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Dietary Probiotic Compound Improves Reproductive Performance of Porcine Epidemic Diarrhea Virus-Infected Sows Reared in a Japanese Commercial Swine Farm under Vaccine Control Condition
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Lactogenic immunity transferred to piglets after inoculation of a live vaccine to pregnant sows was proved limited to control porcine epidemic diarrhea (PED). Hence, here we evaluated the efficacy of administration of a probiotic compound containing Bacillus mesentericus, Clostridium butyricum, and Enterococcus faecalis together with a commercial live-attenuated PED vaccine (Nisseiken PED Live Vaccine, Nisseiken, Tokyo, Japan) to improve the health and reproductive performance of PED-infected sows. Twenty pregnant sows in a PED-positive farm were equally divided into probiotics-administered (VP) and control (VC) sow groups. A commercial live-attenuated vaccine was injected as per the manufacturer’s instruction. The probiotic compound (15 g/day) was orally administered to VP from 6 weeks pre-parturition to 7 days post-parturition (ppd7). VP had a significantly higher body weight at ppd7 than VC (191 vs 186 kg; P < 0.05). At day 3 post-parturition (ppd3) (4.18 vs 3.63 kg/day) and ppd7 (5.14 vs 4.34 kg/day), milk produced by VP was significantly (P < 0.05) greater than that by VC. Total immunoglobulin (Ig)A and IgG concentrations at day 0 were significantly (P < 0.05) higher in whey of VP (1.9 and 6.6 g/dL, respectively) than in that of VC (1.7 and 6.1 g/dL, respectively). However, total IgG concentration in whey of VP and VC at ppd3 and ppd7 did not differ. Antibody titer was significantly higher at day 0 in serum of VP than it was that of VC (60 vs 37 in geometric mean; P < 0.05). Likewise, the antibody titer in whey of VP and VC was found to be similar at day 0 (416 vs 208 in geometric mean; P = 0.13). Consequently, VP had fewer days between weaning and return to estrus than did VC (7 vs 10 days; P < 0.05). Moreover, piglets of VP had a significantly (P < 0.05) higher litter weight at birth (9,252 g/litter) and a lower mortality (12%) during suckling than those of VC (8,686 g/litter and 28%, respectively). In summary, probiotic-supplemented, PED-vaccinated sows were healthier, transferred PED-specific antibodies via colostrum to piglets, had greater litter weight at birth, and reduced mortality during suckling.
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INTRODUCTION

Porcine epidemic diarrhea (PED) is an enteric disease that causes severe economic losses to the pig industry worldwide (1). PED was first recognized in the UK and quickly spread to other European countries (2, 3). In the following years, PED was detected in many Asian countries, including Japan (4), where it re-emerged in 2013 and caused approximately 1,000 outbreaks in 39 of 47 prefectures (3). Intriguingly, the PED strains emerged in Asia are quite distinct from those previously reported (5), as they cause more deleterious effects on all pigs regardless of age (6).

Porcine epidemic diarrhea virus is an enveloped, single-stranded RNA virus belonging to the group 1 of the genus Coronavirus (7). PED is characterized by watery diarrhea, dehydration, vomiting, anorexia, and reduced appetite in pigs of all ages. For newborn piglets, mortality caused by PED is close to 100% (8, 9), whereas for suckling piglets mortality can be as high as 80% (10). In addition, PED can seriously diminish the production performance of surviving animals (11). Interestingly, the deleterious effects of PED on reproductive performance of gilts and sows depend on the pregnancy stage during which they contract the disease (12). For example, sows infected with PED during the first 30 days of pregnancy have decreased farrowing rates, increased abortion rates, and more mummified fetus per litter, whereas females infected with PED during 91–120 days of pregnancy have more stillbirth piglets per litter (12). Although depressed milk secretion has been previously reported in PED-infected sows (9), the extent of the effect of this viral infection on lactating sows, including passive immunity or the health status and survival rate of suckling piglets, is yet to be fully investigated.

In recent years, vaccines have been developed in an attempt to eradicate PED (13–16). In theory, pre-parturition vaccination of sows putatively permits enteric sensitization to antigens, after which immunoglobulin (Ig)A immune cells are transferred to the mammary gland and secrete antibodies (17). As a result, passive immunity against PED is putatively conferred by the sow to suckling piglets via colostrum and milk (17, 18). In fact, however, lactogenic immunity by live vaccines has been proven only somewhat efficacious in providing protection to piglets against PED (19). For example, PED infections have recently re-emerged in Japan (3), even though, following infection outbreaks, live vaccines were administered to pigs in this country. This lack of effectivity is likely due to either strains from live vaccines producing more infectious mutations in the wild (20) or vaccine strain sequences having limited compatibility with those of wild types (21). It is, therefore, imperative to find antiviral agents that act as adjuvant to existing vaccines and help increase their effectivity. Recently, a probiotic bacteria fused with PED virus core neutralizing epitope antigen was developed to use an anti-PED vaccine (22). In mice, oral administration was the effective strategy for this vaccine, targeting mainly mucosal dendritic cells in the intestine and stimulating PED virus specific immunity. In contrast, efficacy of this oral vaccine for pigs is still obscure, because no validation study for this species has been conducted yet.

Administration of probiotics such as lactic acid bacteria (LAB) has been recognized as a viable alternative to antiviral medication for treating viral infections. For example, viable Lactobacillus acidophilus and Lactobacillus reuteri have been shown to protect experimental models against viral strains such as human rotavirus (HRV) by improving total intestinal IgA-releasing cell immune responses, as well as total serum IgM, and intestinal IgM and IgG titers (23). Similarly, colonization of the gut of neonatal gnotobiotic pigs with probiotic strain such as Lactobacillus rhamnosus strain GG and Bifidobacterium animalis ssp. lactis BB-12 resulted in significantly lower fecal scores and reduced HRV shedding concentrations but increased intestinal IgA HRV antibody concentrations and HRV-specific IgA antibody-releasing cell numbers in infected animals (24). Likewise, in our premises we demonstrated that a cell preparation of Enterococcus faecalis strain EC-12, which is a heat-killed LAB, protected weaning piglets from rotavirus infection (25) and stimulated luminal IgA secretion in young calves (26) and chicks (27). Recently, Sirichokchatchawan et al. (28) demonstrated that live LAB could reduce PED infectivity in vitro. These data highlight the potential that probiotics and immunogenics may have to enhance lactogenic immunity and the efficacy of live vaccines administered to farm animals. In a separate study, we demonstrated that a probiotic compound containing Bacillus mesentericus, Clostridium butyricum, and E. faecalis prevented colibacillosis in weaning piglets (29). We also reported that twofold concentration of total IgA was detected in the ileum in piglets when this probiotic compound was administered. Finally, we also reported in a different study that this three-probiotic strain compound induced twofold concentration of total IgA in the ileum of chicks affected by coccidian infection (30).

The aim of the present study was to evaluate the efficacy of the aforementioned probiotic compound mixed with peptide–zinc to improve the health and reproductive performance of PED-infected lactating sows when administered along with a PED vaccine injection in Japan.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Probiotics

Probiotic product BIO-THREE PZ (TOA Pharmaceutical Co. Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) containing a mixture of bacterial strains B. mesentericus TO-A (1 × 106 CFU/g), C. butyricum TO-A (1 × 106 CFU/g), and E. faecalis T-110 (1 × 108 CFU/g) in a peptide–zinc compound (10 mg/g) was used in this study.

Farm

The present work was carried out in a commercial swine farm in Kyushu region of Japan. The farm operates a farrow-to-finish business and has approximately a stock of 900 sows (Landrace x Large white). For the present work, all sows were impregnated by Duroc boars. Experiments were carried out between April and May 2014. Sows ate commercial feed during gestation (Shuton-B; Minami Nihon Kumiai Siryo, Kagoshima, Japan) or lactation (Shuton-Lactation; Minami Nihon Kumiai Siryo) period. The diet was free from intestinal microbiota modifiers, such as antimicrobials and probiotics.

A preliminary enteropathogen survey of the farm showed that none of the following diseases were detected in sows and suckling piglets: rotavirus, transmissible gastroenteritis virus, Clostridium perfringens, enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli, Salmonella sp., Brachyspira hyodysenteriae, Lawsonia intracellularis, or classical swine fever virus. Detection of other pathogens such as porcine reproductive and respiratory virus and porcine circovirus type 2 was positive, but not active during this study. The infection rate of these two viruses in the farm was constant at about 40%, according to the survey of 10 randomly selected sows conducted every 4 months.

Infection outbreaks of PED virus occurred in December 2013 in the region where the farm was located. As a consequence, an infection screening was conducted at the farm by an independent livestock hygiene center. The screening results showed that all sows used in the present study were indeed naturally infected with PED virus.

Experimental Design

The present experiment was approved by the ethical committee at Inatomi Animal Hospital (approval number 09121018). The experiment was carried out between May 2014 and June 2014. Twenty pregnant sows were equally divided and allocated to either a probiotic-administered group (VP) or a control group (VC) with a similar mean parity (= 3.1). Six weeks before parturition to 1 week after parturition, 15 g/day of the probiotic compound was orally administered to sows in the VP group, whereas 15 g/day of a standard, probiotic-free diet was given to sows in the VC group. A commercial live-attenuated vaccine (Nisseiken PED Live Vaccine, Nisseiken, Tokyo, Japan) containing PED virus strain P-5V (seed)1 was injected to all sows (104.5 TCID50/head) 6 and 2 weeks before parturition. Each sow fostered nine neonates throughout the experiment. Some piglets died during the experiment. Clinical signs included watery yellowish diarrhea and dehydration. An autopsy showed that their small intestine was thin and flaccid. A qualified clinical veterinarian (Dr. Takio Inatomi) diagnosed that piglets died from PED infection.

Sample Collection and Analysis

Blood was collected from the jugular vein of sows 14 days prior to parturition and 0 and 7 days post-parturition. Milk secretion was determined by a general method described in the Standard Methods of Evaluation of Reproductive Performance compiled by the Japan’s Pork Producers Association.2 Daily volume of milk secretion of all sows was measured at days 3 and 7 post-parturition. A portion of milk was collected at days 0, 3, and 7 post-parturition. In addition, the total body weight of neonates was repeatedly measured immediately prior to and after daily suckling. When piglets of the experimental sows died during lactation, healthy and similar-age foster piglets were introduced from other sows so that all piglets ingested a similar amount of maternal milk.

Protein and Fat Percentage in Milk

Protein and fat percentages in milk at days 0 and 7 post-parturition were determined by a milk analyzer (MilkoScan™ FT1; FOSS, Eden Prairie, MN, USA).

Immunologic Parameters in Whey

Whey was collected from milk after centrifugation (13,000 × g, 30 min, 4°C). Serum was collected from blood after centrifugation (1,200 × g, 20 min; room temperature). Total IgA or G concentrations were measured by a commercial ELISA kit (Porcine IgA or IgG ELISA Quantitation Set; Bethyl, Montogomery, TX, USA). The determination method was as previously described elsewhere (31). A portion of whey was sent to the Nansatu Livestock Hygiene Center (Kagoshima, Japan), and neutralized antibody titer against PED in whey and serum was determined by a general method as previously described elsewhere (10, 32).

Statistical Analyses

Either the Student’s or the Welch’s t-test was applied to analyze differences between mean values in all parameters. Values are shown as mean ± SE. Differences between mean values were considered significant at P < 0.05 and a tendency to be significant at P < 0.1 in all statistical analyses. All calculations were made using Statcel3 (OMS, Tokyo, Japan) as add-in application for Microsoft Excel® (Microsoft, Seattle, WA, USA).

RESULTS

Feed Intake

The mean feed intake of sows is shown in Table 1 and Figure 1. Sows vaccinated against PED virus and supplemented with a dietary probiotic compound had a significantly higher (P < 0.001) feed intake before (2.85 kg) and after parturition (3.62 kg) compared with sows vaccinated against PED virus but receiving no dietary probiotic supplementation (2.69 and 3.20 kg, respectively).

TABLE 1 | Mean feed intake of sows during the pre- and post-parturition periods in the experiments (kg/day).
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FIGURE 1 | Mean daily feed intake of sows. Squares, solid line: sows supplemented with probiotic compound and administered with a commercial live porcine epidemic diarrhea vaccine. Rhomboids, dotted line: control sows (vaccine only, no probiotics).



Body Condition

In comparison with that of VC sows, the mean body weight of VP sows showed only a tendency (P < 0.1) to be greater as they approached parturition (191 vs 196 kg, respectively), but it was significantly higher (P < 0.05) by day 7 post-parturition (186 vs 191 kg, respectively) (Figure 2).
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FIGURE 2 | Mean body weight of sows. Solid bar: sows supplemented with probiotic compound and administered with a commercial live porcine epidemic diarrhea vaccine. Dashed line: control sows (vaccine only, no probiotics). * denotes significant differences between sow groups (P < 0.05). † denotes tendency of significance between sow groups. Values are mean ± SE.



Production Performance of Milk

Following parturition, milk produced by VP sows was found to be significantly greater (P < 0.05) than that by VC sows at days 3 (4.18 vs 3.63 kg/day, respectively) and 7 after parturition (5.14 vs 4.34 kg/day, respectively) (Figure 3). The protein percentage in milk of VP sows was significantly greater (P < 0.05) at parturition day (11.1%) than that measured in milk of VC sows (10.1%) (Figure 4). However, when it was measured again at day 7 post-parturition, no difference in protein percentage was detected between milk samples of VP and VC sows (4.9 vs 4.6%).
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FIGURE 3 | Milk production of sows. Hashed bars: control sows (vaccine only, no probiotics). Solid bars: sows supplemented with probiotic compound and administered with a commercial live porcine epidemic diarrhea vaccine. * denotes significant differences between sow groups (P < 0.05).
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FIGURE 4 | Total protein percentage in milk of sows. Hashed bars: control sows (vaccine only, no probiotics). Solid bars: sows supplemented with probiotic compound and administered with a commercial live porcine epidemic diarrhea vaccine. * denotes significant differences between sow groups (P < 0.05).



Lactogenic Immunity Parameters

When looking at the lactogenic immunity parameters, total IgA concentration at day 0 (parturition day) was significantly (P < 0.05) higher in whey of VP sows (1.90 g/dL) than in that of VC sows (1.72 g/dL), but afterward, total IgA concentration only showed a tendency (P < 0.1) to increase in whey of VP but not VC sows, when it was measured at days 3 (1.82 vs 1.75 g/dL, respectively) and 7 post-parturition (1.11 vs 1.04 g/dL, respectively) (Figure 5A). Similarly, the concentration of total IgG was significantly (P < 0.05) greater in whey of VP sows (6.58 g/dL) at day 0 when compared with that of VC sows (6.10 g/dL). However, unlike IgA, the concentration of IgG was the same in whey of both VP and VC sows, when it was measured at days 3 (2.12 vs 2.04 g/dL, respectively) and 7 post-parturition (0.36 vs 0.35 g/dL, respectively) (Figure 5B). In addition, while the antibody titer was found significantly (P < 0.05) higher at day 0 in serum of VP sows (59.7 in geographic mean) when compared with that of VC sows (36.8), it was similar in serum of sows in both experimental groups 14 days prior to parturition (78.8 vs 59.7, respectively) and 7 days post-parturition (36.8 vs 27.9, respectively) (Figure 5C). Likewise, the antibody titer was found to be similar (415.9 vs 207.9 at day 0; 168.9 vs 84.4 at day 7) in whey of both VP and VC sows (Figure 5D).
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FIGURE 5 | Immunology parameters measured in serum and whey of sows. (A) Total immunoglobulin (Ig)A concentration in whey. (B) Total IgG concentration in whey. (C) Total porcine epidemic diarrhea (PED) virus-specific antibody titer in serum. (D) Total PED virus-specific antibody titer in whey. Hashed bars: control sows (vaccine only, no probiotics). Solid bars: sows supplemented with probiotic compound and administered with a commercial live PED vaccine. * denotes significant differences between sow groups (P < 0.05). † denotes tendency of significance between sow groups. Values are mean ± SE.



Reproductive Performance

The combined administration of probiotics and vaccine had a positive effect on reproductive performance. Indeed, the days between weaning and return to estrus for most VP sows were fewer (7 days) (P < 0.05) than those for VC sows (10 days) (Figure 6). Moreover, piglets farrowed by VP sows had a significantly (P < 0.05) higher weight (9,252 g/litter) (Figure 7A) and a lower (P < 0.05) mortality percentage (12%) than those farrowed by VC sows (8,686 g/litter and 28%, respectively) (Figure 7B).
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FIGURE 6 | Recurrence of estrus in sows. VC: control sows (vaccine only, no probiotics). VP: sows supplemented with probiotic compound and administered with a commercial live porcine epidemic diarrhea vaccine. * denotes significant differences between sow groups (P < 0.05). Bars represent the mean number of days between weaning and return to estrus.
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FIGURE 7 | Reproductive parameters measured for sows. (A) Mean litter weight at birth (n = 10). (B) Mortality percentage of piglets during suckling (0–21 days post-parturition). Solid bars: sows supplemented with probiotic compound, and administered with a commercial live porcine epidemic diarrhea vaccine. * denotes significant differences between sow groups (P < 0.05). † denotes tendency of significance between sow groups. Values are mean ± SE.



DISCUSSION

Porcine epidemic diarrhea-vaccinated sows that were also supplemented with probiotics improved their feed intake, gained reasonable bodyweight during the period prior to parturition, and had only marginal weight loss by day 7 post-parturition than did sows that were vaccinated but did not receive probiotics supplementation (Figures 1 and 2). Moreover, those sows receiving both probiotic supplementation and vaccine administration produced more milk than did sows that were only vaccinated (Figure 3). Previously, Alexopoulos et al. (33) showed that supplementing feed with a probiotic compound containing Bacillus licheniformis and Bacillus subtilis spores not only increased the body weight of sows but also helped minimize their weight loss during the suckling period. Likewise, Kritas et al. (34) reported that supplementing with B. subtilis C-3102 resulted in higher feed consumption and better body condition of sows. Thus, it is very likely that in the present study there were similar effects, in which probiotics indirectly promoted weight gain in sows by competing with pathogens in the gut and stimulating the immune system of the host and hence making the animal more resistant to infections (35). It is also possible that probiotics fought back the viral infection directly and decreased the viral load in sows and eventually in piglets as Sirichokchatchawan et al. (28) recently suggested when discussing the potency of probiotic LAB to reduce PED infectivity in vitro. In addition, the peptide–zinc mixture added to the probiotic compound may have also contributed to enhance the immune response. Indeed, zinc has been previously shown to help reduce diarrhea incidence and increase body weight in pigs by stimulating the immune response against viral infection (36). Ultimately, healthier sows in the VP group consumed more feed, utilized better feed nutrients, and consequently gained more weight and produced more milk (Figures 3 and 4).

In commercial swine farms, pregnant sows are inoculated with vaccines to trigger an immunoprophylactic reaction known as lactogenic immunity (15). Lactogenic immunity protects piglets against infections via the suckling of colostrum and milk of vaccinated sows (17). Nonetheless, in the present work, probiotics supplementation significantly improved the concentration of total IgA and IgG in the milk of sows than did PED vaccination alone, possibly resulting from stimulation of gut immunity by bacteria in the administered probiotic compound (Figures 5A,B).

The sole administration of PED vaccine to sows has been shown to increase PED-specific IgG levels in serum (15). Interestingly, by administering the PED vaccine along with probiotics supplementation, we were able to trigger an even higher serum PED-specific antibody titer than did PED vaccination alone, very likely due to a greater stimulation of the immune system of sows. Then, as our results show, these antibodies were mobilized to fight back PED infection before and after parturition (Figure 5C), which consequently also helped to stimulate PED-specific antibodies production in whey (Figure 5D). Finally, once piglets started to suckle, passive immunity against PED was putatively transferred from sows via colostrum and milk (17, 18), possibly inducing early maturation of gut immunity of piglets that lessened the infection, which in turn heightened the effect of vaccination (37). This ultimately resulted in the farrowing of piglets with a greater weight and a lower mortality percentage by sows receiving both probiotics and the PED vaccine (Figure 7).

Viral infections can cause serious biological disturbances in sows including a higher recurrence of estrus (12), as well as abnormal tissue development such as ovarian cysts formation (38). These disorders can lead to low fertility (12). In addition, it is believed that a decrease in appetite and lower efficiency of nutrient utilization during the course of an infection can cause a lower body weight of sows which in turn cause a longer period before sows can return to estrus (39). Nonetheless, it has been previously shown that B. subtilis C-3102 supplementation helped reduce the number of days between weaning and return to estrus (34). Furthermore, a probiotic compound containing the same bacteria used in this study improved the percentage of sows returning to estrus (29). In agreement with this, in the present work PED vaccination and probiotic administration to PED-infected sows considerably lowered the number of days of recurrence of estrus than did PED vaccination alone (Figure 6). As previously mentioned, it is very likely that an enhanced microbiota permitted sows to eat more and utilized nutrients more efficiently, thus preventing malnutrition from causing a longer period between weaning and return to estrus (39).

Olanratmanee et al. (12) found that PED infection caused a reduction in the body weight of piglets at birth. In the present study, piglets farrowed by sows vaccinated against PED and supplemented with probiotics had a greater mean litter weight at birth and a lower mortality percentage than did those farrowed by sows receiving PED vaccination but no probiotic supplementation (Figures 7A,B). However, unlike our study, Kritas et al. (34) found that supplementation of a single probiotic strain (B. subtilis C-3102) to sows infected with pathogenic E. coli did not alter the body weight at birth of piglets. This apparent discrepancy may be due to in the present study and unlike that by Kritas et al. a probiotic mixture was given to sows. Indeed, it has been demonstrated both in vivo and in vitro that multistrain probiotic compounds are more effective at inhibiting pathogens than single-strain probiotics and that some strain mixtures are more effective than others (40, 41).

In conclusion, we demonstrated that supplementation of a mixture of probiotics and a peptide–zinc compound enhanced the immune system of PED virus-infected sows. In addition, we also showed that probiotics were able to act as adjuvant to commercial live PED vaccines administered to pregnant sows.

ETHICS STATEMENT

This experiment was approved by the ethical committee of Inatomi Animal Hospital in Japan. Takio Inatomi belongs to Inatomi Animal Hospital informed consent to animal owners.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

TI designed and performed this experiment and contributed to the discussion and interpretation of data. MA supplied the experimental materials and contributed to the discussion and interpretation of data. GR-P wrote the manuscript. RI contributed to the discussion and interpretation of data and wrote the manuscript. TT designed this experiment, contributed to the discussion and interpretation of data, and wrote the manuscript. All authors have read and approved the final manuscript.

REFERENCES

1. Sasaki Y, Alvarez J, Sekiguchi S, Sueyoshi M, Otake S, Perez A. Epidemiological factors associated to spread of porcine epidemic diarrhea in Japan. Prev Vet Med (2016) 123:161–7. doi:10.1016/j.prevetmed.2015.11.002

2. Lee C. Porcine epidemic diarrhea virus: an emerging and re-emerging epizootic swine virus. Virol J (2015) 12:193. doi:10.1186/s12985-015-0421-2

3. Suzuki T, Murakami S, Takahashi O, Kodera A, Masuda T, Itoh S, et al. Molecular characterization of pig epidemic diarrhoea viruses isolated in Japan from 2013 to 2014. Infect Genet Evol (2015) 36:363–8. doi:10.1016/j.meegid.2015.10.017

4. Takahashi K, Okada K, Ohshima K. An outbreak of swine diarrhea of a new-type associated with coronavirus-like particles in Japan. Nihon Juigaku Zasshi (1983) 45(6):829–32. doi:10.1292/jvms1939.45.829

5. Choi JC, Lee KK, Pi JH, Park SY, Song CS, Choi IS, et al. Comparative genome analysis and molecular epidemiology of the reemerging porcine epidemic diarrhea virus strains isolated in Korea. Infect Genet Evol (2014) 26:348–51. doi:10.1016/j.meegid.2014.06.005

6. Wentao L, Heng L, Yunbo L, Yongfei P, Feng D, Yanhua S, et al. New variants of porcine epidemic diarrhea virus, China, 2011. Emerg Infect Dis (2012) 18(8):1350. doi:10.3201/eid1808.120002

7. Murphy FA, Gibbs EPJ, Horzinek MC, Studdert MJ. Coronaviridae. 3rd ed. In: Murphy FA, Gibbs EPJ, Horzinek MC, Studdert MJ, editors. Vet Virol. San Diego, CA: Academic Press (1999). p. 495–508.

8. Jung K, Saif LJ. Porcine epidemic diarrhea virus infection: etiology, epidemiology, pathogenesis and immunoprophylaxis. Vet J (2015) 204(2):134–43. doi:10.1016/j.tvjl.2015.02.017

9. Sueyoshi M, Tsuda T, Yamazaki K, Yoshida K, Nakazawa M, Sato K, et al. An immunohistochemical investigation of porcine epidemic diarrhoea. J Comp Pathol (1995) 113(1):59–67. doi:10.1016/S0021-9975(05)80069-6

10. Shibata I, Tsuda T, Mori M, Ono M, Sueyoshi M, Uruno K. Isolation of porcine epidemic diarrhea virus in porcine cell cultures and experimental infection of pigs of different ages. Vet Microbiol (2000) 72(3–4):173–82. doi:10.1016/S0378-1135(99)00199-6

11. Alvarez J, Sarradell J, Morrison R, Perez A. Impact of porcine epidemic diarrhea on performance of growing pigs. PLoS One (2015) 10(3):e0120532. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0120532

12. Olanratmanee E-O, Kunavongkrit A, Tummaruk P. Impact of porcine epidemic diarrhea virus infection at different periods of pregnancy on subsequent reproductive performance in gilts and sows. Anim Reprod Sci (2010) 122(1–2):42–51. doi:10.1016/j.anireprosci.2010.07.004

13. Bae J-L, Lee J-G, Kang T-J, Jang H-S, Jang Y-S, Yang M-S. Induction of antigen-specific systemic and mucosal immune responses by feeding animals transgenic plants expressing the antigen. Vaccine (2003) 21(25–26):4052–8. doi:10.1016/S0264-410X(03)00360-8

14. Kweon C-H, Kwon B-J, Lee J-G, Kwon G-O, Kang Y-B. Derivation of attenuated porcine epidemic diarrhea virus (PEDV) as vaccine candidate. Vaccine (1999) 17(20–21):2546–53. doi:10.1016/S0264-410X(99)00059-6

15. Song DS, Oh JS, Kang BK, Yang JS, Moon HJ, Yoo HS, et al. Oral efficacy of Vero cell attenuated porcine epidemic diarrhea virus DR13 strain. Res Vet Sci (2007) 82(1):134–40. doi:10.1016/j.rvsc.2006.03.007

16. Usami Y, Yamaguchi O, Kumanomido K, Matsumura Y. Antibody response of pregnant sows to porcine epidemic diarrhea virus live vaccine and maternally-derived antibodies of the piglets. J Jpn Vet Med Assoc (1998) 51(11):652–5. doi:10.12935/jvma1951.51.652

17. Song D, Park B. Porcine epidemic diarrhoea virus: a comprehensive review of molecular epidemiology, diagnosis, and vaccines. Virus Genes (2012) 44:167–75. doi:10.1007/s11262-012-0713-1

18. Chattha KS, Vlasova AN, Kandasamy S, Esseili MA, Siegismund C, Rajashekara G, et al. Probiotics and colostrum/milk differentially affect neonatal humoral immune responses to oral rotavirus vaccine. Vaccine (2013) 31(15):1916–23. doi:10.1016/j.vaccine.2013.02.020

19. Paudel S, Park JE, Jang H, Hyun BH, Yang DG, Shin HJ. Evaluation of antibody response of killed and live vaccines against porcine epidemic diarrhea virus in a field study. Vet Q (2014) 34(4):194–200. doi:10.1080/01652176.2014.973999

20. Chen J, Wang C, Shi H, Qiu H, Liu S, Chen X, et al. Molecular epidemiology of porcine epidemic diarrhea virus in China. Arch Virol (2010) 155(9):1471–6. doi:10.1007/s00705-010-0720-2

21. Park S-J, Kim H-K, Song D-S, Moon H-J, Park B-K. Molecular characterization and phylogenetic analysis of porcine epidemic diarrhea virus (PEDV) field isolates in Korea. Arch Virol (2011) 156(4):577–85. doi:10.1007/s00705-010-0892-9

22. Wang X, Wang L, Huang X, Ma S, Yu M, Shi W, et al. Oral delivery of probiotics expressing dendritic cell-targeting peptide fused with porcine epidemic diarrhea virus COE antigen: a promising vaccine strategy against PEDV. Viruses (2017) 9(11):312. doi:10.3390/v9110312

23. Zhang W, Azevedo MSP, Gonzalez AM, Saif LJ, Van Nguyen T, Wen K, et al. Influence of probiotic Lactobacilli colonization on neonatal B cell responses in a gnotobiotic pig model of human rotavirus infection and disease. Vet Immunol Immunopathol (2008) 122(1–2):175–81. doi:10.1016/j.vetimm.2007.10.003

24. Kandasamy S, Chattha KS, Vlasova AN, Rajashekara G, Saif LJ. Lactobacilli and Bifidobacteria enhance mucosal B cell responses and differentially modulate systemic antibody responses to an oral human rotavirus vaccine in a neonatal gnotobiotic pig disease model. Gut Microbes (2014) 5(5):639–51. doi:10.4161/19490976.2014.969972

25. Tsukahara T, Nakanishi N, Matsubara N, Itoh M, Ushida K. The effect of Enterococcus faecalis cell preparation (EC-12) against the diarrhea in the nursing and weaning piglets under the clinical condition. Proc Jpn Pig Vet Soc (2006) 48:19–23.

26. Tsuruta T, Inoue R, Tsukahara T, Matsubara N, Hamasaki M, Ushida K. A cell preparation of Enterococcus faecalis strain EC-12 stimulates the luminal immunoglobulin A secretion in juvenile calves. Anim Sci J (2009) 80(2):206–11. doi:10.1111/j.1740-0929.2008.00621.x

27. Sakai Y, Tsukahara T, Bukawa W, Matsubara N, Ushida K. Cell preparation of Enterococcus faecalis strain EC-12 prevents vancomycin-resistant enterococci colonization in the cecum of newly hatched chicks. Poult Sci (2006) 85(2):273–7. doi:10.1093/ps/85.2.273

28. Sirichokchatchawan W, Temeeyasen G, Nilubol D, Prapasarakul N. Protective effects of cell-free supernatant and live lactic acid bacteria isolated from Thai pigs against a pandemic strain of porcine epidemic diarrhea virus. Probiotics Antimicrob Proteins (2017). doi:10.1007/s12602-017-9281-y

29. Hayakawa T, Masuda T, Kurosawa D, Tsukahara T. Dietary administration of probiotics to sows and/or their neonates improves the reproductive performance, incidence of post-weaning diarrhea and histopathological parameters in the intestine of weaned piglets. Anim Sci J (2016) 87:1501–10. doi:10.1111/asj.12565

30. Hayakawa T, Masuda T, Tsukahara T, Nakayama K, Maruyama K. Morphometric and histopathological evaluation of a probiotic and its synergism with vaccination against coccidiosis in broilers. Anim Sci Lett (2014) 1(1):33–49.

31. Ogawa S, Tsukahara T, Tsuruta T, Nishibayashi R, Okutani M, Nakatani M, et al. The evaluation of secretion volume and immunoglobulin A and G concentrations in sow colostrum from anterior to posterior teats. Anim Sci J (2014) 85(6):678–82. doi:10.1111/asj.12211

32. Kusanagi K-I, Kuwahara H, Katoh T, Nunoya T, Ishikawa Y, Samejima T, et al. Isolation and serial propagation of porcine epidemic diarrhea virus in cell cultures and partial characterization of the isolate. J Vet Med Sci (1992) 54(2):313–8. doi:10.1292/jvms.54.313

33. Alexopoulos C, Georgoulakis IE, Tzivara A, Kritas SK, Siochu A, Kyriakis SC. Field evaluation of the efficacy of a probiotic containing Bacillus licheniformis and Bacillus subtilis spores, on the health status and performance of sows and their litters. J Anim Physiol Anim Nutr (2004) 88(11–12):381–92. doi:10.1111/j.1439-0396.2004.00492.x

34. Kritas SK, Marubashi T, Filioussis G, Petridou E, Christodoulopoulos G, Burriel AR, et al. Reproductive performance of sows was improved by administration of a sporing bacillary probiotic (Bacillus subtilis C-3102). J Anim Sci (2015) 93(1):405–13. doi:10.2527/jas.2014-7651

35. Kritas SK, Morrison RB. Evaluation of probiotics as a substitute for antibiotics in a large pig nursery. Vet Rec (2005) 156(14):447–8. doi:10.1136/vr.156.14.447

36. Chai W, Zakrzewski SS, Günzel D, Pieper R, Wang Z, Twardziok S, et al. High-dose dietary zinc oxide mitigates infection with transmissible gastroenteritis virus in piglets. BMC Vet Res (2014) 10:75. doi:10.1186/1746-6148-10-75

37. Chattha KS, Roth JA, Saif LJ. Strategies for design and application of enteric viral vaccines. Annu Rev Anim Biosci (2015) 3(1):375–95. doi:10.1146/annurev-animal-022114-111038

38. Papatsiros V, Psalla D, Papaioannou D, Tassis P, Tzika E, Papaioannou N. Pathological evaluation of reproductive system of porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus-vaccinated and nonvaccinated anestrus sows and gilts. Viral Immunol (2015) 28(4):229–35. doi:10.1089/vim.2014.0138

39. Tantasuparuk W, Dalin AM, Lundeheim N, Kunavongkrit A, Einarsson S. Body weight loss during lactation and its influence on weaning-to-service interval and ovulation rate in Landrace and Yorkshire sows in the tropical environment of Thailand. Anim Reprod Sci (2001) 65(3):273–81. doi:10.1016/S0378-4320(00)00218-9

40. Chapman CMC, Gibson GR, Rowland I. In vitro evaluation of single- and multi-strain probiotics: inter-species inhibition between probiotic strains, and inhibition of pathogens. Anaerobe (2012) 18(4):405–13. doi:10.1016/j.anaerobe.2012.05.004

41. Chapman CMC, Gibson GR, Rowland I. Health benefits of probiotics: are mixtures more effective than single strains? Eur J Nutr (2011) 50(1):1–17. doi:10.1007/s00394-010-0166-z

Conflict of Interest Statement: TI is the president of a commercial animal hospital namely “Inatomi Animal Hospital.” MA is employed by Toa Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd. GR-P and TT is employed by Kyoto Institute of Nutrition & Pathology, Inc. All remaining authors have no conflicts to disclose.

Copyright © 2017 Inatomi, Amatatsu, Romero-Pérez, Inoue and Tsukahara. 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.



1http://www.jp-nisseiken.co.jp/en/products/pdf/pig/PED_en.pdf.

2http://www.jppa.biz.

OPS/images/fimmu-08-01877-g005.jpg
[
>

N )
o

‘Total IgA concentration (g/dL)
o
n

=4
°

log2 antibody titre

-14 0 7
Post-parturition (days)

Total IgG concentration (g/dL)

®

£y

ES

©

0 3 7
Post-parturition (days)

0 7
Post-parturition (days)





OPS/images/fimmu-08-01877-g006.jpg
Impotentia
concipiendi|

Days






OPS/images/fimmu-08-01877-g003.jpg
turition (days)

3
a

=
=
-
n
S
A

(p/3y) uondnpoad YA





OPS/images/fimmu-08-01877-g004.jpg





OPS/images/fimmu-08-01877-g007.jpg
e 3 3 e e
- - Q —

@ (%) Anperiow

VvC VP

e 2 2 2 @9
S 2 2 2 2
o S w2 o
S ] ® R -

< (19N11/3) 1YS1oM Apoq URIIA





OPS/images/fimmu-08-01877-t001.jpg
Period (days) ve vp t-Test P value

Pre-parturition (-42to —1) 269002  2.85+003 <0.001
Post-parturition (0-7) 320+004  362+004 <0.001





OPS/images/cover.jpg
* frontiers

in Immunology

Dietary Probiotic Compound
Improves Reproductive
Performance of Porcine Epidemic
Diarrhea Virus-Infected Sows
Reared in a Japanese
Commercial Swine Farm under
Vaccine Control Condition





OPS/images/fimmu-08-01877-g001.jpg
Mean feed intake (kg)

0
-42 -36 -30 -24 -18 -12 -6 0
Pre- and post-parturition (days)





OPS/images/fimmu-08-01877-g002.jpg
200

O O
[=EENV

Body weight (kg)
K

(=1
=

-28 0 7
Post-parturition (days)





OPS/images/logo.jpg
Ghesk for

i@





