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Abstract: Controlled human infection models are important tools for the evaluation of vaccines
against diseases where an appropriate correlate of protection has not been identified. Enterotoxigenic
Escherichia coli (ETEC) strain LSN03-016011/A (LSN03) is an LT enterotoxin and CS17-expressing
ETEC strain useful for evaluating vaccine candidates targeting LT-expressing strains. We sought to
confirm the ability of the LSN03 strain to induce moderate-to-severe diarrhea in a healthy American
adult population, as well as the impact of immunization with an investigational cholera/ETEC
vaccine (VLA-1701) on disease outcomes. A randomized, double-blinded pilot study was conducted
in which participants received two doses of VLA1701 or placebo orally, one week apart; eight
days after the second vaccination, 30 participants (15 vaccinees and 15 placebo recipients) were
challenged with approximately 5 × 109 colony-forming units of LSN03. The vaccine was well
tolerated, with no significant adverse events. The vaccine also induced serum IgA and IgG responses
to LT. After challenge, 11 of the placebo recipients (73.3%; 95%CI: 48.0–89.1) and 7 of the VLA1701
recipients (46.7%; 95%CI: 24.8–68.8) had moderate-to-severe diarrhea (p = 0.26), while 14 placebo
recipients (93%) and 8 vaccine recipients (53.3%) experienced diarrhea of any severity, resulting in a
protective efficacy of 42.9% (p = 0.035). In addition, the vaccine also appeared to provide protection
against more severe diarrhea (p = 0.054). Vaccinees also tended to shed lower levels of the LSN03
challenge strain compared to placebo recipients (p = 0.056). In addition, the disease severity score
was lower for the vaccinees than for the placebo recipients (p = 0.046). In summary, the LSN03
ETEC challenge strain induced moderate-to-severe diarrhea in 73.3% of placebo recipients. VLA1701
vaccination ameliorated disease severity, as observed by several parameters, including the percentage
of participants experiencing diarrhea, as well as stool frequency and ETEC severity scores. These
data highlight the potential value of LSN03 as a suitable ETEC challenge strain to evaluate LT-based
vaccine targets (NCT03576183).

Keywords: challenge study; enterotoxigenic E. coli; controlled human infection model; vaccine

1. Introduction

Diarrhea is a leading global health problem, causing approximately 4% of all deaths
worldwide and 5% of health loss due to disability. It is most frequently caused by gas-
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trointestinal infections and is responsible for the deaths of around 1.6 million people each
year, mostly affecting children in developing countries [1,2]. Diarrheal disease is caused
by a host of bacterial, viral, and parasitic organisms, with many cases (80% in travelers)
caused by bacteria that produce one or more enterotoxins [3,4]. Cholera, which results
from infection with Vibrio cholerae bacteria, is the most severe of these diseases, whereas
infection with enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli (ETEC) is a major cause of diarrheal disease in
lower-income countries, especially among children [5,6]. In addition, ETEC is the leading
cause of diarrhea among international travelers and deploying military personnel [7,8].

ETEC mortality estimates range between 18,700 deaths [2,9] (Institute for Health
Metrics and Evaluation (IHME) estimates) and 42,000 deaths (maternal child epidemiology
(MCEE) estimates) [10] in children younger than 5 years. Among those older than five
years, the IHME estimated 32,084 annual deaths, with most occurring in South Asia and
Africa [11]. While diarrhea mortality rates for ETEC and other enteric pathogens are
declining, there are not the same declines in morbidity due to diarrhea. ETEC, along with
Shigella and Salmonella, is associated with higher case fatality rates in infants under 1 year
of age and among hospitalized infants and children [12], as well as an increased mortality
rate in children under 24 months. Among older age groups (>5 years of age), both ETEC
and cholera remain important causes of potentially life-threatening watery diarrhea, and
they are frequent contributors to recent outbreaks of cholera-like illness in South Asia and
Africa [13–15].

Despite the decrease in diarrheal morbidity, vaccine development for ETEC continues
to be a priority [16,17]. This is partially fueled by the overuse of antibiotics to treat diarrheal
infections and the rise of antimicrobial resistance (AMR) in Enterobacteriaceae, with the
spread of resistant ETEC and V. cholerae making treatment harder when indicated [18]. The
need for a vaccine against ETEC is further strengthened by the accumulation of increasing
evidence that shows that both symptomatic and asymptomatic ETEC infections, along with
other diarrheal infections, contribute to childhood stunting and gut enteropathy [19–22].
Significant elevations in intestinal biomarkers of inflammation are seen in ETEC controlled
human infection model (CHIM) studies in both symptomatic and asymptomatic partic-
ipants. These data are also supported by recent in vitro studies demonstrating that the
heat-labile toxin (LT) of ETEC can drive several modulators of enteropathic changes in the
small-intestinal epithelia [23].

Specific virulence factors such as LT and heat-stable toxin (ST) enterotoxins and
colonization factors (CFs) differentiate ETEC from other diarrheagenic E. coli [5]. ETEC
colonizes the small intestine by virtue of CFs, followed by the secretion of heat-stable
toxin (ST) and/or heat-labile toxin (LT), leading to secretory watery diarrhea. The LT
produced by ETEC is structurally, pathophysiologically, and immunologically similar to
cholera toxin (CT). The quaternary structures of LT and CT are also almost identical, each
with one A subunit surrounded by a pentamer of B subunits, which bind to the GM1
ganglioside receptor [24,25]. Most antibodies induced by CT are directed against the
B subunit [25], and cholera toxin subunit (CTB)-specific antibodies cross-react with LT [3].
Sera from individuals vaccinated with CT neutralize LT [26], and individuals infected
with V. cholerae through challenge or natural infection show an increase in cross-reacting
antitoxin antibodies, suggesting similar antigenic characteristics of both toxins [27]. The
immune response to CTB also neutralizes the toxic effect of LT and is associated with
protection against some forms of ETEC-associated diarrhea in the field [27–31]. Anti-LT
reactive antibodies modulate the severity of ETEC-associated illness in a CHIM [31], protect
against ETEC strains producing only LT toxin in field studies, and reduce the severity of
ETEC-associated disease in general in the field [31,32].

Efforts to accelerate ETEC vaccine development are increasingly turning to CHIMs as
an early assessment of protective efficacy to advance the most promising candidates into
more expanded development and field testing. Well-characterized ETEC CHIM strains
exist for many common phenotypes, while challenge strains to assess the effectiveness of a
vaccine against ETEC strains making only LT or ST are only now being developed [33,34].
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The most advanced LT-only strain suitable for CHIMs is LSN03-016011/A (LT+ and CS17+);
however, this strain has only been given to 48 participants (25 naïve), at doses ranging from
5 × 108 to 5 × 109 cfu. Additional evaluation of this strain in CHIMs is needed to better
define the incidence of moderate-to-severe diarrhea and further confirm its suitability for
testing vaccine candidates. Therefore, we designed a CHIM with the primary objective of
further defining the spectrum of clinical illness resulting from infection with the LSN03-
016011/A strain. A secondary objective (for which this study was not powered) was
to assess the efficacy of a candidate cholera/ETEC vaccine (VLA1701) in reducing the
incidence and severity of enteric illness. The results of these studies will help determine
whether the LSN03-016011/A strain is suitable for playing an effective role in future cholera
and ETEC vaccine-driven disease control efforts, particularly for selection of the best vaccine
candidates for more advanced clinical development. The need for simpler, more effective
cholera vaccines is attracting increasing international attention, since reducing the cost of
goods might help expand their availability and use. The dual market potential of OCVs like
VLA1701, with possible indications for use in both LMICs and international travelers as a
preventive intervention against both cholera and ETEC, also serves to potentially increase
the vaccine’s value proposition and could further incentivize production.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Clinical Trial Design

This was a single-center, randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled pilot study
designed to further define the spectrum of clinical illness induced by the LSN03-016011/A
ETEC strain in a CHIM study. Initially, 34 participants were randomized 1:1 to receive
two doses of either VLA1701 or placebo orally, 7 days apart, and followed as outpatients
for safety and to assess vaccine immunogenicity. Approximately 7 days after the second
dose, 30 participants were selected for ETEC challenge based on eligibility (see Figure 1
and Supplementary Figure S1).
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Figure 1. Overview of the enrollment, vaccination, and challenge phases of the study.

2.2. Study Oversight

This study was conducted at the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health
(JHBSPH) Center for Immunization Research (CIR), and subjects were challenged at the
CIR inpatient unit at the Johns Hopkins Bayview Medical Campus. All participants
provided written informed consent. The trial was approved by the JHBSPH Institutional
Review Board, in compliance with all federal regulations governing the protection of
human participants. Valneva served as the sponsor of the study and developed the study
design with the investigators. The investigators were responsible for the study’s conduct,
management, and data analysis (ClinicalTrials.gov Identifier: NCT03576183).

ClinicalTrials.gov


Microorganisms 2024, 12, 727 4 of 14

2.3. Investigational Vaccine

The investigational vaccine VLA1701 used for this pilot CHIM is an oral inactivated
vaccine containing inactivated V. cholerae and 1 mg of recombinant cholera toxin B subunit
(rCTB). VLA1701 shares some features with an oral killed whole-cell vaccine against cholera
caused by V. cholerae O1 (classical and El Tor biotypes) [35]. However, VLA1701 contains
fewer killed V. cholerae strains (2 instead of 4). VLA1701 does contain an increased number
of V. cholerae O1 bacteria of the El Tor biotype, since this is the causative organism of the
7th cholera pandemic. The formulation of VLA1701 is shown below.

A total of 1.25 × 1011 bacteria of the following strains:

• Vibrio cholerae O1 Inaba, El Tor biotype (formalin-inactivated), 6.25 × 1010 vibrios;
• Vibrio cholerae O1 Ogawa, classical biotype (heat-inactivated), 6.25 × 1010 vibrios;
• Recombinant cholera toxin B subunit (CTB), 1 mg.

The VLA1701 vaccine is administered orally in 2 doses at least 1 week apart. Subjects
must fast for 1 h before and after each dose. The vaccine is provided as 2 components:
a liquid suspension of the inactivated vibrio whole cell in a glass vial, along with a sachet
of effervescent granules containing sodium hydrogen carbonate buffer. The effervescent
granules are dissolved in 150 mL of bottled water before adding the contents of the vaccine
vial. The placebo was just the effervescent granules dissolved in 150 mL of bottled water.
The study participants drank the vaccine or placebo from opaque cups.

2.4. ETEC Challenge Strain Characteristics and Preparation of Challenge Dose for Administration
to Participants in the Trial

LSN03-016011/A (LT+, ST−, CS17+) is a well characterized ETEC strain manufactured
as a frozen production cell bank under cGMP by the Walter Reed Army Institute of Research
(Silver Spring, MD, USA). This strain has been used in two prior human clinical trials [34,36].
The target challenge dose for this trial was 5 × 109 cfu. The challenge inoculum was
prepared from fresh plate-grown organism as described previously. Expression of CS17
was confirmed by agglutination in anti-CS17 rabbit antiserum prior to administration to
the study participants. The challenge inoculum was diluted in sodium bicarbonate buffer
(13.35 g of NaHCO3/L) (Humco, Austin, TX, USA). Each participant drank 120 mL of
plain sodium bicarbonate buffer 1 min prior to ingesting the LSN03-016011/A challenge
inoculum in 30 mL of the same buffer.

2.5. Study Population and Enrollment Criteria

Eligible participants included healthy non-pregnant adults recruited from the Mid-
Atlantic region, between 18 and 50 years of age, with no significant medical conditions.
Participants were ineligible if they had previously been exposed to cholera or ETEC,
including the receipt of LT, in the last 3 years, as assessed by medical history, travel history,
and potential employment-based exposure. Informed consent was a rigorous and iterative
process to ensure comprehension of the trial and their participation. To ensure that the
eligibility criteria were met, medical history, laboratory tests, and a complete physical
exam were performed. Participants with childbearing potential completed a pregnancy
test before each vaccination and prior to receiving the challenge. A full list of inclusion and
exclusion criteria can be found in the Supplementary Materials.

2.6. Study Procedures

Participants were vaccinated (2 doses, 1 week apart) with VLA1701 or placebo as a
single group. Approximately 7 days later, 30 participants were admitted to the inpatient
unit. The ETEC CHIM procedures have previously been published [34,36,37]. Briefly, the
morning following admission, the participants were challenged with the LSN strain after a
90-min fast. The participants fasted for 90 additional minutes following the challenge. After
the challenge, the participants were monitored for diarrhea and other signs/symptoms
of enteric illness by daily medical checks, vital signs at least thrice daily, and grading
and weighing of all stools. Symptoms of ETEC were expected to range from mild to
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severe watery diarrhea and possibly include nausea, vomiting, abdominal cramping,
headache, abdominal gurgling or gas, anorexia, fever, muscle and/or joint aches, and
malaise. Participants experiencing loose stools were provided oral rehydration and closely
monitored for hypovolemia. They were treated with intravenous fluids (IVFs) as necessary.
Five days after the challenge, or sooner if the participants met early treatment criteria, the
participants were treated with antibiotics (ciprofloxacin 500 mg twice daily for 3 days).
Participants were discharged after at least two doses of antibiotics, clinical symptoms had
resolved or were resolving, and the participant had produced two stool samples that were
negative for LSN03-016011/A by culture. All participants had an in-person visit 28 days
after the challenge and a telephone call to check for any serious medical conditions, new
onset of chronic illnesses, and functional bowel disorders approximately 6 months after
their first vaccination. The study design details and study participants’ allocation consort
diagram are provided in Figure 1 and Supplementary Figure S1.

2.7. Study Diarrhea Definitions and Criteria for Antibiotic Treatment

All stools were graded 1–5 as previously described in [38], and those graded as grade 3,
4, or 5 were considered ‘loose stools’ and could contribute to an episode of diarrhea:

• Severe diarrhea (six loose stools or >800 g in 24 h;
• Moderate diarrhea: four to five loose stools or 401 to 800 g in 24 h;
• Mild diarrhea: one to three loose stools or ≤400 g in any 24 h period.

An episode of diarrhea was considered complete after 24 h without a loose stool. The
criteria for early antibiotic treatment prior to 120 h post-challenge were as follows:

• Severe diarrhea (6 or more loose stools or >800 g in 24 h);
• Stool output consistent with moderate diarrhea for 48 h;
• Mild or moderate diarrhea and two or more of the following symptoms: severe

abdominal pain, severe abdominal cramps, severe nausea, severe headache, severe
myalgia, any fever (≥38.0 ◦C), or any vomiting.

A study physician determined that early treatment was warranted for any reason.

2.8. Safety

The primary objective was to estimate the percentage of participants with moderate-
to-severe diarrhea within 120 h of challenge with ETEC strain LSN03-016011/A. Secondary
endpoints included calculation of the severity of disease induced after challenge using
the ETEC disease score [39], as well as the safety of the VLA1701 vaccine as measured by
the percentage of participants with solicited adverse events (AEs) within 7 days after each
vaccination. The ETEC disease severity score was developed from prior controlled human
ETEC infection studies. Data from these studies were used to derive the three-parameter
disease severity (including stool output and clinical signs and symptoms). Correlation
of univariate regression across sign and symptom severity from these prior trials was
performed. A multiple correspondence analysis was conducted, and the 3-parameter
disease score was developed and validated by comparison to standard outcome definitions
and applied to prior ETEC challenge trials [39]. Additional analyses were performed to
assess the incidence of all AEs (including SAEs) prior to challenge, and to estimate the
percentage of participants with any AEs or SAEs or any investigational medicinal product
(IMP)-related AEs or SAEs during the entire study period.

Additional exploratory endpoints for the trial included further evaluation of the
spectrum of disease induced by infection with the LSN03-016001/A strain, either the total
number or volume of loose stools, the time to onset and duration of diarrhea, or the number
of participants receiving IVFs or requiring early antibiotics. Also, the number of colony-
forming units (cfu) of ETEC shed in the stool after challenge was calculated on days 2 and 4
post-challenge.
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2.9. Immunogenicity Assessment

The immunogenicity of VLA1701 was determined by analyzing systemic and mucosal
immune responses at baseline and one week after receipt of the second vaccine dose.
Systemic and mucosal immunity was also assessed before, one week after, and one month
after challenge with ETEC strain LSN03-016011/A. Immunogenicity was determined by
assessing serum IgG and IgA geometric mean titers (GMT) for CT (cholera toxin B subunit).
Among those in the challenge population, serum IgG and IgA were analyzed by timepoint,
and the absolute change was compared to the samples gathered at the first vaccination
visit. A 2-fold change from baseline was considered to indicate a response to the vaccine.
Additional analyses were performed to test for seroconversion prior to challenge and IgA
responses against LT and CS17 antibodies in lymphocyte supernatants (ALS), as well as
mean vibriocidal antibodies. Immunogenicity analyses also evaluated fecal IgA against
LT and CS17 using previously published methods [34,36,40–42]. These analyses are not
included in this manuscript and will be included in a subsequent immunology paper.

2.10. Microbiological Assessment

At least one stool sample per participant per day (or a rectal swab if a sample was not
produced) was cultured. As previously described, qualitative stool cultures were performed
daily, and quantitative cultures performed 2 and 4 days after challenge to assess differences
in transit time and colonization between the study groups [34,36]. Non-lactose-fermenting
colonies on MacConkey agar were screened for CS17 production on CFA agar with bile
salts by the colony immunoblot method, using anti-CS17 antisera to quantitate shedding of
the ETEC LSN03-016011/A strain, as previously described [34,36].

2.11. Statistical Analysis

The proportion of subjects meeting the primary endpoint (moderate-to-severe diarrhea
as assessed by the Independent Outcome Adjudication Committee) was compared between
the two treatment groups using Fisher’s exact test, and two-sided 95% confidence intervals
(CIs) were estimated [43]. This was performed for any diarrhea and other categorical clinical
endpoints. All continuous efficacy parameters (excluding the disease severity score) were
compared between treatment groups with the Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney test. The disease
score was compared between groups by using the Cochran-Armitage test of trends (the
trend being the natural order of the ordinal score). For secondary comparisons, Student’s
t-test was applied to the scores. Geometric means of immunogenicity endpoints were
accompanied by a 95% CI. All AE rates (excluding rates on the system organ class [SOC]
and preferred term [PT] level) were compared between the two groups using a two-sided
Fisher’s exact test. Adverse event rates were accompanied by two-sided 95% CIs [43].
Differences between IgG and IgA levels were compared using Student’s t-test. All tests
were performed under a two-sided alpha = 0.05. Prism version 10.2.2 was used for statistical
analyses (GraphPad Software, Boston, MA, USA).

2.12. Role of Funding Source

The funder of this study (Valneva) helped to design the study but had no role in data
collection, data analysis, data interpretation, or the writing of the report. The corresponding
author had full access to all of the data in the study and had final responsibility for the
manuscript and the decision to submit for publication.

3. Results
3.1. Study Population

As shown in the diagram below (Figure 1), a total of 42 people were screened for the
study, with 34 individuals enrolled, randomized to the vaccine and placebo groups, and
included in the safety/intention-to-treat population. Among the placebo group, one person
withdrew prior to receipt of the second dose. Of the 33 who received both vaccine and
placebo doses, 30 were enrolled in the challenge phase. The study timeline detailing the
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major study-related procedures, from study initiation through study close-out, is shown
in Supplementary Figure S1. The study population was predominantly male (54.8%)
and African-American (69%), with a mean age of 34.5 years. Additional demographic
characteristics of the study population are outlined in Supplementary Table S2. The
participants randomized to the vaccine and placebo groups had similar demographic
characteristics (Supplementary Table S2).

3.2. Challenge with LSN03-016011: Attack Rate and Symptoms, and Impact of VLA1701 on
the Challenge

Following challenge with 1 × 1010 cfu of the LSN03-016011 ETEC strain, the placebo
group had an attack rate of 73.3% for moderate-to-severe diarrhea (see Table 1 below),
consistent with prior studies using this strain [34,36]. In contrast, only 46.7% of the vaccine
recipients developed moderate-to-severe diarrhea (p = 0.26). Rates of moderate-to-severe
diarrhea did not vary significantly by ABO blood type. The proportion of placebo recip-
ients with diarrhea of any severity was significantly higher (93.3%) than in the vaccine
recipients (53.3%) (p = 0.04). Significantly fewer vaccinees (13.3%) also experienced severe
diarrhea compared to the placebo recipients (46.7%) (p = 0.054). None of the VLA1701
vaccine recipients required IVFs, whereas IVFs were required for five (33.3%) of the placebo
recipients (p = 0.04). Approximately twice as many placebo recipients required early antibi-
otic treatment compared to the vaccinees (53.3% and 26.7%, respectively); however, this
difference was not significantly significant, as the study was not powered for this (p = 0.26)
(Table 1).

Table 1. Summary of diarrhea outcomes and intervention with IV fluids and early antibiotic treatment
among vaccine and placebo recipients challenged with 5 × 109 cfu of the LSN03-016011 ETEC strain.

Participants Experiencing
Diarrhea

n (%) [95% CI]

VLA1701
(n = 15)

Placebo
(n = 15)

p-Value

Moderate-to-severe diarrhea
7 (46.7)

[24.8, 69.9]
11 (73.3)

[48.0, 89.1]
0.264

Any diarrhea
8 (53.3)

[30.1, 75.2]
14 (93.3)

[70.2, 98.8]
0.035

Mild diarrhea
1 (6.7)

[1.2, 29.8]
3 (20.0)

[7.0, 45.2]
0.598

Moderate diarrhea
5 (33.3)

[15.2, 58.3]
4 (26.7)

[10.9, 52.0]
1.000

Severe diarrhea
2 (13.3)

[3.7. 37.9]
7 (46.7)

[24.8, 69.9]
0.109

Received intravenous fluids
0 (0.0)

[0.0, 20.4]
5 (33.3)

[15.2, 58.3]
0.042

Early antibiotic treatment 4 (26.7) 8 (53.3) 0.264

The median stool output among vaccinees and placebo recipients developing diarrhea
(both stool number and volume) is shown in Table 2 below. While the stool output tended
to be higher in placebo recipients, there were no statistically significant differences. In
participants with moderate/severe diarrhea, a lower number of loose stools was observed
in the VLA1701 group (mean 9.4) than in the placebo group (mean 12.2) (p = 0.0492).
Gastrointestinal and systemic signs and symptoms also did not differ significantly between
the vaccine and placebo recipients (see Figure 2a).
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Table 2. Diarrheal stool volume and quantity after challenge.

Median Diarrheal Stool Output
(Interquartile Range)

VLA1701
(n = 8)

Placebo
(n = 14) p-Value

Total weight (g) 746
(579.0–1011)

953.5
(643–1349) 0.609

Total number 6.5
(6.0–8.5)

9
(7.0–11) 0.149

Maximum 24-h
volume (g)

499.0
(323.0–794.0)

553.5
(358.0–907.0) 0.919

Maximum 24-h
number

4.0
(3.5–7.0)

5.0
(4.0–7.0) 0.512
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Figure 2. Comparison of associated symptoms (a) and median disease severity scores (b) in the
vaccine and placebo groups following ETEC challenge. Note: Individual signs and symptoms and
disease severity scores did not differ significantly between vaccine and placebo recipients.

A lower median ETEC disease severity score was observed for the VLA1701 recipients
(2.0) than for the placebo recipients (4.0) (p = 0.0774) (Figure 2b). Additionally, estimates
of vaccine efficacy increased with increasing disease severity cutoff points (see Figure 3a
below). When the disease severity score was evaluated as a dichotomous outcome, 9 of
15 (60%) of the placebo participants had a score of ≥4 (the median disease severity score
in the placebo group), while among the vaccinees only 3 of 15 (20%) had a score of ≥4,
which is a protective efficacy against a severity score of ≥4 of 66.6% (95% CI 0.5–88.8%;
p = 0.03). A similar trend was noted for the vaccine’s impact on higher scores (protective
efficacy (PE) > 50%) (see Figure 3), but these values were not significant due to the sample
size limitations of this study.

Vaccinees tended to shed lower levels of the LSN03-016011 strain at days 2 and 4
post-challenge, as compared with placebo recipients. On day 2, the mean cfu/g of stool
was 1.28 × 107 for the VLA1701 group and 2.11 × 107 for the placebo group (p = 0.06). On
day 4 post challenge, the mean cfu/g of stool value was 9.17 × 106 for the VLA1701 group
and 1.15 × 107 for the placebo group (p = 0.9), although several participants had already
been treated (Figure 3b).
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Figure 3. VLA1701 demonstrated increased efficacy (nonsignificant) against more severe disease
after challenge with LSN03-016011 (a). Vaccinees tended to shed lower levels of the challenge strain
compared with placebo recipients (b). * Only participants who developed diarrhea are included.

3.3. Safety Assessment of Oral Immunization with the VLA1701 Vaccine

Overall, the VLA1701 vaccine was well tolerated. The most frequently reported
solicited AEs by symptom were diarrhea and headache, which were both experienced by
three (17.6%) participants in the VLA1701 treatment group and two (11.8%) participants
in the placebo group. Chills, abdominal cramping, fatigue, and rash were reported in
the placebo group, but not in the VLA1701 treatment group (Supplementary Figure S2).
All solicited Aes were mild or moderate; one participant in the vaccine group developed
moderate diarrhea after vaccination.

Two unsolicited Aes in the VLA1701 treatment group (abnormal gastrointestinal
sounds and thirst) and one in the placebo group (hot flashes) were felt to be at least possibly
related to the treatment. There were no differences in the solicited or unsolicited adverse
events between the vaccine and placebo groups. No SAEs, Aes of special interest, or Aes
leading to withdrawal from the study or from further vaccination were reported during
the study period. Overall, there were no statistically significant differences between the
treatment groups in observations of any of these categories of Aes (overall, related, severe,
related-severe, leading to withdrawal from vaccination, or Aes of special interest).

3.4. Immunogenicity of the VLA1701

Vaccination with VLA1701 induced IgG responses to CT in 81.3% of vaccinees and
IgA responses in 75% of vaccinees. No placebo recipients mounted serum IgA or IgG
responses to CT. Among the 17 participants given two doses of VLA1701, 14 (82.4%)
vaccinees mounted ≥4-fold rises in their SBA titers following immunization. The kinetics
of the serum IgA and IgG antibodies to CT is shown in Figure 4.

Following challenge, vaccinated participants showed greater increases in serum IgA
(6.9-fold rise) and IgG (11.4-fold rise) to CT over baseline than the placebo recipients,
indicating that ETEC challenge triggered a booster response in these individuals. Possible
relationships between immune response frequencies and levels post-immunization and
clinical outcomes following challenge with the LSN03-016011 ETEC strain will be addressed
in a subsequent manuscript.
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4. Discussion

The primary objective of this study was to confirm the clinical aspects of disease
following inoculation with the LSN03-016011 ETEC challenge strain. Prior to this study,
the LSN03-016011/A strain challenge had been administered to a total of 48 human partici-
pants, only 25 of whom were naïve, with doses ranging from 5 × 108 to 5 × 109 cfu [34,36],
so data with this strain are limited. In the 20 naïve participants who had been challenged
with 5 × 109 cfu previously, 65% developed diarrhea of any severity and 50% developed
moderate-to-severe diarrhea. In our study, 93.3% of placebo recipients had diarrhea of any
severity and 73.3% had moderate-to-severe diarrhea after challenge with 1 × 1010 cfu. De-
spite the differences in attack rate with historical studies, the median time to diarrhea onset
in our placebo recipients was 20 h, similar to what was previously reported (21.7 h) [36].
We also observed similar number (9.0) and total volume of loose stools (953.5 g) compared
to prior studies (8.0 and 910 g, respectively) [37]. The ETEC severity score among placebo
recipients in our study was also higher (median 4; range 0.0–6.0) than has been historically
observed for the LSN03-016011/A strain. Compared to other ETEC CHIM strains such
as H10407, B7A, and E24377A, the LSN03-016011/A strain presented with a lower ETEC
severity score [37].

We observed a significant reduction in diarrhea of any severity among VLA1701
recipients (p = 0.04), highlighting the potential value of this model as a tool in future
ETEC vaccine development efforts, as well as the potential efficacy of VLA1701 against
LT-expressing ETEC. A limitation of this study is its small sample size, as we were limited
by the capacity of the inpatient facility. While VLA1701 decreased all diarrhea, it did not
significantly decrease the incidence of moderate-to-severe diarrhea, as the sample size
for the study was not based on this comparison and was underpowered to demonstrate
a significant difference in rates. However, we did observe a significantly lower ETEC
disease severity score among the VLA1701 vaccinees than in the placebo recipients. Second,
only 13.3% of participants in the VLA1701 experienced severe diarrhea, compared with
46.7% in the placebo group. Third, no participants in the VLA1701 group required IV
fluids, compared with 33.3% in the placebo group. Fourth, half as many vaccinees met the
criteria for early treatment (26.7%) as did placebo recipients (53.3%). Lastly, even those
with moderate/severe diarrhea in the VLA1701 group had fewer loose stools compared
with those in the placebo group. Consistent with our observations that immunization with
VLA1701 reduced the incidence and severity of the enteric illness caused by the LSN03-
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01611 ETEC strain, when the disease severity score ≥ 4 was evaluated as a dichotomous
efficacy endpoint, vaccination withVLA1701 was 66.7% efficacious.

The encouraging observations with a vaccine candidate containing rCTB, despite the
small sample size, were not unexpected, since the immune response to CTB has also been
shown to neutralize the toxic effect of the ETEC LT and to be associated with protection
against some forms of LT-ETEC-associated diarrhea in the field [3,28,29]. Anti-LT reactive
antibodies have also been shown to modulate the severity of ETEC-associated illness in
a CHIM [31], to protect against ETEC strains producing only LT in field studies, and to
reduce the severity of ETEC-associated disease in general in the field [31,32,44]. Similarly,
higher anti-CTB serum IgA titers are associated with a reduced risk of ETEC-attributable
travelers’ diarrhea and lower disease severity scores in U.S. travelers to Guatemala and
Mexico [30,31,45]. This study also provides the first information on the systemic and
mucosal immunogenicity of VLA1701. In the absence of a surrogate of protection, this study
aimed to identify whether serum IgA and IgG antibody responses and two measures of
mucosal immunogenicity (ALS and/or fecal IgA antibody responses to VLA1701 antigens)
were associated with reduced disease following challenge.

VLA1701 immunization induced a robust immune response against the CT toxin.
The strong serum IgA and IgG anti-CT responses induced in this trial by the vaccine are
supportive of its positive impact on ETEC-associated illness in this challenge study. Further
analysis of the secondary and exploratory endpoints investigating the immunogenicity
and safety of VLA1701 also supported the further development of an rCTB-containing
vaccine candidate and highlighted the important additional benefit of this vaccine approach
given its impact on ETEC disease incidence and severity in this rigorous CHIM. VLA1701
was immunogenic as measured by serum IgG and IgA levels against CT toxin. The
vaccine-induced immune titers were greater after vaccination than those induced in the
placebo group after challenge. There were no significant differences between the groups
with regards to solicited adverse events, unsolicited adverse events, or unsolicited adverse
events related to the vaccination. In addition, there were no serious adverse events observed
during the entire study period.

5. Overall Conclusions

The observed attack rate of 73.3% for moderate-to-severe diarrhea, along with the
median disease severity score of 4 in the placebo group, confirmed the previously observed
attack rate for the challenge strain LSN03-016011/A, further highlighting the suitabil-
ity of this ETEC strain as a tool in the development of active and passive preventive
and treatment interventions for ETEC-induced diarrhea. Despite the small sample size,
VLA1701-vaccinated subjects were less likely to experience any ETEC-induced diarrhea
and had less severe disease when illness occurred compared to the placebo recipients.
VLA1701 was safe and induced both mucosal and systemic immune responses against CT.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https://www.
mdpi.com/article/10.3390/microorganisms12040727/s1, Figure S1: Study overview detailing the screen-
ing, enrollment, immunization, ETEC challenge, and safety follow-up phases of the trial. Figure S2:
Safety assessment of the VLA 1701 ETEC/cholera vaccine. Table S1: Outline of 3-component disease
severity score. Table S2: Demographic characteristics of subjects in the phase 2B trial.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, C.T. and S.E.-L.; methodology, C.K.P. and K.R.T.; formal
analysis, C.K.P.; investigation, K.R.T., S.C., B.L.F., J.B., B.M.A., B.D., M.G.P. and S.T.P.; resources,
C.T. and S.T.P.; writing—original draft preparation, K.R.T., A.L.B. and M.B.; writing—review and
editing, C.K.P., M.G.P. and A.L.B.; visualization, K.R.T., A.L.B., C.K.P. and M.B.; supervision, D.A.S.;
project administration, K.R.T. and C.K.P. All authors have read and agreed to the published version
of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by Valneva.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/microorganisms12040727/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/microorganisms12040727/s1


Microorganisms 2024, 12, 727 12 of 14

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted in accordance with the Declaration
of Helsinki, and approved by the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health Institutional
Review Board (IRB number 00008616, date of approval 02 May 2018).

Informed Consent Statement: Written informed consent was obtained from every participant prior
to study start.

Data Availability Statement: Data is available upon request.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank the volunteers who participated in this study.

Conflicts of Interest: S.E.-L. and C.T. are employees of Valneva. Some of the authors are military
service members (M.G.P.) or federal/contracted employees (C.K.P., S.T.P.) of the United States Gov-
ernment. This work was prepared as part of their official duties. Title 17 U.S.C. 105 provides that
‘copyright protection under this title is not available for any work of the United States Government’.
Title 17 U.S.C. 101 defines a U.S. Government work as work prepared by a military service member
or employee of the U.S. Government as part of that person’s official duties. The views expressed
in this article reflect the results of research conducted by the authors and do not necessarily reflect
the official policy or position of the Department of the Navy, Department of Defense, or the United
States Government.

References
1. GBD 2016 Causes of Death Collaborators. Global, regional, and national age-sex specific mortality for 264 causes of death,

1980–2016: A systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2016. Lancet 2017, 390, 1151–1210. [CrossRef]
2. GBD 2016 Diarrhoeal Disease Collaborators. Estimates of the global, regional, and national morbidity, mortality, and aetiologies

of diarrhoea in 195 countries: A systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2016. Lancet Infect. Dis. 2018,
18, 1211–1228. [CrossRef]

3. Jelinek, T.; Kollaritsch, H. Vaccination with Dukoral against travelers’ diarrhea (ETEC) and cholera. Expert Rev. Vaccines 2008,
7, 561–567. [CrossRef]

4. Nair, P.; Okhuysen, P.C.; Jiang, Z.; Carlin, L.G.; Belkind-Gerson, J.; Flores, J.; Paredes, M.; DuPont, H.L. Persistent Abdominal
Symptoms in US Adults after Short-Term Stay in Mexico. J. Travel Med. 2014, 21, 153–158. [CrossRef]

5. Fleckenstein, J.M.; Kuhlmann, F.M. Enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli Infections. Curr. Infect. Dis. Rep. 2019, 21, 9. [CrossRef]
6. Kotloff, K.L. The Burden and Etiology of Diarrheal Illness in Developing Countries. Pediatr. Clin. N. Am. 2017, 64, 799–814.

[CrossRef]
7. Ashbaugh, H.R.; Early, J.M.; Johnson, M.E.; Simons, M.P.; Graf, P.C.F.; Riddle, M.S.; Swierczewski, B.E. A prospective observational

study describing severity of acquired diarrhea among U.S. military and Western travelers participating in the Global Travelers’
Diarrhea Study. Travel Med. Infect. Dis. 2021, 43, 102139. [CrossRef]

8. Walters, W.A.; Reyes, F.; Soto, G.M.; Reynolds, N.D.; Fraser, J.A.; Aviles, R.; Tribble, D.R.; Irvin, A.P.; Kelley-Loughnane, N.;
Gutierrez, R.L.; et al. Epidemiology and associated microbiota changes in deployed military personnel at high risk of traveler’s
diarrhea. PLoS ONE 2020, 15, e0236703. [CrossRef]

9. Khalil, I.A.; Troeger, C.; Blacker, B.F.; Rao, P.C.; Brown, A.; Atherly, D.E.; Brewer, T.G.; Engmann, C.M.; Houpt, E.R.; Kang, G.;
et al. Morbidity and mortality due to shigella and enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli diarrhoea: The Global Burden of Disease Study
1990–2016. Lancet Infect. Dis. 2018, 18, 1229–1240. [CrossRef]

10. Prudden, H.J.; Hasso-Agopsowicz, M.; Black, R.E.; Troeger, C.; Reiner, R.C.; Breiman, R.F.; Jit, M.; Kang, G.; Lamberti, L.;
Lanata, C.F.; et al. Meeting Report: WHO Workshop on modelling global mortality and aetiology estimates of enteric pathogens
in children under five. Cape Town, 28–29th November 2018. Vaccine 2020, 38, 4792–4800. [CrossRef]

11. Hasso-Agopsowicz, M.; Lopman, B.A.; Lanata, C.F.; Rogawski McQuade, E.T.; Kang, G.; Prudden, H.J.; Khalil, I.; Platts-Mills, J.A.;
Kotloff, K.; Jit, M.; et al. World Health Organization Expert Working Group: Recommendations for assessing morbidity associated
with enteric pathogens. Vaccine 2021, 39, 7521–7525. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Kotloff, K.L.; Nataro, J.P.; Blackwelder, W.C.; Nasrin, D.; Farag, T.H.; Panchalingam, S.; Wu, Y.; Sow, S.O.; Sur, D.; Breiman, R.F.;
et al. Burden and aetiology of diarrhoeal disease in infants and young children in developing countries (the Global Enteric
Multicenter Study, GEMS): A prospective, case-control study. Lancet 2013, 382, 209–222. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Sack, R.B. The discovery of cholera–like enterotoxins produced by Escherichia coli causing secretory diarrhoea in humans. Indian J.
Med. Res. 2011, 133, 171–180. [PubMed]

14. Qadri, F.; Svennerholm, A.; Faruque AS, G.; Sack, R.B. Enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli in developing countries: Epidemiology,
microbiology, clinical features, treatment, and prevention. Clin. Microbiol. Rev. 2005, 18, 465–483. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Anderson, J.D., 4th; Bagamian, K.H.; Muhib, F.; Amaya, M.P.; Laytner, L.A.; Wierzba, T.; Rheingans, R. Burden of enterotoxigenic
Escherichia coli and shigella non-fatal diarrhoeal infections in 79 low-income and lower middle-income countries: A modelling
analysis. Lancet Glob. Health 2019, 7, e321–e330. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)32152-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(18)30362-1
https://doi.org/10.1586/14760584.7.5.561
https://doi.org/10.1111/jtm.12114
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11908-019-0665-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pcl.2017.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmaid.2021.102139
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0236703
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(18)30475-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2020.01.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2021.11.033
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34838322
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(13)60844-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23680352
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21415491
https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.18.3.465-483.2005
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16020685
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(18)30483-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30784633


Microorganisms 2024, 12, 727 13 of 14

16. Anderson, J.D., 4th; Bagamian, K.H.; Muhib, F.; Baral, R.; Laytner, L.A.; Amaya, M.; Wierzba, T.; Rheingans, R. Potential impact
and cost-effectiveness of future ETEC and Shigella vaccines in 79 low- and lower middle-income countries. Vaccine X 2019,
2, 100024. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Fleckenstein, J.M. Confronting challenges to enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli vaccine development. Front. Trop. Dis. 2021, 2, 709907.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Laxminarayan, R. The overlooked pandemic of antimicrobial resistance. Lancet 2022, 399, 606–607. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
19. Guerrant, R.L.; Bolick, D.T.; Swann, J.R. Modeling Enteropathy or Diarrhea with the Top Bacterial and Protozoal Pathogens:

Differential Determinants of Outcomes. ACS Infect. Dis. 2021, 7, 1020–1031. [CrossRef]
20. Guerrant, R.L.; DeBoer, M.D.; Moore, S.R.; Scharf, R.J.; Lima, A.A.M. The impoverished gut—A triple burden of diarrhoea,

stunting and chronic disease. Nat. Rev. Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 2013, 10, 220–229. [CrossRef]
21. Black, R.E.; Brown, K.H.; Becker, S. Effects of diarrhea associated with specific enteropathogens on the growth of children in rural

Bangladesh. Pediatrics 1984, 73, 799–805. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
22. Lee, G.; Paredes Olortegui, M.; Peñataro Yori, P.; Black, R.E.; Caulfield, L.; Banda Chavez, C.; Hall, E.; Pan, W.K.; Meza, R.;

Kosek, M. Effects of Shigella-, Campylobacter- and ETEC-associated diarrhea on childhood growth. Pediatr. Infect. Dis. J. 2014, 33,
1004–1009. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Sheikh, A.; Rashu, R.; Begum, Y.A.; Kuhlman, F.M.; Ciorba, M.A.; Hultgren, S.J.; Qadri, F.; Fleckenstein, J.M. Highly conserved
type 1 pili promote enterotoxigenic E. coli pathogen-host interactions. PLoS Negl Trop. Dis. 2017, 11, e0005586. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

24. Flores, J.; DuPont, H.L.; Lee, S.A.; Belkind-Gerson, J.; Paredes, M.; Mohamed, J.A.; Armitige, L.Y.; Guo, D.; Okhuysen, P.C.
Influence of host interleukin-10 polymorphisms on development of traveler’s diarrhea due to heat-labile enterotoxin-producing
Escherichia coli in travelers from the United States who are visiting Mexico. Clin. Vaccine Immunol. 2008, 15, 1194–1198. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

25. Long, K.Z.; Rosado, J.L.; Santos, J.I.; Haas, M.; Al Mamun, A.; DuPont, H.L.; Nanthakumar, N.N.; Estrada-Garcia, T. Associations
between mucosal innate and adaptive immune responses and resolution of diarrheal pathogen infections. Infect. Immun. 2010, 78,
1221–1228. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. O’Ryan, M.; Vidal, R.; del Canto, F.; Carlos Salazar, J.; Montero, D. Vaccines for viral and bacterial pathogens causing acute
gastroenteritis: Part II: Vaccines for Shigella, Salmonella, enterotoxigenic E. coli (ETEC) enterohemorragic E. coli (EHEC) and
Campylobacter jejuni. Hum. Vaccines Immunother. 2015, 11, 601–619. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Clemens, J.D.; Sack, D.A.; Harris, J.R.; Chakraborty, J.; Neogy, P.K.; Stanton, B.; Huda, N.; Khan, M.U.; Kay, B.A.; Khan, M.R. Cross-
protection by B subunit-whole cell cholera vaccine against diarrhea associated with heat-labile toxin-producing enterotoxigenic
Escherichia coli: Results of a large-scale field trial. J. Infect. Dis. 1988, 158, 372–377. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Scerpella, E.G.; Sanchez, J.L.; Mathewson, I.J.; Torres-Cordero, J.V.; Sadoff, J.C.; Svennerholm, A.M.; DuPont, H.L.; Taylor, D.N.;
Ericsson, C.D. Safety, Immunogenicity, and Protective Efficacy of the Whole-Cell/Recombinant B Subunit (WC/rBS) Oral Cholera
Vaccine against Travelers’ Diarrhea. J. Travel Med. 1995, 2, 22–27. [CrossRef]

29. Peltola, H.; Siitonen, A.; Kyrönseppä, H.; Simula, I.; Mattila, L.; Oksanen, P.; Kataja, M.J.; Cadoz, M. Prevention of travellers’
diarrhoea by oral B-subunit/whole-cell cholera vaccine. Lancet 1991, 338, 1285–1289. [CrossRef]

30. Sheikh, A.; Tumala, B.; Vickers, T.J.; Martin, J.C.; Rosa, B.A.; Sabui, S.; Basu, S.; Simoes, R.D.; Mitreva, M.; Storer, C.; et al.
Enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli heat-labile toxin drives enteropathic changes in small intestinal epithelia. Nat. Commun. 2022, 13,
6886–6887. [CrossRef]

31. Glenn, G.M.; Francis, D.H.; Danielsen, E.M. Toxin-mediated effects on the innate mucosal defenses: Implications for enteric
vaccines. Infect. Immun. 2009, 77, 5206–5215. [CrossRef]

32. Behrens, R.H.; Cramer, J.P.; Jelinek, T.; Shaw, H.; von Sonnenburg, F.; Wilbraham, D.; Weinke, T.; Bell, D.J.; Asturias, E.;
Pauwells, H.L.E.; et al. Efficacy and safety of a patch vaccine containing heat-labile toxin from Escherichia coli against travellers’
diarrhoea: A phase 3, randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled field trial in travellers from Europe to Mexico and Guatemala.
Lancet Infect. Dis. 2014, 14, 197–204. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Girard, M.P.; Steele, D.; Chaignat, C.; Kieny, M.P. A review of vaccine research and development: Human enteric infections.
Vaccine 2006, 24, 2732–2750. [CrossRef]

34. McKenzie, R.; Porter, C.K.; Cantrell, J.A.; Denearing, B.; O’Dowd, A.; Grahek, S.L.; Sincock, S.A.; Woods, C.; Sebeny, P.; Sack, D.A.;
et al. Volunteer challenge with enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli that express intestinal colonization factor fimbriae CS17 and CS19.
J. Infect. Dis. 2011, 204, 60–64. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Bi, Q.; Ferreras, E.; Pezzoli, L.; Legros, D.; Ivers, L.C.; Date, K.; Qadri, F.; Digilio, L.; Sack, D.A.; Ali, M.; et al. Protection against
cholera from killed whole-cell oral cholera vaccines: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet Infect. Dis. 2017, 17, 1080–1088.
[CrossRef]

36. Savarino, S.J.; McKenzie, R.; Tribble, D.R.; Porter, C.K.; O’Dowd, A.; Sincock, S.A.; Poole, S.T.; DeNearing, B.; Woods, C.M.;
Kim, H.; et al. Hyperimmune Bovine Colostral Anti-CS17 Antibodies Protect against Enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli Diarrhea in a
Randomized, Doubled-Blind, Placebo-Controlled Human Infection Model. J. Infect. Dis. 2019, 220, 505–513. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Porter, C.K.; Riddle, M.S.; Tribble, D.R.; Louis Bougeois, A.; McKenzie, R.; Isidean, S.D.; Sebeny, P.; Savarino, S.J. A systematic
review of experimental infections with enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli (ETEC). Vaccine 2011, 29, 5869–5885. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvacx.2019.100024
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31384741
https://doi.org/10.3389/fitd.2021.709907
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35937717
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(22)00087-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35065701
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsinfecdis.0c00831
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrgastro.2012.239
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.73.6.799
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6374599
https://doi.org/10.1097/INF.0000000000000351
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25361185
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005586
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28531220
https://doi.org/10.1128/CVI.00070-08
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18579697
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00767-09
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20038536
https://doi.org/10.1080/21645515.2015.1011578
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25715096
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/158.2.372
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3042876
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1708-8305.1995.tb00615.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0140-6736(91)92590-X
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-34687-7
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00712-09
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(13)70297-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24291168
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2005.10.014
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jir220
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21628659
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(17)30359-6
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiz135
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30897198
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2011.05.021


Microorganisms 2024, 12, 727 14 of 14

38. Levine, M.M.; Bergquist, E.J.; Nalin, D.R.; Waterman, D.H.; Hornick, R.B.; Young, C.R.; Sotman, S. Escherichia coli strains that cause
diarrhoea but do not produce heat-labile or heat-stable enterotoxins and are non-invasive. Lancet 1978, 1, 1119–1122. [CrossRef]

39. Porter, C.K.; Riddle, M.S.; Alcala, A.N.; Sack, D.A.; Harro, C.; Chakraborty, S.; Gutierrez, R.L.; Savarino, S.J.; Darsley, M.;
McKenzie, R.; et al. An Evidenced-Based Scale of Disease Severity following Human Challenge with Enteroxigenic Escherichia coli.
PLoS ONE 2016, 11, e0149358. [CrossRef]

40. Son, M.S.; Taylor, R.K. Vibriocidal assays to determine the antibody titer of patient sera samples. Curr. Protoc. Microbiol. 2011, 23,
6A.3.1–6A.3.9. [CrossRef]

41. Holmgren, J.; Parashar, U.D.; Plotkin, S.; Louis, J.; Ng, S.; Desauziers, E.; Picot, V.; Saadatian-Elahi, M. Correlates of protection for
enteric vaccines. Vaccine 2017, 35, 3355–3363. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Iyer, A.S.; Harris, J.B. Correlates of Protection for Cholera. J. Infect. Dis. 2021, 224, S732–S737. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
43. Altman, D.G.; Bland, J.M. How to obtain the confidence interval from a p value. BMJ 2011, 343, d2090. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
44. Kreisberg, R.B.; Harper, J.; Strauman, M.C.; Marohn, M.; Clements, J.D.; Nataro, J.P. Induction of increased permeability of

polarized enterocyte monolayers by enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli heat-labile enterotoxin. Am. J. Trop. Med. Hyg. 2011, 84,
451–455. [CrossRef]

45. Walker, R.I.; Clifford, A. Recommendations regarding the development of combined enterotoxigenic Eschericha coli and Shigella
vaccines for infants. Vaccine 2015, 33, 946–953. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(78)90299-4
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0149358
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780471729259.mc06a03s23
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2017.05.005
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28504192
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiab497
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34668561
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.d2090
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21824904
https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.2011.10-0445
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2014.11.048

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Clinical Trial Design 
	Study Oversight 
	Investigational Vaccine 
	ETEC Challenge Strain Characteristics and Preparation of Challenge Dose for Administration to Participants in the Trial 
	Study Population and Enrollment Criteria 
	Study Procedures 
	Study Diarrhea Definitions and Criteria for Antibiotic Treatment 
	Safety 
	Immunogenicity Assessment 
	Microbiological Assessment 
	Statistical Analysis 
	Role of Funding Source 

	Results 
	Study Population 
	Challenge with LSN03-016011: Attack Rate and Symptoms, and Impact of VLA1701 on the Challenge 
	Safety Assessment of Oral Immunization with the VLA1701 Vaccine 
	Immunogenicity of the VLA1701 

	Discussion 
	Overall Conclusions 
	References

