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Abstract: Bovine mastitis is a costly disease to the dairy industry and intramammary infections (IMI)
with Staphylococcus aureus are a major cause of mastitis. Staphylococcus aureus strains responsible for
mastitis in cattle predominantly belong to ruminant-associated clonal complexes (CCs). Recognition
of pathogens by bovine mammary epithelial cells (bMEC) plays a key role in activation of immune
responsiveness during IML. However, it is still largely unknown to what extent the bMEC response
differs according to S. aureus CC. The aim of this study was to determine whether ruminant-associated
S. aureus CCs differentially activate bMEC. For this purpose, the immortalized bMEC line PS was
stimulated with S. aureus mastitis isolates belonging to four different clonal complexes (CCs; CC133,
CC479, CC151 and CC425) and interleukin 8 (IL-8) release was measured as indicator of activation.
To validate our bMEC model, we first stimulated PS cells with genetically modified S. aureus strains
lacking (protein A, wall teichoic acid (WTA) synthesis) or expressing (capsular polysaccharide (CP)
type 5 or type 8) factors expected to affect S. aureus recognition by bMEC. The absence of functional
WTA synthesis increased IL-8 release by bMEC in response to bacterial stimulation compared to
wildtype. In addition, bMEC released more IL-8 after stimulation with S. aureus expressing CP
type 5 compared to CP type 8 or a strain lacking CP expression. Among the S. aureus lineages,
isolates belonging to CC133 induced a significantly stronger IL-8 release from bMEC than isolates
from the other CCs, and the IL-8 response to CC479 was higher compared to CC151 and CC425.
Transcription levels of IL-8, tumor necrosis factor alpha (TNFw), serum amyloid A3 (SAA3), Toll-like
receptor (TLR)-2 and nuclear factor kB (NF-«B) in bMEC after bacterial stimulation tended to follow
a similar pattern as IL-8 release, but there were no significant differences between the CCs. This study
demonstrates a differential activation of bMEC by ruminant-associated CCs of S. aureus, which may
have implications for the severity of mastitis during IMI by S. aureus belonging to these lineages.
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1. Introduction

Mastitis is a major economic problem for the dairy industry and the predominant causes of
bovine mastitis are intramammary infections (IMI) with bacteria [1]. The mammary gland has a
well-developed innate immune system that responds to incoming pathogens during IMI, and bovine
mammary epithelial cells (bMECs) play an important role in activating the early innate immune
response [2]. Pattern recognition receptors (PRRs), such as Toll-like receptor (TLR) 1, TLR-2, TLR-6,
nucleotide-binding oligomerization domain-like receptors (NLR) 1, NLR-2, expressed by bMEC
are activated by pathogen-associated molecular patterns (PAMPs) [3], initiating the activation of
intracellular signaling pathways that increase expression and release of chemokines, cytokines, and
antimicrobial peptides [2]. Proinflammatory cytokines, such as interleukin 8 (IL-8) and tumor necrosis
factor alpha (TNF«), initiate the inflammatory response by recruiting and activating leukocytes [4].
Furthermore, antimicrobial peptides, like serum amyloid A3 (SAA3), 3-defensins and cathelicidins,
directly attack bacteria in the lumen of the mammary gland [5-7].

The innate immune response of the bovine mammary gland to different bacterial species varies,
most notably between Staphylococcus aureus and Escherichia coli [8]. This differential response is dictated
by a pathogen-specific activation of bMEC, since challenge of bMEC, both in vitro and in vivo, with
S. aureus results in a weak transcription response compared to challenge with E. coli [9,10]. This
might be explained by the large number of immune evasion molecules produced by S. aureus, several
of which affect host recognition of the bacteria [11]. For instance, the exo-protein Staphylococcal
superantigen-like protein (SSL) 3 binds to the extracellular part of TLR-2 without activating the cell [12].
Moreover, S. aureus reduces contact between PAMPs and host PRRs by covering its surface with
capsular polysaccharides (CPs) [13] and wall teichoic acids (WTAs) [14]. Experimental overexpression
or deletion of these immune evasion factors affects the virulence of S. aureus [12,14].

Staphylococcus aureus responsible for IMI in cattle predominantly belong to ruminant-associated
clonal complexes (CCs), such as CC151, CC97, CC479, and CC133 [15,16] and recently, it was reported
that the in vitro bMEC response to S. aureus differs between some of these CCs [17,18]. Strains
belonging to CC151 induce a lower release of proinflammatory cytokines from bMEC than CC97, CC71
and sequence type (ST) 136 S. aureus [17,18]. Whereas most CCs used in these in vitro studies were
bovine-associated, little is known about CCs of S. aureus associated with mastitis in small ruminants,
such as CC133, CC130 and CC425 [19,20]. It is known that S. aureus can jump species barriers, and
cause disease in a new host species [21]. It is important to understand the processes that enable S.
aureus to switch hosts in order to find new targets to control infections [22]. Small ruminant associated
S. aureus have been shown to occasionally infect cattle (e.g., [16]), but it is unknown to what extent the
immune response to these lineages differs from infections with bovine associated S. aureus lineages.
Clonal complex 479 has been associated with severe bovine mastitis cases [16,23], hence, the effects of
CC479 strains on bMEC, which have not been studied thus far, may yield valuable insights into the
pathogenesis of this lineage. Since the strength of proinflammatory responsiveness of bMEC towards
invading pathogens is expected to influence the course and outcome of IMI, increased understanding
of the interaction between S. aureus belonging to different CC and bMEC during IMI can give insight
in the variable pathogenicity of S. aureus lineages in bovine mastitis.

In the present study, the potential of four S. aureus CCs, associated with bovine and small
ruminant mastitis, to activate bPMEC was investigated. The spontaneously immortalized bMEC line
PS was used as a model for bMEC. This cell line expresses the same PRRs as primary bMEC, has
a stable cell morphology and responds to artificial TLR-2 ligands Pam2, Pam3 and control PAMPs
(lipopolysaccharides, lipoteichoic acid), making it a useful surrogate for primary bMEC [24]. To
validate our assay, we used genetically modified S. aureus lacking factors (WTA, CP and protein A)
expected to affect recognition of S. aureus by bMEC.
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2. Materials and Methods

2.1. PS Cell Culture Conditions

The PS cell line, a spontaneously immortalized cell line originating from cultured primary bMEC
that was kindly donated by Dr Pascal Rainard and Dr Pierre Germon of the French National Institute
for Agricultural Research, was used as a model for bMEC [24]. PS cells were cultured in growth
medium (GM) consisting of DMEM/F12 medium (Thermofisher, Waltham, MA, USA) containing
1 pg/mL hydrocortisone (Merck, Kenilworth, NY, USA), 10 ng/mL insulin-like growth factor 1 (IGF-1)
(Peprotech, London, UK), 5 ng/mL fibroblast growth factor (FGF) (Peprotech), 5 ng/mL epidermal
growth factor (EGF) (Merck), 20 mM HEPES (Merck) and 2 mM Glutamax (Thermofisher).

2.2. Bacteriological Culture

A panel of S. aureus isolates (n = 35) obtained from cases of ruminant mastitis in the Netherlands
was used. Isolates were randomly selected from an in-house S. aureus collection, previously described
by Hoekstra et al. [20,21], to represent the bovine-associated CCs 151 (n = 7), 479 (n = 9) and small
ruminant-associated CCs 133 (n = 15) and 425 (n = 4). In addition, a set of genetically modified and
corresponding wildtype (wt) S. aureus strains (Table 1) were selected to validate the PS cell system.
Strain RN4220 AtarO (belonging to CC8) lacks an essential gene for WTA synthesis, resulting in
the absence of WTA, and RN 4220 AtarS/AtarM lacks genes required for glycosylation of WTA [25].
These isolates were kindly donated by Prof. Andreas Peschel, University Tubingen, Germany. The
wt Reynolds strain (belonging to CC25) carries the CP type 5 (cap5) gene, which is replaced by CP
type 8 gene (cap8) in the genetically modified Reynolds cap$§ strain and deleted in the Reynolds Acapb
strain [26]. These isolates were kindly donated by Jean C. Lee, Division of Infectious Diseases, Brigham
and Women's Hospital, Boston. In the Newman Aspa strain (belonging to CC8), the gene coding for
surface protein A (spa) is deleted [27], and these strains were kindly donated by Prof. Jan Maarten van
Dijl, University Medical Center Groningen, The Netherlands.

Table 1. List of genetically modified S. aureus strains and their corresponding wildtype (wt) used in

this study.

Strain Name Clonal Complex Relevant Characteristics Reference
Reynolds capb 25 wt Reynolds strain, expressing cap5 [26]
Reynolds cap8 5 Substitution of capb region with the cap8 [26]

region
Deletion of cap5, capsular
Reynolds Acap5 25 polysaccharide negative strain [26]

Newman wt 8 wt Newman strain [27]

Newman Aspa 8 Deletion of spa gene [27]

RN4220 wt 8 wt RN4220 strain [25]
Deletion of tarO, essential for wall

RN 4220 Atar© 8 teichoic acid (WTA) synthesis 23]

RN 4220 AtarS/AtarM 8 Deletion of tarS and tarM, responsible [25]

for WTA glycosylation

Bacteria, from glycerol stocks, were cultured overnight at 37 °C on blood agar plates. Several
colonies were picked and washed in 50 mL PBS. After centrifuge (4000x g for 10 min), bacteria were
resuspended in 5 mL of stimulation medium (SM), consisting from DMEM/F12 medium (Thermofisher)
containing 20 mM HEPES (Merck) and 2 mM Glutamax (Thermofisher). The number of colony forming
units (CFU)/mL was estimated using the optical density (OD) at 660 nm, based on the conversion OD660
of 0.5 equals 5 x 10 CFU/mL, which was confirmed by plating and counting bacterial suspensions
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prior to performing the assays. Bacterial suspensions were diluted further to the appropriate CFU/mL
for stimulation experiments.

2.3. PS Cell Responses to S. aureus

To study the bMEC responses towards S. aureus, we used 10° PS cells at passage number 13, which
was the earliest passage we could use to obtain enough cells to perform all experiments. These cells
were seeded in a volume of 1 mL per well in a 24-well plate and cultured in GM until they formed
an approximate 80% confluent monolayer. They were then cultured overnight in SM. During these
periods, the cells formed a monolayer, but did not show growth in number of cells, so we assumed the
numbers of cells to have remained 10° per well. After two washing steps with phosphate-buffered
saline (PBS) (Merck), PS cell monolayers were exposed to wt or genetically modified S. aureus in
SM at a multiplicity of infection (MOI) of 160, by adding 1.6 x 107 bacteria. The MOI was based on
pilot experiments that demonstrated that at this multiplicity, PS cells have the strongest IL-8 response
to S. aureus in the absence of cytotoxic effects, as assessed by trypan blue staining and microscopy
examination. The same maximum MOI for stimulating PS cells with S. aureus was also found by
Deplanche et al. [28]. After three hours, bacteria were removed by washing cells two times with PBS,
followed by incubation in 0.5 mL SM containing 100 pg/mL streptomycin and 100 I.U./mL penicillin to
prevent growth of bacteria. After five hours, the supernatant of each well was collected and stored at
—20 °C. Supernatant of unstimulated cells was used as negative control. As a positive control, cells
were exposed to 100 ng/mL of the synthetic TLR2 agonist Pam2-CSK4 (InvivoGen, San Diego, CA,
USA). For each isolate, the stimulation assay was performed in triplicate.

2.4. IL-8 ELISA

IL-8 production by PS cells was measured by ELISA designed using the bovine IL-8 development
kit (MabTech, Nacka Strand, Sweden). ELISA 96 wells microplates (Corning Inc., Corning, NY, USA)
were coated overnight at 4 °C using 50 pL of 0.5 pg/mL monoclonal antibody MT8H6 diluted in
PBS. After a washing step with 300 uL 0.25% Tween20 in PBS, plates were blocked using 200 uL
blocking reagent (Roche Diagnostics, Risch-Rotkreuz, Switzerland). Next, 100 pL of supernatant or
IL-8 standards were added to 96 well plates and were incubated under agitation at room temperature
for 1 h. Following a washing step with 300 puL 0.25% Tween20 in PBS, 50 uL of biotinylated monoclonal
antibody 26E5 (0.1 ng/mL diluted in blocking reagent) was added. Following 1 h of incubation at
room temperature, the plate was washed again and 100 pL of Streptavidin-HRP (1:2000 dilution in
blocking reagent) (BD Biosciences, Franklin Lakes, USA) was added. After 1 h of incubation and a
final washing step, 100 uL of HRP substrate 3,3’,5,5"-tetramethylbenzidine (Merck) was added and the
reaction was stopped after 15 min using H,SO4. Extinctions (450 nm) were measured on a Microplate
Reader. Using a standard curve, the IL-8 levels in supernatant were extrapolated using GraphPad
Prism version 7 (GraphPad Software, La Jolla, CA, USA). The detection range of the bovine IL-8 ELISA
was 2-250 pg/mL.

2.5. Total RNA Extraction and Reverse Transcription

Transcription levels of TNF«, SAA3, NF-kB and TLR-2 genes of PS in response to randomly
selected CC151 (n = 4), CC479 (n = 4) and CC133 (n = 4) isolates were measured using quantitative
real-time PCR (qPCR). For these experiments, 2 x 10° cells per well were seeded in a 12-well plate and
cultured until 80-90% confluence. Stimulation with bacteria was performed using the same protocol
and volumes as described in Section 2.3. Five hours after removal of bacteria, RNA was extracted
directly from monolayers within the 12-well plates using the RNeasy Micro Kit (QIAGEN, Venlo,
The Netherlands) according to the manufacturer’s instructions and converted to cDNA using the
iSCRIPT cDNA Synthesis Kit (BioRad, Hercules, CA, USA). Primers for genes of interest (IL-8, TNF«,
SAA3, NF-kB, TLR-2) were taken from literature and are displayed in Table 2. Quantitative real-time
PCR (qPCR) Master-mix was prepared as follows: 5 puL Iq Sybr green Master-mix (Biorad), 1 pL of
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forward and reverse primers each (final concentration 100 nM), 1 pL. of demineralized water and 2 pL.
of 1:20 diluted cDNA. For qPCR, a three-step PCR protocol was used: An initial 10 min denaturation
at 95 °C, followed by 40 cycles with 15 s of denaturation at 95 °C, 30 s annealing at primer specific
temperature, and 30 s of elongation at 72 °C. Fluorescence was detected after each cycle. At the end of
the first PCR the melting curve of the PCR product was determined for each primer set to verify the
specificity of the PCR reaction, but not in subsequent PCRs using the same primer set. A 10-fold serial
dilution of a positive control sample was run in each reaction to estimate the efficiency of the qPCR
and the relative gene transcription was calculated using the comparative Ct method [26].

Table 2. Sequences, product size and annealing temperature of primers for genes representing activation

of bMEC.
Gene Primer Sequence Product Size (bp) Annealing Reference
! u uct size (bp Temperature (°C)
IL-8 Fwd: ATGACTTCCAAGCTGGCTGTTG 149 60 [29]
Rev: TTGATAAATTTGGGGTGGAAAG
TNF-a Fwd: CCACGTTGTAGCCGACATC 155 60 [29]
Rev: CCCTGAAGAGGACCTGTGAG
SAA3 Fwd: CTTTCCACGGGCATCATTTT 188 60 [30]
Rev: CTTCGGGCAGCGTCATAGTT
NF-xB Fwd: CTGGAAGCACGAATGACAGA 179 60 [31]
Rev: GCTGTAAACATGAGCCGTACC
TLR-2 Fwd: CATTCCCTGGCAAGTGGATTATC 201 62 [29]
Rev: GGAATGGCCTTCTTGTCAATGG
Ubiquitin ~ Fwd: AGATCCAGGATAAGGAAGGCAT 198 62 [29]

Rev: GCTCCACCTCCAGGGTGAT

2.6. Statistical Analysis

All statistical analyses were performed using GraphPad Prism 7 software. Each isolate was tested
in triplicate and genetically modified strains and their wt counterpart in quadruplicate. Supernatant of
each replicate was measured twice by ELISA. For statistical testing, averaged IL-8 levels in supernatant
were log10 transformed and analyzed by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s Multiple comparison (TMC) test.
When only two groups were available, the Student’s T test was performed. Correlations between IL-8
protein production levels and IL-8 gene transcription, and between log-transformed IL-8, TNFeo, NF-«B
and TLR-2 gene transcription were analyzed using Pearson’s correlation coefficient. A significance
level of 0.05 was used for all tests.

3. Results

3.1. WTA and CP, but not Protein A, Modulate Activation of PS Cells

PS cells released IL-8 (37.7 + 14.9 pg/mL; n = 8) in response to incubation with the synthetic TLR-2
agonist Pam2. The wt strains RN4220 (5.9 + 4.9 pg/mL), Newman (5.6 + 1.8 pg/mL) and Reynolds
cap5 (8.0 + 4.0 pg/mL) induced a comparable IL-8 release from PS cells (Figure 1). The IL-8 release
from PS cells after stimulation with Newman Aspa strain (8.4 + 6.4 pg/mL) and its wt counterpart
(Figure 1A) did not differ. Stimulation with the genetically modified Reynolds cap8 (3.0 + 1.2 pg/mL)
and Reynolds Acap5 (2.2 + 0.4 pg/mL) induced weaker IL-8 releases (Figure 1B) compared to Reynolds
cap5 wt (ANOVA; p = 0.004). Stimulation with the WTA deficient RN4220 AfarO (122.6 + 27.3 pg/mL)
and RN 4220 tarS/tarM (36.8 + 10.7 pg/mL) strains resulted in higher IL-8 production by PS cells than
the RIN4220 wt (ANOVA; p < 0.001, Figure 1C).
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Figure 1. Interleukin 8 (IL-8) production by PS cells after stimulation with wt and genetically modified
strains to investigate the effect of protein A (A), capsular polysaccharides (B) and wall teichoic acid
(WTA) (C) on bovine mammary epithelial cells (bMEC) activation. Supernatant was collected 5 h after
the end of bacterial stimulation. For each bacterial strain, stimulation was performed four times and
each supernatant was measured twice by ELISA. Bars show average IL-8 production + SD. Levels
of IL-8 were log10 transformed and analyzed using one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey’s multiple
comparisons test or the Student’s T test (** p < 0.01, * p < 0.05).

3.2. IL-8 Production by PS Cells Stimulated with S. aureus Isolates

Significant differences in IL-8 release were observed after stimulation of PS cells with S. aureus
isolates belonging to CC133 (n = 15), CC479 (n =9), CC151 (n =7) and CC425 (n = 4) (ANOVA; p <0.0001).
CC133 isolates induced a stronger IL-8 release (24.7 + 12.7 pg/mL) than CC479 (12.2 + 5.1 pg/mL),
CC151 (5.5 £ 2.9 pg/mL) and CC425 (4.6 + 3.1 mL) (Figure 2). Furthermore, the release of IL-8 was
higher after stimulation of PS cells with CC479 compared to CC151 and CC425.
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Figure 2. IL-8 production by PS cells in response to stimulation with ruminant-associated S. aureus
isolates, belonging to CC133 (n = 15), CC479 (n = 9), CC151 (n = 7) and CC425 (n = 4). Each dot provides
average production of three culture replicates. Each replicate was measured twice by ELISA. Bars show
average IL-8 production + SD. Levels of IL-8 were log10 transformed and analyzed using one-way
ANOVA followed by Tukey’s multiple comparisons test (** p < 0.01, * p < 0.05).
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3.3. Transcription of Genes by PS Cells Following Stimulation with S. aureus Isolates

IL-8 production was used as the primary read out parameter for bMEC activation. To further
investigate whether IL-8 production after activation of PS cells by S. aureus is representative for bMEC
activation and the ensuing proinflammatory response in general, the gene transcription levels of IL-8
and TNFo, SAA3, NF-kB and TLR-2 genes were measured after exposure to 12 S. aureus isolates as
representatives of the three CCs most relevant in ruminants (CC133, CC479, CC151). The association
between mRNA transcription levels and IL-8 protein release was quantified. Indeed, release of IL-8 was
significantly correlated with relative transcription of IL-8 (Pearson r = 0.81; p = 0.001), SAA3 (r = 0.86; p
< 0.001) and NF-«B (r = 0.78; p = 0.02). Furthermore, the transcription of NF-xB was correlated with
the transcription of IL-8 (r = 0.83; p < 0.001) and SAA3 (r = 0.82; p = 0.001). The release of IL-8 protein
by PS cells in response to CC133 (36.3 + 23.5 pg/mL) was slightly higher, although not significantly,
than CC151 (6.4 + 3.2 pg/mL) (ANOVA; p = 0.055) (Figure 3A). Relative transcription levels were not
significantly different between PS cells stimulated with isolates of different CCs for IL-8 (ANOVA; p
= 0.34), TNFa (ANOVA; p = 0.46), SAA3 (ANOVA; p = 0.10), NF-«kB (ANOVA; p = 0.41) and TLR-2
(ANOVA; p = 0.75) (Figure 3B-F).
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Figure 3. IL-8 production (A) and relative transcription of IL-8 (B), serum amyloid A3 (SAA3) (C),
tumor necrosis factor alpha (TNFw) (D), NF-«B (E) and Toll-like receptor (TLR)-2 (F) after stimulation
of PS cells with isolates belonging to CC133 (n = 4), CC479 (n = 4) and CC151 (n = 4). For each
isolate, the assay was performed in triplicate. IL-8 protein was measured in duplicate by ELISA and
transcription of genes by quantitative real-time PCR (qPCR) in triplicate. Relative transcription (2-A4Ct)
was normalized to negative controls and corrected for the reference gene ubiquitin. Log10 transformed
IL-8 concentrations and relative transcription were analyzed using one-way ANOVA.

4. Discussion

During IMI, bMEC are amongst the first cells to come in contact with invading microorganisms.
They are crucial for activation of the early innate immune response of the mammary gland and
upon recognition of pathogens, bMEC upregulate the expression and release of proinflammatory
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cytokines [2]. We investigated the potency of four S. aureus CCs, commonly associated with ruminant
mastitis, to activate the bMEC cell line PS. Using wt and genetically modified S. aureus strains, we first
validated that our bMEC model could detect variation in S. aureus PAMPs. The bMEC activation by
S. aureus belonging to CC133, CC479, CC151 and CC425 was investigated and there were significant
differences in PS cell response between S. aureus CCs, most notably CC133 inducing stronger IL-8
release than other CCs.

The first step in the activation of bMEC during IMI is detection of bacterial PAMPs by PRRs [2].
The immortalized bMEC line PS expresses TLR-1,2,6 and NLR-1,2 [24], which recognize Staphylococcal
PAMPs, such as peptidoglycan, lipoteichoic acid, lipoproteins and phenol-soluble modulins (PSMs) [3].
As expected, stimulation with the synthetic TLR-2 agonist Pam2 triggered IL-8 release by PS cells.
Since intracellular signaling pathways that are activated by PRRs (mitogen-activated protein kinase
(MAPK), NF-«B pathway) increase expression of multiple proinflammatory cytokines [32], we used
IL-8 production as a proxy reflecting general activation of PS cells.

Using genetically modified S. aureus strains, we found that absence of WTA synthesis (RN4220
AtarO) and glycosylation (RIN4220 AtarS/AtarM) in S. aureus increases IL-8 release after exposure of
PS cells to the pathogen. Similar to peptidoglycan and lipoteichoic acid, WTA is part of the S. aureus
cell wall but it does not trigger a proinflammatory response from monocytes, and likely also not from
bMEC [33]. A possible explanation for increased bMEC activation in response to WTA deficient strains
is that the lack of WTA in the outer layer of the cell wall makes the underlying cell wall components
more easily accessible for recognition by PRRs. The Reynolds cap5 wt strain triggered a higher IL-8
response from PS cells than the Reynolds cap8 or Acap5 strains. Binding of both Staphylococcal CP5
and CP8 to MEC triggers IL-8 release [34], which could explain the decreased IL-8 response to Acap5
compared to capb wt. However, this does not explain the differential response of PS cells to cap5 and
cap8 strains. Previous work demonstrated that the Reynolds cap5 strain is more resistant to neutrophil
killing than the Reynolds cap8 strain [26], suggesting differences in host recognition of CP type 5 and
CP type 8. We did not find an effect of deletion of spa in S. aureus on PS cell activation. In an assay
employing HEK293 cells transfected with TLR2, Hilmi et al. [35] reported a reduced TLR2 activity after
challenge with a spa deletion mutant compared to the wildtype strain. However, they also report that
factors other than spa also control the TLR2 activity. Since the decrease in IL-8 release in this study
was relatively small and many factors can affect bMEC activation [36], it is possible that our PS assay
was not sensitive enough to detect an effect of spa deletion on bMEC activation. Alternatively, protein
A may not affect PRR recognition in bMEC. Overall, our experiments using genetically modified
strains demonstrated that the PS cell assay is capable of detecting differences in PAMP expression
and/or factors that mask PAMPs, and therefore is a suitable model to investigate bMEC activation by
ruminant-associated S. aureus lineages.

Stimulation with CC133 isolates resulted in a higher IL-8 release than all other CCs tested and the
IL-8 release triggered by CC479 isolates was higher than that by CC151 or CC425 isolates. Of these
selected CCs, only bMEC activation by S. aureus belonging to CC151 has been subject of previous
studies [17,18]. Similar to our results, CC151 induced a weak cytokine response by both primary
bMEC [17] and the immortalized MEC line MAC-T [18] compared to CCs included in those studies,
CC71, CC97 and ST136. Variation in bMEC responsiveness to S. aureus may depend on either the host
MEC or on genetic differences between bacteria. Therefore, we used the bMEC model PS to quantify
the bMEC response induced by S. aureus. Thus, the observed differential bMEC response depends
on variation in gene carriage and/or expression levels between tested S. aureus lineages. Although
the presence or absence of several genes can affect PLMEC recognition, the exact mechanisms for the
differential activation of bMEC by S. aureus CCs are unknown. Clearly, our experiments showed that
the absence of WTA in the bacterial cell wall of S. aureus increases bMEC activation and that bMEC
responds differently to CP type 5 and CP type 8. The presence of these factors alone cannot explain the
differential PMEC response towards CCs, since WTA is present in all S. aureus [37] and CCs tested in
this study all have CP type 8 [19]. Expression levels of CP and WTA in S. aureus is highly variable and
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are tightly controlled by multiple systems, including repressor of toxins (rot) and the accessory gene
regulator (agr) system, which is divided into four separate groups (I-IV) based on polymorphisms of
agr genes [37]. In addition, these regulatory systems also control expression and release of PAMPs,
such as PSMs [38], and immune evasion factors that inhibit TLR-2 activation [12]. Since the CCs tested
in this study belong to different agr types (CC133 to agr type I and CC151, CC479, CC425 to type
II) [16,39] and CC479 S. aureus have been reported to carry a non-functional copy of the rot gene [23],
differences in expression of these agr/rot controlled genes are likely and could be a possible explanation
for the differential LMEC response towards ruminant-associated CCs. In addition, a previous study
associated reduced bMEC activation by S. aureus with a negative Staphaurex latex agglutination test
(SLAT) phenotype [29]. Our results agree with this observation, since CC151 is SLAT negative and
CC133 and CC479 are SLAT positive S. aureus [19,40]. The SLAT is based on functionality of bacterial
surface proteins that mediate adherence to host cells [40], but it is unclear if this is also related to
bMEC activation.

This study focusses on differences between S. aureus CCs rather than differences in the host that
can affect the bMEC response but, nevertheless, it is likely that host factors also affect the recognition
of 5. aureus by bMEC. Single nucleotide polymorphisms in the PRRs TLR-1 and 2 have been associated
with increased risk of mastitis in cattle [41], and it is expected that SNPs in TLRs affect the recognition of
pathogens. Therefore, it is a possibility that individual animals respond differently to the same bacterial
strain of S. aureus and thus, results from this study should be confirmed in different bMEC models.
Besides variation between individual animals, variation in MEC response to pathogens between
different ruminant species is also expected, since TLR-2 receptors of cattle and goats share 92.5% amino
acid identity, and between 85.3-95.3% for other TLR (1-10) receptors [42]. We expected that bovine CCs
would be more adapted to bovine PPRs, resulting in less activation of bMEC by S. aureus belonging
to these CCs compared to S. aureus of small ruminant-associated CCs. Indeed, CC133 stimulation
resulted in a stronger IL-8 release than the bovine-associated CCs, but surprisingly, CC425 induced
only a weak response of PS cells. Therefore, we cannot conclude that small ruminant-associated S.
aureus, in general, induces a stronger immune response in bMEC than bovine associated lineages. In a
follow-up study, we will compare the response of bovine MEC and caprine MEC to small ruminant
and bovine-associated CCs of S. aureus to investigate the effect of the interaction between host species
and S. aureus lineage on MEC activation.

Release of 11-8 by PS cells was used as a proxy for bMEC activation in this study, and indeed there
was a correlation between IL-8 protein release and transcription levels of IL-8, TNFx and SAA3, genes
that are all regulated by the NF-«B pathway [2]. However, there were no significant differences in
gene transcription levels of PS cells stimulated with a subset of CC133, CC479 and CC151 isolates.
This could be attributed to the relatively small number of experiments in which expression could
be measured. Due to the strong link between IL-8 protein release and gene expression, we consider
the differential PMEC activation by ruminant-associated CCs from our IL-8 protein-based assay as
representative of the activation of bMEC.

Since bMEC activation during IMI plays a key role in initiating the immune response of the
mammary gland, the level of bMEC activation by pathogens is expected to be of major influence on
the course of mastitis [8]. Infections with E. coli trigger a strong proinflammatory response in bMEC
and often result in more severe cases of mastitis than infections with S. aureus [8], and therefore we
hypothesize that increased bMEC activation may also increase the severity of IMI by S. aureus. Elevated
bMEC activity results in a stronger innate immune response, recruiting a higher number of neutrophils
to the site of infection and increasing the clearance rate of bacteria from the mammary gland [40].
Although reduced bacterial survival of S. aureus can be considered positive for the host, the high
influx of neutrophils can also potentially harm the mammary gland due to released reactive oxygen
metabolites, matrix metalloproteinase and prolonged periods of diapedesis of leukocytes through
mammary parenchymal tissue [43]. When the induced immune response is not effective in clearing the
pathogen, the duration of the mastitis will increase and influx of leukocytes will continue, resulting in
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more tissue damage, and potentially a more severe mastitis. Although the level of bMEC activation
by S. aureus likely contributes to the severity of an IM], it is important to emphasize that the clinical
severity of IMI depends on several factors, such host conditions and production of bacterial virulence
factors [44]. Recently, we observed that S. aureus belonging to CC479 are associated with clinical
rather than subclinical mastitis cases in cattle [23]. In the current study, CC479 isolates induced a
stronger reaction from bMEC than the other bovine-associated lineage CC151, which could potentially
contribute to the severity of mastitis. Future in vivo studies are needed to identify the contribution of
bMEC activation on the pathogenesis of Staphylococcal mastitis.

In conclusion, the current study investigated bMEC activation by S. aureus isolates belonging to
four ruminant mastitis-associated CCs (133, 479, 151 and 425) and showed that these CCs differ in
their ability to activate PLMEC, which may influence the outcome of IMI. Future studies are required
to elucidate how the in vitro activation of MEC translates to the in vivo immune response of the
mammary gland and how this affects the pathogenesis and clinical outcome of a S. aureus IML

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, V.PM.G.R., L.B. and G.K.; methodology, J.H. and L.B.; formal
analysis, ].H.; investigation, ].H. and M.P.S.; resources, L.B. and K.P.M.v.K.; writing—original draft preparation,
J.H.; writing—review and editing, VPM.G.R,, LB., GK,, J.AS., T].GM.L. and KPM.vK; visualization, ].H.;
supervision, VPM.G.R,, L.B. and G.K; project administration, G.K.; funding acquisition, VPM.G.R., L.B. and G.K.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Pascal Rainard and Pierre Germon for providing the cell line PS used in
this study.

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

References

1. Aghamohammadi, M.; Haine, D.; Kelton, D.E; Barkema, HW.; Hogeveen, H.; Keefe, G.P.; Dufour, S.
Herd-level mastitis-associated costs on Canadian dairy farms. Front. Vet. Sci. 2018, 5, 100. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

2. Wellnitz, O.; Bruckmaier, RM. The innate immune response of the bovine mammary gland to bacterial
infection. Vet. J. 2012, 192, 148-152. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Bhattarai, D.; Worku, T.; Dad, R.; Rehman, Z.U.; Gong, X.; Zhang, S. Mechanism of pattern recognition
receptors (PRRs) and host pathogen interplay in bovine mastitis. Microb. Pathog. 2018, 120, 64-70. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

4. Thompson-Crispi, K.; Atalla, H.; Miglior, F.; Mallard, B.A. Bovine mastitis: Frontiers in immunogenetics.
Front. Immunol. 2014, 5, 493. [CrossRef]

5. Molenaar, A.J.; Harris, D.P; Rajan, G.H.; Pearson, M.L.; Callaghan, M.R.; Sommer, L.; Farr, V.C.; Oden, K.E.;
Miles, M.C.; Petrova, R.S,; et al. The acute-phase protein serum amyloid A3 is expressed in the bovine
mammary gland and plays a role in host defence. Biomarkers 2009, 14, 26-37. [CrossRef]

6. Cubeddu, T.; Cacciotto, C.; Pisanu, S.; Tedde, V.; Alberti, A.; Pittau, M.; Dore, S.; Cannas, A.; Uzzau, S.;
Rocca, S.; et al. Cathelicidin production and release by mammary epithelial cells during infectious mastitis.
Vet. Immunol. Immunopathol. 2017, 189, 66-70. [CrossRef]

7. Gurao, A,; Kashyap, S.K.; Singh, R. 3-defensins: An innate defense for bovine mastitis. Vet. World 2017, 10,
990-998. [CrossRef]

8.  Petzl, W.; Zerbe, H.; Guinther, J.; Seyfert, H.-M.; Hussen, J.; Schuberth, H.-J. Pathogen-specific responses in
the bovine udder. Models and immunoprophylactic concepts. Res. Vet. Sci. 2018, 116, 55-61. [CrossRef]

9.  Jensen, K,; Giinther, J.; Talbot, R.; Petzl, W.; Zerbe, H.; Schuberth, H.-].; Seyfert, H.-M.; Glass, E.J. Escherichia coli-
and Staphylococcus aureus-induced mastitis differentially modulate transcriptional responses in neighbouring
uninfected bovine mammary gland quarters. BMC Genomics 2013, 14, 36. [CrossRef]

10. Fu, Y,; Zhou, E; Liu, Z,; Li, F; Liang, D.; Liu, B.; Song, X.; Zhao, F,; Fen, X,; Li, D.; et al. Staphylococcus aureus
and Escherichia coli elicit different innate immune responses from bovine mammary epithelial cells. Vet.
Immunol. Immunopathol. 2013, 155, 245-252. [CrossRef]

11. De Jong, N-W.M.; van Kessel, K.P.M.; van Strijp, ].A.G. Immune evasion by Staphylococcus aureus. Microbiol.
Spectr. 2019, 7. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2018.00100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29868620
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tvjl.2011.09.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22498784
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2018.04.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29635052
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2014.00493
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13547500902730714
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2017.06.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.14202/vetworld.2017.990-998
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rvsc.2017.12.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-14-36
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2013.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/microbiolspec.GPP3-0061-2019

Microorganisms 2019, 7, 688 11 of 12

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Koymans, K.J.; Goldmann, O.; Karlsson, C.A.Q.; Sital, W.; Thanert, R.; Bisschop, A.; Vrieling, M.; Malmstrom, J.;
van Kessel, K.PM.; de Haas, C.J.C.; et al. The TLR2 Antagonist Staphylococcal Superantigen-Like Protein
3 Acts as a Virulence Factor to Promote Bacterial Pathogenicity in vivo. J. Innate Immun. 2017, 9, 561-573.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hilmi, D.; Parcina, M.; Stollewerk, D.; Ostrop, ].; Josten, M.; Meilaender, A.; Zaehringer, U.; Wichelhaus, T.A,;
Bierbaum, G.; Heeg, K.; et al. Heterogeneity of Host TLR2 Stimulation by Staphylocoocus aureus Isolates.
PLoS ONE 2014, 9, €96416. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Tabuchi, Y.; Shiratsuchi, A.; Kurokawa, K.; Gong, ].H.; Sekimizu, K.; Lee, B.L.; Nakanishi, Y. Inhibitory
Role for D-Alanylation of Wall Teichoic Acid in Activation of Insect Toll Pathway by Peptidoglycan of
Staphylococcus aureus. |. Immunol. 2010, 185, 2424-2431. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bar-Gal, G.K.; Blum, S.E.; Hadas, L.; Ehricht, R.; Monecke, S.; Leitner, G. Host-specificity of Staphylococcus
aureus causing intramammary infections in dairy animals assessed by genotyping and virulence genes. Vet.
Microbiol. 2015, 176, 143-154. [CrossRef]

Schlotter, K.; Ehricht, R.; Hotzel, H.; Monecke, S.; Pfeffer, M.; Donat, K. Leukocidin genes lukF-P83 and
lukM are associated with Staphylococcus aureus clonal complexes 151, 479 and 133 isolated from bovine udder
infections in Thuringia, Germany. Vet. Res. 2012, 43, 42. [CrossRef]

Budd, K.E.; Mitchell, ].; Keane, O.M.; Budd, K.E.; Mitchell, ].; Keane, O.M. Lineage associated expression of
virulence traits in bovine-adapted Staphylococcus aureus. Vet. Microbiol. 2016, 189, 24-31. [CrossRef]
Murphy, M.P.; Niedziela, D.A.; Leonard, F.C.; Keane, O.M. The in vitro host cell immune response to
bovine-adapted Staphylococcus aureus varies according to bacterial lineage. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 6134. [CrossRef]
Merz, A.; Stephan, R.; Johler, S. Staphylococcus aureus isolates from goat and sheep milk seem to be closely
related and differ from isolates detected from bovine milk. Front. Microbiol. 2016, 7, 319. [CrossRef]
Hoekstra, J.; Rutten, VPM.G.; van den Hout, M.; Spaninks, M.P.; Benedictus, L.; Koop, G. Differences
between Staphylococcus aureus lineages isolated from ovine and caprine mastitis but not between isolates
from clinical or subclinical mastitis. J. Dairy Sci. 2019, 102, 5430-5437. [CrossRef]

Richardson, E.J.; Bacigalupe, R.; Harrison, EIM.; Weinert, L.A.; Lycett, S.; Vrieling, M.; Robb, K
Hoskisson, P.A.; Holden, M.T.G.; Feil, EJ.; et al. Gene exchange drives the ecological success of a
multi-host bacterial pathogen. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 2018, 2, 1468-1478. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Sheppard, S.K.; Guttman, D.S,; Fitzgerald, ].R. Population genomics of bacterial host adaptation. Nat. Rev.
Genet. 2018, 19, 549-565. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hoekstra, J.; Rutten, V.; Sommeling, L.; van Werven, T.; Spaninks, M.; Duim, B.; Benedictus, L.; Koop, G.
High production of LukMF in Staphylococcus aureus field strains is associated with clinical bovine mastitis.
Toxins 2018, 10, 200. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Roussel, P.; Cunha, P.; Porcherie, A.; Petzl, W.; Gilbert, E.B.; Riollet, C.; Zerbe, H.; Rainard, P.; Germon, P.
Investigating the contribution of IL-17A and IL-17F to the host response during Escherichia coli mastitis. Vet.
Res. 2015, 46, 54-56. [CrossRef]

Brown, S.; Xia, G.; Luhachack, L.G.; Campbell, J.; Meredith, T.C.; Chen, C.; Winstel, V.; Gekeler, C.;
Irazoqui, J.E.; Peschel, A.; et al. Methicillin resistance in Staphylococcus aureus requires glycosylated wall
teichoic acids. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 18909-18914. [CrossRef]

Watts, A.; Ke, D.; Wang, Q.; Pillay, A.; Nicholson-Weller, A.; Lee, J.C. Staphylococcus aureus strains that express
serotype 5 or serotype 8 capsular polysaccharides differ in virulence. Infect. Immun. 2005, 73, 3502-3511.
[CrossRef]

Higgins, J.; Loughman, A.; van Kessel, K.P.M.; van Strijp, ].A.G.; Foster, T.]. Clumping factor A of Staphylococcus
aureus inhibits phagocytosis by human polymorphonuclear leucocytes. FEMS Microbiol. Lett. 2006, 258,
290-296. [CrossRef]

Deplanche, M.; Alekseeva, L.; Semenovskaya, K.; Fu, C.-L.; Dessauge, E; Finot, L.; Petzl, W.; Zerbe, H.; Le
Loir, Y,; Rainard, P; et al. Staphylococcus aureus phenol-soluble modulins impair interleukin expression in
bovine mammary epithelial cells. Infect. Immun. 2016, 84, 1682-1692. [CrossRef]

Zbinden, C.; Stephan, R ; Johler, S.; Borel, N.; Bunter, J.; Bruckmaier, R.M.; Wellnitz, O. The inflammatory
response of primary bovine mammary epithelial cells to Staphylococcus aureus strains is linked to the bacterial
phenotype. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e87374. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000479100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28858870
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0096416
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24810614
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1000625
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20639481
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2015.01.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1297-9716-43-42
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2016.04.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42424-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.00319
http://dx.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2018-16196
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41559-018-0617-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30038246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41576-018-0032-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29973680
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/toxins10050200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29762488
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13567-015-0201-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1209126109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.73.6.3502-3511.2005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.2006.00229.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.01330-15
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0087374

Microorganisms 2019, 7, 688 12 of 12

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

Ginther, J.; Petzl, W.; Zerbe, H.; Schuberth, H.-J.; Seyfert, H.-M. TLR ligands, but not modulators of histone
modifiers, can induce the complex immune response pattern of endotoxin tolerance in mammary epithelial
cells. Innate Immun. 2017, 23, 155-164. [CrossRef]

Bulgari, O.; Dong, X.; Roca, A.L.; Caroli, AM.; Loor, JJ. Innate immune responses induced by
lipopolysaccharide and lipoteichoic acid in primary goat mammary epithelial cells. . Anim. Sci. Biotechnol.
2017, 8, 29. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Oliveira-Nascimento, L.; Massari, P.; Wetzler, L. M. The Role of TLR2 in infection and immunity. Front.
Immunol. 2012, 3, 79. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Majcherczyk, P.A.; Rubli, E.; Heumann, D.; Glauser, M.P,; Moreillon, P. Teichoic acids are not required for
Streptococcus pneumoniae and Staphylococcus aureus cell walls to trigger the release of tumor necrosis factor by
peripheral blood monocytes. Infect. Immun. 2003, 71, 3707-3713. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Soell, M.; Diab, M.; Haan-Archipoff, G.; Beretz, A.; Herbelin, C.; Poutrel, B.; Klein, J.P. Capsular polysaccharide
types 5 and 8 of Staphylococcus aureus bind specifically to human epithelial (KB) cells, endothelial cells, and
monocytes and induce release of cytokines. Infect. Immun. 1995, 63, 1380-1386.

Hilmi, D.; Parcina, M.; Bode, K.; Ostrop, J.; Schuett, S.; Heeg, K.; Ziebuhr, W.; Sommerburg, O.;
Bekeredjian-Ding, I. Functional variation reflects intra-strain diversity of Staphylococcus aureus small colony
variants in the host—pathogen interaction. Int. J. Med. Microbiol. 2013, 303, 61-69. [CrossRef]

Fournier, B.; Philpott, D.J. Recognition of Staphylococcus aureus by the innate immune system. Clin. Microbiol.
Rev. 2005, 18, 521-540. [CrossRef]

Keinhorster, D.; George, S.E.; Weidenmaier, C.; Wolz, C. Function and regulation of Staphylococcus aureus
wall teichoic acids and capsular polysaccharides. Int. J. Med. Microbiol. 2019, 309, 151333. [CrossRef]
Cheung, G.Y.C,; Joo, H.-S.; Chatterjee, S.S.; Otto, M. Phenol-soluble modulins—critical determinants of
staphylococcal virulence. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 2014, 38, 698-719. [CrossRef]

Monecke, S.; Gavier-Widén, D.; Hotzel, H.; Peters, M.; Guenther, S.; Lazaris, A.; Loncaric, I.; Miiller, E.;
Reissig, A.; Ruppelt-Lorz, A.; et al. Diversity of Staphylococcus aureus isolates in European wildlife. PLoS ONE
2016, 11, e0168433. [CrossRef]

Moser, A.; Stephan, R.; Corti, S.; Johler, S. Comparison of genomic and antimicrobial resistance features of
latex agglutination test-positive and latex agglutination test-negative Staphylococcus aureus isolates causing
bovine mastitis. J. Dairy Sci. 2013, 96, 329-334. [CrossRef]

Deb, R.; Kumar, A.; Chakraborty, S.; Verma, A.K,; Tiwari, R.; Dhama, K.; Singh, U.; Kumar, S. Trends in
diagnosis and control of bovine mastitis: A review. Pakistan ]. Biol. Sci. PJBS 2013, 16, 1653-1661. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Raja, A.; Vignesh, A.R.; Mary, B.A,; Tirumurugaan, K.G.; Raj, G.D.; Kataria, R.; Mishra, B.P.; Kumanan, K.
Sequence analysis of Toll-like receptor genes 1-10 of goat (Capra hircus). Vet. Immunol. Immunopathol. 2011,
140, 252-258. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhao, X.; Lacasse, P. Mammary tissue damage during bovine mastitis: Causes and controll. J. Anim. Sci.
2008, 86, 57-65. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Rainard, P.,; Foucras, G.; Fitzgerald, ].R.; Watts, ].L.; Koop, G.; Middleton, ].R. Knowledge gaps and research
priorities in Staphylococcus aureus mastitis control. Transbound. Emerg. Dis. 2017, 65, 149-165. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

® © 2019 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/10.1177/1753425916681076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40104-017-0162-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28396748
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2012.00079
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22566960
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.71.7.3707-3713.2003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12819051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmm.2012.12.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/CMR.18.3.521-540.2005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmm.2019.151333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1574-6976.12057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0168433
http://dx.doi.org/10.3168/jds.2012-5944
http://dx.doi.org/10.3923/pjbs.2013.1653.1661
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24506032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2011.01.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21288575
http://dx.doi.org/10.2527/jas.2007-0302
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17785603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12698
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28984427
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	PS Cell Culture Conditions 
	Bacteriological Culture 
	PS Cell Responses to S. aureus 
	IL-8 ELISA 
	Total RNA Extraction and Reverse Transcription 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	WTA and CP, but not Protein A, Modulate Activation of PS Cells 
	IL-8 Production by PS Cells Stimulated with S. aureus Isolates 
	Transcription of Genes by PS Cells Following Stimulation with S. aureus Isolates 

	Discussion 
	References

