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The 2013–2016 West African Ebola virus (EBOV) disease outbreak was the largest filovirus outbreak to date. Over 28 000 suspected,
probable, or confirmed cases have been reported, with a 53% case-fatality rate. The magnitude and international impact of this EBOV
outbreak has highlighted the urgent need for a safe and efficient EBOV vaccine. To this end, we demonstrate the immunogenicity and
protective efficacy of FILORAB1, a recombinant, bivalent, inactivated rabies virus–based EBOV vaccine, in rhesus and cynomolgus
monkeys. Our results demonstrate that the use of the synthetic Toll-like receptor 4 agonist glucopyranosyl lipid A in stable emulsion
(GLA-SE) as an adjuvant increased the efficacy of FILORAB1 to 100% protection against lethal EBOV challenge, with no to mild
clinical signs of disease. Furthermore, all vaccinated subjects developed protective anti–rabies virus antibody titers. Taken together,
these results support further development of FILORAB1/GLA-SE as an effective preexposure EBOV vaccine.
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Ebola virus (EBOV) was first identified as the causative agent of
a severe hemorrhagic fever in 1976 [1]. Since then, at least 20
human outbreaks have been reported in Central Africa [2].
The largest outbreak occurred in late 2013, in West Africa,
with the peak number of cases occurring from late December
2014 through December 2015 [3]. The total number of suspect-
ed, probable, and laboratory-confirmed cases topped 28 000,
with an overall fatality rate of 53% as of 3 March 2016. The fa-
tality rate of laboratory-confirmed cases (15 250 cases) was sub-
stantially higher, at 74%. The best preventive measure for
stemming the outbreak was raising public awareness about
the transmission routes and implementing infection control
procedures at hospitals and Ebola treatment units. The obvious
outcome of such an outbreak was reinforcement of the need for
development of suitable countermeasures, including vaccines
and small-molecule inhibitors.

EBOV infection is characterized by malaise, high fever fol-
lowed by coagulopathy, and gastrointestinal symptoms, which
can ultimately progress to multiorgan system failure [4]. Case-
fatality rates vary between outbreaks, but case-fatality rates can

reach 90% [5]. In addition, outbreaks of EBOV infection among
gorillas, chimpanzees, and other nonhuman primates (NHPs)
have been reported in the EBOV-endemic region, with death
rates in the thousands [6–10]. The definitive reservoir for
EBOV has yet to be identified, but bats are suspected [11].

Several strategies have been used to develop EBOV vaccines.
Considering the rapid spread and high lethality of EBOV infec-
tions, vaccines should be easy to administer, safe for both the
general public and special populations (ie, elderly individuals,
young individuals, pregnant individuals, and immunosup-
pressed individuals), and provide long-term protection. Two
vaccine strategies exist to combat EBOV infections: widespread
vaccination campaigns in the EBOV-endemic area, and ring
vaccination during outbreaks. Widespread vaccination was ef-
fective against smallpox and is proving effective against poliovi-
rus. A ring vaccination response requires early detection of an
outbreak, contact tracing, maintenance of a stockpile, and the
ability to deploy the stockpile to the effected region. In either
scenario, the vaccine must be easily administered and have suit-
able stability for long-term storage, ideally in a lyophilized form.
While 2 vaccines have been recently used in phase 2 and 3 clin-
ical trials and 1 has demonstrated efficacy in humans, it is un-
clear whether they will fulfill the above criteria [12, 13].

Previous work has demonstrated that immunization with
EBOV glycoprotein (GP), which mediates viral attachment
and entry, will confer protection against homologous virus
challenge in small-animal models and NHPs [14]. Multiple
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platforms have been developed, including rabies virus (RABV),
adenovirus, vesicular stomatitis virus (VSV), and paramyxovi-
ruses [15–17]. Humoral and cellular immunity to EBOV has
also been demonstrated by these platforms, but correlates of
protection have not been established [17–27]. An ideal vaccine
would provide protection against the multiple species, but
cross-protection studies with EBOV GP–based vaccines were
not successful against heterologous challenge. For example, in
guinea pigs, recombinant VSV with its own G protein deleted
and expressing only EBOV GP failed to protect against heterol-
ogous challenge with other ebolaviruses, such as Sudan virus
(SUDV). Furthermore, a blended SUDV and EBOV vaccine
demonstrated 33% efficacy when challenged with Bundibugyo
virus (BUDV) [28, 29]. In contrast, DNA/adenovirus prime
boost vaccination with SUDV and EBOV or a single immuniza-
tion with a blended VSV vaccine both demonstrated 100%
cross-protection against BUDV, indicating the potential for het-
erologous protection [21, 28].

Previously, we established the efficacy and immunogenicity
of a bivalent RABV-EBOV vaccine in mice and rhesus monkeys
[15, 30–33].We demonstrated that the live replication-competent
vaccine provided 100% protection following EBOV challenge,
while the inactivated candidates provided 50% protection
[15]. Further development by codon optimization of GP in-
creased efficacy of the inactivated RABV-EBOV vaccine [30].
In these studies, we established that protection is partially de-
pendent on the quality of the antibodies, rather than the quan-
tity [15]. Further development and characterization of the
RABV-EBOV platform is warranted. Here we report that the
potent synthetic Toll-like receptor 4 (TLR4) agonist glucopyra-
nosyl lipid A in a stable oil-in-water emulsion (GLA-SE)
improves the immunogenicity and efficacy of FILORAB1 in a
2-dose or 3-dose prophylactic regimen in cynomolgus and rhe-
sus monkeys.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Generation of FILORAB1
The vaccine vector BNSP333-coZGP (FILORAB1) was con-
structed, recovered, purified with sucrose, inactivated with
β-propiolactone, and characterized as previously described [30].

Formulation of GLA-SE
GLA (Immune Design Corp) is a synthetic TLR4 agonist that is
formulated in SE, consisting of squalene, glycerol, phosphatidyl-
choline, poloxamer surfactant, and ammonium phosphate buffer,
at a final concentration of 15 µg GLA/2% SE per vaccine dose.

Animal Ethics Statement
This study was carried out in strict adherence to the Guide for
the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals of the National In-
stitute of Health, the Office of Animal Welfare, and the US De-
partment of Agriculture. All work was approved by the National
Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID) Division of

Clinical Research Animal Care and Use Committee and per-
formed at the NIAID Research Facilities. Procedures were car-
ried out after animals had been anesthetized by trained
personnel under the supervision of veterinary staff. Food and
water were available ad libitum.

Vaccination and Challenge
The experiment was performed in 2 phases, using rhesus and
cynomolgus monkeys. For simplicity and consistency with
our previous experiments, the experiment with Rhesus monkeys
is referred to as NHP 3 (phase 1), and the experiment using cy-
nomolgus monkeys is referred to as NHP 4 (phase 2). For both
NHP 3 and NHP 4, study investigators were blinded to the
groups until study end. NHP 3 involved a mixture of 20 male
and female rhesus monkeys with ages ranging from 3.4 to 9.3
years and weights ranging from 4.2 to 11.2 kg, referred to as
NHP 3. Groups were as follows: the RabAvert group (n = 6) re-
ceived half of the human dose, the FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE
group (n = 4) received 100 µg of FILORAB1 plus 15 µg of
GLA-SE, the 100-µg FILORAB1 group (n = 4) received 100 µg
of FILORAB1, and the 200-µg FILORAB1 group received 200
µg of FILORAB1 and were vaccinated on study days 0 and 42 by
intramuscular injections in the caudal thigh. For NHP 4, a mix-
ture of male and female cynomolgus monkeys with ages ranging
from 2.9 to 3.8 years and weights ranging from 2.5 to 3.4 kg
were vaccinated as follows: the RabAvert group (n = 6) received
half of the human dose, the FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE group
(n = 6) received 100 µg of FILORAB1 plus 15 µg of GLA-SE,
and the 200-µg FILORAB1 group (n = 6) received 200 µg of FI-
LORAB1 on study days 0, 7, and 28. For both phases, subjects
received periodic, complete physical examinations, including
blood specimen collection for complete blood count with differ-
ential and serum chemistry analysis to monitor health. For effi-
cacy testing, NHPs were intramuscularly injected with 1000
plaque-forming units (PFU) of EBOV Makona C05 [34] on
day 85, followed by periodic physical examinations, which in-
cluded blood specimen collection for complete blood count
with differential and serum chemistry analysis. Subjects were
also evaluated daily to monitor health for clinical assessment.

Analysis of Humoral Response to Immunization by ELISA
Individual NHP serum and control sera were tested for the pres-
ence of EBOV GP or RABV G–specific IgG by enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay (ELISA), as previously described [15].

RABV Neutralizing Antibodies (NAbs)
Sera of NHPs and control sera were heat inactivated at 56°C for
30 minutes. Neutralizing activity was determined using the
rapid fluorescent focus inhibition test assay as described previ-
ously [35].

Fluorescence Reduction Neutralizing–50% Assay (FRNA50)
FRNA50 were performed to determine the neutralizing activity
of anti-EBOV antibody samples. Vero E6 cells (4 × 104 cells/well)
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were plated in 96-well Operetta-compatible plates (PerkinElmer).
Serum samples were first inactivated by γ irradiation before
being heat inactivated. A total of 5.0 µL of each sample was se-
rially diluted (1:40 to 1:10 240) in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s
Medium (Lonza) in a dilution plate/block. Fifty microliters of
EBOV virus stock (multiplicity of infection, 1) was then
added to each well and inoculated for 1 hour at 37°C for 1
hour with shaking every 15 minutes. A total of 100 µL of the
diluted sera and virus stock was added to each well of the 96-
well Operetta plate and was incubated for 48 hours at 37°C
and 5% CO2. Negative control samples (no virus and no serum)
and positive control samples (virus plus virus-like particles; IBT
Bio Sciences, lot 1 302 001) were used. Cells were fixed by add-
ing 20% neutral-buffered formalin and were processed by label-
ing with a primary anti-EBOV VP40 antibody. A secondary
antibody goat anti-mouse IgG (heavy and light chain) conjugat-
ed to Alexa Fluor 488 (A-11028, Thermo Fisher Scientific) de-
tected the primary antibody and was visualized on an Operetta
High Content Imager (Perkin Elmer). The dilution at which
50% inhibition of relative fluorescence intensity was observed
was reported as the FRNA50.

RNA Isolation From Whole Blood and Quantification of Viral RNA by
Quantitative Reverse-Transcription Polymerase Chain Reaction (qRT-
PCR) Analysis
Whole blood (50 µL) was resuspended in 150 µL of TRIzol LS Re-
agent (LifeTechnologies).TheRNAextractionprotocol forbiolog-
ical fluids using TRIzol LS Reagent was followed until the phase
separation step. The remaining RNA extraction was done using
thePureLinkRNAMiniKit fromAmbion (Ambion).Thequantity
and quality (260/280 ratios) of RNA extractedwasmeasured using
NanoDrop (Fisher). Two microliters of RNA/sample was run in
triplicate in 2 independent qRT-PCR experiments, using the
Ebola Zaire (2014) Assay and Control set (Applied Biosystems).
The kit is standardized and contains a synthetic RNA as a control
alongwithmacaque PPIA gene as a sample preparation control. A
set of EBOV-specific primers and probe (FAM/MGB) were de-
signedandusedbasedontheKuleshEBOVMGB-basedassay [36].

RESULTS

To further evaluate the efficacy of FILORAB1, we continued to use
NHPs as the animal model for EBOV disease. In this study, the
TLR4 agonist GLA-SE, which has an excellent safety record in
clinical studies [37], was evaluated in 2 independent experiments.

NHP 3 was composed of 4 groups of rhesus monkeys that
were immunized as follows: 6 received the approved RABV vac-
cine RabAvert (half the human dose); 6 received 200 µg of FI-
LORAB1, 4 received 100 µg FILORAB1, and 4 received 100 µg
of FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE at days 0 and 42. All inoculations
were performed intramuscularly in the right caudal thigh. Im-
mune responses were analyzed on study days −21, −14, 0, 7, 14,
28, 42, and 56. Day 0 was the first vaccination day. As show in
Figure 1, some subjects developed EBOV GP–specific immune

responses as early as day 7, and all responded by day 14. Im-
mune responses continued to increase over time until day 28
and slightly decreased by the booster vaccination (day 42). As
expected, none of the RabAvert group control animals devel-
oped EBOV-specific immune response above the background
signal (Figure 1). Moreover, the groups of NHPs immunized
with 200 µg of FILORAB1 or 100 µg of FILORAB1 plus GLA-
SE developed higher EBOV GP–specific ELISA titers than the
subjects immunized with 100 µg of FILORAB1. The FILORAB1
boost increased the GP-specific ELISA titers further, with 2 of
the animals of the FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE group reaching ti-
ters higher than the control serum, which consists of pooled
sera of 8 NHPs from our first NHP study that survived EBOV
challenge [15]. Additionally, we observed a high RABV G–
specific IgG response in all of the groups, with the highest titers
observed for the FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE group, followed by
the 200-µg FILORAB1 group, and then the 100-µg FILORAB1
group. The lowest observed RABV G response was observed in
the RABV-only group (data not shown).

We also analyzed RABV NAbs. As expected, the prime and
boost yielded an increase in RABV NAbs, with increases ob-
served in the 200-µg FILORAB1 and 100-µg FILORAB1 plus
GLA-SE groups (Figure 2). Two subjects in the 100-µg FILOR-
AB1 group did not develop RABV NAbs prior to the day 42
boost. However, based on the NAb results 2 weeks after boost
immunization, the NAb against RABV in all subjects from all
4 groups reached titers that are considered protective against
RABV by the WHO standard (eg, >0.5 IU).

Since correlates of protection against EBOV are not estab-
lished and may vary between vaccines, the NHPs were chal-
lenged at study day 85 with 1000 PFU of the 2013–2016
outbreak strain EBOV Makona C05 intramuscularly [34] in
the lateral head of the right triceps muscle. The results are
shown in Figure 3A. All 4 subjects in the 100-µg FILORAB1
plus GLA-SE group were protected against challenge, whereas
only 1 of 4 subjects in the 100-µg FILORAB1 group survived
EBOV challenge. Five of six animals in the 200-µg FILORAB1
group survived. All RabAvert control subjects met moribund
end point criteria by day 9 after challenge and were humanely
euthanized. The improved protection due to the different vacci-
nation strategies was reflected in the development of NAbs and
circulating viral loads (Figure 3B and 3C). The lowest average
clinical disease scores were detected in the group immunized
with 100 µg of FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE, and viral RNA was
only observed in 2 animals and only at low levels in the other
2 NHPs. The subjects in the 100-µg FILORAB1 group had high
average clinical disease scores, and high viral loads were detect-
ed by qRT-PCR in 3 of 4 subjects. Increasing the antigen dose in
the vaccine to 200 µg clearly increased the efficacy of FILOR-
AB1 but did not add as much benefit as the addition of GLA-SE.

Last, to evaluate the immune response after EBOV challenge,
EBOV GP–specific ELISAs were performed. As shown in
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Figure 4, there was no boost effect seen in the GP response 6 day
after challenge when compared to the day of the EBOV chal-
lenge. However, EBOV GP–specific ELISA findings on the

day of necropsy indicated that all surviving subjects developed
higher titers against EBOV GP than were observed before virus
challenge. All subjects that met end point criteria and were

Figure 1. Humoral immune response to Ebola virus (EBOV) glycoprotein (GP) in nonhuman primate (NHP) study 3 (NHP 3). Subjects were vaccinated on day 0 and boosted on day 42
(highlighted in green). Sera from NHPs were analyzed for total immunoglobulin G with an EBOV GP (Zaire)–specific enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA). OD490 readings were
compared to those for pooled sera from the 8 surviving NHPs from a previous study (NHP 1) as a positive control (PSS). Sera obtained prior to immunization on day 0 were used as a
negative control. All sera were diluted 1:50 and serially diluted 3-fold before ELISA. Abbreviations: GLA-SE, glucopyranosyl lipid A in stable emulsion; HRP, horseradish peroxidase.
This figure is available in black and white in print and in color online.
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euthanized did not mount increased antibody responses or
demonstrated reduced anti-GP titers. Interestingly, all NHPs
of the group immunized with 100 µg of FILORAB1 plus
GLA-SE showed increased GP antibody titers, but this response
was less dramatic than the titers observed in surviving animals
from the other vaccine groups. Viral replication of EBOV after
challenge most likely was better controlled in this group of an-
imals, as indicated by the low viral RNA levels detected (Fig-
ure 3C). Less viral replication possibly results in reduced
EBOV immune responses.

Before infection, no subjects developed clinical signs of dis-
ease or adverse reactions at the vaccine injection site, supporting
the safety of FILORAB1 in NHPs. Clinical disease scores were
assigned on the basis of the subjects’ physical activity, rash, ap-
petite, signs of respiratory distress, and motor function. Clinical
disease scores corresponded with antibody titers and viral loads.
The animals that received 100 µg of FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE
demonstrated few or short-lived clinical signs and high anti-
body titers and low viral loads. In contrast, the RabAvert
group demonstrated clinical signs consistent with EBOV dis-
ease, low to no antibody titers, and high viral loads.

In nonsurviving subjects, gross necropsy observations were
consistent with EBOV disease. However, at the EBOV injection
site, a mild-to-moderate and occasionally severe injection site
reaction was observed in 6 of 6 animals in the 200-µg FILOR-
AB1 group, in 3 of 4 in the 100-µg FILORAB1 group, and in 4 of
4 in the 100-µg FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE group. The mecha-
nism of this reaction is currently unknown. Grossly, severe

myofiber degeneration and necrosis was observed in 1 of 6
RabAvert subjects, and a moderate myofiber degeneration and
necrosis was observed in the subject that died of disease in the
200-µg FILORAB1 group. Although injection site swelling was
observed in the 100-µg FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE group, it was
not as severe as that observed in the other groups, and myofiber
degeneration and necrosis were not grossly observed.

The lack of 100% protection for the 200-µg FILORAB1 group
was a concern. One method to consider increasing protection
against EBOV was to switch to a prime-boost-boost vaccine
strategy, which is in keeping with the human RABV preexpo-
sure prophylaxis vaccination schedule (days 0, 7, and 28). Gen-
erally, multiple inoculations are commonly used for inactivated
vaccines because inactivated vaccines are less immunogenic but
provide improved safety when compared to live-replication
competent vaccines.

A follow up study was composed of 3 groups of 6 cynomolgus
monkeys, which were immunized with RabAvert, 200 µg of
FILORAB1, or 100 µg of FILORAB1 plus 15 µg GLA-SE on
study days 0, 7, and 28. Similar to the previous experiments, the
challenge was performed on day 85 after initial vaccination, and
the challenge was performed with 1000 PFU of the 2013–2016
outbreak strain EBOV Makona C05 [36] via the intramuscular
route. Similar to NHP 3, EBOV-specific immunity was detected
as early as 7 days after immunization (Figure 5) for the 200-µg
FILORAB1 and 100-µg FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE groups but not
for the RabAvert group. The responses were boosted to almost the
level detected for pooled sera from NHP 1 survivors used as a

Figure 2. Development of rabies virus (RABV) neutralizing antibodies (NAbs) over time in immunized rhesus monkeys (nonhuman primate study 3 [NHP 3]). Animals were
immunized at day 0 and 42 with the indicated vaccine and RABV NAbs were analyzed over time and determined as international units (IUs), using the World Health Organization
standard. Abbreviation: GLA-SE, glucopyranosyl lipid A in stable emulsion.
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positive control. Therewas a small reduction in the titer for EBOV
GP antibody detected by ELISA for both groups from days 14 to
28, but the second boost increased EBOV GP–specific titers for
NHPs in the 200-µg FILORAB1 and 100-µg FILORAB1 plus
GLA-SE groups. The anti-EBOV antibody responses for the
100-µg FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE group was more stable over
time and did not decrease, whereas the detected anti-GP response
for NHPs immunized with 200 µg of FILORAB1 decreased over
time. Evaluating the immune response against RABVbyNAbs in-
dicated that all 3 groupsmounted sufficientNAbs to RABV,which
is consistent with findings from NHP 3 (Figure 6).

Unblinding of the study revealed that 6 of 6 subjects in the
RabAvert group met end point criteria on day 7, on average;
that 4 of 6 subjects from the 200-µg FILORAB1 group met
end point criteria on day 9 after challenge, on average; and
that 0 of 6 subjects from the 100-µg FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE
group met end point criteria (Figure 7A) or developed clinical
signs of disease. The lack of clinical signs in the 100-µg FILOR-
AB1 plus GLA-SE group was paralleled by low levels of viral
RNA (Figure 7C). Low levels of viral RNA were also detected
in the 2 surviving NHPs from the 200-µg FILORAB1 group
(Figure 7C). NAb against EBOV was detected as early as day

Figure 3. Survival (A), neutralizing antibody (NAb) titer against Ebola virus (EBOV; B), and RNA loads after challenge of immunized nonhuman primates (NHPs) in NHP study 3
(NHP 3; C). Immunized NHPs were challenged with 1000 plaque-forming units (PFU) of EBOV Makona C05 intramuscularly on day 85 after the first immunization. A, FILORAB1
adjuvanted with glucopyranosyl lipid A in stable emulsion (GLA-SE) provided 100% protection. B, NAb titer as measured by a fluorescence reduction neutralizing–50% assay
(FRNA50) indicates increased response in surviving NHPs. C, Total viral RNA (genomic RNA and messenger RNA) levels at different time points after challenge indicate pro-
tection associated with FILORAB1. Abbreviation: ND, not detectable.
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9 after challenge (Figure 7B). The 100-µg FILORAB1 plus GLA-
SE group developed higher NAb titers against EBOV than the
200-µg FILORAB1 group. The RabAvert group did not develop
NAbs against EBOV. Taken together, these results indicate that
vaccination with GLA-SE-adjuvanted FILORAB1 resulted in
the best protection against EBOV challenge, resulting in 100%
survival with no clinical signs. As discussed by Geisbert et al
[38], the cynomolgus or rhesus macaque models are both well
suited for EBOV vaccine studies, but some differences in the
sensitivity to the challenge exist, which could explain the
lower survival rates among the cynomolgus macaques immu-
nized with 200 μg of FILORAB1, compared with the previous
study in rhesus macaques.

To evaluate the immune response after EBOV challenge,
EBOV-GP–specific ELISAs were performed. As shown in Fig-
ure 8, there was no boost effect seen in the GP response 6
days after challenge when compared to the day of the EBOV
challenge. However, the EBOV GP ELISA at the necropsy
time point indicated that all surviving subjects developed
higher titers against EBOV GP than what was observed before
challenge.

Comparison with NHP 3 indicated that subjects in NHP 4
developed clinical signs of disease 1 day earlier than what was
observed in NHP 3 (day 5 vs day 6). Clinical signs for the Ra-
bAvert group were consistent with EBOV disease. The surviving
subjects receiving 200 µg of FILORAB1 developed mild-to-

moderate clinical signs, whereas the nonsurvivors developed se-
vere clinical signs that were consistent with EBOV disease. Sub-
jects in the 100-µg FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE group did not
develop clinical signs of disease. However, 5 of 6 in the 200-
µg FILORAB1 group and 4 of 6 in the 100-µg FILORAB1
plus GLA-SE group developed mild-to-severe reactions at the
challenge virus injection site. Grossly, severe myofiber degener-
ation was observed in 3 of 6 subjects that received 200 µg of FI-
LORAB1. Mild-to-moderate myofiber degeneration and
necrosis was observed in 1 of 6 subjects that received 100 µg
of FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE. Mild myofiber degeneration was
observed in 1 RabAvert recipient. One of the 2 subjects from
the 200-µg FILORAB1 group that developed severe myofiber
degeneration also developed intussusception with ischemic ne-
crosis of the bowel. The other subject from the 200-µg FILOR-
AB1 group developed locally extensive, severe, subacute
ischemic necrosis with mesenteric vascular infarction in the dis-
tal jejunum.

DISCUSSION

The RABV-based EBOV vaccine has been studied in mice and
NHPs previously [15, 31–33, 39]. The first-generation of the
RABV-based EBOV vaccine (BNSP333-ZGP) induced protec-
tion against EBOV challenge in NHPs when used as a replica-
tion-competent vaccine and partial protection (50%) when used
as an inactivated vaccine [15]. The second generation of this

Figure 4. Humoral immune response to Ebola virus (EBOV) glycoprotein (GP) after challenge in nonhuman primate (NHP) study 3 (NHP 3). Sera from NHPs were analyzed for
total immunoglobulin G (IgG) with an EBOV GP (Zaire)–specific enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA). OD490 readings were compared to those for pooled sera from the
8 surviving monkeys from NHP 1 study as a positive control (PSS). All sera were diluted 1:50, followed by 3-fold serial dilutions, and were evaluated by ELISA. Abbreviations:
GLA-SE, glucopyranosyl lipid A in stable emulsion; HRP, horseradish peroxidase.
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vaccine was modified to express codon-optimized EBOV GP
(BNSP333-coZGP or FILORAB1). The codon-optimized

EBOV GP was expressed at higher levels in Vero cells as com-
pared to wild-type GP, and approximately 2.5-fold more EBOV

Figure 5. Humoral immune response to Ebola virus (EBOV) glycoprotein (GP) in nonhuman primate (NHP) study 4 (NHP 4). NHPs were vaccinated on days 0, 7, and 28 (green).
Sera from NHPs were analyzed for total immunoglobulin G (IgG) with an EBOV GP (Zaire)–specific enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay. OD490 readings were compared to those
for pooled sera from the 8 surviving NHPs from a NHP 1 study as a positive control (PSS). Sera obtained prior to immunization on day 0 were used as a negative control. All sera
were diluted 1:50 and analyzed in a 3-fold serial dilution. Abbreviations: GLA-SE, glucopyranosyl lipid A in stable emulsion; HRP, horseradish peroxidase. This figure is available
in black and white in print and in color online.
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GP was incorporated into RABV virions. In general, codon-
optimization of transgenes expressed by RABV-based vectors
increased the expression levels of GP but also enhanced the in-
corporation of the foreign proteins into RABV particles [30, 40].
In a small follow-up study in NHPs, the inactivated second-
generation RABV/EBOV vaccine FILORAB1 proved to be
safe, immunogenic, and efficacious in NHPs against a 100-
PFU EBOV challenge when combined with 2 different experi-
mental adjuvants [41].

Here we present results of larger experiments evaluating the
efficacy and 2 vaccine regimens of inactivated FILORAB1 in
NHPs. Two antigenic doses of unadjuvanted FILORAB1 and
a GLA-SE–adjuvanted low dose of FILORAB1 on 2 different
vaccination schedules in 2 NHP species were evaluated. The
interval from final immunization to challenge was kept as sim-
ilar as logistically possible to the interval used in the initial
experiments. A total of 100 µg of FILORAB1 plus GLA-SE pro-
vided 100% protection with no or minimal clinical signs ob-
served after challenge. GLA-SE has been shown to stimulate
production of several inflammatory cytokines, type I interfer-
ons, elicit maturation of dendritic cells, prime T-helper type 1
(Th1) cell responses, and induce both antibody and T-cell–
mediated protective immunity in multiple animal models of
infectious diseases [42–45]. Importantly, GLA-SE has been
safely administered to >1000 human subjects in clinical trials

as a vaccine adjuvant and shown to induce potent neutralizing
antibody and CD4+ T-cell responses [37].

NHPs immunized with the unadjuvanted vaccine mounted
higher EBOV antibody responses after 3 immunizations than
after 2 immunizations. However, 2 of 6 animals in the 200-µg
group, and 1 of 4 in the 100-µg group were protected. Since
EBOV antibody titers in the unadjuvanted 200 µg FILORAB1
group were comparable or only slightly inferior to the GLA-
SE–adjuvanted 100-µg FILORAB1 group, these data suggest
that the additional protection provided by GLA-SE is due to
qualitative and quantitative changes in the antibody response
against EBOV. In addition, T-cell responses are known to con-
tribute to protection against EBOV, and GLA-SE has been
shown to prime strong Th1-type CD4+ T-cell responses and
to a lesser extent also CD8+ T-cell responses [46]. To this
end, the contribution of the T-cell response to the protection
that GLA-SE–adjuvanted FILORAB1 provided against EBOV
challenge is currently under investigation.

Interestingly, we observed reactions at the site of the injection
of the challenge virus. The cause of these reactions is unknown
at this time. One possible explanation is response to Vero cell
protein. In these experiments, FILORAB1 and the EBOV
stock were both propagated on Vero cells, thus it is possible
that the edema is caused by a localized reaction of varying
severity to Vero proteins. To explore this possibility and others,

Figure 6. Development of rabies virus (RABV) neutralizing antibodies (NAbs) over time in immunized rhesus monkeys (from nonhuman primate [NHP] study 4). Animals were
immunized on days 0, 7, and 28 (green) with the indicated vaccine, and RABV NAbs were analyzed over time and determined as international units (IUs), using a World Health
Organization standard. Abbreviation: GLA-SE, glucopyranosyl lipid A in stable emulsion. This figure is available in black and white in print and in color online.
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a follow-up experiment will be performed in which groups of
vaccinated NHPs will be challenged in parallel with EBOV
and γ-irradiated EBOV.

In this experiment, we used well-characterized stocks that were
sequenced to ensure fidelity with the published sequences for
Makona isolates of EBOV [36].Historically, the most commonly
used EBOV for countermeasure efficacy studies is the prototype
EBOV strain Mayinga. Marzi et al reported that there is a slight

delay in onset of the disease with Makona when compared to
Mayinga in cynomolgus monkeys [47]. However, the mean day
to end point and final outcome of EBOV-induced disease was
similar with both viral strains, indicating that the use of either
virus in challenge studies is justified. In our 2 studies, the ob-
served differences in disease and survival for the RabAvert only
group was 0.8 days and not statistically significantly different by
Kaplan–Meier analysis (GraphPad Prism 6.0).

Figure 7. Survival (A), neutralizing antibody (NAb) titer against Ebola virus (EBOV; (B), and RNA loads after challenge of immunized nonhuman primates (NHPs) in NHP study
4 (NHP 4; C). Immunized NHPs were challenge with 1000 plaque-forming units of EBOV Makona C05 intramuscularly on day 85 after the first immunization. A, Survival curve
demonstrating 100% efficacy of FILORAB1 plus glucopyranosyl lipid A in stable emulsion (GLA-SE). B, NAb titer as measured by a fluorescence reduction neutralizing–50%
assay (FRNA50). C, Total viral RNA (genomic and messenger RNA) at different time points after challenge. Abbreviation: ND, not detectable.
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Currently, the lead EBOV vaccine candidates are a chimpan-
zee adenovirus-based and a VSV (rVSV-GP)–based vaccine.
The latter was recently reported to have 100% efficacy in the
preliminary analysis of a phase 2/3 trial using a ring-vaccination
cluster-randomized design during the EBOV epidemic in
Guinea [48].While virally vectored vaccines can protect against
EBOV infection with a single immunization and are thus well
suited for ring vaccination, recent modeling has raised the ques-
tion whether this would have been sufficient to stop the EBOV
epidemic [49]. The model predicted that if more than a few
cases were missed, large outbreaks could occur under ring vac-
cination. The authors conclude that mass vaccination or hybrid
strategies involving mass and ring vaccinations might need to be
considered alongside ring vaccination when planning for future
outbreaks [49]. In addition, replication-competent vaccines
have drawbacks with regard to safety, especially in immuno-
compromised persons, and will likely not be suitable for mass
immunization of the general population. Thus far, the

candidate vaccines require low-temperature cold chains for
long-term storage and have limited stability at ambient temper-
ature, in the case of EBOV-VSV, 24 hours at 25°C [50]. This
makes them less well suited for stockpiling and mass immuni-
zation in tropical conditions. In contrast, inactivated RABV vac-
cine can be lyophilized without loss of antigenicity [51],
indicating that lyophilized FILORAB1 should be explored.
One concern with FILORAB1 is that 2–3 immunizations are re-
quired, but several currently approved and used vaccines need
to be administered multiple times, and this is performed suc-
cessfully. Of note, FILORAB1 builds on the excellent safety re-
cord of the current inactivated RABV vaccine approved for
human use, which has been administered to tens of millions
of people, including pregnant women and children, and ad-
dresses several shortcomings of the virally vectored EBOV vac-
cines currently in development by offering an improved safety
profile, bivalency for a more common pathogen, and possibly
improved stability for long-term storage. Further development

Figure 8. Humoral immune response to Ebola virus (EBOV) glycoprotein (GP) after challenge in nonhuman primate (NHP) study 4 (NHP 4). Sera from NHPs were analyzed for
total immunoglobulin G (IgG) with an EBOV GP (Zaire)–specific enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay. OD490 readings were compared to those for pooled sera from the 8
surviving NHPs from a previous study (NHP 1) as a positive control (PSS). All sera were diluted 1:50, followed by 3-fold serial dilutions for analysis. Abbreviations: GLA-
SE, glucopyranosyl lipid A in stable emulsion; HRP, horseradish peroxidase.
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would include production and testing of a GMP-produced lot,
monitoring and understanding of the injection site reaction,
dose ranging of adjuvanted vaccine, and development and test-
ing of lyophilized FILORAB1.

Notes
Acknowledgments. We thank Jennifer Wilson (Thomas Jefferson Uni-

versity, Philadelphia, PA), for critical reading and editing the manuscript;
and Lisa E. Hensley, Marisa St. Claire, Danny Ragland, Russ Byrum, Rebec-
ca Reeder, and the entire EVPS and IRF team, for their contributions to
these studies.
Disclaimer. The content of this publication does not necessarily reflect

the views or policies of the Department of Health and Human Services or of
the institutions and companies affiliated with the authors.
Financial support. This work was supported by the National Institute

of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID; grant R01AI105204 to M. J. S.),
the Jefferson Vaccine Center, the NIAID Division of Intramural Research,
the NIAID Division of Clinical Research, and through Battelle Memorial In-
stitute’s prime contract with the NIAID (contract HHSN272200700016I).
Potential conflicts of interest. P. B. J., R. F. J., and M. J. S. have a pend-

ing patent application entitled “US Prov. Appl. Multivalent Vaccines for Ra-
bies Virus and Filovirus.” J. t. M. is a full-time employee of Immune
Design. J. T. W. is a full-time employee of Genetic Sciences, Thermo Fisher
Scientific. All other authors report no potential conflicts. All authors have
submitted the ICMJE Form for Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interest.
Conflicts that the editors consider relevant to the content of the manuscript
have been disclosed.

References
1. Emond RT, Evans B, Bowen ET, Lloyd G. A case of Ebola virus infection. Br Med J

1977; 2:541–4.
2. Sanchez A, Geisbert TW, Feldmann H. Filoviridae: Marburg and Ebola viruses. In:

Knipe DM, Howley PM, Griffin DE, eds. Fields virology. 5th ed. Vol 1. Philadel-
phia, PA: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins, 2007:1409–48.

3. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 2014 Ebola outbreak inWest Africa—
outbreak distribution map. Updated 17 March 2016. http://www.cdc.gov/vhf/
ebola/outbreaks/2014-west-africa/distribution-map.html. Accessed 31 March
2016.

4. Feldmann H, Geisbert TW. Ebola haemorrhagic fever. Lancet 2011; 377:
849–62.

5. Kuhn JH, Dodd LE, Wahl-Jensen V, Radoshitzky SR, Bavari S, Jahrling PB. Eval-
uation of perceived threat differences posed by filovirus variants. Biosecur Bioter-
ror 2011; 9:361–71.

6. Leroy EM, Rouquet P, Formenty P, et al. Multiple Ebola virus transmission events
and rapid decline of central African wildlife. Science 2004; 303:387–90.

7. Vogel G. Ecology. Tracking Ebola’s deadly march among wild apes. Science 2006;
314:1522–3.

8. Vogel G. Conservation. Scientists say Ebola has pushed western gorillas to the
brink. Science 2007; 317:1484.

9. Bermejo M, Rodriguez-Teijeiro JD, Illera G, Barroso A, Vila C, Walsh PD. Ebola
outbreak killed 5000 gorillas. Science 2006; 314:1564.

10. Le Gouar PJ, Vallet D, David L, et al. How Ebola impacts genetics of Western low-
land gorilla populations. PLoS One 2009; 4:e8375.

11. Mari Saez A, Weiss S, Nowak K, et al. Investigating the zoonotic origin of the West
African Ebola epidemic. EMBO Mol Med 2015; 7:17–23.

12. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Sierra Leone trial to introduce a vac-
cine against Ebola (STRIVE). Updated 20 April 2016. http://www.cdc.gov/vhf/
ebola/strive/index.html. Accessed 23 May 2016.

13. News N. Ebola Vaccine Trial Opens in Liberia.
14. Marzi A, Feldmann H. Ebola virus vaccines: an overview of current approaches.

Expert Rev Vaccines 2014; 13:521–31.
15. Blaney JE, Marzi A, Willet M, et al. Antibody quality and protection from lethal

Ebola virus challenge in nonhuman primates immunized with rabies virus based
bivalent vaccine. PLoS Pathog 2013; 9:e1003389.

16. Marzi A, Feldmann H, Geisbert TW, Falzarano D. Vesicular Stomatitis Virus-
Based Vaccines for Prophylaxis and Treatment of Filovirus Infections. J Bioterror
Biodef 2011; pii:2157-2526-S1-004.

17. Bukreyev A, Marzi A, Feldmann F, et al. Chimeric human parainfluenza virus
bearing the Ebola virus glycoprotein as the sole surface protein is immunogenic
and highly protective against Ebola virus challenge. Virology 2009; 383:348–61.

18. Bukreyev AA, Dinapoli JM, Yang L, Murphy BR, Collins PL. Mucosal para-
influenza virus-vectored vaccine against Ebola virus replicates in the respiratory
tract of vector-immune monkeys and is immunogenic. Virology 2010; 399:
290–8.

19. DiNapoli JM, Yang L, Samal SK, Murphy BR, Collins PL, Bukreyev A. Respiratory
tract immunization of non-human primates with a Newcastle disease virus-vec-
tored vaccine candidate against Ebola virus elicits a neutralizing antibody re-
sponse. Vaccine 2010; 29:17–25.

20. Geisbert TW, Bausch DG, Feldmann H. Prospects for immunisation against Mar-
burg and Ebola viruses. Rev Med Virol 2010; 20:344–57.

21. Hensley LE, Mulangu S, Asiedu C, et al. Demonstration of cross-protective vaccine
immunity against an emerging pathogenic Ebolavirus species. PLoS Pathog 2010;
6:e1000904.

22. Sullivan NJ, Geisbert TW, Geisbert JB, et al. Accelerated vaccination for Ebola
virus haemorrhagic fever in non-human primates. Nature 2003; 424:681–4.

23. Sullivan NJ, Martin JE, Graham BS, Nabel GJ. Correlates of protective immunity
for Ebola vaccines: implications for regulatory approval by the animal rule. Nat
Rev Microbiol 2009; 7:393–400.

24. Sullivan NJ, Sanchez A, Rollin PE, Yang ZY, Nabel GJ. Development of a
preventive vaccine for Ebola virus infection in primates. Nature 2000; 408:
605–9.

25. Sun Y, Carrion R Jr, Ye L, et al. Protection against lethal challenge by Ebola virus-
like particles produced in insect cells. Virology 2009; 383:12–21.

26. Warfield KL, Bosio CM, Welcher BC, et al. Ebola virus-like particles protect from
lethal Ebola virus infection. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 2003; 100:15889–94.

27. Warfield KL, Swenson DL, Olinger GG, Kalina WV, Aman MJ, Bavari S. Ebola
virus-like particle-based vaccine protects nonhuman primates against lethal
Ebola virus challenge. J Infect Dis 2007; 196(suppl 2):S430–7.

28. Mire CE, Geisbert JB, Marzi A, Agans KN, Feldmann H, Geisbert TW. Vesicular
stomatitis virus-based vaccines protect nonhuman primates against Bundibugyo
ebolavirus. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 2013; 7:e2600.

29. Marzi A, Ebihara H, Callison J, et al. Vesicular stomatitis virus-based Ebola vac-
cines with improved cross-protective efficacy. J Infect Dis 2011; 204(suppl 3):
S1066–74.

30. Willet M, Kurup D, Papaneri A, et al. Preclinical development of inactivated rabies
virus-based polyvalent vaccine against rabies and filoviruses. J Infect Dis 2015;
212(suppl 2):S414–24.

31. Papaneri AB, Wirblich C, Cooper K, Jahrling PB, Schnell MJ, Blaney JE. Further
characterization of the immune response in mice to inactivated and live rabies vac-
cines expressing Ebola virus glycoprotein. Vaccine 2012; 30:6136–41.

32. Papaneri AB, Wirblich C, Cann JA, et al. A replication-deficient rabies virus vac-
cine expressing Ebola virus glycoprotein is highly attenuated for neurovirulence.
Virology 2012; 434:18–26.

33. Blaney JE, Wirblich C, Papaneri AB, et al. Inactivated or live-attenuated bivalent
vaccines that confer protection against rabies and Ebola viruses. J Virol 2011;
85:10605–16.

34. Baize S, Pannetier D, Oestereich L, et al. Emergence of Zaire Ebola virus disease in
Guinea. N Engl J Med 2014; 371:1418–25.

35. Papaneri AB, Wirblich C, Marissen WE, Schnell MJ. Alanine scanning of the ra-
bies virus glycoprotein antigenic site III using recombinant rabies virus: implica-
tion for post-exposure treatment. Vaccine 2013; 31:5897–902.

36. Gire SK, Goba A, Andersen KG, et al. Genomic surveillance elucidates Ebola
virus origin and transmission during the 2014 outbreak. Science 2014;
345:1369–72.

37. Treanor JJ, Essink B, Hull S, et al. Evaluation of safety and immunogenicity of
recombinant influenza hemagglutinin (H5/Indonesia/05/2005) formulated with
and without a stable oil-in-water emulsion containing glucopyranosyl-lipid A
(SE + GLA) adjuvant. Vaccine 2013; 31:5760–5.

38. Geisbert TW, Strong JE, Feldmann H. Considerations in the use of nonhuman
primate models of Ebola virus and Marburg virus infection. J Infect Dis 2015;
212(suppl 2):S91–7.

39. Willet M, Kurup D, Papaneri A, et al. Preclinical development of inactivated rabies
virus-based polyvalent vaccine against rabies and filoviruses. J Infect Dis 2015;
212(suppl 2):S414–24.

40. Kurup D, Wirblich C, Feldmann H, Marzi A, Schnell MJ. Rhabdoviral-based vac-
cine platforms against henipaviruses. J Virol 2015; 89:144–54.

41. Willet M, Wirblich C, Papaneri AB, et al. Preclinical development of inactivated
rabies virus–based tetravalent vaccine against rabies and filoviruses. J Infect Dis
2015; 212(suppl 2):S414–24.

42. Coler RN, Bertholet S, Moutaftsi M, et al. Development and characterization of
synthetic glucopyranosyl lipid adjuvant system as a vaccine adjuvant. PLoS One
2011; 6:e16333.

43. Pantel A, Cheong C, Dandamudi D, et al. A new synthetic TLR4 agonist, GLA,
allows dendritic cells targeted with antigen to elicit Th1 T-cell immunity in
vivo. Eur J Immunol 2012; 42:101–9.

FILORAB1 Adjuvanted With GLA-SE • JID 2016:214 (Suppl 3) • S353

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/jid/article-abstract/214/suppl_3/S342/2388114
by Thomas Jefferson University, Scott Library user
on 08 February 2018

http://www.cdc.gov/vhf/ebola/outbreaks/2014-west-africa/distribution-map.html
http://www.cdc.gov/vhf/ebola/outbreaks/2014-west-africa/distribution-map.html
http://www.cdc.gov/vhf/ebola/outbreaks/2014-west-africa/distribution-map.html
http://www.cdc.gov/vhf/ebola/strive/index.html
http://www.cdc.gov/vhf/ebola/strive/index.html
http://www.cdc.gov/vhf/ebola/strive/index.html


44. Fox CB, Haensler J. An update on safety and immunogenicity of vaccines contain-
ing emulsion-based adjuvants. Expert Rev Vaccines 2013; 12:747–58.

45. Fox CB, Baldwin SL, Vedvick TS, Angov E, Reed SG. Effects on immunogenicity
by formulations of emulsion-based adjuvants for malaria vaccines. Clin Vaccine
Immunol 2012; 19:1633–40.

46. Odegard JM, Flynn PA, Campbell DJ, et al. A novel HSV-2 subunit vaccine induc-
es GLA-dependent CD4 and CD8T cell responses and protective immunity in
mice and guinea pigs. Vaccine 2016; 34:101–9.

47. Marzi A, Feldmann F, Hanley PW, Scott DP, Gunther S, Feldmann H. Delayed
disease progression in cynomolgus macaques infected with Ebola virus Makona
strain. Emerg Infect Dis 2015; 21:1777–83.

48. Henao-Restrepo AM, Longini IM, Egger M, et al. Efficacy and effectiveness of an
rVSV-vectored vaccine expressing Ebola surface glycoprotein: interim results
from the Guinea ring vaccination cluster-randomised trial. Lancet 2015;
386:857–66.

49. Kucharski AJ, Eggo RM, Watson CH, Camacho A, Funk S, Edmunds WJ. Effec-
tiveness of ring vaccination as control strategy for Ebola virus disease. Emerg In-
fect Dis 2016; 22:105–8.

50. Arnemo M, Viksmoen Watle SS, Schoultz KM, et al. Stability of a vesicular stoma-
titis virus-vectored Ebola vaccine. J Infect Dis 2016; 213:930–3.

51. Veeraraghavan N, Subrahmanyan TP. Antigenic value of lyophilized phenolized
antirabies vaccine. Bull World Health Organ 1961; 25:115–7.

S354 • JID 2016:214 (Suppl 3) • Johnson et al

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/jid/article-abstract/214/suppl_3/S342/2388114
by Thomas Jefferson University, Scott Library user
on 08 February 2018



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile ()
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.5
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo false
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 175
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50286
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG2000
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 20
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 175
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50286
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG2000
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 20
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages true
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 175
  /MonoImageDepth 4
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50286
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


