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ABSTRACT The chicken gastrointestinal tract is richly populated by commensal
bacteria that fulfill various beneficial roles for the host, including helping to resist
colonization by pathogens. It can also facilitate the conjugative transfer of multidrug
resistance (MDR) plasmids between commensal and pathogenic bacteria which is a
significant public and animal health concern as it may affect our ability to treat bac-
terial infections. We used an in vitro chemostat system to approximate the chicken
cecal microbiota, simulate colonization by an MDR Salmonella pathogen, and exam-
ine the dynamics of transfer of its MDR plasmid harboring several genes, including
the extended-spectrum beta-lactamase bldcry ;- We also evaluated the impact of
cefotaxime administration on plasmid transfer and microbial diversity. Bacterial com-
munity profiles obtained by culture-independent methods showed that Salmonella
inoculation resulted in no significant changes to bacterial community alpha diversity
and beta diversity, whereas administration of cefotaxime caused significant altera-
tions to both measures of diversity, which largely recovered. MDR plasmid transfer
from Salmonella to commensal Escherichia coli was demonstrated by PCR and whole-
genome sequencing of isolates purified from agar plates containing cefotaxime.
Transfer occurred to seven E. coli sequence types at high rates, even in the absence
of cefotaxime, with resistant strains isolated within 3 days. Our chemostat system
provides a good representation of bacterial interactions, including antibiotic resis-
tance transfer in vivo. It can be used as an ethical and relatively inexpensive ap-
proach to model dissemination of antibiotic resistance within the gut of any animal
or human and refine interventions that mitigate its spread before employing in vivo
studies.

IMPORTANCE The spread of antimicrobial resistance presents a grave threat to
public health and animal health and is affecting our ability to respond to bacterial
infections. Transfer of antimicrobial resistance via plasmid exchange is of particular
concern as it enables unrelated bacteria to acquire resistance. The gastrointestinal
tract is replete with bacteria and provides an environment for plasmid transfer be-
tween commensals and pathogens. Here we use the chicken gut microbiota as an
exemplar to model the effects of bacterial infection, antibiotic administration, and
plasmid transfer. We show that transfer of a multidrug-resistant plasmid from the
zoonotic pathogen Salmonella to commensal Escherichia coli occurs at a high rate,
even in the absence of antibiotic administration. Our work demonstrates that the in
vitro gut model provides a powerful screening tool that can be used to assess and
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refine interventions that mitigate the spread of antibiotic resistance in the gut be-
fore undertaking animal studies.

KEYWORDS Escherichia coli, Salmonella, antimicrobial resistance, enteric pathogens,
horizontal gene transfer, plasmids

hickens (Gallus gallus) are a source of human infection by zoonotic pathogens such

as Salmonella enterica, Campylobacter spp., and Escherichia coli (1, 2). The chicken
cecum appears to be a rich source of bacteria, including pathogens (3). The gut
microbiota helps protect chickens from colonization by pathogens (4), but this can be
weakened through administration of antibiotics that perturb the gut bacterial commu-
nity, resulting in steep declines in the abundance and diversity of gut bacteria (5-11).
Antibiotic administration can also select for antimicrobial resistance (AMR) genes,
which may be carried by commensals or pathogens (4, 5, 12). The transfer of AMR genes
between bacteria and the spread of resistance have implications for human and animal
health (13, 14). Dissemination of resistance via plasmids harboring multiple AMR genes,
including extended-spectrum beta-lactamases (ESBLs), is of particular therapeutic rel-
evance and has been demonstrated between different bacterial genera on a single farm
(15) and between animal and human strains of E. coli (16, 17).

The potential for dissemination of AMR via plasmid conjugation in the chicken cecal
microbiota has not been fully defined. Various in vitro chemostat models have been
developed to investigate the gut microbiota of humans and animals (18, 19). These
models seek to simulate the physiological conditions encountered in the gut (e.g., pH
and temperature) and employ culture media that support diverse bacterial communi-
ties, resembling those found in vivo. The models vary in complexity, with some
consisting of a single batch fermentation vessel run for 24 to 48 h, whereas others use
one or more vessels in series and employ a continuous flow system to introduce fresh
media, allowing the system to be run for days or weeks; most monitor changes in a
handful of bacteria using mainly culture-based methods (18, 19). Chemostats provide
useful screening tools to examine the effects of interventions on the microbiota under
controlled experimental conditions without the ethical restrictions associated with
human and animal trials. Such models have been used to investigate the impact of
antibiotics on proliferation of Clostridium difficile in a human gut model (20), the
transfer of AMR gene-harboring plasmids from avian E. coli to a limited number of
human E. coli clones in a human gut model (17), the production of metabolites such as
short-chain fatty acids in human, chicken, and pig microbiota (21, 22), and the impact
of dietary elements on human microbiota (23, 24).

In this study, we report the development of an in vitro chemostat system that aims
to approximate the chicken cecal microbiota and use it to demonstrate the effect
of infection of the chicken with a multidrug-resistant (MDR) Salmonella and ensuing
antibiotic administration. Salmonella colonization was simulated by inoculation of a
strain of Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium, carrying the MDR Incl1 plasmid
pIFM3844 that harbors three AMR genes, including the ESBL gene bldry_y;, and that
readily transfers between bacteria of the same and related species on farms (15).
Samples were withdrawn at regular intervals over the time period that the chemostat
vessels were run and analyzed for changes in total bacterial diversity using culture-
independent methods, as well as for enumeration of selected bacteria by culture. An
important aspect of this study was to determine whether the presence of a zoonotic
pathogen in the chicken ceca harboring an MDR plasmid results in transfer and
proliferation of this plasmid in commensal bacteria that may result in a significant
increase in the reservoir of resistant bacteria and their possible transfer through the
food chain to affect humans. The results have a wider implication in that they
demonstrate how MDR plasmids may proliferate and disseminate in the gut environ-
ment of any animal, including humans.
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FIG 1 Microbial profiles obtained in experiment 4 showing responses to cefotaxime (CTX) administration and time point. Populations are prese

nted as relative

abundance of sequences taxonomically classified to family or the next highest possible resolution level (order, class, or phylum), and the isolates are identified

by the vessel (V) number and day of isolation (D). The data presented in this figure are also given in Table S3 in the supplemental material.

RESULTS

Establishing the in vitro gut model and cecal microbiota profiling. The gut
model was seeded with cecal samples collected from Salmonella-free chickens reared
under experimental conditions in a biosecure environment. To assess the total bacterial
diversity using culture-independent methods, microbial profiling by amplification and
pyrosequencing of the 16S rRNA gene was performed on the seeded cecal samples, and
examined using QIIME (25). This showed that the phylum Firmicutes dominated in these
cecal samples (average relative abundance of 95.17%), comprised mainly of members
of the family Ruminococcaceae (average relative abundance of 56.81%). Other bacterial
phyla were present at low abundance, as were reads unassigned to any bacteria
(~0.42%; see Tables ST and S2 in the supplemental material).

Microbial profiles of the total bacterial population were also generated from sam-
ples withdrawn at the different time points for each vessel in the four gut model
experiments performed after seeding with cecal contents. The culture-independent
methods examined these bacterial communities, and the microbial profiles obtained
from the four experiments were summarized as the relative abundance of sequences
taxonomically classified to family or next highest possible resolution level (order, class,
or phylum) (Table S3). Similar results were obtained in the four experiments (see
below), with microbial profiles obtained in experiment 4 shown in Fig. 1 as an exemplar
of the results obtained. In all vessels, a diverse bacterial population was present, which
altered over time and in response to cefotaxime administration (Fig. 1). Importantly, no
single taxon was seen to dominate. To identify statistically significant changes in the
bacterial communities, the 16S rRNA metagenomic data from all four experiments were
analyzed using QIIME and structured to allow comparison by experiment number, time
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TABLE 1 Significance in differences between alpha and beta diversity indices for the variables (experiment, time point, Salmonella
inoculation, and cefotaxime administration)

Beta diversity (weighted

Alpha diversity UniFrac) by Adonis analysis
P value for alpha diversity
index:
Variable examined Statistical test Chao1 Shannon P value R? value
Experiment Kruskal-Wallis 0.789 0.425 0.002 0.094
Time point Kruskal-Wallis <0.001 <0.001 0.001 0.359
Salmonella inoculation Kruskal-Wallis 0.956 0.392 0374 0.026
Cefotaxime administration Mann-Whitney (two-tailed) 0.019 <0.001 0.001 0.134

point, cefotaxime administration, and Salmonella inoculation. The results showed a
significant but small difference in microbial community composition between experi-
ments (P = 0.002 and R? = 0.094 by Adonis analysis). These differences arose from
dissimilar abundances in the input cecal material. Indeed, of the 18 operational
taxonomic units (OTUs) that were significantly different in experiments, 8 were not
detected in one or more cecal preparations. Importantly, there were no significant
differences between experiments in the alpha diversity indices estimating bacterial
species richness (Chaol, P = 0.789) or estimating bacterial community evenness
(Shannon, P = 0.425) (Table 1 and Fig. S1), indicating reproducibility and consistency
in the capability of the in vitro system to maintain diverse bacterial populations.

There was, however, a significant change in the bacterial community over the course
of the experiment (P = 0.001 and R?> = 0.359 by Adonis analysis) and significant
differences in the Chao1 (P < 0.001) and Shannon (P < 0.001) alpha diversity indices
(Table 1 and Fig. S1). At days 1 and 2, there was an increase in alpha diversity indices
above that of the input ceca, but after day 4, both indices decreased below initial levels,
and these indices stabilized from day 6 onwards, with little change in the alpha and
beta diversity in the bacterial community thereafter (Fig. 2 and Fig. S1). These results
indicated that there was a temporary increase, followed by a decrease in community
richness and abundance, followed by stability in these parameters. Changes in the
bacterial communities during the course of the experiment were further investi-
gated by three-dimensional principal-coordinate analysis of the weighted UniFrac beta
diversity (Fig. 2). The majority of OTUs with a significant decrease in abundance were
assigned to taxa (class or family) of obligate anaerobes such as Clostridiales, Lachno-
spiraceae, and Ruminococcaceae, although certain OTUs of Lachnospiraceae in-
creased significantly. Other OTUs with a significant increase in abundance were mainly
from families of facultative or aerotolerant anaerobes, such as Clostridiaceae, Entero-
coccaceae, and Enterobacteriaceae. The two OTUs from Enterobacteriaceae with a sig-
nificant increase in abundance were not assigned to a genus by the QIIME pipeline;
furthermore, there was no significant change in OTUs from the genus Escherichia.

Modeling the impact of Salmonella inoculation on the cecal microbiota. In
experiments 3 and 4, 107 CFU of Salmonella strain B3844 were inoculated into four gut
model vessels per experiment (two vessels at hour 0 and two vessels at hour 21).
Enumeration of the Salmonella by culture showed that it was maintained in all
inoculated vessels at ~10* to 105 CFU/ml for 8 days. Similar results were obtained in
both experiments, and results for experiment 4 are shown in Fig. 3a. The cecal samples
used to inoculate vessels contained no Salmonella detected by culture on Rambach
agar.

Further analysis of the microbial profile data showed no significant difference in the
diversities of the bacterial communities between Salmonella-free chickens and those
inoculated with Salmonella at either hour 0 or hour 21, measured by UniFrac beta
diversity (P = 0.374 and R? = 0.026 by Adonis analysis) (Table 1), nor any significant
difference in other diversity indices such as the Chao1 (P = 0.956) or Shannon (P =
0.392) alpha diversity (Fig. S1). However, one OTU (family Peptostreptococcaceae) was
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PC2 (23.35%)

PC1 (29.36%)
PC3 (7.04%)

FIG 2 Three-dimensional principal-coordinate analysis plot of weighted UniFrac beta diversity. Samples
are colored by time point as indicated in the color key. Samples at the same time point were circled
manually, and the black arrows indicate the progression of time. Cefotaxime addition (+ CTX; dashed
encircling) or absence of cefotaxime (— CTX; solid encircling) is shown. PC1, principal coordinate 1.

identified with a significantly increased abundance following Salmonella inoculation.
Three-dimensional principal-coordinate analysis of the weighted UniFrac beta diversity
revealed no clustering of samples by Salmonella administration (Fig. S2).

Modeling the impact of cefotaxime administration on the cecal microbiota.
Microbial profiling and QIIME analysis showed that bacterial communities in
cefotaxime-treated vessels showed significant decreases in species richness (Chao1
alpha diversity; P = 0.019) and community evenness (Shannon alpha diversity; P <
0.001) compared to non-antibiotic-treated vessels (Table 1 and Fig. S1). Furthermore,
bacterial diversity measured by Adonis analysis comparing cefotaxime (CTX)-treated
vessels with nontreated vessels using the weighted UniFrac beta diversity indicated
that there were significant changes to the bacterial community after cefotaxime was
administered (P = 0.001 and R? = 0.134; Table 1). This change in the bacterial
community was distinctly different to that observed in vessels not administered CTX, as
illustrated in the principal-coordinate analysis plots (Fig. 2). Furthermore, following
cefotaxime administration, 10 OTUs were significantly more abundant, including 2
Enterococcus OTUs, while 17 OTUs decreased in abundance (Table S4). Alterations in
enterococcal populations were also seen by culture, confirming the microbial profiling
data. In experiment 4, prior to cefotaxime administration, there were approximately 10#
to 10° CFU/ml enterococci on cefotaxime-containing plates, but after cefotaxime
treatment, this increased to ~108 to 10° CFU/ml (Fig. 3b). Increases in enterococci after
cefotaxime administration were also seen in experiments 2 and 3 (not shown). The
same effect was not observed in the microbial profiling or bacterial enumeration data
from the three vessels not treated with cefotaxime (Fig. 3b). As expected, cefotaxime
administration had no effect on Salmonella numbers (Fig. 3a).

Transfer of a multidrug-resistant plasmid from Salmonella to commensal
E. coli. In both experiments 3 and 4, culture on cefotaxime selective plates did not
detect any presumptive E. coli resistant to cefotaxime in the cecal contents or at any
time point in the two vessels to which Salmonella was not added. In experiment 4, on
the third day, cefotaxime-resistant presumptive E. coli bacteria were detected on the
Rambach agar plates supplemented with cefotaxime from two of the four vessels into

July/August 2017 Volume 8 Issue 4 e00777-17

mBio’

mbio.asm.org 5


http://mbio.asm.org

Card et al. mBio
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FIG 3 Quantitative bacteriology results for experiment 4 showing the number of CFU per milliliter of culture for presumptive
cefotaxime-resistant Salmonella (Rambach agar) (a), enterococci (UTI Brilliance agar) (b), and cefotaxime-resistant E. coli
(Rambach agar) (c). Counts obtained from each of the six vessels employed in the experiment are shown as presented in the
symbol key. Salmonella was inoculated into vessels 3 and 4 at hour 0 and into vessels 5 and 6 at hour 21. Cefotaxime (CTX)
was administered on the second and third day to vessels 2, 4, and 6 as indicated.
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which Salmonella had been inoculated (Fig. 3c). By day 6, cefotaxime-resistant E. coli
bacteria were present in all vessels inoculated with Salmonella and remained present
until the final day of the experiment (day 8). Similarly, in experiment 3, cefotaxime-
resistant E. coli bacteria were observed in all vessels containing Salmonella by day 8 (not
shown). Plasmid transfer rates for experiment 4 were calculated by using the endpoint
bacterial enumeration method (26) with day 8 counts and ranged from 2.2 X 107° to
6.4 X 10710,

All presumptive Salmonella isolates (n = 13) recovered from Rambach agar plates
were verified as Salmonella by matrix-assisted laser desorption ionization-time of flight
mass spectrometry (MALDI-TOF MS) and were PCR positive for the pIFM3844 plasmid
and the blacy.m, gene it harbors (Table S5). The presumptive enterococcal isolates
(n = 6) recovered on day 5 of experiment 4 were verified as Enterococcus faecium by
MALDI-TOF MS, and all of these isolates were PCR negative for bldcry.v, and plFM3844
(Table S5). The presumptive E. coli isolates recovered from cefotaxime-containing plates
in experiments 3 (n = 11 isolates) and 4 (n = 23 isolates) were verified as E. coli by
MALDI-TOF MS (Table S5) and were PCR positive for bldcry_n, and pIFM3844 (Table S5).
Presumptive E. coli bacteria recovered from plates without cefotaxime in experiments
3 (n = 6 isolates) and 4 (n = 12 isolates) were PCR negative for blacy.u; and pIFM3844
(Table S5).

Whole-genome sequencing of commensal E. coli transconjugants. To compare
the commensal E. coli present in the chicken cecal content to transconjugants recov-
ered by culture and to determine whether pIFM3844 had transferred into one or more
different E. coli clones, we performed whole-genome sequencing on 39 isolates from
experiments 3 and 4. Isolates were recovered from plates with cefotaxime (n = 28) or
without cefotaxime (n = 11). The maximum likelihood tree based on core genome
single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) showed nine subclades of E. coli, which we
have called “clones” due to the high sequence similarity in the core genome between
members of a clone, and these clones represent different E. coli present in the chicken
microbiota in the two experiments (Fig. 4). Each clone was of a different sequence type
(ST); STs were assigned to isolates from five clones, two clones had STs that were not
represented in the database, and STs for two clones were assigned only provisionally
due to poor sequence quality in one or more multilocus sequence type (MLST) genes
(Table S6). In the phylogenetic tree constructed (Fig. 4), these 39 isolates did not cluster
with the 12 published genomes of E. coli recovered from poultry.

The pIFM3844 plasmid was present in some isolates from clones 3 and 9, but absent
in all isolates from clones 4 and 7 (Fig. 4). For all other clones, pIFM3844 was present
in every isolate sequenced (Fig. 4). Isolates from clone 9 were recovered from experi-
ments 3 and 4, whereas all other clones were recovered from one experiment only. As
summarized in Fig. 4, isolates of the same clone were recovered on different days from
the same vessel (clones 2, 3, 5, and 9) and/or recovered from different vessels of the
same experiment (clones 3, 4, 7, 8, and 9).

The AMR gene content of each sequenced isolate was examined by SeqFinder (27).
The ESBL gene blacryx \;, Was identified in all 28 sequenced isolates that were PCR
positive for pIFM3844 and blacry.m;, as expected. Although most commensal E. coli
isolates did not harbor any other AMR genes, one isolate carried 11 AMR genes and
three others harbored one additional AMR gene (not shown).

DISCUSSION

We have developed an in vitro chemostat system that aims to simulate the chicken
cecal microbiota and can be used to predict the effect of infection in chickens with
multidrug-resistant Salmonella and ensuing antibiotic administration. To accomplish
this, cecal contents from chickens hatched and reared in biosecure accommodation
were used to ensure the initial absence of Salmonella. Microbial profiling of the
uncultured cecal microbiota from these chickens showed it to be dominated by
Firmicutes, whereas members of the phylum Bacteroidetes were absent. N. O. Kaakoush
et al. (28) have classified the chicken microbiota into enterotypes 1 to 4; the microbiota
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FIG 4 Maximum likelihood phylogenetic tree generated from core genome single nucleotide polymorphisms in RAXML. The tree contains the 39 sequenced
commensal E. coli isolates recovered from gut model experiments 3 (clones 7 and 9) and 4 (clones 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 8 and isolate EC38 in clone 9). Salmonella
was inoculated into vessel 3 (V3) and V4 at hour 0 and into vessels V5 and V6 at hour 21. Cefotaxime (CTX) was administered on the second and third day to
vessels V2, V4, and V6. Also included in the tree are 12 reference E. coli isolates from poultry comprising commensal, ESBL-harboring, or avian pathogenic E.
coli (APEC) isolates. The bar indicates 0.008 nucleotide substitutions per position.

of our biosecure chickens resembled enterotype 1, as it was dominated by Firmicutes.
However, diversity at the family and genus level in our birds was different from that
described for enterotype 1. Unlike many other farm animals, chickens are hatched and
raised without contact with their parents and thus acquire the majority of their
microbiota from the environment, although vertical transmission from the parent to the
offspring (in ovo or from shell contamination) can occur for certain bacteria, including
Salmonella. Thus, the biosecure accommodation would be expected to provide a
considerably cleaner environment than that present on, for example, commercial
broiler chicken farms, thereby limiting the diversity of bacteria available for colonization
of the gut in birds used in our experiments.

Although the in vitro model is a chemostat system that can only be a surrogate of
the chicken gut, it nevertheless enabled culture of a diverse bacterial community,
representative of the gut, for 8 days in a reproducible manner. The bacterial community
did change over this period, as assessed by microbial profiling of the uncultured
microbiota, which showed that there was an initial reduction in the overall diversity and
in some OTUs for obligate anaerobes; OTUs for several facultative or aerotolerant
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anaerobes increased significantly with time. However, importantly, the community
appeared to be stabilizing by day 6 and did not come to be dominated by a single
taxon. The changes in bacterial community we observed reflect the differing abilities of
bacteria to grow under the culture conditions used, and such changes in bacterial
community during a chemostat experiment are widely reported and not unexpected
(17, 21-24, 29). Indeed, analysis using culture-independent methods, as performed in
our study, is more likely to reveal these changes, since it provides much greater insight
into microbial communities present in chemostat models than that offered by many
other methods that have been used to examine chemostat bacterial populations, such
as short-chain fatty acid production, detection of selected bacterial taxa by culture or
PCR, fluorescence in situ hybridization, and qualitative methods such as denaturing
gradient gel electrophoresis (18). We believe that the methods mentioned above do
not provide a sufficiently accurate and detailed picture of the microbiota, which will
emerge as more studies of in vitro gut models use culture-independent methods to
understand the true diversity of microbial communities present in their models. Nev-
ertheless, despite some changes seen in their microbial communities, these models will
remain an invaluable and ethical tool which can be used as an effective surrogate to
systematically investigate “real-life” scenarios, such as consequences of infection of
the chicken with MDR Salmonella using controlled experimental models, and for the
ensuing study of interventions that may affect the chicken microbiota. Importantly, the
scenario modeled in our experiment has wider implications, as it provides insight not
only into dissemination of an MDR plasmid from a pathogen to a commensal within the
chicken microbiota, but possibly in any gut environment.

A limitation of all gut models is the recognition that many bacterial species have
fastidious growth requirements that can be difficult to replicate in vitro (3, 4, 18), hence
some differences between the inoculating ceca and the bacteria within the chemostat
vessels is expected. Also, there is considerable variability and diversity in nature, as has
been reported for the in vivo chicken microbiota (3, 4, 28, 30), even from chickens
reared under strictly controlled conditions (31), so some variability is expected between
batches of inoculating ceca. Finally, culture-independent metagenomic studies have
repeatedly demonstrated that microbial diversity is highly variable over time, between
populations, and due to influences from the external environment (e.g., diet), defying
the concept of a stable core (32).

In this study, the model was used to examine how the chicken cecal microbiota
responds to invasion by the zoonotic pathogen Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimu-
rium and the impact of antibiotic administration. The results closely parallel those seen
in studies performed in vivo, which further validate the use of this model to study such
scenarios. For example, administration of cefotaxime to the model resulted in signifi-
cant decreases in alpha diversity, an effect commonly reported for antibiotic adminis-
tration and observed in vivo in chickens administered penicillin (9), tetracycline (7), or
streptomycin (7), in rats administered cefotaxime (10), and in humans administered
antibiotics, including beta-lactams (11). Also, inoculation of Salmonella into the model
had no significant impact on bacterial diversity or community composition, except an
increase in one OTU assigned to the family Peptostreptococcaceae. Importantly, these
results parallel the results of studies of newly hatched chicks (33, 34) and 16-week-old
laying hens (35) which have shown that infection with Salmonella enterica serovar
Enteritidis induces minor but not significant alterations to the composition of the
microbiota. One study with young chicks (36), however, reported that infection with
S. Enteritidis significantly reduced microbial diversity. Interestingly, that study noted a
concomitant significant increase in the abundance of several bacterial groups, includ-
ing the family Peptostreptococcaceae (36).

We observed an increase in enterococci following cefotaxime administration by
both culture (Fig. 3b) and microbial profile (see Table S4 in the supplemental material).
Similarly, M. V. Tulstrup et al. (10) reported a significant increase in Enterococcaceae in
the ilea and ceca of rats following cefotaxime treatment. Enterococci have intrinsic
resistance to cephalosporins (37) and would be unaffected by the concentration of
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cefotaxime administered (20 mg/liter) in this study. Therefore, the observed increase is
likely to be a consequence of selection of enterococci over other members of the flora,
which were sensitive to cefotaxime. Enterococci remained at high abundance after
antibiotic administration had ceased, suggesting a potential for a longer term alteration
in the microbiota as a consequence of antibiotic administration. The importance of
such “collateral effects” of antibiotics on the wider microbiota are becoming increas-
ingly recognized (6). For example, we have reported that ciprofloxacin administration
in humans leads to an increase in ciprofloxacin-resistant Veillonella in the saliva that is
sustained for 12 months (5).

The spread of antibiotic resistance determinants by plasmids presents a significant
risk to public and animal health (13, 14). In this study, we have used the gut model to
demonstrate the transfer of a plasmid harboring multidrug resistance from a Salmonella
isolate to commensal E. coli naturally resident in healthy chicken ceca; this model may
possibly replicate the on-farm scenario (15) and those encountered in other animals or
even the human gut. The plasmid transfer rate of 107° to 10~ '° was high relative to the
established values of 1072 to 10~ '8 (26, 38) and occurred in all four vessels inoculated
with Salmonella in two replicate experiments, irrespective of cefotaxime administration.
By employing the chemostat system for 8 days, rather than shorter periods used for
some in vitro models (reviewed in references 18 and 19), we were able to demonstrate
a consistent and reproducible plasmid transfer response within this time frame. Using
an in vitro human cecum model, A. Smet et al. (17) demonstrated the transfer of a
plasmid carrying an ESBL gene from avian to human E. coli in both the presence and
absence of cefotaxime, at transfer rates with the same order of magnitude as we report
here.

Plasmid transfer rates are classically measured in vitro using pure cultures of donor
and recipient at high cell densities (27). However, pure culture conditions do not
accurately reproduce the bacterial communities in the gut of an animal host. Indeed,
transfer rates can be considerably higher in heterogeneous bacterial communities (39).
Another advantage of our model is that it comprised a diverse mixture of bacteria that
sufficiently recreates the gut microbiota encountered in vivo so that neither bacterial
donors nor recipients are dominant members. However, the model does not provide an
exact facsimile of the cecum, and plasmid transfer can occur at a higher rate in
well-mixed liquid cultures, such as that used in the model, than in animal intestines (17,
38), although others have reported higher rates in the gut than in vitro (40, 41). Another
consideration when using this model is the absence of any contribution from the host,
such as provision of cellular attachment sites, inflammatory responses, which can
contribute to an increase of plasmid transfer (42), or secretion of factors that can reduce
bacterial conjugation, as has been observed with Caco-2 cells (43). The development of
in vitro gut models that enable the coculture of human and microbial cells shows
promise, but to date, only cultures containing one or two bacterial species have been
assessed (44, 45), and their capacity to maintain the complex microbiota of the gut
remains unreported.

The multidrug resistance plasmid pIFM3844 transferred to seven of the nine E. coli
clones identified in the chicken microbiota, considerably more than the two strains
reported by A. Smet et al. (17). E. coli transconjugants harboring pIFM3844 persisted in
the bacterial community until the end of the experiments on day 8, suggesting a low
or negligible fitness cost to carrying the plasmid in this system, even in the absence of
selection by antibiotic, as has been postulated previously (46).

Acquisition of multidrug-resistant plasmids with low fitness costs and high transfer
rates by commensal bacteria in the chicken gut represents a manifest risk for the
maintenance and dissemination of resistance in the food chain. Indeed, we observed
plasmid transfer within 3 days, suggesting that a transient infection may be sufficient
for plasmid dissemination to commensal bacteria. Furthermore, commensals have the
potential to persist on farms, as they can reside within host animals, and in the
environment, following excretion in feces. Additionally, wildlife such as rodents, which
can be a significant reservoir of Salmonella on many poultry farms (47), may be
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colonized by multidrug-resistant commensals, further aiding the maintenance and
dissemination of resistance in the environment. Once established in the commensal
microbiota, the multidrug resistance plasmid can remain available for subsequent
acquisition by pathogens following infection. This presents a potential risk for animal
and public health, as treatment options may be limited if resistant zoonotic pathogens
enter the food chain. Therefore, the in vitro gut model we describe, although not an
exact facsimile of the gut, nevertheless provides a powerful and complex screening tool
to assess and refine interventions that may serve to mitigate the spread of antibiotic
resistance in the gut environment, such as synthetic fatty acids (66) or phage proteins
(67). Furthermore, this system enables such controlled experimental in vitro studies to
be undertaken before employing costly in vivo studies using higher animals and can
help reduce the number of animals used for experiments.

In conclusion, the in vitro gut model we describe provides a valuable approximation
of chicken cecal microbial diversity that enables investigation of the impact of coloni-
zation by a multidrug-resistant zoonotic pathogen and antibiotic administration. In
particular, the model provides insight and demonstration into the dynamics of plasmid
transfer and dissemination of antibiotic resistance to multiple commensal gut E. coli
strains, which can be used to inform risk models studying dissemination of antibiotic
resistance in bacteria from animals.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Single-stage chemostat fermentation. A parallel chemostat system comprising up to six single-
stage fermentation vessels (20-ml culture volume) was used for the maintenance of the chicken cecal
microbiota. The pH was maintained with an automatic pH controller (Fermac 260; Electrolab Biotech
Limited, UK) at pH 5.8 to 6.0 to simulate the cecal pH, and the temperature was maintained at 41°C using
a circulating water bath to maintain chicken body temperature. Anaerobic conditions, present in the gut,
were maintained by continuous sparging with anaerobic gas mixture (80% N, 10% CO,, and 10% H,) and
continuously mixed with a magnetic flea. The chemostats were employed as single-stage closed
fermentation vessels for the first 24 h after which continuous flow was started by adding fresh
Viande-Leuvre culture medium (21) (flushed with anaerobic gas mixture) into the system with a
peristaltic pump (VSPP; Electrolab Biotech Limited, UK) at a rate of 1.25 ml/h. Experiments were run for
8 days.

Cecal contents were recovered from the carcasses of 6-week-old White Leghorn chickens hatched
from the eggs of specific-pathogen-free birds (Lohmann, Germany) and housed under experimental
conditions in biosecure facilities. Chickens were reared on standard, nonmedicated chick feed (Lillico
Attlee, UK) and provided with water ad libitum. The birds were obtained as carcasses on the day of
slaughter. No regulated procedures were undertaken as part of this study, and therefore, no ethical
approval was required.

For each experiment, cecal contents from five birds were pooled and mixed in an anaerobic cabinet
with prereduced 0.1 M phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) (pH 7.2) at a ratio of 40:60 (vol/wt) (PBS-cecal
contents) to create a slurry. For each vessel, 2 ml of this slurry was seeded into 18 ml of Viande-Leuvre
culture medium. Cecal slurry was also used for quantitative bacteriology and stored at —20°C for
subsequent DNA extraction. Samples (2 ml) were collected at 1- or 2-day intervals from each culture
vessel and used for quantitative bacteriology, while 1T ml was centrifuged, with the subsequent cell pellet
stored at —20°C in glycerol-PBS (50:50 [vol/vol]).

The monophasic S. Typhimurium isolate B3844 harboring plasmid pIFM3844, which carries the AMR
genes blacry.ny, sul2, and floR (15), was employed to simulate colonization by a multidrug-resistant
S. Typhimurium. To prepare cultures for inoculation into the gut model, strain B3844 was grown
overnight in Luria-Bertani broth at 37°C with shaking at 300 rpm.

Four experiments were performed. Experiment 1 employed a single vessel seeded with cecal
contents. Experiment 2 employed two vessels; cefotaxime (CTX) (Sigma, Gillingham, UK) was adminis-
tered to one vessel on days 2 and 3, after the daily sample collection, at a final concentration of
20 mg/liter, in accordance with previous gut model experiments (20). Experiments 3 and 4 employed six
vessels, which were divided into pairs as follows: two vessels received no Salmonella, two were
inoculated with ~107 CFU Salmonella at hour 0 (i.e.,, immediately after addition of the cecal slurry), and
two were inoculated with ~107 CFU Salmonella at 21 h after inoculation. The inoculating dose admin-
istered was determined by plating serial dilutions of the inoculum on LB agar. Cefotaxime was admin-
istered to three vessels in each experiment, one vessel of each pair, on days 2 and 3, to a final
concentration of 20 mg/liter.

Microbial profiling. DNA was extracted from the cell pellets using the Gentra Puregene Yeast/Bact.
kit (Qiagen, Crawley, UK). The cecal slurry was centrifuged and then washed three times with 0.1 M PBS
(pH 7.2) before extraction. For each DNA preparation, the V4 and V5 regions of the 16S rRNA gene were
amplified using bar-coded primers and sequenced by 454 pyrosequencing using the Roche 454 GS-FLX
system, as described previously (48). The 16S rRNA sequence data were analyzed in the QIIME pipeline
version 1.9.1 (25) installed on BioLinux 8 (49). AmpliconNoise was used for demultiplexing, denoising,
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and removing chimeras (50). Sequences were clustered into operational taxonomic units (OTUs) using
UCLUST (51) with a 97% sequence identity threshold. Reads were aligned to the Greengenes core
reference alignment (52) using PyNAST (53), and taxonomy was assigned with the Ribosomal Database
Project classifier (minimum confidence of 80%) (54). FastTree was used for phylogenetic tree construction
(55). Based on the number of sequences obtained per sample, the relative OTU abundance for each
sample was determined at an even depth of 999 sequences per sample (randomly picked without
replacement; singleton OTUs were excluded from this analysis), which was sufficient to describe the
bacterial community (21).

The microbial profiles from all gut model experiments and the corresponding cecal samples were
analyzed together, and the data were structured to allow comparison by time point, cefotaxime
administration, Salmonella inoculation, and experiment number. The Chao1 and Shannon alpha diversity
indices were calculated using QIIME, and significant differences (P = 0.05) for the categorical variables
were calculated in GraphPad Prism using the Mann-Whitney (two-tailed) test (cefotaxime administration)
and the Kruskal-Wallis test (time point, Salmonella inoculation, and experiment number). Beta diversity
was calculated using UniFrac (56), and the nonparametric statistical method Adonis (25) was employed
with 999 permutations to identify significant differences (P = 0.05) for the four variables using the
weighted UniFrac distance matrix and both P and R? values were reported. Three-dimensional principal-
coordinate analysis plots of the weighted UniFrac distance matrix were visualized using EMPeror (57). To
identify OTUs differing in abundance by these variables, the Mann-Whitney test (cefotaxime adminis-
tration) or Kruskal-Wallis test (time point, Salmonella inoculation and experiment number) were used in
QIIME (25), and OTUs with a P value of =0.05 (after Bonferroni’s correction for multiple tests) were
classified as being significantly different.

Quantitative bacteriology. Quantitative bacteriology was performed for experiments 2, 3, and 4
using the method of Miles et al. (58), in which a 10-fold dilution series of the cecal inoculum and aliquots
from gut model cultures were prepared in 0.1 M PBS (pH 7.2). Dilutions were plated onto Brilliance UTI
(urinary tract infection) agar (Oxoid Limited, Basingstoke, UK) with or without cefotaxime (1 ng/ml,
recommended by EUCAST [59] as the appropriate screening concentration for isolates that are ESBL
producers) for enumeration of total presumptive E. coli and enterococci and to screen for presumptive
ESBL-producing E. coli, identified by their chromogenic properties on plates containing cefotaxime.
Presumptive Salmonella and E. coli, identified by their chromogenic properties on Rambach agar (Oxoid
Limited, Basingstoke, UK) supplemented with 1 ug/ml cefotaxime, were also enumerated. Additionally,
the cecal slurry used to seed the vessels was examined for Salmonella on Rambach agar without
cefotaxime. Bacterial counts were analyzed using GraphPad Prism (version 6.04; GraphPad Software, Inc.).

Plasmid transfer rates via bacterial conjugation were calculated using the endpoint method of L.
Simonsen et al. (26). The counts of total Salmonella (donors), total E. coli (recipients), and cefotaxime-
resistant E. coli on Rambach plates (transconjugants) were used. An estimated exponential-phase growth
rate of 2.2 was used for these calculations, based on the data presented by L. Simonsen et al. (26) on the
growth rate of E. coli at 40°C.

Isolate recovery, PCR, and whole-genome sequencing. Representative isolates presumptively
identified as E. coli, Salmonella, or Enterococcus were subcultured to purity and then identified to the
species level by MALDI-TOF MS (60). DNA extracts were prepared from these isolates using Prepman Ultra
(Life Technologies, Inc.) from overnight culture at 37°C on blood agar. The presence of blacry.,, and
plasmid pIFM3844 was determined by PCR using published primers (15, 61). DNA was extracted from
selected isolates using the DNeasy kit (Qiagen, Crawley, UK) and Nextera XT libraries prepared for
whole-genome sequencing (WGS) (lllumina, Lesser Chesterford, UK) sequenced on an lllumina MiSeq
platform v2 using 2 X 250 bp paired-end protocol.

Analysis of whole-genome sequences. For each sequenced isolate, the raw sequences were filtered
and trimmed using Trimmomatic (62), with the parameters for the minimum quality threshold equal to
20, a sliding window equal to 10, and a minimum sequence length equal to 36. The raw trimmed and
filtered data were mapped onto the genome of the reference E. coli K-12 (GenBank accession number
U00096) using SMALT (Sanger Institute). The published genomes of 12 E. coli isolates from poultry
comprising commensal, ESBL-harboring, or avian pathogenic E. coli (APEC) isolates (see Table S7 in the
supplemental material) were also mapped to E. coli K-12. Single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) with
respect to E. coli K-12 were calculated using SAMTOOLS software (63, 64). SNPs were filtered using the
quality thresholds of minimum coverage equal to 4, minimum proportion of raw sequences agreeing
with the SNP call equal to 80%, and SAMTOOLS SNP quality score of >150. A maximum likelihood
phylogenetic tree using the SNPs located within regions present for all the strains was constructed using
RAXML (65).

The antimicrobial resistance (AMR) gene content of the isolates was assessed using SeqFinder, as
described previously (27). Isolate sequence type (ST) was determined by extracting the seven house-
keeping genes of the Achtman multilocus sequence type (MLST) scheme (adk, fumC, gyrB, icd, mdh, purA,
and recA) and interrogation of the PUbMLST database (http://pubmlst.org/mist/).

Accession number(s). The 16S rRNA sequences and whole-genome sequences were deposited in
the European Nucleotide Archive under study accession number PRJEB18652.

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Supplemental material for this article may be found at https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio
.00777-17.

FIG S1, PDF file, 0.1 MB.

July/August 2017 Volume 8 Issue 4 e00777-17

mBio’

mbio.asm.org 12


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/U00096
http://pubmlst.org/mlst/
http://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/data/search?query=PRJEB18652
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00777-17
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00777-17
http://mbio.asm.org

Plasmid Transfer in a Chicken Cecum Gut Model

FIG S2, TIF file, 0.1 MB.

TABLE S1, XLSX file, 0.01 MB.
TABLE S2, XLSX file, 0.01 MB.
TABLE S3, XLSX file, 0.03 MB.
TABLE 5S4, XLSX file, 0.01 MB.
TABLE S5, XLSX file, 0.01 MB.
TABLE S6, XLSX file, 0.01 MB.
TABLE S7, XLSX file, 0.01 MB.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We thank Christopher Teale for critically reading the manuscript. We also thank
Carmen M. Baena for her skillful technical assistance with the initial setting up of the in
vitro chemostat system.
The funders had no role in study design, data collection, and interpretation.

M.F.A, RM.C,, RJ.E, J.N.-G., and S.A.C. were supported by the APHA internal invest-
ment fund, project RD0068 awarded to M.F.A. M.J.W. was supported by the University
of Reading Pump Priming Fund awarded to MJ.W. M.J.P. and G.K. were supported by
startup funds awarded to M.J.P. by Warwick Medical School.

REFERENCES

1.

10.

1.

12.

July/August 2017 Volume 8

European Food Safety Authority and European Centre for Disease Pre-
vention and Control. 2015. The European Union summary report on
trends and sources of zoonoses, zoonotic agents and food-borne out-
breaks in 2014. EFSA J 13:4329-4528.

. Hopkins KL, Batchelor MJ, Anjum M, Davies RH, Threlfall EJ. 2007.

Comparison of antimicrobial resistance genes in nontyphoidal salmo-
nellae of serotypes Enteritidis, Hadar, and Virchow from humans and
food-producing animals in England and Wales. Microb Drug Resist
13:281-288. https://doi.org/10.1089/mdr.2007.779.

. Stanley D, Hughes RJ, Moore RJ. 2014. Microbiota of the chicken gas-

trointestinal tract: influence on health, productivity and disease. Appl
Microbiol Biotechnol 98:4301-4310. https://doi.org/10.1007/500253-014
-5646-2.

. Yeoman CJ, Chia N, Jeraldo P, Sipos M, Goldenfeld ND, White BA. 2012.

The microbiome of the chicken gastrointestinal tract. Anim Health Res
Rev 13:89-99. https://doi.org/10.1017/51466252312000138.

. Card RM, Mafura M, Hunt T, Kirchner M, Weile J, Rashid MU, Wein-

traub A, Nord CE, Anjum MF. 2015. Impact of ciprofloxacin and
clindamycin administration on Gram-negative bacteria isolated from
healthy volunteers and characterization of the resistance genes they
harbor. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 59:4410-4416. https://doi.org/
10.1128/AAC.00068-15.

. Looft T, Allen HK. 2012. Collateral effects of antibiotics on mammalian

gut microbiomes. Gut Microbes 3:463-467. https://doi.org/10.4161/
gmic.21288.

. Videnska P, Faldynova M, Juricova H, Babak V, Sisak F, Havlickova H,

Rychlik 1. 2013. Chicken faecal microbiota and disturbances induced by
single or repeated therapy with tetracycline and streptomycin. BMC Vet
Res 9:30. https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-30.

. Modi SR, Collins JJ, Relman DA. 2014. Antibiotics and the gut microbiota.

J Clin Invest 124:4212-4218. https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI72333.

. Singh P, Karimi A, Devendra K, Waldroup PW, Cho KK, Kwon YM. 2013.

Influence of penicillin on microbial diversity of the cecal microbiota in
broiler chickens. Poult Sci 92:272-276. https://doi.org/10.3382/ps.2012
-02603.

Tulstrup MV, Christensen EG, Carvalho V, Linninge C, Ahrné S, Hajberg O,
Licht TR, Bahl MI. 2015. Antibiotic treatment affects intestinal permea-
bility and gut microbial composition in Wistar rats dependent on anti-
biotic class. PLoS One 10:e0144854. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal
.pone.0144854.

Panda S, El khader |, Casellas F, Lopez Vivancos J, Garcia Cors M, Santiago
A, Cuenca S, Guarner F, Manichanh C. 2014. Short-term effect of antibi-
otics on human gut microbiota. PLoS One 9:€95476. https://doi.org/10
.1371/journal.pone.0095476.

European Food Safety Authority and European Centre for Disease Pre-
vention and Control. 2015. EU Summary Report on antimicrobial resis-

Issue 4 e00777-17

20.

21.

22.

mBio’

tance in zoonotic and indicator bacteria from humans, animals and food
in 2013. EFSA J 13:178.

. Berendonk TU, Manaia CM, Merlin C, Fatta-Kassinos D, Cytryn E, Walsh F,

Birgmann H, Serum H, Norstrém M, Pons MN, Kreuzinger N, Huovinen
P, Stefani S, Schwartz T, Kisand V, Baquero F, Martinez JL. 2015. Tackling
antibiotic resistance: the environmental framework. Nat Rev Microbiol
13:310-317. https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro3439.

. Holmes AH, Moore LS, Sundsfjord A, Steinbakk M, Regmi S, Karkey A,

Guerin PJ, Piddock LJ. 2016. Understanding the mechanisms and drivers
of antimicrobial resistance. Lancet 387:176-187. https://doi.org/10
.1016/50140-6736(15)00473-0.

. Freire Martin I, AbuOun M, Reichel R, La Ragione RM, Woodward MJ.

2014. Sequence analysis of a CTX-M-1 Incl1 plasmid found in Salmonella
4,5,12:i:-, Escherichia coli and Klebsiella pneumoniae on a UK pig farm. J
Antimicrob Chemother 69:2098-2101. https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/
dku098.

. de Been M, Lanza VF, de Toro M, Scharringa J, Dohmen W, Du Y, Hu J,

Lei Y, Li N, Tooming-Klunderud A, Heederik DJ, Fluit AC, Bonten MJ,
Willems RJ, de la Cruz F, van Schaik W. 2014. Dissemination of cepha-
losporin resistance genes between Escherichia coli strains from farm
animals and humans by specific plasmid lineages. PLoS Genet 10:
e1004776. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1004776.

. Smet A, Rasschaert G, Martel A, Persoons D, Dewulf J, Butaye P, Catry B,

Haesebrouck F, Herman L, Heyndrickx M. 2011. In situ ESBL conjugation
from avian to human Escherichia coli during cefotaxime administration.
J Appl Microbiol 110:541-549. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2010
.04907 .x.

. Williams CF, Walton GE, Jiang L, Plummer S, Garaiova |, Gibson GR. 2015.

Comparative analysis of intestinal tract models. Annu Rev Food Sci Technol
6:329-350. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-food-022814-015429.

. Payne AN, Zihler A, Chassard C, Lacroix C. 2012. Advances and perspec-

tives in in vitro human gut fermentation modeling. Trends Biotechnol
30:17-25. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2011.06.011.

Freeman J, O'Neill FJ, Wilcox MH. 2003. Effects of cefotaxime and
desacetylcefotaxime upon Clostridium difficile proliferation and toxin
production in a triple-stage chemostat model of the human gut. J
Antimicrob Chemother 52:96-102. https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/
dkg267.

Lei F, Yin Y, Wang Y, Deng B, Yu HD, Li L, Xiang C, Wang S, Zhu B, Wang X.
2012. Higher-level production of volatile fatty acids in vitro by chicken gut
microbiotas than by human gut microbiotas as determined by functional
analyses. Appl Environ Microbiol 78:5763-5772. https://doi.org/10.1128/
AEM.00327-12.

Tanner SA, Zihler Berner A, Rigozzi E, Grattepanche F, Chassard C, Lacroix C.
2014. In vitro continuous fermentation model (PolyFermS) of the swine

mbio.asm.org 13


https://doi.org/10.1089/mdr.2007.779
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-014-5646-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-014-5646-2
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1466252312000138
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00068-15
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00068-15
https://doi.org/10.4161/gmic.21288
https://doi.org/10.4161/gmic.21288
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-30
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI72333
https://doi.org/10.3382/ps.2012-02603
https://doi.org/10.3382/ps.2012-02603
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0144854
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0144854
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0095476
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0095476
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro3439
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(15)00473-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(15)00473-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dku098
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dku098
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1004776
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2010.04907.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2010.04907.x
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-food-022814-015429
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2011.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dkg267
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dkg267
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00327-12
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00327-12
http://mbio.asm.org

Card et al.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32

33.

34,

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

July/August 2017 Volume 8

proximal colon for simultaneous testing on the same gut microbiota. PLoS
One 9:294123. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0094123.

Aguirre M, Eck A, Koenen ME, Savelkoul PH, Budding AE, Venema K.
2016. Diet drives quick changes in the metabolic activity and com-
position of human gut microbiota in a validated in vitro gut model.
Res Microbiol 167:114-125. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resmic.2015.09
.006.

Takagi R, Sasaki K, Sasaki D, Fukuda I, Tanaka K, Yoshida K, Kondo A,
Osawa R. 2016. A single-batch fermentation system to simulate
human colonic microbiota for high-throughput evaluation of prebi-
otics. PLoS One 11:e0160533. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone
.0160533.

Caporaso JG, Kuczynski J, Stombaugh J, Bittinger K, Bushman FD,
Costello EK, Fierer N, Pefia AG, Goodrich JK, Gordon JI, Huttley GA, Kelley
ST, Knights D, Koenig JE, Ley RE, Lozupone CA, McDonald D, Muegge BD,
Pirrung M, Reeder J, Sevinsky JR, Turnbaugh PJ, Walters WA, Widmann J,
Yatsunenko T, Zaneveld J, Knight R. 2010. QIIME allows analysis of
high-throughput community sequencing data. Nat Methods 7:335-336.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.f.303.

Simonsen L, Gordon DM, Stewart FM, Levin BR. 1990. Estimating the rate
of plasmid transfer: an end-point method. J Gen Microbiol 136:
2319-2325. https://doi.org/10.1099/00221287-136-11-2319.

Anjum MF, Duggett NA, AbuOun M, Randall L, Nunez-Garcia J, Ellis RJ,
Rogers J, Horton R, Brena C, Williamson S, Martelli F, Davies R, Teale C.
2016. Colistin resistance in Salmonella and Escherichia coli isolates from
a pig farm in Great Britain. J Antimicrob Chemother 71:2306-2313.
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dkw149.

Kaakoush NO, Sodhi N, Chenu JW, Cox JM, Riordan SM, Mitchell HM.
2014. The interplay between Campylobacter and Helicobacter species
and other gastrointestinal microbiota of commercial broiler chickens.
Gut Pathog 6:18. https://doi.org/10.1186/1757-4749-6-18.

Fehlbaum S, Chassard C, Haug MC, Fourmestraux C, Derrien M, Lacroix
C. 2015. Design and investigation of PolyFermS in vitro continuous
fermentation models inoculated with immobilized fecal microbiota
mimicking the elderly colon. PLoS One 10:e0142793. https://doi.org/10
.1371/journal.pone.0142793.

Oakley BB, Lillehoj HS, Kogut MH, Kim WK, Maurer JJ, Pedroso A, Lee MD,
Collett SR, Johnson TJ, Cox NA. 2014. The chicken gastrointestinal
microbiome. FEMS Microbiol Lett 360:100-112. https://doi.org/10.1111/
1574-6968.12608.

Stanley D, Geier MS, Hughes RJ, Denman SE, Moore RJ. 2013. Highly
variable microbiota development in the chicken gastrointestinal tract.
PLoS One 8:e84290. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0084290.
Lozupone CA, Stombaugh JI, Gordon JI, Jansson JK, Knight R. 2012.
Diversity, stability and resilience of the human gut microbiota. Nature
489:220-230. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11550.

Videnska P, Sisak F, Havlickova H, Faldynova M, Rychlik I. 2013. Influence
of Salmonella enterica serovar Enteritidis infection on the composition
of chicken cecal microbiota. BMC Vet Res 9:140. https://doi.org/10.1186/
1746-6148-9-140.

Juricova H, Videnska P, Lukac M, Faldynova M, Babak V, Havlickova H,
Sisak F, Rychlik 1. 2013. Influence of Salmonella enterica serovar enteri-
tidis infection on the development of the cecum microbiota in newly
hatched chicks. Appl Environ Microbiol 79:745-747. https://doi.org/10
.1128/AEM.02628-12.

Nordentoft S, Mglbak L, Bjerrum L, De Vylder J, Van Immerseel F,
Pedersen K. 2011. The influence of the cage system and colonisation of
Salmonella Enteritidis on the microbial gut flora of laying hens studied
by T-RFLP and 454 pyrosequencing. BMC Microbiol 11:187. https://doi
.org/10.1186/1471-2180-11-187.

Mon KK, Saelao P, Halstead MM, Chanthavixay G, Chang HC, Garas L,
Maga EA, Zhou H. 2015. Salmonella enterica serovars Enteritidis infec-
tion alters the indigenous microbiota diversity in young layer chicks.
Front Vet Sci 2:61. https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2015.00061.
Hollenbeck BL, Rice LB. 2012. Intrinsic and acquired resistance mecha-
nisms in enterococcus. Virulence 3:421-433. https://doi.org/10.4161/viru
.21282.

Licht TR, Christensen BB, Krogfelt KA, Molin S. 1999. Plasmid transfer in
the animal intestine and other dynamic bacterial populations: the role of
community structure and environment. Microbiology 145:2615-2622.
https://doi.org/10.1099/00221287-145-9-2615.

Dionisio F, Matic I, Radman M, Rodrigues OR, Taddei F. 2002. Plasmids
spread very fast in heterogeneous bacterial communities. Genetics 162:
1525-1532.

Issue 4 e00777-17

40.

41,

42.

43,

44,

45,

46.

47.

48.

49,

50.

51.

52.

53.

54,

55.

56.

57.

mBio

Faure S, Perrin-Guyomard A, Delmas JM, Chatre P, Laurentie M. 2010.
Transfer of plasmid-mediated CTX-M-9 from Salmonella enterica sero-
type Virchow to Enterobacteriaceae in human flora-associated rats
treated with cefixime. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 54:164-169.
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00310-09.

Moubareck C, Bourgeois N, Courvalin P, Doucet-Populaire F. 2003. Mul-
tiple antibiotic resistance gene transfer from animal to human entero-
cocci in the digestive tract of gnotobiotic mice. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother 47:2993-2996. https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.47.9.2993-2996
.2003.

Stecher B, Denzler R, Maier L, Bernet F, Sanders MJ, Pickard DJ, Barthel
M, Westendorf AM, Krogfelt KA, Walker AW, Ackermann M, Dobrindt U,
Thomson NR, Hardt WD. 2012. Gut inflammation can boost horizontal
gene transfer between pathogenic and commensal Enterobacteriaceae.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 109:1269-1274. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas
.1113246109.

Machado AM, Sommer MO. 2014. Human intestinal cells modulate
conjugational transfer of multidrug resistance plasmids between clinical
Escherichia coli isolates. PLoS One 9:2100739. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0100739.

Kim HJ, Huh D, Hamilton G, Ingber DE. 2012. Human gut-on-a-chip
inhabited by microbial flora that experiences intestinal peristalsis-like
motions and flow. Lab Chip 12:2165-2174. https://doi.org/10.1039/
c2lc40074j.

Shah P, Fritz JV, Glaab E, Desai MS, Greenhalgh K, Frachet A, Niegowska
M, Estes M, Jager C, Seguin-Devaux C, Zenhausern F, Wilmes P. 2016. A
microfluidics-based in vitro model of the gastrointestinal human-
microbe interface. Nat Commun 7:11535. https://doi.org/10.1038/
ncomms11535.

Freire Martin I, Thomas CM, Laing E, AbuOun M, La Ragione RM, Wood-
ward MJ. 2016. Curing vector for Incl1 plasmids and its use to provide
evidence for a metabolic burden of Incl1 CTX-M-1 plasmid pIFM3791 on
Klebsiella pneumoniae. J Med Microbiol 65:611-618. https://doi.org/10
.1099/jmm.0.000271.

Wales A, Breslin M, Carter B, Sayers R, Davies R. 2007. A longitudinal
study of environmental Salmonella contamination in caged and free-
range layer flocks. Avian Pathol 36:187-197. https://doi.org/10.1080/
03079450701338755.

Ellis RJ, Bruce KD, Jenkins C, Stothard JR, Ajarova L, Mugisha L, Viney ME.
2013. Comparison of the distal gut microbiota from people and animals
in Africa. PLoS One 8:e54783. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone
.0054783.

Field D, Tiwari B, Booth T, Houten S, Swan D, Bertrand N, Thurston M.
2006. Open software for biologists: from famine to feast. Nat Biotechnol
24:801-803. https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt0706-801.

Quince C, Lanzén A, Curtis TP, Davenport RJ, Hall N, Head IM, Read LF,
Sloan WT. 2009. Accurate determination of microbial diversity from 454
pyrosequencing data. Nat Methods 6:639-641. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nmeth.1361.

Edgar RC. 2010. Search and clustering orders of magnitude faster than
BLAST. Bioinformatics 26:2460-2461. https://doi.org/10.1093/
bioinformatics/btq461.

McDonald D, Price MN, Goodrich J, Nawrocki EP, DeSantis TZ, Probst A,
Andersen GL, Knight R, Hugenholtz P. 2012. An improved Greengenes
taxonomy with explicit ranks for ecological and evolutionary analyses of
bacteria and archaea. ISME J 6:610-618. https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej
.2011.139.

Caporaso JG, Bittinger K, Bushman FD, DeSantis TZ, Andersen GL, Knight
R. 2010. PyNAST: a flexible tool for aligning sequences to a template
alignment. Bioinformatics 26:266-267. https://doi.org/10.1093/
bioinformatics/btp636.

Wang Q, Garrity GM, Tiedje JM, Cole JR. 2007. Naive Bayesian classifier
for rapid assignment of rRNA sequences into the new bacterial taxon-
omy. Appl Environ Microbiol 73:5261-5267. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM
.00062-07.

Price MN, Dehal PS, Arkin AP. 2010. FastTree 2 approximately maximum-
likelihood trees for large alignments. PLoS One 5:€9490. https://doi.org/
10.1371/journal.pone.0009490.

Lozupone C, Knight R. 2005. UniFrac: a new phylogenetic method for
comparing microbial communities. Appl Environ Microbiol 71:
8228-8235. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.71.12.8228-8235.2005.
Véazquez-Baeza Y, Pirrung M, Gonzalez A, Knight R. 2013. EMPeror: a tool
for visualizing high-throughput microbial community data. Gigascience
2:16. https://doi.org/10.1186/2047-217X-2-16.

mbio.asm.org 14


https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0094123
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resmic.2015.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resmic.2015.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0160533
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0160533
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.f.303
https://doi.org/10.1099/00221287-136-11-2319
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dkw149
https://doi.org/10.1186/1757-4749-6-18
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0142793
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0142793
https://doi.org/10.1111/1574-6968.12608
https://doi.org/10.1111/1574-6968.12608
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0084290
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11550
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-140
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-140
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02628-12
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02628-12
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-11-187
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-11-187
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2015.00061
https://doi.org/10.4161/viru.21282
https://doi.org/10.4161/viru.21282
https://doi.org/10.1099/00221287-145-9-2615
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00310-09
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.47.9.2993-2996.2003
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.47.9.2993-2996.2003
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1113246109
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1113246109
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0100739
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0100739
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2lc40074j
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2lc40074j
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms11535
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms11535
https://doi.org/10.1099/jmm.0.000271
https://doi.org/10.1099/jmm.0.000271
https://doi.org/10.1080/03079450701338755
https://doi.org/10.1080/03079450701338755
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0054783
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0054783
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt0706-801
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1361
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1361
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2011.139
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2011.139
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp636
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp636
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00062-07
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00062-07
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0009490
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0009490
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.71.12.8228-8235.2005
https://doi.org/10.1186/2047-217X-2-16
http://mbio.asm.org

Plasmid Transfer in a Chicken Cecum Gut Model

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

July/August 2017 Volume 8

Miles AA, Misra SS, Irwin JO. 1938. The estimation of the bactericidal
power of the blood. J Hyg (Lond) 38:732-749. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S002217240001158X.

EUCAST Subcommittee for Detection of Resistance Mechanisms and Spe-
cific Resistances of Clinical and/or Epidemiological Importance. 2013.
EUCAST guidelines for detection of resistance mechanisms and specific
resistances of clinical and/or epidemiological importance, version 1.0. Eu-
ropean Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing. http://
www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Resistance
_mechanisms/EUCAST_detection_of_resistance_mechanisms_v1.0
_20131211.pdf.

Randall LP, Lemma F, Koylass M, Rogers J, Ayling RD, Worth D, Klita M,
Steventon A, Line K, Wragg P, Muchowski J, Kostrzewa M, Whatmore AM.
2015. Evaluation of MALDI-ToF as a method for the identification of
bacteria in the veterinary diagnostic laboratory. Res Vet Sci 101:42-49.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rvsc.2015.05.018.

Xu L, Ensor V, Gossain S, Nye K, Hawkey P. 2005. Rapid and simple
detection of blaCTX-M genes by multiplex PCR assay. J Med Microbiol
54:1183-1187. https://doi.org/10.1099/jmm.0.46160-0.

Bolger AM, Lohse M, Usadel B. 2014. Trimmomatic: a flexible trimmer for

Issue 4 e00777-17

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

mBio’

lllumina sequence data. Bioinformatics 30:2114-2120. https://doi.org/10
.1093/bioinformatics/btu170.

Li H, Durbin R. 2009. Fast and accurate short read alignment with
Burrows-Wheeler transform. Bioinformatics 25:1754-1760. https://doi
.0rg/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp324.

Li H, Handsaker B, Wysoker A, Fennell T, Ruan J, Homer N, Marth G,
Abecasis G, Durbin R, 1000 Genome Project Data Processing Subgroup.
2009. The sequence alignment/map format and SAMtools. Bioinformat-
ics 25:2078-2079. https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp352.
Stamatakis A. 2014. RAXML version 8: a tool for phylogenetic analysis
and post-analysis of large phylogenies. Bioinformatics 30:1312-1313.
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu033.

Getino M, Sanabria-Rios DJ, Fernandez-Lopez R, Campos-Gomez J,
Sanchez-Lopez JM, Fernandez A, Carballeira NM, de la Cruz F. 2015.
Synthetic fatty acids prevent plasmid-mediated horizontal gene transfer.
mBio 6:e01032-15.

Lin A, Jimenez J, Derr J, Vera P, Manapat ML, Esvelt KM, Villanueva L, Liu
DR, Chen IA. 2011. Inhibition of bacterial conjugation by phage M13 and
its protein g3p: quantitative analysis and model. PLoS One 6:19991.

mbio.asm.org 15


https://doi.org/10.1017/S002217240001158X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S002217240001158X
http://www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Resistance_mechanisms/EUCAST_detection_of_resistance_mechanisms_v1.0_20131211.pdf
http://www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Resistance_mechanisms/EUCAST_detection_of_resistance_mechanisms_v1.0_20131211.pdf
http://www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Resistance_mechanisms/EUCAST_detection_of_resistance_mechanisms_v1.0_20131211.pdf
http://www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Resistance_mechanisms/EUCAST_detection_of_resistance_mechanisms_v1.0_20131211.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rvsc.2015.05.018
https://doi.org/10.1099/jmm.0.46160-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu170
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu170
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp324
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp324
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp352
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu033
http://mbio.asm.org

	RESULTS
	Establishing the in vitro gut model and cecal microbiota profiling. 
	Modeling the impact of Salmonella inoculation on the cecal microbiota. 
	Modeling the impact of cefotaxime administration on the cecal microbiota. 
	Transfer of a multidrug-resistant plasmid from Salmonella to commensal E. coli. 
	Whole-genome sequencing of commensal E. coli transconjugants. 

	DISCUSSION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Single-stage chemostat fermentation. 
	Microbial profiling. 
	Quantitative bacteriology. 
	Isolate recovery, PCR, and whole-genome sequencing. 
	Analysis of whole-genome sequences. 
	Accession number(s). 

	SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES

