crispatus N-11 immunized
chickens. The levels of cytokines IL-2 (B), IL-4 (C), IL-10 (D), IL-12 (E), IL-17 (F), and IFN-y (A) in the
serum samples (1 = 3) on day 42 post-immunization were detected using an ELISA kit. The data are

presented as the mean + SD (** p < 0.01 as compared with groups pPG-T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11
and PBS).

3.4. Immunohistochemical Assays

Immunohistochemistry was performed to further evaluate the immune effect of the
recombinant strain pPG-E-x-31-¢-32/L. crispatus N-11. The results indicate that the level
of IgA-positive cells were detected in the intestinal samples of chickens immunized with
pPG-E--B2-¢-B1/L. crispatus N-11 (Figure 6A,C,E,G), which were noticeably higher than
the control group (Figure 6B,D,EH), providing evidence that immunization with the re-
combinant strain confers the ability to enhance mucosal immunity.

3.5. Lymphocyte Proliferation

On day 42 post-immunization, the spleen lymphocytes of chickens in each group were
isolated and restimulated with the purified fusion protein of C. perfringens, x-32-¢-31. The
MTT assay was used to detect lymphocyte proliferation. The result shows that a significant
increase in lymphocyte proliferation was observed in the pPG-E--f32-¢-$1/L. crispatus
N-11 group, compared to the pPG-T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11, L. crispatus N-11, and PBS
groups (Figure 7), suggesting the production of a cellular immune response.

3.6. Efficacy of the Probiotic Vaccine against a-B1-e-52 Toxin

On day 42 post-immunization, a challenge test was performed. Each group was chal-
lenged with a lethal oral dose of mixed natural toxins of type A and type B C. perfringens
combined with oral viable bacteria to estimate the protection efficacy of the engineered
strain Ppg-E-a-B1e-B2/L. crispatus N-11. No deaths were found in the experimental chick-
ens orally immunized with recombinant L. crispatus, indicating that the orally administered
recombinant Lactobacillus crispatus could provide protection against the lethal dose of C.
perfringens toxin and the attack of live bacteria. In contrast, all of the chickens in the
pPG-T7g-10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11, non-recombinant L. crispatus N-11, and PBS groups



Vaccines 2022, 10, 698 10 of 17

died. These results suggest that pPG-E-«-32-e-1/L. crispatus N-11 can provide effective
protection through oral immunization.

Control PPG-E-a-p2-s-B1/L. crispatus N-11

(B) %

Duodenum

Jejunum

Figure 6. Immunohistochemical assay of chicken immunized with pPG-E-x-B1-e-2/L. crispatus
N-11. The control group (A,C,E,G) showed significantly lower IgA positive cells as compared to the
pPG-E-a-P1-¢-B2/L. crispatus N-11 group (B,D,F,H), indicating that pPG-E-a-p1-¢-32/L. crispatus N-
11 could effectively enhance mucosal immunity. The black arrows indicate antigen immunoreactivity
and the IgA positive cells in the immunized group.
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Figure 7. Lymphocyte proliferation. Spleen lymphocytes of chickens (1 = 3) in the pPG-E-o-31-¢-
2/L. crispatus N-11, pPG-T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11, L. crispatus, and PBS groups were collected
on day 42 post-immunization and restimulated with the o-32-¢-f1 fusion protein. Then lymphocyte
proliferation was evaluated using the MTT assay. The bars symbolize the mean + standard error in
each group. ** p < 0.01.

We examined the intestinal tissues of chickens in each group, including the duode-
num, jejunum, ileum, and cecum, for histopathological changes. No pathological changes
were observed in the control group (Figure 8A). However, severe symptoms and obvi-
ous histopathological damage, such as severe disruption of intestinal structural integrity,
shortening of villi, and intestinal epithelial necrosis, were observed in the PBS (Figure 8B),
L. crispatus N-11 (Figure 8C), and pPG-T7g-10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11 groups (Figure 8D).
Microscopic examination showed an increase in goblet cells, vasodilatation, and hyperemia
in the lamina propria of the mucosa. Varying numbers of neutrophil infiltration in the
mucosal epithelium and lamina propria, congestion, and a small amount of inflammatory
cell infiltration in the submucosa were observed. However, no pathological changes were
observed in the pPG-E-a-f32-¢-31/L. crispatus N-11 group, similar to the control group
(Figure 8E).

3.7. The Effect of Oral Recombinant L. crispatus on the Intestinal Microflora of Chickens

We analyzed the V3-V4 regions of the bacterial 165 rRNA gene sequence and evaluated
the a-diversity indices (Chao, ACE, Shannon, and Simpson indices). The results showed
that the gut microbiota of the control, Cp, and R. lact groups differed from each other
(Figure 9A,B, p < 0.01). Following taxonomic assignment, 373 operational taxonomic units
(OTUs) were shared among all groups. Moreover, we found that most OTUs were present
individually in different groups (Figure 9A). The microbial diversity in chicken intestinal
contents after oral administration of the recombinant L. crispatus (R. Lact-7 and R. Lact-14)
was measured on days 7 and 14, and was found to be significantly different from the
negative control group (PBS-7 and PBS-14) and C. perfringens groups (Cp-7 and Cp-14).
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(A)

Jejunum

Duodenum

Figure 8. Histopathological changes in immunized chickens after a challenge with the o-f2-¢-f1
fusion protein. Intestinal sections of (A) control group without challenge, (B) PBS group post-
challenge, (C) L. crispatus N-11 group post-challenge, (D) pPG-T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11 group
post-challenge, and (E) pPG-E-a-2-¢-B1/L. crispatus N-11 group post-challenge.

(B)

Chao index

PBS.7 PBS-14 R Lat] RLatid Cp.7

Simpson index

PBS.7 PBS.-I4 R Lat7 RLactld Cp7

cp14

cp1d

ACE index

Shannon index

11004

PBS.7 PBS-14 R Lact7 R Lact-14 Cp-7 Cp-14

PBS-7 PBS-14 R Lact7 R Lactl4 Cp7 Cp-14

Figure 9. Microbial community configuration of various groups: (A) Venn diagram of OTUs. (B) Four
metrics of analysis, Chao, ACE, Simpson, and Shannon indices, for alpha-diversity among all groups,
namely PBS-7, PBS-14 control groups, R. Lact-7, R. Lact-14 recombinant L. crispatus groups, and Cp-7

and Cp-14 C. perfringens groups.
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Table 2’s L. crispatus N-11 (R. Lact-7 and R. Lact-14), C. perfringens (Cp-7 and Cp-
14), and control (PBS-7 and PBS-14) groups were different from each other (Figure 10A).
Additionally, in the oral recombinant L. crispatus N-11 group, the relative abundance of
Lactobacillus significantly increased while the abundance of Eubacterium, Lachnoclostridium,
Romboutsia, and Turicibacter decreased at the genus level as compared to the PBS and Cp
groups (Figure 10B). Furthermore, the results revealed a significant difference in compo-
sition of microbiota at the class level in the orally administered recombinant L. crispatus
N-11 group, compared with the control groups; the relative abundance of Bacillus increased
significantly, whereas that of Clostridium decreased (Figure 10C). These results indicate that
recombinant L. crispatus N-11 pPG-E--32-e-31/L. crispatus N-11 can play a beneficial role
in preventing C. perfringens infection.

Table 2. Immunized chickens challenged with C. perfringens toxin.

Group Challenged Dose Mortality Rate
PBS 1 x LDqg + 108 CFU Live bacteria 4/4
L. crispatus N-11 1 x LD + 108 CFU Live bacteria 4/4
pPG-T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11 1 x LDjgp + 108 CFU Live bacteria 4/4
pPG-E-a-p1e-B2/L. crispatus N-11 1 x LDjgg + 108 CFU Live bacteria 0/4
(A) (B)
NMDS - 100 - Unclassified
= . PBS-7 %0 W Other
80 M Lachaoclostndium
1 EBS 14 ;:' ‘ Negativibacillus
® R Lact-7 T M Tuncibacter
T ® R Lact-14 E 60 B Eubactenum_coprostanoligenes_group
i 1 Cp-7 -| Ruminococcaceae_UCG-005
é 3 - ) M Ruminococcaceae_UCG-014
= & ® Cp-14 £ & B Romboutsia
_§ 3 M Ruminococcus_torques_group
= > Faecalibactenium
| B Lactobacillus
)6 04 02 0 ¢ s
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Figure 10. Microbial structure community of different groups. (A) Non-metric multidimensional
scaling analysis of different groups. (B) Comparison of species composition analysis at the genus
level. (C) Comparison of species composition analysis at the class level.

4. Discussion

C. perfringens is a typical adaptable pathogen in the intestinal tract of livestock and
poultry which causes an extensive range of diseases, such as necrotic enteritis, dysen-
tery, and enterotoxemia [25]. The pathogenicity of C. perfringens is related to the exotoxin
produced by all types of C. perfringens, resulting in serious infections [16]. The toxin of
C. perfringens can increase the cell membrane permeability in poultry, causing cell fluid
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extravasation, resulting in enterotoxemia and necrotizing enteritis in calves, lambs, and
poultry [26]. It is thus critical to develop a vaccine to fight this disease as a preventive
treatment, as post-infection treatment is not a viable option [27]. The toxins produced by C.
perfringens mainly induce the onset of necrotic enteritis and intestinal damage [28]. There-
fore, LAB were selected as oral vaccine carriers to deliver antigens, induce the production
of intestinal sIgA, and exert a protective effect in the intestinal tract. Gao. et al. used geneti-
cally engineered Lactobacillus casei (pPG-/L. casei 393) constitutively expressing the toxoid
of C. perfringens, a-toxin, and evaluated its immunogenicity. They observed a significant
increase in sIgA level, with the immune protection rate being 80% [19]. Song et al. con-
structed an upp-deficient L. casei strain with a plasmid cross-recombination system, which
expressed the « toxin in place of the upp gene. This did not necessitate antibiotic screening
and provided a reference for the preparation of an oral vaccine against C. perfringens [18].

In the current study, as an antigen delivery vector, pPG-E-o-32-e-1/L. crispatus N-11,
with the EGFP-marked plasmid pPG-E-a-f32-e-31, was effectively constructed with the
constitutive expression plasmid pPG-T7g-10-PPT. Based on the different types of promoters
in the Lactobacillus expression system, the system is divided into an inducible expression
system and a constitutive expression system. Inducible expression is widely used in the
construction of genetically engineered LAB, with lactose, xylose, pH, temperature [29-31],
and nisin [32] being used as the most common inducers. However, inducible live-vector
bacterial expression systems have several limitations. The heterologous protein must be
precisely induced by a definite factor; this limits the development of genetically engineered
Lactobacillus oral vaccines. In the current study, we constructed a constitutive Lactobacillus
expression system, using the pPG-T7g10-PPT carrier vector [11,22], and applied it to
generate genetically engineered L. crispatus to express «-32-¢-31 toxoids of C. perfringens.
The results revealed that the fusion protein «-32¢-1 could be expressed by recombinant
PG-E-a-p2-e-B1/L. crispatus N-11, and the expression was sufficient for the toxoid to
be recognized by an anti-toxoid monoclonal antibody. Moreover, the expression of the
plasmid toxoid protein on the cell surface of the strain pPG-E-o-32-e-31/L. crispatus N-11
was confirmed using laser confocal microscopy. Thus, the membrane-linked, antigen-
generating, genetically engineered Lactobacillus strain, as an oral vaccine, holds potential to
help the host detect antigens and efficiently stimulate antigen-specific immune responses.
The ability of genetically engineered LAB to colonize and proliferate in the intestinal tract
is a key factor for effective induction of an immune response in the body. Strong adhesion
of LAB can effectively improve the immune response of the body [19,29,33]. Therefore, in
this study, chickens were used as a model animal to systematically analyze the colonization
and dynamic changes of CFDA-SE pPG-E-x-[32-¢-$1/L. crispatus N-11 in the intestine. The
results indicated that pPG-E-a-f32-e-1/L. crispatus N-11 could effectively colonize the
intestine of chickens and were distributed in the jejunum, ileum, and colon, and likely
among other regions. Colonization rates in the jejunum, ileum, and colon of chickens on
day 1 after oral administration were high, but gradually decreased, although they remained
appreciably high until the 15th day after oral administration. The good colonization
capability of pPG-E-a-32-e-31/L. crispatus N-11 improved its ability to effectively stimulate
the immune response of the body.

An ideal mucosal vaccine must successfully induce both intestinal mucosal and sys-
temic immune responses. sIgA is the dominant antibody on the mucosal surface and plays
a significant role in host defense against infections [19,24]. Avian IgA cells are present
in the mainstream of intestinal cells, similar to mammals, and produce sIgA, which is
then released into the intestinal lumen via trans-epithelial transport and plays a vital role
in protection against mucosal infection and maintenance of mucosal homeostasis [34].
Studies have confirmed that utilizing LAB to develop an oral vaccine to deliver foreign
antigens can help induce the production of IgA antibodies in animals. Li et al. used
auxotrophic L. casei and its complementary plasmid to express the non-toxic antigen of
Porcine Epidemic Diarrhea Virus (PEDV), and the results showed that it could stimulate
the production of sIgA and IgG in mice [35]. Therefore, we endeavored to test the immuno-
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genicity of pPG-E-a-f32-e-31/L. crispatus N-11 in chickens, immunized orally using ELISA
and immunohistochemistry. Our results revealed there was a significant increase in levels
of (p < 0.01) anti-a-p1-e-2 toxoid sIgA-based mucosal immune responses and IgY-based
systemic immune responses, indicating that the pPG-E-«-[32-¢-31/L. crispatus N-11 con-
structed in this study showed better immunogenicity. Furthermore, the IgA content in the
chickens immunized with the recombinant strain was significantly higher than that in the
control group. The immunohistochemistry results also supported the results of the ELISA
antibody detection test.

We found that there was a positive association between cell immunity and lymphocyte
proliferation rate. Subsequently, we were able to identify increased spleen lymphocyte
proliferation in immunized chickens. Our results indicated that recombinant pPG-E-o-31-
e-B2/L. crispatus N-11 can also induce cellular immune responses. The ratio of T helper
1 (Th1)/(Th2) cells determines the direction of the immune response. According to a
previous study [36], Lactobacillus can stimulate the progression of innate immune responses
and trigger Thl-mediated immune reactions. IFN-y is mainly produced by Th1 cells and
can improve the activity of Thl cells in promoting cellular immune activity [37]. The
Th2-type immune response is marked by the secretion of cytokine IL-4 and production
of specific antibodies [38]. In the current study, levels of Thl-type cytokines (IFN-y, IL-
2, and IL-12) and Th2-type cytokines (IL-4, IL-10, and IL-17) in the serum samples of
immunized chickens and control groups collected on day 42 post-immunization were
analyzed. The results demonstrated significantly higher levels (p < 0.01) in chickens
immunized orally with pPG-E-x-1-e-32/L. crispatus N-11 than in the empty vector PPG-
T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus, non-recombinant L. crispatus N-11, and PBS groups. Additionally,
it is worth noting that the concentrations of these cytokines in the serum of chickens in the
PPG-T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus and L. crispatus N-11 groups were higher than those in the
PBS group, indicating that the non-engineered probiotics themselves can directly improve
the nonspecific immune response. The experimental results show that oral immunization
with recombinant L. crispatus not only induces a systemic humoral immune response
in the body of the animal, but also stimulates the body to produce a cellular immune
response. To verify the immune-protective effect of orally administered recombinant
L. crispatus, we conducted a post-immunization challenge test. The toxin used was a
mixture of natural toxins of C. perfringens types A and B. The experiment showed that the
immunity induced by oral administration of recombinant L. crispatus in the vaccine group
was able to resist the effect of the natural toxin of C. perfringens, with all four chickens tested
showing protection, whereas all of the pPG-T7g10-PPT/L. crispatus N-11 and PBS control
chickens died. Our histopathological observations show that the intestines of the vulnerable
groups showed obvious pathological changes compared with that of the chickens orally
immunized with recombinant L. crispatus. These results indicate that recombinant pPG-E-
a-f32-e-B1/L. crispatus N-11 is immunogenic. We also examined the fecal microbiome to
explore the effects of oral recombinant L. crispatus on the gut microbiota. We analyzed the
V3-V4 regions of the bacterial 165 rRNA gene sequence and found a significant difference
in the microbial diversity in intestinal feces of the chickens orally administered recombinant
L. crispatus N-11, compared with the control groups. The relative abundance of Bacillus
increased significantly, whereas that of Clostridium decreased compared to that in the
control group.

In conclusion, this study constructed EGFP-marked, genetically engineered L. crispatus
constitutively expressing the o, 31, €, and 32 toxoids of C. perfringens. Its immunogenicity
as an oral probiotic vaccine was explored, and our results showed that pPG-E--32-¢-
1/L. crispatus N-11 could effectively induce mucosal, humoral, and cellular immune
responses and provide protective effects against a C. perfringens challenge. These re-
sults demonstrate that the engineered strain is a promising candidate vaccine against
C. perfringens infections.
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Figure S2: Expression of the protein of interest identified by western blot detection with anti-« toxin
polyclonal antibody.

Author Contributions: M.ZK. and FL. planned and conducted research experiments. M.ZK.,
FL., X.H.,, M.N,, R.B. and X.F. prepared the chickens for the experiments. H.Z., Z.S., LW. and Y.J.
performed RT-PCR. W.C. and X.Q. collated the experimental results, L.T., X.W., Y.L., M.Z K. and X.W.
analyzed the data and wrote the paper. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This work is supported by the National Science and Technology Support Program in Rural
Areas of the 12th Five-year Plan [Grant 2015BAD12B01].

Institutional Review Board Statement: Animal experiments were carried out in accordance with the
recommendations in the institutional and national guidelines for animal care and use. The protocol
was approved by the Committee on the Ethics of Animal Experiments of Northeast Agricultural
University, Harbin, China (2016NEFU-315, 13 April 2017). All procedures were performed under
ether anesthesia, to minimize suffering.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Abbreviations

Man: Rogosa, and Sharpe (MRS); Luria-Bertani (LB); Horseradish peroxidase (HRP); Carboxyfluo-
resein diacetate succinimidyl ester (CFDA-SE); sulfate-polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis; Specific
pathogen free (SPF); Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA); Immunoglobulin (IgA, IgY).
Sodium dodecyl sulfate-polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis (SDS-PAGE).

References

1. Petit, L.; Gibert, M.; Popoff, M.R. Clostridium perfringens: Toxinotype and genotype. Trends Microbiol. 1999, 7, 104-110. [CrossRef]

2. Uzal, EA.; Freedman, J.C.; Shrestha, A.; Theoret, ].R.; Garcia, J.; Awad, M.M.; Adams, V.; Moore, R.J.; Rood, J.I.; McClane, B.A.
Towards an understanding of the role of Clostridium perfringens toxins in human and animal disease. Future Microbiol. 2014,
9, 361-377. [CrossRef]

3. Songer, ].G. Clostridial enteric diseases of domestic animals. Clin. Microbiol. Rev. 1996, 9, 216-234. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Kiu, R; Hall, L]J. An update on the human and animal enteric pathogen Clostridium perfringens. Emerg. Microbes Infect. 2018,
7,141. [CrossRef]

5. Caly, D.L; D’Inca, R.; Auclair, E.; Drider, D. Alternatives to Antibiotics to Prevent Necrotic Enteritis in Broiler Chickens: A
Microbiologist’s Perspective. Front. Microbiol. 2015, 6, 1336. [CrossRef]

6. Lacey, J.A.; Johanesen, P.A; Lyras, D.; Moore, R.J. Genomic diversity of necrotic enteritis-associated strains of Clostridium
perfringens: A review. Avian Pathol. 2016, 45, 302-307. [CrossRef]

7. Neeson, B.N; Clark, G.C.; Atkins, H.S.; Lingard, B.; Titball, R W. Analysis of protection afforded by a Clostridium perfringens
alpha-toxoid against heterologous clostridial phospholipases C. Microb. Pathog. 2007, 43, 161-165. [CrossRef]

8.  Wild, W.; Bormann, F; Sweiti, H.; Tamimi, N.; Pichulek, D.; Divo, M.; Dérr, P.; Schwarzbach, M. Clostridium perfringens
Septicemia and a Bleeding Ulcer of a Jejunal Interposition: A Case Report and Short Review of the Literature. Case Rep. Med.
2018, 2018, 4278904. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9.  Wilson, PA,; Tierney, L.; Varadhan, H. Clostridium Perfringens Infection with Massive Hemolysis: A Rare Survivor. Case Report
and Literature Review. Infect. Dis. Clin. Pract. 2018, 26, 191-197. [CrossRef]

10. Daniel, C.; Roussel, Y.; Kleerebezem, M.; Pot, B. Recombinant lactic acid bacteria as mucosal biotherapeutic agents. Trends
Biotechnol. 2011, 29, 499-508. [CrossRef]

11.  Yu, M.; Wang, L.; Ma, S.; Wang, X.; Wang, Y.; Xiao, Y,; Jiang, Y.; Qiao, X.; Tang, L.; Xu, Y,; et al. Inmunogenicity of eGFP-Marked
Recombinant Lactobacillus casei against Transmissible Gastroenteritis Virus and Porcine Epidemic Diarrhea Virus. Viruses 2017,
9, 274. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12.  Xu, Y.; Li, Y. Induction of Immune Responses in Mice after Intragastric Administration of Lactobacillus casei Producing Porcine
Parvovirus VP2 Protein. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 2007, 73, 7041. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Cervantes-Barragan, L.; Chai, ].N.; Tianero, M.D.; Di Luccia, B.; Ahern, PP; Merriman, J.; Cortez, V.S.; Caparon, M.G.; Donia, M.S.;
Gilfillan, S.; et al. Lactobacillus reuteri induces gut intraepithelial CD4*CD8oa* T cells. Science 2017, 357, 806-810. [CrossRef]

14. Wang, P; Li, Y;; Xiao, H.; Shi, Y.; Le, G.W,; Sun, J. Isolation of lactobacillus reuteri from Peyer’s patches and their effects on sIgA

production and gut microbiota diversity. Mol. Nutr. Food Res. 2016, 60, 2020-2030. [CrossRef]


https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/vaccines10050698/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/vaccines10050698/s1
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0966-842X(98)01430-9
http://doi.org/10.2217/fmb.13.168
http://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.9.2.216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8964036
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41426-018-0144-8
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2015.01336
http://doi.org/10.1080/03079457.2016.1153799
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2007.05.004
http://doi.org/10.1155/2018/4278904
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29560007
http://doi.org/10.1097/IPC.0000000000000630
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2011.05.002
http://doi.org/10.3390/v9100274
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28946696
http://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00436-07
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17827311
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aah5825
http://doi.org/10.1002/mnfr.201501065

Vaccines 2022, 10, 698 17 of 17

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.
32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Hiscox, T.J.; Ohtani, K.; Shimizu, T.; Cheung, ] K.; Rood, ].I. Identification of a two-component signal transduction system that
regulates maltose genes in Clostridium perfringens. Anaerobe 2014, 30, 199-204. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Nagahama, M. Vaccines against Clostridium perfringens alpha-toxin. Curr. Pharm. Biotechnol. 2013, 14, 913-917. [CrossRef]
Yin, J.Y,; Guo, C.Q.; Wang, Z.; Yu, M.L.; Gao, S.; Bukhari, S.M.; Tang, L.J.; Xu, Y.G,; Li, Y.J. Directed chromosomal integration
and expression of porcine rotavirus outer capsid protein VP4 in Lactobacillus casei ATCC393. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2016,
100, 9593-9604. [CrossRef]

Song, B.E; Ju, L.Z; Li, Y.J.; Tang, L.J. Chromosomal insertions in the Lactobacillus casei upp gene that are useful for vaccine
expression. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 2014, 80, 3321-3326. [CrossRef]

Gao, X.; Ma, Y;; Wang, Z; Bai, J; Jia, S.; Feng, B; Jiang, Y.; Cui, W.; Tang, L.; Li, Y,; et al. Oral immunization of mice with a
probiotic Lactobacillus casei constitutively expressing the «-toxoid induces protective immunity against Clostridium perfringens
a-toxin. Virulence 2019, 10, 166-179. [CrossRef]

Liumei, S. Expression and Genetic Stability Analysis of the Quadruple Exotoxin Gene A-B2-E-B1 of Clostridium Perfringens in Recombinant
Lactobacillus Casei; Northeast Agricultural University: Harbin, China, 2016.

Zhao, L.; Guo, Z,; Liu, ].; Wang, Z.; Wang, R.; Li, Y.; Wang, L.; Xu, Y,; Tang, L.; Qiao, X. Recombinant Lactobacillus casei expressing
Clostridium perfringens toxoids «, 32, ¢ and 1 gives protection against Clostridium perfringens in rabbits. Vaccine 2017,
35, 4010-4021. [CrossRef]

Ma, S.; Wang, L.; Huang, X.; Wang, X.; Chen, S.; Shi, W.; Qiao, X; Jiang, Y.; Tang, L.; Xu, Y.; et al. Oral recombinant Lactobacillus
vaccine targeting the intestinal microfold cells and dendritic cells for delivering the core neutralizing epitope of porcine epidemic
diarrhea virus. Microb. Cell Factories 2018, 17, 20. [CrossRef]

Ding, G.; Bai, J.; Feng, B.; Wang, L.; Qiao, X.; Zhou, H,; Jiang, Y.; Cui, W.; Tang, L.; Li, Y,; et al. An EGFP-marked recombinant
lactobacillus oral tetravalent vaccine constitutively expressing «, €, $1, and 32 toxoids for Clostridium perfringens elicits effective
anti-toxins protective immunity. Virulence 2019, 10, 754-767. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Liu, J.; Cui, H.; Peng, X.; Fang, J.; Zuo, Z.; Deng, J.; Wang, H.; Wu, B.; Deng, Y.; Wang, K. Decreased IgA+ B cells population and
IgA, IgG, IgM contents of the cecal tonsil induced by dietary high fluorine in broilers. Int. |. Environ. Res. Public Health 2013,
10, 1775-1785. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wu, J.; Zhang, W.; Xie, B.; Wu, M.; Tong, X.; Kalpoe, ]J.; Zhang, D. Detection and toxin typing of Clostridium perfringens in
formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded tissue samples by PCR. |. Clin. Microbiol. 2009, 47, 807-810. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Waters, M.; Raju, D.; Garmory, H.S.; Popoff, M.R.; Sarker, M.R. Regulated expression of the beta2-toxin gene (cpb2) in Clostridium
perfringens type a isolates from horses with gastrointestinal diseases. J. Clin. Microbiol. 2005, 43, 4002—4009. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Sable, S.B.; Verma, I.; Khuller, G.K. Multicomponent antituberculous subunit vaccine based on immunodominant antigens of
Mycobacterium tuberculosis. Vaccine 2005, 23, 4175-4184. [CrossRef]

Timbermont, L.; Haesebrouck, F.; Ducatelle, R.; Van Immerseel, F. Necrotic enteritis in broilers: An updated review on the
pathogenesis. Avian Pathol. 2011, 40, 341-347. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Henrich, B.; Klein, J.R.; Weber, B.; Delorme, C.; Renault, P.; Wegmann, U. Food-Grade Delivery System for Controlled Gene
Expression in Lactococcus lactis. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 2002, 68, 5429. [CrossRef]

Mierau, L.; Kleerebezem, M. 10 years of the nisin-controlled gene expression system (NICE) in Lactococcus lactis. Appl. Microbiol.
Biotechnol. 2005, 68, 705-717. [CrossRef]

Rood, J.I; Cole, S.T. Molecular genetics and pathogenesis of Clostridium perfringens. Microbiol. Rev. 1991, 55, 621-648. [CrossRef]
Van Hoang, V.; Ochi, T.; Kurata, K.; Arita, Y.; Ogasahara, Y.; Enomoto, K. Nisin-induced expression of recombinant T cell epitopes
of major Japanese cedar pollen allergens in Lactococcus lactis. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2018, 102, 261-268. [CrossRef]
Kalliomaki, M.; Salminen, S.; Isolauri, E. Positive interactions with the microbiota: Probiotics. Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 2008, 635, 57-66.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Lindner, C.; Wahl, B.; Fohse, L.; Suerbaum, S.; Macpherson, A.J.; Prinz, I.; Pabst, O. Age, microbiota, and T cells shape diverse
individual IgA repertoires in the intestine. J. Exp. Med. 2012, 209, 365-377. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Li, F; Wang, X.; Fan, X.; Sui, L.; Zhang, H.; Li, Y.; Zhou, H.; Wang, L.; Qiao, X.; Tang, L.; et al. Imnmunogenicity of Recombinant-
Deficient Lactobacillus casei with Complementary Plasmid Expressing Alanine Racemase Gene and Core Neutralizing Epitope
Antigen against Porcine Epidemic Diarrhea Virus. Vaccines 2021, 9, 1084. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kulkarni, R.R; Parreira, V.R.; Sharif, S.; Prescott, ].F. Oral immunization of broiler chickens against necrotic enteritis with an
attenuated Salmonella vaccine vector expressing Clostridium perfringens antigens. Vaccine 2008, 26, 4194-4203. [CrossRef]
Kulkarni, R.R.; Parreira, V.R,; Jiang, Y.F; Prescott, ].F. A live oral recombinant Salmonella enterica serovar typhimurium vaccine
expressing Clostridium perfringens antigens confers protection against necrotic enteritis in broiler chickens. Clin. Vaccine Immunol.
2010, 17, 205-214. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zekarias, B.; Mo, H.; Curtiss, R., 3rd. Recombinant attenuated Salmonella enterica serovar typhimurium expressing the carboxy-
terminal domain of alpha toxin from Clostridium perfringens induces protective responses against necrotic enteritis in chickens.
Clin. Vaccine Immunol. 2008, 15, 805-816. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.anaerobe.2014.08.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25152227
http://doi.org/10.2174/1389201014666131226124348
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-016-7779-y
http://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00175-14
http://doi.org/10.1080/21505594.2019.1582975
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2017.05.076
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12934-018-0861-7
http://doi.org/10.1080/21505594.2019.1653720
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31429624
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph10051775
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23644827
http://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.01324-08
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19109478
http://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.43.8.4002-4009.2005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16081942
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2005.03.040
http://doi.org/10.1080/03079457.2011.590967
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21812711
http://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.68.11.5429-5436.2002
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-005-0107-6
http://doi.org/10.1128/mr.55.4.621-648.1991
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-017-8579-8
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-09550-9_5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18841703
http://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20111980
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22249449
http://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines9101084
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34696192
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2008.05.079
http://doi.org/10.1128/CVI.00406-09
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20007363
http://doi.org/10.1128/CVI.00457-07

	Introduction 
	Material and Methods 
	Strains and Plasmid 
	Construction of a Recombinant Expression System in L. crispatus 
	Toxin Genes Expression Analysis 
	Colonization Capability of the Recombinant Strain 
	Immunization 
	Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA) 
	Immunohistochemical Analysis 
	Lymphocyte Proliferation in Immunized Chickens 
	Protection Effect 
	Analysis of Gut Microbiota through 16S rDNA Sequence 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Identification of Protein Expression 
	Intestinal Colonization Ability of Recombinant L. crispatus N-11 
	Immunogenicity 
	Immunohistochemical Assays 
	Lymphocyte Proliferation 
	Efficacy of the Probiotic Vaccine against -1–2 Toxin 
	The Effect of Oral Recombinant L. crispatus on the Intestinal Microflora of Chickens 

	Discussion 
	References

