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Objectives: We determined the interactions between efficacy of antibiotic treatment, pathogen growth rates
and between-organ spread during systemic Salmonella infections.

Methods: We infected mice with isogenic molecularly tagged subpopulations of either a fast-growing WT or a
slow-growing DaroC Salmonella strain. We monitored viable bacterial numbers and fluctuations in the propor-
tions of each bacterial subpopulation in spleen, liver, blood and mesenteric lymph nodes (MLNs) before, during
and after the cessation of treatment with ampicillin and ciprofloxacin.

Results: Both antimicrobials induced a reduction in viable bacterial numbers in the spleen, liver and blood. This
reduction was biphasic in infections with fast-growing bacteria, with a rapid initial reduction followed by a phase
of lower effect. Conversely, a slow and gradual reduction of the bacterial load was seen in infections with the
slow-growing strain, indicating a positive correlation between bacterial net growth rates and the efficacy of
ampicillin and ciprofloxacin. The viable numbers of either bacterial strain remained constant in MLNs throughout
the treatment with a relapse of the infection with WT bacteria occurring after cessation of the treatment. The
frequency of each tagged bacterial subpopulation was similar in the spleen and liver, but different from that of
the MLNs before, during and after treatment.

Conclusions: In Salmonella infections, bacterial growth rates correlate with treatment efficacy. MLNs are a site
with a bacterial population structure different to those of the spleen and liver and where the total viable bacterial
load remains largely unaffected by antimicrobials, but can resume growth after cessation of treatment.

Introduction

Bacterial diseases pose a grave threat for humankind, causing ap-
proximately six million deaths per year.1 Antibiotics are key weap-
ons against bacterial infections. However, antimicrobial treatment
does not always result in the complete resolution of acute bacter-
ial infections even when the pathogen retains susceptibility to the
drugs used.2,3 Post-treatment persistence of antibiotic-susceptible
bacteria is increasingly being recognized as a situation of great
medical importance and can lead to disease reservoirs, continued
transmission and in some cases within-host relapses, especially in
immune-deficient individuals.2,4–9 The reasons why many anti-
microbials are far less effective in vivo than in in vitro are difficult to
explain. It is likely that key parameters of in vivo pathogen behav-
iour, such as location, division and spread within and between dif-
ferent organs, would have an impact on the therapeutic potential
offered by antimicrobials.10–18

The aim of this study was to determine whether the in vivo net
growth rate of Salmonella affects the efficacy of ampicillin and
ciprofloxacin, representatives of two classes of antimicrobials
(b-lactams and fluoroquinolones) commonly used for the treat-
ment of systemic salmonelloses in mammalian species.13 We
used a tractable murine in vivo model that captures many essen-
tial traits of systemic Salmonella infections of humans and other
animals. This model captures, with the highest level of concord-
ance, the pathogenesis of invasive salmonelloses in humans and
other animals and has indicated the path for antimicrobial treat-
ment.8,9,19–23 Murine infections with fast-growing bacteria mimic
closely the pathogenesis of non-typhoidal salmonelloses while in-
fections with slow-growing bacteria closely resemble typhoid and
paratyphoid fever.

We compared ampicillin and ciprofloxacin because they exhibit
differences in their mechanisms of action that can be predicted to
result in different levels of dependence on bacterial division rates
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for optimal efficacy. Ampicillin treatment inhibits cell wall biosyn-
thesis and therefore its bactericidal action depends on bacterial
division. Ciprofloxacin inhibits DNA gyrase and DNA topoisomerase
IV; these enzymes are involved in many cellular processes that in-
volve duplex DNA (i.e. replication, recombination and transcription)
and therefore the action of ciprofloxacin can be predicted to be
less dependent on the division rate of the bacterial strain.24

Understanding the efficacy of antimicrobials in different organs
is necessary to improve their in vivo use and to maximize treat-
ment efficacy. We therefore asked whether the antimicrobials are
equally effective in different tissues [i.e. spleen, liver, mesenteric
lymph nodes (MLNs) and blood] and how bacterial spread of the
infection between body sites is affected by the antimicrobial treat-
ment and its cessation.

We infected mice intravenously with mixes of isogenic tagged
strains (ITS) that contain specific nucleotide sequences that do not
alter pathogen fitness, but enable the quantification of each tagged
subpopulation in vivo.12,25 Using this approach we have already
determined the dynamics of growth and spread of Salmonella
within and between organs,12 and we have been able to under-
stand how immune pressure and vaccines affect the infection pro-
cess at the level of individual bacterial subpopulations.26

In this study, we compared the effect of antimicrobials on fast-
growing wild-type ITS (WITS) and on slow-growing DaroC mutant
ITS (MITS).27 We determined the total bacterial viable counts in
spleens, livers, MLNs and blood before, during and after cessation
of antimicrobial treatment. We also determined the presence and
proportional frequency of each ITS within each organ as a proxy of
the bacterial spread between organs or confinement of ITS to an
individual body site.

Materials and methods

Bacterial strains

We generated eight fast-growing WITS12 and eight slow-growing DaroC
MITS27,28 using the virulent Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium strain
SL134427 as the parent strain (details of the aroC defined mutation, and of
MITS and WITS generation are listed in the Supplementary methods,
Appendix 1 and Table S1, available as Supplementary data at JAC Online).
Standard methods and reagents were used for molecular cloning29 and for
integration of linear DNA fragments into the chromosome of Salmonella re-
cipient cells using a modification of the method of Datsenko and
Wanner.12,30 Each of the eight WITS or MITS contains a different 40 bp DNA
signature tag in the same non-coding region of the chromosome; this en-
ables the discrimination and quantification of each WITS- or MITS-tagged
strain (subpopulation) in a mixed sample.12 Similar MICs of ampicillin and
ciprofloxacin and similar net growth rates in vitro and in vivo were observed
within each set of eight WITS and within each set of eight MITS (data not
shown).

Infections and antimicrobial treatments
Female, age-matched C57BL/6 mice were purchased from Envigo UK, and
used when over 8 weeks of age (mean weight 20+3 g). The mice were
housed in specific pathogen-free containment facilities and were allowed
water and food ad libitum. WITS and MITS were grown individually from
glycerol stocks for 24 h at 37 �C on LB agar supplemented with the appropri-
ate antimicrobials (50 mg/L kanamycin for WITS, 50 mg/L kanamycin and
20 mg/L tetracycline for MITS), before being grown in LB broth statically at
37 �C for 16 h. Cultures of individual WITS or MITS were pooled (as eight
WITS or eight MITS), diluted in sterile PBS (Sigma–Aldrich) and injected

iv into a lateral tail vein. Ampicillin sodium salt and ciprofloxacin hydrochlor-
ide powders (Sigma–Aldrich) were dissolved in endotoxin-free water
(Sigma–Aldrich) and administered by ip injection (in 0.2 mL volume) at 12 h
intervals for 4 days. The maximum recommended dosage for veterinary
treatment of small rodents was used (150 mg/kg/dose for ampicillin treat-
ment and 20 mg/kg/dose in the case of ciprofloxacin treatment).31,32

We chose an inoculum dose of 103 cfu for infections with WITS. This
allowed measurement of fluctuations in the heterogeneity of WITS subpo-
pulations without stochastic loss of any subpopulation in livers and spleens
and only moderate stochastic loss of subpopulations in MLNs at 72 h after
iv infection.12 The MITS infection dose was set at 106 cfu in order to achieve
on day 3 (before the start of antimicrobial treatment) viable bacterial
counts in the tissues at levels similar to those of the WITS.33

Groups of mice (Table S2) were killed before the start of the antimicro-
bial treatments (3 days post-infection) and every 24 h during the 4 days of
treatment, and at two further timepoints after cessation of drugs (1 and
2 days, or 7 and 13 days after cessation of antimicrobials for WITS and MITS
infections, respectively).

Ethics
All animal experiments were performed in accordance with good animal
practice as defined by the relevant international (Directive of the European
Parliament and of the Council on the Protection of Animals Used for
Scientific Purposes, Brussels 543/5) and local (University of Cambridge) ani-
mal welfare guidelines. This research has been regulated under the
Animals (Scientific Procedures) Act 1986 Amendment Regulations 2012 fol-
lowing ethical review by the University of Cambridge Animal Welfare and
Ethical Review Body (AWERB).

Enumeration and recovery of viable Salmonella
in organs
Blood was collected from a tail artery (approximately 0.4 mL of blood per
animal) in heparin-coated tubes. Mice were killed by cervical dislocation
and spleens, livers and MLNs were removed and individually homogenized
in molecular-grade sterile water (5 mL for livers and spleens, 2 mL for
MLNs) using a Stomacher 80 (Seward). Homogenates were plated onto LB
agar. If required, serial 10-fold dilutions in PBS were used to enumerate vi-
able bacteria. The cfu for the blood were calculated assuming a total circu-
lating volume of 2 mL.

All the colonies obtained from each organ/blood after overnight incuba-
tion at 37 �C were harvested and resuspended in 2 mL of sterile PBS in the
case of livers and spleens, or in 1 mL of sterile PBS for blood and MLNs sam-
ples. Recovered bacterial suspensions were thoroughly mixed, and aliquots
were stored at#80 �C prior to genomic DNA extraction.

Determination of ITS proportions in bacterial samples
by amplicon sequencing
We determined ITS proportions within samples using a sequencing-based
approach adapting the 16S library preparation guide from Illumina.34 Briefly,
genomic DNA was purified from aliquots of the bacteria recovered from the
agar plates (�5%109 cfu) using a DNeasy Blood and Tissue kit (Qiagen).
25 ng DNA from each sample was used as template for a first PCR to amplify
113 bp regions containing the unique nucleotide signatures from each sam-
ple (composed of a mix of the various DNA tags differentiating the various
ITS). DNA was purified using AMPure beads (Beckman Coulter) and indexed
(using a Nextera XT Index kit; Illumina) by a second PCR to enable the
sequencing (and the multiplexing) by Illumina technology. For each sample,
25 ng of DNA was pooled, and the library was assayed and quality checked
by NEBNext Library Quant Kit for Illumina (New England Biolabs). Finally,
20 pM of library (denatured with NaOH) was spiked with 5% PhiX control
(Illumina) and sequenced using a MiSeq (Illumina). Automated image
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analysis, base-calling, data quality assessment and de-multiplexing were
performed by the MiSeq instrument. The number of reads containing the
specific tags was determined using an R-based script and this information
was subsequently used to establish the presence, absence and relative
abundance of each tagged strain within each sample.

Statistical analysis and data processing
Variations in bacterial loads per organ were analysed using a linear model,
with log-transformed cfu as a response variable, and strain, antimicrobial,
organ, day and day2 (to account for non-linear dynamics) as explanatory
variables, using the lm function in R version 3.3.35 We used analysis of vari-
ance (ANOVA) and backward elimination of non-significant (P . 0.05) terms
to produce a minimal model. The analysis was repeated separately for each
strain, for MLNs only, and without the MLNs (because of their clearly distinct
dynamics). The ANOVA tables are reported in Appendix 2 (Tables S3–S12).

In order to detect systemic movement of bacteria between organs, we
then compared the distributions of the eight tags (WITS or MITS) between
pairs of organs within mice at each timepoint. This was performed by boot-
strapped null distributions (under the assumption that the ITS populations
in the pair of organs considered had been sampled from the same pool)
using the geometric mean of each bootstrap sample as the statistic. Bias
correction was applied as proposed by Davison and Hinkley,36 and adjusting
the estimated P values using the Holm–Bonferroni method.37 A complete
description of the algorithm and the adjusted P values obtained are re-
ported in Appendix 3 (Tables S13 and S14). All hypothesis tests were per-
formed at the 5% significance level (P�0.05).

WITS or MITS analysis by amplicon sequencing was validated, and
proportionality was determined, as well as the level of background noise

(i.e. reads assigned to WITS or MITS in the absence of that DNA).
Consequently, a ‘technical’ cut-off equal to 1240 reads (representing the
background noise) was applied, and thus any value less than 1240 was re-
set to zero. A ‘biological’ cut-off was also set to 1 bacterium: if the product
of a total bacterial load with the proportion of a WITS or MITS was ,1, then
the frequency of that WITS or MITS was reset to zero.

Results

Efficacy of ampicillin and ciprofloxacin on bacteria with
fast and slow in vivo net growth rates

We injected different groups of mice with either the fast-growing
WITS or the slow-growing MITS. The mice received either ampicillin
or ciprofloxacin from day 3 of the infection for 4 days.

Figure 1 (top panels) shows a biphasic effect of both anti-
microbials in the spleen and liver. The numbers of viable WITS
decreased by approximately 99% in the first 3 days of treatment
[days 3–6 post-infection (p.i.)] with no further significant reduc-
tions being observed after two more doses of either antimicrobial
(i.e. between days 6 and 7 p.i.). This was confirmed statistically
by a significant and positive quadratic effect of time in the
ANOVA (Tables S4 and S7). Ampicillin showed a more marked ef-
fect on the overall reduction in viable bacterial numbers in the
liver as compared with the spleen, while the effect of treatment
with ciprofloxacin was similar in both organs (Table S7). The hep-
atic viable bacterial loads were similar in the livers at the end of
treatment with either antimicrobial (P"0.17 by Mann–Whitney
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Figure 1. Bacterial loads in different organs at various timepoints post-infection. Different groups of C57BL/6 mice were infected iv with equal mixes
of eight WITS to a total dose of �1000 cfu, or eight MITS for a total dose of �5%105 cfu. Each symbol represents total cfu count from an organ of a
single mouse. Solid lines join the median of cfu values for each organ. Light yellow background indicates the phase of antimicrobial treatment (ip for
4 days every 12 h). This figure appears in colour in the online version of JAC and in black and white in the printed version of JAC.
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test at day 7 p.i.), whereas the efficacy of ampicillin was less than
that of ciprofloxacin treatment in the spleen (P , 1%10#4 by
Mann–Whitney test at day 7 p.i.; Table S7). Bacteraemia was
reduced by both antimicrobial treatments, with only a minority
(6/20) of mice having detectable numbers of WITS (,10 cfu/mL)
in the blood by day 7 p.i.. Treatment with ampicillin or ciprofloxa-
cin did not reduce the viable numbers of WITS bacteria in MLNs
(no effect of time, P"0.4, Table S6). However, cessation of the
antimicrobial treatment resulted in the relapse of bacterial
growth at similar rates in all the organs (3-fold increase per day),
including MLNs, and the resurgence of bacteraemia (Table S10).

We then proceeded to study the effect of antimicrobial treat-
ment on an infection with slow-growing MITS (Figure 1, bottom
panels). In the infection with the attenuated strain both ampicillin
and ciprofloxacin induced a lower and steady reduction in viable
bacterial numbers compared with what was observed in the infec-
tion with WT bacteria in livers and spleens (approximately 90% in
infection with MITS as compared with approximately 99% in the
infection with WITS), with ciprofloxacin again having a stronger ef-
fect than ampicillin in the spleen (P"0.01, Table S8). Bacteraemia
was gradually reduced to below detectable limits in the majority
(7/12) of animals by the end of the treatment. The viable numbers
of MITS in MLNs remained unaffected by the treatment with either
antimicrobial (removing time from the model had no significant ef-
fect on the ANOVA, Appendix 2). After the cessation of treatment,
there was no evidence of relapse. MITS loads continued to slowly
decrease in livers and spleens, bacteraemia remained undetect-
able or at a low level, while viable bacterial loads persisted in the
MLNs at constant levels (Table S12).

MLNs have different WITS and MITS population
structures from those of the spleens, livers and blood

We showed that antimicrobial treatment fails to reduce viable
bacterial numbers in MLNs in contrast with the reduction in bacter-
ial loads seen in the spleen, liver and blood. However, in infections
with WITS a rapid resurgence of bacterial growth was seen in all
organs including MLNs. This could be due to the growth of WITS
from within MLNs following the interruption of antimicrobial treat-
ment, or could be due to dissemination into the MLNs of bacterial
populations growing in the spleen and liver. To test which of these
scenarios was the most plausible, we compared the relative pro-
portions of each of the WITS (population structure) in the spleen,
liver and MLNs of each mouse at each timepoint, before, during
and after antimicrobial treatment (Figure 2). We found that the
WITS population structure was similar in the spleen and liver of
each mouse (Figure 2a) (visually indicated by the dots, represent-
ing WITS frequencies, falling close to or on the diagonal line in
the graphs). This was confirmed by pairwise comparisons of
WITS composition between organs by bootstrap analysis
(Supplementary Material Appendix 3). Within each mouse, the
WITS population structure in MLNs was different from that of the
spleen (Figure 2b) and liver (Figure 2c), throughout the experiment
(all bootstrapped P , 0.01, Appendix 3). These differences ex-
tended to the post-treatment phase of relapse, indicating that the
increase in WITS cfu numbers in the MLNs could not have been
driven by an influx of bacteria from the spleen or liver. We also
found that on day 3 p.i. (before the start of treatment), 4 p.i. (after
1 day of treatment), and 8 and 9 p.i. (the relapse phase) all the

WITS that were present in the blood were also present in the
spleen and liver, but not in the MLNs, suggesting lack of coloniza-
tion of MLNs from the blood (Appendix 4, Figure S1).

Likewise, the population structure of the slow-growing MITS
was indistinguishable between spleens and livers of each mouse
(Figure 3a and Appendix 3), but different from that of the MLNs
throughout the experiment (Figure 3b and c and Appendix 3). This
indicates that the residual MITS population found in the MLNs after
cessation of treatment does not significantly mix with that of the
spleen and liver.

Discussion

This study provides a direct in vivo comparison of the effects of
treatment with two antimicrobials of clinical relevance on bacteria
with fast or slow division rates. We showed that treatment with
ampicillin or ciprofloxacin had a more marked in vivo effect on in-
fections with fast-growing than slow-growing salmonellae.

We showed that the activity of ampicillin and ciprofloxacin is bi-
phasic in infections with fast-growing bacteria but not with slow-
growing ones. In fact, we found that the reduction in the numbers
of bacteria that can be cultured from the spleen and liver hom-
ogenates occurs rapidly in the first 3 days of treatment with fast-
growing WITS. No further reduction was observed on the fourth
day following the last two doses of antimicrobials, leading to a
situation where the bacteria are refractory to further antimicrobial
treatment and persist in the tissues. The reasons for this biphasic
effect of antimicrobial treatment are unclear. Salmonella is found
in different cell types and also within multicellular pathological le-
sions that form at the sites of infections as a consequence of the
onset and escalation of the innate immune response.38–43 These
locations could represent privileged sites that are poorly accessible
to antimicrobials where a fraction of the WITS bacterial load that
escapes the initial rapid killing could persist. However, we did not
observe the same biphasic effect of the treatment in mice infected
with slow-growing MITS, where a constant decline in the number
of bacteria that could be cultured was observed throughout the
4 days of treatment. This suggests that scenarios other than loca-
tion are also likely to contribute to the dynamics of bacterial death
and survival during antimicrobial treatment. For example, it is pos-
sible, and likely, that the selection of bacterial populations with low
division rates and/or that are non-replicating are causal factors in
post-treatment persistence.44–49 It is also possible that the hetero-
geneity in bacterial division rates or the percentage of non-
replicating bacteria is higher in the overall initial (pre-antimicrobial
treatment) WITS population as compared with the MITS, leading
to the presence of fast-replicating WITS subpopulations easily
killed by the antimicrobials and slower ones that may persist.

Our data show that neither antimicrobial treatment caused
statistically significant changes in the viable bacterial numbers in
MLNs. Although these have been reported as a site of Salmonella
persistence,47,48,50,51 here we show that, surprisingly, MLNs are a
site where no reductions in bacterial loads can be achieved by ad-
ministration of ampicillin or ciprofloxacin. We currently do not
have a simple mechanistic explanation for this phenomenon. It is
possible that there is a fine balance between bacterial growth in
between treatments in the MLNs and killing of bacteria by the anti-
biotics, leading to overall constant numbers of viable bacteria at
the times of observation. It also possible that the majority of the
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bacteria in the MLNs enter a non-replicative state, with only a small
proportion of bacteria growing rapidly in between treatments and
being killed by the antibiotics. These growing populations would be
responsible for the observed relapse of the infection after cessation
of treatment. However, this hypothesis is in disagreement with:
(i) the fact that the reported high initial percentage of non-
replicating bacteria within MLNs is known to decrease as the

infection progresses, with only approximately 10% of bacteria in
the MLNs not having replicated (and therefore potentially refrac-
tory to antimicrobials) by 24 h after inoculation;45 and (ii) the ob-
servation that the heterogeneity of tagged strains within the MLNs
does not increase during the treatment phase.

We found that the relapse of bacterial growth in the MLNs was
not driven by migration of Salmonella from other body sites, as the
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Figure 2. Pairwise distribution of the eight WITS in different organs for each mouse: (a) spleen versus liver; (b) spleen versus MLNs; and (c) liver versus
MLNs. Each dot shows the frequency of a single WITS coded by colour. Each panel shows data from all the mice treated with a given antimicrobial
and euthanized on a given day. Light yellow background indicates the time of antimicrobial treatment. This figure appears in colour in the online ver-
sion of JAC and in black and white in the printed version of JAC.

Impact of antimicrobials on Salmonella infection dynamics JAC

5 of 8
Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/jac/article-abstract/doi/10.1093/jac/dkx294/4093161/Within-host-spatiotemporal-dynamics-of-systemic
by University of Cambridge user
on 05 September 2017

Deleted Text:  
Deleted Text: heterogeneity 


compositions of WITS and MITS in the MLNs remained distinct
from those of bacteria in livers and spleens. Overall this indicates
that MLNs are a compartmentalized privileged site for Salmonella
where the bacterial load becomes completely refractory to reduc-
tions via antimicrobial treatment and can resume growth or persist
after cessation of therapy.

This study indicates complex in vivo scenarios. The mechanisms
that underpin bacterial location, division and interaction with host
cells in vivo under antimicrobial pressure within the complexity of a
whole mammalian organism remain unclear. This lack of know-
ledge currently hampers our ability to design in vivo approaches to
target those bacteria that are poorly susceptible to treatment.

100%

50%
25%

12.5%

3.1%

0.2%

100%

50%
25%

12.5%

3.1%

0.2%

Sp
le

en
 (M

IT
S 

fr
eq

ue
nc

y)

0.
2%

0.
2%

0.
2%

3.
1%

3.
1%

3.
1%

12
.5

%

12
.5

%

12
.5

%

25
%

25
%

25
%

50
%

50
%

50
%

10
0%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

10
0%

0.
2%

0.
2%

0.
2%

3.
1%

3.
1%

3.
1%

12
.5

%

12
.5

%

12
.5

%

25
%

25
%

25
%

50
%

50
%

50
%

10
0%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

10
0%

0.
2%

0.
2%

0.
2%

3.
1%

3.
1%

3.
1%

12
.5

%

12
.5

%

12
.5

%

25
%

25
%

25
%

50
%

50
%

50
%

10
0%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

0.
2%

3.
1%

12
.5

%
25

%
50

%

10
0%

10
0%

100%

50%
25%

12.5%

3.1%

0.2%

100%

50%
25%

12.5%

3.1%

0.2%

100%

50%
25%

12.5%

3.1%

0.2%

100%

50%
25%

12.5%

3.1%

0.2%

Li
ve

r (
M

IT
S 

fr
eq

ue
nc

y)
Sp

le
en

 (M
IT

S 
fr

eq
ue

nc
y)

A
m

picillin
Ciprofloxacin

A
m

picillin
Ciprofloxacin

A
m

picillin
Ciprofloxacin

MITS infection

Before treatment Antimicrobial treatment Persistance (stop treatment)

Days post
infection 3 4 5 6 7 14 20

Treatm
ent

MLNs (MITS frequency)

MLNs (MITS frequency)

Liver (MITS frequency)

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 3. Pairwise distribution of the eight MITS in different organs for each mouse: (a) spleen versus liver; (b) spleen versus MLNs; and (c) liver versus
MLNs. Each dot shows the frequency of a single MITS coded by colour. Each panel shows data from all the mice treated with a given antimicrobial
and euthanized on a given day. Light yellow background indicates the time of antimicrobial treatment. This figure appears in colour in the online ver-
sion of JAC and in black and white in the printed version of JAC.

Rossi et al.

6 of 8
Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/jac/article-abstract/doi/10.1093/jac/dkx294/4093161/Within-host-spatiotemporal-dynamics-of-systemic
by University of Cambridge user
on 05 September 2017



Funding
This work was supported by the Biotechnology and Biological Sciences
Research Council (BBSRC) grant number BB/M000982/1 (http://www.
bbsrc.ac.uk/research/grants/grants/AwardDetails.aspx?FundingReference=
BB/M000982/1). The funders had no role in study design, data collection
and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript.

Transparency declarations
None to declare.

Author contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: O. Ro., R. D., A. J. G., D. J. M., O.
Re., P. M. Performed the experiments: O. Ro., P. M. Analysed the data: O.
Ro., R. D., O. Re., A. J. G., P. M. Contributed to the writing of the manu-
script: O. Ro., R. D., A. J. G., D. J. M., O. Re., P. M. Received the funding: P.
M., O. Re., A. J. G., D. J. M.

Supplementary data
Appendixes 1–4, containing Supplementary methods and Tables S1–S14
and Figure S1, appear as Supplementary data at JAC Online.

References
1 MacLennan CA, Saul A. Vaccines against poverty. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A
2014; 111: 12307–12.

2 Okoro CK, Kingsley RA, Quail MA et al. High-resolution single nucleotide
polymorphism analysis distinguishes recrudescence and reinfection in recur-
rent invasive nontyphoidal Salmonella Typhimurium disease. Clin Infect Dis
2012; 54: 955–63.

3 Gordon MA, Banda HT, Gondwe M et al. Non-typhoidal Salmonella bacter-
aemia among HIV-infected Malawian adults: high mortality and frequent re-
crudescence. AIDS 2002; 16: 1633–41.

4 Crump JA, Luby SP, Mintz ED. The global burden of typhoid fever. Bull World
Health Organ 2004; 82: 346–53.

5 Gordon MA. Invasive nontyphoidal Salmonella disease: epidemiology,
pathogenesis and diagnosis. Curr Opin Infect Dis 2011; 24: 484–9.

6 Klemm EJ, Gkrania-Klotsas E, Hadfield J et al. Emergence of host-adapted
Salmonella Enteritidis through rapid evolution in an immunocompromised
host. Nat Microbiol 2016; 1: 15023.

7 Rossi O, Grant AJ, Mastroeni P. Effect of in vivo neutralisation of tumor ne-
crosis factor a on the efficacy of antibiotic treatment in systemic Salmonella
enterica infections. Pathog Dis 2017; 75: ftx002.

8 Maskell DJ, Hormaeche CE. Relapse following cessation of antibiotic ther-
apy for mouse typhoid in resistant and susceptible mice infected with salmo-
nellae of differing virulence. J Infect Dis 1985; 152: 1044–9.

9 Bonina L, Carbone M, Matera G et al. b-Lactam antibiotics (aztreonam,
ampicillin, cefazolin and ceftazidime) in the control and eradication of
Salmonella typhimurium in naturally resistant and susceptible mice.
J Antimicrob Chemother 1990; 25: 813–23.

10 Sheppard M, Webb C, Heath F et al. Dynamics of bacterial growth and dis-
tribution within the liver during Salmonella infection. Cell Microbiol 2003; 5:
593–600.

11 Grant AJ, Foster GL, McKinley TJ et al. Bacterial growth rate and host fac-
tors as determinants of intracellular bacterial distributions in systemic
Salmonella enterica infections. Infect. Immun 2009; 77: 5608–11.

12 Grant AJ, Restif O, McKinley TJ et al. Modelling within-host spatiotemporal
dynamics of invasive bacterial disease. PLoS Biol 2008; 6: e74.

13 Crump JA, Sjolund-Karlsson M, Gordon MA et al. Epidemiology, clinical pres-
entation, laboratory diagnosis, antimicrobial resistance, and antimicrobial man-
agement of invasive Salmonella infections. Clin Microbiol Rev 2015; 28: 901–37.

14 Feasey NA, Dougan G, Kingsley RA et al. Invasive non-typhoidal
Salmonella disease: an emerging and neglected tropical disease in Africa.
Lancet 2012; 379: 2489–99.

15 Gordon MA, Graham SM, Walsh AL et al. Epidemics of invasive Salmonella
enterica serovar enteritidis and S. enterica serovar typhimurium infection
associated with multidrug resistance among adults and children in Malawi.
Clin Infect Dis 2008; 46: 963–9.

16 Kariuki S, Gordon MA, Feasey N et al. Antimicrobial resistance and man-
agement of invasive Salmonella disease. Vaccine 2015; 33 Suppl 3: C21–9.

17 Reddy EA, Shaw AV, Crump JA. Community-acquired bloodstream infec-
tions in Africa: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet Infect Dis
2010; 10: 417–32.

18 Crump JA. Typhoid fever and the challenge of nonmalaria febrile illness
in Sub-Saharan Africa. Clin Infect Dis 2012; 54: 1107–9.

19 Gilchrist JJ, MacLennan CA, Hill AV. Genetic susceptibility to invasive
Salmonella disease. Nat Rev Immunol 2015; 15: 452–63.

20 Maskell DJ, Hormaeche CE. Genes within the major histocompatibility
complex influence the response to ampicillin therapy and severity of relapse
in H-2 congenic, susceptible Itys mice infected with virulent Salmonella typhi-
murium. J Immunogenet 1986; 13: 451–7.

21 Bonina L, Carbone M, Mastroeni P et al. Effects of rufloxacin in Salmonella
typhimurium infection in mice. J Chemother 1992; 4: 353–7.

22 Bonina L, Costa GB, Mastroeni P. Comparative effect of gentamicin and
pefloxacin treatment on the late stages of mouse typhoid. New Microbiol
1998; 21: 9–14.

23 Mastroeni PUS, Chandra A, MacLennan C et al. Resistance and susceptibil-
ity to Salmonella infections: lessons from mice and patients with immunode-
ficiencies. Rev Med Microbiol 2003; 14: 53–62.

24 Kohanski MA, Dwyer DJ, Collins JJ. How antibiotics kill bacteria: from tar-
gets to networks. Nat Rev Microbiol 2010; 8: 423–35.

25 Abel S, Abel zur Wiesch P, Chang HH et al. Sequence tag-based analysis of
microbial population dynamics. Nat Methods 2015; 12: 223–6. 3 p following 6.

26 Coward C, Restif O, Dybowski R et al. The effects of vaccination and immun-
ity on bacterial infection dynamics in vivo. PLoS Pathog 2014; 10: e1004359.

27 Hoiseth SK, Stocker BA. Aromatic-dependent Salmonella typhimurium
are non-virulent and effective as live vaccines. Nature 1981; 291: 238–9.

28 Grant AJ, Oshota O, Chaudhuri RR et al. Genes required for the fitness of
Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium during infection of immunodefi-
cient gp91-/- phox mice. Infect Immun 2016; 84: 989–97.

29 Sambrook J, Russell DW. Molecular Cloning: A Laboratory Manual. Cold
Spring Harbor, NY: Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory, 2001.

30 Datsenko KA, Wanner BL. One-step inactivation of chromosomal genes
in Escherichia coli K-12 using PCR products. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 2000; 97:
6640–5.

31 Carpenter JW. Exotic Animal Formulary. London: Saunders, 2012.

32 Hawk CT, Leary SL, Morris TH et al. Formulary for Laboratory Animals.
Oxford: Blackwell, 2005.

33 Grant AJ, Morgan FJ, McKinley TJ et al. Attenuated Salmonella
Typhimurium lacking the pathogenicity island-2 type 3 secretion system
grow to high bacterial numbers inside phagocytes in mice. PLoS Pathog
2012; 8: e1003070.

34 Illumina. 16S Metagenomic Sequencing Library Preparation. 2013.
https://support.illumina.com/content/dam/illumina-support/documents/
documentation/chemistry_documentation/16s/16s-metagenomic-library-
prep-guide-15044223-b.pdf.

Impact of antimicrobials on Salmonella infection dynamics JAC

7 of 8
Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/jac/article-abstract/doi/10.1093/jac/dkx294/4093161/Within-host-spatiotemporal-dynamics-of-systemic
by University of Cambridge user
on 05 September 2017

http://www.bbsrc.ac.uk/research/grants/grants/AwardDetails.aspx?FundingReference=BB/M000982/1
http://www.bbsrc.ac.uk/research/grants/grants/AwardDetails.aspx?FundingReference=BB/M000982/1
http://www.bbsrc.ac.uk/research/grants/grants/AwardDetails.aspx?FundingReference=BB/M000982/1
Deleted Text:  to 
Deleted Text:  to 
https://support.illumina.com/content/dam/illumina-support/documents/documentation/chemistry_documentation/16s/16s-metagenomic-library-prep-guide-15044223-b.pdf
https://support.illumina.com/content/dam/illumina-support/documents/documentation/chemistry_documentation/16s/16s-metagenomic-library-prep-guide-15044223-b.pdf
https://support.illumina.com/content/dam/illumina-support/documents/documentation/chemistry_documentation/16s/16s-metagenomic-library-prep-guide-15044223-b.pdf


35 R Core Team. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing.
Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing V, 2016.

36 Davison AC, Hinkley DV. Bootstrap Methods and their Application.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997.

37 Holm S. A simple sequentially rejective multiple test procedure. Scand J
Statist 1979; 6: 65–70.

38 Mastroeni P, Sheppard M. Salmonella infections in the mouse model: host
resistance factors and in vivo dynamics of bacterial spread and distribution in
the tissues. Microbes Infect 2004; 6: 398–405.

39 Everest P, Roberts M, Dougan G. Susceptibility to Salmonella typhimurium
infection and effectiveness of vaccination in mice deficient in the tumor ne-
crosis factor a p55 receptor. Infect Immun 1998; 66: 3355–64.

40 Wick MJ. Living in the danger zone: innate immunity to Salmonella. Curr
Opin Microbiol 2004; 7: 51–7.

41 Dunlap NE, Benjamin WH Jr, Berry AK et al. A ‘safe-site’ for Salmonella
typhimurium is within splenic polymorphonuclear cells. Microb Pathog
1992; 13: 181–90.

42 Mastroeni P, Skepper JN, Hormaeche CE. Effect of anti-tumor necrosis
factor alpha antibodies on histopathology of primary Salmonella infections.
Infect Immun 1995; 63: 3674–82.

43 Buchmeier NA, Heffron F. Intracellular survival of wild-type Salmonella
typhimurium and macrophage-sensitive mutants in diverse populations of
macrophages. Infect Immun 1989; 57: 1–7.

44 Claudi B, Sprote P, Chirkova A et al. Phenotypic variation of Salmonella
in host tissues delays eradication by antimicrobial chemotherapy. Cell
2014; 158: 722–33.

45 Helaine S, Cheverton AM, Watson KG et al. Internalization of Salmonella
by macrophages induces formation of nonreplicating persisters. Science
2014; 343: 204–8.

46 Helaine S, Holden DW. Heterogeneity of intracellular replication of bacter-
ial pathogens. Curr Opin Microbiol 2013; 16: 184–91.

47 Monack DM, Mueller A, Falkow S. Persistent bacterial infections: the
interface of the pathogen and the host immune system. Nat Rev
Microbiol 2004; 2: 747–65.

48 Kaiser P, Regoes RR, Dolowschiak T et al. Cecum lymph node dendritic
cells harbor slow-growing bacteria phenotypically tolerant to antibiotic treat-
ment. PLoS Biol 2014; 12: e1001793.

49 Gordon MA, Kankwatira AM, Mwafulirwa G et al. Invasive non-typhoid
salmonellae establish systemic intracellular infection in HIV-infected
adults: an emerging disease pathogenesis. Clin Infect Dis 2010; 50: 953–62.

50 Monack DM, Bouley DM, Falkow S. Salmonella typhimurium persists
within macrophages in the mesenteric lymph nodes of chronically infected
Nramp1!/! mice and can be reactivated by IFNc neutralization. J Exp Med
2004; 199: 231–41.

51 Kaiser P, Slack E, Grant AJ et al. Lymph node colonization dynamics after
oral Salmonella Typhimurium infection in mice. PLoS Pathog 2013; 9:
e1003532.

Rossi et al.

8 of 8
Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/jac/article-abstract/doi/10.1093/jac/dkx294/4093161/Within-host-spatiotemporal-dynamics-of-systemic
by University of Cambridge user
on 05 September 2017


