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Abstract: Infectious bronchitis (IB) is an acute respiratory disease of chickens caused by the avian
coronavirus Infectious Bronchitis Virus (IBV). Modified Live Virus (MLV) vaccines used commer-
cially can revert to virulence in the field, recombine with circulating serotypes, and cause tissue
damage in vaccinated birds. Previously, we showed that a mucosal adjuvant system, QuilA-loaded
Chitosan (QAC) nanoparticles encapsulating plasmid vaccine encoding for IBV nucleocapsid (N),
is protective against IBV. Herein, we report a heterologous vaccination strategy against IBV, where
QAC-encapsulated plasmid immunization is followed by Modified Vaccinia Ankara (MVA) immu-
nization, both expressing the same IBV-N antigen. This strategy led to the initiation of robust T-cell
responses. Birds immunized with the heterologous vaccine strategy had reduced clinical severity and
>two-fold reduction in viral burden in lachrymal fluid and tracheal swabs post-challenge compared
to priming and boosting with the MVA-vectored vaccine alone. The outcomes of this study indicate
that the heterologous vaccine platform is more immunogenic and protective than a homologous MVA
prime/boost vaccination strategy.

Keywords: IBV; nanovaccine; intranasal vaccine; heterologous vaccine

1. Introduction

Coronaviruses (CoVs) are enveloped, large viruses with a positive-sense, single-strand
RNA genome ranging from 27–31 Kb in length. They are broadly classified into four
genera: Alphacoronavirus, Betacoronavirus, Gammacoronavirus, and Deltacoronavirus [1]. CoVs
can infect a wide range of hosts, including humans, poultry, mice, pigs, cats, camels,
bats, etc. CoV infections usually cause acute diseases, primarily in the respiratory and
gastrointestinal tracts [1]. Infectious Bronchitis Virus (IBV) is a Gammacoronavirus and
in chickens, it can cause an acute respiratory disease called infectious bronchitis (IB) [1].
The IBV genome encodes five major structural proteins: spike glycoprotein (S), envelope
(E), membrane (M), and nucleocapsid (N) [2]. In a typical infectious bronchitis infection,
chickens develop respiratory signs, including sneezing, tracheal rales, nasal discharge,
and labored breathing [3]. Mortality associated with infectious bronchitis is low; however,
concomitant secondary bacterial infections can increase mortality [4]. Infectious bronchitis
has a significant economic impact on the commercial US poultry industry, valued at over
USD 30 billion per year in the US [5]. Infectious bronchitis infections in broilers can lead
to reduced weight gain, and low feed conversion and infections in layers can lead to a
drop in egg production and quality [6,7]. Typically, losses of around USD 450,000 per week
can be expected due to IB outbreaks in facilities producing about 1 million broilers per
week, which is unsustainable in the poultry industry, as it is characterized by low-profit
margins [8]. IBV control currently revolves around extensive vaccination and acceptable
flock management practices, such as optimal stocking densities, house temperature, water
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and air quality, etc., to prevent increased mortality due to secondary bacterial infections.
Modified live virus (MLV) and inactivated vaccines are the leading vaccine types used
against IB. Although effective, MLVs have an inferior safety profile and can cause tissue
damage, especially in day old chicks [9]. MLVs have a propensity to persist, revert to
virulence in the field, and readily recombine with other circulating serotypes, leading
to the emergence of novel serotypes [10–12]. Moreover, current vaccines do not cross-
protect against multiple circulating serotypes because of variations in the S protein [13–15].
Unfortunately, safer inactivated vaccines are poorly immunogenic, underscoring the need
to develop an effective and safe vaccine for IBV control [8].

Experimental plasmid DNA vaccines have been developed against multiple poultry
pathogens, and most recently, conditional approval for a DNA vaccine against H5 avian
influenza was given [16]. Varying protection levels are observed with experimental plas-
mid DNA vaccines expressing IBV S1, N, and M genes delivered via the intramuscular,
intranasal, and in ovo routes [17–25]. DNA vaccines offer several advantages over tradi-
tional vaccine approaches; they are safe, thermostable, comparatively inexpensive, and
can be rapidly developed in the face of a novel serotype field outbreak [26]. A significant
problem with DNA vaccines is their low immunogenicity owing to in vivo degradation,
which leads to reduced cellular uptake and bioavailability. Vaccine hostile surfaces, such as
the nasal mucosa, can degrade the DNA vaccine before target immune cell uptake [27,28].
Nanoparticle adjuvant systems such as QAC can protect DNA against degradation and
boost the immune responses observed with DNA vaccines, as described by our group
previously for the intranasal delivery of DNA immunogens [29,30].

Similarly, viral vector vaccines against IBV based on Newcastle disease virus and
avian metapneumovirus backbones have been developed [31,32]. However, none of them
have been licensed for use due to limited efficacy and regulatory concerns. Although
the concept of a heterologous vaccine for the poultry industry refers to vaccination with
a different serotype than the challenge virus, or priming and boosting with different
serotypes with the goal of producing a broadly cross-protective response [33,34], for the
purpose of this paper, a heterologous vaccination strategy refers to the concept of using
a different vaccine platform for boosting from the vaccine that was used for priming. In
this study, we particularly evaluated DNA priming followed by viral vector boosting in
comparison to viral vector homologous priming and boosting. The heterologous prime–
boost vaccination strategy has been evaluated against viral pathogens such as HIV-1, HPV,
HCV, and influenza virus [33–37]. The efficacy of heterologous vaccine strategies has been
shown with different routes and viral vectors for boosting, such as vaccinia virus (e.g.,
Modified Vaccinia Ankara—MVA), adenovirus, and VSV (Vesicular Stomatitis Virus) [38].
Multiple human clinical trials have indicated that the most effective prime–boost strategies
involve a DNA vaccine prime followed by viral vector boosting, which leads to more robust
immune responses, especially T-cell responses [38]. Heterologous vaccination, compared
to homologous immunization, can lead to a 4- to 10-fold increase in T-cell responses [38].
In a Phase-I clinical trial, heterologous DNA priming followed by vaccinia viral vector
boosting against HIV-1 induced longer-lasting and polyfunctional T-cells compared to the
homologous vaccinia viral vector vaccine regimen [39]. Although the heterologous vaccine
platform has been characterized and extensively evaluated for human viral pathogens, not
much work has been done in the context of viral poultry pathogens.

We have previously shown that a two-dose QAC-encapsulated plasmid DNA (pQAC-
N) vaccination encoding the N protein was protective against an IBV challenge to levels
seen with MLV vaccination [30]. We hypothesized that a heterologous vaccine strategy
with a pQAC-N prime followed by an MVA viral vector boost expressing the N protein
(MVA-N) would also protect immunized chicks against IBV challenge. The prime/boost of
the experimental vaccines were delivered via the intranasal route, and is hereafter referred
to as either the heterologous vaccine strategy or pQAC/MVA-N. Our results indicate that
the pQAC/MVA-N vaccine elicits robust, IBV-specific CD8+ and TCRγδ+ T-cell responses
which protect vaccinated birds against IBV challenge. Levels of protection in vaccinated
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birds were higher when compared to the homologous 2X MVA-N vaccine. Our data
demonstrate that intra-nasal immunization with pQAC/MVA-N protected vaccinated
birds, with a significant reduction in clinical signs and viral load in trachea and lachrymal
fluid to levels on par with commercial MLV-vaccinated birds. Furthermore, addition of
another adjuvant MPLA (Synthetic Monophosphoryl Lipid A) did not significantly improve
the level of protection observed with pQAC/MVA-N.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Ethics Statement

All the animals used in this study were cared for in accordance with established
guidelines, and the experimental protocols were approved by the Institutional Animal Care
and Use Committee (IACUC) of the University of Wisconsin at Madison.

2.2. Cells and Viruses

Chicken Embryonic Fibroblasts (CEF) were prepared from 9-day old embryos from
specific pathogen-free (SPF) white leghorn eggs (Charles River Laboratories, Inc., Wilm-
ington, MA, USA), as described previously [40], and were used to confirm expression of
the IBV Ark N6xHis protein from vaccine constructs. The cells were cultured in DMEM
(Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle Medium) at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2 atmosphere in plastic flasks
with ventilated caps. The virulent IBV Arkansas DPI strain (a kind gift from Dr. Ladman
and Dr. Gelb) was propagated in 9-day old SPF embryonated chicken eggs (ECEs) and
allantoic fluid was harvested four days after infection. The stock virus titer was determined
and expressed as 50% of the embryo infectious dose (EID50) [41]. The IBV S1 gene sequence
of the Ark DPI challenge isolate is AF006624.

2.3. Preparation of IBV Vaccine Constructs

pCAG-N, encoding an IBV N protein matching the challenge strain, was loaded into
QAC nanoparticles as described previously [30]. The MVA expressing N was generated
as described for in CEF cells [42]. The cell and supernatant fractions were boiled in
Laemmli sample buffer (BioRad, Hercules, CA, USA) and resolved on a 4–20% SDS-PAGE
gel by electrophoresis using a Mini-PROTEAN 3 system (BIO-RAD, Hercules, CA, USA).
Polyacrylamide gels were electroblotted onto nitrocellulose membranes using a Turboblot®

system. Membranes were blocked in 5% (w/v) skim milk and probed with polyclonal
anti-6xHis HRP antibody (ThermoFisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA, MA1-21315-HRP).
Membranes were developed using a solid phase 3, 30, 5, and 50 -tetramethylbenzidine
(TMB) substrate system.

2.4. Vaccine Efficacy Study

The protective efficacy of pQAC/MVA-N construct was evaluated in 1-day old white
leghorn SPF chicks (Charles River Laboratories). A total of 36 chicks were divided into
4 groups and used for the efficacy study. The first 2 groups (N = 8 each) were inoculated
with PBS (negative control) or commercial Arkansas MLV (Mildvac-Ark®, Merck Ani-
mal Health, Madison, NJ, USA, positive control) via direct intranasal instillations (dose
according to manufacturer’s instructions). The other groups (N = 10 each) were either
vaccinated with MVA-N (108 pfu/bird) at day 1 followed by a booster dose at day 14 via
the intranasal (IN) route, or pQAC-N (100 µg/bird) at day 1 followed by a booster MVA-N
(108 pfu/bird) dose at day 14 via the intranasal (IN) route. Birds were challenged with a
dose of 106.5 EID50/bird of a virulent IBV Arkansas DPI strain via direct intranasal instil-
lations at day 21 of age. The challenge dose was determined in an independent infection
experiment wherein the challenge dose resulted in discernable clinical signs as early as
3 dpc and peak viral load replication was observed at 6 dpc. At 10 and 20 days post-prime
vaccination (dpv) and 3 days post-challenge (dpc), serum and lachrymal fluid samples were
harvested for ELISA, and this was repeated at 6 dpc for viral load estimation (see below).
Lachrymation was induced by placing sodium chloride (salt) crystals on the eyes, and
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lachrymal fluid was collected using micropipettes [43]. Clinical severity was noted every
day post-challenge for 8 days, as described previously [30]. The severity scores of clinical
signs of IBV were as follows: 0 = normal, 1 = infrequent sneezing (single event during
observation of 1 min/vaccine group), 2 = frequent sneezing (more than one event during
observation of 1 min/vaccine group), 1 = mild rales, 2 = severe rales, 2 = presence of nasal
exudate. The severity scores of IBV clinical signs were recorded once a day for each chicken
for 8 days post-challenge. Lachrymal fluid and tracheal swabs harvested at 6 dpc were
analyzed for viral RNA using IBV N gene-specific qRT-PCR. A similar experimental design
was used to test the efficacy of the pmQAC/MVA-N vaccine candidate in a follow-up trial.
Before IN inoculation, 10 µg MPLA/bird (PHAD®, Avanti® Polar Lipids, Alabaster, AL,
USA) was added to the QAC-pCAG-N formulation and followed by a booster MVA-N
(108 pfu/bird) dose at day 14 via the intranasal (IN) route. Birds were challenged with a
dose of 106.5 EID50/bird of a virulent IBV Arkansas DPI strain via direct intranasal instil-
lations at day 21 of age. Vaccine efficacy indicators, including viral shedding and clinical
severity scoring, as detailed for the previous primary trial, were evaluated.

2.5. IBV Specific ELISA

To improve ELISA sensitivity, the pCAG constructs were used to produce purified
Arkansas DPI S1 and N proteins as described previously [30]. Sera and lachrymal fluid
from different time-points were screened for humoral response against the IBV Arkansas
serotype. In order to measure IgY and IgA antibody levels in the plasma and lachrymal
fluid of chickens, respectively, an IBV-specific enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA)
was developed as described previously, with modifications [44]. Briefly, ELISA plates were
coated with inactivated IBV Arkansas (100 ng/well, IgY) or IBV Arkansas DPI S1 and
N6xHis protein (50 ng total/well, IgA) diluted in carbonate/bicarbonate buffer with pH
9.6 and incubated overnight at 4C, followed by blocking with 5% skim milk to reduce
background. A 50 µL sample of diluted serum (1/200) or lachrymal fluid (1/50) harvested
at different time-points from immunized chickens was added to the wells and incubated
at 37 ◦C for 1 h. Post-washing (PBS-TritonX 100, 0.1%) with either HRP-conjugated anti-
chicken IgY (NBP1-74778, NOVUS Bio, Centennial, CO, USA) or anti-chicken IgA (NB7284,
NOVUS Bio, Centennial, CO, USA) at dilutions of 1/1000 was added to the wells and
incubated at 37 ◦C for 1 h. After washing, 50 µL of TMB substrate solution was added and
incubated for 20 min or until color developed. The reaction was stopped by the addition of
1M sulfuric acid, and plates were read at 450 nm. To generate standard curves, sera and
lachrymal fluid from severely IBV-infected chickens from previous experiments was used.
O.D.450 values were assigned proportional arbitrary values and used for analysis.

2.6. Flow Cytometric Assessment of IBV-Specific Proliferation

In a separate follow-up study, 16 chicks were divided equally into 4 groups (N = 4
each) and used for the flow cytometric assessment. The first 2 groups were inoculated with
PBS (negative control) or commercial Arkansas MLV (Mildvac-Ark®, Merck Animal Health,
Madison, NJ, USA, positive control) via direct intranasal instillations (dose according
to manufacturer’s instructions). The other groups were either vaccinated with MVA-N
(108 pfu/bird) at day 1, followed by a booster dose at day 14 via the intranasal (IN)
route, or pQAC-N (100 µg/bird) at day 1, followed by a booster MVA-N (108 pfu/bird)
dose at day 14 via the intranasal (IN) route. All chicks were euthanized at 20 dpv, and
single cell suspensions from lungs were prepared using standard techniques and used
for T-cell proliferation assay. Briefly, lungs were excised and placed in a gentleMACS
dissociator M tube (Miltenyi 130-093-236) with 5 mL collagenase B (2 mg/mL, Roche, Basel,
Switzerland). Lung tissue was processed using the gentleMACS dissociator, followed by
incubation for 30 min at 37 ◦C with gentle shaking. Single-cell suspensions were prepared
by gently squeezing through a 70 mm cell strainer (Falcon) after lysing RBCs using 1X
BD Biosciences BD Pharm Lyse™. A total of 107 cells/mL were stained with CellTrace™
Violet Cell Proliferation dye (Thermo Scientific C34557) according to the manufacturer’s
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instructions, and 100 µL of cells was plated/well in RPMI 1640 with 10% chicken immune
serum (collected from an IBV seropositive chicken). After overnight incubation at 41 ◦C,
5% CO2, cells were stimulated with 130 ng of IBV N6xHis protein complexed with chitosan
matching the challenge strain per well in 100 µL of RPMI 1640 with 10% chicken immune
serum (collected from an IBV seropositive chicken). Four days post-stimulation, cells
were stained for surface markers CD4- AF647 (clone CT-4) and CD8α- FITC (clone 3-298)
together as well as TCRγδ-FITC (clone TCR-1) independently for flow cytometry analysis.
All antibodies were purchased from SouthernBiotech (Birmingham, AL, USA). Signals
were acquired on an BD LSR Fortessa flow cytometer. Data were analyzed with FlowJo
software (BD Biosciences). The strategy for gating on proliferating CD4+ and CD8a+ T-cells
was debris exclusion on the Forward Scatter (FSC)—Side Scatter (SSC) dot plot, followed
by exclusion of dead cells by fixable viability dye eFluor 780 (Invitrogen™, #65-0865-14)
staining. Out of the live cells, total proliferated cells were gated positive using a histogram
plot with ef450 on the x-axis (for CellTrace™ Violet). Finally, CD4 cells were gated positive
at the AF647 axis and CD8a cells were gated positive at the FITC axis using a FITC-AF647
dot plot. A similar approach was used for identifying proliferating TCRγδ+ T-cells. The
output, stimulation index (SI), is the ratio of % proliferating cells post-stimulation to the %
proliferating cells in unstimulated conditions. The chicks from different groups used herein
were part of another, larger study, and the data for the control groups (PBS and MLV) have
already been published [30].

2.7. Viral Load Measurement

RNA was extracted from lachrymal fluid (10 µL) or tracheal swabs (100 µL from total
1 mL) collected from chickens using the Zymo Direct-Zol™ RNA mini prep kit (Zymo
Research, Irvine, CA, USA) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. RT-qPCR was
conducted in two steps: cDNA synthesis (Invitrogen™ SuperScript™ III First-Strand
Synthesis System) and qPCR reactions. cDNA synthesis was performed with 0.5 µL
(50 ng/µL) random hexamers, 0.5 µL of 10 mM dNTPs, and 4 µL RNA. It was then heated
at 65 ◦C for 5 min and chilled on ice, followed by the addition of 1 µL of 10X RT buffer,
1 µL of 0.1 M DTT, 1 µL of 25 mM MgCl2, 0.5 µL of RNaseOUT, and 0.5 µL of SuperScript
III enzyme, for a final volume of 10 µL. The reaction conditions include 25 ◦C for 5 min,
50 ◦C for 60 min, and 70 ◦C for 15 min. SYBR green RT-qPCR was performed using an
IBV N gene-specific primer pair, forward primer: 5′ ATGCTCAACCTAGTCCCTAGCA 3′

and reverse primer: 5′ TCAAACTGCGGATCATCACGT 3′, amplifying 128 nt of N gene of
IBV Arkansas DPI. PCRs were performed using a StepOnePlus™ Real-Time PCR System
(Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA, USA) under the following conditions: one cycle at
95 ◦C for 2 min, followed by 40 cycles at 95 ◦C for 3 s and 60 ◦C for 30 s. Each 20µL reaction
was carried out using 1µL of diluted cDNA (1/10), 10µL of GoTaq® qPCR mastermix
(Promega, Madison, WI, USA), 2µL of primer mixture (forward and reverse primers;
0.5 µM each) and 7 µL of nuclease free water. A serial 10-fold dilution of pCAG-IBV Ark
N6xHis plasmid was used to establish the standard curve. Temperature melt curve analysis
was used to confirm the specificity of the product.

2.8. Statistical Analysis

Statistical analyses were performed using GraphPad software (La Jolla, CA, USA).
The D’Agostino–Pearson test was used to confirm normal distribution of ELISA, viral load,
and clinical severity data. The Shapiro–Wilk test was used to confirm normal distribution
of T-cell data. Cellular immune assays, clinical severity scoring, and viral loads were
compared using an ordinary one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons test,
where *, p < 0.05; **, p < 0.01; ***, p < 0.001; ****, p < 0.0001 were considered significantly
different among groups. Antibody titers were compared using a two-way ANOVA test,
where *, p < 0.05; **, p < 0.01; ***, p < 0.001; ****, p < 0.0001 were considered significantly
different among groups.
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3. Results
3.1. Design and Construction of MVA-IBV Constructs

The recombinant N-6XHis gene from pCAG-N, which encodes the nucleocapsid (N)
protein from IBV Arkansas serotype with a C-terminal 6XHis tag [30] was cloned into the
deletion III region within the MVA genome using an MVA shuttle vector, which enables
homologous recombination and transgene insertion (Figure 1a). The SE/L promoter
controls the expression of the recombinant N-6xHis protein in the MVA vaccine candidate
(MVA-N, Figure 1a). Expression of N-6xHis antigen from the MVA-N vaccine construct
was confirmed using Western blot analysis of proteins present in MVA-N-infected CEF
cells (Figure 1b). To characterize and understand whether the expression of IBV N-6xHis
protein affected MVA replication in the cell culture, we evaluated the replication kinetics of
MVA-N and parental MVA-GFP in permissive CEF cells. CEF cells were either infected at a
MOI of 1 (single-step) or 0.1 (multi-step), and viral titers subsequently determined on CEF
cells (Figure 1c,d), although a higher MOI of 5 might have been required to infect all cells
in order to generate a single-step growth curve. MVA-N initially replicated at rates similar
to parental MVA-GFP, although the final titers of the MVA-N were about 100-fold lower
than those of the parental virus (Figure 1c,d).
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Figure 1. Design and characterization of MVA-IBV vaccine constructs. (a) MVA vaccine construct
expressing N protein with the addition of C-terminal 6X His tag. Gene map was generated using
Snapgene software. (b) Western blot analysis with anti 6xHis-HRP antibody for MVA-N confirming
expression of N protein from MVA-N. Lanes are as follows: cell pellet (lane 1) from CEF cells infected
with MVA-N and control purified N6xHis protein (lane 2). Cell pellet (lane 2) from CEF cells infected
with MVA-N. (c) Single-step (MOI 1) and (d) multi-step growth curve (MOI 0.1) of parental MVA-GFP
and recombinant MVA-N vaccine vectors. Growth curves were performed in duplicate. Data show
means ± SEM.
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3.2. Heterologous Vaccine Strategy Elicits Robust Localized T-Cell Responses

We have previously reported the safety and protective efficacy of QAC complexed
pCAG-N DNA vaccine (pQAC-N) in chickens against an IBV Arkansas challenge, although
no humoral responses were observed [30]. We hypothesized that a heterologous mucosal
strategy of priming with pQAC-N followed by boosting with MVA-N would offer a similar
or better level of protection than that observed with two-dose intranasal (IN) pQAC-N
vaccination with complementing humoral responses. For this purpose, groups of white
leghorn specific pathogen-free (SPF) chickens were either unvaccinated (PBS, negative
control) or vaccinated with the commercial Arkansas modified live virus (MLV, positive
control) vaccine (Figure 2). One group of SPF chickens was immunized with MVA-N at day
1, followed by a boost at day 14 post-initial immunization (homologous vaccine platform
group, 2X MVA-N). Another experimental group was immunized with pQAC-N at day 1,
followed by an MVA-N boost at day 14 post-initial immunization (heterologous vaccine
platform group, pQAC/MVA-N). All immunizations were administered via the IN route,
as indicated above (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Experimental design of IBV immunization and challenge studies. Outline for vaccine
construct and immunization protocol using groups of white leghorn SPF birds vaccinated with MVA-
N (IN) or pQAC-CoV (IN) at day 0, followed by boost with MVA-CoV (IN) at day 14. Control groups
include unvaccinated the PBS group and the group who received commercial MLV vaccination at
day 0 (IN).

We examined the ability of our experimental vaccines to elicit local and systemic
IBV- specific immune responses following IN immunization. Lachrymal fluid samples
and serum harvested at different time points, 10 and 20 days post-vaccination (dpv, pre-
challenge) and three days post-challenge (dpc), were examined for IBV-specific IgA (lachry-
mal fluid, local) and IgY (serum, systemic) using ELISA. IBV-specific IgA and IgY were
significantly higher in the MLV group when compared to the unvaccinated PBS group
(Figure 3a,b). Although they were detectable at multiple time points, both IgA and IgY
levels were not significantly higher in birds vaccinated with either the homologous or
heterologous vaccine strategy than in unvaccinated birds (Figure 3a,b).

We next evaluated the ability of the experimental vaccines to elicit local (lung) IBV
N-specific cellular immune responses. An antigen-specific T-cell proliferation assay based
on CellTrace™ Violet Cell dye staining of lung cells to trace proliferating T-cells was used
as described previously [30]. Using this flow cytometry-assisted T-cell assay, different T-cell
subsets responding to recall antigen stimulation were identified. Twenty days post-initial
immunization, in an independent study, lungs from chickens from each group were har-
vested, and cell proliferation in response to IBV N-antigen stimulation was measured. The
stimulation index (SI), which is the fold increase in stimulated to unstimulated cells, was
calculated. Total lung cells from pQAC/MVA-N-vaccinated birds had significantly higher
proliferation in response to N antigen stimulation than the control and 2X MVA-N groups
(Figure 4a). An increase in the proliferating TCRγδ+ and CD8+ T-cells in response to N anti-
gen stimulation was observed in pQAC/MVA-N-vaccinated birds in comparison to control
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birds (Figure 4c,d), while CD4+ T-cell proliferation was higher in MLV-vaccinated birds
(Figure 4b), albeit non-significant. These results highlight the ability of the heterologous
pQAC/MVA-N vaccine strategy to elicit robust IBV-specific immune responses.
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3.3. The Heterologous Vaccine Strategy Is More Effective Than the Homologous Vaccine Strategy

Twenty-one days post-initial vaccination (dpv) and seven days post-final boost, im-
munized birds were challenged with a virulent strain of IBV Arkansas serotype (Arkansas
DPI genotype) via the intranasal route to evaluate vaccine efficacy. The clinical severity
of the birds was evaluated up to eight days post-challenge (dpc), and lachrymal fluid and
tracheal swabs were harvested at six dpc to evaluate the viral burden. Immunization with
homologous 2X MVA-N did not confer any protection against the challenge; no reduction
in clinical severity was observed (Figure 5a). In contrast, immunization with heterologous
pQAC/MVA-N and MLV resulted in a significant reduction in clinical severity when com-
pared to birds in the unvaccinated PBS group (Figure 5a). Viral RNA in lachrymal fluid
and tracheal swabs was evaluated using qRT-PCR. Only the best-performing experimental
vaccine group, as determined by viral shedding in lachrymal fluid along with the control
groups, was taken for quantifying viral shedding in the tracheal swabs. A significant
reduction in viral load was observed both in the lachrymal fluid and swabs of pQAC/MVA-
N-vaccinated birds in comparison to the unvaccinated and 2X MVA-N-vaccinated birds
(Figure 5b). More importantly, the reduction in viral load in tracheal swabs was comparable
to levels seen in commercial MLV-vaccinated birds (Figure 5c). In contrast, no reduction in
viral load was observed in 2X MVA-N-vaccinated birds, which correlated well with clinical
severity scoring (Figure 5a,b). Vaccination with the heterologous pQAC/MVA-N conferred
significantly higher protection against the IBV challenge than the homologous 2X MVA-N
(Figure 5b). This protection might be attributed to the induction of robust cell-mediated
memory responses mediated by pQAC/MVA-N in the lungs (Figure 4).
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Figure 4. Localized T-cell immune responses in vaccinated chicks. Lung cell proliferative capacity
measured by CellTrace Violet dye dilution in unvaccinated, MLV, 2X MVA-N, and pQAC/MVA-N
vaccinated chickens. Proliferation was measured in (a) total lung cells, (b) CD4+, (c) CD8+, and
(d) TCRγδ+ lung T-cells after 4 days in culture post-stimulation with IBV N6xHis protein, matching
the IBV Arkansas DPI challenge strain complexed with chitosan. Non-significance (ns) or significance
(*, p < 0.05; **, p < 0.01) was determined by one-way ANOVA with multiple comparisons. Data show
the means ± SEM.

3.4. Impact of MPLA Addition on IBV Vaccine Protection

MPLA is a potent mucosal adjuvant and TLR 4 ligand that stimulates the expression of
inflammatory-related genes; this is important for viral control in poultry. We hypothesized
that inclusion of MPLA in addition to Quil-A and chitosan would further improve the
protection observed with pQAC/MVA-N vaccination. To investigate this, we immunized
SPF birds with a triple adjuvant system (MPLA +QAC) loaded with pCAG-N plasmid at
day 1, followed by MVA-N immunization (pmQAC/MVA-N) at day 14, similarly to the
pQAC/MVA-N group in the previous trial. A reduction in clinical severity and viral burden
in tracheal swabs was observed to be comparable to the MLV group (Figure 6a,b). The
protective efficacy of pmQAC/MVA-N was very similar to and not significantly different
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from pQAC/MVA-N (Figure 6a,b). Our results indicate that addition of MPLA does
not improve vaccine performance, although direct comparisons with pQAC/MVA-N are
required to conclusively evaluate the effects of addition of MPLA. Overall, these results
highlight the ability of the heterologous vaccine strategy to elicit potent IBV-specific T-cell
responses and protect vaccinated birds against a virulent IBV challenge.
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4. Discussion

Many experimental viral vectored vaccines, primarily based on Newcastle Disease
Virus (NDV), have been developed against IBV [31,45,46]. Recombinant NDV encoding IBV
spikes protect against homologous challenge and result in a reduction in clinical severity
and viral shedding [31,46]. Recombinant MVA-based vaccines have been developed for
use in chickens against infectious bursal disease virus (IBDV) and influenza [47–49]. The
heterologous vaccine strategy, involving a DNA prime followed by a viral vector booster
dose, has been evaluated against multiple human and animal viruses with modest suc-
cess [35–37]. Intranasally administered vaccines are highly favorable for mass vaccination
in the field. Unfortunately, mucosal surfaces are vaccine-hostile, leading to poor immuno-
gen uptake and bioavailability, rapid degradation, and weak immune responses [27]. In a
previous study, we demonstrated the ability of a nano-adjuvant system, QAC, to facilitate
the intranasal delivery of DNA immunogens, leading to a protection against IBV chal-
lenge [30]. In this study, we evaluated the efficacy of an intranasally delivered heterologous
QAC-complexed DNA prime-MVA boost vaccine strategy. To our knowledge, the use
of heterologous and MVA-based vaccine strategies against coronaviruses have not been
extensively studied, especially in the context of IBV infection in chickens.

DNA viral vectors such as MVA can accommodate and stably express multiple foreign
immunogens, making them ideal candidates for vaccine use. In our hands, although the
recombinant MVA-N initially had similar replication rates in cell-culture when compared
to the parental MVA-GFP, the titers were 100-fold lower, although the differences were not
statistically significant. This could mean that constitutive expression of the IBV N-6xHis
protein potentially weakened the MVA vector replication in permissive CEF cells. The safety
and efficacy of MVA-based vaccines in chicken hosts have been well documented [50–52].
Experimental MVA-hemagglutinin-based influenza vaccines protect chickens against both
lethal high- and low-pathogenicity avian influenza [50,51]. Furthermore, the safety and
replication of MVA in chicken embryos have been extensively characterized, with no
embryonic death observed even after in ovo inoculation [52]. We have previously shown
that QAC-based DNA vaccines are well-tolerated by chicken hosts when administered
via the IN and in ovo routes. Similarly, we observed that chickens that were intranasally
administered MVA-N and pQAC/MVA-N did not show any signs of respiratory distress,
inappetence, or depression pre-challenge.

Very few studies have investigated the efficacy of MVA-based vaccines in poultry.
Ocular administration of an MVA-based flu vaccine has been shown to protect birds against
an avian influenza challenge [48]. MVA-based SARS-CoV-2 S vaccines are protective
and induce robust neutralizing antibodies and T-cell responses in vaccinated mice and
macaques [53,54]. Mixing and matching viral vector and nucleic acid SARS-CoV-2- vaccines
also boost the immunogenicity of otherwise homologous vaccine platforms [55,56]. In our
hands, the heterologous DNA prime followed by MVA boost was more immunogenic
and protective than the prime–boost homologous MVA vaccination. Reductions in clinical
severity and viral burden, both in lachrymal fluid and tracheal swabs, were observed at
levels comparable with MLV vaccination. The protection is most likely due to the induction
of local lymphocyte responses by the pQAC-N priming, followed by the expansion of
T-cells facilitated by the MVA-N boost. We observed a similar phenomenon with our QAC-
based COVID-19 vaccines in mice, where the heterologous DNA/MVA vaccine strategy
was more immunogenic than the homologous vaccine strategy [57].

In a previous study, we showed that two doses of the pQAC-N vaccine protected
vaccinated SPF and commercial birds against an IBV challenge at a rate comparable to
the protection observed with MLV [30]. A robust T-cell immune response without a
complementing humoral response was induced post-vaccination with 2X pQAC-N. We
hypothesized that boosting with the MVA viral vector instead of a DNA vaccine would
further expand CD4+ T-cells, leading to an induction of complementing humoral responses.
We observed that immunization with MVA-N, in both the homologous and heterologous
platforms, did not lead to significant induction of either IgY or IgA, as assayed using IBV
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specific binding ELISA. Instead, low-level IBV-specific IgA and IgY were observed in the
experimental vaccine groups at 3 dpc, indicating the presence of an anamnestic response
with pQAC-N-based vaccines. In contrast, significant induction of humoral responses
was observed with the commercial MLV vaccine. Irrespective of the vaccine platform
used, either the homologous MVA and heterologous DNA/MVA used in this study or
the homologous DNA used in the previous study, significant induction of N-specific
humoral responses were not observed [30]. The absence of humoral responses could be a
consequence of using the N immunogen exclusively and not the vaccine platform itself.
The N protein here will be intracellularly expressed in cells that take up the vaccine, and not
secreted. Moreover, it is unlikely that antibodies generated against N will be neutralizing,
given the intra-virion nature of the protein. Specifically for IBV, immunization with N
protein does not elicit IBV neutralizing antibodies [58].

Previously, sequential immunization approach of DNA prime–viral vector boost has
led to the initial induction of cell-mediated immune (CMI) responses, followed by ex-
pansion of induced CD8+ T-cells and Th1 T-cells in response to the MVA boost [59]. To
evaluate vaccine-induced T-cell responses, we used a flow cytometry-assisted lymphocyte
proliferation assay to identify and quantify subsets of lung T-cells responding to the IBV
N protein. We have previously shown that the potency of unadjuvanted plasmid DNA
vaccine was enhanced by QAC nanoparticle formulation, leading to the induction of robust
CD8+ and TCRγδ+ T-cells, as is potentially a hallmark of the QAC adjuvant system [30].
Similarly, lung cells harvested from pQAC/MVA-N-immunized chickens responded well
to IBV-N antigen recall stimulation. Significant stimulation of total lung cells was observed
with the heterologous vaccination strategy, but not with the homologous MVA-N vaccina-
tion, clearly highlighting the ability of the heterologous platform to expand cell-mediated
immune responses. Furthermore, higher stimulation of TCRγδ+ and CD8+ T-cells was
observed in pQAC/MVA-N immunized chickens, albeit statistically non-significant. In
contrast, stimulation of CD4+ T-cells was observed only with MLV lung cells. Although
no significance was observed in T-cell specific responses, statistically higher proliferation
was observed with total lung cells. This could mean that there are other lymphocytes (non
TCRγδ+, CD8+ or CD4+ T-cells) in the lungs responding to the IBV antigen that were not
specifically evaluated in this study. We believe that an MVA boost after a DNA prime
further expanded the lung lymphocytes elicited by the initial DNA vaccination, leading
to protection. These results are in accordance with our previous study, in which a similar
heterologous DNA/MVA vaccine platform elicited better local type-1 and type-17 T-cell
responses in mice that were not observed with the homologous vaccine strategy delivered
via the IN route [57]. For the stimulation, we used N protein, complexed with chitosan,
to improve the sensitivity of the cell-proliferation assay. T-cell activation in response to
chitosan is limited without the antigen, and chitosan alone is insufficient to trigger a robust
T-cell response [60]. That being said, further experiments are needed to clearly show that
the pQAC/MVA-N-induced T-cell responses observed here were specific to the N protein
and not chitosan.

To further improve upon the efficacy of the pQAC/MVA-N vaccine, we added MPLA
to our QAC vaccine formulation. MPLA is a synthetic, low-toxic form of LPS that can
engage with TLR4 (toll-like receptor), leading to an enhanced Th1 response [61]. MPLA
is the only licensed TLR agonist approved for human use and is currently used as part of
the AS04 adjuvant in hepatitis B and human papillomavirus vaccines [62,63]. Engagement
of TLRs by agonists such as lipopolysaccharides (LPS), Poly I:C, and CpG dinucleotides
leads to a cascade of intracellular signaling and, thus, to the induction of factors and
cytokines which enhance immunity [64]. We investigated the addition of MPLA to QAC
to enhance the protection observed with pQAC/MVA-N. The new tri-adjuvant system-
based heterologous vaccine, dubbed pmQAC/MVA-N, did not significantly improve
the protection observed with pQAC/MVA-N when administered intranasally, although
we did not directly compare the efficacy of pQAC/MVA-N and pmQAC/MVA-N in a
single experiment.
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In general, CD8+ T-cells are important for early protection against IBV infection,
but CD4+ T-cells and systemic humoral responses are needed for sterilizing long-term
immunity [65]. We did not observe IBV-specific antibody responses with the heterologous
vaccine. The use of additional adjuvants and a secreted IBV S protein as an additional
immunogen to the pQAC/MVA-N formulation could help in generating a complementing
humoral immune response [66]. Two-dose vaccine regimens such as the heterologous
vaccine strategy described herein might also have poor field applicability. Single-dose
vaccines administered at day 1 are preferred for poultry, considering the need for early
protection against IBV and the short lifespan of broilers in the poultry industry. Many
experimental MVA-based vaccines for use in humans are currently undergoing clinical
trials. Therefore, the use of MVA in poultry might confer pre-existing immunity against the
viral vector to people coming in contact with vaccinated birds, thus limiting the efficacy of
subsequent human MVA-based vaccines.

The results presented herein highlight the utility of a nano-adjuvant-complexed DNA
prime/viral vector boost vaccine strategy against IBV in chickens, which reduces clinical
severity and viral load in the trachea and lachrymal fluid. The heterologous vaccine
strategy outperformed the homologous MVA/MVA immunization and resulted in the
induction of local-IBV-specific T-cells in the lungs. Moreover, the protection observed with
the heterologous vaccine strategy was comparable with the commercial MLV vaccine’s
efficacy. Importantly, the utility of this heterologous vaccine platform can be extended for
use against other respiratory coronaviruses that necessitate robust local immune responses
for protection. As highlighted with the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic, mix-and-match
heterologous vaccines can not only improve immunogenicity, but also help in mitigating
global vaccine supply chain shortages.
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7. Grgić, H.; Hunter, D.B.; Hunton, P.; Nagy, E. Pathogenicity of infectious bronchitis virus isolates from Ontario chickens. Can. J.
Vet. Res. 2008, 72, 403–410.

8. Jordan, B. Vaccination against infectious bronchitis virus: A continuous challenge. Veter. Microbiol. 2017, 206, 137–143. [CrossRef]
9. Tarpey, I.; Orbell, S.; Britton, P.; Casais, R.; Hodgson, T.; Lin, F.; Hogan, E.; Cavanagh, D. Safety and efficacy of an infectious

bronchitis virus used for chicken embryo vaccination. Vaccine 2006, 24, 6830–6838. [CrossRef]
10. Jackwood, M.W.; Hilt, D.A.; McCall, A.W.; Polizzi, C.N.; McKinley, E.T.; Williams, S.M. Infectious Bronchitis Virus Field

Vaccination Coverage and Persistence of Arkansas-Type Viruses in Commercial Broilers. Avian Dis. 2009, 53, 175–183. [CrossRef]
11. Hopkins, S.R.; Yoder, H.W., Jr. Reversion to virulence of chicken-passaged infectious bronchitis vaccine virus. Avian Dis. 1986, 30,

221–223. [CrossRef]
12. McKinley, E.T.; Hilt, D.A.; Jackwood, M.W. Avian coronavirus infectious bronchitis attenuated live vaccines undergo selection of

subpopulations and mutations following vaccination. Vaccine 2008, 26, 1274–1284. [CrossRef]
13. Cook, J.K.A.; Jackwood, M.; Jones, R.C. The long view: 40 years of infectious bronchitis research. Avian Pathol. 2012, 41, 239–250.

[CrossRef]
14. Fraga, A.P.; Balestrin, E.; Ikuta, N.; Fonseca, A.S.K.; Spilki, F.R.; Canal, C.W.; Lunge, V. Emergence of a New Genotype of Avian

Infectious Bronchitis Virus in Brazil. Avian Dis. 2013, 57, 225–232. [CrossRef]
15. De Wit, J.J.; Cook, J.; Van Der Heijden, H. Infectious bronchitis virus in Asia, Africa, Australia and Latin America: History, current

situation and control measures. Braz. J. Poult. Sci. 2010, 12, 97–106. [CrossRef]
16. AgriLabs First DNA Vaccine Licensed for Chickens. 2017. Available online: https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/first-

dna-vaccine-licensed-for-chickens-300554855.html (accessed on 1 August 2021).
17. Zhang, P.; Wang, J.; Wang, W.; Liu, X.; Liu, H.; Li, X.; Wu, X. Astragalus polysaccharides enhance the immune response to avian

infectious bronchitis virus vaccination in chickens. Microb. Pathog. 2017, 111, 81–85. [CrossRef]
18. Kapczynski, D.R.; Hilt, D.A.; Shapiro, D.; Sellers, H.S.; Jackwood, M.W. Protection of Chickens from Infectious Bronchitis by In

Ovo and Intramuscular Vaccination with a DNA Vaccine Expressing the S1 Glycoprotein. Avian Dis. 2003, 47, 272–285. [CrossRef]
19. Guo, Z.; Wang, H.; Yang, T.; Wang, X.; Lu, D.; Li, Y.; Zhang, Y. Priming with a DNA vaccine and boosting with an inactivated

vaccine enhance the immune response against infectious bronchitis virus. J. Virol. Methods 2010, 167, 84–89. [CrossRef]
20. Tan, L.; Zhang, Y.; Liu, F.; Yuan, Y.; Zhan, Y.; Sun, Y.; Qiu, X.; Meng, C.; Song, C.; Ding, C. Infectious bronchitis virus poly-epitope-

based vaccine protects chickens from acute infection. Vaccine 2016, 34, 5209–5216. [CrossRef]
21. Tian, L.; Wang, H.-N.; Lu, D.; Zhang, Y.-F.; Wang, T.; Kang, R.-M. The immunoreactivity of a chimeric multi-epitope DNA vaccine

against IBV in chickens. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 2008, 377, 221–225. [CrossRef]
22. Tang, M.; Wang, H.; Zhou, S.; Tian, G. Enhancement of the immunogenicity of an infectious bronchitis virus DNA vaccine by a

bicistronic plasmid encoding nucleocapsid protein and interleukin-2. J. Virol. Methods 2008, 149, 42–48. [CrossRef]
23. Tan, B.; Wang, H.; Shang, L.; Yang, T. Coadministration of chicken GM-CSF with a DNA vaccine expressing infectious bronchitis

virus (IBV) S1 glycoprotein enhances the specific immune response and protects against IBV infection. Arch. Virol. 2009, 154,
1117–1124. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Yan, F.; Zhao, Y.; Hu, Y.; Qiu, J.; Lei, W.; Ji, W.; Li, X.; Wu, Q.; Shi, X.; Li, Z. Protection of chickens against infectious bronchitis
virus with a multivalent DNA vaccine and boosting with an inactivated vaccine. J. Vet. Sci. 2013, 14, 53–60. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Yang, T.; Wang, H.-N.; Wang, X.; Tang, J.-N.; Gao, R.; Li, J.; Guo, Z.-C.; Li, Y.-L. Multivalent DNA Vaccine Enhanced Protection
Efficacy against Infectious Bronchitis Virus in Chickens. J. Veter. Med. Sci. 2009, 71, 1585–1590. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Liu, M.A. DNA vaccines: A review. J. Intern. Med. 2003, 253, 402–410. [CrossRef]
27. Borges, O.; Borchard, G.; Verhoef, J.C.; de Sousa, A.; Junginger, H.E. Preparation of coated nanoparticles for a new mucosal

vaccine delivery system. Int. J. Pharm. 2005, 299, 155–166. [CrossRef]
28. Kingstad-Bakke, B.A.; Chandrasekar, S.S.; Phanse, Y.; Ross, K.A.; Hatta, M.; Suresh, M.; Kawaoka, Y.; Osorio, J.E.; Narasimhan, B.;

Talaat, A.M. Effective mosaic-based nanovaccines against avian influenza in poultry. Vaccine 2019, 37, 5051–5058. [CrossRef]
29. Oyewumi, M.O.; Kumar, A.; Cui, Z. Nano-microparticles as immune adjuvants: Correlating particle sizes and the resultant

immune responses. Expert Rev. Vaccines 2010, 9, 1095–1107. [CrossRef]
30. Chandrasekar, S.S.; Kingstad-Bakke, B.; Wu, C.-W.; Suresh, M.; Talaat, A.M. A Novel Mucosal Adjuvant System for Immunization

against Avian Coronavirus Causing Infectious Bronchitis. J. Virol. 2020, 94, e01016-20. [CrossRef]
31. Shirvani, E.; Paldurai, A.; Manoharan, V.K.; Varghese, B.P.; Samal, S.K. A Recombinant Newcastle Disease Virus (NDV) Expressing

S Protein of Infectious Bronchitis Virus (IBV) Protects Chickens against IBV and NDV. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 11951. [CrossRef]
32. Falchieri, M.; Lupini, C.; Cecchinato, M.; Catelli, E.; Kontolaimou, M.; Naylor, C.J. Avian metapneumoviruses expressing

Infectious Bronchitis virus genes are stable and induce protection. Vaccine 2013, 31, 2565–2571. [CrossRef]
33. El Sahly, H.M.; Makedonas, G.; Corry, D.; Atmar, R.L.; Bellamy, A.; Cross, K.; Keitel, W.A. An evaluation of cytokine and cellular

immune responses to heterologous prime-boost vaccination with influenza A/H7N7-A/H7N9 inactivated vaccine. Hum. Vaccines
Immunother. 2020, 16, 3138–3145. [CrossRef]

34. Nolan, T.; Izurieta, P.; Lee, B.-W.; Chan, P.C.; Marshall, H.; Booy, R.; Drame, M.; Vaughn, D.W. Heterologous Prime-Boost
Vaccination Using an AS03B-Adjuvanted Influenza A(H5N1) Vaccine in Infants and Children <3 Years of Age. J. Infect. Dis. 2014,
210, 1800–1810.

http://doi.org/10.1080/03079457.2019.1710462
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2017.01.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2006.06.040
http://doi.org/10.1637/8465-090308-Reg.1
http://doi.org/10.2307/1590639
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2008.01.006
http://doi.org/10.1080/03079457.2012.680432
http://doi.org/10.1637/10346-090412-Reg.1
http://doi.org/10.1590/S1516-635X2010000200004
https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/first-dna-vaccine-licensed-for-chickens-300554855.html
https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/first-dna-vaccine-licensed-for-chickens-300554855.html
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2017.08.023
http://doi.org/10.1637/0005-2086(2003)047[0272:POCFIB]2.0.CO;2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jviromet.2010.03.016
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2016.09.022
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2008.09.125
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jviromet.2008.01.017
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00705-009-0424-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19543689
http://doi.org/10.4142/jvs.2013.14.1.53
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23388447
http://doi.org/10.1292/jvms.001585
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20046025
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2796.2003.01140.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2005.04.037
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2019.06.077
http://doi.org/10.1586/erv.10.89
http://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01016-20
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-30356-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2013.03.055
http://doi.org/10.1080/21645515.2020.1750910


Vaccines 2023, 11, 302 15 of 16

35. Alharbi, N.K.; Padron-Regalado, E.; Thompson, C.P.; Kupke, A.; Wells, D.; Sloan, M.A.; Grehan, K.; Temperton, N.; Lambe, T.;
Warimwe, G.; et al. ChAdOx1 and MVA based vaccine candidates against MERS-CoV elicit neutralising antibodies and cellular
immune responses in mice. Vaccine 2017, 35, 3780–3788. [CrossRef]

36. Maeto, C.; Rodríguez, A.M.; Holgado, M.P.; Falivene, J.; Gherardi, M.M. Novel Mucosal DNA-MVA HIV Vaccination in Which
DNA-IL-12 Plus Cholera Toxin B Subunit (CTB) Cooperates to Enhance Cellular Systemic and Mucosal Genital Tract Immunity.
PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e107524. [CrossRef]

37. Manrique, M.; Kozlowski, P.; Wang, S.-W.; Wilson, R.; Micewicz, E.; Montefiori, D.; Mansfield, K.; Carville, A.; Aldovini, A.
Nasal DNA-MVA SIV vaccination provides more significant protection from progression to AIDS than a similar intramuscular
vaccination. Mucosal Immunol. 2009, 2, 536–550. [CrossRef]

38. Lu, S. Heterologous prime-boost vaccination. Curr. Opin. Immunol. 2009, 21, 346–351. [CrossRef]
39. Harari, A.; Bart, P.-A.; Stöhr, W.; Tapia, G.; Garcia, M.; Medjitna-Rais, E.; Burnet, S.; Cellerai, C.; Erlwein, O.; Barber, T.; et al. An

HIV-1 clade C DNA prime, NYVAC boost vaccine regimen induces reliable, polyfunctional, and long-lasting T cell responses. J.
Exp. Med. 2008, 205, 63–77. [CrossRef]

40. Hernandez, R.; Brown, D.T. Growth and Maintenance of Chick Embryo Fibroblasts (CEF). Curr. Protoc. Microbiol. 2010, 17, A-4I.
[CrossRef]

41. Reed, L.J.; Muench, H. A simple method of estimating fifty per cent endpoints. Am. J. Epidemiol. 1938, 27, 493–497. [CrossRef]
42. Stading, B.R.; Osorio, J.E.; Velasco-Villa, A.; Smotherman, M.; Kingstad-Bakke, B.; Rocke, T.E. Infectivity of attenuated poxvirus

vaccine vectors and immunogenicity of a raccoonpox vectored rabies vaccine in the Brazilian Free-tailed bat (Tadarida brasiliensis).
Vaccine 2016, 34, 5352–5358. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Ganapathy, K.; Cargill, P.W.; Jones, R.C. A comparison of methods of inducing lachrymation and tear collection in chickens
for detection of virus-specific immuoglobulins after infection with infectious bronchitis virus. Avian Pathol. 2005, 34, 248–251.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Orr-Burks, N.; Gulley, S.L.; Gallardo, R.A.; Toro, H.; van Ginkel, F.W. Immunoglobulin A as an Early Humoral Responder After
Mucosal Avian Coronavirus Vaccination. Avian Dis. 2014, 58, 279–286. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Shirvani, E.; Samal, S.K. Comparative Protective Efficacies of Novel Avian Paramyxovirus-Vectored Vaccines against Virulent
Infectious Bronchitis Virus in Chickens. Viruses 2020, 12, 697. [CrossRef]

46. Abozeid, H.H.; Paldurai, A.; Varghese, B.P.; Khattar, S.K.; Afifi, M.A.; Zouelfakkar, S.; El-Deeb, A.H.; El-Kady, M.F.; Samal, S.K.
Development of a recombinant Newcastle disease virus-vectored vaccine for infectious bronchitis virus variant strains circulating
in Egypt. Vet. Res. 2019, 50, 12. [CrossRef]

47. Boyd, A.C.; Ruiz-Hernandez, R.; Peroval, M.Y.; Carson, C.; Balkissoon, D.; Staines, K.; Turner, A.V.; Hill, A.V.; Gilbert, S.C.;
Butter, C. Towards a universal vaccine for avian influenza: Protective efficacy of modified Vaccinia virus Ankara and Adenovirus
vaccines expressing conserved influenza antigens in chickens challenged with low pathogenic avian influenza virus. Vaccine 2013,
31, 670–675. [CrossRef]

48. Ducatez, M.F.; Becker, J.; Freudenstein, A.; Delverdier, M.; Delpont, M.; Sutter, G.; Guérin, J.-L.; Volz, A. Low pathogenic avian
influenza (H9N2) in chicken: Evaluation of an ancestral H9-MVA vaccine. Veter. Microbiol. 2016, 189, 59–67. [CrossRef]

49. Zanetti, F.A.; Zajac, M.P.D.M.; Taboga, O.A.; Calamante, G. Evaluation of modified vaccinia virus Ankara expressing VP2 protein
of infectious bursal disease virus as an immunogen in chickens. J. Veter. Sci. 2012, 13, 199–201. [CrossRef]

50. Veits, J.; Römer-Oberdörfer, A.; Helferich, D.; Durban, M.; Suezer, Y.; Sutter, G.; Mettenleiter, T.C. Protective efficacy of several
vaccines against highly pathogenic H5N1 avian influenza virus under experimental conditions. Vaccine 2008, 26, 1688–1696.
[CrossRef]

51. Kapczynski, D.R.; Esaki, M.; Dorsey, K.M.; Jiang, H.; Jackwood, M.; Moraes, M.; Gardin, Y. Vaccine protection of chickens against
antigenically diverse H5 highly pathogenic avian influenza isolates with a live HVT vector vaccine expressing the influenza
hemagglutinin gene derived from a clade 2.2 avian influenza virus. Vaccine 2015, 33, 1197–1205. [CrossRef]

52. Langenmayer, M.C.; Lülf-Averhoff, A.-T.; Adam-Neumair, S.; Sutter, G.; Volz, A. Tracking Modified Vaccinia Virus Ankara in the
Chicken Embryo: In Vivo Tropism and Pathogenesis of Egg Infections. Viruses 2018, 10, 452. [CrossRef]

53. Liu, R.; Americo, J.L.; Cotter, C.A.; Earl, P.L.; Erez, N.; Peng, C.; Moss, B. One or two injections of MVA-vectored vaccine shields
hACE2 transgenic mice from SARS-CoV-2 upper and lower respiratory tract infection. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2021, 118,
e2026785118. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Routhu, N.K.; Cheedarla, N.; Gangadhara, S.; Bollimpelli, V.S.; Boddapati, A.K.; Shiferaw, A.; Rahman, S.A.; Sahoo, A.; Edara,
V.V.; Lai, L.; et al. A modified vaccinia Ankara vector-based vaccine protects macaques from SARS-CoV-2 infection, immune
pathology, and dysfunction in the lungs. Immunity 2021, 54, 542–556. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Barros-Martins, J.; Hammerschmidt, S.I.; Cossmann, A.; Odak, I.; Stankov, M.V.; Morillas Ramos, G.; Dopfer-Jablonka, A.;
Heidemann, A.; Ritter, C.; Friedrichsen, M.; et al. Immune responses against SARS-CoV-2 variants after heterologous and
homologous ChAdOx1 nCoV-19/BNT162b2 vaccination. Nat. Med. 2021, 27, 1525–1529. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

56. Schmidt, T.; Klemis, V.; Schub, D.; Mihm, J.; Hielscher, F.; Marx, S.; Abu-Omar, A.; Ziegler, L.; Guckelmus, C.; Urschel, R.; et al.
Immunogenicity and reactogenicity of heterologous ChAdOx1 nCoV-19/mRNA vaccination. Nat. Med. 2021, 27, 1530–1535.
[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2017.05.032
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0107524
http://doi.org/10.1038/mi.2009.103
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.coi.2009.05.016
http://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20071331
http://doi.org/10.1002/9780471729259.mca04is17
http://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.aje.a118408
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2016.08.088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27650872
http://doi.org/10.1080/03079450500112344
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16191709
http://doi.org/10.1637/10740-120313-Reg.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25055633
http://doi.org/10.3390/v12070697
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13567-019-0631-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2012.11.047
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2016.04.025
http://doi.org/10.4142/jvs.2012.13.2.199
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2008.01.016
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2014.12.028
http://doi.org/10.3390/v10090452
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2026785118
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33688035
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2021.02.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33631118
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-021-01449-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34262158
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-021-01464-w


Vaccines 2023, 11, 302 16 of 16

57. Chandrasekar, S.S.; Phanse, Y.; Hildebrand, R.E.; Hanafy, M.; Wu, C.W.; Hansen, C.H.; Osorio, J.E.; Suresh, M.; Talaat, A.M.
Localized and Systemic Immune Responses against SARS-CoV-2 Following Mucosal Immunization. Vaccines 2021, 9, 132.
[CrossRef]

58. Ignjatovic, J.; Galli, L. The S1 glycoprotein but not the N or M proteins of avian infectious bronchitis virus induces protection in
vaccinated chickens. Arch. Virol. 1994, 138, 117–134. [CrossRef]

59. Kardani, K.; Bolhassani, A.; Shahbazi, S. Prime-boost vaccine strategy against viral infections: Mechanisms and benefits. Vaccine
2016, 34, 413–423. [CrossRef]

60. Li, X.; Min, M.; Du, N.; Gu, Y.; Hode, T.; Naylor, M.; Chen, D.; Nordquist, R.E.; Chen, W.R. Chitin, Chitosan, and Glycated
Chitosan Regulate Immune Responses: The Novel Adjuvants for Cancer Vaccine. J. Immunol. Res. 2013, 2013, 387023. [CrossRef]

61. Fisher, B.S.; Dambrauskas, N.; Trakhimets, O.; Andrade, D.V.; Smedley, J.; Sodora, D.L.; Sather, D.N. Oral Immunization with
HIV-1 Envelope SOSIP trimers elicits systemic immune responses and cross-reactive anti-V1V2 antibodies in non-human primates.
PLoS ONE 2020, 15, e0233577. [CrossRef]

62. 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. [CrossRef]

63. Evans, J.T.; Cluff, C.W.; Johnson, D.A.; Lacy, M.J.; Persing, D.H.; Baldridge, J.R. Enhancement of antigen-specific immunity via the
TLR4 ligands MPL™ adjuvant and Ribi.529. Expert Rev. Vaccines 2003, 2, 219–229. [CrossRef]

64. Gregg, K.A.; Harberts, E.; Gardner, F.M.; Pelletier, M.R.; Cayatte, C.; Yu, L.; McCarthy, M.P.; Marshall, J.D.; Ernst, R.K. Rationally
Designed TLR4 Ligands for Vaccine Adjuvant Discovery. MBio 2017, 8, e00492-17. [CrossRef]

65. Chhabra, R.; Forrester, A.; Lemiere, S.; Awad, F.; Chantrey, J.; Ganapathy, K. Mucosal, Cellular, and Humoral Immune Responses
Induced by Different Live Infectious Bronchitis Virus Vaccination Regimes and Protection Conferred against Infectious Bronchitis
Virus Q1 Strain. Clin. Vaccine Immunol. 2015, 22, 1050–1059. [CrossRef]

66. Yu, J.; Tostanoski, L.H.; Peter, L.; Mercado, N.B.; McMahan, K.; Mahrokhian, S.H.; Nkolola, J.P.; Liu, J.; Li, Z.; Chandrashekar, A.;
et al. DNA vaccine protection against SARS-CoV-2 in rhesus macaques. Science 2020, 369, 806–811. [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.

http://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines9020132
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF01310043
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2015.11.062
http://doi.org/10.1155/2013/387023
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0233577
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.0901474
http://doi.org/10.1586/14760584.2.2.219
http://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00492-17
http://doi.org/10.1128/CVI.00368-15
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.abc6284

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Ethics Statement 
	Cells and Viruses 
	Preparation of IBV Vaccine Constructs 
	Vaccine Efficacy Study 
	IBV Specific ELISA 
	Flow Cytometric Assessment of IBV-Specific Proliferation 
	Viral Load Measurement 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Design and Construction of MVA-IBV Constructs 
	Heterologous Vaccine Strategy Elicits Robust Localized T-Cell Responses 
	The Heterologous Vaccine Strategy Is More Effective Than the Homologous Vaccine Strategy 
	Impact of MPLA Addition on IBV Vaccine Protection 

	Discussion 
	References

