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Anchoring of heterologous 
proteins in multiple Lactobacillus 
species using anchors derived from 
Lactobacillus plantarum
Geir Mathiesen✉, Lise Øverland, Katarzyna Kuczkowska & Vincent G. H. Eijsink

Members of the genus Lactobacillus have a long history in food applications and are considered as 
promising and safe hosts for delivery of medically interesting proteins. We have assessed multiple 
surface anchors derived from Lactobacillus plantarum for protein surface display in multiple 
Lactobacillus species, using a Mycobacterium tuberculosis hybrid antigen as test protein. The anchors 
tested were a lipoprotein anchor and two cell wall anchors, one non-covalent (LysM domain) and one 
covalent (sortase-based anchoring using the LPXTG motif). Thus, three different expression vectors for 
surface-anchoring were tested in eight Lactobacillus species. When using the LPXTG and LysM cell wall 
anchors, surface display, as assessed by flow cytometry and fluorescence microscopy, was observed in 
all species except Lactobacillus acidophilus. Use of the cell membrane anchor revealed more variation in 
the apparent degree of surface-exposure among the various lactobacilli. Overproduction of the secreted 
and anchored antigen impaired bacterial growth rate to extents that varied among the lactobacilli and 
were dependent on the type of anchor. Overall, these results show that surface anchors derived from 
L. plantarum are promising candidates for efficient anchoring of medically interesting proteins in other 
food grade Lactobacillus species.

The genus Lactobacillus consists of more than 200 species with substantial economic importance due to use in 
food products and in biotechnological and therapeutic applications1. Lactobacilli have a long history of safe use 
in humans. They occur in many food products and have the GRAS (Generally Recognized As Safe) status, and 
several lactobacilli of human origin are commercialized under brand names2.

Because lactobacilli are safe and may have immune-stimulating adjuvant effects3–8, they are promising delivery 
vectors for antigens and other medical molecules. Studies with animal models have repeatedly demonstrated the 
potential of antigen producing lactobacilli to induce specific immune responses9–16 and one such Lactobacillus 
has even reached clinical tests17. Ideally, the antigens should be sufficiently protected from proteolytic digestion 
and other damage in the harsh environment of the gastro-intestinal tract, while at the same time being sufficiently 
exposed to provoke favorable immune responses at mucosal surfaces. Secreted and released antigens will easily 
be damaged, whereas antigens embedded in the cell wall may be more protected but also less accessible for the 
immune system. Therefore, when creating the expression system, careful consideration of the subcellular loca-
tion of the antigen is of importance, since different localization at the bacterial surface will result in different 
responses18,19. Figure 1 illustrates that key strategies for anchoring vary in terms of the expected degree of expo-
sure of the antigen on the bacterial surface20.

One strategy for surface-anchoring is to utilize lipoproteins, which contain an N-terminal signal sequence 
with a signal peptidase (SPase II) cleavage site. Secretion and SPase II-mediated cleavage is accompanied by 
coupling a lipid to the N-terminal cysteine residue of the SPase II-cleaved protein and the lipid moiety keeps 
the protein associated to the membrane21. Fusing the N-terminus of a target protein to the N-terminal part of 
a natural lipoprotein, downstream of the conserved cysteine, may thus lead to covalent anchoring to the cell 
membrane. Only a few studies have shown successful anchoring and surface display using lipoprotein anchors in 
Lactobacillus20.
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Targeting heterologous proteins covalently to the cell wall can be done by fusing the target protein to the 
C-terminal part of proteins containing the so-called LPXTG motif 22. In natural surface-displayed proteins the 
LPXTG motif is followed by a hydrophobic trans-membrane sequence and a cluster of positively charged amino 
acids. During translocation, a cell membrane located sortase enzyme cleaves between the threonine and glycine, 
while covalently attaching the threonine residue to the peptidoglycan layer23. Several studies have shown success-
ful LPXTG-based covalent anchoring of a target protein to the cell wall of lactobacilli11,19,24–27.

Non-covalent targeting to the cell wall is also an option and can be achieved by attaching 
peptidoglycan-binding LysM domains to the protein of interest. Such domains are present in single or multiple 
copies in natural proteins and bind specifically to N-acetylglucosamine moieties in the cell wall. Addition of LysM 
domains has been widely used for surface-targeting of proteins, as reviewed in28. Of-note, LysM domains can be 
exploited in non-GMO strategies for surface display. In such a strategy, one would produce the fusion protein 
with a genetically modified producer organism and the purified fusion protein can then in principle be used to 

Figure 1.  Schematic overview over the anchors. The red color indicates the various anchoring domains and 
motifs, whereas the black color indicates the linker regions between the anchor and the fused antigen, in blue.

Strains Comments, origin References or source

Lactococcus lactis IL1403 Subcloning host strain 47

Lactobacillus plantarum WCFS1 Human saliva, secretion host 44

L. brevis DSM20556 Green olives, secretion host DSMZ

L. rhamnosus GG Human GI tract, secretion host Valio Ltd, Finland48

L. curvatus DSM 20019 Milk, secretion host DSMZ

L. gasseri ATCC 33323 Human GI tract, secretion host 49

L. sakei Lb790 Meat, secretion host 50

L. reuteri DSM 20016 Human GI tract, secretion host DSMZ

L. acidophilus ATCC 4356 Human GI tract, secretion host ATCC

Plasmids Relevant characteristics References or source

pEV pSIP40131 derivative without target gene, “empty vector”; EmR 18

pUC57_AgE6 AmpR, pUC57 vector with synthetic gene encoding Ag85B-
ESAT-6 (AgE6)

Genscript, Piscataway, 
NJ

pLp_0373sNucA pSIP401 derivative with nucA fused to signal peptide Lp_0373; 
256rep. EmR

51

pLp3014Inv pSIP401 derivative, encoding Invasin fused to a signal peptide 
and N-terminal LysM anchor derived from Lp_3014; 256rep; EmR

18

pCyt (pLp_cyt:AgE6-DC_SH71)
pSIP401 derivative for intracellular production of the Ag85B_
ESAT-6 (AgE6) hybrid protein fused to a DC-binding sequence; 
SH71rep; EmR

This study

pLp_1261AgE6-DC
pSIP401 derivative, encoding a lipoprotein anchor sequence 
derived from Lp_1261 fused to the AgE6-DC hybrid protein; 
256rep; EmR

9

pLipo (pLp_1261AE6-DC_SH71)
pSIP401 derivative, encoding a lipoprotein anchor sequence 
derived from Lp_1261 fused to the AgE6-DC hybrid protein; 
SH71rep; EmR

30

pCwa2 (pLp_3050DC_AgE6cwa2_SH71)
pSIP401 derivative, encoding signal peptide Lp_3050 fused to 
DC binding sequence followed by the AgE6 hybrid protein and a 
subsequent LPXTG anchor sequence (Cwa2); SH71rep; EmR

This study

pLysM (pLp_3014_AgE6-DC_SH71) pSIP401 derivative, encoding a signal peptide followed by a LysM 
domain, derived from Lp_3014, fused to AgE6-DC This study

Table 1.  Bacterial strains and plasmid used in this study.
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decorate the surface of any (non-GMO) bacterium that contains peptidoglycan, such as natural Lactobacillus 
species.

It has previously been shown that the use of various anchor types, which likely lead to varying locations of the 
displayed protein, affect the downstream responses9,18. Different species of Lactobacillus have different surface 
structures29, which may affect surface exposure of the anchored protein as well as immune-modulatory effects8. 
In addition, Lactobacillus species may vary in terms of the amount of antigen that they manage to display, which 
also can affect downstream responses. For example, a previous study in which a lipoprotein-anchored tubercu-
losis antigen (AgE6) was expressed in L. plantarum, L. brevis, L. gasseri and L. reuteri showed that the resulting 
recombinant strains gave clearly different immune responses in mice30. It was also shown, in vitro, that these four 
species were able to activate human dendritic cells (DCs), which is crucial in T-cell responses to vaccines. Thus, in 
the search for developing potential Lactobacillus-based vaccines, it is worth looking at different surface anchors 
as well as different Lactobacillus species.

In the present study, we evaluated the potential of using three different surface anchors derived from 
Lactobacillus plantarum for targeting a Mycobacterium tuberculosis hybrid antigen in eight different species of 
Lactobacillus: L. plantarum, L. gasseri, L. reuteri, L. acidophilus, L. sakei, L. rhamnosus, L. curvatus and L. brevis. 
The strains used included both human and food isolates and the species represent different phylogenetic groups 
within the genus Lactobacillus. To assess various anchors, we have compared the functionality of a previously 
studied lipoprotein anchor30 and two cell wall binding anchors (LPXTG and LysM) using Western blotting, to 
assess protein production, as well as flow cytometry and immunofluorescence microscopy, to asses surface local-
ization. Generally, this study showed that most constructs for anchoring did result in surface-display of the anti-
gen, highlighting the potential of the tested Lactobacillus species as delivery vectors for medically interesting 
proteins.

Results and discussion
We have previously constructed vectors for inducible intracellular production of heterologous proteins, the 
so-called pSIP vectors31,32. These vectors have been further developed for secretion33 and surface display of pro-
teins of interest in L. plantarum18,24. In these previous studies, the secretion and anchoring vectors contained the 
narrow host range 256rep replicon34, which limits the use of the constructs to very few species of Lactobacillus. 
To expand the host strains we recently developed vectors with a broad range replicon that enabled propagation 
of pSIP vectors in all eight Lactobacillus species used in the present study (Table 1) and allowed pSIP-based 
secretion of heterologous proteins in most of these35. This latter study showed that signal peptides derived from 
L. plantarum could be used for secretion of nuclease A (NucA) in five different lactobacilli. To deliver proteins 
to mucosal layers, it may be more beneficial to display the protein on the bacterial surface, since the proteins are 
more exposed while possibly being protected from harsh conditions by the confinement of the cell wall.

The three anchoring sequences used in the present study are derived from L. plantarum and have previ-
ously successfully used for surface display of invasin, an antibody and a HIV antigen on the surface of L. plan-
tarum18,36,37. In a previous study, we have translationally fused the lipoprotein anchor to a M. tuberculosis fusion 
antigen (Ag85B & ESAT-6, referred to as AgE6) and inserted the resulting gene into a pSIP derivative containing 

Figure 2.  Production of the antigen. The pictures show western blots of cell-free extracts ofAg85B-ESAT6-
DC(AgE6-DC) expressing strains harvested 3 hours after induction. Sample sizes were adjusted to the OD600 
of the harvested culture, meaning that all samples represent approximately equal amounts of cells. Lanes: 
M, molecular mass markers (masses are indicated in kDa); pEV, strain harboring empty vector; cyt, strain 
harboring vector for intracellular localization (expected mass of the fusion protein is 41 kDa); lipo (48 kDa), 
cwa2 (69 kDa) and LysM (66 kDa), cell-free extracts of strains harboring various plasmids for anchoring 
(expected masses between parenthesis). The data presented are from one representative experiment, out of at 
least three experiments in total. Parts of the lanes marked “lipo” have been published previously30, except in the 
case of L. sakei.
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the SH71 replicon, allowing vector propagation and assessment of antigen production and localization in multiple 
lactobacilli30. Here, we constructed three more vectors, pCwa2 (LPXTG cell wall anchor) and pLysM (LysM cell 
wall anchor), and a control plasmid for intracellular production of AgE6 (pCyt). In accordance with previous 
experiences with the vector for lipoprotein anchoring (pLipo) viable transformants for all eight tested lactobacilli 
were obtained for all three novel vectors.

To examine the production of the AgE6 antigen, the cells were induced by 100 ng/µl peptide pheromone 
to ensure induction of gene expression35 and harvested three hours later for western blot analysis using an 
anti-ESAT-6 antibody for detection. Figure 2 shows that AgE6 was present in protein extracts of all strains 
expected to produce the antigen, with major bands appearing at expected positions. The expected sizes of the 
fusion proteins vary since the lengths of the anchor sequences differ. Additional bands likely result from prote-
olytic degradation of the target protein which is to be expected if the cells are stressed and which is commonly 
observed in experiments like these33,38. The strength of the bands varied between strains and anchors, indicating 
variation in production levels.

To examine the effect of overproduction of a secreted heterologous protein on the host we measured the 
growth of the recombinant strains. Figure 3 shows that production of the secreted protein generally reduced 
growth of the producer strain. Since intracellular production of AgE6 hardly reduced growth rates, it is likely that 
the adverse effects on growth primarily relate to overloading of the translocation machinery, which may induce 
stress responses that lead to retarded growth and protein degradation38. This is especially noticeable for some of 
the recombinant L. plantarum, L. sakei and L. curvatus strains, where induction led to strongly impaired growth.

To scrutinize surface localization of the AgE6 anchored proteins we used flow cytometry, which showed a 
clear increase of the fluorescence signal for most of the bacteria in which AgE6 was expected to be anchored to 
the cell wall via LPXTG and LysM motifs, compared to the negative control (pEV; Fig. 4). No surface display was 
detected for L. acidophilus, although the western blot analysis (Fig. 2) confirmed production of both hybrid pro-
teins. One possible explanation is that the Lp_3050 signal peptide, derived from L. plantarum, is not functional in 

Figure 3.  Growth of the recombinant Lactobacillus strains. The growth curves are for lactobacilli harbouring 
plasmids for expression of intracellular (cyt) or surface-displayed (lipo, cwa2, LysM) AgE6-DC and a strain 
harbouring the empty vector (pEV), with (solid lines) or without (dashed lines) induction of gene expression. 
Overnight cultures were diluted to an OD600 of ~0.02, indicated at −1 hour; at t = 0 the cells were induced by 
adding the SppIP peptide to a final concentration of 100 ng/µl (solid lines). L. brevis, L. sakei and L. curvatus 
were grown at 30 °C whereas the other species were grown at 37 °C. The data used to generate these curves are 
average of triplicates.
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L. acidophilus. It is well known that the secretion efficiency of heterologous proteins can be highly affected by the 
choice of signal peptide33,39. Fluorescence microscopy analysis confirmed surface exposure of cell wall-anchored 
AgE6 for seven of the recombinant strains (Figs. 5 and 6). Of note, signal intensities did differ between positive 
strains and between the two anchors, which may be due to different levels of secretion and anchoring and/or to 
differences in cell wall architecture that may lead to differences in accessibility for the antibodies used for detec-
tion. L. plantarum, the source of the LPXTG- and LysM-based anchoring sequences, showed strong signals in 
flow cytometry and fluorescence microscopy (Figs. 4 and 5), which suggests that the use of homologous secretion 
and anchoring signals is beneficial.

As described previously30, strains with lipo-anchored AgE6 gave more varying results. Both flow cytometry 
and fluorescence microscopy showed no or only very weak signals for L. acidophilus, L. sakei, L. rhamnosus and L. 
curvatus, whereas clear signals were obtained for the four other strains (Figs. 4–6). These variations may indicate 
differences in the amounts of surface-displayed protein, but may also reflect differences in the actual exposure of 
the antigen. Bacteria show large variation in the composition, thickness and porosity of the peptidoglycan layer 
and such variations may greatly affect the degree of surface exposure and prominence of a membrane anchored 
target protein40; Fig. 1). Interestingly, the microscopic analyses displayed in Figs. 5 and 6 show weaker signals for 
membrane-anchored antigen, compared to cell wall-anchored antigen, for all Lactobacillus strains. This supports 
the idea that cell wall-anchored antigen is more accessible for antibody detection. Of note, our previous work has 
shown that L. brevis, L. gasseri, L. reuteri and L. plantarum expressing the lipo-anchored antigen vary in terms of 
their potential to induce cellular and humoral immunity30.

It is worth noting that both the flow cytometry data (Fig. 4) and the immune fluorescence microscopy (Figs. 5 
and 6) show that there is heterogeneity within the populations of antigen-displaying cells. The flow cytometry 
data sometimes show bimodality, indicating the existence of two populations of the bacteria (Fig. 4), in particular 
for the “cwa” strains, i.e., those expressing the sortase-anchored antigen. Likewise, the microscopy shows mix-
tures of coloured and non-coloured cells. While these latter differences are partly due to the fact that not all cells 
are fully in focus, some differences seem genuine. For example, L. gasseri expressing cell-wall anchored antigen 
shows a strong bi-modality in flow cytometri (Fig. 4), while the microscopy convincingly shows the existing of 
populations of coloured and non-coloured cells (Fig. 5, “cwa2” sample). It is possible that these heterogeneities 
reflect differences in the cellular growth phase, which may affect the amount or “visibility” (i.e., accessibility for 
the antibody) of the displayed antigen. We were not able to detect clear correlations between the observed heter-
ogeneity and other features, such as the growth curves displayed in Fig. 3.

Interestingly, the fluorescence microscopy also shows heterogenicity of the signal within the cells, indicat-
ing that the antigen is not evenly distributed. This is especially pronounced for cells expressing antigens with 
lipoprotein and LPXTG anchors. As for the LPXTG-anchors, it has been shown that there is a close connection 

Figure 4.  Flow cytometry analysis of surface display of Ag85B-ESAT6-DC(AgE6-DC) in eight species of 
Lactobacillus. Cells were harvested 3 hours after induction with 100 ng/µl of SppIP. pEV, strains harboring empty 
vector (dotted black lines); cyt, strains harboring a vector for intracellular expression (yellow); lipo (blue), cwa2 
(red) and LysM (green), strains harboring various plasmids for expression of surface-anchored antigen. The 
results for “lipo” have been published previously, where they were reported as MFI, i.e., medians of fluorescence 
intensity30. The data presented are from one representative experiment, out of at least three experiments in total.
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between the regulation of cell division and protein anchoring. Some LPXTG-anchored proteins rapidly appear 
and accumulate at the septum during bacterial growth, whereas others gather at the poles, where the cell wall is 
older41. The observed heterogeneity could thus be explained by the combination of (unknown) cellular locali-
zation signals in the employed signal peptide or anchoring sequence and variation in the cellular growth phase.

While the present study shows that anchoring signals from L. plantarum function in multiple Lactobacillus 
species, there are obvious opportunities for further optimization, for example using homologous anchoring sig-
nals. In this respect, it is worth noting that there is considerable species-specific variation in the LPXTG motif that 
directs sortase-mediated anchoring in lactobacilli42,43. While several lactobacilli do show the LPXTG consensus 
sequence, with x often being a Q, the consensus motif for Lactobacillus plantarum is LPQTXE44 and the motif 
used in this study was LPQTSE. This specific anchoring motif may not be equally well compatible with the sortase 
systems of all tested Lactobacillus species. This could explain part of the variation in the growth characteristics 
of the various strains expressing cell-wall anchored antigen, and may also be a factor underlying variation in the 
amount. Variations in the functionality of the sortase system could possibly also help explaining the observed 
variation in the distribution of the surface-displayed antigen between and within cells.

In conclusion, the present study shows that surface anchors derived from L. plantarum WCFS1 are promis-
ing candidates for anchoring of heterologous proteins in other Lactobacillus species. The various recombinant 
strains, containing various anchors, showed varying efficacies in terms the apparent amounts of surface-displayed 
antigens. The strains also varied in terms of how production of the antigen affected growth and here covalent 
anchoring encoded by pCwa2 led to the largest growth inhibition. All in all, however, the present study shows that 
the AgE6 hybrid mycobacterial antigen could be displayed on the surface of seven of the eight tested lactobacilli, 
with at least one of the three tested anchors. In the case of L. plantarum, L. gasseri, L. reuteri and L. brevis, all three 
anchoring strategies worked.

In the pSIP plasmids, fragments encoding promoters, target proteins, signal peptides and anchoring sequences 
are separated by linkers with restriction sites, allowing easy exchange of the different parts. Considering that it is 
difficult to predict the success of vector designs, this cassette-like structure, which allows easy and fast screening 
of multiple set-ups, is beneficial.

Figure 5.  Analysis of surface display of Ag85B-ESAT6-DC(AgE6-DC) using indirect immunofluorescence 
microscopy. Cells were harvested 3 hours after induction with 100 ng/µl of SppIP. pEV, strains harboring empty 
vector; cyt, strains harboring the vector for intracellular expression; lipo, cwa2 and LysM, strains harboring 
various plasmids for expression of surface-anchored antigen. Parts of the “lipo” pictures for L. plantarum and L. 
reuteri and have been published previously30. The data presented are from one representative experiment, out of 
at least three experiments in total.
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Materials and Methods
Bacterial strains and growth conditions.  Bacterial strains used in this study are listed in Table 1. 
Lactococcus lactis was grown in M17 broth (Oxoid, Hampshire, Uk) supplemented with 0.5% (w/v) glucose at 30 °C 
without agitation. Lactobacilli were grown in MRS broth (Oxoid) without agitation. L. plantarum, L. gasseri, L. 
reuteri, L. acidophilus and L. rhamnosus were grown at 37 °C; L. sakei, L. curvatus and L. brevis were grown at 30 °C.

When appropriate, erythromycin was used at a concentration of 10 µg ml−1 for Lactobacillus and Lactococcus, 
and 200 µg ml−1 for Escherichia coli, both in broth and solid media.

Plasmid construction and DNA manipulation.  Previously developed expression vectors (Table 1) were 
modified by exchanging the narrow range replicon (256rep) with the broad range SH71rep replicon. The plasmid 
Lp_1261AE6-DC_SH7130, here referred to as pLipo, was digested with BglII and HindIII and the 5.6 kb fragment 
containing SH71rep was ligated to a 2.2 kb fragment of pLp_3050AgE6cwa29 generated by using the same restric-
tion enzymes, yielding pLp_3050DC_AgE6cwa2_SH71, referred to as pCwa2.

pLp_3014AgE6-DC_SH71 was constructed by amplifying the AgE6-DC hybrid antigen from 
pLp_1261AgE6-DC9 using primer pair Ag85Fus3014F/Ag85DC-R (Table 2), after which the resulting 1.2 kb 
PCR fragment was digested with SalI/EcoRI and inserted into the pLp_3014Inv18 vector digested with the same 
enzymes. Subsequently, the 256rep replicon in the constructed plasmid was exchanged with the SH71 replicon 
from Lp_1261AgE6-DC_SH71 using BglII and HindIII, yielding pLp_3014AgE6-DC_SH71, referred to as 
pLysM.

The plasmid for intracellular production of AgE6-DC was made by amplifying the AgE6 fragment using the 
primer pair pNdeISIP_F and pAgESATCyt-R (Table 2) using pUC57-AgE6 (Genscript) as template. The resulting 
PCR product was digested with NdeI/Acc65I and ligated into the same restriction sites of pLp_1261AgE6-DC9, 
yielding pLp_cyt:AgE6-DC. The 256rep replicon in pLp_cyt:AgE6-DC was exchanged with the SH71 replicon 
from Lp_1261AgE6-DC_SH71 using the restriction enzymes AgeI and HindIII, resulting in pLp_cyt:AgE6-DC_
SH71, referred to as pCyt.

Figure 6.  Analysis of surface display of Ag85B-ESAT6-DC(AgE6-DC) using indirect immunofluorescence 
microscopy. Cells were harvested 3 hours after induction with 100 ng/µl of SppIP. pEV, strains harboring empty 
vector; cyt, strains harboring the vector for intracellular expression; lipo, cwa2 and LysM, strains harboring 
various plasmids for expression of surface-anchored antigen. Part of the “lipo” picture for L. brevis has been 
published previously30. The data presented are from one representative experiment, out of at least three 
experiments in total.
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Plasmids harboring the 256rep replicon were propagated in E. coli, while SH71 containing plasmids was prop-
agated in L. lactis, before transformation to competent Lactobacillus species (Table 1). From E. coli, all plasmids 
were isolated by using the Plasmid Nucleospin miniprep kit from Macherey-Nagel, following the manufactur-
er’s protocol. For isolation of plasmids from L. lactis, the cells were pretreated with lysozyme (10 mg ml−1) and 
mutanolysin (100 U ml−1) for 30 min at 37 °C, before proceeding with the lysis step in the Plasmid Nucleospin 
miniprep protocol. All PCR amplified sequences were verified by DNA sequencing.

Preparation of competent cells and electroporation.  Lactobacillus strains were made 
electro-competent and transformed as described in35,45, except for L. reuteri. For transformation of L. reuteri, 
an overnight culture was diluted in 50 ml fresh pre-warmed MRS to an OD600 of 0.1, after which the culture was 
grown until an OD600 of 0.7 at 37 °C. The cells were harvested and washed twice in ice cold electroporation buffer 
(0.5 M sucrose, 10% (w/v) glycerol) after which the cell pellet was resuspended in 800 µl electroporation buffer 
and divided into aliquots of 40 µl. Forty microliters of the cell suspension and 0.1 to 2.5 µg of plasmid DNA were 
mixed and added to a 0.2-cm cuvette for each transformation. Pulses were applied with settings of 2.5 kV, 200 Ω, 
and 25 µF (Gene Pulser and Pulse Controller; Bio-Rad Laboratories, Richmond, CA).

Induction of gene expression and harvesting of recombinant Lactobacilli.  Overnight cultures of 
lactobacilli were diluted in MRS with 10 µg ml−1 erythromycin to an OD600 of 0.15, followed by incubation at the 
appropriate temperature without agitation. When the OD600 reached ~0.3 the cultures were induced by adding 
100 ng ml−1 SppIP (Caslo ApS, Lyngby, Denmark46). The cultures were harvested 3 hours after induction by cen-
trifugation at 5 000 × g for 5–10 min. The cells were washed once in PBS and stored at −20 °C, before proceeding 
with SDS-PAGE or the staining procedure.

Western blots.  Cells from 25 ml of harvested culture were disrupted with glass beads (size <106 µm, Sigma 
-Aldrich, St. Louis, MI) using a FastPrep-24 instrument (MP Biomedicals, Santa Ana, CA) using 6.5 m/s speed 
for 45 second, three times. The protein extracts, in amounts that were adjusted based on the OD600 at harvesting, 
were applied to a Mini-PROTEAN TGX Stain-Free Gel (BioRad, Hercules, CA) using Tris/Glycine/SDS as a run-
ning buffer. The proteins on the gel were blotted to a nitrocellulose membrane using an iBlot Dry Blotting System 
(Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA) and antibody hybridization was performed using SNAP i.d. 2.0 (Millipore, Burlington, 
MA) following the instructions of the manufacturer.

Antibodies were used at the following concentrations: monoclonal mouse anti-ESAT-6 (Abcam, Cambridge, 
UK, ab26246) diluted 1:15 000; polyclonal horseradish peroxidase (HRP) rabbit anti-mouse IgG (Dako, Santa 
Clara, CA) diluted 1:4 000–1:6 000. SuperSignal West Pico PLUS Chemiluminescent Substrate (Thermo, 
Waltham, MA) was used to visualize protein bands following the protocol provided by the manufacturer.

Flow cytometry and microscopy.  Bacterial cultures were grown and induced as described above. Cells 
from approximately 0.5 ml of culture were harvested and washed once with PBS. The bacteria were resuspended 
in PBS with 2% (w/v) BSA and incubated for 30 min at room temperature with monoclonal mouse anti-ESAT-6 
(Abcam, ab26246) diluted 1:250. After washing the cells three times with PBS containing 2% (w/v) BSA, they were 
incubated for 30 min with anti-mouse IgG-FITC antibody (F9137, Sigma -Aldrich), diluted 1:166. After repeating 
the washing step, the bacteria were analyzed using a MACSQuant analyzer (Miltenyi Biotec GmbH, Bergisch 
Gladbach, Germany) following the manufacturer’s protocol. Additionally, the stained bacteria were visualized by 
immunofluorescence microscopy using an Axio Observer.z1 microscope (Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany) using 
excitation wavelengths of 450 to 490 nm and emission wavelengths of 500 to 590 nm.

Data availability
All the data used in the present study are provided within the main manuscript.

Received: 28 January 2020; Accepted: 22 May 2020;
Published: xx xx xxxx

References
	 1.	 Duar, R. M. et al. Lifestyles in transition: evolution and natural history of the genus. Lactobacillus. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 41, S27–S48, 

https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fux030 (2017).
	 2.	 Saxelin, M., Tynkkynen, S., Mattila-Sandholm, T. & de Vos, W. M. Probiotic and other functional microbes: from markets to 

mechanisms. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 16, 204–211, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copbio.2005.02.003 (2005).

Primer Sequence(5′→3′)* Description

pNdeISIP_F GGAGTATGATTCATATGTTTAGTCGTCCAGGTTTGC Forward primer for amplification of AgE6 from pUC57-
AgE6

pAgESATCyt-R GGAAACAGCTATGACCATGATTAC Reverse primer for amplification of AgE6 from pUC57-
AgE6

Ag85Fus3014F CAACGAGTTCAACTGTCGACTTTAGTCGTCCAGGTT Forward primer for amplification of AgE6 from 
Lp_1261AgE6-DC. Contains SalI restriction site.

Ag85DC-R GCCAAGCTTCGAATTCTTATGGCCGTTGTGGCGT Reverse primer for amplification of AgE6 from 
Lp_1261AgE6-DC. Contains an EcoRI restriction site.

Table 2.  Primers used in this study. *Restriction sites in italics.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-66531-7
https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fux030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copbio.2005.02.003


9Scientific Reports |         (2020) 10:9640  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-66531-7

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

	 3.	 Wyszyńska, A., Kobierecka, P., Bardowski, J. & Jagusztyn-Krynicka, E. K. Lactic acid bacteria–20 years exploring their potential as 
live vectors for mucosal vaccination. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 99, 2967–2977, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-015-6498-0 (2015).

	 4.	 Mohamadzadeh, M. et al. Lactobacilli activate human dendritic cells that skew T cells toward T helper 1 polarization. Proc. Natl. 
Acad. Sci. USA 102, 2880, https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0500098102 (2005).

	 5.	 Lebeer, S., Vanderleyden, J. & De Keersmaecker, S. C. J. Host interactions of probiotic bacterial surface molecules: comparison with 
commensals and pathogens. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 8, 171, https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2297 (2010).

	 6.	 Bron, P. A., van Baarlen, P. & Kleerebezem, M. Emerging molecular insights into the interaction between probiotics and the host 
intestinal mucosa. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 10, 66–78 (2011).

	 7.	 Bron, P. A. & Kleerebezem, M. Lactic acid bacteria for delivery of endogenous or engineered therapeutic molecules. Front. Microbiol. 
9, 1821–1821, https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.01821 (2018).

	 8.	 Lee, I. C. et al. Strain-specific features of extracellular polysaccharides and their impact on Lactobacillus plantarum -host 
Interactions. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 82, 3959–3970, https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00306-16 (2016).

	 9.	 Kuczkowska, K. et al. Immunogenic properties of Lactobacillus plantarum producing surface-displayed Mycobacterium tuberculosis 
antigens. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 83, https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.02782-16 (2017).

	10.	 Kuczkowska, K. et al. Lactobacillus plantarum producing a Chlamydia trachomatis antigen induces a specific IgA response after 
mucosal booster immunization. PLoS One 12, e0176401, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0176401 (2017).

	11.	 Minic, R. et al. Effects of orally applied Fes p1-displaying L. plantarum WCFS1 on Fes p1 induced allergy in mice. J. Biotechnol. 199, 
23–28, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiotec.2015.01.028 (2015).

	12.	 Ribelles, P. et al. Protection against human papillomavirus type 16-induced tumors in mice using non-genetically modified lactic 
acid bacteria displaying E7 antigen at its surface. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 97, 1231–1239, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-012-
4575-1 (2013).

	13.	 Mohamadzadeh, M. & Durmaz, E. Targeted expression of anthrax protective antigen by Lactobacillus gasseri as an anthrax vaccine. 
Future Microbiol. 5, 1289–1296, https://doi.org/10.2217/fmb.10.78 (2010).

	14.	 Lin, R. et al. Oral Immunization with recombinant Lactobacillus acidophilus expressing espA-Tir-M confers protection against 
enterohemorrhagic Escherichia coli O157:H7 challenge in mice. Front. Microbiol. 8, https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2017.00417 
(2017).

	15.	 Song, B. et al. Expression of the alpha toxin of Clostridium perfringens in Lactobacillus casei genome and evaluation of its immune 
effects in mice. Microb. Pathog. 118, 1–8, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2018.03.010 (2018).

	16.	 Kuczkowska, K. et al. Inactivated Lactobacillus plantarum carrying a surface-displayed Ag85B-ESAT-6 fusion antigen as a booster 
vaccine against Mycobacterium tuberculosis. infection. Front. Immunol. 10, 1588–1588, https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.01588 
(2019).

	17.	 Kawana, K. et al. Oral vaccination against HPV E7 for treatment of cervical intraepithelial neoplasia grade 3 (CIN3) elicits E7-
specific mucosal immunity in the cervix of CIN3 patients. Vaccine 32, 6233–6239, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2014.09.020 
(2014).

	18.	 Fredriksen, L. et al. Surface display of N-terminally anchored invasin by Lactobacillus plantarum activates NF-κB in monocytes. 
Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 78, 5864–5871, https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01227-12 (2012).

	19.	 Kajikawa, A. et al. Dissimilar properties of two recombinant Lactobacillus acidophilus strains displaying Salmonella FliC with 
different anchoring motifs. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 77, 6587–6596, https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.05153-11 (2011).

	20.	 Michon, C., Langella, P., Eijsink, V. G. H., Mathiesen, G. & Chatel, J. M. Display of recombinant proteins at the surface of lactic acid 
bacteria: strategies and applications. Microb. Cell Fact. 15, 1–16, https://doi.org/10.1186/s12934-016-0468-9 (2016).

	21.	 Tjalsma, H. & van Dijl, J. M. Proteomics-based consensus prediction of protein retention in a bacterial membrane. Proteomics 5, 
4472–4482 (2005).

	22.	 Schneewind, O., Mihaylova-Petkov, D. & Model, P. Cell wall sorting signals in surface proteins of gram-positive bacteria. EMBO J. 
12, 4803–4811 (1993).

	23.	 Mazmanian, S. K., Liu, G., Hung, T. T. & Schneewind, O. Staphylococcus aureus sortase, an enzyme that anchors surface proteins to 
the cell wall. Science 285, 760–763 (1999).

	24.	 Fredriksen, L., Mathiesen, G., Sioud, M. & Eijsink, V. G. H. Cell wall anchoring of the 37-Kilodalton oncofetal antigen by 
Lactobacillus plantarum for mucosal cancer vaccine delivery. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 76, 7359–7362, https://doi.org/10.1128/
aem.01031-10 (2010).

	25.	 Stern, J. et al. Assembly of synthetic functional cellulosomal structures onto the cell surface of Lactobacillus plantarum, a potent 
member of the gut microbiome. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 84, https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.00282-18 (2018).

	26.	 Lin, Y., Krogh-Andersen, K., Hammarström, L. & Marcotte, H. Lactobacillus delivery of bioactive interleukin-22. Microb. Cell Fact. 
16, 148, https://doi.org/10.1186/s12934-017-0762-1 (2017).

	27.	 Bober, J. R. & Nair, N. U. Galactose to tagatose isomerization at moderate temperatures with high conversion and productivity. Nat. 
Commun. 10, 4548–4548, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12497-8 (2019).

	28.	 Visweswaran, G., Leenhouts, K., Roosmalen, M., Kok, J. & Buist, G. Exploiting the peptidoglycan-binding motif, LysM, for medical 
and industrial applications. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol., 1–15, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-014-5633-7 (2014).

	29.	 Bron, P. A., Tomita, S., Mercenier, A. & Kleerebezem, M. Cell surface-associated compounds of probiotic lactobacilli sustain the 
strain-specificity dogma. Curr. Opin. Microbiol. 16, 262–269, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2013.06.001 (2013).

	30.	 Kuczkowska, K., Øverland, L., Rocha, S. D. C., Eijsink, V. G. H. & Mathiesen, G. Comparison of eight Lactobacillus species for 
delivery of surface-displayed mycobacterial antigen. Vaccine 37, 6371–6379, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2019.09.012 (2019).

	31.	 Sørvig, E. et al. Construction of vectors for inducible gene expression in Lactobacillus sakei and L. plantarum. FEMS Microbiol. Lett. 
229, 119–126 (2003).

	32.	 Sørvig, E., Mathiesen, G., Naterstad, K., Eijsink, V. G. H. & Axelsson, L. High-level, inducible gene expression in Lactobacillus sakei 
and Lactobacillus plantarum using versatile expression vectors. Microbiology 151, 2439–2449 (2005).

	33.	 Mathiesen, G. et al. Genome-wide analysis of signal peptide functionality in Lactobacillus plantarum WCFS1. BMC Genomics 10, 
425, 1471-2164-10-425 [pii], https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-10-425 (2009).

	34.	 Sørvig, E., Skaugen, M., Naterstad, K., Eijsink, V. G. H. & Axelsson, L. Plasmid p256 from Lactobacillus plantarum represents a new 
type of replicon in lactic acid bacteria, and contains a toxin-antitoxin-like plasmid maintenance system. Microbiology 151, 421–431, 
https://doi.org/10.1099/mic.0.27389-0 (2005).

	35.	 Karlskås, I. L. et al. Heterologous protein secretion in Lactobacilli with modified pSIP vectors. PLoS One 9, e91125, https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0091125 (2014).

	36.	 Michon, C. et al. Surface display of an anti-DEC-205 single chain Fv fragment in Lactobacillus plantarum increases internalization 
and plasmid transfer to dendritic cells in vitro and in vivo. Microb. Cell Fact. 14, 95 (2015).

	37.	 Kuczkowska, K., Mathiesen, G., Eijsink, V. & Øynebraten, I. Lactobacillus plantarum displaying CCL3 chemokine in fusion with 
HIV-1 Gag derived antigen causes increased recruitment of T cells. Microb. Cell Fact. 14, 169 (2015).

	38.	 Bolhuis, A. et al. Evaluation of bottlenecks in the late stages of protein secretion in Bacillus subtilis. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 65, 
2934–2941 (1999).

	39.	 Fu, G., Liu, J., Li, J., Zhu, B. & Zhang, D. Systematic screening of optimal signal peptides for secretory production of heterologous 
proteins in Bacillus subtilis. J. Agric. Food Chem. 66, 13141–13151, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.8b04183 (2018).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-66531-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-015-6498-0
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0500098102
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2297
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.01821
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00306-16
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.02782-16
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0176401
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiotec.2015.01.028
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-012-4575-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-012-4575-1
https://doi.org/10.2217/fmb.10.78
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2017.00417
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2018.03.010
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.01588
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2014.09.020
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01227-12
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.05153-11
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12934-016-0468-9
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.01031-10
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.01031-10
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.00282-18
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12934-017-0762-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12497-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-014-5633-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2013.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2019.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-10-425
https://doi.org/10.1099/mic.0.27389-0
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0091125
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0091125
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.8b04183


1 0Scientific Reports |         (2020) 10:9640  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-66531-7

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

	40.	 Vollmer, W., Blanot, D. & De Pedro, M. A. Peptidoglycan structure and architecture. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 32, 149–167, https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1574-6976.2007.00094.x (2008).

	41.	 Fischetti, V. A. Surface proteins on Gram-positive bacteria. Microbiol Spectr 7, https://doi.org/10.1128/microbiolspec.GPP3-0012-
2018 (2019).

	42.	 Boekhorst, J., de Been, M. W. H. J., Kleerebezem, M. & Siezen, R. J. Genome-wide detection and analysis of cell wall-bound proteins 
with LPxTG-like sorting motifs. J. Bacteriol. 187, 4928–4934, https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.187.14.4928-4934.2005 (2005).

	43.	 Kleerebezem, M. et al. The extracellular biology of the lactobacilli. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 34, 199–230, https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1574-6976.2009.00208.x (2010).

	44.	 Kleerebezem, M. et al. Complete genome sequence of Lactobacillus plantarum WCFS1. Proc Natl Acad Sci 100, https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.0337704100 (2003).

	45.	 Ahrné, S., Molin, G. & Axelsson, L. Transformation of Lactobacillus reuteri with electroporation: Studies on the erythromycin 
resistance plasmid pLUL631. Curr. Microbiol. 24, 199–205, https://doi.org/10.1007/bf01579282 (1992).

	46.	 Eijsink, V. G., Brurberg, M. B., Middelhoven, P. H. & Nes, I. F. Induction of bacteriocin production in Lactobacillus sake by a secreted 
peptide. J. Bacteriol. 178, 2232–2237, https://doi.org/10.1128/jb.178.8.2232-2237.1996 (1996).

	47.	 Bolotin, A. et al. The complete genome sequence of the lactic acid bacterium Lactococcus lactis ssp. lactis IL1403. Genome Res. 11, 
731–753 (2001).

	48.	 Kankainen, M. et al. Comparative genomic analysis of Lactobacillus rhamnosus GG reveals pili containing a human- mucus binding 
protein. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 106, 17193–17198, https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0908876106 (2009).

	49.	 Azcarate-Peril, M. A. et al. Analysis of the genome sequence of Lactobacillus gasseri ATCC 33323 reveals the molecular basis of an 
autochthonous intestinal organism. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 74, 4610–4625, https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.00054-08 (2008).

	50.	 Schillinger, U. & Lücke, F. K. Antibacterial activity of Lactobacillus sake isolated from meat. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 55, 1901–1906 
(1989).

	51.	 Mathiesen, G., Sveen, A., Piard, J. C., Axelsson, L. & Eijsink, V. G. H. Heterologous protein secretion by Lactobacillus plantarum 
using homologous signal peptides. J. Appl. Microbiol. 105, 215–226, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2008.03734.x (2008).

Author contributions
All authors contributed to the design of the study and interpretation of the results. LØ conducted most of 
the laboratory work. GM drafted the manuscript. VE & KK contributed to preparing the final version of the 
manuscript. All authors approved the final manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to G.M.
Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.
Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2020

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-66531-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6976.2007.00094.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6976.2007.00094.x
https://doi.org/10.1128/microbiolspec.GPP3-0012-2018
https://doi.org/10.1128/microbiolspec.GPP3-0012-2018
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.187.14.4928-4934.2005
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6976.2009.00208.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6976.2009.00208.x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0337704100
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0337704100
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf01579282
https://doi.org/10.1128/jb.178.8.2232-2237.1996
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0908876106
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.00054-08
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2008.03734.x
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Anchoring of heterologous proteins in multiple Lactobacillus species using anchors derived from Lactobacillus plantarum

	Results and discussion

	Materials and Methods

	Bacterial strains and growth conditions. 
	Plasmid construction and DNA manipulation. 
	Preparation of competent cells and electroporation. 
	Induction of gene expression and harvesting of recombinant Lactobacilli. 
	Western blots. 
	Flow cytometry and microscopy. 

	Figure 1 Schematic overview over the anchors.
	Figure 2 Production of the antigen.
	Figure 3 Growth of the recombinant Lactobacillus strains.
	Figure 4 Flow cytometry analysis of surface display of Ag85B-ESAT6-DC(AgE6-DC) in eight species of Lactobacillus.
	Figure 5 Analysis of surface display of Ag85B-ESAT6-DC(AgE6-DC) using indirect immunofluorescence microscopy.
	Figure 6 Analysis of surface display of Ag85B-ESAT6-DC(AgE6-DC) using indirect immunofluorescence microscopy.
	Table 1 Bacterial strains and plasmid used in this study.
	Table 2 Primers used in this study.




