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ABSTRACT 
In this study, we investigate the potential for oral Lactobacilli (LB) to afford innate protection against nasopha- 
ryngeal coloniser Neisseria meningitidis serogroup B (NmB), which causes the bulk of UK meningococcal disease. 
Oral isolates of L. plantarum, L. salivarious, L. casei, L. rhamnosus, L. gasseri and gut probiotic L. rhamnosus GG 
were assessed for their ability to suppress nasopharyngeal epithelial inflammatory responses to pathogenic NmB. 
The specificity of attenuation was examined using TLR 2 ligand, Pam3Cys, and early response cytokine IL1β; 
and the mechanism of attenuation was explored using heat-killed organisms and conditioned medium. Pro-in- 
flammatory IL-6 and TNFα cytokine secretion was quantified by ELISA and associated cell death was quantified 
by PI staining and LDH release. NmB adhesion, invasion and metabolism were determined using standard gen- 
tamicin protection with viable counts, and bioluminescence, respectively. L. plantarum and L. salivarious sup- 
pressed IL-6 and TNFα secretions from NmB-infected epithelial cells. LB did not need to be alive and could sup- 
press using secretions, which were independent of TLR2 or IL1β receptor signalling. L. plantarum, in particular, 
reduced NmB-induced necrotic cell death of epithelial monolayers. Like L. salivarious, it significantly inhibited 
NmB adhesion but uniquely L. plantarum abolished NmB invasion. Using bioluminescence as a reporter of pa- 
thogen metabolism, L. plantarum and its secretions were found to inhibit NmB metabolism during cell invasion 
assays. We conclude that oral L. plantarum and its secretions could be used to help reduce the burden of menin- 
gococcal disease by removing the intracellular nasopharyngeal reservoir of NmB. 
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1. Introduction 
The Gram-negative bacterium Neisseria meningitidis 
(Nm) is one of the main etiologic agents of bacterial me- 
ningitis and septicaemia [1]. It is associated with a sig- 
nificant mortality and has a case fatality rate of 10% [2] 
reaching up to 55% in patients with fulminant septicae-  

mia [3]. Despite significant progress made in the man- 
agement of patients and the availability of vaccines 
against serogroups A, C, Y and W135, serogroup B 
(NmB) disease remains a major public health problem in 
the UK, Europe and the Australias, accounting for 85% - 
90% of meningococcal disease cases in the UK [4].  

Nasopharyngeal carriage of Nm has a population pre- 
valence of between 5% and 40%, with the highest rates *Corresponding author. 
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of carriage in teenagers, household contacts and military 
recruits [5,6]. In comparison to carriage, disease inci- 
dence is relatively rare. One of the factors associated 
with the relatively low disease prevalence is carriage of 
commensals, such as N. lactamica, in the nasopharyngeal 
mucosa [7,8]. In support of these studies, we have more 
recently shown that N. lactamica induces secretion of 
broadly protective innate IgM [9] and suppresses in- 
flammation during NmB infection of nasopharyngeal 
cells in vitro using a toll-like receptor 2 (TLR2)-depen- 
dent signalling mechanism [10].  

In addition to N. lactamica, other species of commen- 
sal lactic acid-producing bacteria have been isolated from 
the upper respiratory tract (URT) [11-15], including sev- 
eral Lactobacillus (LB) species [11,12,16,17]. Although 
some LB strains are reported to exhibit direct antimi- 
crobial properties against oral pathogens [11,12], no stu- 
dies to our knowledge have determined the protective in- 
fluence of oropharyngeal-derived LB isolates against pa- 
thogenic NmB. Studies on LB isolates from the gut [18] 
and urogenital tract [19-22], however, show that they can 
promote local barrier function and reduce inflammation 
[18-21], reduce N. gonnorhoea adhesion [22], E. coli K1 
invasion [23] and Group A streptococcal cytotoxicty [24]. 
In this study, we have evaluated for the first time the in- 
fluence of a panel of oropharyngeal-derived LB isolates, 
with known antimicrobial properties [11,12], and eva- 
luated their potential to afford innate immune protection 
to nasopharyngeal derived epithelial cells; against the na- 
sopharyngeal coloniser and Gram negative pathogen, 
NmB. 

2. Material & Methods 
2.1. Bacterial Isolates and Culture Conditions 
NmB strain MC58 was cultured from frozen stocks on 
HBHI agar and enumerated as previously [10]. LB were 
obtained from the National Collection of Industrial, Ma- 
rine and Food Bacteria (NCIMB) and include the oral 
isolates L. casei subsp.casei (NCIMB 8822), L. gasseri 
(NCIMB 8819), L. plantarum (NCIMB 8825), L. saliva- 
rius subsp. salivarius (NCIMB 11975), L. rhamnosus 
(NCIMB 6375) [11,16,25-27]; and the gastro-intestinal 
isolate L. rhamnosus GG [28]. LB strains were grown in 
MRS broth overnight in a shaking incubator at 37˚C. 
Bacteria were re-suspended in PBS-B (replete with cal- 
cium and magnesium) and infectious dose adjusted as 
required (OD 0.2 at 600 nm ≈ 2.5 × 107 cfu per ml). 

2.2. Nasopharyngeal Cell Line 
A human nasopharyngeal epithelial cell line, Detroit 562 
(ATCC CCL 138, ECACC 87042205), was grown as de- 
scribed elsewhere but in the absence of antibiotics [29]. 
Cells were used at 80% - 90% confluence and between 

passage numbers 3 to 10 in all experiments. 

2.3. Preparation of Heat Killed Bacteria and  
Pre-Conditioned Media 

Bacteria were inactivated by heating to 65˚C for 30 min 
in PBS-B. Inactivation was confirmed by overnight cul- 
ture in MRS broth and performing viable counts. Pre- 
conditioned media was generated from LB grown in 
complete assay medium (M199 + 2% FCS + HEPES) at 
37˚C for 6 h in the presence of Detroit 562 cells at the 
concentration of 200 bacteria/cell, or multiplicity of in- 
fection (MOI) 200. Bacteria were removed by centrifu- 
gation (15 min, 4000 × g) and the supernatant was steri- 
lized by filtration (0.2 μm), adjusted to pH 7.2 with 0.1 
M NaOH, and stored at −20˚C until use. 

2.4. Preparation of Bioluminescent N.  
meningitidis Strain MC58 

Plasmid pLKMP, described elsewhere [30], was used to 
Lux-transform NmB into a bioluminescent organism. In 
brief, spot overlay assays were performed with NmB 
overlaid onto a dried spot of plasmid DNA (1 µg) on 
HBHI agar, which was then incubated for 24 hours at 
37˚C and 5% CO2. Transformed bacteria were picked 
and subsequently re-selected using HBHI agar containing 
150 µg/mL kanamycin. The resultant bacterial isolates 
were confirmed to be NmB using colony morphology, 
gram-stain and differential biochemical tests. Lux-MC58 
was confirmed to have no growth advantage or disadvan- 
tage over wild-type MC58 by analysis of viable counts 
(cfu/ml) and optical density over time. Lux-MC58 was 
confirmed to have no adhesion or invasion advantage or 
disadvantage over wild-type MC58 by standard gentami- 
cin protection assay (not shown) [31]. 

2.5. Cytokine Induction Assays 

Cells (105 cells per well) were pre-incubated with live 
LB at a multiplicity of infection of 2-200 bacterial per 
cell (MOI 2, 20, 200), heat-killed LB (MOI 20) or condi- 
tioned media (0.1ppu or 10%) for 3 h and then challenged 
with NmB (MOI 200), TLR2 ligand PAM3Cys (100 
ng/mL), or early response cytokine IL-1β (10 ng/mL), for 
an additional 3 hrs at 37˚C and 5% CO2. Cells were wa- 
shed and cultured for a further 18 h in media containing 
gentamicin (200 µg/mL), supplemented with IL1-1β or 
Pam3Cys as required. Supernatants were filtered (0.2 µm) 
and stored at −80˚C until ready for testing by ELISA, as 
previously described [10]. 

2.6. Determination of Cytotoxicity 
Cell monolayers were pre-incubated with LB (MOI 2, 20, 
200) for 3 hrs and challenged with NmB (MOI 200) for 
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additional 3 hrs, as previously. Cells were washed and in- 
cubated in M199 containing gentamicin (at 200 µg/ml) 
but without phenol red for a further 18 h. Plates were 
centrifuged and supernatants collected for assessment of 
extracellular lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) activity, as a 
measure of cellular necrosis [32], according to the man- 
ufacturers’ instructions (Roche Applied Science, UK). 
Monolayers were then stained with 5 µg/mL propidium 
iodide [33] and read on a fluorescence microplate reader 
with excitation at 540 and emission at 620 nm (Fluostar 
Optima, BMG Labtech). Triton-X (0.1%) and Saponin 
(1%) were used as positive control treatments. Untreated 
cells were used as negative controls. 

2.7. Adhesion and Invasion—Standard  
Gentamicin Protection Assay 

The number of total cell-associated bacteria (adhesion 
and invasion) was determined using standard gentamicin 
protection assay [31]. In brief, confluent monolayers of 
Detroit 562 cells, were challenged with LB strains (MOI 
200) in M199 containing 2% FCS and incubated for 3 hrs 
in a humidified incubator at 37˚C and 5% CO2. Cells were 
then washed with Hanks balanced salt solution, lysed in 
1% saponin for 10 min, and plated on MRS agar to de- 
termine the total number of cell-associated LB bacteria. 

To enumerate the intracellular bacteria, cells were 
challenged for 3 h and incubated with gentamicin (200 
μg/mL) for 90 min to kill the extracellular bacteria prior 
to saponin treatment. The minimum inhibitory concen- 
tration of gentamicin for all isolates was previously con- 
firmed as less than or equal to 100 μg/mL. Controls were 
performed to determine the amount of bacterial growth 
during the 3 h assay and the amount of bacteria sticking 
to the side of the wells, which was then subtracted from 
adhesion and invasion values. Subtraction of the intra- 
cellular bacteria from the cell-associated bacteria gives 
the total number of adherent bacteria. 

To examine LB-induced protection against NmB ad- 
hesion and invasion, cells were pre-incubated for 3 h 
with L. plantarum or L. salivarious (MOI 200) prior to 
NmB challenge (MOI 200) for additional 3 h, as above, 
or co-incubated together for 3 h. Cells were treated with 
gentamicin and lysed in 1% saponin, as previously. NmB 
and LB were cultured on HBHI plates for 24 - 48 hrs at 
37˚C in 5% CO2 and colony counts were performed. 
Bacterial counts for LB were determined on MRS plates. 
These values were subtracted from total colony counts on 
HBHI plates to give NmB counts. Direct inhibition of me- 
ningococcal growth by LB on the HBHI plates was ruled 
out using standard spot-dilution assays. 

2.8. Bacterial metabolism—Bioluminescence  
Assay 

Using Lux-transformed NmB, we analysed the ability of 

L. plantarum, L. salivarious (MOI 20), heat-killed or- 
ganisms (MOI 20), or conditioned media (0.1 ppu) to 
inhibit light emission and thus metabolism of NmB (MOI 
200) over time [34]. A Floustar Optima (BMG Labtech) 
was used to record the light output and maintain the 
plates at 37˚C and in 5% CO2. 

NmB-Lux was used to examine the effect of LB on 
NmB metabolism in the presence and absence of cells. A 
standard gentamicin protection assay was performed, ex- 
cept that Detroit 562 cells were grown in 96-well black- 
sided tissue culture plates (Genetix). Cells were pre-treat- 
ed with LB (MOI 20), heat-killed LB (MOI 20) or condi- 
tioned media (0.1ppu) for 3 hrs prior to incubation with 
bioluminescent NmB (MOI 200). As previously, genta- 
micin was added 3 h after NmB-Lux to kill extracellular 
bacteria and 1% saponin was added at 4.5 h to allow kill- 
ing of the intracellular bacteria by the antibiotic. Differ- 
ences in light output pre- and 1.5 h post-saponin treat- 
ment were used to reflect the levels of metabolising in- 
tracellular NmB. 

2.9. Statistical Analysis 

For comparison of MC58 responses in the presence of 
increasing doses of each of the different LB strains (L. 
caseii, L. gasseri, L. plantarum, L. salivarious, L. rham- 
nosus, L. rhamnosus-GG) One-way ANOVA analysis of 
variance were performed. For comparison of MC58 res- 
ponses in the presence and absence of different LB 
strains (L. caseii, L. plantarum, L. salivarious), condition- 
ed media or heat-killed organisms (CM, HK) paired stu- 
dent t-tests were performed, with Bonferroni correction 
for multiple testing. All experiments were performed in 
at least three independent experiments and each of these 
was performed in triplicate. 

3. Results 
3.1. LB Show a Differential Ability to Attenuate  

Epithelial Inflammation in Nasopharyngeal  
Epithelial Cells 

NmB strain MC58 strongly induced IL-6 secretion (400 - 
500 pg/ml) and moderately induced TNF-α (20 pg/ml) 
from nasopharyngeal derived Detroit 562 epithelial cells 
(Figure 1). In contrast commensal LB strains (oral iso- 
lates L. casei subsp. Casei, L. gasseri, L. plantarum, L. 
salivarius subsp. Salivarius, L. rhamnosus and gut isolate 
L. rhamnosus GG) only weakly stimulated IL-6 (<10 
pg/ml) and TNF-α (5 - 10 pg/ml) secretion from these 
cells. Importantly oral L. plantarum and L. salivarius 
were able to attenuate NmB induced IL-6 and TNF-α du- 
ring co-culture by approximately 50% - 70% compared 
with NmB alone. Attenuation was apparent whether L. 
plantarum and L. salivarius were lower or equiva-  
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Figure 1. L. plantarum and L. salivarious attenuate NmB-induced IL-6 and TNF-α secretion. Detroit 562 nasopharyngeal cells 
were pre-incubated with Lactobacilli for 3 h (at a multiplicity of infection or moi of 2, 20, 200 bacteria per cell) and then chal- 
lenged for 3 h with NmB strain MC58 (at moi 200). Cells were washed and cultured for 21 h with antibiotics. Cytokines IL-6 
and TNF-α were quantified in cell culture supernatants by ELISA. Cells challenged with NmB (MC58) alone were compared 
with those pre-treated with Lactobacilli. The data represent mean values ±SEM from three independent experiments each 
performed in triplicate. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001. 
 
lent in concentration to NmB (*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P 
< 0.001). In contrast the gut-associated LB strain L. 
rhamnosus GG and oral strain L. rhamnosus were unable 
to attenuate IL-6 and TNF-α response in NmB-infected 
nasopharyngeal epithelial cells. Modest reductions were 
demonstrated with oral strains L. casei and L. gasseri 
these were not statistically significant. 

3.2. Conditioned Media from L. plantarum and L. 
salivarius Are Sufficient to Attenuate  
NmB-Induced Inflammation 

Heat-killed (HK) L. casei, L. plantarum and L. salivarius 
significantly attenuated IL-6 responses induced by NmB 
(Figure 2), albeit to differing degrees (20%, P < 0.01 – 
60%, P < 0.05), demonstrating that LB viability is not 
essential for attenuation of inflammation by these spp. 
Conditioned media (CM) containing secretions from live 
L. plantarum and L. salivarius but not L. casei were also 
found to strongly attenuate the IL-6 response induced by 
NmB by 42% (P < 0.001) - 62% (P < 0.05), which we 
suggest contributes to the strong ability of these strains to 
attenuate in live co-cultures. 

3.3. Live and Heat Killed LB Strains but Not  
LB-Conditioned Media Are Able to  
Attenuate Inflammation Induced via TLR-2 

The specificity of the observed anti-inflammatory effect 
was further evaluated by stimulating cells with the TLR- 
2 ligand Pam3Cys (100 ng/ml) in the presence and ab- 
sence of LB. There was a marked reduction (60% - 75%) 
in secretion of IL-6 when cells were treated with live L. 
plantarum (P < 0.001), L. salivarius (P < 0.01) or L. ca- 
sei (P < 0.01) prior to stimulation with Pam3Cys (Figure 3) 
but not when treated with the early response cytokine 
IL-1β (10 ng/ml) (not shown). Significant IL-6 attenua- 
tion was also evident from Pam3Cys-stimulated cells 
when co-cultured with heat-killed L. plantarum or L. sa- 
livarius (P < 0.05) but not with L. casei, or conditioned 
media from either organism (changes were non-signifi- 
cant), suggesting that conditioned medium from L. plan- 
tarum or L. salivarius attenuates inflammation through a 
TLR-2 independent mechanism. 

3.4. LB Strains Are Able to Inhibit  
NmB-Induced Necrotic Cell Death 

NmB is cytotoxic to epithelial cells [35] and has been  
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Figure 2. Heat-killed LB and conditioned media from L. plantarum and L. salivarious also attenuate NmB-induced inflamma- 
tion. Detroit 562 cells were pre-incubated with heat-killed Lactobacilli (HK, moi-20), or conditioned media, (CM, 0.1 part per 
unit in M199 with 2% FCS, pH = 7.2) and challenged with NmB strain MC58 (moi 200). IL-6 was quantified in cell culture 
supernatants by ELISA. Cytokine levels from cells challenged with NmB alone were compared with those pre-treated with 
Lactobacilli. The data represent mean values ±SEM from three independent experiments each performed in triplicate. *p < 
0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001. 
 

 
Figure 3. Live LB but not LB conditioned media attenuate inflammation induced through TLR-2 receptor. Detroit 562 cells 
pre-treated with live LB, heat killed LB (moi-20), or conditioned media (0.1 ppu) for 3 hrs prior to challenge with the TLR2 
ligand Pam3Cys (100 ng/ml), or IL1β (10 ng/ml). Cytokines were quantified from supernatants generated over 21 h of culture 
using ELISA. Cytokine levels from cells challenged with Pam3Cys or IL1β alone were compared with those pre-treated with 
LB. The data represent mean values ±SEM from three independent experiments each performed in triplicate (*p < 0.05, **p < 
0.01, ***p < 0.001). 
 
reported to induce cell necrosis in other cell types [36], 
which is associated with induction of inflammation and 
weakening of the mucosal barrier function. We therefore 
examined nasopharyngeal epithelial cells for necrotic cell 
death in response to NmB infection and potential cyto- 
protection afforded by LB. NmB induced a low but sig- 
nificant level of necrotic cell death in Detroit 562 mono- 

layers following 3 h challenge and 21 h culture, which was 
NmB dose dependent (P < 0.001) (Figure 4), and equiv- 
alent to death of approximately 5% - 8% of cells. LB 
strains alone were not cytotoxic to these cells (data not 
shown). Culture of cells with NmB in the presence of L. 
plantarum, L. salivarius or L. casei, however, led to a 
significant reduction in NmB-induced necrosis, as deter-   
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Figure 4. LB strains, particularly L. plantarum, inhibit NmB-induced necrotic cell death. Detroit 562 cells were pre-incubated 
with Lactobacilli (at moi-200) before co-incubation with a range of NmB doses (moi 2, 20, 200, 2000). Cytotoxicity was meas- 
ured by propidium iodide staining of cells in situ after 24 hr culture and staining intensity was quantified by plate reader 
giving values in mean fluorescence units (MFU). The enzyme activity of cytosolic lactate dehyrogenase was also quantified 
from cell culture supernatants and expressed as a percentage of the positive control value to give percentage cytotoxicity. The 
data represent mean values ±SEM from three independent experiments each performed in triplicate (*p < 0.05). Triton-X 
treated cells were used as a positive control. 
 
mined by propidium iodide staining (P < 0.05). Using 
lactate dehydrogenase enzyme release as an alternative 
and more direct measure of cell necrosis, only L. planta- 
rum was significantly able to reduce necrotic cell death 
in nasopharyngeal derived epithelial cells challenged with 
NmB (P < 0.05). 

3.5. L. plantarum Inhibits Adhesion to and  
Invasion of Nasopharyngeal Epithelial Cells  
by NmB 

We postulated that the differential protection afforded by 
LB strains may be related to their ability to adhere to na- 
sopharyngeal epithelial cells and interfere with the adhe-
sion and invasion of NmB. Using standard gentamicin 
protection and viable counts [31] we demonstrated that 
LB isolates, including the gut isolate L. rhamnosus GG, 
were readily able to adhere to Detroit 562 epithelial cells 
at levels of approximately 1 to 2 bacteria per cell, or 1% 
of inoculum (Figure 5(a), grey fill). In comparison L. 
salivarius and L. rhamnosus were roughly 10 fold less 
adherent and L. rhamnosus, in particular, was less able to 
grow in culture medium over the period of the experi- 
ment than the other isolates (Figure 5(a), black fill). 
Only L. casei, L. rhamnosus GG and L. plantarum were 

found to invade nasopharyngeal epithelial cells, albeit to 
variable degrees (equivalent to 1.68, 0.86 and 15 per 
1000 epithelial cells, respectively) (Figure 5(a), white 
fill).  

In contrast to LB, NmB demonstrated adhesion levels 
of approximately 10 bacteria per cell (10% - 20% of in- 
oculum) and invasion levels of 2 bacteria per 100 cells, 
similar to L. plantarum (Figure 5(b), black fill). Co- in- 
cubation of cells with L. plantarum (MC58 + L. plan- ta- 
rum) or L. salivarius (MC58 + L. salivarious) reduced 
NmB adhesion to Detroit 562 cells by 65% and 87% re- 
spectively (Figure 5(b) and c, grey fill). L. plantarum 
inhibited recovery of live intracellular NmB by 93% 
(Figure 5(b), grey fill), where as L. salivarious inhibited 
recovery by 65% (Figure 5(c), grey fill). In bacteria only 
controls, NmB growth was also reduced by 43% in the 
presence of L. plantarum but not L. salivarious (not 
shown). 

3.6. L. plantarum, L. salivarius and Conditioned  
Media from L. plantarum Inhibit NmB  
Metabolism 

The influence of L. plantarum and L. salivarius on NmB 
was further explored using Lux-transformed NmB, which  
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Figure 5. L. plantarum and L. salivarious inhibit NmB adhesion and invasion of nasopharyngeal epithelium. (a) The ability of 
the different LB strains to adhere and invade nasopharyngeal epithelial cells was determined using standard gentamicin pro- 
tection assay and viable counts. Monolayers of Detroit 562 cells were incubated with each LB strain (moi 200) for 3 hrs. The 
dotted line represents the limit of detection of the assay. Data represent means ±SEM from three independent experiments, 
each performed in triplicate. (b) The number of NmB adhering and invading epithelial cells in the presence (grey fill) and 
absence of L. plantarum (black fill). (c) The number of NmB adhering and invading epithelial cells in the presence (grey fill) 
and absence of L. salivarious (black fill). In (b) and (c) Detroit 562 cells were pre-incubated with LB for 3 h (moi 200) and 
challenged for a further 3 h with NmB (moi 200). Data represent means of two independent experiments each performed in 
triplicate. 
 
emits light in the visible spectrum and is a highly sensi- 
tive reporter of bacterial metabolism that can be moni- 
tored in real-time [34]. In bacteria only controls, light 
output from NmB-Lux was reduced to background levels 
within 3 - 6 hrs of co-culture with live L. plantarum or L. 
salivarius (Figures 6(a) and (b), P < 0.001, open circles). 
Conditioned media from L. plantarum reduced light out- 
put, by 60% within an hour (P < 0.05) and maintained 
this level of reduction over the 12 h time course of study 
(Figure 6(a), inverted triangles). In contrast no reduction 
in NmB-Lux light output was observed with heat-killed 
L. plantarum (closed squares), heat-killed L. salivarius 
(Figure 6(b), closed squares) or conditioned media from 
L. salivarius (Figure 6(b), inverted triangles). 

3.7. L. plantarum and Conditioned Media Inhibit  
the Detection of Metabolising Intracellular  
NmB 

Crucially we next examined the effects of LB on NmB 
metabolism during host epithelial cell invasion, using a 
standard gentamicin protection assay [31] but measuring 
light output rather than viable counts [34]. Cells were in- 
cubated with bioluminescent NmB for 3 h then treated 
with gentamicin to kill the extracellular bacteria, so that 
the light remaining represents metabolising bacteria that 
have invaded the epithelial cells. Light output from intra- 
cellular NmB was almost completely absent in the cells 
pre-incubated with live L. plantarum compared to cells  
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Figure 6. L. plantarum and its conditioned media inhibits NmB metabolism directly and during epithelial cell invasion. (a) 
The direct effect of live L. plantarum (moi 200), heat-killed (HK) or conditioned media (CM, 0.1ppu) on NmB metabolism 
(moi 200) was determined in microbial co-cultures by measuring light output from MC58 lux+ over time. (b) The effects of L. 
salivarius (live, HK, CM) on NmB was similarly determined and representative experiments are shown. (c) The effects of L. 
plantarum, HK and CM on NmB metabolism during epithelial cell invasion were determined using a standard gentamicin 
protection assay but measuring light output from MC58 lux+ as the endpoint. Epithelial cells were pre-incubated with L. 
plantarum, HK or CM and challenged 3h later with NmB lux+. (d) Cells were pre-incubated with live L. salivarius, HK, or 
CM, and challenged with NmB as above. Data for (c) and (d) represent means of three independent experiments each per- 
formed in triplicate (*P < 0.05, ***P < 0.001). 
 
treated with NmB alone (Figure 6(c), P < 0.001), mir-
roring results from the gentamicin protection assay. Us-
ing this more sensitive assay, a significant reduction in 
light output was also observed (60%) when cells were pre- 
treated with conditioned medium from L. plantarum (P < 
0.05) but no reduction was afforded by pre-incubation 
with heat-killed L. plantarum. Live L. salivarious reduc- 
ed light output by approximately 40%, again mirroring 
results from the standard gentamicin protection assay. In 
contrast, neither heat-killed L. salivarious, nor condition- 
ed media from L. salivarious, was able to significantly 
reduce intracellular NmB light output (Figure 6(d)). 

4. Discussion 
4.1. Rationale for Study Design 
In this study we describe for the first time how oropha- 
ryngeal isolates of LB differentially affect innate immune 
responses at the nasopharyngeal epithelium and afford 
protection against an important URT pathogen, NmB.  

Five oropharyngeal isolates (L. salivarious, L. casei, L. 
plantarum, L. rhamnosus, L. gasseri) were selected for 
their antimicrobial activity against oral pathogens in other 
studies [11], whilst the well-studied gut probiotic L. rham- 
nosus GG [28], which has been reported to protect against 
inflammatory colitis [37,38], was selected for initial com- 
parison. 

4.2. Inflammation 

Our results highlight that, in contrast to gut derived L. 
rhamnosus GG, oropharyngeal isolates LB can signifi- 
cantly protect nasopharyngeal derived epithelium from 
excessive IL-6 release during NmB infection (Figure 1). 
Like other commensals [10] LB were able to attenuate 
inflammation mediated through TLR-2 receptor on na- 
sopharyngeal epithelial cells (Figure 3, not all shown), 
as in other tissues [39]. Only L. plantarum and L. saliva- 
rious, however, were able to significantly attenuate both 
IL-6 and TNF-α responses (Figure 1) and none of the LB  
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was able to attenuate responses to the early response pro- 
inflammatory cytokine IL1-β. These results highlight a 
strain and stimulus-dependent protection by LB, which 
we suggest is enhanced for L. plantarum and L. saliva- 
rious against NmB by a factor secreted in their condi- 
tioned medium (Figure 2). In our study inflammatory at- 
tenuation by their conditioned medium was largely inde- 
pendent of TLR-2 (Figure 3), in contrast to others [40], 
so is unlikely to involve LB lipoteichoic acid, which can 
be shed in vesicles by some strains [41] and is highly an- 
ti-inflammatory [42,43]. 

4.3. Cell Death 

The immune system is thought to be activated by tissue 
damage via the release of danger signals [44]. As such, 
inflammatory cytokine secretion can be triggered by cell 
death, in particular necrosis, which causes the release of 
intracellular nucleic acid, uric acid and heat shock pro- 
teins. We therefore examined the possibility that our anti- 
inflammatory LB strains, L. plantarum and L. salivarious, 
may afford protection against known NmB-induced cy- 
totoxicity [35,45]. All LB strains (Figure 4, not all 
shown), however, were able to abrogate NmB-induced 
cytotoxicity, as reported for other pathogens [24,46-48], 
suggesting LB protection against pathogen cytotoxicity is 
not directly linked to inflammatory attenuation. Using 
LDH enzyme activity as a more specific measure of ne- 
crotic cell death, only L. plantarum significantly reduced 
NmB cytotoxicity. In our study this associated with re- 
duced pathogen adhesion (Figure 5), as suggested else- 
where [22,48,49] but most clearly associated with pro- 
tection against NmB invasion (Figure 5) or intracellular 
survival (Figure 6). 

4.4. Adhesion 
Despite the differential ability of our LB strains to pro- 
tect nasopharyngeal cells from NmB-induced inflamma- 
tion and cytotoxicity, they were all well able to adhere to 
Detroit 562 cells, as to other respiratory cell lines [13,14]. 
We observed 65% - 87% reduction in NmB adhesion to 
nasopharyngeal cells by co-culturing with L. plantarum 
or L. salivarious (Figures 5(b) and (c)) but found that 
there were 10 fold fewer LB adhering than NmB, sug- 
gesting direct competition for host receptors used for 
bacterial adhesion is unlikely to account for it. It is poss- 
ible that L. plantarum and L. salivarious secrete surface 
associated inhibitory proteins to reduce adhesion [22, 
49] which is consistent with their secretions reducing 
NmBinduced inflammation (Figure 2) and invasion 
(Figure 6(c)). It is also possible that the dramatic inhibi- 
tion of NmB metabolism by L. plantarum and L. saliva- 
rious in planktonic culture (Figure 6(a)) may reduce 
NmB virulence prior to adhesion. NmB growth was also 

inhibited by L. plantarum but only in planktonic culture. 
It was not observed in agar overlays, in contrast to other 
studies of intestinal pathogens [50] and Neisseria gon- 
norhoea [51], suggesting phase-dependent inhibition of 
NmB. 

4.5. Invasion 
Crucially L. plantarum abrogated NmB invasion (Figure 5), 
or recovery of viable intracellular NmB from nasopha- 
ryngeal epithelial cells (Figure 6(c)). L. plantarum was 
equally invasive as NmB (15 - 20 bacteria per cell), sug-
gesting that they may compete for host receptors used for 
bacterial invasion [22,52]. Studies on E. coli suggest that 
L. plantarum could induce changes in epithelial cells to 
indirectly reduce pathogen association, through ERK 
phosphorylation [53]. In our study, however, L. planta- 
rum uniquely inhibited encapsulated NmB metabolism 
using secretory factors (Figure 6(a)), including during 
epithelial cell invasion (Figure 6(c)). Further studies are 
needed to investigate the mechanism but suggest that se- 
cretions from L. plantarum may be used to protect against 
NmB invasion and survival within the nasopharynx. 

5. Limitations 
There are a number of limitations to our study including 
the fact that gentamicin protection may reflect bacteria 
that are intimately associated with the host cell [54], 
which precedes invasion, rather than invasion itself. Use 
of saponin however demonstrated that an intracellular 
pool of bacteria were present. In this study we used a cell 
line which may not reflect responses in primary cells [55]. 
This cell line is however well-characterised [10] and ex- 
presses all the relevant receptors for Neisserial interac- 
tion [55]. We also used a representative strain of NmB 
(MC58) which may not reflect the response of all NmB 
isolates. However its genome has been fully sequenced 
[56] and it is highly adhesive and invasive (Figure 5) 
and thus stringently tested our hypothesis. We cannot 
rule out the possibility that Lux-transformation altered 
NmB metabolic behaviour, however growth kinetics of 
the parent and Lux-variants were found to be the same, 
and results for standard gentamicin protection assay and 
viable counts were comparable for Lux-MC58 and MC58 
(not shown). 

6. Conclusions 
Taken together we present strong evidence for protection 
of nasopharyngeal epithelial cells against NmB induced 
pathogenicity by commensal L. plantarum. We find, 
however, that not all LBs are equal with regard to their 
probiotic potential in the nasopharynx. Caution should 
therefore be used when assessing the efficacy of probio- 
tics (reviewed by Hao and colleagues [57]), as protection  
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shows strain and pathogen specific. We show that oral 
LB species, in particular L. plantarum, may be used as a 
means of providing broad prophylactic mucosal protec- 
tion against the invasive upper respiratory pathogen NmB, 
through reduced host cell inflammation and cytotoxicity, 
plus pathogen adhesion, invasion and metabolism. This 
ability may have developed during coevolution of L. plan- 
tarum and Nm, which commonly colonise the same niche. 
Further studies are needed but suggest that secretions 
from L. plantarum can protect against highly invasive and 
fully encapsulated NmB and prevent its invasion and sur- 
vival within nasopharyngeal epithelium. The latter could 
remove the NmB mucosal reservoir and thus help reduce 
transmission, septicaemia and meningitis. 

Acknowledgements 
The authors would like to acknowledge the Society for 
Applied Microbiology for a ‘Student into Work’ grant in 
which the cell death experiments were optimised by AR; 
the University of the West of England (UWE, Bristol), 
Faculty of Health and Life Sciences, for a QR PhD stu- 
dentship for KP (from RAE funding by the Higher Edu- 
cation Funding Council of England), which enabled the 
bioluminescent transformation of Nm with support from 
VS, using a plasmid kindly provided by Ann-Beth Jons- 
son from the Karolinska Institute, Sweden; and UWE, 
Bristol for provision of an Early Researcher Starter Grant 
to enable LT and VD to explore the protective properties 
of oral Lactobacilli. The authors are grateful to GJ Ma- 
cArthur from the University of Bristol for useful com- 
ments on the manuscript intracellular NmB light output 
(Figure 6(d)). 

Ethical Standards 
The experiments within this manuscript comply with the 
current laws of the country in which they were per- 
formed. 

Conflict of Interest 
The authors declare they have no conflict of interest. 

REFERENCES 
[1] S. J. Gray, C. L. Trotter, M. E. Ramsay, M. Guiver, A. J. 

Fox, R. Borrow, R. H. Mallard and E. B. Kaczmarski, 
“Epidemiology of Meningococcal Disease in England and 
Wales 1993/94 to 2003/04: Contribution and Experiences 
of the Meningococcal Reference Unit,” Journal of Medi- 
cal Microbiology, Vol. 55, No. 7, 2006, pp. 887-896. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/jmm.0.46288-0 

[2] D. S. Stephens, B. Greenwood and P. Brandtzaeg, “Epide- 
mic Meningitis, Meningococcaemia, and Neisseria Menin- 
gitidis,” The Lancet, Vol. 369, No. 9580, 2007, pp. 2196- 

2210. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(07)61016-2 
[3] P. Brandtzaeg, “Pathogenesis and Pathophysiology of In- 

vasive Meningococcal Disease,” In: M. Frosch and M. C. 
J. Maiden, Eds., Handbook of Meningococcal Disease: In- 
fection Biology, Vaccination, Clinical Management, Wein- 
heim: Wiley-VCH; John Wiley Distributor, Chichester, 
2006, pp. 427-480. 

[4] M. Sadarangani and A. J. Pollard, “Serogroup B Meningo- 
coccal Vaccines—An Unfinished Story,” Lancet Infect Di- 
sease, Vol. 10, No. 2, pp. 112-124. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(09)70324-X 

[5] K. A. Cartwright, J. M. Stuart, D. M. Jones and N. D. Noah, 
“The Stonehouse Survey: Nasopharyngeal Carriage of Me- 
ningococci and Neisseria lactamica,” Epidemiol Infect, 
Vol. 99, No. 3, 1987, pp. 591-601. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0950268800066449 

[6] M. Howitz, L. Lambertsen, J. B. Simonsen, et al., “Morbi- 
dity, Mortality and Spatial Distribution of Meningococcal 
Disease, 1974-2007,” Epidemiological Infect, Vol. 137, 
No. 11, 2009, pp. 1631-1640.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0950268809002428 

[7] R. Gold, I. Goldschneider, M. L. Lepow, T. F. Draper and 
M. Randolph, “Carriage of Neisseria meningitidis and Neis- 
seria lactamica in Infants and Children,” The Journal of 
Infectious Diseases, Vol. 137, No. 2, 1978, pp. 112-121. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/infdis/137.2.112 

[8] P. G. Coen, K. Cartwright and J. Stuart, “Mathematical Mo- 
delling of Infection and Disease Due to Neisseria menin- 
gitidis and Neisseria lactamica,” International Journal of 
Epidemiology, Vol. 29, No. 1, 2000, pp. 180-188. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ije/29.1.180 

[9] A. T. Vaughan, L. S. Brackenbury, P. Massari, V. Daven- 
port, A. Gorringe, R. S. Heyderman and N. A. Williams, 
“Neisseria lactamica Selectively Induces Mitogenic Pro- 
liferation of the Naive B Cell Pool via Cell Surface Ig,” 
Journal of Immunology, Vol. 185, No. 6, 2010, pp. 3652- 
3660. http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.0902468 

[10] L. B. Tezera, J. Hampton, S. K. Jackson and V. Davenport, 
“Neisseria lactamica Attenuates TLR-1/2-Induced Cyto-
kine Responses in Nasopharyngeal Epithelial Cells Using 
PPAR-Gamma,” Cell Microbiology, Vol. 13, No. 4, 2011, 
pp. 554-568.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-5822.2010.01554.x 

[11] Strahinic, M. Busarcevic, D. Pavlica, J. Milasin, N. Golic 
and L. Topisirovic, “Molecular and Biochemical Charac- 
terizations of Human Oral Lactobacilli as Putative Probi- 
otic Candidates,” Oral Microbiological Immunology, Vol. 
22, No. 2, 2007, pp. 111-117. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-302X.2007.00331.x 

[12] S. Skovbjerg, K. Roos, S. E. Holm, E. Grahn Håkansson, 
F. Nowrouzian, M. Ivarsson, I. Adlerberth and A. E. Wold, 
“Spray Bacteriotherapy Decreases Middle Ear Fluid in 
Children with Secretory Otitis Media,” Archives of Dis- 
ease in Childhood, Vol. 94, No. 2, 2009, pp. 92-98. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/adc.2008.137414 

[13] S. Guglielmetti, V. Taverniti, M. Minuzzo S. Arioli, I. Za- 
noni, M. Stuknyte, F. Granucci, M. Karp and D. Mora, 
“Oral Bacteria as Potential Probiotics for the Pharyngeal 
Mucosa,” Applied and Environmental Microbiology, Vol. 

OPEN ACCESS                                                                                         AiM 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/jmm.0.46288-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(07)61016-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(09)70324-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0950268800066449
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0950268809002428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/infdis/137.2.112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ije/29.1.180
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.0902468
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-5822.2010.01554.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-302X.2007.00331.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/adc.2008.137414


T. L. BEKELE  ET  AL. 91 

76, No. 12, 2010, pp. 3948-3958. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00109-10 

[14] S. Guglielmetti, V. Taverniti, M. Minuzz, S. Arioli, I. Za- 
noni, M. Stuknyte, F. Granucci, M. Karp and D. Mora, 
“A Dairy Bacterium Displays in Vitro Probiotic Proper- 
ties for the Pharyngeal Mucosa by Antagonizing Group A 
Streptococci and Modulating the Immune Response,” In-
fection and Immunity, Vol. 78, No. 11, 2010, pp. 4734- 
4743. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00559-10 

[15] L. Petricevic, K. J. Domig, F. J. Nierscher, I. Krondorfer, 
C. Janitschek, W. Kneifel and H. Kiss, “Characterisation 
of the Oral, Vaginal and Rectal Lactobacillus Flora in 
Healthy Pregnant and Postmenopausal Women,” The Eu- 
ropean Journal of Obstetrics & Gynecology and Repro- 
ductive Biology, Vol. 160, No. 1, 2012, pp. 93-99. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejogrb.2011.10.002 

[16] S. Ahrne, S. Nobaek, B. Jeppsson I. Adlerberth, A. E. Wold 
and G. Molin, “The Normal Lactobacillus Flora of Heal- 
thy Human Rectal and Oral Mucosa,” Journal of Applied 
Microbiology, Vol. 85, No. 1, 1998, pp. 88-94. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2672.1998.00480.x 

[17] C. Badet and N. B. Thebaud, “Ecology of Lactobacilli in 
the Oral Cavity: A Review of Literature,” The Open Mi- 
crobiology Journal, Vol. 2, 2008, pp. 38-48. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1874285800802010038 

[18] A. C. Senok and V. O. Rotimi, “The Management of Clo- 
stridium difficile Infection: Antibiotics, Probiotics and 
Other Strategies,” Journal of Chemotherapy, Vol. 20, No. 
1, 2008, pp. 5-13. 

[19] M. E. Falagas, G. I. Betsi, T. Tokas and S. Athanasiou, “Pro- 
biotics for Prevention of Recurrent Urinary Tract Infec- 
tions in Women: A Review of the Evidence from Micro- 
biological and Clinical Studies,” Drugs, Vol. 66, No. 9, 
2006, pp. 1253-1261.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.2165/00003495-200666090-00007 

[20] C. L. Abad and N. Safdar, “The Role of lactobacillus Pro- 
biotics in the Treatment or Prevention of Urogenital In- 
fections-A Systematic Review,” Journal of Chemothera- 
py, Vol. 21, No. 3, 2009, pp. 243-252. 

[21] L. Pascual, F. Ruiz, W. Giordano and I. L. Barberis, “Va- 
ginal Colonization and Activity of the Probiotic Bacte- 
rium Lactobacillus fermentum L23 in a Murine Model of 
Vaginal Tract Infection,” Journal of Medical Microbiol- 
ogy, Vol. 59, No. Pt 3, 2010, pp. 360-364. 

[22] R. R. Spurbeck and C. G. Arvidson, “Lactobacillus jense- 
nii Surface-Associated Proteins Inhibit Neisseria gonor- 
rhoeae Adherence to Epithelial Cells,” Infection and Im- 
munity, Vol. 78, No. 7, 2010, pp. 3103-3111. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.01200-09 

[23] S. H. Huang, L. He, Y. Zhou, C. H. Wu and A. Jong, “La- 
ctobacillus rhamnosus GG Suppresses Meningitic E. coli 
K1 Penetration across Human Intestinal Epithelial Cells 
in Vitro and Protects Neonatal Rats against Experimental 
Hematogenous Meningitis,” International Journal of Mi- 
crobiology, Vol. 2009, 2009, Article ID: 647862. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2009/647862 

[24] L. Maudsdotter, H. Jonsson, S. Roos and A. B. Jonsson 
“Lactobacilli Reduce Cell Cytotoxicity Caused by Strep- 
tococcus pyogenes by Producing Lactic Acid That De- 

grades the Toxic Component Lipoteichoic Acid,” Antimi- 
crob Agents Chemother, Vol. 55, No. 4, 2011, pp. 1622- 
1628. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00770-10 

[25] M. Rogosa, R. F. Wiseman, J. A. Mitchell, M. N. Disrae- 
ly and A. J. Beaman, “Species Differentiation of Oral La- 
ctobacilli from Man including Description of Lactobacil- 
lus salivarius nov spec and Lactobacillus cellobiosus nov 
spec,” Journal of Bacteriology, Vol. 65, No. 6, 1953, pp. 
681-699. 

[26] M. E. Colloca, M. C. Ahumada, M. E. Lopez and M. E. 
Nader-Macias, “Surface Properties of Lactobacilli Isolat- 
ed from Healthy Subjects,” Oral Disease, Vol. 6, No. 4, 
2000, pp. 227-233.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-0825.2000.tb00118.x 

[27] P. Koll, R. Mandar, H. Marcotte, H. E. Leibur, M. Mikel- 
saar and L. Hammarstrom, “Characterization of Oral Lac- 
tobacilli as Potential Probiotics for Oral Health,” Oral Mi- 
crobiology and Immunology, Vol. 23, No. 2, 2008, pp. 
139-147.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-302X.2007.00402.x 

[28] P. Manzoni, G. Lista, E. Gallo, P. Marangione, C. Priolo, 
P. Fontana, R. Guardione and D. Farina, “Routine Lacto- 
bacillus rhamnosus GG Administration in VLBW Infants: 
A Retrospective, 6-Year Cohort Study,” Early Human De- 
velopment, Vol. 87, No. S1, 2011, pp. S35-S38. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2011.01.036 

[29] M. A. Bartelt and J. L. Duncan, “Adherence of Group A 
Streptococci to Human Epithelial Cells,” Infection and 
Immunity, Vol. 20, No. 1, 1978, pp. 200-208. 

[30] H. Sjolinder and A. B. Jonsson, “Imaging of Disease Dy- 
namics during Meningococcal Sepsis,” PLoS One, Vol. 2, 
No. 2, 2007, Article ID: e241. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0000241 

[31] H. Shaw and S. Falkow, “Model for Invasion of Human 
Tissue Culture Cells by Neisseria gonorrhoeae,” Infec- 
tion and Immunity, Vol. 56, No. 6, 1988, pp. 1625-1632. 

[32] E. B. Williams Jr. and A. D. Spencer, “Serum Lactic De- 
hydrogenase Activity in Intestinal Necrosis and Other Di- 
sease States—A Clinical Study,” Journal of the National 
Medical Association, Vol. 53, 1961, pp. 556-561. 

[33] A.-L. Nieminen, G. J. Gores, J. M. Bond, R. Imberti and J. 
J. Lemasters, “A Novel Cytotoxicity Screening Assay Us- 
ing a Multiwell Fluorescence Scanner,” Toxicology and Ap- 
plied Pharmacology, Vol. 115, No. 2, 1992, pp. 147-155. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0041-008X(92)90317-L 

[34] S. J. Beard, V. Salisbury, R. J. Lewis, J. A. Sharpe and A. 
P. MacGowan, “Expression of Lux Genes in a Clinical 
Isolate of Streptococcus pneumoniae: Using Biolumines- 
cence to Monitor Gemifloxacin Activity,” Antimicrob 
Agents Chemotherapy, Vol. 46, No. 2, 2002, pp. 538-542. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.46.2.538-542.2002 

[35] L. Dunn, M. Virji and E. R. Moxon, “Investigations into 
the Molecular Basis of Meningococcal Toxicity for Hu-
man Endothelial and Epithelial Cells: The Synergistic Ef- 
fect of LPS and pili,” Microbial Pathogenesis, Vol. 18, 
No. 2, 1995, pp. 81-96. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0882-4010(95)90085-3 

[36] M. I. Fowler, K. Y. Yin, H. E. Humphries, J. E. Heckels 
and M. Christodoulides, “Comparison of the Inflamma- 

OPEN ACCESS                                                                                         AiM 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00109-10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00559-10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejogrb.2011.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2672.1998.00480.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1874285800802010038
http://dx.doi.org/10.2165/00003495-200666090-00007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.01200-09
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2009/647862
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00770-10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-0825.2000.tb00118.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-302X.2007.00402.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2011.01.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0000241
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0041-008X(92)90317-L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.46.2.538-542.2002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0882-4010(95)90085-3


T. L. BEKELE  ET  AL. 92 

tory Responses of Human Meningeal Cells Following 
Challenge with Neisseria lactamica and with Neisseria 
meningitidis,” Infection and Immunity, Vol. 74, No. 11, 
2006, pp. 6467-6478. 

[37] L. A. Dieleman, M. S. Goerres, A. Arends, D. Sprengers, 
C. Torrice, F. Hoentjen, W. B. Grenther and R. B. Sartor, 
“Lactobacillus GG Prevents Recurrence of Colitis in 
HLA-B27 Transgenic Rats after Antibiotic Treatment,” 
Gut, Vol. 52, No. 3, 2003, pp. 370-376.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/gut.52.3.370 

[38] M. E. Baldassarre, N. Laforgia, M. Fanelli, A. Laneve, R. 
Grosso and C. Lifschitz, “Lactobacillus GG Improves 
Recovery in Infants with Blood in the Stools and Presump- 
tive Allergic Colitis Compared with Extensively Hydro- 
lyzed Formula Alone,” The Journal of Pediatrics, Vol. 
156, No. 3, 2010, pp. 397-401.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpeds.2009.09.012 

[39] R. Paolillo, C. Romano Carratelli, S. Sorrentino, N. Maz- 
zola and A. Rizzo, “Immunomodulatory Effects of Lac- 
tobacillus plantarum on Human Colon Cancer Cells,” In- 
ternational Immunopharmacology, Vol. 9, No. 11, 2009, 
pp. 1265-1271.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2009.07.008 

[40] E. O. Petrof, E. C. Claud, J. Sun, T. Abramova, Y. Guo, T. 
S. Waypa, S. M. He, Y. Nakagawa and E. B. Chang, 
“Bacteria-Free Solution Derived from Lactobacillus plan- 
tarum Inhibits Multiple NF-kappaB Pathways and Inhi- 
bits Proteasome Function,” Inflammatory Bowel Diseases, 
Vol. 15, No. 10, 2009, pp. 1537-1547.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ibd.20930 

[41] J. H. Pollack, A. S. Ntamere and F. C. Neuhaus, “D- 
Alanyl-Lipoteichoic Acid in Lactobacillus casei: Secre- 
tion of Vesicles in Response to Benzylpenicillin,” Micro- 
biology, Vol. 138, No. 5, 1992, pp. 849-859.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/00221287-138-5-849 

[42] H. G. Kim, S. Y. Lee, N. R. Kim, Y. Lee, M. Y. Ko, B. J. 
Jung, C. M. Kim, J. M. Lee, J. H. Park, S. H. Han and D. 
K. Chung, “Lactobacillus plantarum Lipoteichoic Acid 
Down-Regulated Shigella flexneri Peptidoglycan-Induced 
Inflammation,” Molecular Immunology, Vol. 48, No. 4, 
2011, pp. 382-391.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molimm.2010.07.011 

[43] H. G. Kim, N. R. Kim, M. G. Gim, J. M. Lee, S. Y. Lee, 
M. Y. Ko, J. Y. Kim, S. H. Han and D. K. Chung, “Lipo- 
teichoic Acid Isolated from Lactobacillus plantarum In- 
hibits Lipopolysaccharide-Induced TNF-alpha Production 
in THP-1 Cells and Endotoxin Shock in Mice,” Journal 
of Immunology, Vol. 180, No. 4, 2008, pp. 2553-2561. 

[44] P. Matzinger, “The Evolution of the Danger Theory. In- 
terview by Lauren Constable, Commissioning Editor,” 
Expert Review of Clinical Immunology, Vol. 8, No. 4, 
2012, pp. 311-317. 

[45] D. S. Stephens and M. M. Farley, “Pathogenic Events 
during Infection of the Human Nasopharynx with Neisse- 
ria meningitidis and Haemophilus influenzae,” Clinical 
Infectious Diseases, Vol. 13, No. 1, 1991, pp. 22-33.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/clinids/13.1.22 

[46] Y. Kim, K. S. Han, J. Y. Imm, S. Oh, S. You, S. Park and 
S. H. Kim, “Inhibitory Effects of Lactobacillus acidophi- 

lus lysates on the Cytotoxic Activity of Shiga-Like Toxin 
2 Produced from Escherichia coli O157:H7,” Letters in 
Applied Microbiology, Vol. 43, No. 5, 2006, pp. 502-507.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-765X.2006.02005.x 

[47] P. Johns, S. L. Pereira, A. E. Leonard, P. Mukerji, R. A. 
Shalwitz, L. Dowlati, R. R. Phillips, M. S. Bergana, J. D. 
Holton and T. Das, “Cytoprotective Agent in Lactobacil- 
lus bulgaricus Extracts,” Current Microbiology, Vol. 54, 
No. 2, 2007, pp. 131-135.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00284-006-0256-6 

[48] K. M. Burkholder and A. K. Bhunia, “Salmonella enterica 
Serovar Typhimurium Adhesion and Cytotoxicity during 
Epithelial Cell Stress Is Reduced by Lactobacillus rham- 
nosus GG,” Gut Pathogens, Vol. 1, No. 1, 2009, p. 14. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1757-4749-1-14 

[49] P. Banerjee, G. J. Merkel and A. K. Bhunia, “Lactobacil- 
lus delbrueckii ssp. Bulgaricus B-30892 can Inhibit Cy- 
totoxic Effects and Adhesion of Pathogenic Clostridium 
difficile to Caco-2 Cells,” Gut Pathogens, Vol. 1, No. 1, 
2009, p. 8. http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1757-4749-1-8 

[50] L. J. Fooks and G. R. Gibson, “In Vitro Investigations of 
the Effect of Probiotics and Prebiotics on Selected Human 
Intestinal Pathogens,” FEMS Microbiology Ecology, Vol. 
39, No. 1, 2002, pp. 67-75.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6941.2002.tb00907.x 

[51] D. C. St Amant, I. E. Valentin-Bon and A. E. Jerse, “In- 
hibition of Neisseria gonorrhoeae by Lactobacillus Spe- 
cies that Are Commonly Isolated from the Female Genital 
Tract,” Infection and Immunity, Vol. 70, No. 12, 2002, pp. 
7169-7171.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.70.12.7169-7171.2002 

[52] M. S. Princivalli, C. Paoletti, G. Magi, C. Palmieri, L. Fer- 
rante and B. Facinelli, “Lactobacillus rhamnosus GG In- 
hibits Invasion of Cultured Human Respiratory Cells by 
prtF1-Positive Macrolide-Resistant Group A Streptococci,” 
Letters in Applied Microbiology, Vol. 48, No. 3, 2009, pp. 
368-372. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-765X.2008.02540.x 

[53] Z. H. Liu, T. Y. Shen, P. Zhang ,Y. L. Ma and H. L. Qin, 
“Lactobacillus plantarum Surface Layer Adhesive Pro- 
tein Protects Intestinal Epithelial Cells against Tight Junc- 
tion Injury Induced by Enteropathogenic Escherichia coli,” 
Molecular Biology Reports, Vol. 38, No. 5, 2011, pp. 
3471-3480.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11033-010-0457-8 

[54] M. I. Fowler, R. O. Weller, J. E. Heckels and M. Chris- 
todoulides, “Different Meningitis-Causing Bacteria In- 
duce Distinct Inflammatory Responses on Interaction with 
Cells of the Human Meninges,” Cellular Microbiology, 
Vol. 6, No. 6, 2004, pp. 555-567.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-5822.2004.00382.x 

[55] C. Rydberg, A. Mansson, R. Uddman, K. Riesbeck and L. 
O. Cardell, “Toll-Like Receptor Agonists Induce Inflam- 
mation and Cell Death in a Model of Head and Neck 
Squamous Cell Carcinomas,” Immunology, Vol. 128, No. 
1, 2009, pp. e600-e611.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2567.2008.03041.x 

[56] H. Tettelin, N. J. Saunders, J. Heidelberg, et al., “Com- 
plete Genome Sequence of Neisseria meningitidis Sero- 

OPEN ACCESS                                                                                         AiM 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/gut.52.3.370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpeds.2009.09.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2009.07.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ibd.20930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/00221287-138-5-849
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molimm.2010.07.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/clinids/13.1.22
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-765X.2006.02005.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00284-006-0256-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1757-4749-1-14
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1757-4749-1-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6941.2002.tb00907.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.70.12.7169-7171.2002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-765X.2008.02540.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11033-010-0457-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-5822.2004.00382.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2567.2008.03041.x


T. L. BEKELE  ET  AL. 93 

group B Strain MC58,” Science, Vol. 287, No. 5459, 
2000, pp. 1809-1815.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.287.5459.1809 

[57] Q. Hao, Z. Lu, B. R. Dong, C. Q. Huang and T. Wu, “Pro- 

biotics for Preventing Acute Upper Respiratory Tract In- 
fections,” Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, No. 
9, 2011, Article ID: CD006895.  

 

OPEN ACCESS                                                                                         AiM 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.287.5459.1809

