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A Monovalent and Trivalent MVA-
Based Vaccine Completely Protects
Mice Against Lethal Venezuelan,
Western, and Eastern Equine
Encephalitis Virus Aerosol Challenge

Lisa Henning”, Kathrin Endt2T, Robin Steigerwaldz, Michael Anderson’
and Ariane Volkmann?*

' Battelle Memorial Institute, Columbus, OH, United States, 2 Bavarian Nordic GmbH, Martinsried, Germany

Venezuelan, eastern and western equine encephalitis viruses (EEV) can cause severe disease
of the central nervous system in humans, potentially leading to permanent damage or death.
Yet, no licensed vaccine for human use is available to protect against these mosquito-borne
pathogens, which can be aerosolized and therefore pose a bioterror threat in addition to the
risk of natural outbreaks. Using the mouse aerosol challenge model, we evaluated the
immunogenicity and efficacy of EEV vaccines that are based on the modified vaccinia Ankara-
Bavarian Nordic (MVA-BN®) vaccine platform: three monovalent vaccines expressing the
envelope polyproteins E3-E2-6K-E1 of the respective EEV virus, a mixture of these three
monovalent EEV vaccines (Triple-Mix) as a first approach to generate a multivalent vaccine,
and a true multivalent alphavirus vaccine (MVA-WEV, Trivalent) encoding the polyproteins of all
three EEVs in a single non-replicating MVA viral vector. BALB/c mice were vaccinated twice in
a four-week interval and samples were assessed for humoral and cellular immunogenicity.
Two weeks after the second immunization, animals were exposed to aerosolized EEV. The
majority of vaccinated animals exhibited VEEV, WEEV, and EEEV neutralizing antibodies two
weeks post-second administration, whereby the average VEEV neutralizing antibodies
induced by the monovalent and Trivalent vaccine were significantly higher compared to the
Triple-Mix vaccine. The same statistical difference was observed for VEEV E1 specific T cell
responses. However, all vaccinated mice developed comparable interferon gamma T cell
responses to the VEEV E2 peptide pools. Complete protective efficacy as evaluated by the
prevention of mortality and morbidity, lack of clinical signs and viremia, was demonstrated for
the respective monovalent MVA-EEV vaccines, the Triple-Mix and the Trivalent single vector
vaccine not only in the homologous VEEV Trinidad Donkey challenge model, but also against
heterologous VEEV INH-9813, WEEV Fleming, and EEEV V105-00210 inhalational
exposures. These EEV vaccines, based on the safe MVA vector platform, therefore
represent promising human vaccine candidates. The trivalent MVA-WEV construct, which
encodes antigens of all three EEVs in a single vector and can potentially protect against all
three encephalitic viruses, is currently being evaluated in a human Phase 1 trial.
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INTRODUCTION

The alphavirus genus of viruses comprises arthropod-
transmitted, enveloped positive-sense, single-stranded RNA
viruses that includes a diverse group of at least 30 species (1).
Venezuelan equine encephalitis virus (VEEV), eastern equine
encephalitis virus (EEEV), and western equine encephalitis virus
(WEEV) comprise the encephalitic group that causes overt
disease of the central nervous system in both equids and
humans. Human infection typically results in an incapacitating
disease characterized by fever, headache, lymphopenia, myalgia,
and malaise (2-5). Additionally, severe neurological disease,
which includes fatal encephalitis, can occur with a fatality rate
estimated to be <1% for VEEV, 8-15% for WEEV, and 30-70%
for EEEV (4, 5). There is concern for their use as bioweapons
because of the ease of production, high infectivity, potential for
aerosolization, and capacity to induce acute, febrile,
incapacitating disease. The United States (US) government
considers some strains of VEEV and EEEV as potential
bioterror agents, which are regulated by the Centers for
Disease Control Select Agent Program and the US Department
of Agriculture. Moreover, outbreaks of emerging and re-
emerging arboviruses, such as dengue, West Nile,
chikungunya, Zika and also equine encephalitis appear to
become more common, such as seen with the unusually high
number of EEEV cases in the US in 2019 (6).

There is currently no licensed vaccine for human use for
encephalitic alphaviruses available. Live-attenuated and
formalin-inactivated vaccines utilized as Investigational New
Drugs (IND) have limitations in effectiveness or undesirable
reactogenicity (7-10). For example, live-attenuated VEEV (TC-
83), though inducing neutralizing antibodies in about 80% of
humans after a single vaccination, induces moderate flu-like
symptoms in 40% of vaccinees (11, 12), while inactivated EEV
vaccines are poorly immunogenic, require three doses for
immunization and annual boosters, and are not completely
protective against aerosol challenge.

Modified Vaccinia Ankara (MVA) is a highly attenuated
Vaccinia virus that is adapted to chicken embryo fibroblasts
(13, 14). MVA-BN is further attenuated, replication deficient in
humans and other mammals, including immunocompromised
mice and non-human primates (NHPs) (15, 16), and is approved
as safer smallpox vaccine in USA (]YNNEOSTM), Canada
(IMVAMUNE®) and the European Union (IMVANEX®).
MVA-BN’s excellent safety profile in humans (17-22), the
maintained capability to induce strong and durable cellular
and humoral immune responses (23-27), and the capacity to
express numerous foreign genes makes it an attractive vaccine
platform. Indeed, a recombinant MVA-BN expressing filovirus
antigens (Mvabea®) is approved in Europe as part of the two-
dose regimen with a recombinant Adenovirus (Zabdeno®) for
the prevention of Ebola virus disease.

Applying the MVA platform to the need for EEV vaccine
development, monovalent MVA-BN based encephalitic
alphavirus vaccine candidates MVA-VEEV, MVA-WEEYV, and
MVA-EEEV were generated that encode E3-E2-6k-E1 of VEEV
(TrD strain), WEEV (71V-1658 strain), or EEEV (FL93-939NA

strain), respectively, as well as a multivalent MVA-WEV
(Trivalent) that encodes E3-E2-6k-E1 of all three alphaviruses
(28). These vaccines were previously shown to afford protection
against intranasal challenge of mice with homologous VEEV-
TrD and heterologous WEEV-Fleming or EEEV-PE6 strains.
While the data indicated that alphavirus neutralizing antibodies
likely played a role in protection, some fully protected mice with
low or no measurable neutralizing antibody titers suggested that
additional immune parameters may be important (28).

In the studies summarized here, we have utilized aerosol
challenge models in mice, since the inhalational route is the
anticipated route of infection in an intentional release of the
equine encephalitic viruses. Immunogenicity (neutralizing
antibodies) and protective efficacy of monovalent MVA-VEEV,
MVA-WEEV, MVA-EEEV, and trivalent MVA-WEV was
evaluated against aerosol challenge with homologous VEEV-
TrD, as well as heterologous VEEV-INH-9813, WEEV-Fleming,
and EEEV-V105-00210 in BALB/c mice. As previous data
indicated that neutralizing antibodies are not solely associated
with protection against encephalitic alphavirus challenge (28-
32), analysis of T cell responses was included in one of the studies
discussed within this manuscript.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Animals

All procedures performed on animals including euthanasia
criteria were approved by JACUC and Animal Care and Use
Review Office (ACURO) and complied with all Ohio state and
US federal guidelines. Female, 6-8 weeks old BALB/c mice (16—
24 g) were procured from Charles River Laboratories (Raleigh,
NC; Stone Ridge, NY). Mice were implanted with a
programmable temperature transponder chip (IPTT-300,
BMDS, Seaford, DE) injected subcutaneously prior to
vaccination. Animals were anesthetized prior to injection of
the temperature probe. All challenge and post-challenge
activities were performed in the BSL-3 facility.

Study Design

MVA-BN® (ECACC cat no. V00083008) was used as backbone
virus (15). Design and generation of vaccines were described
previously (28). In Study 1, on Study Days 0 and 28, BALB/c
mice were administered Tris buffered saline (TBS), MVA-VEEV,
Triple-Mix (MVA-VEEV, MVA-EEEV, MVA-WEEV), or
MVA-WEV (Trivalent) via the intramuscular (IM) route at a
dose of 1x10° TCIDs, each, ie. Triple-Mix contained 3x10°
TCIDs, total vaccine. Animals were challenged at Study Day
42 with VEEV (TrD).

In Study 2, on Study Days 0 and 28, BALB/c mice were
administered TBS, the respective monovalent vaccine (MVA-
VEEV, MVA-WEEV or MVA-EEEV) or MVA-WEV (Trivalent)
via the IM route at a dose of 1x10® TCIDs, and were challenged
either with VEEV (INH-9813), WEEV (Fleming) or EEEV
(V105-00210) on Study Day 42. In addition, animals in the
VEEV (INH-9813) challenge group were vaccinated with the
Triple-Mix (1 x 10® TCIDs5, each construct).
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Inhalation Challenge

A nose-only exposure chamber (CH Technologies, Inc.,
Westwood, NJ) was utilized to administer a target aerosol dose
of 50 PFU VEEV INH-9813, 250 PFU VEEV Trinidad Donkey
(TrD), 11,284 PFU WEEV Fleming, or 15,394 PFU EEEV-V105-
00210 to the mice. These target doses were chosen as they were
highly lethal in control mice in natural history studies. The
aerosol challenge was performed as previously described (33)
with the exception that the nose-only exposure chamber was
used that provides the ability to simultaneously challenge
multiple mice with a homogeneous, small-particle aerosol. The
Mass Median Aerodynamic Diameter (MMAD) of the aerosol
was determined for at least one time point during each 10 min
test with an Aerodynamic Particle Sizer® Spectrometer (APS
Model 3321 TSI, Inc., Shoreview, MN). The inhaled dose (PFU/
animal) was determined using Guyton’s formula with the mean
body weight of animals in each challenge run and concentration
of virus in the nebulizer and impinger determined by the plaque
assay. The average calculated inhaled doses were 34 PFU/animal
(VEEV INH-9813), 162 PFU/animal (VEEV TrD), 9,309 PFU/
animal (WEEV), and 15,493 PFU/animal (EEEV).

Clinical Evaluation

Mice were monitored throughout the studies for clinical
observations (e.g. morbidity, mortality, changes in hair coat,
respiration, hunched posture). In addition, body weights and
twice daily body temperatures (using temperature transponder as
described above) were measured during the post-dosing and/or
post-challenge periods.

Neutralization Assay

Neutralizing antibody levels in serum were quantified using a
plaque reduction neutralization test (PRNT). PRNT was
conducted using VEEV TrD, WEEV Fleming, and EEEV-
V105-00210 input virus on serum samples collected during the
post-dosing period. Briefly, The PRNT utilizes serial dilutions
starting at 1:10 (LOD for this assay is 10) of heat-inactivated (56°C
for 30 min in a water bath) serum that is pre-incubated with a
known amount of virus to allow neutralization to occur. The serum-
virus dilutions were then plated onto a susceptible Vero E6 cell
monolayer. Overlay medium was added to allow plaque formation
prior to staining. The plaques were enumerated, and the titer was
calculated as the reciprocal of the serum dilution neutralizing 50%
of the input virus (PRNTS5).

Enzyme Linked ImmunoSpot Assay

T cell response in Study 1 was evaluated via the Enzyme Linked
ImmunoSpot (ELISpot). Splenocytes were harvested from spleens
collected from animals during the post-dosing period to evaluate
the interferon gamma (IFNy) response to VEEV TrD El and E2
peptide pools (final concentration of 2 pg/ml per peptide in the
assay well). Each primary peptide pool consisted of 20 15-mers
overlapping by 9 amino acids. Five of the primary parent peptide
pools were combined to prepare secondary parent peptide pools
that were used for the ELISpot (Primary peptide pools obtained
from Mimotopes Pty Ltd). Cells were stimulated with peptide pools
and incubated on a plate that was coated with anti-IFNy antibody

to capture secreted protein. Upon completion of the stimulation
incubation, the cells were removed from the plate and a detection
antibody was added to bind the plate-bound protein. The detection
antibody was coupled to an enzyme that converts a substrate into a
colored precipitate. After color development, the plates were
scanned and counted using an automated plate reader.

Viremia Assessment

Following challenge, viremia was measured by the plaque assay
on Vero E6 monolayers. Whole blood was collected and
centrifuged to obtain serum. Serum samples were added to
culture plates. After incubation, overlay medium was then
added to each well. After incubation, wells were stained with
crystal violet and subsequently plaques were counted.

Statistical Analysis

The proportion of surviving animals 21 days post-challenge was
calculated for each group and Clopper-Pearson 95% confidence
intervals were calculated. Pairwise two-sided Fisher’s exact tests
were performed to determine whether the proportion of surviving
animals was significantly different between each vaccination group
and the appropriate control group. Kaplan-Meier estimates were
calculated and plotted to estimate whether time to death was
significantly different across all pairs of challenged groups.

Geometric means and 95% confidence intervals were calculated
for PRNT titers and body temperature by group and time point.
Assay measurements were log-transformed, and assay values
reported as less than the limit of detection (LOD) were imputed
as one-half the LOD (PRNT LOD = 10). The LOD for the plaque
assay is as follows: 177 PFU/ml (VEEV INH-9813), 96 PFU/ml
(EEEV), 259 PFU/ml (WEEV), and 213 PFU/ml (VEEV TrD).
Analysis of variance (ANOVA) models were used to determine if
there were statistically significant differences in PRNT titers or
body temperature among the groups at each time point. Tukey’s
multiple comparisons was performed to determine which groups
were significantly different. For body temperature analysis, each
animal served as its own control and change from post-vaccination
baseline was compared at each post-challenge study day to
determine significant differences among the groups.

For each of the VEEV peptide pools (E1 and E2), a two-
sample t-test was performed to determine if the difference in
mean response (SFU/million cells) between each possible pair of
treatment groups was statistically significant on each of Days 28
and 42. In addition, t-tests were performed to determine if the
difference in mean response for a vaccine statistically differed
between Day 28 and Day 42 for each peptide pool. The Type I
error for each test was controlled at no more than 5%.

RESULTS

Homologous Protection After Venezuelan
Equine Encephalitis Virus (Trinidad
Donkey) Aerosol Challenge

The first study investigated the immunogenicity and efficacy of
MVA based vaccine candidates against the homologous VEEV
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Trinidad Donkey strain encoded in monovalent MVA-VEEV as
well as in Trivalent MVA-WEV. In addition, a mixture of all
three monovalent EEV vaccines (Triple-Mix) was tested. This
way, possible interference as previously suggested for EEV
vaccines (34-36) could be evaluated and compared in a
situation when the antigens are expressed by individual
vaccines (Triple-Mix) or by the single MVA vector (MVA-
WEYV, Trivalent). Female BALB/c mice were vaccinated twice
with the respective vaccine candidate at a four-week interval.
Analysis of the neutralizing antibody response showed that a
PRNTS5, was observed for 6 of 10, 1 of 9 and 5 of 10 animals in
the MVA-VEEV, Triple-Mix, and Trivalent groups, respectively,
already four weeks after the first vaccination (Study Day 28,
Figure 1A). Two weeks after second vaccination (Study Day 42)
complete seroconversion was observed for all animals in the
MVA-VEEV and the Trivalent groups and the majority (5 of 9)
of the Triple-Mix vaccinated animals exhibited a PRNTSj, titer,
although there was a wide range in the magnitude of the
responses with titers ranging from 18 to 1,550 (Figure 1A).
The second vaccination resulted in a significant increase in the
neutralizing antibody titers compared to Day 28 (p < 0.05) in all
three vaccination groups. Overall, the peak PRNT;5, of the
monovalent MVA-VEEV [geometric mean titer (GMT) of 609]
and the Trivalent (GMT 146) groups were significantly greater
than the neutralizing antibody response measured for the Triple-
Mix group (GMT 14.7), and no PRNTs, titer in control (TBS)
animals was detectable at the time points assessed.

To investigate other arms of the immune system and
considering recent studies that indicated a potential role of T
cells in the protection against VEEV (37-40), cell mediated
immune responses directed against VEEV (TrD) El1 and E2
were evaluated on Study Day 28 and 42 (Figures 1B, C). An
IENy response to VEEV (TrD) El and E2 peptide pools was
observed for all mice of all three vaccine candidate groups
already four weeks after the first vaccination (Study Day 28),
with a significantly (p < 0.05) increased response two weeks after
the second vaccination (Study Day 42). The MVA-VEEV group
(460 & 1,110 mean SFU/10° splenocytes) and Trivalent group
(394 & 775 mean SFU/10° splenocytes) exhibited significantly
(p < 0.05) greater E1 peptide pool IFNy responses on Study Days
28 and 42 compared to the Triple-Mix group (213 & 428 mean
SFU/10° splenocytes), while with 870, 710, and 722 mean SFU/
10° splenocytes in the monovalent, Trivalent and Triple-Mix
group, respectively, similar E2 peptide pool IFNy T cell
responses were detected for all vaccinated groups on Study
Day 42. Thereby, the potential immune interference seen in
terms of neutralizing antibodies inferred by the Triple-Mix held
true for E1, but not for E2 specific T cell responses.

To determine whether vaccination with the different vaccine
candidates protected against a homologous VEEV aerosol
infection, mice were challenged two weeks after last
vaccination (Study Day 42) with a lethal dose of VEEV (TrD),
the homologous challenge strain identical to the structural
proteins encoded by the different vaccine constructs. All
animals in the MVA-VEEV, Trivalent and the Triple-Mix
group survived the VEEV (TrD) challenge (Figure 2A) and

were observed as normal with no changes in body weights
(Supplementary Figure 1A) and body temperature (Figure
2B) throughout the post-challenge period. In contrast, all TBS
control animals were observed with clinical signs including
lacrimation, ruffled hair coat and hunched posture, showed a
decrease in body weight (Supplementary Figure 1A), developed
an elevated temperature 1-5 days post challenge followed by a
significant (p < 0.05) temperature decrease (Figure 2B) and did
not survive the viral infection. Consequently, statistically
significant differences in survival was shown between the TBS
group and all three vaccination groups (p < 0.01), while there
were no statistically significant differences in time to death
among any of the vaccination groups since all vaccinated
animals survived. In addition, there was a significant difference
in group mean body temperature between the TBS control group
and the vaccinated groups on Days 44-49 (p < 0.05).

While several of the TBS control animals were viremic four
days post challenge (Day 46; viral load range 1.52x10° to
1.46x10” pfu/ml), and in some instances at the terminal time
point (2.33x10% to 2.15x10° pfu/ml), viremia could not be
detected in any of the vaccinated animals at any time point
during the post-challenge period. These results, in combination
with survival and other parameters assessed (observations, body
weights, body temperatures) confirmed that MVA-VEEV alone,
in combination with two other MVA-based EEV vaccines, and
also the Trivalent vaccine conferred complete protection against
homologous VEEV (TrD) aerosol infection.

Heterologous Protection After Venezuelan
Equine Encephalitis Virus (INH-9813),
Western Equine Encephalitis Virus
(Fleming), and Eastern Equine Encephalitis
Virus (V105-00210) Aerosol Challenge

Next, we evaluated the breadth of heterologous protection
conferred by the monovalent MVA-VEEV, MVA-WEEV and
MVA-EEEV, the Triple-Mix and the Trivalent vaccine against
aerosolized alphavirus challenge. For this purpose, female BALB/c
mice were vaccinated in the same four-week interval as in the
previous study and neutralizing antibodies were measured prior
to aerosol challenge with heterologous VEEV (INH-9813),
WEEV (Fleming) and EEEV (V105-00210), i.e. EEV strains that
differed from the structural proteins encoded in the MVA-based
alphavirus vaccines. The majority (9 of 14) of vaccinated animals
exhibited a neutralizing antibody response against VEEV four
weeks post first vaccination (Study Day 28), and an increased
number of seroconverted mice (12 of 14) and increased
antibody titers two weeks post second vaccination (Figure 3A).
The PRNTSs, range was with 20-1,583 comparable to the first
study. In contrast to the first study, the difference in titers elicited
by the Triple-Mix compared to mono- or trivalent vaccination
was not evident. In fact, there were no statistically significant
differences in the VEEV-TrD PRNT;, for the different vaccine
groups on any study day. Based on the finding that the Triple-
Mix vaccine did not reveal any benefit in terms of immunogenicity
compared to the Trivalent vaccine, the Triple-Mix was omitted
going forward.
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FIGURE 1 | Immune Response After Immunization with MVA-VEEV, Triple Mix, or Trivalent Vaccines. Mice were immunized (IM) twice (Day 0 and 28) with the
respective vaccine or TBS. PRNTsq (A) and Interferon gamma response (ELISpot) to the E1 peptide pool (B) and E2 peptide pool (C). The second vaccination on
Day 28 (Day 42) resulted in a significant increase in the neutralizing antibody titers compared to Day 28 (p < 0.05) in all three vaccination groups. In addition, the
monovalent MVA-VEEV and Trivalent IFNy response was significantly greater (p < 0.05) than the IFNy response measured at Day 28 (E1 and E2 peptide pool) and
Day 42 for the Triple-Mix group (E1 peptide pool). Ten animals per group were evaluated at each time point. (A) horizontal lines represent group mean values.
Standard error of the mean is included in (B, C).
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Neutralizing antibody responses against WEEV and EEEV
were observed as early as two weeks post first vaccination only
for the respective monovalent vaccines, i.e. MVA-WEEV or
MVA-EEEV (Figures 3B, C). By Study Day 42, all five animals
in the MVA-WEEV group had seroconverted and three of four
animals vaccinated with the Trivalent vaccine exhibited a WEEV
PRNTsy titer. Similarly, three of four animals in the MVA-EEEV
and Trivalent groups exhibited an EEEV PRNTsj titer on Study
Day 42. On that day, the MVA-WEEV and MVA-EEEV induced
geometric mean PRNTSs, were significantly greater than the TBS
control (p < 0.01). While the group mean titers against VEEV
and WEEV on that day were also trending higher in the
monovalent vaccine groups (162 and 74, respectively)
compared to the Trivalent group (44 and 18, respectively), this
was not the case for EEEV neutralizing titers with a GMT of 100
(MVA-EEEV) versus 208 (Trivalent).

Although some vaccinated animals did not exhibit a
measurable neutralizing antibody response prior to challenge,
all animals in the monovalent and Trivalent group (and Triple-
Mix against VEEV INH-9813) survived the respective challenge
with VEEV INH-9813, WEEV Fleming, and EEEV V105-00210,
while 100% of the TBS treated control animals succumbed to
VEEV and WEEV, and 90% to EEEV exposure (Figures 4A-C).

The vast majority (greater than 50%) of vaccinated animals
were observed as normal throughout the post-challenge period
(only rare observations noted that resolved prior to the end of the
study) with no changes in body weights (Supplementary Figure
1B-D) and body temperature (Figures 4D-F) throughout the
post-challenge period, while TBS control animals were observed
with abnormal clinical observations (e.g. lacrimation, ruffled hair
coat, and hunched posture), a group mean decrease in body
weight (Supplementary Figure 1B-D), and elevated body
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FIGURE 3 | Immune Response After Immunization with Monovalent, Triple Mix, or Trivalent Vaccines. Mice were immunized (IM) twice (Day 0 and 28) with the
respective vaccine or TBS. VEEV PRNT5, (A), WEEV PRNTso (B), and EEEV PRNT5, (C). On Day 28, the geometric mean MVA-WEEV PRNT5o was significantly
greater than the Trivalent and TBS control groups and on Day 42, the MVA-WEEV geometric mean PRNTso was significantly greater than the TBS group (p < 0.01).
On Day 14, the geometric mean MVA-EEEV PRNTs was significantly greater than the Trivalent group and TBS control (p < 0.0001). On Day 42, the MVA-EEEV
geometric mean PRNT5q was significantly greater than the TBS control (p < 0.01). Five animals per group were evaluated at each time point for immune responses.
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FIGURE 4 | Survival and Body Temperature Changes after VEEV INH-9813, WEEV Fleming, or EEEV V105-00210 Aerosol Challenge of Immunized Mice. Mice were
immunized (IM) twice (Day 0 and 28) with the respective vaccine or TBS and then exposed to an aerosolized dose of VEEV, WEEV, or EEEV on Day 42. Kaplan-
Meier survival curves of VEEV (A), WEEV (B), and EEEV (C) challenge results are shown. There was a significant difference in survival between the TBS group and
the vaccination groups (p < 0.01). Group mean changes (with 95% confidence intervals) in body temperature for VEEV (D), WEEV (E), and EEEV (F) challenge
groups during the post-challenge period are shown. TBS control group mean body temperatures were significantly greater than baseline (p < 0.05) over the first
week post-challenge. Ninety-five percent confidence intervals are not included when number of animals was less than three. Ten animals per group were evaluated
for survival and body temperature changes.
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temperatures following challenge followed by a decrease until the
animals succumbed (Figures 4D-F), with the exception of the
two control animals that survived EEEV challenge. These two
survivors initially exhibited elevated body temperatures that
resolved compared to the animals that succumbed. Lastly, also
consistent with the first study, while several TBS control animals
were viremic four days post-exposure (Day 46) or at the terminal
time point [viral load ranges 1.64x10° to 2.39x107 pfu/ml
(VEEV), 2.00x10* to 2.67x10* pfu/ml (WEEV), and 1.33x10°
to 4.14x10° (EEEV)], viremia was not detected for any animals in
the respective vaccine candidate groups at any time point during
the post-challenge period; thereby providing further support for
complete protection conferred by the vaccine candidates.

DISCUSSION

The primary objective of the studies described here was to
evaluate and compare the protective efficacy of different MVA
based EEV vaccine approaches against homologous challenge
with VEEV (TrD) and heterologous challenge with VEEV (INH-
9813), WEEV (Fleming), or EEEV (V105-00210) using stringent
inhalation challenge models that are consistent with the
anticipated route of infection in an intentional release.

The three vaccine approaches were (1) monovalent alphavirus
vaccines MVA-VEEV, MVA-WEEV and MVA-EEEV, (2) a
mixture of the three monovalent MVA-based EEV vaccines
(Triple-Mix) as first attempt to generate a multivalent vaccine
and (3) the true multivalent alphavirus vaccine MVA-WEV
(Trivalent) that encodes the polyproteins of all three EEVs in a
single vector.

Strikingly, all vaccinated mice survived all alphavirus challenges
(VEEV TrD, VEEV INH-9813, WEEV Fleming and EEEV V105-
00210) independent of the vaccine approach used. Furthermore, all
vaccinated animals in the first study and the vast majority of
vaccinated animals in the second study were observed as normal
and exhibited no change in body temperature and no body weight
loss during the post-challenge period, thereby indicating that the
vaccinations prevented morbidity as well. Viremia was not
detected in serum assessed at any post-challenge time point for
animals vaccinated with the monovalent, Triple-Mix, or Trivalent
vaccine, in contrast to TBS control serum.

In addition to the primary objective of assessing protective
efficacy, the immunogenicity of the MV A alphavirus vaccines was
evaluated and compared, including T cell responses. Overall, there
was a wide range in the magnitude of alphavirus-neutralizing
antibody responses in all vaccinated groups. Complete (100%)
seroconversion after two vaccine administrations was observed for
the monovalent vaccines MVA-VEEV and MVA-WEEYV in terms
of VEEV- and WEEV-specific neutralizing antibodies,
respectively, as well as for the Trivalent vaccine in terms of
VEEV (TrD)-neutralizing antibodies. However, one mouse of
the MVA-EEEV vaccinated group had no detectable EEEV
neutralizing antibodies, one mouse each of the Trivalent
vaccinated groups did not seroconvert for EEEV or WEEV
neutralizing antibodies and 5 of 10 Triple-Mix vaccinated mice

in the first study had no measurable VEEV neutralizing antibodies.
Irrespective of the detection of neutralizing antibodies, 100% of
vaccinated mice were protected against the respective challenge
virus. This could be due to the sensitivity of the PRNT assay,
protection in the absence of neutralizing antibodies, and/or other
factors. The notion that a PRNT assay is not necessarily able to
detect all neutralizing antibodies is supported by the total lack of
measurable VEEV (TrD)- and EEEV-neutralizing titers we
reported earlier (28) after vaccination with Trivalent MVA
vaccine, while in the studies performed here, all 10 mice in the
Trivalent vaccine group showed VEEV (TrD)-neutralizing titers
and 4 of 5 mice were positive in the EEEV specific PRNT assay,
indicating that dependent on the assay used, results for the same
vaccine may differ.

Protection in the absence of measurable neutralizing antibodies
is in line with data from a triple mix alphavirus replicon vaccine,
which failed to induce seroconversion in all NHPs, while protecting
them against aerosolized EEV challenges (41). Similarly,
measurable neutralizing antibodies failed to correlate with
protection against EEEV in macaques vaccinated with Sindbis/
EEE virus (31) and did not correlate with protection against VEEV-
IE in NHP vaccinated with a live attenuated VEEV-IAB virus (30).

Another explanation for protection in the absence of
measurable neutralizing antibodies is supported by Bennett
(29), Hart (42) and Brooke (37), who report based on mouse
studies that cell-mediated immunity in form of cytotoxic T cells
may contribute to protection against EEV. In our first study, an
IFNy T cell response to both the VEEV TrD E1 and E2 peptide
pools was observed for all three vaccine groups by Study Day 28,
which increased in magnitude on Study Day 42 (after the second
vaccination). In fact, 100% of vaccinated mice elicited a robust
VEEV-specific IFNy T cell response for every vaccine approach
used. Thus, our data support the notion that T cells could be
involved in protection. However, further studies are necessary to
draw firm conclusions about the mechanism of protection.
Future studies may also want to assess total alphavirus specific
antibody responses by ELISA and/or mucosal antibody
responses, since these have also been reported to be involved
in protection against EEV (32, 43-45).

Although all MV A based EEV vaccine approaches were equally
(100%) eftective in terms of protection, not all seemed equally
immunogenic in each assay. Our results indicated a significantly
lower VEEV-specific mean PRNT5, and IFNy T cell response
specific for the E1 peptide pool induced by the Triple-Mix vaccine
compared to the monovalent or Trivalent vaccine in the first study.
However, E2 specific T cell responses were comparable in each
vaccination group and the significant difference in VEEV-specific
mean PRNT5, titers could not be reproduced in the second study. It
is therefore not completely clear whether the Triple-Mix vaccine
approach suffers from immune interference, a finding previously
reported for a few other alphavirus vaccine candidates, including a
VEEV vaccine that suppressed antibody responses to formalin-
inactivated WEEV and EEEV vaccines in humans and equines (34,
35). Lower immune responses were not observed when
simultaneous expression of the three EEV antigens within one
vector was used, since mice vaccinated with the Trivalent vaccine
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elicited a similar magnitude of VEEV-specific neutralizing
antibodies after the second vaccination compared to the
monovalent vaccine. While the overall trend was slightly lower
compared to MVA-WEEYV, the antibody responses to EEEV
induced by the Trivalent vaccine were again similar compared to
those afforded by monovalent MVA-EEEV.

Taken together, all three MVA based vaccine approaches
promoted both a humoral and cellular response and were highly
efficacious against otherwise lethal infections with aerosolized
EEV in mice. This was true even with challenge viruses VEEV
INH-9813, WEEV Fleming, or EEEV V105-00210, whose
envelope polyproteins differ by 13, 19 and 1 amino acid(s)
from the E3-E2-6k-E1 polyproteins VEEV TrD, WEEV 71V-
1658, and EEEV FL93-939NA, respectively, encoded by the
vaccines. Mixing MVA-VEEV, MVA-WEEV, and MVA-EEEV
(Triple-Mix) appeared to be a first feasible approach for a vaccine
that protects against all three EEVs. However, the benefit of
MVA to carry a high load of foreign genes was realized in the
Trivalent vaccine MVA-WEYV that encodes the polyprotein of all
three EEVs in a single MVA vector and that was completely
protective without any signs of immune interference. Together
with the excellent safety profile of the MVA vector that is
licensed in Europe, Canada and the US as smallpox vaccine,
MVA-WEV (Trivalent) could overcome safety and efficiency
issues encountered with attenuated and inactivated EEV
vaccines, respectively, and thereby represents a promising
vaccine candidate able to protect against all three equine
encephalitis viruses.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The original contributions presented in the study are included in
the article/Supplementary Material; further inquiries can be
directed to the corresponding author.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The animal study was reviewed and approved by IACUC and
Animal Care and Use Review Office (ACURO).

REFERENCES

1. Chen R, Mukhopadhyay S, Merits A, Bolling B, Nasar F, Coffey LL, et al.
ICTV virus taxonomy profile: Togaviridae. ] Gen Virol (2018) 99(6):761-2.
doi: 10.1099/jgv.0.001072

2. Griffin DE. Alphaviruses. In: D Knipe, PM Howley, editors. Fields Virology,
vol. V. Lippincott: Williams, and Wilkins (2007). p. 1023-67.

3. Tsai TF. Arboviral Infections in the United States. Infect Dis Clin North Am
(1991) 5:73-102.

4. Bale JF. Viral Encephalitis. Med Clin North Am (1993) 77:25-42. doi: 10.1016/
S0025-7125(16)30270-X

5. Zacks MA, Paessler S. Encephalitic Alphaviruses. Vet Microbiol (2010) 140(3-
4):281-6. doi: 10.1016/j.vetmic.2009.08.023

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

KE, RS, and AV contributed to the conception and design of the
study. LH wrote the first draft of the manuscript. KE and AV
contributed to the manuscript revision. MA performed the
statistical analysis. All authors contributed to the article and
approved the submitted version.

FUNDING

The work was funded under the JPM CBRN Medical contract
MCDC-17-04-001 and GS00Q140ADU402.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank B. Berté, C. Badorrek, D. Morrow, C. Bigger,
and A. Short for the critical review of the manuscript. We thank
the following technical staff, including but not limited to H.
Davis, K. Underwood, K. Coty, S. Miller, A. Puttmann, E.
Homan, E. Wilson, and J. Staugler. We thank M. Kalla for
vaccine manufacturing, N. Wulft for statistical analysis, and the
statistical assistance of L. Lin and B. Miller. Virus stock was
kindly provided by the CDC (EEEV), World Reference Center
for Emerging Viruses and Arboviruses at UTMB (VEEV INH-
9813, WEEV), and USAMRIID (VEEV TrD) and then additional
working stock was prepared at Battelle.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online
at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fimmu.2020.
598847/full#supplementary-material

SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURE 1 | Body Weight Changes after VEEV TrD, VEEV
INH-9813, WEEV Fleming, or EEEV V105-00210 Aerosol Challenge of Immunized
Mice. Ten mice per group were immunized (IM) twice (Day O and 28) with the
respective monovalent vaccine, Triple-Mix, Trivalent or TBS as indicated and then
exposed to an aerosolized dose of VEEV TrD (A), VEEV INH-9813 (B), WEEV (C), or
EEEV (D) on Day 42.

6. Lindsey NP, Martin SW, Staples JE, Fischer M. Notes from the Field:
Multistate Outbreak of Eastern Equine Encephalitis Virus — United States
2019. CDC Morbidity Mortality Weekly Rep (MMWR) Weekly (2020) 69
(2):50-1. doi: 10.15585/mmwr.mm6902a4

7. Hoke CH. History of U.S. Military Contributions to the Study of Viral
Encephalitis. Military Med (2005) 170(4):92. doi: 10.7205/MILMED.170.
45.92

8. Pittman PR, Makuch RS, Mangiafico JA, Cannon TL, Gibbs PH, Peters CJ.
Long-Term Duration of Detectable Neutralizing Antibodies After
Administration of Live-Attenuated VEE Vaccine and Following a Booster
Vaccination With Inactivated VEE Vaccine. Vaccine (1996) 14:337-43. doi:
10.1016/0264-410X(95)00168-Z

9. Mckinney RW, Berge TO, Sawyer WD, Tigertt WD. Crozier, D. Use of an
Attenuated Strain of Venezuelan Equine Encephalomyelitis Virus for

Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org

January 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 598847


https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fimmu.2020.598847/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fimmu.2020.598847/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1099/jgv.0.001072
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0025-7125(16)30270-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0025-7125(16)30270-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2009.08.023
https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.mm6902a4
https://doi.org/10.7205/MILMED.170.4S.92
https://doi.org/10.7205/MILMED.170.4S.92
https://doi.org/10.1016/0264-410X(95)00168-Z
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles

Henning et al.

Efficacy and Immunogenicity Against Alphaviruses

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Immunization in Man. Am J Trop Med Hyg (1963) 12:597-603. doi: 10.4269/
ajtmh.1963.12.597

Jahrling PB, Stephenson EH. Protective Efficacies of Live Attenuated and
Formaldehyde-Inactivated Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus Vaccines
Against Aerosol Challenge in Hamsters. J Clin Microbiol (1984) 19:429-31.
doi: 10.1128/JCM.19.3.429-431.1984

Paessler S, Weaver SC. Vaccines for Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis. Vaccine
(2009) 27(Suppl 4):D80-5. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.07.095

Spurgers KB, Glass PJ. Vaccine Development for Biothreat Alphaviruses.
] Bioterr Biodef (2011) 001:2157-526. doi: 10.4172/2157-2526.51-001

Mayr A, Munz E. Changes in the Vaccinia Virus Through Continuing
Passages in Chick Embryo Fibroblast Cultures. Zentralbl Bakteriol Orig
(1964) 195(1):24-35.

Mayr A, Stickl H, Muller K, Danner K, Singer H. The Smallpox Vaccination
Strain MVA: Marker, Genetic Structure, Experience Gained With the
Parenteral Vaccination and Behavior in Organisms With a Debilitated
Defence Mechanism (Author’s Transl). Zentralbl Bakteriol B (1978) 167(5-
6):375-90.

Suter M, Meisinger-Henschel C, Tzatzaris M, Hulsemann V, Lukassen S,
Waulff NH, et al. Modified Vaccinia Ankara Strains With Identical Coding
Sequences Actually Represent Complex Mixtures of Viruses That Determine
the Biological Properties of Each Strain. Vaccine (2009) 27(52):7442-50. doi:
10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.05.095

Stittelaar KJ, Kuiken T, De Swart RL, Van Amerongen G, Vos HW, Niesters
HG, et al. Safety of Modified Vaccinia Virus Ankara (MVA) in Immune-
Suppressed Macaques. Vaccine (2001) 19(27):3700-9. doi: 10.1016/S0264-
410X(01)00075-5

Frey SE, Winokur PL, Salata RA, El-Kamary SS, Turley CB, Walter EB, et al.
Safety and Immunogenicity of IMVAMUNE(R) Smallpox Vaccine Using
Different Strategies for a Post Event Scenario. Vaccine (2013) 31(29):3025-33.
doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2013.04.050

Frey SE, Winokur PL, Hill H, Goll JB, Chaplin P, Belshe RB. Phase II
Randomized, Double-Blinded Comparison of a Single High Dose (5x10(8)
TCID50) of Modified Vaccinia Ankara Compared to a Standard Dose (1x10
(8) TCID50) in Healthy Vaccinia-Naive Individuals. Vaccine (2014) 32
(23):2732-9. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2014.02.043

Greenberg RN, Overton ET, Haas DW, Frank I, Goldman M,
Von Krempelhuberm A, et al. Safety, Immunogenicity, and Surrogate
Markers of Clinical Efficacy for Modified Vaccinia Ankara as a Smallpox
Vaccine in HIV-Infected Subjects. ] Infect Dis (2013) 207(5):749-58. doi:
10.1093/infdis/jis753

Greenberg RN, Hurley MY, Dinh DV, Mraz S, Vera JG, Von Bredow D, et al.
A Multicenter, Open-Label, Controlled Phase II Study to Evaluate Safety and
Immunogenicity of MVA Smallpox Vaccine (IMVAMUNE) in 18-40 Year
Old Subjects With Diagnosed Atopic Dermatitis. PloS One (2015) 10(10):
E0138348. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0138348

Vollmar J, Arndtz N, Eckl KM, Thomsen T, Petzold B, Mateo L, et al. Safety
and Immunogenicity of IMVAMUNE, a Promising Candidate as a Third
Generation Smallpox Vaccine. Vaccine (2006) 24(12):2065-70. doi: 10.1016/
j.vaccine.2005.11.022

Von Krempelhuber A, Vollmar J, Pokorny R, Rapp P, Wulff N, Petzold B, et al.
A Randomized, Double-Blind, Dose-Finding Phase II Study to Evaluate
Immunogenicity and Safety of the Third Generation Smallpox Vaccine
Candidate IMVAMUNE. Vaccine (2010) 28(5):1209-16. doi: 10.1016/
j.vaccine.2009.11.030

Harrer E, Bauerle M, Ferstl B, Chaplin P, Petzold B, Mateo L, et al.
Therapeutic Vaccination of HIV-1-Infected Patients on HAART With a
Recombinant HIV-1 Nef-Expressing MVA: Safety, Immunogenicity and
Influence on Viral Load During Treatment Interruption. Antivir Ther
(2005) 10(2):285-300.

Frey SE, Newman FK, Kennedy JS, Sobek V, Ennis FA, Hill H, et al. Clinical
and Immunologic Responses to Multiple Doses of IMVAMUNE (Modified
Vaccinia Ankara) Followed by Dryvax Challenge. Vaccine (2007) 25
(51):8562-73. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2007.10.017

Overton ET, Lawrence SJ, Wagner E, Nopora K, Rosch S, Young P, et al.
Immunogenicity and Safety of Three Consecutive Production Lots of the Non
Replicating Smallpox Vaccine MVA: a Randomised, Double Blind, Placebo

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

Controlled Phase III Trial. PloS One (2018) 13(4):E0195897. doi: 10.1371/
journal.pone.0195897

Pittman PR, Hahn M, Lee HS, Koca C, Samy N, Schmidt D, et al. Phase 3
Efficacy Trial of Modified Vaccinia Ankara as a Vaccine Against Smallpox.
N Engl ] Med (2019) 381(20):1897-908. doi: 10.1056/NE]Moal817307
Samy N, Reichhardt D, Schmidt D, Chen LM, Silbernagl G, Vidojkovic S, et al.
Safety and Immunogenicity of Novel Modified Vaccinia Ankara-Vectored
RSV Vaccine: a Randomized Phase I Clinical Trial. Vaccine (2020) 38:2608-
19. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2020.01.055

Hu W-G, Steigerwald R, Kalla M, Volkmann A, Noll D, Nagata LP. Protective
Efficacy of Monovalent and Trivalent Recombinant MVA-Based Vaccines
Against Three Encephalitic Alphaviruses. Vaccine (2018) 36(34):5194-203.
doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2018.06.064

Bennett AM, Elvin SJ, Wright AJ, Jones SM, Phillpotts RJ. an Immunological
Profile of Balb/C Mice Protected From Airborne Challenge Following
Vaccination With a Live Attenuated Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus
Vaccine. Vaccine (2000) 19(2-3):337-47. doi: 10.1016/S0264-410X(00)00123-7
Reed DS, Lind CM, Lackemeyer MG, Sullivan LJ, Pratt WD, Parker MD.
Genetically Engineered, Live, Attenuated Vaccines Protect Nonhuman
Primates Against Aerosol Challenge With a Virulent IE Strain of
Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus. Vaccine (2005) 23(24):3139-47. doi:
10.1016/j.vaccine.2004.12.023

Roy CJ, Adams AP, Wang E, Leal G, Seymour RL, Sivasubramani SK, et al. A
Chimeric Sindbis-Based Vaccine Protects Cynomolgus Macaques Against a
Lethal Aerosol Challenge of Eastern Equine Encephalitis Virus. Vaccine
(2013) 31(11):1464-70. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2013.01.014

Schmaljohn AL, Johnson ED, Dalrymple JM, Cole GA. Non-Neutralizing
Monoclonal Antibodies Can Prevent Lethal Alphavirus Encephalitis. Nature
(1982) 297(5861):70-2. doi: 10.1038/297070a0

Warren R, Lockman H, Barnewall R, Krile R, Blanco OB, Vasconcelos D, et al.
Cynomolgus Macaque Model for Pneumonic Plague. Microb Pathog (2011) 50
(1):12-22. doi: 10.1016/j.micpath.2010.10.002

Calisher CH, Sasso DR, Sather GE. Possible Evidence for Interference With
Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus Vaccination of Equines by Pre-Existing
Antibody to Eastern or Western Equine Encephalitis Virus, or Both. Appl
Microbiol (1973) 26(4):485-8. doi: 10.1128/AEM.26.4.485-488.1973

Pittman PR, Liu CT, Cannon TL, Mangiafico JA, Gibbs PH. Immune
Interference After Sequential Alphavirus Vaccine Vaccinations. Vaccine
(2009) 27(36):4879-82. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.02.090

Reisler RB, Gibbs PH, Danner DK, Boudreau EF. Immune Interference in the
Setting of Same-Day Administration of Two Similar Inactivated Alphavirus
Vaccines: Eastern Equine and Western Equine Encephalitis. Vaccine (2012) 30
(50):7271-7. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2012.09.049

Brooke CB, Deming DJ, Whitmore AC, White LJ, Johnston RE. T Cells
Facilitate Recovery From Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus-Induced
Encephalomyelitis in the Absence of Antibody. J Virol (2010) 84(9):4556—
68. doi: 10.1128/JV1.02545-09

Paessler S, Yun NE, Judy BM, Dziuba N, Zacks MA, Grund AH, et al. Alpha-
Beta T Cells Provide Protection Against Lethal Encephalitis in the Murine
Model of VEEV Infection. Virology (2007) 367(2):307-23. doi: 10.1016/
j.virol.2007.05.041

Yun NE, Peng B-H, Bertke AS, Borisevich V, Smith JK, Smith JN, et al. CD4+
T Cells Provide Protection Against Acute Lethal Encephalitis Caused by
Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus. Vaccine (2009) 27(30):4064-73. doi:
10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.04.015

Dupuy LC, Richards MJ, Ellefsen B, Chau L, Luxembourg A, Hannaman D,
et al. A DNA Vaccine for Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus Delivered by
Intramuscular Electroporation Elicits High Levels of Neutralizing Antibodies
in Multiple Animal Models and Provides Protective Immunity to Mice
and Nonhuman Primates. CVI (2011) 18(5):707-16. doi: 10.1128/
CVI1.00030-11

Reed DS, Glass PJ, Bakken RR, Barth JF, Lind CM, Da Silva L, et al. Combined
Alphavirus Replicon Particle Vaccine Induces Durable and Cross-Protective
Immune Responses Against Equine Encephalitis Viruses. J Virol (2014) 88
(20):12077-86. doi: 10.1128/JV1.01406-14

Hart MK, Lind C, Bakken R, Robertson M, Tammariello R, Ludwig GV. Onset
and Duration of Protective Immunity to IA/IB and IE Strains of Venezuelan

Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org

January 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 598847


https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.1963.12.597
https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.1963.12.597
https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.19.3.429-431.1984
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.07.095
https://doi.org/10.4172/2157-2526.S1-001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.05.095
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0264-410X(01)00075-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0264-410X(01)00075-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2013.04.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2014.02.043
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jis753
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0138348
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2005.11.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2005.11.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.11.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.11.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2007.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0195897
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0195897
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1817307
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2020.01.055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2018.06.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0264-410X(00)00123-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2004.12.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2013.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1038/297070a0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2010.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.26.4.485-488.1973
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.02.090
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2012.09.049
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02545-09
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virol.2007.05.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virol.2007.05.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2009.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1128/CVI.00030-11
https://doi.org/10.1128/CVI.00030-11
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01406-14
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles

Henning et al.

Efficacy and Immunogenicity Against Alphaviruses

Equine Encephalitis Virus in Vaccinated Mice. Vaccine (2001) 20(3-4):616—
22. doi: 10.1016/50264-410X(01)00337-1

Hunt AR, Short WA, Johnson AJ, Bolin RA, Roehrig JT. Synthetic Peptides of
the E2 Glycoprotein of Venezuelan Equine Encephalomyelitis Virus. II.
Antibody to the Amino Terminus Protects Animals by Limiting Viral
Replication. Virology (1991) 185(1):281-90. doi: 10.1016/0042-6822(91)
90775-7

Elvin SJ, Bennett AM, Phillpotts R]. Role for Mucosal Immune Responses and
Cell-Mediated Immune Functions in Protection From Airborne Challenge
With Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus. ] Med Virol (2002) 67(3):384-93.
doi: 10.1002/jmv.10086

Phillpotts R], Jones LD, Howard SC. Monoclonal Antibody Protects Mice
Against Infection and Disease When Given Either Before or Up to 24 H After
Airborne Challenge With Virulent Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus.
Vaccine (2002) 20(11-12):1497-504. doi: 10.1016/S0264-410X(01)00505-9

43.

44.

45.

Conflict of Interest: KE, RS, and AV are employees of Bavarian Nordic GmbH,
Germany. RS is an inventor on pending patent applications of Bavarian Nordic
A/S, Denmark.

The remaining authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of
any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential
conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2021 Henning, Endt, Steigerwald, Anderson and Volkmann. 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) and the copyright owner(s) 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.

Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org

January 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 598847


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0264-410X(01)00337-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6822(91)90775-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0042-6822(91)90775-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmv.10086
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0264-410X(01)00505-9
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles

	A Monovalent and Trivalent MVA-Based Vaccine Completely Protects Mice Against Lethal Venezuelan, Western, and Eastern Equine Encephalitis Virus Aerosol Challenge
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Animals
	Study Design
	Inhalation Challenge
	Clinical Evaluation
	Neutralization Assay
	Enzyme Linked ImmunoSpot Assay
	Viremia Assessment
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Homologous Protection After Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus (Trinidad Donkey) Aerosol Challenge
	Heterologous Protection After Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis Virus (INH-9813), Western Equine Encephalitis Virus (Fleming), and Eastern Equine Encephalitis Virus (V105-00210) Aerosol Challenge

	Discussion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary Material
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages false
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 1
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU (T&F settings for black and white printer PDFs 20081208)
  >>
  /ExportLayers /ExportVisibleLayers
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName ([High Resolution])
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


