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Abstract

:

Influenza is a major threat to public health. Vaccination is an effective strategy to control influenza; however, the current inactivated influenza vaccine has mild immunogenicity and exhibits suboptimal efficacy in clinical use. Vaccine efficacy can be improved by the addition of adjuvants, but few adjuvants have been approved for human use. To explore novel and effective adjuvants for influenza vaccines, here we screened 145 compounds from food additives approved in Japan. Of these 145 candidates, we identified 41 compounds that enhanced the efficacy of the split influenza hemagglutinin (HA) vaccine against lethal virus challenge in a mouse model. These 41 compounds included 18 novel adjuvant candidates and 15 compounds with previously reported adjuvant effects for other antigens but not for the influenza vaccine. Our results are of value to the development of novel and effective adjuvanted influenza or other vaccines for human use.
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1. Introduction


Influenza viruses are categorized into four types: type A, type B, type C, and type D. Influenza A and B viruses (H1N1, H3N2, B/Yamagata, or B/Victoria lineage) are the main pathogens that cause seasonal influenza epidemics every year. Seasonal influenza is responsible for up to 650,000 deaths annually according to World Health Organization (WHO) estimates [1]. Vaccination is an effective strategy to combat influenza virus infection in humans and animals [2,3,4,5]. The inactivated influenza vaccine is the most widely used annual vaccine throughout the world [6,7]; however, the efficacy of inactivated influenza vaccines is modest in adults and worse in the elderly [8,9].



An adjuvant is added to, or given in conjunction with, a vaccine antigen to enhance the specific immune response. For the influenza vaccine, adjuvants are added to improve their immunogenicity, to enhance efficacy in the elderly, and to reduce the amount of virus antigens required for protection or the number of immunizations needed. In addition, adjuvants can extend the protection period and broaden reactivity to antigenically different strains, which would be beneficial when there is an antigenic mismatch between the influenza vaccine strains and the circulating viruses [10]. Aluminum salt, which is referred to as ‘alum’ and is the most widely used adjuvant for human vaccines, and squalene-based oil-in-water emulsions (e.g., MF59 and AS03) have been licensed as adjuvants for human influenza vaccines [11,12]; however, the efficacy of adjuvanted influenza vaccines remains suboptimal [13]. Additionally, concerns about the safety of adjuvants have been raised, such as recent reports regarding an increased incidence of narcolepsy in children when the squalene-based adjuvant AS03 was used in a pandemic influenza vaccine [14,15]. Therefore, the development of safe, non-reactogenic adjuvants that elicit strong protective immunity for the influenza vaccine is urgently needed.



Food additives are substances added to food to assist in its processing or to improve certain characteristics, such as preserving flavor or enhancing taste and appearance. The food additive saponin has been used as an adjuvant for veterinary vaccines and experimental vaccines for many years [16], and saponin-based adjuvants, including QS21, ISCOMATRIX, Matrix M, and GPI-0100 are entering clinical trials [17,18,19,20]. Therefore, screening food additives for adjuvanticity is a valid approach to identifying novel adjuvants. To explore adjuvant candidates that exhibit strong protective immunity against influenza virus infection, here we screened 145 food additives approved in Japan for human use for adjuvant effects with the current seasonal influenza vaccine in mice. We identified 41 compounds that enhanced influenza virus-specific antibody responses and the efficacy of commercial influenza HA vaccines against the lethal challenge of the influenza virus. Our findings will facilitate the development of novel and effective adjuvanted human influenza vaccines and other vaccines. In addition, food additives approved for humans could be used as animal vaccine adjuvants to improve vaccine efficacy and food safety.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Cells and Viruses


Madin-Darby canine kidney (MDCK) cells were maintained in minimum essential medium (MEM) (Gibco) supplemented with 5% newborn calf serum (Sigma) at 37 °C in 5% CO2. MDCK cells were used for plaque assays to titrate viruses.



Mouse-adapted A/California/04/2009 virus (H1N1; MA-CA04), generated in our laboratory as previously described [21], was used to challenge mice. A/California/07/2009 virus (H1N1; CA07), which was isolated early in the 2009 pandemic and is one of the components of the split influenza HA vaccine, was used as an antigen for the ELISA to determine the virus-specific antibody titers of sera obtained from the immunized mice.




2.2. Influenza Vaccines and Compounds Used For The Screen


Trivalent and quadrivalent split influenza HA vaccines were obtained from DENKA SEIKEN Co., Ltd. (Tokyo, Japan). The trivalent influenza HA vaccine (for the 2014–2015 season), which contains the HA proteins (equivalent to 30 μg of HA protein for each virus included in a vaccine vial) of CA07 (H1N1), A/New York/39/2012 (H3N2), and B/Massachusetts/2/2012 (Yamagata lineage), was used for the primary screen to examine the viral-specific antibody titers in sera obtained from the immunized mice. The quadrivalent split influenza HA vaccine (for the 2015–2016 season), which contains the HA proteins (equivalent to 30 μg of HA protein for each virus included in a vaccine vial) of CA07 (H1N1), A/Switzerland/9715293/2013(H3N2), B/Phuket/3073/2013 (Yamagata lineage), and B/Texas/2/2013 (Victoria lineage), was used for the secondary screen to examine the protective efficacy of the immunized mice. The quadrivalent split influenza HA vaccine (for the 2016–2017 season), which contains the HA proteins (equivalent to 30 μg of HA protein for each virus included in a vaccine vial) of CA07 (H1N1), A/Hongkong/4801/2014 (H3N2), B/Phuket/3073/2013 (Yamagata lineage), and B/Texas/2/2013 (Victoria lineage), was used for part of the secondary screen and for testing virus replication in the immunized mice after virus challenge. For compound testing, aluminum hydroxide gel Alhydrogel® adjuvant 2% (alum), purchased from InvivoGen, was used as a positive control (antigen: alum (v/v) = 1:1) (approximately equal to 500 μg of alum/dose). All other food additive compounds tested (selected after excluding enzymes, salts, elemental substances, proteins, biological small compounds, wax, carbon hydrides, and soil) were purchased from the companies listed in Table S1. These compounds were suspended in phosphate-buffered saline (PBS; without calcium or magnesium) at concentrations of 10 mg/mL or 10 µL/mL and were sonicated in a water bath for 15 min at room temperature to generate compound stocks. The compound stocks were then stored at −20 °C until use except for alum, which was stored at room temperature. Before being mixed with the split influenza HA vaccine, the suspensions or solutions were thawed and sonicated again for 5 min.




2.3. Immunization and Protection


Five-week-old female BALB/c mice were purchased from Japan SLC Inc.(Shizuoka, Japan) After one week of adaptation, the mice were immunized with a suboptimal dose of the influenza HA vaccine (0.01 µg/dose (2014–2015 season), 0.003 µg/dose (2015–2016 season), or 0.001 µg/dose (2016–2017 season) calculated on the basis of the amount of HA from CA07 (H1N1)) with or without compounds via intramuscular injection into the gastrocnemius muscle. Two weeks later, the mice were boost-immunized intramuscularly. On day 14 after the boost-immunization, blood was collected via the facial vein using a goldenrod animal lancet (5 mm), and sera were isolated for measuring virus-specific antibody titers. Since it was not possible to screen 145 compounds in mice simultaneously, the 145 compounds were divided into 15 sets (1–11 compounds per set) and alum was used as the positive control in each set.



In the secondary screen, the 59 compounds were divided into 10 sets (2–8 compounds per set) and alum was used as the positive control in each set; three weeks after the boost-immunization, the immunized mice were challenged intranasally, under anesthesia, with 10 equivalents of the dose required to kill 50% of infected mice (MLD50; equivalent to 6.8 × 105 PFU/50 µL/mouse for this work) of MA-CA04 virus. Body weight and survival were monitored daily for 14 days after virus challenge. Mice that lost more than 25% of their original body weight were euthanized. Three mice per group were used for the primary screen except for the sage oil group (n = 4) and four mice per group were used in the secondary screen. To determine virus titers in mice, organs were harvested on days 3 and 6 post-challenge from three mice per group, homogenized, and titrated on MDCK cells by using a plaque assay as described previously [22]. The number of biological replicates was three and four for the primary and the secondary screens, respectively, except for the sage oil group, for which the number was four in the primary screen. The number of biological replicates was three for the virus replication experiment. All experiments were conducted once; however, since the antibody titers for the 59 hit compounds identified in the primary screen were also measured in the secondary screen, the number of repeats for the antibody titer measurement of the 59 compounds was two.




2.4. Measurement of Virus-Specific Antibody Titers


Virus-specific antibody titers in sera were determined using a modified ELISA as previously described [23,24]. Briefly, 96-well ELISA plates (IWAKI) were coated with 6 µg/mL of inactivated and purified CA07 virus solution overnight at 4 °C (50 µL/well). The plates were then blocked with 200 µL of 20% blocking one (Nacalai) in water at room temperature for 1 h. After blocking, the plates were washed once with PBS containing 0.05% Tween-20 (PBS-T), and then 2-fold serially diluted serum samples were added to the plates, followed by a 1 h incubation at room temperature. Bound IgG was detected by using peroxidase-labeled goat anti-mouse IgG (gamma) antibody, F (ab’) 2 fragment (Kirkegaard and PerryLaboratory Inc.; Gaithersburg, MD, USA). After the plates were washed four times with PBS-T, 100 µL of 2,2′-azino-bis (3-ethylbenzothiazoline-6-sulphonic acid) diammonium salt substrate solution was added to each well to initiate the color reaction, and the optical density (OD) was measured at a wavelength of 405 nm. The antibody titer was defined as the reciprocal of the highest serum dilution that produced an OD405 > 0.1 after correcting for the negative serum control [25].




2.5. Statistics


We used R [26] and lme4 [27] to perform a linear mixed effects analysis of the body weight data, which were normalized to the initial weight of each individual animal. As fixed effects, we used the different treatment groups (i.e., vaccine alone, vaccine plus compound, and vaccine plus alum), and the time of measurement (with an interaction term between those fixed effects). As random effects, we had intercepts for the individual animals. We used the lsmeans [28] package to compare the groups at different timepoints for each model separately, and the p values were adjusted using Holm’s method. For the comparisons of virus titers, we used one-way ANOVA, followed by Dunnett’s tests, with p values adjusted using Holm’s method. Each timepoint was analyzed separately. For the analysis of the survival data, we used a Log-rank test, comparing the vaccine plus compound or alum groups to the vaccine alone group. We used OASIS 2 [29] software for this analysis. p values < 0.05 were considered statistically significant.




2.6. Ethics


All experiments with mice were performed in the biosafety level 2 containment laboratory in the Institute of Medical Science, the University of Tokyo (Tokyo, Japan) in accordance with the Regulations for Animal Care of the University of Tokyo and the Guidelines for Proper Conduct of Animal Experiments by the Science Council of Japan, and were approved by the Animal Experiment Committee of the Institute of Medical Science, the University of Tokyo (approval no. PA14-38).





3. Results


3.1. Identification of 59 Compounds that Enhance the Humoral Responses to an Influenza Vaccine in Mice


To explore novel adjuvants for commercially available split influenza HA vaccines, we conducted a chemical screen in a mouse model by using 145 compounds selected from the approved food additives in Japan to identify compounds that could enhance influenza virus-specific antibody responses. Commercially available alum adjuvant was used as a positive control, as described in Materials and Methods, because alum is the most frequently used adjuvant worldwide and has been used in many clinical studies [12]. First, we performed an optimization experiment to determine the optimal dose of the HA vaccine (for the 2014–2015 season; the trivalent influenza HA vaccine, which contains the HA proteins of CA07 (H1N1), A/New York/39/2012 (H3N2), and B/Massachusetts/2/2012 (Yamagata lineage)) for our screen. We found that a dose of 0.01 µg of the HA vaccine (0.01 μg of HA for each virus/dose) elicited virus-specific antibodies only when the alum adjuvant was administered to mice together with the vaccine, whereas a dose of 0.03 µg of the HA vaccine induced virus-specific antibodies both in the presence and absence of alum (Figure S1), indicating that a dose of 0.01 µg of the HA vaccine was appropriate to use to immunize mice for our purposes.



For the primary screen, mice were immunized twice with PBS, compound alone (100 µg/dose), HA vaccine alone (0.01 μg of HA for each virus/dose), or HA vaccine plus compound (100 µg/dose) via intramuscular administration in a 100 μL volume with a two-week interval between the vaccinations. For saponin, one of the 145 compounds tested in the primary screen, a lower dose (10 µg/dose) was used for the immunizations because intramuscular administration of 100 µg/dose of saponin resulted in severe side effects in the mice: that is, all of the mice died by day 3 post-injection. Two weeks after the boost immunization, serum samples were collected from the immunized mice. We measured the titers of virus-specific antibody against CA07 virus (which is one of the components of the HA vaccine we tested) using an ELISA, and found that no antibodies against the CA07 virus were detected in the PBS or compound alone groups. Mice immunized with the HA vaccine alone produced no or low levels of virus-specific antibodies; the antibody titers ranged from <10 to 320 (Table 1 and Table S1). Therefore, we defined hits as compounds that induced a mean antibody titer of >320 in combination with the HA vaccine (for the 2014–2015 season) in the primary screen; 59 compounds that enhanced antibody production compared with the HA vaccine alone were selected on the basis of these criteria (Table 1 and Table S1). These 59 hit compounds included 28 novel adjuvant candidates, 19 novel adjuvant candidates for the influenza vaccine (i.e., their adjuvanticity had been reported for other antigens but not for the influenza vaccine), and 12 previously reported adjuvant candidates for the influenza vaccine (Figure 1, Table 1, and Table S1). Among these hits, norbixin elicited the highest antibody titer in combination with the HA vaccine. Twenty-nine hits induced similar or higher antibody titers compared with that elicited by alum, although there was no statistically significant difference except for saponin.



The 59 hits comprised several categories of food additive: 7 antioxidants (e.g., β-d-glucan, hesperidin, rutin, and rutin hydrate), 19 colors (e.g., β-carotene, norbixin, and riboflavin), 13 flavors (e.g., hydroxycitronellal, theobromine, and γ-undecalactone), 7 emulsifiers (e.g., chondroitin sulfate sodium salt, β-cyclodextrin, and polysorbate 20), 2 sweeteners (glycyrrhizic acid ammonium salt and neotame), 2 preservatives (abietic acid and calcium sorbate), 4 thickeners (calcium glycerophosphate hydrate, pullulan, and sodium alginate 80–120), 6 stabilizers (calcium glycerophosphate hydrate, chondroitin sulfate sodium salt, and polyvinylpyrrolidone (MW 3,600,000)), 2 acidity regulators (abietic acid and sepiolite), 2 anticaking agents (bentonite and sepiolite), and one foaming agent (saponin) (Table 1 and Table S1). There was some overlap because some food additives have more than one function. Most hits were from the color additive category. These results indicate that many kinds of food additives can act as vaccine adjuvants.




3.2. Identification of 41 Compounds that Enhance the Protective Efficacy of Influenza Vaccine against Lethal Virus Challenge in Mice


For the 59 compounds selected in the primary screen, we next conducted a secondary screen to examine whether these compounds enhance the protective efficacy of the HA vaccine against lethal challenge in mice. The HA vaccine was updated to the quadrivalent split influenza HA vaccine (for the 2015–2016 or 2016–2017 influenza season) for the secondary screen and the appropriate doses were determined to be 0.003 μg/dose for the 2015–2016 season vaccine (0.003 μg of HA for each virus/dose) and 0.001 μg/dose for the 2016–2017 season vaccine (0.001 μg of HA for each virus/dose). Two weeks after the boost immunization, serum samples were collected from the immunized mice and the virus-specific antibody titers were measured (Table 1). All 59 compounds plus the HA vaccine exhibited higher antibody titers compared with the vaccine alone group in the secondary screen; however, some of compounds (i.e., bentonite, (+/−)-citronellol, (R)-(+)-citronellal, β-ionone poly-L-γ-glutamic acid sodium salt, and sage oil) induced lower antibody titers compared with those in the primary screen (Table 1).



The immunized mice were challenged with 10 MLD50 of the MA-CA04 virus one week after blood collection (three weeks after the boost immunization), and then body weight and survival rate were monitored daily for 14 days. Forty-one compounds showed protective efficacy similar or superior to that of alum on the basis of survival rates (Table 2). These 41 hit compounds comprised 18 totally novel adjuvant candidates, 15 novel adjuvant candidates for the influenza vaccine with previously reported adjuvant effects for other antigens but not for the influenza vaccine, and 8 previously reported adjuvant candidates for the influenza vaccine (Table 1 and Table 2), namely β-cyclodextrin [30,31], poly-L-γ-glutamic acid sodium salt [32,33], polyvinylpyrrolidone (MW 3,600,000) [34], pullulan [35], riboflavin [36], saponin [37,38,39], sepiolite [40], and sodium alginate 80–120 [41] (Table 1, Figure 1, and Table S1).



Among the 18 novel hits, 8 compounds (i.e., carminic acid, crocin, hydroxycitronellal, methyl anthranilate, neotame, norbixin, terpineol, and γ-undecalactone) completely protected the mice when immunized with HA vaccine from lethal challenge with MA-CA04 virus, whereas all mice given PBS or the compound alone showed body weight loss after virus challenge and died by 7 days post-challenge (Figure 2, Table 2, Figure S2, and Table S2). Among these compounds, neotame, norbixin, and γ-undecalactone induced similar or higher titers of virus-specific antibody relative to those induced by alum in the secondary screen (Table S2). In addition, five other compounds (i.e., carminic acid, crocin, hydroxycitronellal, methyl anthranilate, and terpineol) induced lower antibody titers in the immunized mice relative to alum but provided protective efficacy that was comparable to or better than that of alum (Table 1 and Figure S2). Notably, all seven emulsifiers from the primary screen enhanced the protective efficacy of influenza vaccine in the secondary screen (Table 1 and Table 2).




3.3. Effect of Immunizing Mice with the HA Vaccine Together with the Top Five Compounds on the Replication of the Challenge Virus in the Respiratory Tract


To examine the effects of promising adjuvant candidates on virus replication in the immunized mice after challenge, we selected 5 of the 41 positive compounds (i.e., β-d-glucan, neotame, norbixin, polysorbate 20, and γ-undecalactone) that were novel adjuvant candidates for the influenza vaccine, induced higher antibody titers than alum, and showed complete protective efficacy and less weight loss (Figure 2 and Table 2), for further testing. Six mice per group immunized with the HA vaccine and the respective compound were challenged three weeks after the boost immunization with 10 MLD50 of MA-CA04 virus, and organ samples (i.e., nasal turbinates (NT) and lungs) were collected from the sacrificed mice on days 3 and 6 post-infection for virus titration. On day 3 post-challenge, high titers of viruses were recovered from both the nasal turbinates and the lungs of all mice (Table 3). In contrast, on day 6 post-challenge, no or low titers of virus were detected from the nasal turbinates and lungs of some of the adjuvant groups (i.e., ‘vaccine plus neotame’ and ‘vaccine plus polysorbate 20′) compared with the vaccine alone group, although there was no significant difference (Table 3). These results suggest that some of the candidate adjuvants, such as neotame and polysorbate 20, might facilitate the rapid clearance of viruses from mice even though they did not protect mice from replication of the challenge virus.





4. Discussion


Food additives have been widely used by humans for a long time. In this study, we screened 145 food additives approved in Japan for novel compounds with adjuvanticity in a mouse model and obtained 41 hits that were comparable to alum on the basis of survival rates, including 18 totally novel adjuvant candidates, 15 novel adjuvant candidates for influenza vaccine, and 8 previously reported adjuvants for influenza vaccine [30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41]. Of the 41 hits, the top five compounds (i.e., β-d-glucan, neotame, norbixin, polysorbate 20, and γ-undecalactone) were examined for their effects on virus replication in immunized mice after virus challenge, and none of them protected mice from virus replication. This might be because the amount of HA vaccine was too low to inhibit virus replication in mice since we used the minimum amount of the HA vaccine in this study to see the adjuvant effects of the compounds; however, the immunization of mice with such a low dose of HA vaccine together with the hit compounds might be sufficient to facilitate the rapid clearance of the virus from the mice, resulting in 100% protection.



Recent studies suggest that adjuvants act to elicit immune responses by utilizing one or more of the following mechanisms: the depot effect, induction of cytokine responses and gene expression profile changes, immune cell recruitment, enhancement of antigen uptake and dendritic cell maturation, host dsDNA release, innate signaling pathway and inflammasome activation, and Th1 and Th2 immune responses and T follicular helper-cell generation [10,31]. Although the mechanism of action for most of the hit compounds identified in this study remains unknown, our hit compounds could be used to develop combination adjuvants, which is one of the most promising approaches to improving adjuvant efficacy and safety. GlaxoSmithKline Biologicals has developed several Adjuvant Systems, such as AS01, AS02, AS03, and AS04, in which known adjuvants are combined to induce innate and/or adaptive immune responses [42,43,44]. Further studies to identify the mechanisms of action of the adjuvant candidates identified in this screen would allow us to develop novel adjuvant systems by combining several adjuvant candidates with different mechanisms of action.



The hit compounds identified in this study are not only useful for the development of human vaccines but also for improving animal vaccines. Veterinary vaccines are important for animal and public health. Vaccination of animals can reduce animal suffering, ensure efficient production of food animals for human consumption, and decrease the amount of antibiotic use, thereby contributing to food safety [45]. There are several advantages to using food additives as animal vaccine adjuvants, the most important of which is to improve food safety. Veterinary vaccines use large quantities of adjuvants that are not yet approved for use in human vaccines. Adjuvant-induced injection site reactions and residues are problematic for vaccines administered to food-producing animals (e.g., vaccines for cattle, sheep, swine, chickens, and ducks) because they decrease the meat quality for human consumption or trade [46]. Therefore, using food additives approved for human use as food animal vaccine adjuvants instead of adjuvants with unknown safety profiles should improve vaccine efficacy and food safety. Moreover, the use of food additives as animal adjuvants may facilitate approval of such adjuvanted vaccines for animal clinical use given their established safety profiles in humans [47].



There was a large variation in the virus-specific antibody titers for the alum control across the screens (Table 1, Tables S1 and S2, and Figure S3). In this study, the 145 compounds were divided into 15 sets in the primary screen and alum was used as a positive control in each set. The antibody titers for the vaccine plus alum group showed variation presumably due to differences in the batches of mice used in each set and experimental variations. Additionally, to see the adjuvant effect of the compounds, we used a low amount of the HA vaccine, which could also have led to variations in the antibody responses. Given the performance of the alum, some compounds could have been false positives or false negatives in the primary screen. Indeed, some of the compounds (i.e., bentonite, (+/−)-citronellol, (R)-(+)-citronellal, β-ionone poly-L-γ-glutamic acid sodium salt, and sage oil) induced lower antibody titers in the secondary screen compared with those in the primary screen (Table 1), although this variation could have been due to the fact that we used HA vaccines from different influenza seasons (one from the 2015–2016 season and the other from the 2016–2017 season) and a lower amount per dose was used for the secondary screen (0.003 μg/dose or 0.001 μg/dose versus 0.01 μg/dose in the primary screen).



No adjuvant is suitable for all antigens; therefore, the selection of an appropriate adjuvant is an important step in the development of novel vaccines. The present study has identified a number of promising adjuvant candidates for influenza vaccine from food additives in mice. These adjuvant candidates could also be used for the development of novel universal influenza vaccines based on the purified HA stem or matrix 2 ectodomain (M2e) proteins since these protein antigens possess weak immunogenicity [48,49]. They may also be useful for the development of vaccines against other pathogens, food animal vaccines, or anticancer vaccines. We hope our efforts to identify novel adjuvants will help other researchers and vaccine companies to develop novel and effective adjuvanted vaccines.




5. Conclusions


Vaccine efficacy can be improved by the addition of adjuvants. In this study, we screened 145 compounds from food additives approved in Japan and identified 41 compounds that exhibited an adjuvant effect in mice when used with the split influenza HA vaccine. These compounds included 18 novel adjuvant candidates and 15 compounds with previously reported adjuvant effects for other antigens but not for the influenza vaccine. These findings are valuable to the development of novel and effective adjuvanted influenza or other vaccines.








Supplementary Materials


The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/2076-393X/7/4/127/s1. Figure S1: Determination of the appropriate antigen dose for the primary screen; Figure S2: Body weight changes and survival rates of immunized mice after lethal challenge (33 hit compounds); Table S1: The properties, antibody titers, and status of the food additives used in this study (Excel file); Table S2: The protective efficacy generated by immunization with each of 59 hit compounds and HA vaccine in mice (Excel file).





Author Contributions


H.F., M.Y., T.W., and Y.K. designed the experiments; H.F. and L.W. performed the experiments; M.Y. selected and purchased all the chemicals; H.F., L.W., T.J.d.S.L., T.W., and Y.K. analyzed the data; T.W. and Y.K. oversaw the study; H.F., T.W., and Y.K. wrote the manuscript. All authors reviewed and approved the manuscript.




Funding


This research was supported by Leading Advanced Projects for Medical Innovation (LEAP) from the Japan Agency for Medical Research and Development (AMED) (JP18am001007), by Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Research on Innovative Areas from the Ministry of Education, Culture, Science, Sports, and Technology (MEXT) of Japan (nos. 16H06429, 16K21723, and 16H06434), by the Research Program on Emerging and Re-Emerging Infectious Diseases from AMED (JP19fk0108056; JP19fk0108104), by the Japan Initiative for Global Research Network on Infectious Diseases (J-GRID) from MEXT and AMED (JP19fm0108006), by the JSPS KAKENHI grant number 19K06399, and by the NIAID-funded Center for Research on Influenza Pathogenesis (CRIP, HHSN272201400008C).




Acknowledgments


We thank Susan Watson for editing the manuscript. We also thank Mutsumi Ito, Izumi Ishikawa, Yuriko Tomita, Naomi Fujimoto, Fujimi Arai, Mikiko Tanaka, and Izumi Fujimori for technical support.




Conflicts of Interest


Y.K. has received speaker’s honoraria from Toyama Chemical and Astellas; grant support from Chugai Pharmaceuticals, Daiichi Sankyo Pharmaceutical, Toyama Chemical, Tauns Laboratories, Otsuka Pharmaceutical, and Kyoritsu Seiyaku; and is a founder of FluGen. All of the other authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest.




References


	



WHO. Up to 650 000 People Die of Respiratory Diseases Linked to Seasonal Flu Each Year. Available online: http://www.who.int/mediacentre/news/statements/2017/flu/en/ (accessed on 1 July 2019).

	



Li, C.; Bu, Z.; Chen, H. Avian influenza vaccines against H5N1 ‘bird flu’. Trends Biotechnol. 2014, 32, 147–156. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kreijtz, J.H.; Osterhaus, A.D.; Rimmelzwaan, G.F. Vaccination strategies and vaccine formulations for epidemic and pandemic influenza control. Hum. Vaccines 2009, 5, 126–135. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Shi, J.; Deng, G.; Ma, S.; Zeng, X.; Yin, X.; Li, M.; Zhang, B.; Cui, P.; Chen, Y.; Yang, H.; et al. Rapid Evolution of H7N9 Highly Pathogenic Viruses that Emerged in China in 2017. Cell Host Microbe 2018. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Hatta, M.; Gao, P.; Halfmann, P.; Kawaoka, Y. Molecular basis for high virulence of Hong Kong H5N1 influenza A viruses. Science 2001, 293, 1840–1842. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wong, S.S.; Webby, R.J. Traditional and new influenza vaccines. Clin. Microbiol. Rev. 2013, 26, 476–492. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



WHO. Influenza (Seasonal). Available online: https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/influenza-(seasonal) (accessed on 1 July 2019).

	



Dominguez, A.; Godoy, P.; Torner, N. The Effectiveness of Influenza Vaccination in Different Groups. Expert Rev. Vaccines 2016, 15, 751–764. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Osterholm, M.T.; Kelley, N.S.; Sommer, A.; Belongia, E.A. Efficacy and effectiveness of influenza vaccines: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet Infect. Dis. 2012, 12, 36–44. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Reed, S.G.; Orr, M.T.; Fox, C.B. Key roles of adjuvants in modern vaccines. Nat. Med. 2013, 19, 1597–1608. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tregoning, J.S.; Russell, R.F.; Kinnear, E. Adjuvanted influenza vaccines. Hum. Vaccines Immunother. 2018, 14, 550–564. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tetsutani, K.; Ishii, K.J. Adjuvants in influenza vaccines. Vaccine 2012, 30, 7658–7661. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Manzoli, L.; De Vito, C.; Salanti, G.; D’Addario, M.; Villari, P.; Ioannidis, J.P. Meta-analysis of the immunogenicity and tolerability of pandemic influenza A 2009 (H1N1) vaccines. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e24384. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Szakacs, A.; Darin, N.; Hallbook, T. Increased childhood incidence of narcolepsy in western Sweden after H1N1 influenza vaccination. Neurology 2013, 80, 1315–1321. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Nohynek, H.; Jokinen, J.; Partinen, M.; Vaarala, O.; Kirjavainen, T.; Sundman, J.; Himanen, S.L.; Hublin, C.; Julkunen, I.; Olsen, P.; et al. AS03 adjuvanted AH1N1 vaccine associated with an abrupt increase in the incidence of childhood narcolepsy in Finland. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e33536. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Sun, H.X.; Xie, Y.; Ye, Y.P. Advances in saponin-based adjuvants. Vaccine 2009, 27, 1787–1796. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ng, H.I.; Fernando, G.J.; Depelsenaire, A.C.; Kendall, M.A. Potent response of QS-21 as a vaccine adjuvant in the skin when delivered with the Nanopatch, resulted in adjuvant dose sparing. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 29368. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Morelli, A.B.; Becher, D.; Koernig, S.; Silva, A.; Drane, D.; Maraskovsky, E. ISCOMATRIX: A novel adjuvant for use in prophylactic and therapeutic vaccines against infectious diseases. J. Med. Microbiol. 2012, 61, 935–943. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, H.; Patil, H.P.; de Vries-Idema, J.; Wilschut, J.; Huckriede, A. Enhancement of the immunogenicity and protective efficacy of a mucosal influenza subunit vaccine by the saponin adjuvant GPI-0100. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e52135. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Cox, R.J.; Pedersen, G.; Madhun, A.S.; Svindland, S.; Saevik, M.; Breakwell, L.; Hoschler, K.; Willemsen, M.; Campitelli, L.; Nostbakken, J.K.; et al. Evaluation of a virosomal H5N1 vaccine formulated with Matrix M adjuvant in a phase I clinical trial. Vaccine 2011, 29, 8049–8059. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sakabe, S.; Ozawa, M.; Takano, R.; Iwastuki-Horimoto, K.; Kawaoka, Y. Mutations in PA, NP, and HA of a pandemic (H1N1) 2009 influenza virus contribute to its adaptation to mice. Virus Res. 2011, 158, 124–129. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gaush, C.R.; Smith, T.F. Replication and plaque assay of influenza virus in an established line of canine kidney cells. Appl. Microbiol. 1968, 16, 588–594. [Google Scholar]

	



Uraki, R.; Das, S.C.; Hatta, M.; Kiso, M.; Iwatsuki-Horimoto, K.; Ozawa, M.; Coban, C.; Ishii, K.J.; Kawaoka, Y. Hemozoin as a novel adjuvant for inactivated whole virion influenza vaccine. Vaccine 2014, 32, 5295–5300. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Feng, H.P.; Yamashita, M.; Lopes, T.J.D.; Watanabe, T.; Kawaoka, Y. Injectable Excipients as Novel Influenza Vaccine Adjuvants. Front. Microbiol. 2019, 10. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Even-Or, O.; Samira, S.; Rochlin, E.; Balasingam, S.; Mann, A.J.; Lambkin-Williams, R.; Spira, J.; Goldwaser, I.; Ellis, R.; Barenholz, Y. Immunogenicity, protective efficacy and mechanism of novel CCS adjuvanted influenza vaccine. Vaccine 2010, 28, 6527–6541. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



The R Project for Statistical Computing. Available online: https://www.r-project.org/ (accessed on 1 July 2019).

	



Bates, D.; Machler, M.; Bolker, B.M.; Walker, S.C. Fitting Linear Mixed-Effects Models Using lme4. J. Stat. Softw. 2015, 67, 48. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lenth, R.V. Least-Squares Means: The R Package lsmeans. J. Stat. Softw. 2016, 69, 33. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Han, S.K.; Lee, D.; Lee, H.; Kim, D.; Son, H.G.; Yang, J.S.; Lee, S.V.; Kim, S. OASIS 2: online application for survival analysis 2 with features for the analysis of maximal lifespan and healthspan in aging research. Oncotarget 2016, 7, 56147–56152. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kusakabe, T.; Ozasa, K.; Kobari, S.; Momota, M.; Kishishita, N.; Kobiyama, K.; Kuroda, E.; Ishii, K.J. Intranasal hydroxypropyl-beta-cyclodextrin-adjuvanted influenza vaccine protects against sub-heterologous virus infection. Vaccine 2016, 34, 3191–3198. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Onishi, M.; Ozasa, K.; Kobiyama, K.; Ohata, K.; Kitano, M.; Taniguchi, K.; Homma, T.; Kobayashi, M.; Sato, A.; Katakai, Y.; et al. Hydroxypropyl-beta-cyclodextrin spikes local inflammation that induces Th2 cell and T follicular helper cell responses to the coadministered antigen. J. Immunol. 2015, 194, 2673–2682. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yang, J.; Shim, S.M.; Nguyen, T.Q.; Kim, E.H.; Kim, K.; Lim, Y.T.; Sung, M.H.; Webby, R.; Poo, H. Poly-gamma-glutamic acid/chitosan nanogel greatly enhances the efficacy and heterosubtypic cross-reactivity of H1N1 pandemic influenza vaccine. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 44839. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Okamoto, S.; Matsuura, M.; Akagi, T.; Akashi, M.; Tanimoto, T.; Ishikawa, T.; Takahashi, M.; Yamanishi, K.; Mori, Y. Poly(gamma-glutamic acid) nano-particles combined with mucosal influenza virus hemagglutinin vaccine protects against influenza virus infection in mice. Vaccine 2009, 27, 5896–5905. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bichurina, M.A.; Rozaeva, N.R.; Ishkil’din, M.I.; Degtiarev, A.A. Polyvinylpyrrolidone as a stimulator of the immunogenic activity of inactivated influenza vaccine. Tr. Inst. Im. Pastera 1982, 59, 109–112. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	



Nagatomo, D.; Taniai, M.; Ariyasu, H.; Taniguchi, M.; Aga, M.; Ariyasu, T.; Ohta, T.; Fukuda, S. Cholesteryl Pullulan Encapsulated TNF-alpha Nanoparticles Are an Effective Mucosal Vaccine Adjuvant against Influenza Virus. Biomed. Res. Int. 2015, 2015, 471468. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Quintilio, W.; de Freitas, F.A.; Rodriguez, D.; Kubrusly, F.S.; Yourtov, D.; Miyaki, C.; de Cerqueira Leite, L.C.; Raw, I. Vitamins as influenza vaccine adjuvant components. Arch. Virol. 2016, 161, 2787–2795. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Marty-Roix, R.; Vladimer, G.I.; Pouliot, K.; Weng, D.; Buglione-Corbett, R.; West, K.; MacMicking, J.D.; Chee, J.D.; Wang, S.; Lu, S.; et al. Identification of QS-21 as an Inflammasome-activating Molecular Component of Saponin Adjuvants. J. Biol. Chem. 2016, 291, 1123–1136. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lee, G.; Na, Y.J.; Yang, B.G.; Choi, J.P.; Seo, Y.B.; Hong, C.P.; Yun, C.H.; Kim, D.H.; Sohn, E.J.; Kim, J.H.; et al. Oral immunization of haemaggulutinin H5 expressed in plant endoplasmic reticulum with adjuvant saponin protects mice against highly pathogenic avian influenza A virus infection. Plant. Biotechnol. J. 2015, 13, 62–72. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Liu, H.; Bungener, L.; ter Veer, W.; Coller, B.A.; Wilschut, J.; Huckriede, A. Preclinical evaluation of the saponin derivative GPI-0100 as an immunostimulating and dose-sparing adjuvant for pandemic influenza vaccines. Vaccine 2011, 29, 2037–2043. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ruiz-Hitzky, E.; Darder, M.; Aranda, P.; del Burgo, M.A.M.; del Real, G. Bionanocomposites as New Carriers for Influenza Vaccines. Adv. Mater. 2009, 21, 4167–4171. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Shechmeister, I.L.; Aeschliman, T.; Kammlade, W.G., Jr. Use of sodium alginate adjuvant in immunization against equine influenza. Am. J. Vet. Res. 1967, 28, 1373–1378. [Google Scholar]

	



Morel, S.; Didierlaurent, A.; Bourguignon, P.; Delhaye, S.; Baras, B.; Jacob, V.; Planty, C.; Elouahabi, A.; Harvengt, P.; Carlsen, H.; et al. Adjuvant System AS03 containing alpha-tocopherol modulates innate immune response and leads to improved adaptive immunity. Vaccine 2011, 29, 2461–2473. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Didierlaurent, A.M.; Morel, S.; Lockman, L.; Giannini, S.L.; Bisteau, M.; Carlsen, H.; Kielland, A.; Vosters, O.; Vanderheyde, N.; Schiavetti, F.; et al. AS04, an aluminum salt- and TLR4 agonist-based adjuvant system, induces a transient localized innate immune response leading to enhanced adaptive immunity. J. Immunol. 2009, 183, 6186–6197. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Garcon, N.; Chomez, P.; Van Mechelen, M. GlaxoSmithKline Adjuvant Systems in vaccines: concepts, achievements and perspectives. Expert Rev. Vaccines 2007, 6, 723–739. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Roth, J.A. Veterinary vaccines and their importance to animal health and public health. Procedia Vaccinol. 2011, 5, 127–136. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Spickler, A.R.; Roth, J.A. Adjuvants in veterinary vaccines: modes of action and adverse effects. J. Vet. Intern. Med. 2003, 17, 273–281. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Heegaard, P.M.H.; Dedieu, L.; Johnson, N.; Le Potier, M.F.; Mockey, M.; Mutinelli, F.; Vahlenkamp, T.; Vascellari, M.; Sorensen, N.S. Adjuvants and delivery systems in veterinary vaccinology: current state and future developments. Arch. Virol. 2011, 156, 183–202. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yamayoshi, S.; Kawaoka, Y. Current and future influenza vaccines. Nat. Med. 2019. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pica, N.; Palese, P. Toward a universal influenza virus vaccine: prospects and challenges. Annu. Rev. Med. 2013, 64, 189–202. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]








[image: Vaccines 07 00127 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Virus-specific antibody titers induced in mice by the 59 hit compounds in combination with the HA vaccine. Six-week-old BALB/c mice were immunized with the influenza HA vaccine with or without compounds twice with a two-week interval between the vaccinations. Blood samples were collected two weeks after the second immunization. Virus-specific antibodies were measured by using an ELISA with inactivated and purified CA07 virus as the coating antigen. Depicted are the antibody titers obtained from the mice immunized with the vaccine with the hit compounds. Each dot represents one mouse, and the individual antibody titers were divided by the average of the antibody titers of the mice immunized with the vaccine plus alum in the same batch. This procedure normalizes the values of the animals immunized with candidate compounds to their respective positive controls, and the log transformation aids in the representation of the values. Values above zero indicate that the antibody titers of the mice treated with the vaccine plus the hit compounds were higher than those of their positive controls. The black horizontal line represents the mean antibody titers from individual mice (n = 3, except sage oil n = 4). The dotted line represents the reference vaccine plus alum. The status of the 59 hits is indicated by the color used for the compound names: red compound names represent novel adjuvant candidates; blue compound names represent novel adjuvant candidates for the influenza vaccine; compounds with green names indicate that their adjuvant effect for the influenza vaccine has been reported previously. MW: molecular weight. 
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Figure 2. Body weight changes and survival rates of immunized mice after lethal challenge. Six-week-old BALB/c mice were mock-immunized with phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) or compounds only, or they were immunized with the HA vaccine alone or the compound-adjuvanted HA vaccine twice with a two-week interval. Mice were intranasally challenged with 10 MLD50 of MA-CA04 virus three weeks after the second immunization. Body weight and survival were monitored for 14 days. The body weight data shown are means and standard deviations (n = 4). Green asterisks indicate a significant difference between the vaccine alone and the vaccine plus compound groups (vaccine plus compound versus vaccine alone); purple asterisks indicate a significant difference between the vaccine plus alum and the vaccine plus compound groups (vaccine plus alum versus vaccine plus compound); * p < 0.05. 
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Table 1. Virus-specific antibody titers in sera from immunized mice for the 59 hit compounds identified in the primary screen a.
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Compound

	
Mean of Ab Titer-Primary Screen b

	
Ab Titer Ratio-Primary Sceen d (Compounds/Alum)

	
Mean of Ab Titer-Secondary Screen b

	
Ab Titer Ratio-Secondary Sceen d (Compounds/alum)

	
Function in Food

	
Status e




	
Compound

	
Vaccine Alone

	
Vaccine and Compound

	
Vaccine and Alumc

	
Compound

	
Vaccine Alone

	
Vaccine and Compound

	
Vaccine and Alum c






	
Abietic acid

	
<10

	
<10

	
533.33

	
233.33

	
2.29

	
<10

	
80, 160 f

	
1280.00

	
560.00

	
2.29

	
Preservative, acidity regulator

	
a




	
Acid red 1

	
<10

	
10.00 f

	
1173.33

	
1386.67

	
0.85

	
<10

	
205.00

	
1760.00

	
2240.00

	
0.79

	
Color

	
a




	
Alginic acid

	
<10

	
<10

	
533.33

	
233.33

	
2.29

	
<10

	
205.00

	
1280.00

	
2240.00

	
0.57

	
Thickener, stabilizer

	
c




	
Bentonite

	
<10

	
<10

	
346.67

	
233.33

	
1.49

	
<10

	
<10

	
140.00

	
600.00

	
0.23

	
Anticaking agent

	
b




	
Borneol

	
<10

	
10 f

	
533.33

	
1386.67

	
0.38

	
<10

	
380.00

	
1920.00

	
2560.00

	
0.75

	
Flavor

	
a




	
Brilliant blue FCF

	
<10

	
<10

	
1333.33

	
1920.00

	
0.69

	
<10

	
<10

	
990.00

	
600.00

	
1.65

	
Color

	
a




	
Calcium glycerophosphate hydrate

	
<10

	
<10

	
1920.00

	
1120.00

	
1.71

	
<10

	
<10

	
4800.00

	
1440.00

	
3.33

	
Thickener, gelling agent, stabilizer

	
b




	
Calcium sorbate

	
<10

	
<10

	
2133.33

	
1920.00

	
1.11

	
<10

	
<10

	
3520.00

	
1440.00

	
2.44

	
Preservative

	
b




	
Capsanthin

	
<10

	
<10

	
1706.67

	
1706.67

	
1.00

	
<10

	
380.00

	
800.00

	
840.00

	
0.95

	
Color

	
a




	
Carminic acid

	
<10

	
<10

	
746.67

	
1920.00

	
0.39

	
<10

	
80, 40, 320 f

	
960.00

	
1440.00

	
0.67

	
Color

	
a




	
β-Carotene

	
<10

	
<10

	
960.00

	
1706.67

	
0.56

	
<10

	
80, 160 f

	
1120.00

	
560.00

	
2.00

	
Color

	
b




	
Chondroitin sulfate sodium salt

	
<10

	
<10

	
1493.33

	
1120.00

	
1.33

	
<10

	
<10

	
2880.00

	
1440.00

	
2.00

	
Emulsifier, stabilizer

	
b




	
1,8-Cineole

	
<10

	
10 f

	
1386.67

	
1386.67

	
1.00

	
<10

	
<10

	
990.00

	
1440.00

	
0.69

	
Flavor

	
c




	
(+/−)-Citronellol

	
<10

	
<10

	
1280, 640 f

	
1706.67

	
N/A

	
<10

	
<10

	
260.00

	
720.00

	
0.36

	
Flavor

	
a




	
(R)-(+)-Citronellal

	
<10

	
<10

	
333.33

	
1706.67

	
0.20

	
<10

	
<10

	
40, 80, 20 f

	
1600.00

	
NA

	
Flavor

	
a




	
Crocin

	
<10

	
<10

	
1066.67

	
1706.67

	
0.63

	
<10

	
<10

	
480.00

	
720.00

	
0.67

	
Color

	
a




	
Curcumin

	
<10

	
<10

	
1066.67

	
3413.33

	
0.31

	
<10

	
380.00

	
480.00

	
840.00

	
0.57

	
Color

	
a




	
β-Cyclodextrin

	
<10

	
<10

	
373.33

	
1706.67

	
0.22

	
<10

	
<10

	
1440.00

	
1600.00

	
0.90

	
Emulsifier

	
c




	
Fast green FCF

	
<10

	
<10

	
2133.33

	
2133.33

	
1.00

	
<10

	
<10

	
440.00

	
600.00

	
0.73

	
Color

	
a




	
Ferulic acid

	
<10

	
<10

	
746.67

	
3413.33

	
0.22

	
<10

	
380.00

	
640.00

	
840.00

	
0.76

	
Antioxidant

	
b




	
Geranyl formate

	
<10

	
<10

	
2560 f

	
853.33

	
N/A

	
<10

	
<10

	
1280, 1280, 1280 f

	
1600.00

	
NA

	
Flavor

	
a




	
Ginger extract

	
<10

	
<10

	
2773.33

	
3413.33

	
0.81

	
<10

	
80, 40, 320 f

	
1440.00

	
1440.00

	
1.00

	
Antioxidant

	
a




	
β-d-Glucan

	
<10

	
<10

	
2560.00

	
1706.67

	
1.50

	
<10

	
80, 160 f

	
2560.00

	
560.00

	
4.57

	
Antioxidant

	
b




	
Glycyrrhizic acid ammonium salt

	
<10

	
<10

	
5973.33

	
3413.33

	
1.75

	
<10

	
80, 40, 320 f

	
2560.00

	
1440.00

	
1.78

	
Sweetener

	
b




	
Hematoxylin

	
<10

	
<10

	
2560.00

	
3413.33

	
0.75

	
<10

	
380.00

	
1200.00

	
840.00

	
1.43

	
Color

	
a




	
Hesperidin

	
<10

	
<10

	
3840.00

	
3413.33

	
1.13

	
<10

	
80, 160 f

	
2240.00

	
560.00

	
4.00

	
Antioxidant, nutrient supplement

	
b




	
Hydroxycitronellal

	
<10

	
<10

	
2773.33

	
853.33

	
3.25

	
<10

	
80, 40, 320 f

	
1280.00

	
1440.00

	
0.89

	
Flavor

	
a




	
Indigo carmine

	
<10

	
<10

	
1280.00

	
853.33

	
1.50

	
<10

	
<10

	
485.00

	
600.00

	
0.81

	
Color

	
a




	
β-Ionone

	
<10

	
113.33

	
1493.33

	
960.00

	
1.56

	
<10

	
380.00

	
220.00

	
2560.00

	
0.09

	
Flavor

	
a




	
Iron (II) gluconate n-hydrate

	
<10

	
<10

	
853.33

	
1120.00

	
0.76

	
<10

	
<10

	
3040.00

	
1600.00

	
1.90

	
Color retention agent

	
a




	
Isoeugenol

	
<10

	
<10

	
2986.67

	
853.33

	
3.50

	
<10

	
<10

	
140.00

	
720.00

	
0.19

	
Flavor

	
a




	
Isoquinoline

	
<10

	
<10

	
1493.33

	
853.33

	
1.75

	
<10

	
80, 40, 320 f

	
1200.00

	
1440.00

	
0.83

	
Color

	
b




	
Methyl anthranilate

	
<10

	
<10

	
693.33

	
853.33

	
0.81

	
<10

	
380.00

	
2240.00

	
2560.00

	
0.88

	
Flavor enhancer

	
a




	
Naringin

	
<10

	
320.00

	
2133.33

	
5120.00

	
0.42

	
<10

	
380.00

	
2240.00

	
840.00

	
2.67

	
Antioxidant

	
a




	
Natural red 25

	
<10

	
320.00

	
2986.67

	
5120.00

	
0.58

	
<10

	
300.00

	
440.00

	
2560.00

	
0.17

	
Color

	
a




	
Neotame

	
<10

	
40, 80 f

	
2560.00

	
1280.00

	
2.00

	
<10

	
<10

	
720.00

	
720.00

	
1.00

	
Sweetener

	
a




	
Norbixin

	
<10

	
113.33

	
7680.00

	
960.00

	
8.00

	
<10

	
80, 40, 320 f

	
2880.00

	
560.00

	
5.14

	
Color

	
a




	
Pectin

	
<10

	
320.00

	
640.00

	
5120.00

	
0.13

	
<10

	
<10

	
320.00

	
600.00

	
0.53

	
Vegetable gum, emulsifier

	
b




	
Poly-L-γ-glutamic acid sodium salt

	
<10

	
320.00

	
2560.00

	
5120.00

	
0.50

	
<10

	
<10

	
40, 40, 160 f

	
1600.00

	
0.04

	
Flavor enhancer

	
c




	
Polysorbate 20

	
<10

	
40, 80 f

	
1920.00

	
1280.00

	
1.50

	
<10

	
205.00

	
5760.00

	
2240.00

	
2.57

	
Emulsifier

	
b




	
Polysorbate 60

	
<10

	
40, 80 f

	
2560.00

	
1280.00

	
2.00

	
<10

	
205.00

	
2560.00

	
2240.00

	
1.14

	
Emulsifier

	
b




	
Polyvinylpyrrolidone (MW 10,000)

	
<10

	
<10

	
533.33

	
480.00

	
1.11

	
<10

	
<10

	
652.50

	
1600.00

	
0.41

	
Emulsifier, stabilizer

	
c




	
Polysorbate 80

	
<10

	
40, 80 f

	
3416.33

	
1280.00

	
2.67

	
<10

	
<10

	
4160.00

	
1600.00

	
2.60

	
Emulsifier

	
b




	
Polyvinylpyrrolidone (MW 3,600,000)

	
<10

	
<10

	
506.67

	
480.00

	
1.06

	
<10

	
<10

	
2720.00

	
1600.00

	
1.70

	
Emulsifier, stabilizer

	
c




	
Pullulan

	
<10

	
<10

	
960.00

	
1706.67

	
0.56

	
<10

	
380.00

	
720.00

	
840.00

	
0.86

	
Thickener, glazing agent

	
c




	
Quercetin

	
<10

	
320.00

	
640.00

	
5120.00

	
0.13

	
<10

	
<10

	
300.00

	
1600.00

	
0.19

	
Color

	
b




	
Riboflavin

	
<10

	
<10

	
2560.00

	
2133.33

	
1.20

	
<10

	
<10

	
2240.00

	
1440.00

	
1.56

	
Color

	
c




	
Rutin

	
<10

	
320.00

	
2560.00

	
5120.00

	
0.50

	
<10

	
<10

	
1320.00

	
1440.00

	
0.92

	
Color, antioxidant, nutrient supplement

	
b




	
Rutin hydrate

	
<10

	
320.00

	
1280.00

	
5120.00

	
0.25

	
<10

	
<10

	
720.00

	
720.00

	
1.00

	
Color, antioxidant, nutrient supplement

	
b




	
Safflower oil

	
<10

	
<10

	
693.33

	
1120.00

	
0.62

	
<10

	
80, 40, 320 f

	
800.00

	
1440.00

	
0.56

	
Flavor

	
a




	
Sage oil g

	
<10

	
320, 80 f

	
746.67

	
960.00

	
0.78

	
<10

	
<10

	
160, 10 f

	
1600.00

	
N/A

	
Flavor enhancer

	
b




	
Saponin

	
<10

	
<10

	
4266.67

	
480.00

	
8.89

	
<10

	
205.00

	
12160.00

	
2240.00

	
5.43

	
Foaming agent

	
c




	
Sepiolite

	
<10

	
320.00

	
2986.67

	
5120.00

	
0.58

	
<10

	
300.00

	
2080.00

	
2560.00

	
0.81

	
Acidity regulator, anticaking agent

	
c




	
Sodium alginate 300–400

	
<10

	
<10

	
1280.00

	
1706.67

	
0.75

	
<10

	
205.00

	
480.00

	
2240.00

	
0.21

	
Thickener, stabilizer

	
c




	
Sodium alginate 80–120

	
<10

	
<10

	
853.33

	
1706.67

	
0.50

	
<10

	
205.00

	
1280.00

	
2240.00

	
0.57

	
Thickener, stabilizer

	
c




	
Terpineol

	
<10

	
<10

	
853.33

	
1280.00

	
0.67

	
<10

	
380.00

	
2880.00

	
2560.00

	
1.13

	
Flavor

	
a




	
Theobromine

	
<10

	
<10

	
1333.33

	
1706.67

	
0.78

	
<10

	
80, 160 f

	
1440.00

	
560.00

	
2.57

	
Flavor

	
b




	
trans-β-Apo-8′-carotenal

	
<10

	
<10

	
1280.00

	
1280.00

	
1.00

	
<10

	
380.00

	
1400.00

	
2560.00

	
0.55

	
Color

	
a




	
γ-Undecalactone

	
<10

	
113.33

	
960.00

	
960.00

	
1.00

	
<10

	
380.00

	
1920.00

	
840.00

	
2.29

	
Flavor

	
a








a Six-week-old ca07 mice were intramuscularly immunized with the indicated immunogens (100 μL) twice with a two-week interval between immunizations. Three mice were used per group except for the sage oil group in the primary screen and four mice were used per group in the secondary screen. The serum samples were collected two weeks after the second immunization to measure the virus-specific antibody titers. b The virus-specific antibody titers (Ab titers) were determined by use of an ELISA with inactivated CA07 virus as the coating antigen. The OD was measured at a wavelength of 405 nm. The antibody titer was defined as the reciprocal of the highest serum dilution that produced an OD405 > 0.1 after correcting for the negative serum control. The values are the means of the three or four individual antibody titers per group. c For the primary screen, the 145 compounds were divided into 15 sets (1–11 compounds per set) and for the secondary screen, the 59 compounds were divided into 10 sets (2–8 compounds per set); alum served as the positive control in each set. d The Ab titer ratio = (mean of Ab titer (vaccine + compound))/(mean of Ab. titer (vaccine + alum)). N/A indicates not applicable because the mean antibody titer of the mice in the vaccine and compound group was <10. e a, novel adjuvants; b, novel adjuvants for the influenza vaccine, that is, their adjuvanticity has been reported for other antigens but not for influenza vaccine; c, previously reported hits for influenza vaccine. f Since the antibody titers in some animals were <10 among the four mice tested, only Ab titers ≥ 10 are shown. g Four mice were used in each group for sage oil in both the primary and secondary screens.
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