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Abstract: Intramuscular (IM) immunization is generally considered incapable of generating a
protective mucosal immune response. In the swine industry, attempts to develop a safe and protective
vaccine for controlling porcine epidemic diarrhea (PED) via an IM route of administration have
been unsuccessful. In the present study, porcine chemokine ligand proteins CCL25, 27, and 28 were
constructed and stably expressed in the mammalian expression system. IM co-administration of
inactivated PEDV (iPEDV) particles with different CC chemokines and Freund’s adjuvants resulted in
recruiting CCR9+ and/or CCR10+ inflammatory cells to the injection site, thereby inducing superior
systemic PEDV specific IgG, fecal IgA, and viral neutralizing antibodies in pigs. Moreover, pigs
immunized with iPEDV in combination with CCL25 and CCL28 elicited substantial protection against
a virulent PEDV challenge. We show that the porcine CC chemokines could be novel adjuvants for
developing IM vaccines for modulating mucosal immune responses against mucosal transmissible
pathogens in pigs.
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1. Introduction

Since late 2010, emerging highly virulent porcine epidemic diarrhea virus (PEDV) strains have
resulted in severe economic losses in several counties in North America and Asia [1,2]. PEDV strains
cause porcine epidemic diarrhea (PED), characterized by vomiting, severe diarrhea, and dehydration in
seronegative pigs at all ages, with high mortality in suckling pigs [3]. Many attempts have been made
to develop a safe and protective vaccine for controlling PED [4–10]. However, similar to studies on most
enterotropic and mucosal transmissible viral diseases [11–14], using intramuscular (IM) administration
of inactive or subunit vaccines combined with commercial adjuvants, such as multiple emulsions
of water/oil/water or a B subunit of Escherichia coli heat-labile enterotoxin (LTB) induced production
of systemic IgG and neutralizing antibodies but failed to elicit a mucosal IgA response and efficient
protection [6,7,15–17]. Furthermore, poor efficacies of currently commercialized vaccines have been
reported [18–20]. Since parenteral administration of vaccines is the most convenient method of vaccine
application in the swine industry, strategies like improving delivery techniques [21,22] or the use of
molecular adjuvants could be employed to modulate mucosal immunity [23,24].

CC chemokines like CCL27/CTACK and CCL28/MEK secreted from skin keratinocytes and
columnar epithelial cells, respectively, have been demonstrated to be capable of enhancing the
recruitment of CCR10+ cells and supporting CCR10 expression leukocytes to migrate from the local
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immunization region to mucosal sites [25–30]. On the other hand, the CCL25/TECK expressed by
mucosal epithelial cells can chemo-attract CCR9+ cells and support CCR9 expression leukocytes to
migrate to the small intestine [30,31]. The application of CCL27 and CCL25 as an adjuvant in DNA
vaccines was proven to enhance systemic and/or mucosal immune responses following IM injection in
mice or macaques [32,33]. Therefore, the incorporation of these CC chemokines as immune trafficking
signals could be a potential strategy for the development of effective parenteral PEDV vaccine regimens.

In the present study, three porcine CCL proteins, namely, CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25 were
constructed and stably expressed in the mammalian cell expression system. Different combinations
of these chemokines were intramuscularly co-administrated with inactivated PEDV (iPEDV) viral
particles and Freund’s adjuvant in pigs. Immunohistochemical (IHC) staining was performed to detect
the infiltration of cognate chemokine receptors, CCR9+ or CCR10+, bearing immune cells, to the sites
of immunization. The immunogenicity and protective efficiency of iPEDV adjuvanted with Freund’s
adjuvant in different combinations of CC chemokines were evaluated in 5-week-old pigs.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Cell Lines and Viruses

The highly virulent PEDV Pingtung 52 passage 5 (PEDVPT-P5) (GenBank Accession No. KY929405)
viral stock was passaged for generation of the PEDVPT passage 6 (PEDVPT-P6) and PEDVPT passage
7 (PEDVPT-P7) in Vero C1008 cells (American Type Culture Collection, ATCC No. CRL-1586) as
described previously [34,35]. Viral stocks composed of PEDVPT-P6 and PEDVPT-P7 supernatants
were in the proportion of 1:1 and used for the animal challenge. The high passaged virulent PEDV
Pingtung 52 passage 100 viral stock, namely iPEDV, was filtered through a 0.22 µm pore size membrane
and centrifuged at 24,500 rpm for 2.5 h at 4 ◦C with 20% buffered sucrose. The iPEDV pellets were
resuspended in 1 mL DPBS (Gibco), inactivated twice by ultraviolet rays for 20 min, confirmed for no
infectivity in Vero cells, and prepared as vaccine immunogens.

2.2. Generation of CCL Proteins (CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25)

2.2.1. Plasmid Construction

The nucleotide sequences of CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25 were derived from Sus scrofa C-C
motif chemokine ligand 27 (Genbank accession No. NM_001003922), ligand 28 (Genbank accession
No. NM_001024695.1), and ligand 25 (Genbank accession No. NM_001025214.1), optimized based
on the mammalian expression system and synthesized by the Genscript Corporation (Piscataway,
NJ, USA). The synthetic genes were digested with BamHI-NotI restriction sites and cloned into
the pcDNA™3.1/V5-His TOPO® vector (Invitrogen, Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA)
following the manufacturer’s instructions. After transformation in One Shot TOP10 chemically
Competent E. coli (Invitrogen) following the manufacturer’s guidelines, the three plasmids, namely
pcDNA™3.1/CC27/V5-His, pcDNA™3.1/CC28/V5-His, and pcDNA™3.1/CC25/V5-His, were extracted
using QIAprep® Spin Miniprep Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany). The clones were confirmed by
nucleotide sequencing (Tri-I Biotech Inc., Taipei, Taiwan). The construction diagram is depicted in
Figure 1.
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Figure 1. The construction diagram of the porcine CC chemokine proteins. The vector, pcDNA3.1/V5-

His-TOPO, was composed of a human cytomegalovirus (CMV) promoter (PCMV), ampicillin and 

neomycin (G418) resistance genes, pUC-derived origin, a SV40 promoter, f1 origin, and the bovine 

growth hormone (BGH) polyadenylation signal, including a T7 promoter for in vitro transcription. 

The porcine CCL27, CCL28, or CCL25 sequences were cloned between restriction enzymes, BamHI 

and NotI. The V5 epitope and C-terminal polyhistidine tag (His 6) were included for purification of 

the recombinant proteins. 

2.2.2. Transfections 

The pcDNA™3.1/CC27/V5-His, pcDNA™3.1/CC28/V5-His, and pcDNA™3.1/CC25/V5-His 

plasmids were transfected into human embryonic kidney (HEK) 293 cells (ATCC®  CRL-1573™) using 

PolyJetTM in vitro DNA transfection reagent (SignaGen®  Laboratories, MD, USA) following the 

manufacturer’s recommendations. On the next day, culture medium was replaced by the selective 

culture medium containing 750 μg/mL Geneticin (G418, Gibco, Thermo Fisher Scientific). Transfected 

HEK cells were grown in fresh, selective culture medium that was replaced weekly for three weeks 

to allow generation of cell lines stably expressing porcine proteins CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25. Stable 

cell lines were further confirmed by immunocytochemistry (ICC) with anti-V5 antibodies 

(Invitrogen). 

2.2.3. Immunocytochemistry (ICC) 
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and air-dried for one day. Fixed cells were incubated with anti-V5 antibodies (Invitrogen) as primary 

antibodies at RT for 1 h, followed by monoclonal anti-rabbit/mouse immunoglobulins conjugated 

with horseradish peroxidase (HRP) (Dako, Carpinteria, CA, USA) as secondary antibodies at RT for 

another 1 h. The detailed procedure has been described previously [35]. After washing three times 

with Dulbecco's Phosphate-Buffered Saline (DPBS) (Gibco), coloration was detected using the 

EnVision-DAB+ system (Dako, Santa Clara, CA, USA). Positive brown signals were identified under 

an inverted light microscope (Nikon, Tokyo, Japan). 

2.3. Purification of CCL (CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25) Proteins 

The established HEK 293 cells stably expressing porcine CCL proteins were harvested and 

resuspended in Gibco®  FreeStyleTM 293 expression medium (Invitrogen), and incubated in the 
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Figure 1. The construction diagram of the porcine CC chemokine proteins. The vector,
pcDNA3.1/V5-His-TOPO, was composed of a human cytomegalovirus (CMV) promoter (PCMV),
ampicillin and neomycin (G418) resistance genes, pUC-derived origin, a SV40 promoter, f1 origin,
and the bovine growth hormone (BGH) polyadenylation signal, including a T7 promoter for in vitro
transcription. The porcine CCL27, CCL28, or CCL25 sequences were cloned between restriction
enzymes, BamHI and NotI. The V5 epitope and C-terminal polyhistidine tag (His 6) were included for
purification of the recombinant proteins.

2.2.2. Transfections

The pcDNA™3.1/CC27/V5-His, pcDNA™3.1/CC28/V5-His, and pcDNA™3.1/CC25/V5-His
plasmids were transfected into human embryonic kidney (HEK) 293 cells (ATCC® CRL-1573™)
using PolyJetTM in vitro DNA transfection reagent (SignaGen® Laboratories, MD, USA) following the
manufacturer’s recommendations. On the next day, culture medium was replaced by the selective
culture medium containing 750 µg/mL Geneticin (G418, Gibco, Thermo Fisher Scientific). Transfected
HEK cells were grown in fresh, selective culture medium that was replaced weekly for three weeks to
allow generation of cell lines stably expressing porcine proteins CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25. Stable cell
lines were further confirmed by immunocytochemistry (ICC) with anti-V5 antibodies (Invitrogen).

2.2.3. Immunocytochemistry (ICC)

HEK 293 cells transfected with CCL27, CCL28, or CCL25 were fixed with 20% ice-cold acetone,
and air-dried for one day. Fixed cells were incubated with anti-V5 antibodies (Invitrogen) as primary
antibodies at RT for 1 h, followed by monoclonal anti-rabbit/mouse immunoglobulins conjugated
with horseradish peroxidase (HRP) (Dako, Carpinteria, CA, USA) as secondary antibodies at RT
for another 1 h. The detailed procedure has been described previously [35]. After washing three
times with Dulbecco’s Phosphate-Buffered Saline (DPBS) (Gibco), coloration was detected using the
EnVision-DAB+ system (Dako, Santa Clara, CA, USA). Positive brown signals were identified under
an inverted light microscope (Nikon, Tokyo, Japan).

2.3. Purification of CCL (CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25) Proteins

The established HEK 293 cells stably expressing porcine CCL proteins were harvested and
resuspended in Gibco® FreeStyleTM 293 expression medium (Invitrogen), and incubated in the
CELLSPIN system (INTERGRA bioscience, NH, USA) for three to four days. Supernatant was collected,
centrifuged at 3000 rpm for 20 min, filtered through a 0.22 µm pore size membrane, and purified
using HisPur cobalt resin (Invitrogen) with Econo-Column® chromatography (Bio-Rad laboratories,
Hercules, CA, USA) following the manufacturer’s protocol. The eluted proteins were concentrated
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using Amicon® Ultra-15 (molecular weight cut-off 3 kDa, Millipore Corp., Bedford, MA, USA), mixed
with cOmplete™ EDTA-free protease inhibitor cocktail (Roche Molecular Biochemicals, Laval, QC,
Canada), and kept at −20 ◦C for further experiments.

2.4. Western Blotting

Purified CCL proteins were run on a 10% SDS-PAGE gel (HR gradient gel solution, TOOLS, Taipei,
Taiwan), and transferred to Immun-Blot® PVDF membranes (Bio-Rad laboratories). The membranes
were incubated with anti-V5 monoclonal antibody at 1:5000 dilution (Invitrogen) and then with
peroxidase-affiniPure goat anti-mouse IgG (H+L) at 1:10,000 dilution (Jackson ImmunoResearch
Laboratories, Inc., PA, USA) as a secondary antibody. The PVDF membranes were developed by
the Clarity™ Western ECL blotting substrates (Bio-Rad) and visualized by ChemiDoc™ Imaging
Systems (Bio-Rad).

2.5. Immunization Program of Piglets

Twenty-six 5-week-old, Large × Duroc, crossbred piglets with no history of PEDV infection were
used in this study. The piglets were confirmed to be PEDV-seronegative and PEDV-shedding negative.
These pigs were separated into six groups, namely mock group (n = 4), iPEDV group (n = 4), iPEDV
+ CCL28 group (n = 3), iPEDV + CCL25/28 group (n = 5), iPEDV + CCL25/27 group (n = 5), and
iPEDV + CCL25/27/28 group (n = 5). The iPEDV + CCL25 alone and iPEDV + CCL27 alone groups
were excluded in the present study owing to the failure of inducing fecal PEDV-specific IgA in our pilot
study (Supplementary Figure S1). All pigs were intramuscularly primed with DPBS (Gibco) or 200 µg
iPEDV in combination with/without a total of 60 µg of various chemokines. The chemokines were
quantified by the bicinchoninic acid (BCA) method using PierceTM BCA protein assay kit (Thermo)
and admixed with 0.5 mg of complete Freund’s adjuvant (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA), as
listed in Table 1. The pigs were boosted with the same formula of immunogens and/or chemokines
with 0.5 mg of incomplete Freund’s adjuvant (Sigma-Aldrich) at two weeks post first immunization.
Two weeks after the second immunization, pigs were orally challenged with 5 mL of 105 TCID50/mL
PEDVPT-P6 and 7 (Table 1). The stool consistency was carefully monitored and recorded daily after
the challenge [35]. Ethylenediamine tetraacetic acid (EDTA)-anticoagulated plasma samples, fecal
and oral swabs were collected from pigs at the time of the first and second immunization, two weeks
after the second immunization, and two weeks after the challenge at 5, 7, 9, and 11 weeks of age for
evaluating PEDV-specific systemic IgG and mucosal IgA antibody titers. In addition, fecal swabs were
collected daily post-challenge for monitoring fecal PEDV viral shedding. The animal experimental
procedure was reviewed and approved by the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC)
of the National Taiwan University (Taipei, Taiwan) with approval No. NTU107-EL-00105.

Table 1. Design of immunization programs and animal experiment.

Group Name Antigen
Immunization Program of Adjuvants

Freund’s Adjuvant CCL Adjuvant

Mock None 1st: 0.5 mg of complete
Freund’s adjuvant
2nd: 0.5 mg of
incomplete Freund’s
adjuvant

None
iPEDV *

200 µg of iPEDV

None
iPEDV * + CCL28 60 µg of CCL28
iPEDV * + CCL25/28 30 µg of each CCL25 and CCL28
iPEDV * + CCL25/27 30 µg of each CCL25 and CCL27
iPEDV * + CCL25/27/28 20 µg of each CCL25, CCL27 and CCL28

* iPEDV: inactivated PEDV.

2.6. Clinical Signs and Body Weights

Fecal conditions were recorded every day and scored at four degrees: 0, normal; 1, loose; 2,
semi-fluid; and 3, watery diarrhea. Body weights of piglets were measured weekly.
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2.7. Detection of Systemic IgG and Mucosal IgA

To evaluate the levels of PEDV-specific plasma IgG and fecal IgA, we performed an
in-house recombinant PEDV S protein-based indirect enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA),
as previously described [9,35]. The MicroWellTM 96-well microplates (Nunc, Rochester, NY, USA)
were coated with 2 µg/mL purified recombinant PEDV S protein and incubated overnight at 4 ◦C.
The microplates were washed six times with 300 µL washing buffer (Kirkegaard and Perry Laboratories
(KPL), Milford, MA, USA) by a microplate washer (BioTek Instruments, Inc., Winooski, Vermont,
USA) and blocked with blocking buffer (KPL) at RT for 1 h. For detection of plasma IgG, plasma
samples at 40-fold dilution in blocking buffer (KPL) were incubated at RT for 1 h; for fecal IgA, fecal
suspensions at 2-fold dilution in blocking buffer (KPL) were placed overnight at 4 ◦C. After six washes,
100 µL of horseradish peroxidase (HRP)-conjugated goat anti-pig IgG (KPL) at a dilution of 1:1000
or HRP-conjugated goat anti-pig IgA (Abcam, Cambridge, UK) at a dilution of 1:5000 were added to
detect the levels of porcine IgG and IgA, respectively. After incubation at RT for 1 h and DPBS (Gibco)
wash, 50 µL of an ABTS® Peroxidase Substrate System (KPL) was used as a color-developing agent at
RT for 5 min (IgG detection) and 20 min (IgA detection), respectively. The color reactions were stopped
by adding 50 µL of stopping solution (KPL). The optical density (OD) at 405 nm was determined by an
EMax Plus Microplate Reader (Molecular Devices, Crawley, UK).

2.8. Detection of Fecal PEDV Viral Loads

To quantitate PEDV viral RNA loads, rectal swabs were resuspended in 900 µL of DPBS
(Gibco) with admixture for 5 s and centrifuged at 13,000 rpm for 10 min. The procedures
of RNA extraction and cDNA reverse-transcription using the Cador Pathogen 96 QIAcube HT
Kit (Qiagen) and QuantiNova Reverse Transcription Kit (Qiagen), respectively, were carried out
according to manufacturer’s instructions. The real-time PCR was performed according to our
established protocol [9] using the PEDV-N forward primer (3′-CGCAAAGACTGAACCCACTAAC-5′),
PEDV-N reverse primer (3′-TTGCCTCTGTTGTTACTTGGAGAT-5′), and PEDV specific probe
(3′-FAM-TGYYACCAYYACCACGACTCCTGC-BHQ1-5′). The cycle conditions were as follows:
initial denaturation was at 95 ◦C for 2 min, followed by 45 cycles at 95 ◦C for 15 s and 55 ◦C for 15 s.

2.9. Viral Neutralization (VN) Assay

The plasma samples of piglets were first incubated at 56 ◦C for 30 min to inactivate the complement.
The neutralizing assay was performed in accordance with the procedure which was previously
published [9,35]. The plasma samples were diluted from 10-fold to 320-fold by freshly prepared
post-inoculation (PI) medium containing DMEM (Gibco, Gaithersburg, MD, USA) supplemented with
0.3% tryptose phosphate broth (Sigma, St. Louis, MO, USA), 0.02% yeast extract (Acumedia, Lansing,
CA, USA), and 10 µg/mL of trypsin (Gibco). The mixture of PEDVPT-P6 and 7 (200 TCID50/mL) and
diluted plasma samples at equal volume were added to each well and incubated at 37 ◦C for 1 h and
applied to Vero cell-coated microplates for another hour of incubation. Then, these microplates were
washed and maintained in PI medium for 24 h. The cytopathic effect (CPE) was identified under an
inverted light microscopy (Nikon). The neutralizing titers of the plasma samples were determined as
the highest dilution without CPE.

2.10. In Vivo Functional Assay of CCL Proteins (CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25)

Fifteen 5-week-old, Large × Duroc, crossbred piglets selected from a conventional pig farm with
no history of PEDV infection were used to confirm the bio-function of the above immunization program
of piglets, which showed protection against the highly virulent PEDV challenge. These pigs were
randomly separated into five groups, including the mock group (n = 3), the iPEDV group (n = 3), the
iPEDV + CCL25/28 group (n = 3), the iPEDV + CCL25/27 group (n = 3), and the iPEDV + CCL25/27/28
group (n = 3). All 5-week-old pigs received two IM injections into the biceps femoris muscles of
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their left leg, and primed and boosted with the same immunization program at 5 and 7 weeks old, as
previously described (Table 1). The injected biceps femoris muscles were excised at one week following
the second immunization, fixed in 10% neutral-buffered formalin, and paraffin-embedded muscles
were serially sectioned into sections 5 µm thin, stained with hematoxylin and eosin for examining the
existence of locally extensive inflammatory infiltrates, and then analyzed by immunohistochemistry
(IHC) to visualize inflammatory cells expressing their specific receptors, CCR9 (the receptor of CCL25)
and CCR10 (the receptor of both CCL27 and CCL28). The animal experimental procedure was reviewed
and approved by the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC) of the National Taiwan
University (Taipei, Taiwan) with approval No. NTU107-EL-00105.

2.11. Immunohistochemistry (IHC)

The paraffin-embedded tissue sections were de-paraffinized with xylene, rehydrated with serially
descending ethanol gradient, and rinsed with Tris-buffered saline containing 0.1% Tween 20 (TBST).
The antigens were retrieved by the proteinase K solution (Qiagen) diluted 1:200 in phosphate-buffered
saline (PBS; pH 7.4) at RT for 15 min. After three washings by TBST, the slides were blocked with
10% normal goat serum (Dako) at RT for 30 min, then separately incubated with CCR9 polyclonal
antibodies (1 mg/mL, diluted 1:250 in PBS) (Invitrogen) or CCR10 polyclonal antibodies (1 mg/mL,
diluted 1:200 in PBS) (Invitrogen) at RT for an hour. Endogenous peroxidases were inactivated by
3% hydrogen peroxide in methanol at RT for 15 min. The slides were rinsed with TBST, stained
by the EnVision-HRP system (rabbit/mouse) (Dako Denmark A/S, Glostrup, Denmark) at RT for an
hour, and visualized by using the EnVision-DAB+ system (Dako) with Mayer’s hematoxylin solution
(MUTO, Tokyo, Japan) counterstained. The tissue section stained synchronously without applying the
primary antibodies was used as a negative control. Positive brown signals identified in the cytoplasm
or membranes of injection-induced inflammatory cells were further evaluated by visual counting of
10 independent, randomly selected 200× high power fields from each group in a blind pattern by two
individual examiners, repeated twice [33].

2.12. Statistical Analysis

The results of body weights, antibody titers, and viral shedding were statistically calculated
by the Statistical Analysis System (SAS, SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) with one-way ANOVA,
following reciprocal transformation due to the test of additivity, test of independence of error, and test
of homogeneity of variance. As to the results of immunohistochemistry between each immunization
group, they were calculated by SAS with a two-tailed, paired Student’s t test. Statistical differences
were considered significant with a p-value < 0.05.

3. Results

3.1. Expression and Detection of Porcine CCL25, CCL27, and CCL28

For the expression of porcine proteins, HEK293 cell lines were cultivated in a selection medium
containing G418. After 3–4 weeks, HEK293 cell lines stably expressing CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25
were successfully generated. To characterize and determine the expression levels of CCL proteins,
immunocytochemistry (ICC) and western blotting using anti-V5 antibodies (Invitrogen) were performed.
While no detectable signal was noted in normal HEK 293 cells, more than 90% of the three established
chemokine-expressing cells exhibited intracytoplasmic positive signals (Figure 2). Using the western
blotting analysis, the molecular weights of the porcine proteins CCL25, CCL27, and CCL28 were
determined to be about 25, 15, and 17 kilodaltons (kDa), consistent with the predicted sizes of 21, 15,
and 18 kDa, respectively (Figure 3).
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3.2. Detection of PEDV-Specific Systemic IgG and Mucosal IgA by ELISA 

To evaluate whether co-administration of porcine CCL25, 27, and/or 28 could modulate systemic 

and mucosal immune responses, IM vaccination regimens using iPEDV as the immunogen 

with/without different combinations of porcine CCL25, 27, and/or 28 proteins and Freund’s adjuvant 

were compared. As compared with the mock group, the iPEDV group elicited systemic PEDV-

specific IgG (Figure 4) and VN antibody titers (Figure 5) but failed to elicit a detectable PEDV-specific 

fecal IgA response (Figure 4). Interestingly, pigs of all chemokine-adjuvanted groups not only 

induced superior PEDV-specific IgG levels (Figure 4) and viral neutralizing (VN) antibody titers 

(Figure 5) as compared to those of mock and iPEDV groups, but also induced variable and detectable 
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IgA were detected in the iPEDV+CCL28 and iPEDV+CCL25/27/28 groups as compared to the mock 

group at 28 days post-immunization (DPI) (Figure 4). 

Figure 2. (a) Detection of the expression of CC chemokines by immunocytochemistry (ICC) in the
naïve parental HEK-293 cells, (b) HEK-293 cell lines stably expressing porcine CCL27, (c) CCL28,
and (d) CCL25. The anti-V5 antibodies (1:1000 dilution) was used as the primary antibody, and the
polyclonal anti-rabbit/mouse immunoglobulins conjugated with horseradish peroxidase (HRP) was
used as the secondary antibody. The coloration was detected using the EnVision-DAB+ system (Dako,
Santa Clara, CA, USA). Positive brown signals were identified under an inverted light microscope
(Nikon, Tokyo, Japan).
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Figure 3. Western blotting analysis of the expression of porcine CCL25 (lane 25), CCL27 (lane 27), and
CCL28 (lane 28) proteins. The recombinant CC chemokine proteins were detected by anti-V5 antibodies
(1:5000 dilution) as the primary antibody and alkaline peroxidase conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG
(1:10,000 dilution) as the secondary antibody. The polyvinylidene difluoride (PVDF) membranes were
developed by the Clarity™Western enhanced chemiluminescence (ECL) blotting substrates (Bio-Rad)
and visualized by ChemiDoc™ Imaging Systems (Bio-Rad).

3.2. Detection of PEDV-Specific Systemic IgG and Mucosal IgA by ELISA

To evaluate whether co-administration of porcine CCL25, 27, and/or 28 could modulate systemic
and mucosal immune responses, IM vaccination regimens using iPEDV as the immunogen with/without
different combinations of porcine CCL25, 27, and/or 28 proteins and Freund’s adjuvant were compared.
As compared with the mock group, the iPEDV group elicited systemic PEDV-specific IgG (Figure 4) and
VN antibody titers (Figure 5) but failed to elicit a detectable PEDV-specific fecal IgA response (Figure 4).
Interestingly, pigs of all chemokine-adjuvanted groups not only induced superior PEDV-specific IgG
levels (Figure 4) and viral neutralizing (VN) antibody titers (Figure 5) as compared to those of mock and
iPEDV groups, but also induced variable and detectable levels of PEDV-specific fecal IgA (Figure 4).
Statistically significant higher levels of PEDV-specific IgA were detected in the iPEDV+CCL28 and
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iPEDV+CCL25/27/28 groups as compared to the mock group at 28 days post-immunization (DPI)
(Figure 4).Vaccines 2020, 8, x 8 of 16 
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Figure 4. The detection of systemic PEDV spike (S)-specific IgG and fecal IgA in piglets.
The PEDV-specific IgG in blood was detected at 0, 14, and 28 days post-immunization (DPI) and at
14 days post-challenge (DPC) following the challenge with the virulent PEDV, PEDVPT-P6 and 7.
The mucosal PEDV-specific fecal IgA was detected in piglets at 0, 14, and 28 DPI. Data is displayed
as the average optical density (OD) values of each group with error bars representing the standard
deviation (SD). The arrow reflects the particular time (28 DPI or 0 DPC) of the PEDVPT-P6 and 7
challenge. Statistically significant differences are present among a, b, and c (p < 0.05).
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Figure 5. The titers of viral neutralizing (VN) antibodies against PEDV in each group at 0, 14, and
28 days post-immunization (DPI). Data are presented as the mean titer ± standard deviation. The gray
zone is the background of the viral neutralizing assay. Statistically significant differences are present
among a, b, and c (p < 0.05).
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3.3. Enhancement of Protective Efficacy of CCL25, 27, and/or 28 Adjuvanted iPEDV Vaccines against the
Virulent PEDVPT-P6 and 7 Challenge

To evaluate the protective efficacy, pigs receiving IM vaccination of iPEDV as an immunogen
with/without different combinations of porcine CCL25, 27, and/or 28 proteins combined with Freund’s
adjuvant were challenged with the virulent PEDVPT-P6 and 7 at 28 DPI. The clinical signs, fecal
conditions, daily viral shedding, weekly body weights, and VN antibody titers were evaluated. During
the study, no statistically significant difference in weekly body weights was observed among different
groups (data not shown). Regarding the fecal conditions, no clinical signs were observed in the pigs
before the PEDV challenge. After oral inoculation with PEDVPT-P6 and 7, all pigs in the mock and
iPEDV group showed typical PEDV-associated diarrhea, in which moderate to severe watery stools
(score 2–3) were noted in 4 out of 5 and 3 out of 4 pigs at 3–17 and 6–13 days post-challenge (DPC),
respectively (Figure 6A,B). In the iPEDV + CCL28 group, although all three pigs exhibited clinical
diarrhea, only 1 out of 3 piglets showed moderate to severe watery stools (score 2–3) during 5–11 DPC
(Figure 6C). Conversely, pigs in both iPEDV + CCL25/27 and iPEDV + CCL25/27/28 groups had a
relatively shortened course of severe symptoms, showing moderate to severe watery stools (score
2–3) during 5–6 and 3–6 DPC, respectively (Figure 6E,F). In pigs immunized with iPEDV adjuvanted
with both CCL25 and CCL28, only intermittent loose diarrhea (score 1) was detected in 2 out of 5 pigs
during the PEDV challenge (Figure 6D). Importantly, no severe diarrhea (score 2–3) was noted in pigs
of this group.

Vaccines 2020, 8, x 9 of 16 

 

Freund’s adjuvant were challenged with the virulent PEDVPT-P6 and 7 at 28 DPI. The clinical signs, 

fecal conditions, daily viral shedding, weekly body weights, and VN antibody titers were evaluated. 

During the study, no statistically significant difference in weekly body weights was observed among 

different groups (data not shown). Regarding the fecal conditions, no clinical signs were observed in 

the pigs before the PEDV challenge. After oral inoculation with PEDVPT-P6 and 7, all pigs in the 

mock and iPEDV group showed typical PEDV-associated diarrhea, in which moderate to severe 

watery stools (score 2–3) were noted in 4 out of 5 and 3 out of 4 pigs at 3–17 and 6–13 days post-

challenge (DPC), respectively (Figures 6A,B). In the iPEDV + CCL28 group, although all three pigs 

exhibited clinical diarrhea, only 1 out of 3 piglets showed moderate to severe watery stools (score 2–

3) during 5–11 DPC (Figure 6C). Conversely, pigs in both iPEDV + CCL25/27 and iPEDV + 

CCL25/27/28 groups had a relatively shortened course of severe symptoms, showing moderate to 

severe watery stools (score 2–3) during 5–6 and 3–6 DPC, respectively (Figures 6E,F). In pigs 

immunized with iPEDV adjuvanted with both CCL25 and CCL28, only intermittent loose diarrhea 

(score 1) was detected in 2 out of 5 pigs during the PEDV challenge (Figure 6D). Importantly, no 

severe diarrhea (score 2–3) was noted in pigs of this group. 

 

Figure 6. The accumulative scores of fecal conditions in (A) the mock group, (B) the iPEDV group, (C) 

the iPEDV + CCL28 group, (D) the iPEDV + CCL25/28 group, (E) the iPEDV + CCL25/27 group, and 

(F) the iPEDV + CCL25/27/28 group. The clinical signs of feces are classified into four grades: score 0, 

normal; score 1, loose; score 2, semi-fluid; and score 3, watery diarrhea. 

3.4. Viral Shedding of Highly Virulent PEDVPT- P6 and 7 Challenge Discovered by a Probe-Based 

Quantitative Reverse Transcription PCR (RT-qPCR) Targeting on the N Gene of PEDV 

The level of shedding of PEDV in each group during 1–17 DPC is depicted in Figure 7. In the 

mock group, the average viral shedding titer was 3.02 ± 0.13 log10 copies/mL at 1 DPC, 

uninterruptedly climbing and fluctuating at 3–9 DPC with a peak viral titer of 5.52 ± 0.68 log10 

copies/mL at 7 DPC, and dropping at 10 DPC. In the iPEDV group, the viral shedding titer was 3.04 

± 0.09 log10 copies/mL at 1 DPC, dramatically fluctuating at 3–7 DPC, and decreasing at 8 DPC. In 

the iPEDV + CCL28 immunized group, the average viral shedding titer reached the peak of 3.87 ± 

1.87 log10 copies/mL, plummeting to 2.01 ± 2.84 log10 copies/mL at 7 DPC. As compared to the mock 

group, statistically significant lower viral shedding titers were noted at 7 and 9 DPC (p < 0.05). In the 

iPEDV + CCL25/28 group, the average viral shedding titer was 3.12 ± 0.22 log10 copies/mL at 1 DPC 

with a minor drop to 2.82 ± 0.32 log10 copies/mL at 3 DPC. As compared with the mock group, 

Figure 6. The accumulative scores of fecal conditions in (A) the mock group, (B) the iPEDV group, (C)
the iPEDV + CCL28 group, (D) the iPEDV + CCL25/28 group, (E) the iPEDV + CCL25/27 group, and
(F) the iPEDV + CCL25/27/28 group. The clinical signs of feces are classified into four grades: score 0,
normal; score 1, loose; score 2, semi-fluid; and score 3, watery diarrhea.

3.4. Viral Shedding of Highly Virulent PEDVPT- P6 and 7 Challenge Discovered by a Probe-Based
Quantitative Reverse Transcription PCR (RT-qPCR) Targeting on the N Gene of PEDV

The level of shedding of PEDV in each group during 1–17 DPC is depicted in Figure 7. In the mock
group, the average viral shedding titer was 3.02 ± 0.13 log10 copies/mL at 1 DPC, uninterruptedly
climbing and fluctuating at 3–9 DPC with a peak viral titer of 5.52 ± 0.68 log10 copies/mL at 7 DPC,
and dropping at 10 DPC. In the iPEDV group, the viral shedding titer was 3.04 ± 0.09 log10 copies/mL
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at 1 DPC, dramatically fluctuating at 3–7 DPC, and decreasing at 8 DPC. In the iPEDV + CCL28
immunized group, the average viral shedding titer reached the peak of 3.87 ± 1.87 log10 copies/mL,
plummeting to 2.01 ± 2.84 log10 copies/mL at 7 DPC. As compared to the mock group, statistically
significant lower viral shedding titers were noted at 7 and 9 DPC (p < 0.05). In the iPEDV + CCL25/28
group, the average viral shedding titer was 3.12 ± 0.22 log10 copies/mL at 1 DPC with a minor drop to
2.82 ± 0.32 log10 copies/mL at 3 DPC. As compared with the mock group, significantly lower average
viral shedding titer was noted during 6–9 DPC (p < 0.05). The iPEDV + CCL25/27 group had an
average viral shedding titer of 3.05 ± 0.09 log10 copies/mL at 1 DPC, reached a peak viral shedding of
3.21 ± 0.83 log10 copies/mL at 5 DPC, and gradually decreased during 6–8 DPC. As compared to the
mock group, statistically significant lower viral shedding titers were noted during 6–9 DPC (p < 0.05).
In the iPEDV + CCL25/27/28 group, the average viral shedding titer was 3.71 ± 0.57 log10 copies/mL at
1 DPC, fluctuated during 1–6 DPC with a peak viral titer of 4.69 ± 1.32 log10 copies/mL at 5 DPC, and
reduced after 7 DPC with a statistically significant difference (p < 0.05) when compared to the mock
group at 8–9 DPC. After 9 DPC, no statistically significant difference in the average viral shedding titer
was noted among the six groups.
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Figure 7. The average mean values of PEDV viral copy numbers detected in the feces of piglets following
the virulent PEDVPT-P6 and 7 challenge. The fecal PEDV viral load was detected by a probe-based
quantitative reverse transcription PCR (RT-qPCR) and transformed into the log10 copies/mL. The error
bars indicate the standard deviation. The limit of detection for RT-qPCR was 1.8 log10 (copies/mL)
marked as the gray zone. Statistically significant differences are present between a and b (p < 0.05).

3.5. Evaluation of In Vivo Functional Assay of CCL25, 27, and/or 28 Attracting CCR9+ and/or CCR10+
Inflammatory Cells Surrounding Injection-Site Regions

As compared to pigs vaccinated with or without iPEDV alone, pigs vaccinated with iPEDV in
combination with quantitative and purified CCL proteins (CCL25, 27, and/or 28) showed variable
immune protection against the virulent PEDV challenge. To verify the in vivo function of CCL proteins
consistent with the immune protection in each group of the PEDV-challenged animal, we repeated the
same immune formula to disclose the in vivo immunogenicity of CC chemokines. Distinct CCR9+

(Figure 8b–f) and/or CCR10+ (Figure 8g–k) antigens were scattered in inflammatory cells at the injection
site in varying degrees among immunization groups. Those inflammatory cells were further separately
quantitated, as shown in Figure 9a,b. In the detection of CCR9 antigens, mean numbers of CCR9+ cells
in the iPEDV + CCL25/27, iPEDV + CCL25/28, and iPEDV + CCL25/27/28 groups (39 ± 3.5, 49.65 ± 6.25,
and 31 ± 2.6, respectively) shared statistically significant differences (p < 0.01) as compared to both
the mock and iPEDV groups (0.4 ± 1.5 and 9 ± 2.3, respectively) (Figure 9a). Notably, the values of
CCR9+ cells in the iPEDV + CCL25/28 group also showed statistical differences (p < 0.05) compared to
the iPEDV + CCL25/27/28 group (Figure 9a). On the other hand, the data in the detection of CCR10
antigens mirrored that of CCR9 antigens. Mean numbers of CCR10+ inflammatory cells in the iPEDV
+ CCL25/27, iPEDV + CCL25/28, and iPEDV + CCL25/27/28 groups (62.3 ± 11.4, 84.35 ± 5.55, and 67.45
± 13.25, respectively) shared statistically significant differences (p < 0.01) in comparison to the mock
and iPEDV groups (3.5 ± 0.2 and 5.2 ± 0.3, respectively) (Figure 9b).
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Figure 8. Detection of the expression of CCR9 and CCR10 antigens in injection-site inflammatory
cells by immunohistochemistry (IHC). Those infiltrating inflammatory cells were incubated with
an anti-CCR9 and CCR10 antibodies (1:250 and 1:200 dilution) as the primary antibody, conjugated
with the EnVision-HRP system (rabbit/mouse) as the secondary antibody, and then visualized by the
EnVision-DAB+ system by a light microscopy. (a) The tissue section stained synchronously without
applying the primary antibodies was taken as a negative control. (d,i) Scattering CCR9 and CCR10
antigens were observed in the cytoplasm of inflammatory cells in the iPEDV + CCL25/27, (e,j) iPEDV +

CCL25/28, and (f,k) iPEDV + CCL25/27/28 group. Rare CCR9 and CCR10 positive signals were detected
in the mock (b,g) and iPEDV (c,h) group. Scale bars are 50 µm.
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Figure 9. The average numbers of (a) CCR9 and (b) CCR10 positive cells were counted by a light
microscopy over 10 different (200×) fields in each group at one week post the second immunization.
Data are presented as the mean number ± standard deviation. Statistically significant differences are
present among a, b, and c (p < 0.05).

4. Discussion

The stimulation of mucosal immunity by trafficking antigen secreting cells (ASCs) to
mucosa-related locations has been considered difficult via IM administration of vaccinations. However,
IM administration is the most popular and convenient route for vaccinations in pig herds [6,15–17,36,37].
In the present study, we have demonstrated that IM co-administration of iPEDV with CC chemokines
as adjuvants could induce superior systemic antigen-specific IgG, mucosal antigen-specific IgA, and
recruitment of CCR9+ and/or CCR10+ inflammatory cells at the injection site of the experimental pigs
as compared to control piglets. Strikingly, pigs intramuscularly immunized with iPEDV in combination
with chemokines CCL25 and CCL28 were almost fully protected from the virulent PEDV challenge.
Taken together, our results suggest that the application of porcine CC chemokines as the iPEDV IM
vaccine adjuvants could successfully augment vaccine immune responses at the mucosal sites.

Chemokines such as CCL25, CCL28, and CCL27 secreted from the vascular endothelial cells or skin
keratinocytes play a critical role in homing lymphocytes and/or ASCs by encoding their corresponding
receptors at mucosal sites of pathogenic exposure [18,27,28,37]. Both CCL27 and CCL28 have been
demonstrated as being able to recruit CLA- positive cells expressing the cognate receptor CCR10
and its ligands in the chemo-trafficking of antigen-specific IgA secreting plasmablasts and memory
CD4+ T lymphocytes to mucosal sites of pathogenic exposure [25,28,38–40]. These functions had been
applied in the development of vaccines for HIV-1 DNA and virus-like particles (VLP). In the HIV-1
DNA vaccine, IM co-administration of HIV antigens adjuvanted with CCL27 plasmid in both mice
and macaques has been demonstrated to successfully magnify the HIV-specific IgA titers at mucosal
areas [32]. In the case of HIV-1 VLPs co-immunized with CCL28 plasmid, HIV-specific IgA, as well as
gastro-intestinal mucosal IgA-secreting plasma cells were significantly augmented in mice [41]. On the
other hand, co-administration of CCL25 plasmid with the HIV DNA vaccine showed the elevation of
both systemic HIV-specific IgG and mucosal HIV-specific IgA immune responses in mice following IM
immunization [33].

In pigs, similar abilities to recruit CCR9+ or CCR10+ cells and facilitate them homing to the
mucosal sites have been demonstrated in porcine CCL25, 27 or 28 [18,26,30,37,42]. Differing from
previous studies in using plasmid of CC chemokines as mucosal adjuvants in DNA vaccines [32,33,43],
purified mammalian cells-derived porcine chemokines were used instead in the present study. While
the level of protein expression and immunogenicity of chemokine plasmids might be variable in
different individuals, mammalian cell-derived porcine chemokines proteins used in the present study
could provide a standardized and quantitative examination. To our knowledge, this is the first
study demonstrating that the porcine chemokine proteins can be IM co-administrated and capable of
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modulating mucosal immunity in pigs. As compared to pigs vaccinated with iPEDV in combination
with CCL25/27 and CCL25/28, pigs vaccinated with iPEDV in combination with CCL28 alone or CCL25,
CCL27, and CCL28 showed minimal protection against the virulent PEDV challenge. Concerning
in vivo functions of CC chemokines, the findings unveiled that the iPEDV + CCL25/28 group also
showed superior in vivo chemotaxis of CCR9+ cells compared to the iPEDV + CCL25/27/28 group.
These results may help to explain that the co-existence of CCL25 and CCR9+ cells attracting chemokines
is necessary for the IM iPEDV vaccine to mount effective immune protection against PEDV. Furthermore,
the less effective CCL25, CCL27, and CCL28 triple-adjuvanted iPEDV vaccine, which contained 20 µg
of each chemokine per shot, suggested that the amount of each chemokine should be at least 30 µg
per shot to reach similar efficacy of disease protection, such as in the CCL25/CCL28 or CCL25/CCL27
double-adjuvanted groups.

While all groups with IM co-administration of iPEDV adjuvanted with different combinations
of CC chemokines could induce superior systemic antigen-specific IgG and mucosal antigen-specific
IgA responses as compared to those without CC chemokines and control piglets, only pigs in groups
vaccinated with iPEDV in combination with both CCL25 and CCL28, or both CCL25 and CCL27
showed significant reduction in viral shedding and clinical signs after the virulent PEDV challenge.
Co-administration of both CCL25 and CCL28, or both CCL25 and CCL27 has been demonstrated
not only to recruit and home CCR9+ and CCR10+ cells to mucosal sites, but also enhance mucosal
antigen-specific CD8+ T cells and the secretion of IFN-γ, TNF-α and IL-2 [32,33,41,44–48]. It has
also been shown that both CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses and interferons (IFNs) might be critical
interfering factors against PEDV [18,37,47,48] besides the antigen-specific IgA. Further investigations
for disclosing the exact immune-protective mechanism of CC chemokines-adjuvanted iPEDV vaccines,
such as functional assays for determining antibody secreting cells, chemotaxis studies for attracting
CCR-expressing cells, and ELISpots for studying the PEDV specific cellular responses in the mucosal
site, are necessary.

5. Conclusions

In this study, we successfully generated three porcine CCL (CCL27, 28, and 25) proteins based
on the stable mammalian cell expression system. The combinations of CCR10 and CCR9 attracting
chemokines have been demonstrated to be potential novel mucosal adjuvants for an inactivated
G2b PEDV vaccine. This novel invention and combination allows us to develop an IM iPEDV
vaccine capable of eliciting PEDV-specific systemic and mucosal immune responses, relieving clinical
signs, and reducing viral shedding. Moreover, our porcine CC chemokines might be applied to the
development of other porcine vaccines against mucosal transmissible pathogens, such as the porcine
deltacoronavirus (PDCoV) and porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus (PRRSV). Future
research should concentrate on whether co-immunization with CC chemokines and iPEDV provides
lactogenic immunity and similar protective efficacy for suckling piglets against PEDV.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2076-393X/8/1/102/s1.
Figure S1: The detection of systemic PEDV spike (S)-specific IgG and fecal IgA in iPEDV + CCL25 and/or CCL27
immunized piglets.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, C.-F.K. and H.-W.C.; Methodology, F.-C.H., C.-F.K., C.-W.H. and
H.-W.C.; Validation, Y.-C.C. and H.-W.C.; Formal analysis, F.-C.H., Y.-C.C. and C.-W.H.; Investigation, F.-C.H.,
Y.-C.C., C.-W.H. and H.-W.C.; Data curation, F.-C.H. and C.-F.K.; Writing—Original Draft Preparation, F.-C.H.;
Writing—Review & Editing, H.-W.C.; Supervision, Y.-C.C. and H.-W.C.; Project Administration, Funding
Acquisition, and manuscript approval: H.-W.C. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by the Ministry of Science and Technology, Taiwan, R.O.C.
(106-2311-B-002-028-MY3 and 108-2321-B-033-001-) and 108L7842 from National Taiwan University, Taiwan, ROC.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest with respect to the research, authorship, and/or
the publication of the article.

http://www.mdpi.com/2076-393X/8/1/102/s1


Vaccines 2020, 8, 102 14 of 16

References

1. Puranaveja, S.; Poolperm, P.; Lertwatcharasarakul, P.; Kesdaengsakonwut, S.; Boonsoongnern, A.;
Urairong, K.; Kitikoon, P.; Choojai, P.; Kedkovid, R.; Teankum, K.; et al. Chinese-like strain of porcine
epidemic diarrhea virus, Thailand. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2009, 15, 1112–1115. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Van Diep, N.; Sueyoshi, M.; Norimine, J.; Hirai, T.; Myint, O.; Teh, A.P.P.; Izzati, U.Z.; Fuke, N.; Yamaguchi, R.
Molecular characterization of US-like and Asian non-S INDEL strains of porcine epidemic diarrhea virus
(PEDV) that circulated in Japan during 2013–2016 and PEDVs collected from recurrent outbreaks. BMC Vet. Res.
2018, 14, 96. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Van Reeth, K.; Pensaert, M. Prevalence of infections with enzootic respiratory and enteric viruses in feeder
pigs entering fattening herds. Vet. Rec. 1994, 135, 594–597. [PubMed]

4. Annamalai, T.; Lin, C.M.; Gao, X.; Liu, X.; Lu, Z.; Saif, L.J.; Wang, Q. Cross protective immune responses
in nursing piglets infected with a US spike-insertion deletion porcine epidemic diarrhea virus strain and
challenged with an original US PEDV strain. Vet. Res. 2017, 48, 61. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Li, B.; Du, L.; Yu, Z.; Sun, B.; Xu, X.; Fan, B.; Guo, R.; Yuan, W.; He, K. Poly (d, l-lactide-co-glycolide)
nanoparticle-entrapped vaccine induces a protective immune response against porcine epidemic diarrhea
virus infection in piglets. Vaccine 2017, 35, 7010–7017. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Lee, S.H.; Yang, D.K.; Kim, H.H.; Cho, I.S. Efficacy of inactivated variant porcine epidemic diarrhea virus
vaccines in growing pigs. Clin. Exp. Vaccine Res. 2018, 7, 61–69. [CrossRef]

7. Sato, T.; Oroku, K.; Ohshima, Y.; Furuya, Y.; Sasakawa, C. Efficacy of genogroup 1 based porcine epidemic
diarrhea live vaccine against genogroup 2 field strain in Japan. Virol. J. 2018, 15, 28. [CrossRef]

8. 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 Fact. 2018, 17, 20. [CrossRef]

9. Chang, C.Y.; Hsu, W.T.; Chao, Y.C.; Chang, H.W. Display of porcine epidemic diarrhea virus spike protein on
baculovirus to improve immunogenicity and protective efficacy. Viruses 2018, 10, 346. [CrossRef]

10. Joshi, L.R.; Okda, F.A.; Singrey, A.; Maggioli, M.F.; Faccin, T.C.; Fernandes, M.H.V.; Hain, K.S.; Dee, S.;
Bauermann, F.V.; Nelson, E.A.; et al. Passive immunity to porcine epidemic diarrhea virus following
immunization of pregnant gilts with a recombinant orf virus vector expressing the spike protein. Arch. Virol.
2018, 163, 2327–2335. [CrossRef]

11. Laimbacher, A.S.; Esteban, L.E.; Castello, A.A.; Abdusetir Cerfoglio, J.C.; Argüelles, M.H.; Glikmann, G.;
D’Antuono, A.; Mattion, N.; Berois, M.; Arbiza, J.; et al. HSV-1 amplicon vectors launch the production of
heterologous rotavirus-like particles and induce rotavirus-specific immune responses in mice. Mol. Ther.
2012, 20, 1810–1820. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Opriessnig, T.; Gerber, P.F.; Shen, H.; de Castro, A.M.M.G.; Zhang, J.; Chen, Q.; Halbur, P. Evaluation of the
efficacy of a commercial inactivated genogroup 2b-based porcine epidemic diarrhea virus (PEDV) vaccine
and experimental live genogroup 1b exposure against 2b challenge. Vet. Res. 2017, 48, 69. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13. Khanna, M.; Jackson, R.J.; Alcantara, S.; Amarasena, T.H.; Li, Z.; Kelleher, A.D.; Kent, S.J.;
Ranasinghe, C. Mucosal and systemic SIV-specific cytotoxic CD4+ T cell hierarchy in protection following
intranasal/intramuscular recombinant pox-viral vaccination of pigtail macaques. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 5661.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Matchett, W.E.; Anguiano-Zarate, S.S.; Nehete, P.N.; Shelton, K.; Nehete, B.P.; Yang, G.; Dorta-Estremera, S.;
Barnette, P.; Xiao, P.; Byrareddy, S.N.; et al. Divergent HIV-1-directed immune responses generated by
systemic and mucosal immunization with replicating single-cycle adenoviruses in rhesus macaques. J. Virol.
2019, 93, e02016–e02018. [CrossRef]

15. Subramaniam, S.; Yugo, D.M.; Heffron, C.L.; Rogers, A.J.; Sooryanarain, H.; LeRoith, T.; Overend, C.; Cao, D.;
Meng, X.J. Vaccination of sows with a dendritic cell-targeted porcine epidemic diarrhea virus S1 protein-based
candidate vaccine reduced viral shedding but exacerbated gross pathological lesions in suckling neonatal
piglets. J. Gen. Virol. 2018, 99, 230–239. [CrossRef]

16. Oh, J.; Lee, K.W.; Choi, H.W.; Lee, C. Immunogenicity and protective efficacy of recombinant S1 domain of
the porcine epidemic diarrhea virus spike protein. Arch. Virol. 2014, 159, 2977–2987. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid1507.081256
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19624933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12917-018-1409-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29540176
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7900243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13567-017-0469-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28985754
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2017.10.054
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29102169
http://dx.doi.org/10.7774/cevr.2018.7.1.61
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12985-018-0940-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12934-018-0861-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/v10070346
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00705-018-3855-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/mt.2012.108
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22713696
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13567-017-0472-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29073936
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-41506-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30952887
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02016-18
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/jgv.0.001001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00705-014-2163-7


Vaccines 2020, 8, 102 15 of 16

17. Chang, Y.C.; Chang, C.Y.; Tsai, P.S.; Chiou, H.Y.; Jeng, C.R.; Pang, V.F.; Chang, H.W. Efficacy of heat-labile
enterotoxin B subunit-adjuvanted parenteral porcine epidemic diarrhea virus trimeric spike subunit vaccine
in piglets. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2018, 102, 7499–7507. [CrossRef]

18. Langel, S.N.; Paim, F.C.; Lager, K.M.; Vlasova, A.N.; Saif, L.J. Lactogenic immunity and vaccines for porcine
epidemic diarrhea virus (PEDV): Historical and current concepts. Virus Res. 2016, 226, 93–107. [CrossRef]

19. Niederwerder, M.C.; Hesse, R.A. Swine enteric coronavirus disease: A review of 4 years with porcine epidemic
diarrhoea virus and porcine deltacoronavirus in the United States and Canada. Transbound. Emerg. Dis. 2018,
65, 660–675. [CrossRef]

20. Yoshino, N.; Kanekiyo, M.; Hagiwara, Y.; Okamura, T.; Someya, K.; Matsuo, K.; Ami, Y.; Sato, S.; Yamamoto, N.;
Honda, M. Intradermal delivery of recombinant vaccinia virus vector DIs induces gut-mucosal immunity.
Scand. J. Immunol. 2010, 72, 98–105. [CrossRef]

21. Heine, S.J.; Diaz-McNair, J.; Andar, A.U.; Drachenberg, C.B.; van de Verg, L.; Walker, R.; Picking, W.L.;
Pasetti, M.F. Intradermal delivery of Shigella IpaB and IpaD type III secretion proteins: Kinetics of cell
recruitment and antigen uptake, mucosal and systemic immunity, and protection across serotypes. J. Immunol.
2014, 192, 1630–1640. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Tomusange, K.; Wijesundara, D.; Gummow, J.; Wesselingh, S.; Suhrbier, A.; Gowans, E.J.; Grubor-Bauk, B.
Mucosal vaccination with a live recombinant rhinovirus followed by intradermal DNA administration elicits
potent and protective HIV-specific immune responses. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 36658. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Mohan, T.; Deng, L.; Wang, B.Z. CCL28 chemokine: An anchoring point bridging innate and adaptive
immunity. Int. Immunopharmacol. 2017, 51, 165–170. [CrossRef]

24. Boyaka, P.N. Inducing mucosal IgA: A challenge for vaccine adjuvants and delivery systems. J. Immunol.
2017, 199, 9–16. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Kunkel, E.J.; Kim, C.H.; Lazarus, N.H.; Vierra, M.A.; Soler, D.; Bowman, E.P.; Butcher, E.C. CCR10 expression
is a common feature of circulating and mucosal epithelial tissue IgA Ab-secreting cells. J. Clin. Investig. 2003,
111, 1001–1010. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Berri, M.; Meurens, F.; Lefevre, F.; Chevaleyre, C.; Zanello, G.; Gerdts, V.; Salmon, H. Molecular cloning and
functional characterization of porcine CCL28: Possible involvement in homing of IgA antibody secreting
cells into the mammary gland. Mol. Immunol. 2008, 45, 271–277. [CrossRef]

27. Homey, B.; Wang, W.; Soto, H.; Buchanan, M.E.; Wiesenborn, A.; Catron, D.; Müller, A.; McClanahan, T.K.;
Dieu-Nosjean, M.C.; Orozco, R.; et al. Cutting edge: The orphan chemokine receptor G protein-coupled
receptor-2 (GPR-2, CCR10) binds the skin-associated chemokine CCL27 (CTACK/ALP/ILC). J. Immunol. 2000,
164, 3465–3470. [CrossRef]

28. Homey, B.; Alenius, H.; Müller, A.; Soto, H.; Bowman, E.P.; Yuan, W.; McEvoy, L.; Lauerma, A.I.; Assmann, T.;
Bünemann, E.; et al. CCL27-CCR10 interactions regulate T cell-mediated skin inflammation. Nat. Med. 2002,
8, 157–165. [CrossRef]

29. Kroeze, K.L.; Boink, M.A.; Sampat-Sardjoepersad, S.C.; Waaijman, T.; Scheper, R.J.; Gibbs, S. Autocrine
regulation of re-epithelialization after wounding by chemokine receptors CCR1, CCR10, CXCR1, CXCR2,
and CXCR3. J. Investig. Dermatol. 2012, 132, 216–225. [CrossRef]

30. Hernández-Ruiz, M.; Zlotnik, A. Mucosal Chemokines. J. Interferon Cytokine Res. 2017, 37, 62–70. [CrossRef]
31. Zaballos, A.; Gutiérrez, J.; Varona, R.; Ardavín, C.; Márquez, G. Cutting edge: Identification of the orphan

receptor for the chemokine TECK chemokine receptor GPR-9-6 as CCR9. J. Immunol. 1999, 162, 5671–5675.
[PubMed]

32. Kraynyak, K.A.; Kutzler, M.A.; Cisper, N.J.; Khan, A.S.; Draghia-Akli, R.; Sardesal, N.Y.; Lewis, M.G.; Yan, J.;
Weiner, D.B. Systemic immunization with CCL27/CTACK modulates immune responses at mucosal sites in
mice and macaques. Vaccine 2010, 28, 1942–1951. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Kathuria, N.; Kraynyak, K.A.; Carnathan, D.; Betts, M.; Weiner, D.B.; Kutzler, M.A. Generation of
antigen-specific immunity following systemic immunization with DNA vaccine encoding CCL25 chemokine
immunoadjuvant. Hum. Vaccin. Immunother. 2012, 8, 1607–1619. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Chang, Y.C.; Kao, C.F.; Chang, C.Y.; Jeng, C.R.; Tsai, P.S.; Pang, V.F.; Chiou, H.Y.; Peng, J.Y.; Cheng, I.C.;
Chang, H.W. Evaluation and comparison of the pathogenicity and host immune responses induced by a G2b
Taiwan porcine epidemic diarrhea virus (strain Pintung 52) and its highly cell-culture passaged strain in
conventional 5-week-old pigs. Viruses 2017, 9, 121. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-018-9110-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.virusres.2016.05.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12823
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3083.2010.02416.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1302743
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24453241
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep36658
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27853256
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2017.08.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1601775
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28630108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/JCI17244
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12671049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molimm.2007.04.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.164.7.3465
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nm0202-157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/jid.2011.245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/jir.2016.0076
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10229797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.10.095
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20188250
http://dx.doi.org/10.4161/hv.22574
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23151454
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/v9050121


Vaccines 2020, 8, 102 16 of 16

35. Kao, C.F.; Chiou, H.Y.; Chang, Y.C.; Hsueh, C.S.; Jeng, C.R.; Tsai, P.S.; Cheng, I.C.; Pang, V.F.; Chang, H.W.
The characterization of immunoprotection induced by a cDNA clone derived from the attenuated Taiwan
porcine epidemic diarrhea virus Pintung 52 strain. Viruses 2018, 10, 543. [CrossRef]

36. Lin, C.M.; Ghimire, S.; Hou, Y.; Boley, P.; Langel, S.N.; Vlasova, A.N.; Saif, L.J.; Wang, Q. Pathogenicity and
immunogenicity of attenuated porcine epidemic diarrhea virus PC22A strain in conventional weaned pigs.
BMC Vet. Res. 2019, 15, 26. [CrossRef]

37. Chattha, K.S.; Roth, J.A.; Saif, L.J. Strategies for design and application of enteric viral vaccines. Annu. Rev.
Anim. Biosci. 2015, 3, 375–395. [CrossRef]

38. Pan, J.; Kunkel, E.J.; Gosslar, U.; Lazarus, N.; Langdon, P.; Broadwell, K.; Vierra, M.A.; Genovese, M.C.;
Butcher, E.C.; Soler, D. A novel chemokine ligand for CCR10 and CCR3 expressed by epithelial cells in
mucosal tissues. J. Immunol. 2000, 165, 2943–2949. [CrossRef]

39. Hudak, S.; Hagen, M.; Liu, Y.; Catron, D.; Oldham, E.; McEvoy, L.M.; Bowman, E.P. Immune surveillance
and effector functions of CCR10+ skin homing T cells. J. Immunol. 2002, 169, 1189–1196. [CrossRef]

40. Soler, D.; Humphreys, T.L.; Spinola, S.M.; Campbell, J.J. CCR4 versus CCR10 in human cutaneous TH
lymphocyte trafficking. Blood 2003, 101, 1677–1682. [CrossRef]

41. Rainone, V.; Dubois, G.; Temchura, V.; Überla, K.; Clivio, A.; Nebuloni, M.; Lauri, E.; Trabattoni, D.; Veas, F.;
Clerici, M. CCL28 induces mucosal homing of HIV-1-specific IgA-secreting plasma cells in mice immunized
with HIV-1 virus-like particles. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e26979. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Meurens, F.; Berri, M.; Whale, J.; Dybvig, T.; Strom, S.; Thompson, D.; Brownlie, R.; Townsend, H.G.;
Salmon, H.; Gerdts, V. Expression of TECK/CCL25 and MEC/CCL28 chemokines and their respective
receptors CCR9 and CCR10 in porcine mucosal tissues. Vet. Immunol. Immunopathol. 2006, 113, 313–327.
[CrossRef]

43. Kutzler, M.A.; Wise, M.C.; Hutnick, N.A.; Moldoveanu, Z.; Hunter, M.; Reuter, M.; Yuan, S.; Yan, J.;
Ginsberg, A.; Sylvester, A.; et al. Chemokine-adjuvanted electroporated DNA vaccine induces substantial
protection from simian immunodeficiency virus vaginal challenge. Mucosal Immunol. 2016, 9, 13–23.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Feng, N.; Jaimes, M.C.; Lazarus, N.H.; Monak, D.; Zhang, C.; Butcher, E.C.; Greenberg, H.B. Redundant role
of chemokines CCL25/TECK and CCL28/MEC in IgA+ plasmablast recruitment to the intestinal lamina
propria after rotavirus infection. J. Immunol. 2006, 176, 5749–5759. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Hieshima, K.; Kawasaki, Y.; Hanamoto, H.; Nakayama, T.; Nagakubo, D.; Kanamaru, A.; Yoshie, O. CC
chemokine ligands 25 and 28 play essential roles in intestinal extravasation of IgA antibody-secreting cells.
J. Immunol. 2004, 173, 3668–3675. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Sundström, P.; Lundin, S.B.; Nilsson, L.A.; Quiding-Järbrink, M. Human IgA-secreting cells induced by
intestinal, but not systemic, immunization respond to CCL25 (TECK) and CCL28 (MEC). Eur. J. Immunol.
2008, 39, 3327–3338. [CrossRef]

47. Shen, H.; Zhang, C.; Guo, P.; Liu, Z.; Sun, M.; Sun, J.; Li, L.; Dong, J.; Zhang, J. Short communication: Antiviral
activity of porcine IFN-λ3 against porcine epidemic diarrhea virus in vitro. Virus Genes 2016, 52, 877–882.
[CrossRef]

48. Zhang, Q.; Ke, H.; Blikslager, A.; Fujita, T.; Yoo, D. Type III interferon restriction by porcine epidemic diarrhea
virus and the role of viral protein nsp1 in IRF1 signaling. J. Virol. 2018, 92, e01677-17. [CrossRef]

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/v10100543
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12917-018-1756-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-animal-022114-111038
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.165.6.2943
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.169.3.1189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1182/blood-2002-07-2348
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0026979
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22066023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2006.05.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/mi.2015.31
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25943275
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.176.10.5749
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16670280
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.173.6.3668
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15356112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eji.200838506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11262-016-1374-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01677-17
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Cell Lines and Viruses 
	Generation of CCL Proteins (CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25) 
	Plasmid Construction 
	Transfections 
	Immunocytochemistry (ICC) 

	Purification of CCL (CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25) Proteins 
	Western Blotting 
	Immunization Program of Piglets 
	Clinical Signs and Body Weights 
	Detection of Systemic IgG and Mucosal IgA 
	Detection of Fecal PEDV Viral Loads 
	Viral Neutralization (VN) Assay 
	In Vivo Functional Assay of CCL Proteins (CCL27, CCL28, and CCL25) 
	Immunohistochemistry (IHC) 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Expression and Detection of Porcine CCL25, CCL27, and CCL28 
	Detection of PEDV-Specific Systemic IgG and Mucosal IgA by ELISA 
	Enhancement of Protective Efficacy of CCL25, 27, and/or 28 Adjuvanted iPEDV Vaccines against the Virulent PEDVPT-P6 and 7 Challenge 
	Viral Shedding of Highly Virulent PEDVPT- P6 and 7 Challenge Discovered by a Probe-Based Quantitative Reverse Transcription PCR (RT-qPCR) Targeting on the N Gene of PEDV 
	Evaluation of In Vivo Functional Assay of CCL25, 27, and/or 28 Attracting CCR9+ and/or CCR10+ Inflammatory Cells Surrounding Injection-Site Regions 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

