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Pulmonary Delivery of Virosome-Bound Antigen Enhances Antigen-Specific CD4+ T Cell Proliferation Compared to Liposome-Bound or Soluble Antigen
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Pulmonary administration of biomimetic nanoparticles loaded with antigen may represent an effective strategy to directly modulate adaptive immune responses in the respiratory tract. Depending on the design, virosomes may not only serve as biomimetic antigen carriers but are also endowed with intrinsic immune-stimulatory properties. We designed fluorescently labeled influenza-derived virosomes and liposome controls coupled to the model antigen ovalbumin to investigate uptake, phenotype changes, and antigen processing by antigen-presenting cells exposed to such particles in different respiratory tract compartments. Both virosomes and liposomes were captured by pulmonary macrophages and dendritic cells alike and induced activation in particle-bearing cells by upregulation of costimulatory markers such as CD40, CD80, CD86, PD-L1, PD-L2, and ICOS-L. Though antigen processing and accumulation of both coupled and soluble antigen was similar between virosomes and liposomes, only ovalbumin-coupled virosomes generated a strong antigen-specific CD4+ T cell proliferation. Pulmonary administrated antigen-coupled virosomes therefore effectively induced adaptive immune responses and may be utilized in novel preventive or therapeutic approaches in the respiratory tract.
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INTRODUCTION

Immune modulation in the lung may represent a direct approach for treating respiratory disorders such as allergic asthma (1, 2), given that the respiratory tract is readily accessible, making it an ideal target for non-invasive treatments. A dense network of dendritic cells (DCs) ensures mucosal uptake and transport of antigen to lymph nodes for presentation and activation of T cells, as previous studies showed that free antigen is insufficient to induce a strong immune reaction in the respiratory tract (3, 4). In recent years, biomedical nanoparticles for targeted delivery of antigen for vaccinations have been developed (5–7), but to date there is insufficient understanding on how such nanoparticles interact with immune cells in the lung.

Biomimetic nanoparticles such as virosomes and liposomes have already been approved for human use due to their advantageous safety profile and tolerance (8–10). Virosomes may be generated from all enveloped viruses, such as influenza, respiratory syncytial virus (RSV), herpes simplex, human immunodeficiency, rubella, measles, Sendai, West Nile, dengue, yellow fever, or Zika virus (11–16). Virosomes derived from influenza are spherical nanocarriers containing constituents from the influenza virus envelope, hemagglutinin (HA), and neuraminidase (NA) that are incorporated into the phospholipid bilayer. In contrast to liposomes, virosomes are endowed by intrinsic immunogenic properties (11, 12), functioning both as carrier and adjuvant, as they are able to deliver antigens and stimulate immune cells simultaneously (17, 18). Incorporated HA not only provides additional adjuvant function to virosomes but also promotes a rapid cellular uptake by endocytosis (19). HA binds to sialic acid residues that are abundantly expressed on DCs and macrophages (20), thereby triggering highly efficient receptor-mediated uptake.

Within the respiratory tract, immunogens may encounter various immune cells such as macrophages, DCs, and B cells (21). For modulating immune responses, DCs are the preferred target as these are the most potent antigen-presenting cells (APCs). After antigen uptake, DCs undergo so-called maturation, endowing them with the capacity to effectively stimulate CD4+ T cells by presenting processed antigen in the context of MHC class II to the T cell receptor. During this maturation process, DCs upregulate surface expression of costimulatory molecules such as CD40, CD80, and CD86 ensuring strong and specific CD4+ T cell stimulation. DCs are therefore able to take up, process, and present antigen to naïve CD4+ T cells in the lung-draining lymph nodes (LDLNs), thereby regulating T cell responses in the respiratory tract. Viral infection of epithelial cells is first detected by a germline-encoded set of sensors expressed by epithelial cells and innate immune cells [i.e., pattern recognition receptors (PRRs)], which recognize pathogen-associated molecular patterns (PAMPs) originating from the invading viral pathogens [reviewed in Ref. (22)]. PRR sensors include the toll-like receptors, RNA-sensing RIG-I-like receptors, such as retinoic acid-inducible gene I (RIG-I), melanoma differentiation-associated protein 5, and C-type lectin receptors. Despite extensive research, no interaction of influenza virosomes devoid of genetic material was reported to date with PRRs.

In the lung, two major types of migratory conventional DCs have been described, CD11b+CD103− and CD11b−CD103+ DCs (23, 24). CD11b−CD103+ DCs are localized within the airway epithelium, through which they extend their dendrites to sample antigen from the airway lumen (23), whereas CD11b+CD103− DCs are found in the lamina propria and submucosa of conducting airways and sample antigens that have penetrated the epithelium (25, 26).

We have previously shown that both virosomes and liposomes are captured by monocyte-derived DCs and monocyte-derived macrophages in a human triple coculture model, but uptake of virosomes occurred faster, with more virosomes taken up than liposomes in DC monocultures (27). In the current study, we hypothesized that in an in vivo-mouse model, virosomes would also constitute an ideal carrier with immune-stimulatory properties that would enable to modulate adaptive pulmonary immune responses. We tested this by applying empty virosomes or liposomes or coupled to OVA with PBS as control intranasally to naïve BALB/c mice and analyzing uptake and phenotypic changes in various respiratory tract compartments. In addition, intracellular processing of antigen and downstream OVA-specific CD4+ T cell activation in LDLN was analyzed. To our knowledge, this study represents the first in its field to demonstrate the potential of virosomes for enhanced T cell stimulation in an in vivo model for pulmonary application, which highlights these particles as a promising antigen carrier for immune modulation in the respiratory tract.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Virosome and Liposome Formulation

Influenza virosomes and liposomes were formulated and characterized as previously described in detail (27). Virosome or liposome formulations were either conjugated to the model protein OVA and/or to the fluorochrome Atto647N for detection. All nanocarriers were thoroughly characterized prior to use as recently described (27).

Mice

A 8- to 12-week-old female BALB/c and DO11.10 T cell receptor-transgenic mice on a BALB/c background were bred specific pathogen-free at the Department of Clinical Research, University of Bern (Bern, Switzerland). Animal work was carried out in accordance with the Swiss Federal Veterinary Office guidelines and was approved by the Cantonal Ethical Committee for Animal Experiments (Amt für Landwirtschaft und Natur des Kantons Bern) under animal experimentation permission number BE71/15.

Intranasal Administration and Cell Preparation

BALB/c mice were deeply anesthetized for intranasal administration. One hundred (100) microliter total volume of either PBS, virosomes, or liposomes coupled to OVA or DQ-OVA (3 μg total), or empty virosomes or liposomes alone, or coadministered with soluble OVA or DQ-OVA (3 μg total) were applied via the nostrils. DQ-OVA was used for degradation and accumulation assays as it consists of OVA bound to a self-quenching fluorescent dye, which upon intracellular degradation releases specific fluorescence (excitation at 505 nm, emission at 515 nm). Accumulated DQ-OVA forming dimers emit fluorescence in a different channel (excitation at 488 nm, emission at 613 nm). Animals were euthanized 24 h after intranasal administration and different lung compartments harvested for determining uptake, trafficking, phenotype and antigen degradation [trachea (T), lung parenchyma (LP), LDLNs, and broncho-alveolar lavage (BAL)], or for T cell proliferation [non-draining lymph nodes (NDLNs) and LDLNs]. Single cell suspensions were prepared as described elsewhere (15, 16). Data for the different experimental groups were obtained from individual animals and at least five independent experiments are shown.

Flow Cytometry

Digested cells were incubated on ice with FcR block for 10 min followed by viability staining with Fixable Viability Dye eFluor506 (eBioscience, Vienna, Austria) for 30 min on ice. Unless indicated otherwise, antibodies were purchased from eBioscience, and utilized with appropriate isotype controls: CD4-Brilliant Violet 785 (BioLegend, Lucerne, Switzerland), CD69-APC-eFluor 780, DO11.10-PE, CD11c-Brilliant Violet 785 (BioLegend), CD11b-Alexa Fluor 700, MHCII-Brilliant Violet 711 (BioLegend), CD86-Brilliant Violet 605 (BioLegend), CD80-Brilliant Violet 605, CD40-PerCP-eFluor 710, CD8α-PE-eFluor610, PD-L1-PE-Cy7 (BioLegend), PD-L2-FITC, and ICOS-L-PE. Intracellular cytokine staining was performed by using 20 μg/ml Brefeldin A (eBioscience) to stop protein transport. Subsequently, surface marker-stained cells were fixed in a 1% formalin solution followed by intracellular staining with the following antibodies with appropriate isotype control diluted in permeabilization buffer [PBS (Sigma) + 0.1% saponin (Sigma) + 10% FCS (Gibco; Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA)]: FoxP3-AlexaFluor 700, IL-4-PE-Cy7, IL-17A-Per-CP-Cy5.5, IFNγ-eFluor450, and IL-9-eFluor660. Acquisition was performed by using a SORP LSRII (BD Biosciences) flow cytometer and data were analyzed by using FlowJo X software (Tree Star, Ashland, OR, USA) and FlowJo9 for T cell proliferation.

OVA-Specific CD4+ T Cell Proliferation in Naïve BALB/c Mice

CD4+ T cells from BALB/c DO11.10 mice were negatively selected using Dynabeads untouched mouse CD4 cell kit (Life Technologies, Grand Island, NY, USA). Cells were labeled with carboxyfluorescein succinimidyl ester (CFSE; eBioscience) and 107 cells in 200 μl PBS were injected intravenously into naïve BALB/c mice. After 2 days, virosomes, liposomes, or PBS was administrated intranasally as described above. Three days later, LDLNs and NDLNs were collected and stained for surface markers and intracellular cytokines as mentioned above. Antigen-specific T cell proliferation (CFSE dilution) and cytokine production were measured by flow cytometry and analyzed with FlowJo9 software (TreeStar).

Statistics

Statistical analyses were conducted using R version 3.2.1 (28). All graphical representations were prepared using the R package ggplot2 (29). Differences in measured frequency and mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) between groups were tested using an ANOVA. Main and interaction effects of OVA (coupled vs soluble OVA) and treatment (liposome, virosome, and controls) were included in the model. Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test was used to investigate individual paired comparisons. Appropriateness of ANOVA models was verified by residual analysis. No statistically significant difference was detected between “no OVA” (empty nanocarriers) and “coupled OVA” (nanocarriers with coupled OVA) for both virosomes and liposomes in uptake, viability, and phenotype experiments conducted. Therefore, we grouped data utilizing no OVA and coupled OVA virosomes and liposomes to perform the analyses as indicated.

RESULTS

Virosome and Liposome Characterization

Virosomes and liposomes were thoroughly characterized for size, homogeneity, particle amount, HA, and OVA content (Table 1) as previously described (27). Briefly, size and homogeneity were measured by dynamic light scattering and by nanoparticle tracking analysis (NTA), routinely providing a diameter of 90–100 nm. NTA analysis yielded approximately 1E+13 particles/ml for all formulations. OVA and HA concentration was determined by SDS-PAGE, Spotblot, and Western Blot, and HA concentrations were selectively reconfirmed by single radial immunodiffusion (data not shown). Both routinely yielded 50 μg/ml HA and 30 μg/ml OVA in the concentrated formulation. For intranasal administration, virosomes and liposomes were employed at a concentration of 3 μg/ml OVA. Limulus amebocyte lysate test of all concentrated formulations showed consistent results below 10.0 EU/ml for endotoxins (data not shown).

TABLE 1 | Particle characterization of virosomes and liposomes.
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Uptake of Inhaled Virosomes and Liposomes by Respiratory APC Subsets and Trafficking to Lymph Nodes

To detect in vivo uptake and trafficking of virosomes or liposomes by APCs situated in different respiratory tract compartments, we harvested T, LP, LDLN, and performed BAL 24 h after intranasal administration of virosomes, liposomes, or PBS control. We gated cells into CD11c+MHCIIlow macrophages, CD11c+MHCIIhighCD103−CD11b+ DCs (CD11b+ DCs), and CD11c+MHCIIhighCD103+CD11b− DCs (CD103+ DCs) (23, 30) (Figure S1 in Supplementary Material). As the number of DCs found in BAL was very low, the entire population, mostly CD11b+, was analyzed. In LDLNs, cells were subdivided into CD8α+ and CD8α−, representing resident and migratory DCs, respectively (30, 31). As virosomes and liposomes were suspended in a PBS pH 7.4 solution, we used PBS as uptake control solution (virosome and liposome data were calculated relative to PBS).

Our results showed that in BAL both virosomes and liposomes, with and without conjugated OVA, were taken up by macrophages and DCs alike, with more than 90% of cells being Atto+ (Figure 1). In the LDLN, there was low uptake of both nanocarriers for frequency and MFI (Figure 1; Figure S2 in Supplementary Material). Within the LP, macrophages, and to a lesser extent both subsets of DCs, captured particles, with no difference in uptake detected between virosomes and liposomes (Figure 1; Figure S2 in Supplementary Material). In the trachea, neither CD11b+ nor CD103+ DCs captured virosomes or liposomes, whereas macrophages showed decent uptake of virosomes and liposomes uptake (Figure 1). In addition, in trachea macrophages also captured more particles per cell (based on MFI intensity) without discriminating between virosomes or liposomes (Figure S2 in Supplementary Material). We further systematically tested cell viability by using a viability dye suitable for detection by flow cytometry. No cell death was detected compared to PBS control for either virosomes or liposomes in any respiratory tract compartment (Figure S3 in Supplementary Material). In conclusion, virosomes and liposomes administered to the respiratory tract were captured most efficiently by macrophages and DCs in BAL, macrophages in trachea and LP, and to a lesser extent DCs in the LP, with low extent of detectable trafficking of either particle to draining lymph nodes 24 h after intranasal administration.
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FIGURE 1 | Uptake of virosomes (VIRO) and liposomes (LIPO) by cells in the respiratory tract. Liposomes and virosomes without OVA (“no OVA”) or with coupled OVA (“coupled OVA”) were intranasally administered and cells were analyzed for uptake 24 h later in broncho-alveolar lavage (BAL) fluid, trachea (T), lung parenchyma (LP), and lung-draining lymph nodes (LDLNs). Data represent frequency of uptake of five independent experiments. Statistical significance was determined by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test to investigate individual paired comparisons.



Antigen-Specific T Cell Stimulation after Exposure to Virosomes or Liposomes

We next investigated whether particle-coupled or soluble OVA in combination with empty virosomes or liposomes as adjuvant/nanocarrier would modulate downstream immune response by specifically activating CFSE-labeled, OVA-specific TCR transgenic CD4+ T cells as previously described (32). For this purpose, we intranasally administered either empty nanoparticles alone or together with soluble OVA, or nanoparticles coupled with OVA, 2 days after transgenic T cell transfer. Either PBS or PBS together with soluble OVA was employed as controls. As previously described (31), we utilized the FlowJo expansion index (EI) to determine proliferation based on the CFSE dilution profile (Figure S4 in Supplementary Material). The EI is the ratio of final cell count to starting cell count and therefore represents the fold of cellular expansion. OVA coupled to virosomes induced significantly enhanced CD4+ T cell proliferation compared to virosomes alone (Figure 2A). Soluble OVA with nanoparticles or PBS induced an approximately twofold increase in EI compared to the no OVA control group. NDLN was used as internal negative control with no significant proliferation detected (Figure 2B). CFSE profiles demonstrated strong T cell proliferation with OVA-coupled virosomes only (Figure 2C). Staining for intracellular cytokines (IFN-γ, IL-17, IL-4, IL-9) and the Treg marker FoxP3 did not reveal any detectable polarization in vivo (Figure S5 in Supplementary Material). Taken together, these data show that only antigen coupled to virosomes is able to induce strong antigen-specific T cell response, compared to empty virosomes. Furthermore, we detected no unequivocal evidence of T cell polarization with the markers employed.
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FIGURE 2 | Measurement of antigen-specific CD4+ T cell proliferation by flow cytometry. Carboxyfluorescein succinimidyl ester (CFSE)-labeled CD4+ T cells were injected intravenously in naïve BALB/c mice. After 24 h, virosomes (VIRO), liposomes (LIPO), or PBS was given intranasally. Then 72 h later, lung-draining lymph nodes (LDLNs) (A) and non-draining lymph nodes (NDLNs) (B) were collected and stained for surface markers. Antigen-specific T cell proliferation (CFSE dilution) was measured by flow cytometry. Panels show the expansion index (EI) of CD4+ T cells of six independent experiments. Note the altered Y-axis range. Statistical significance was determined by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test to investigate individual paired comparisons (**p < 0.01). (C) FACS gating strategy for T cell proliferation. Cell gating includes forward and sideward scatter for live cells followed by a CD4+ DO11.10+ gating. Double positive cells were analyzed for CFSE profiles in NDLN and LDLNs to calculate the EI.



Phenotypic Changes of Respiratory APC Subsets after Exposure to Virosomes and Liposomes

In a next step, we investigated whether stronger T cell proliferation with OVA-coupled virosomes was due to DC activation in LDLN and whether uptake of nanocarriers induced phenotypic changes in respiratory tract macrophage and DC populations. Therefore, respiratory tract compartments (T, LP, LDLN, BAL) were sampled 24 h after intranasal administration of particles and single cells were stained for the surface makers CD40, CD80, CD86, PD-L1, PD-L2, and ICOS-L. Live, single cells were gated as previously described and further subdivided into particle positive (particle+) and particle negative (particle−) cells based on the Atto fluorescence signal (Figure S1 in Supplementary Material). Without separate analysis of nanocarrier particle positive and negative cells, no phenotypic changes were detected in APC populations after nanocarrier administration (data not shown).

Interestingly, CD8α+ resident DCs in LDLN significantly upregulated most costimulatory markers after uptake of particles (Figure 3A, particle+ DCs), and significant changes in MFI for CD40, CD80, and ICOS-L for virosomes in CD8α+ cells occurred (Figure S6A in Supplementary Material). CD8α− migratory DCs in LDLN significantly upregulated CD40, PD-L1, and PD-L2 (Figure 3B) and MFI was increased for CD40 (Figure S6B in Supplementary Material). Furthermore, a low but significant increase in CD40 expression frequency in both macrophages in BAL and trachea and CD11b+ DCs in LP occurred (Figure 4), but no changes were detectable for the MFI (Figure S7A in Supplementary Material). CD80 expression significantly increased upon uptake of particles in CD11b+ DC cell populations in LP for both frequency (Figure 5) and MFI (Figure S7B in Supplementary Material), whereas CD86 expression was increased after particle uptake for both macrophages and CD11b+ DCs in LP (Figure 6). A significantly higher proportion of CD103+ DC expressed PD-L1 in both trachea and LP whereas CD11b+ DCs upregulated PD-L1 in LP and BAL after particle uptake (Figure 7). Following particle uptake, CD11b+ DCs from BAL and LP showed greater expression of PD-L1, as did macrophages and CD103+ in LP (MFI; Figure S7D in Supplementary Material). An increased proportion of PD-L2 positive cells was found in the CD11b+ DCs from LP, as well in CD103+ DCs from trachea and LP (Figure 8) following particle uptake, whereas for MFI we detected significant change for macrophages, CD11b+ and CD103+ cells in LP, and CD11b+ DCs in T (Figure S7E in Supplementary Material). Similarly, for ICOS-L upregulation, an enhanced proportion of cells was seen in particle-bearing macrophages, CD11b+ and CD103+ DCs from LP (Figure 9), and an increased MFI in macrophages from BAL and DCs in LP (Figure S7F in Supplementary Material).
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FIGURE 3 | Expression of surface markers in dendritic cells (DCs) in lung-draining lymph nodes (LDLNs) upon uptake of liposomes (LIPO) and virosomes (VIRO). LDLNs were harvested 24 h after intranasal administration of empty liposomes or virosomes (“no OVA”) or with liposomes and virosomes coupled to OVA (“coupled OVA”) or PBS control (not shown). Particle negative (particle−) and particle positive (particle+) cell populations were analyzed for expression of surface markers CD40, CD80, CD86, PD-L1, PD-L2, and ICOS-L and measured by flow cytometry. Data show frequency (%) of expression of CD8α+ resident (A) and CD8α− migratory DCs (B) and represent five independent experiments. Statistical significance was determined by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test to investigate individual paired comparisons. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001.
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FIGURE 4 | Expression of surface marker CD40 in pulmonary antigen-presenting cells upon uptake of liposomes (LIPO) and virosomes (VIRO). Lung compartments (BAL, broncho-alveolar lavage; T, trachea; LP, lung parenchyma) were harvested 24 h after intranasal administration of empty liposomes or virosomes (“no OVA”) or with liposomes and virosomes coupled to OVA (“coupled OVA”) or PBS control (not shown). Particle negative (particle−) and particle positive (particle+) cell populations were analyzed for expression of surface marker CD40 measured by flow cytometry and frequency (%) is shown. Data represent five independent experiments. Statistical significance was determined by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test to investigate individual paired comparisons (*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001).
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FIGURE 5 | Expression of surface marker CD80 in pulmonary antigen-presenting cells upon uptake of liposomes (LIPO) and virosomes (VIRO). Lung compartments (BAL, broncho-alveolar lavage; T, trachea; LP, lung parenchyma; LDLN, lung-draining lymph nodes) were harvested 24 h after intranasal administration of empty liposomes or virosomes (“no OVA”) or with liposomes and virosomes coupled to OVA (“coupled OVA”) or PBS control (not shown). Particle negative (particle−) and particle positive (particle+) cell populations were analyzed for expression of surface marker CD80 measured by flow cytometry and frequency (%) is shown. Data represent five independent experiments. Statistical significance was determined by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test to investigate individual paired comparisons (***p < 0.001).
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FIGURE 6 | Expression of surface marker CD86 in pulmonary antigen-presenting cells upon uptake of liposomes (LIPO) and virosomes (VIRO). Lung compartments (BAL, broncho-alveolar lavage; T, trachea; LP, lung parenchyma; LDLN, lung-draining lymph nodes) were harvested 24 h after intranasal administration of empty liposomes or virosomes (“no OVA”) or with liposomes and virosomes coupled to OVA (“coupled OVA”) or PBS control (not shown). Particle negative (particle−) and particle positive (particle+) cell populations were analyzed for expression of surface marker CD86 measured by flow cytometry and frequency (%) is shown. Data represent five independent experiments. Statistical significance was determined by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test to investigate individual paired comparisons (*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01).
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FIGURE 7 | Expression of surface marker PD-L1 in pulmonary antigen-presenting cells upon uptake of liposomes (LIPO) and virosomes (VIRO). Lung compartments (BAL, broncho-alveolar lavage; T, trachea; LP, lung parenchyma; LDLN, lung-draining lymph nodes) were harvested 24 h after intranasal administration of empty liposomes or virosomes (“no OVA”) or with liposomes and virosomes coupled to OVA (“coupled OVA”) or PBS control (not shown). Particle negative (particle−) and particle positive (particle+) cell populations were analyzed for expression of surface marker PD-L1 measured by flow cytometry and frequency (%) is shown. Data represent five independent experiments. Statistical significance was determined by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test to investigate individual paired comparisons (*p < 0.05; ***p < 0.001).
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FIGURE 8 | Expression of surface marker PD-L2 in pulmonary antigen-presenting cells upon uptake of liposomes (LIPO) and virosomes (VIRO). Lung compartments (BAL, broncho-alveolar lavage; T, trachea; LP, lung parenchyma; LDLN, lung-draining lymph nodes) were harvested 24 h after intranasal administration of empty liposomes or virosomes (“no OVA”) or with liposomes and virosomes coupled to OVA (“coupled OVA”) or PBS control (not shown). Particle negative (particle−) and particle positive (particle+) cell populations were analyzed for expression of surface marker PD-L2 measured by flow cytometry and frequency (%) is shown. Data represent five independent experiments. Statistical significance was determined by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test to investigate individual paired comparisons (**p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001).
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FIGURE 9 | Expression of surface marker ICOS-L in pulmonary antigen-presenting cells upon uptake of liposomes (LIPO) and virosomes (VIRO). Lung compartments (BAL, broncho-alveolar lavage; T, trachea; LP, lung parenchyma; LDLN, lung-draining lymph nodes) were harvested 24 h after intranasal administration of empty liposomes or virosomes (“no OVA”) or with liposomes and virosomes coupled to OVA (“coupled OVA”) or PBS control (not shown). Particle negative (particle−) and particle positive (particle+) cell populations were analyzed for expression of surface marker ICOS-L measured by flow cytometry and frequency (%) is shown. Data represent five independent experiments. Statistical significance was determined by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test to investigate individual paired comparisons (*p < 0.05; ***p < 0.001).



Our data therefore indicate that particle uptake was associated with phenotypic changes, regardless of whether liposomes or virosomes were administered. Taken together we could detect activation of DCs in LDLN (CD40, CD80, CD86, PD-L1, PD-L2), BAL (CD40, PD-L1), trachea (CD40, PD-L1, PD-L2), and LP (CD40, CD80, CD86, PD-L1, PD-L2, ICOS-L), yet with no differences seen between liposomes and virosomes.

Antigen Degradation by APCs after Exposure to Virosomes and Liposomes

In a next step, we measured whether uptake of nanocarriers was associated with alterations in antigen processing in APC subsets. For this analysis, DQ-OVA was coupled to virosomes and liposomes, or administered in its soluble form simultaneously with empty nanocarriers intranasally. DQ-OVA consists of OVA bound to a self-quenching fluorescent dye, which upon intracellular degradation releases specific fluorescence (excitation at 505 nm, emission at 515 nm). Accumulated DQ-OVA on the other hand, forms dimers between dyes and emits fluorescent signal in a different channel (excitation at 488 nm, emission at 613 nm). Controls were performed with PBS alone or supplemented with soluble DQ-OVA to determine the possible adjuvant effect of virosomes or liposomes. In BAL, antigen degradation and accumulation was detectable both in macrophages and DCs, but with no significant differences seen between liposomes and virosomes (Figure 10). Overall we observed a low number of cells that degraded DQ-OVA with no difference detected between soluble or coupled DQ-OVA (Figure S8 in Supplementary Material) and antigen accumulation was very low in other respiratory tract compartments (Figure S9 in Supplementary Material).
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FIGURE 10 | Antigen degradation and accumulation in BAL. BAL was collected 24 h after intranasal administration of empty liposomes, virosomes, or PBS with soluble DQ-OVA (“soluble DQ-OVA”) or with liposomes and virosomes coupled to DQ-OVA (“coupled DQ-OVA”). Antigen degradation (A) and accumulation (B) was analyzed by measuring released fluorochrome signal from self-quenching DQ-OVA by flow cytometry. Panels show frequency (%) and MFI of six independent experiments. Statistical significance was determined by ANOVA followed by Tukey’s honest significant difference post hoc test to investigate individual paired comparisons.



DISCUSSION

The ease of access of the respiratory tract makes it an attractive target organ for the administration of immunomodulatory biomimetic antigen nanocarriers. These may elicit their effects through interactions with a tightly enmeshed network of DCs that will capture and traffic nanocarriers to regional lymph nodes for specific T cell activation. Pulmonary administration of biomimetic nanoparticles such as virosomes or liposomes coupled to antigen may therefore represent a novel effective strategy to directly modulate adaptive immune responses in the respiratory tract. Virosomes not only serve as antigen carriers but are also endowed with intrinsic immune-stimulatory properties, as virosomes themselves are able to activate APCs and enhance uptake and processing of antigen (33, 34). Immune-stimulatory properties derive from incorporated viral envelope proteins HA and NA, as recombinant influenza HA alone is able to induce DC activation (35–37). Activation of DCs by virosomes induced a Th1 type of cytokine profile (34). Additionally, surface features of virosomes are indistinguishable from those of the parental virus they derive from. Repetitive patterns of such viral surface structures render virosomes highly immunogenic by mimicking damage-associated molecular patterns and PAMPs, eventually activating DCs through interaction with PRR (38–40).

There is still insufficient data available on the fate of virosomes and liposomes administered to the respiratory tract, as most clinical trials administered virosomes either intramuscular or intradermal. Virosomes delivered intranasally provided protection against influenza that was comparable to the intramuscular application (36, 37). Additionally, virosomes provided both a systemic and mucosal immune response upon intranasal delivery of DNA as compared to the intradermal route of administration (41). In vivo intranasal administration of a RSV-derived virosome vaccine induced high antibody titers and provided complete protection from RSV infection (42). Virosomes derived from respiratory viruses such as influenza and RSV may not only offer protective immunity but may potentially also provide a novel strategy for therapeutic immune modulation in the respiratory tract. In this study, we investigated the interaction of such nanocarriers with APCs in the respiratory tract, using an in vivo model to analyze uptake, phenotype and antigen processing capacity by macrophages, and DCs in different respiratory tract compartments. We also measured in vivo antigen-specific T cell stimulation by virosome- and liposome-bound antigen. Though our data show that both virosomes and liposomes are internalized by DCs, inducing their activation, only virosome-bound antigen generated a robust-specific CD4+ T cell proliferation in draining lymph nodes.

In the current study, both virosomes and liposomes were captured by respiratory tract APCs, but the extent of uptake depended on localization of APCs within the respiratory tract compartments. APCs in the alveolar space (BAL), through their prolonged interaction, were highly positive for the administered nanocarriers. Though tracheal APCs are an initial cell population to encounter virosomes and liposomes, the exposure is limited since particulate antigen deposited in larger airways is rapidly cleared by the mucociliary escalator. This contrasts with the clearance in the alveolar gas-exchange regions, where clearance by alveolar macrophages can take up to 24 h (43). Persistent antigen in the alveolar space due to slower clearance may explain the stronger and most consistent uptake signal detected in this compartment. By contrast, the levels of virosomes and liposomes were very low 24 h after intranasal delivery, the optimal time point for active delivery of inhaled antigens to DLN. By differential staining for CD8α, we were able to distinguish active transport from the airways by CD8α− DC from passive drainage to the LDLN and uptake by CD8α+ DCs. Migratory CD8α− DCs traffic antigen to LDLN, inducing antigen-specific T cell activation (44). By contrast, antigen that passively drains to the LDLN is primarily taken up by resident CD8α+ DCs. Due to low cell numbers and low particle signal obtained from lymph node cell suspensions, and the technically demanding FACS analysis, we failed to detect measureable levels of either soluble or coupled OVA that had drained to the LDLN or was actively transported by migrating DCs. The reason for this is unclear, but presumably relates to the preferential targeting of particles to non-migratory macrophages in the airways and LP. Our group previously showed that different types of particles delivered via the pulmonary route are primarily taken up by alveolar macrophages (31, 32), a finding which we also confirmed for both virosomes and liposomes. Alveolar macrophages are the first line of defense and hence play an important role in clearing apoptotic cells, debris as well as inhaled pathogens and particles to maintain lung homeostasis (45, 46). Contrary to DCs, lung macrophages are unable to efficiently stimulate T cells, and they do not migrate to local draining lymph nodes following antigen uptake. Enhanced uptake of particles by alveolar macrophages compared to pulmonary DC has also been shown by Jakubzick et al. (47). In this study, naïve C57BL/6 mice were instilled intranasally with 500 nm polystyrene particles. In accordance with our findings, the majority of particles were found inside alveolar macrophages with very few particles transported to the LDLNs by pulmonary DCs 2 days after instillation. However, when macrophages were depleted with clodronate integrated in liposomes, markedly greater numbers of DCs were recruited into the alveolar space and particle transport to the LDLNs was boosted by around 20-fold. The authors concluded a macrophage-mediated suppression of airway DC function by the modulation of DC recruitment to the airways. Pulmonary DCs offer an ideal target to modulate adaptive immune responses (30, 48). Enhanced targeting of DCs in the respiratory tract may be achieved by binding of DC-specific ligands such as anti-DEC205 or anti-DC-SIGN onto the lipid bilayer (49, 50). Also, previous studies showed that liposomes bound to IgG increased binding and uptake by DCs via FcγR (51). Virosomes and liposomes may also be modified by either coupling antigen of interest onto the surface or incorporating it into the lumen (52). For example, a “self” recognition peptide of CD47, when coupled to nanoparticles, was recently shown to avoid phagocytosis by macrophages as it is recognized as self, therefore prolonging nanoparticle circulation and hence the duration for drug delivery (53). Combining CD47 and a DC-specific ligand on virosomes or liposomes may potentially increase uptake by DCs and reduce phagocytosis by macrophages.

Though we detected only a weak signal of particle+ DCs in LDLN, OVA-coupled virosomes generated a significantly increased naïve OVA-specific CD4+ T cell proliferation. Soluble OVA in combination with liposomes, virosomes, or PBS generated approximately a twofold increase of CD4+ T cell proliferation. Virosome-coupled antigen induced a significant increase of CD4+ T cell proliferation at a low OVA concentration (3 μg total), compared to previous results in our group using gold or polystyrene particles where 50 μg of OVA was necessary to induce a comparable CD4+ T cell response (31, 32). This is also in line with a previous study, showing that a dose as low as 0.75 μg antigen (OVA) in combination with virosomes induced a strong cytotoxic T cell (CTL) response in vivo following intramuscular, intraperitoneal, or subcutaneous injection (18), contrasting with other two studies reporting that between 30 and 130 times more OVA is required to induce CTL when using liposomes (54). More importantly, successful T and B cell stimulation with low doses of peptides associated virosomes was also demonstrated in clinical studies (55, 56). These findings show that virosomes function both as an antigen carrier and adjuvant when applied systemically, and we have demonstrated a similar effect when virosomes were delivered locally to the lungs. Enhanced T cell responses to virosome-coupled antigen may first be due to the intact particulate characteristic of the antigen–virosome complex. As an example, employing gold nanoparticles coated with an aminated polymer shell, we have previously shown that only the particle–shell complex, but not the polymer alone was able to induce enhanced OVA-specific T cell proliferation in BALB/c mice (32). Second, the combination of the antigenic viral compounds HA and NA may modulate antigen presentation in the LDLN. The virosome surface is responsible for a stronger immune stimulation, probably due to the addition of HA and NA, generating not only OVA-specific T cells but also HA-specific ones and therefore enhancing the overall immune response. Pre-existing immunity to influenza virus has no negative effects in humans (57, 58) but shows to be an advantage as both antigen-specific and influenza-specific T helper cells stimulate B cells and CTLs for strong immune response (34, 59). Mouse studies revealed that immunization with influenza virus resulted in higher antibody titers when administered with virosomes as adjuvants (60).

To investigate why only OVA-coupled virosomes induce strong and specific T cell response, we stained lung APCs for different surface markers and analyzed phenotype and costimulation marker expression by flow cytometry. Enhanced surface expression of costimulatory molecules like CD40, CD80, and CD86 is essential for induction of a strong and specific T cell response (61). Therefore, we measured expression levels of these markers and in addition investigated the expression of PD-L1, PD-L2, and ICOS-L, interesting targets for induction of tolerance (62, 63). PD-L1 and PD-L2 are both ligands for programmed death-1 (PD-1), expressed on activated T cells regulating T cell activation and tolerance. However, PD-L1 and PD-L2 expression remains controversial, as they can have both stimulatory and inhibitory effects on T cells (64–67), as was seen in studies using OVA-specific T cell proliferation assays showing that overexpression or blocking of either of these two ligands interfered with T cell activation and proliferation (64, 68). Others found that blocking PD-L1 and PD-L2 resulted in increased T cell proliferation (69–71). In allergic diseases like asthma, the role of PD-L1 and PD-L2 is also still unclear as it was shown that both ligands have opposing roles in the regulation of airway hyperreactivity (AHR) (63). Akbari et al. demonstrated that PD-L2-knockout mice had increased AHR and inflammation (72), which was confirmed by a study that blocked PD-L2 during antigen challenge inducing increased AHR (73, 74). On the other hand, it was shown that PD-L1 deficiency had a positive effect on AHR and inflammation (63). A recent study performed by McAlees et al., however, showed that blocking the PD-L1/PD-1 pathway in an allergic asthma mouse model resulted in enhanced AHR by induction of Th17 cells in a mild AHR animal model (75). The inducible costimulatory ligand, ICOS-L, was also shown to play a role in an experimental asthma model as ICOS-deficient mice showed decreased Th2 response (76, 77) and ICOS–ICOS-L proved to be essential for the induction of T regulatory cells (78). In allergic rhinitis and asthma patients, it was demonstrated that ICOS-L expression on mDCs is impaired, contributing to the Th2-type immune response (79).

In our study, we observed phenotypic changes of DCs only in particle-bearing (particle+) cell populations, indicating that uptake of particles is essential for upregulation of phenotypic markers in DCs, but not in macrophages. Specifically, we observed upregulation of classical costimulatory markers such as CD40, CD80, and CD86 on both macrophages and DCs, indicating a moderate activation of DCs enabling T cell stimulation. On the other hand, we also observed even stronger upregulation of PD-L1 and PD-L2 in macrophages and DCs, which, as already stated, can have different effects on the polarization and tolerogenic state of T cells. ICOS-L is enhanced in LP macrophages and DCs alike, indicating a potential for strong T cell stimulation and polarization away from Th2, as mentioned previously. Overall, this indicates that particle uptake is associated with DC activation and small amounts of particles were sufficient to trigger measurable phenotypic changes. From these data, we conclude that uptake of both virosomes and liposomes activated DCs, but the degree of activation primarily depended on the anatomical location, a finding that is consistent with previous data from our group obtained from in vivo studies using gold nanoparticles that showed CD40 and CD86 upregulation upon particle uptake (32). Differences in the degree of activation seen in CD103+ and CD11b+ DCs may be explained by the fact that both subsets have distinct functional properties (80), with CD103+ DCs localized along the airways that are able to extend their dendrites through the epithelial tight junctions and therefore sample inhaled antigen from the airway lumen (23, 81). Additionally, it is known that this cell type is able to cross-present antigen to CD8+ T cells (81–83). CD11b+ DCs on the other hand are assumed to be located mostly in the submucosa of the conducting airways and therefore only sample antigen that has crossed the epithelial layer. In our study, we did not detect any differences in uptake between these two DC subsets, possibly indicating similar access and uptake of virosomes and liposomes from the airway lumen and the submucosa.

To understand whether uptake of OVA-coupled virosomes or liposomes induced functional changes in macrophages and DCs, we measured the capacity of DCs to degrade coupled or soluble antigen. Self-quenching DQ-OVA was coupled to either virosomes or liposomes, or administered soluble together with empty particles. No difference in antigen degradation occurred between virosomes or liposomes, delivering either coupled or soluble DQ-OVA. The strongest degradation and accumulation signal was detected in BAL macrophages and DCs that paralleled the strong uptake of nanoparticles seen in cell populations of this compartment. Despite comparable antigen degradation and activation seen after treatment with OVA-coupled liposomes or soluble OVA co-administered with empty virosomes or liposomes, no significant increase in CD4+ T cell proliferation compared to empty virosomes or liposomes was observed in these experimental groups.

To our knowledge, these findings are unique, showing that very low antigen concentrations bound to virosomes and administered to the respiratory tract are sufficient to generate a robust antigen-specific CD4+ T cell response in LDLN. This may have consequences if the pulmonary route is utilized for novel vaccination strategies, as concentration of virosome-bound antigen may be kept to a minimum, yet still generate a robust adaptive immune response. Though several studies showed a Th1 polarization after virosome stimulation (34, 84, 85), this did not occur in our in vivo model. Specifically targeting DCs to modulate CD4+ T cell responses may represent a promising approach to treat allergic asthma where an enhanced Th2 response frequently leads to IgE production (IL-4), eosinophilia (IL-5), mast cell activation (IL-9), and AHR (IL-13) (86, 87). Specific immune therapy, either subcutaneous or sublingual, is available for selected patients, but treatments last several years and are of variable efficacy (88–90). Pulmonary administered virosome-bound low-dose antigen may overcome such limitations with its potential to specifically modulate innate CD4+-dependent immune responses, without causing excessive inflammatory responses that may jeopardize vital gaseous exchange in the lung.

In summary, we have demonstrated that intranasally administered virosomes and liposomes are taken up by macrophages and DCs in the respiratory tract and induce DC activation. There was no detectable difference in antigen processing or accumulation, but only OVA-coupled virosomes generated a specific and robust CD4+ T cell activation not seen with OVA-coupled liposomes or soluble OVA co-administered with virosomes or liposomes. Pulmonary administered antigen-bound virosomes may therefore provide an attractive approach to specifically and safely modulate adaptive immune responses in the respiratory tract, either to generate a protective immunity through vaccination, or as an approach for immune therapy in allergic asthma.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Study design: RB, FB, and CG. Data curation: RB. Formal analysis: RB and RD. Visualization: RD. Supervision: MA, FB, and CG. Funding: CG. Writing original draft: RB. Writing review and editing: RB, MA, PS, FB, and CG.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This study was funded by the Swiss National Science Foundation SNF 146249. The authors gratefully acknowledge the expert technical assistance provided by Sandra Barnowski, Dr. Emilie Seydoux, and Dr. Sean Hall. Flow cytometry experiments were performed with the support of the FACSLab at the University of Bern, Switzerland.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online at http://journal.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fimmu.2017.00359/full#supplementary-material.

REFERENCES

1. Blank F, Gerber P, Rothen-Rutishauser B, Sakulkhu U, Salaklang J, De Peyer K, et al. Biomedical nanoparticles modulate specific CD4+ T cell stimulation by inhibition of antigen processing in dendritic cells. Nanotoxicology (2011) 5:606–21. doi:10.3109/17435390.2010.541293

2. Blank F, Stumbles P, von Garnier C. Opportunities and challenges of the pulmonary route for vaccination. Expert Opin Drug Deliv (2011) 8:547–63. doi:10.1517/17425247.2011.565326

3. Von Hoegen P. Synthetic biomimetic supra molecular BiovectorTM (SMBV TM) particles for nasal vaccine delivery. Adv Drug Deliv Rev (2001) 51:113–25. doi:10.1016/S0169-409X(01)00175-2

4. Csaba N, Garcia-Fuentes M, Alonso MJ. Nanoparticles for nasal vaccination. Adv Drug Deliv Rev (2009) 61:140–57. doi:10.1016/j.addr.2008.09.005

5. Ross KA, Haughney SL, Petersen LK, Boggiatto P, Wannemuehler MJ, Narasimhan B. Lung deposition and cellular uptake behavior of pathogen-mimicking nanovaccines in the first 48 hours. Adv Healthc Mater (2014) 3:1071–7. doi:10.1002/adhm.201300525

6. Li AV, Moon JJ, Abraham W, Suh H, Elkhader J, Seidman MA, et al. Generation of effector memory T cell-based mucosal and systemic immunity with pulmonary nanoparticle vaccination. Sci Transl Med (2013) 5:204ra130. doi:10.1126/scitranslmed.3006516

7. Mann JFS, McKay PF, Arokiasamy S, Patel RK, Klein K, Shattock RJ. Pulmonary delivery of DNA vaccine constructs using deacylated PEI elicits immune responses and protects against viral challenge infection. J Control Release (2013) 170:452–9. doi:10.1016/j.jconrel.2013.06.004

8. Holzer BR, Hatz C, Schmidt-Sissolak D, Glück R, Althaus B, Egger M. Immunogenicity and adverse effects of inactivated virosome versus alum-adsorbed hepatitis A vaccine: a randomized controlled trial. Vaccine (1996) 14:982–6. doi:10.1016/0264-410X(96)00042-4

9. Glück R. Influenza immunization. Biologicals (1997) 25:221–5. doi:10.1006/biol.1997.0088

10. Loutan L, Bovier P, Althaus B, Glück R. Inactivated virosome hepatitis A vaccine. Lancet (1994) 343:322–4. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(94)91162-2

11. Moser C, Müller M, Kaeser MD, Weydemann U, Amacker M. Influenza virosomes as vaccine adjuvant and carrier system. Expert Rev Vaccines (2013) 12:779–91. doi:10.1586/14760584.2013.811195

12. Moser C, Amacker M, Zurbriggen R. Influenza virosomes as a vaccine adjuvant and carrier system. Expert Rev Vaccines (2011) 10:437–46. doi:10.1586/erv.11.15

13. Saga K, Kaneda Y. Virosome presents multimodel cancer therapy without viral replication. Biomed Res Int (2013) 2013:764706. doi:10.1155/2013/764706

14. Daemen T, De Mare A, Bungener L, De Jonge J, Huckriede A, Wilschut J. Virosomes for antigen and DNA delivery. Adv Drug Deliv Rev (2005) 57:451–63. doi:10.1016/j.addr.2004.09.005

15. Stegmann T, Kamphuis T, Meijerhof T, Goud E, de Haan A, Wilschut J. Lipopeptide-adjuvanted respiratory syncytial virus virosomes: a safe and immunogenic non-replicating vaccine formulation. Vaccine (2010) 28:5543–50. doi:10.1016/j.vaccine.2010.06.041

16. Buonaguro L, Tagliamonte M, Tornesello ML, Buonaguro FM. Developments in virus-like particle-based vaccines for infectious diseases and cancer. Expert Rev Vaccines (2011) 10:1569–83. doi:10.1586/erv.11.135

17. Amacker M, Engler O, Kammer AR, Vadrucci S, Oberholzer D, Cerny A, et al. Peptide-loaded chimeric influenza virosomes for efficient in vivo induction of cytotoxic T cells. Int Immunol (2005) 17:695–704. doi:10.1093/intimm/dxh249

18. Bungener L, Huckriede A, De Mare A, De Vries-Idema J, Wilschut J, Daemen T. Virosome-mediated delivery of protein antigens in vivo: efficient induction of class I MHC-restricted cytotoxic T lymphocyte activity. Vaccine (2005) 23:1232–41. doi:10.1016/j.vaccine.2004.09.002

19. Amacker M, Moese S, Kammer AR, Helenius A, Zurbriggen R. Influenza virosomes as delivery systems for antigens. In: Jorgensen L, Nielsen HM, editors. Delivery Technologies for Biopharmaceuticals: Peptides, Proteins, Nucleic Acids, and Vaccines. 1st ed. Chichester: John Wiley & Sons Ltd. (2009). p. 377–93.

20. Matlin KS, Reggio H, Helenius A, Simons K. Infectious entry pathway of influenza virus in a canine kidney cell line. J Cell Biol (1981) 91:601–13. doi:10.1083/jcb.91.3.601

21. Von Garnier C, Nicod LP. Immunology taught by lung dendritic cells. Swiss Med Wkly (2009) 139:186–92. doi:smw-12151

22. Yoo JK, Kim TS, Hufford MM, Braciale TJ. Viral infection of the lung: host response and sequelae. J Allergy Clin Immunol (2013) 132:1263–76. doi:10.1016/j.jaci.2013.06.006

23. Sung S-SJ, Fu SM, Rose CE, Gaskin F, Ju S-T, Beaty SR. A major lung CD103 (alphaE)-beta7 integrin-positive epithelial dendritic cell population expressing Langerin and tight junction proteins. J Immunol (2006) 176:2161–72. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.176.4.2161

24. del Rio M-L, Rodriguez-Barbosa J-I, Kremmer E. Förster R. CD103- and CD103+ bronchial lymph node dendritic cells are specialized in presenting and cross-presenting innocuous antigen to CD4+ and CD8+ T cells. J Immunol (2007) 178(11):6861–6. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.178.11.6861

25. Beaty SR, Rose CE, Sung S-SJ. Diverse and potent chemokine production by lung CD11b high dendritic cells in homeostasis and in allergic lung inflammation. J Immunol (2007) 178:1882–95. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.178.3.1882

26. Guilliams M, Lambrecht BN, Hammad H. Division of labor between lung dendritic cells and macrophages in the defense against pulmonary infections. Mucosal Immunol (2013) 6:464–73. doi:10.1038/mi.2013.14

27. Blom RA, Erni ST, Krempaská K, Schaerer O, van Dijk RM, Amacker M, et al. A triple co-culture model of the human respiratory tract to study immune-modulatory effects of liposomes and virosomes. PLoS One (2016) 11:e0163539. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0163539

28. Core Team R. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. (2015). Available from: https://www.r-project.org/

29. Wickham H. ggplot2: Elegant Graphics for Data Analysis. New York: Springer (2009).

30. von Garnier C, Filgueira L, Wikstrom M, Smith M, Thomas JA, Strickland DH, et al. Anatomical location determines the distribution and function of dendritic cells and other APCs in the respiratory tract. J Immunol (2005) 175:1609–18. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.175.3.1609

31. Blank F, Stumbles P, Seydoux E, Holt PG, Fink A, Rothen-Rutishauser B, et al. Size-dependent uptake of particles by pulmonary antigen-presenting cell populations and trafficking to regional lymph nodes. Am J Respir Cell Mol Biol (2013) 49:67–77. doi:10.1165/rcmb.2012-0387OC

32. Seydoux E, Rodriguez-lorenzo L, Blom RAM, Sc M, Stumbles PA, Petri-fink A, et al. Pulmonary delivery of cationic gold nanoparticles boost antigen-specific CD4 + T cell proliferation. Nanomedicine (2016) 12:1815–26. doi:10.1016/j.nano.2016.02.020

33. Bungener L, Serre K, Bijl L, Leserman L, Wilschut J, Daemen T, et al. Virosome-mediated delivery of protein antigens to dendritic cells. Vaccine (2002) 20:2287–95. doi:10.1016/S0264-410X(02)00103-2

34. Schumacher R, Adamina M, Zurbriggen R, Bolli M, Padovan E, Zajac P, et al. Influenza virosomes enhance class I restricted CTL induction through CD4+ T cell activation. Vaccine (2004) 22:714–23. doi:10.1016/j.vaccine.2003.08.019

35. Barton GM. Viral recognition by toll-like receptors. Semin Immunol (2007) 19:33–40. doi:10.1016/j.smim.2007.01.003

36. Song H, Wittman V, Byers A, Tapia T, Zhou B, Warren W, et al. In vitro stimulation of human influenza-specific CD8+ T cells by dendritic cells pulsed with an influenza virus-like particle (VLP) vaccine. Vaccine (2010) 28:5524–32. doi:10.1016/j.vaccine.2010.06.044

37. Liu W-C, Lin S-C, Yu Y-L, Chu C-L, Wu S-C. Dendritic cell activation by recombinant hemagglutinin proteins of H1N1 and H5N1 influenza A viruses. J Virol (2010) 84:12011–7. doi:10.1128/JVI.01316-10

38. Zhang LF, Zhou J, Chen S, Cai LL, Bao QY, Zheng FY, et al. HPV6b virus like particles are potent immunogens without adjuvant in man. Vaccine (2000) 18:1051–8. doi:10.1016/S0264-410X(99)00351-5

39. Fehr T, Skrastina D, Pumpens P, Zinkernagel RM. T cell-independent type I antibody response against B cell epitopes expressed repetitively on recombinant virus particles. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (1998) 95:9477–81. doi:10.1073/pnas.95.16.9477

40. Matsusaki M, Larsson K, Akagi T, Lindstedt M, Akashi M, Borrebaeck CAK. Nanosphere induced gene expression in human dendritic cells. Nano Lett (2005) 5:2168–73. doi:10.1021/nl050541s

41. Gargett T, Grubor-Bauk B, Miller D, Garrod T, Yu S, Wesselingh S, et al. Increase in DNA vaccine efficacy by virosome delivery and co-expression of a cytolytic protein. Clin Transl Immunol (2014) 3:e18. doi:10.1038/cti.2014.13

42. Kamphuis T, Shafique M, Meijerhof T, Stegmann T, Wilschut J, De Haan A. Efficacy and safety of an intranasal virosomal respiratory syncytial virus vaccine adjuvanted with monophosphoryl lipid A in mice and cotton rats. Vaccine (2013) 31:2169–76. doi:10.1016/j.vaccine.2013.02.043

43. Hogg JC. Response of the lung to inhaled particles. Med J Aust (1985) 142:675–8.

44. Wikstrom ME, Batanero E, Smith M, Thomas JA, von Garnier C, Holt PG, et al. Influence of mucosal adjuvants on antigen passage and CD4+ T cell activation during the primary response to airborne allergen. J Immunol (2006) 177:913–24. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.177.2.913

45. Hussell T, Bell TJ. Alveolar macrophages: plasticity in a tissue-specific context. Nat Rev Immunol (2014) 14:81–93. doi:10.1038/nri3600

46. Kirby AC, Coles MC, Kaye PM. Alveolar macrophages transport pathogens to lung draining lymph nodes. J Immunol (2009) 183:1983–9. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.0901089

47. Jakubzick C, Tacke F, Llodra J, van Rooijen N, Randolph GJ. Modulation of dendritic cell trafficking to and from the airways. J Immunol (2006) 176:3578–84. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.176.6.3578

48. Bilyk N, Holt PG. Inhibition of the immunosuppressive activity of resident pulmonary alveolar macrophages by granulocyte/macrophage colony-stimulating factor. J Exp Med (1993) 177:1773–7. doi:10.1084/jem.177.6.1773

49. Van Broekhoven CL, Parish CR, Demangel C, Britton WJ, Altin JG. Targeting dendritic cells with antigen-containing liposomes: a highly effective procedure for induction of antitumor immunity and for tumor immunotherapy. Cancer Res (2004) 64:4357–65. doi:10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-04-0138

50. Tel J, Sittig SP, Blom RAM, Cruz LJ, Schreibelt G, Figdor CG, et al. Targeting uptake receptors on human plasmacytoid dendritic cells triggers antigen cross-presentation and robust type I IFN secretion. J Immunol (2013) 191:5005–12. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.1300787

51. Serre K, Machy P, Grivel JC, Jolly G, Brun N, Barbet J, et al. Efficient presentation of multivalent antigens targeted to various cell surface molecules of dendritic cells and surface Ig of antigen-specific B cells. J Immunol (1998) 161:6059–67.

52. Kammer AR, Amacker M, Rasi S, Westerfeld N, Gremion C, Neuhaus D, et al. A new and versatile virosomal antigen delivery system to induce cellular and humoral immune responses. Vaccine (2007) 25:7065–74. doi:10.1016/j.vaccine.2007.07.052

53. Rodriguez PL, Harada T, Christian DA, Pantano DA, Tsai RK, Discher DE. Minimal “Self” peptides that inhibit phagocytic clearance and enhance delivery of nanoparticles. Science (2013) 339:971–5. doi:10.1126/science.1229568

54. Bungener L, Huckriede A, Wilschut J, Daemen T. Delivery of protein antigens to the immune system by fusion-active virosomes: a comparison with liposomes and ISCOMs. Biosci Rep (2002) 22:323–38. doi:10.1023/A:1020198908574

55. Wiedermann U, Wiltschke C, Jasinska J, Kundi M, Zurbriggen R, Garner-Spitzer E, et al. A virosomal formulated Her-2/neu multi-peptide vaccine induces Her-2/neu-specific immune responses in patients with metastatic breast cancer: a phase I study. Breast Cancer Res Treat (2010) 119:673–83. doi:10.1007/s10549-009-0666-9

56. Cech PG, Aebi T, Abdallah MS, Mpina M, Machunda EB, Westerfeld N, et al. Virosome-formulated Plasmodium falciparum AMA-1 & CSP derived peptides as malaria vaccine: randomized phase 1b trial in semi-immune adults & children. PLoS One (2011) 6:e22273. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0022273

57. Bovier PA. Epaxal: a virosomal vaccine to prevent hepatitis A infection. Expert Rev Vaccines (2008) 7:1141–50. doi:10.1586/14760584.7.8.1141

58. Peduzzi E, Westerfeld N, Zurbriggen R, Pluschke G, Daubenberger CA. Contribution of influenza immunity and virosomal-formulated synthetic peptide to cellular immune responses in a phase I subunit malaria vaccine trial. Clin Immunol (2008) 127:188–97. doi:10.1016/j.clim.2008.01.012

59. Moser C, Amacker M. Influenza virosomes as antigen delivery system. In: Singh M, editor. Novel Immune Potentiators and Delivery Technologies for Next Generation Vaccines. 1st ed. New York: Springer (2013). p. 287–307. doi:10.1007/978-1-4614-5380-2_14

60. Zurbriggen R, Glück R. Immunogenicity of IRIV- versus alum-adjuvanted diphtheria and tetanus toxoid vaccines in influenza primed mice. Vaccine (1999) 17:1301–5. doi:10.1016/S0264-410X(98)00361-2

61. Sharpe AH, Freeman GJ. The B7-CD28 superfamily. Nat Rev Immunol (2002) 2:116–26. doi:10.1038/nri727

62. Greenwald RJ, Freeman GJ, Sharpe AH. The B7 family revisited. Annu Rev Immunol (2005) 23:515–48. doi:10.1146/annurev.immunol.23.021704.115611

63. Singh AK, Stock P, Akbari O. Role of PD-L1 and PD-L2 in allergic diseases and asthma. Allergy (2011) 66:155–62. doi:10.1111/j.1398-9995.2010.02458.x

64. Latchman Y, Wood CR, Chernova T, Chaudhary D, Borde M, Chernova I, et al. PD-L2 is a second ligand for PD-1 and inhibits T cell activation. Nat Immunol (2001) 2:261–8. doi:10.1038/85330

65. Freeman GJ, Long AJ, Iwai Y, Bourque K, Chernova T, Nishimura H, et al. Engagement of the PD-1 immunoinhibitory receptor by a novel B7 family member leads to negative regulation of lymphocyte activation. J Exp Med (2000) 192:1027–34. doi:10.1084/jem.192.7.1027

66. Dong H, Zhu G, Tamada K, Chen L. B7-H1, a third member of the B7 family, co-stimulates T-cell proliferation and interleukin-10 secretion. Nat Med (1999) 5:1365–9. doi:10.1016/S0887-7963(00)80157-1

67. Tseng SY, Otsuji M, Gorski K, Huang X, Slansky JE, Pai SI, et al. B7-DC, a new dendritic cell molecule with potent costimulatory properties for T cells. J Exp Med (2001) 193:839–46. doi:10.1084/jem.193.7.839

68. Kuipers H, Muskens F, Willart M, Hijdra D, van Assema FBJ, Coyle AJ, et al. Contribution of the PD-1 ligands/PD-1 signaling pathway to dendritic cell-mediated CD4+ cell activation. Eur J Immunol (2006) 36:2472–82. doi:10.1002/eji.200635978

69. Brown JA, Dorfman DM, Ma F-R, Sullivan EL, Munoz O, Wood CR, et al. Blockade of programmed death-1 ligands on dendritic cells enhances T cell activation and cytokine production. J Immunol (2003) 170:1257–66. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.170.3.1257

70. Selenko-Gebauer N, Majdic O, Szekeres A, Höfler G, Guthann E, Korthäuer U, et al. B7-H1 (programmed death-1 ligand) on dendritic cells is involved in the induction and maintenance of T cell anergy. J Immunol (2003) 170:3637–44. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.170.7.3637

71. Seo SK, Seo HM, Jeong HY, Choi IW, Park YM, Yagita H, et al. Co-inhibitory role of T-cell-associated B7-H1 and B7-DC in the T-cell immune response. Immunol Lett (2006) 102:222–8. doi:10.1016/j.imlet.2005.09.007

72. Akbari O, Stock P, Singh AK, Lombardi V, Lee W-L, Freeman GJ, et al. PD-L1 and PD-L2 modulate airway inflammation and iNKT-cell-dependent airway hyperreactivity in opposing directions. Mucosal Immunol (2010) 3:81–91. doi:10.1038/mi.2009.112

73. Matsumoto K, Fukuyama S, Eguchi-Tsuda M, Nakano T, Matsumoto T, Matsumura M, et al. B7-DC induced by IL-13 works as a feedback regulator in the effector phase of allergic asthma. Biochem Biophys Res Commun (2008) 365:170–5. doi:10.1016/j.bbrc.2007.10.156

74. Matsumoto K, Inoue H, Nakano T, Tsuda M, Yoshiura Y, Fukuyama S, et al. B7-DC regulates asthmatic response by an IFN-gamma-dependent mechanism. J Immunol (2004) 172:2530–41. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.172.4.2530

75. McAlees JW, Lajoie S, Dienger K, Sproles AA, Richgels PK, Yang Y, et al. Differential control of CD4(+) T-cell subsets by the PD-1/PD-L1 axis in a mouse model of allergic asthma. Eur J Immunol (2015) 45:1019–29. doi:10.1002/eji.201444778

76. Gonzalo JA, Tian J, Delaney T, Corcoran J, Rottman JB, Lora J, et al. ICOS is critical for T helper cell-mediated lung mucosal inflammatory responses. Nat Immunol (2001) 2:597–604. doi:10.1038/89739

77. Dong C, Juedes AE, Temann UA, Shresta S, Allison JP, Ruddle NH, et al. ICOS co-stimulatory receptor is essential for T-cell activation and function. Nature (2001) 409:97–101. doi:10.1038/35051100

78. Akbari O, Freeman GJ, Meyer EH, Greenfield EA, Chang TT, Sharpe AH, et al. Antigen-specific regulatory T cells develop via the ICOS-ICOS-ligand pathway and inhibit allergen-induced airway hyperreactivity. Nat Med (2002) 8:1024–32. doi:10.1038/nm745

79. Shen C, Hupin C, Froidure A, Detry B, Pilette C. Impaired ICOSL in human myeloid dendritic cells promotes Th2 responses in patients with allergic rhinitis and asthma. Clin Exp Allergy (2014) 44:831–41. doi:10.1111/cea.12308

80. Wikstrom ME, Stumbles PA. Mouse respiratory tract dendritic cell subsets and the immunological fate of inhaled antigens. Immunol Cell Biol (2007) 85:182–8. doi:10.1038/sj.icb.7100039

81. Desch AN, Randolph GJ, Murphy K, Gautier EL, Kedl RM, Lahoud MH, et al. CD103+ pulmonary dendritic cells preferentially acquire and present apoptotic cell-associated antigen. J Exp Med (2011) 208:1789–97. doi:10.1084/jem.20110538

82. Helft J, Manicassamy B, Guermonprez P, Hashimoto D, Silvin A, Agudo J, et al. Cross-presenting CD103+ dendritic cells are protected from influenza virus infection. J Clin Invest (2012) 122(11):4037–47. doi:10.1172/JCI60659

83. GeurtsvanKessel CH, Willart MAM, van Rijt LS, Muskens F, Kool M, Baas C, et al. Clearance of influenza virus from the lung depends on migratory langerin+CD11b- but not plasmacytoid dendritic cells. J Exp Med (2008) 205:1621–34. doi:10.1084/jem.20071365

84. Madhun AS, Haaheim LR, Nilsen MV, Cox RJ. Intramuscular matrix-M-adjuvanted virosomal H5N1 vaccine induces high frequencies of multifunctional Th1 CD4+ cells and strong antibody responses in mice. Vaccine (2009) 27:7367–76. doi:10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.09.044

85. Pedersen GK, Sjursen H, Nøstbakken JK, Jul-Larsen A, Hoschler K, Cox RJ. Matrix MTM adjuvanted virosomal H5N1 vaccine induces balanced Th1/Th2 CD4+ T cell responses in man. Hum Vaccines Immunother (2014) 10:2408–16. doi:10.4161/hv.29583

86. Wills-Karp M. Immunologic basis of antigen-induced airway hyperresponsiveness. Annu Rev Immunol (1999) 17:255–81. doi:10.1146/annurev.immunol.17.1.255

87. Umetsu DT, McIntire JJ, Akbari O, Macaubas C, DeKruyff RH. Asthma: an epidemic of dysregulated immunity. Nat Immunol (2002) 3:715–20. doi:10.1038/ni0802-715

88. Mizuma H, Tanaka A, Uchida Y, Fujiwara A, Manabe R, Furukawa H, et al. Influence of omalizumab on allergen-specific IgE in patients with adult asthma. Int Arch Allergy Immunol (2015) 168:165–72. doi:10.1159/000442668

89. Kelso JM. Following total IgE concentration in patients with ABPA on omalizumab. J Allergy Clin Immunol Pract (2015) 4(2):364–5. doi:10.1016/j.jaip.2015.11.014

90. Mepolizumab (Nucala) for severe eosinophilic asthma. Med Lett Drugs Ther (2016) 58:11–2.

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors have no other affiliations or financial involvement with any organization or entity with a financial interest related to this study.

Copyright © 2017 Blom, Amacker, van Dijk, Moser, Stumbles, Blank and von Garnier. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-g005.jpg
100
75
50
25

BAL

100
75
50
25

100
75
50
25

Frequency % CD80
LP

macrophages CD11b* DCs CD103* DCs
particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ :-O A i
. PO — 'SnoOVA |
T L*.coupled OVA,
LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO
particle- | | particle+ particle— | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
100 = 100
g " 75 : 751
: 50 50
25 o eye 254 ¢° 1.
‘|lesis (=]
LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO
particle— | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
100 < 100 v
. .
i R [T =T
: © | so{* $ : s0d .
L e 25 é 25 é :
™ 0 T 01 T T ™ T
LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO






OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-g006.jpg
100

100
75
50
25

T

Frequency % CD86 ————————————>
BA
o & 8 d

00
75

LP

25

macrophages

CD11b* DCs

particle- | | particle+

particle- | | particle+

0 o 100 O O O
75
50
. ma
e — 0 >

LPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO

LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO

CD103* DCs

'OVA
! *no OVA

'
L

© coupled OVA

particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
= 100 R 100 -
. . 75 75 °
o N 501 | 50 L
E Q 25 é $ 25-& -
o T T T 0 T L T = T T 0 — — T T
LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO
o o
~ —~
— —
particle— | | particle+ particle— | | particle+ particle— | | particle+
y N : 100 l:?.!l = 10 | [
ﬁfl- 75 Fi == |7 75
. .
. 501 , : 50{ °
s
25 25{ ¢ °
_ 0 —_ o
LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO






OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-g003.jpg
g

3

CD80

paricle-
- &)

N

CD86

[aice-] m
-
-
.
@

H

g

==
TFOVIRO PO VIRO
PD-L1

E
UPOVIRO ~LIPO VIRO
PD-|

particle- | particle+
0
7
=
2

s=cs

H

TPOVIRO LIFOVIRO
ICOs-L

[ paic-]

ool

Frequency % CD8a+—————>

TFOVIRG LIFG VIR0

o
TFOVIRG LIFO VIFO

CD80

o
TFOVIRD LIFO VIR0

CD86

paricie~ |  pariier |

paricie- | [ partice |

o0
7 E
’
2

H

)

Frequency % CD8o- —————— *
o g 8

. .
LPO VIRO LiPO VIRO UPOVIRO LIPO VIRO TPOVIRO LIPO VIRO
1 PD-L2 ICOs-L
[ parice- | [ paricies | [ partice-]|
- w
75 "
w “

TIPO VIRO

PO VIRO.

ek
LPO VIRO LIPO VIRO

o|SE =
TIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO





OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-g004.jpg
macrophages CD11b* DCs CD103* DCs

ok

— e
- - - n l
particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ , PX:}OVA '
L™ L°.coupled OVA |
< 75 . .
"2 LSS
2 Rl
0L mattom mmpm | | i o | I
LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO
o
T
—
particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
100 || 100 ] 100 —
75 75 75
= 504 50 50 .
.
254 " 25 . 25 5
o ) .1 PSR ) PSR | (=~ Y R @FE,
< LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO
o
O *
X S
= particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
5] 100 100 100
3
o o 75 75 75
[0} -
T 50 50 50
254 25 ﬁ ! $ B 2
04 mwvom —oem | | —dm —wem 0 J 0 i #

LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO






OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-g009.jpg
macrophages CD11b* DCs CD103* DCs

particle- | | particle+ partlcle— particle+ oA :
100 iz 100 | < no OVA
| ) 0 couplgd_Oy& '
X 751 E 75 - T
o 50 . .
<
257 “* 2 25
ol 0 .
LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO
particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
100 100 100
— 754 75 75
50 LT 50 50 .
- 254 Q 2 25 I_;LI Q
T [S—)
1%} o4 —— 0 e | o B e [ [ LI
8 LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO
o ek . *
& - -
c particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
) 100 100 1004 <
= S Do E=3 @
T oo 7 s % $ 75 % - 75 E
o 2 g
ra 50 $ # 50 $ $ 50
254 254 % . 25 JF Sz
04 0 04

LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO






OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-g007.jpg
100
75
50
25

BAL

100

50
25

100
7%
50
25

Frequency % PD-L1

LP

macrophages CD11b* DCs CD103* DCs
*
—_—
particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ . VAOVA K
*no
e e | [ e 100 == — :_‘_Cguglgd_oyé:
754 N
501 |
254
—_— R e o e
LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO
ok
* T
— —
particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
100 1004
.|| E=E B
é 5 75 754
b -
<! 50 504 o
0 .
= 51 - 254 E %
—_ YA—— —— 0
LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO
* ok
-~ T
— [ ——
particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
E e 100 e | 100 EEE=E]
-, 75 @ 751 L .
504 504
25{ ° 254 N
0 0 —
LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO






OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-g008.jpg
Frequency % PD-L2

macrophages CD11b* DCs CD103* DCs
particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
100 - 100 Y
- ..
759 « 75
P .
m 50 R 501 *
P2 25 rp==
Olompn oo == II- 0S5 ==
LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO
o
T
—
particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+ particle- | | particle+
100 100 100
75 : 75 . 75 |
LS N é 50 |
o (=== e L '
0 0 R ey g e o .
LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO
ok nk
T T
— —
particle+ particle— | | particle+ particle— | | particle+
LOIE — e .| 10— —iﬁ
e[S Il =
o . o .
—1 504 .-, R 509 * L.~ "
s Sl “
[ e o o R [ e e e
LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO  LIPO VIRO





OPS/images/cover.jpg
? frontiers

in Immunology

Pulmonary Delivery of
Virosome-Bound Antigen

Enhances Antigen-Specific CD4%
T Cell Proliferation Compared to
Liposome-Bound or Soluble
Antigen





OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-g001.jpg
100

75

Ny g
2 8

o

» g 3 3
% & 3 8

%Uptake (rel. to PBS)

—— % | —
Maco _ DCs CDBu- _ CDBa+ Macro _ DCs CD8a- _ CDBa+
LP T LP T
100
: 75 $ [.
° °| .
50
-
. "
s L . —
f =
[ ===
Macro CD11b+CD103+ Macro CD11b+CD103+ Macro CD11b+CD103+ Macro CD11b+CD103+





OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-g002.jpg
A 2R

won | soweow || _coeaon |, [_ees |
s .
s . s
. .
s s
: el l== :
. i
UPO  VIRO LPO VIRO LUPO  VIRO noOVA solubleOVA
. oo |[_sowieon || _cowesova | s ]
Rirs Burs
150 150
125 s o B
" i, Ei; Efj == a
LPO  VIRO uPo  VIRO uPO  VIRO NoOVAsolubleOVA
¢ Virosomes Liposomes

(3

coupled OVA soluble OVA  no OVA






OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-t001.jpg
Samples. DLS NTA
ize + SD ("m)  PDI+SD  Size + SD (nm)

Virosome-AttoB47 95.1+10  0035£0004 769+ 04
Viosome-AtloB47-OVA  101.0£58 00410010  849x05
Liposome-Atto647 926+25  0027£0002  79.1:08

Liposome-AttoB47-OVA ~ 101.3+84 0,025 +0.015 840+04

Virosomes and liposomes coupled either (o the fluorochrome Atto647 andl/or model
protein OVA were analyzed by dynamic light scattering (DLS; Zetasizer Nano S) or

by nanoparticle tracking analysis (NTA; NanoSight NS300). Data represent three
formulations of virosomes and liposomes with their average modal size (median + SO,
3) and the polvdispersity index (PDI).






OPS/images/logo.jpg
Ghesk for

i@





OPS/images/fimmu-08-00359-g010.jpg
>

% FITC*

10000+

T 80004 j
6000+ :]

E

Degradation
macrophages CD11b*DCs
soluble DQ-OVA coupled ‘soluble DQ-OVA| coupled

1004 100

754 E 751 3 é
501 = 50 b 7
M 8

0+ ¢ 04

PBS LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO

soluble DQ-OVA | coupled

4000

PBS LIPO vao LIPO VIRO

PBS LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO

| eolble 00-0A || couped

Qgé =g

PBS LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO

500001
400001
300001

I
L
o3
X

MFI

Accumulation

macrophages
+ soluble DQ-OVA coupled
T1004
&
o]
254
B it
PBS LIPO VIRO LIPOVIRO
solo DQ-OVA | coupl
26005
24004
22004
20004
1800+

PBS LIPO VIRO LIPOVIRO

CD11b*DCs

soluble DQ-OVA
100

coupled

754

501
R Y
04— ==

PBS LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO

soluble DQ-OVA
100004

8000+
6000+
4000+ D :

g’,; ==

2000+ —
PBS LIPO VIRO LIPO VIRO

coupled





