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SUMMARY

A group of 23 volunteers were each inoculated with 600 CCA of a new form of
influenza virus Af/England/42/72 vaccine; this vaccine consisted of purified haem-
agglutinin and neuraminidase antigens adsorbed to alhydrogel. No significant
reactions to the vaccine were reported. Twenty-two volunteers produced increased
titres of serum HI antibody, and all showed increased titres of NI antibody after
immunization. Thus, for volunteers with no pre-immunization serum HI antibody,
the geometric mean titre of serum antibody increased from 1/5 to 1/196 after
immunization. Ten volunteers developed local neutralizing antibody after immu-
nization; this antibody response was detected most frequently in volunteers who
showed the greater serum antibody response to immunization, and in nasal
washings with the higher concentrations of protein and IgA. Ten weeks after
immunization, the vaccinees and a group of matched controls were inoculated
intranasally with attenuated A/England/42/72 virus. Evidence of infection with
the challenge virus was found in 14 of the control subjects and in one of the
vaccinees. The results indicate that the surface-antigen-adsorbed vaccine induced
high titres of serum antibody, and gave significant protection against challenge
infection.

INTRODUCTION

Immunization with inactivated influenza virus, particularly immunization of
young children, has been reported to cause frequent local and occasional systemic
side reactions (Quilligan, Francis & Minuse, 1949; Davenport ef al. 1964); however,
these reactions were less common after immunization with subunit or split in-
fluenza virus vaccines. Thus, an influenza vaccine of either virus haemagglutinin
or deoxycholate (DOC)-split virus produced less reactions than whole virus
vaccine (Webster & Laver, 1966; Brandon, Barrett, Hooke & Lease, 1967). On the
other hand, the results of immunization studies with subunit vaccines have sug-
gested that these may be less immunogenic than whole virus vaccine. A purified
haemagglutinin vaccine was reported to produce antibody titres comparable with
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those produced by whole virus (Davenport et al. 1964; Hennessey & Davenport,
1966; Brandon et al. 1967), but a DOC-split virus vaccine and a haemagglutinin
vacecine prepared by ether treatment were both found to be less antigenic (Webster
& Laver, 1966; Davenport, 1968).

The present study reports the results of immunization with a vaccine contain-
ing purified haemagglutinin and neuraminidase antigens adsorbed to alhydrogel;
it was hoped that this material would be less toxic than whole virus, and that
adsorption to a carrier would potentiate the immunogenicity of the purified virus
subunits (Davenport, 1968). A group of volunteers was immunized with the
surface-antigen-adsorbed vaccine, and the serum antibody response to virus
haemagglutinin and neuraminidase was determined. Four weeks after immuniza-
tion, the vaccinees, together with a group of matched controls, were challenged
with a homologous, attenuated virus given intranasally. The incidence of virus
infection in the two groups was determined by virus isolation and serum antibody
response.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Study group

Fifty-two medical students volunteered for the study; all were healthy, with no
history of allergy to eggs or egg products. Seventeen of the volunteers were female,
and the ages ranged from 20 to 26 years.

Virus and virus vaccine

The MRC-7 virus (H3N2), a recombinant of influenza virus A/England/42/72
(H3N2) and A/PR/8/34 (HON1), was kindly supplied by Dr A. S. Beare, Common
Cold Research Centre, Harvard Hospital, Salisbury; the virus was supplied in
allantoic fluid, and was stored at —80° C. Immediately before use, the virus was
thawed and diluted in phosphate buffered saline, pH 7-4, to contain 1075 EID 50/
ml. For virus inoculation, the volunteers lay on an examination couch with the
head fully extended backwards over the end of the couch, and 0-5 ml. of virus was
inoculated dropwise into each nostril. After inoculation, the volunteers remained
lying for 2 min., and on rising were asked not to blow their noses for a further hour.

The A/England/42/72 vaccine was supplied by Dr I. Furminger, Evans Bio-
logicals Ltd, Speke, Liverpool. Briefly, the virus was grown in embryonated eggs
and purified by zonal centrifugation. The concentrated virus was then treated with
Triton N101 and the haemagglutinin and neuraminidase antigens separated from
the other viral proteins, and adsorbed to an alhydrogel carrier (Brady & Fur-
minger, in preparation). The vaccine was standardized to contain 600 international
units (i.u./ml.).

Experimental design

A serum sample was taken from each volunteer and tested for haemagglutina-
tion-inhibiting (HI) antibody to influenza virus A/England/42/72. From these
results, the volunteers were divided into two matched groups; each volunteer in
the group to be immunized had a corresponding control whose serum HI antibody
titre to A/England/42/72 virus was identical or very similar. If a volunteer dropped
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out of the study, his corresponding number in the other group was also excluded.
At the end of the study, each group contained 23 volunteers who had completed
the programme.

Each volunteer in the test group was inoculated intramuscularly with 600 i.u.
of the A/England/42/72 surface-antigen-adsorbed vaccine in a 1-0 ml. volume. Two
nasal wash specimens were collected before immunization, and further specimens
were collected weekly for 3 weeks after immunization; these specimens were
collected and processed as described by Downie & Stuart-Harris (1970). Three
weeks after immunization, a second blood specimen was taken, and seven days
later the volunteers, together with the control group, were each inoculated intra-
nasally with 1073 EID50 of MRC-7 virus. Throat swabs, taken in medium ‘199’
containing 2-09%, bovine serum albumin and antibiotics, and nasal washings for
virus isolation were collected 3 days after virus inoculation and a further blood
sample was taken 18 days later.

Virus isolation

Nasal washings and throat swabs for virus isolation were stored at —80°C
before testing. The specimens were thawed and each specimen was inoculated by
the allantoic route into 10-day embryonated eggs. After 3 days incubation at
33° C,, the allantoic fluids were harvested and tested for haemagglutinin with fowl
cells. All viruses isolated were identified by HI tests using monospecific ferret
antisera.

Serological tests

Haemagglutination-inhibition (HI) tests. These tests were carried out by a
modification of the microtitre method (Sever, 1962). Before testing, serum speci-
mens were treated with cholera filtrate (Burroughs Wellcome Ltd) for 18 hr. at
37° C., and subsequently heated for 30 min. at 56° C. Serum dilutions in phosphate
buffered saline (PBS) were mixed with an equal volume of buffer containing eight
(50%) haemagglutinating units of A/England/42/72 virus. After 10-15 minutes, a
further volume of 0-59, fowl erythrocytes in PBS was added, and the cells allowed
to settle at room temperature. The HI titres of the sera were expressed as the
highest serum dilution which caused 50 %, reduction of virus haemagglutination.

Neutralization tests. All nasal washings were tested for neutralizing antibody to
A/England/42/72 by the allantois-on-shell (AOS) method (Fazekas de St Groth,
Witchell & Lafferty, 1958). Influenza virus A/England/42/72, at a concentration
of 1030 EID50 in a 0-05 ml. volume, was added to 0-5 ml. of serial dilutions of
unconcentrated nasal washings. After incubation for 30 min. at 0° C., 0-05 ml. of
each virus-nasal wash mixture was added to AOS fragments prepared from 10-day
embryonated eggs. Shell fragments from four different eggs were used to test each
dilution of nasal washing, since eggs vary in susceptibility to virus infection. After
incubation for 72 hr. at 33° C. with constant shaking, the shell fragments were
removed and the culture fluids tested for virus by haemagglutination. The neu-
tralizing antibody titres were calculated by the method of Reed & Muench (1938).

Complement-fixation tests. These tests were carried out by the method of
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Bradstreet & Taylor (1962), using 2-5 MHD50 of guinea-pig complement and
A/England/42/72 virus soluble antigen extracted from the chorio-allantoic mem-
branes of virus-infected eggs. The tests were incubated overnight at 4° C. before
adding sensitized sheep cells, and the titres were taken as the highest serum dilu-
tion which gave 759, or more fixation of complement.

Neuraminidase inhibiting (NI) antibody tests. NI antibody tests were carried out
by an automated method, based on the standard World Health Organization
technique (Aymard-Henry et al. 1973), as described previously (Bevan, 1974).

Secretory IgA determination. Nasal washings were concentrated 10-fold by
dialysis against 309, Carbowax, and the concentration of IgA was measured by
the single radial diffusion method (Mancini, Carbonara & Heremans, 1965).
Antiserum against human secretory IgA was obtained from Dakopatts, Copen-
hagen, Denmark, and a standard secretory IgA was prepared from human breast
milk by block electrophoresis in Pevikon-Geon (Fahey & McLaughlin, 1963) and
DE 52 cellulose chromatography.

Protein concentration

The concentration of protein in nasal washings was estimated in unconcentrated
specimens by the method of Lowry, Rosebrough, Farr & Randall (1951).

RESULTS
Serum H1I titres of the study group

From the original student volunteers, two groups each of 23 volunteers com-
pleted the study. The vaccinees were selected on the basis of the HI antibody titre
to A/England/42/72 in serum specimens taken prior to immunization, and each
volunteer was matched with a control volunteer with the same or similar serum
HI antibody titre. A comparison of the two groups is shown in Table 1. In each
group, 15 subjects had serum HI titres to influenza virus A/England/42/72 of
<1/20, four subjects had titres of 1/20-1/40 and four subjects had titres of
> 1/60; the geometric mean titre (gmt) of serum HI titres were almost identical in
the two groups. In assigning volunteers to the two groups, no account was taken
of the pre-immunization titres of serum NI antibody.

Serum antibody response to tmmunization with A|England[42[72 vaccine

The serum HI and NI antibody response of the vaccinees to intramuscular
immunization with 600 i.u. of A/England/42/72 surface antigen absorbed vaccine
is shown in Table 2. Of the 15 students with serum HI antibody titres of <1/20
before immunization, 14 developed HI antibody, and all the volunteers showed
some increase in serum NI antibody titre after immunization; the gmt of serum HI
and NI antibody increased from 1/5-4 to 1/196:3 and from 1/16-7 to 1/81-1, re-
spectively. The serum HI antibody response to immunization was greater for the
volunteers with some antibody before immunization. Thus, for the four volunteers
with serum HI antibody titres of 1/20-1/40, the gmt of serum HI antibody in-
creased from 1/29-1 to 1/1109, and for the four subjects with pre-immunization
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Table 1. Pre-immunization serum antibody titres of volunteers

Serum antibody titres

(A/England/42[72)
No. P A <
Group tested HI (range) HI (mean-gmt)
Controls 15 <20 52
4 2040 29-3
4 > 60 108-2
Vaccinees 15 <20 54
4 2040 29-1
4 =60 108-4

Table 2. Response of volunteers to immunization with A|England[42[72
surface-antigen-adsorbed vaccine

Response to immunization
A

r N\
HI titre NI titre
Volunteer - A N e A —
no. Ac. serum Conv. serum Aec. serum Conv. serum
1 <10 1920 <20 60
2 <10 120 60 240
3 <10 <10 <20 320
4 <10 60 <20 120
5 <10 640 <20 60
6 <10 60 <20 30
7 <10 240 <20 80
8 <10 1920 <20 30
9 <10 480 30 80
10 <10 1280 30 60
11 <10 30 <20 120
12 <10 60 20 80
13 15 120 30 40
14 <10 240 40 120
15 <10 640 NT NT
Mean (gmt) 5-4 196-3 16-7 81-1
16 30 640 <10 80
17 40 640 160 240
18 30 1920 <10 30
19 20 1920 <10 40
Mean (gmt) 29-1 1,109 11-9 69-0
20 60 3840 40 120
21 80 1920 <10 120
22 120 1920 40 160
23 240 1920 30 640
Mean (gmt) 108-4 2,284 22-6 190

titres of serum HI antibody of > 1/60, the gmt increased from 1/108-4 to 1/2284
after immunization (Table 2). Increased titres of serum NI antibody were also
found in these volunteers.

None of the students complained of adverse reactions to the vaccine; three
volunteers reported a sore arm at the site of inoculation lasting a few hours, but
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Table 3. Serum and nasal antibody response, and nasal protein and IgA concentra-
tions in volunteers immunized with A[England[42[72 surface-antigen-adsorbed vaccine

Response to immunization

Serum HI — A ~
antibody Nasal wash responses Serum antibody response
before p A N . A
immunization  Antibody Mean protein Mean IgA HI response NT response
(no.) production (range, pug./ml.)  (range, ug./ml.) (gmt) (gmt)
<20 (15) 8 positive 381 34 <20-515 16-77
(130-747) (17-80)
7 negative 211 22 <20-399 20-91
(52-367) (11-39)
>20 (8) 2 positive 370 33 49-1920 10-60
(232-507) (26-40)
6 negative 197 15 59-1494 30-145
(62-367) (5-26)

these students qualified their comments by saying that the reaction was not severe
enough to report, except in response to a direct question.

Local antibody response to immunization with A[England[42]72 vaccine

Nasal washings from volunteers immunized with A/England/42/72 surface-
antigen-adsorbed vaccine were examined for homologous neutralizing antibody,
protein and secretory IgA. None of the volunteers produced detectable nasal-wash
neutralizing antibody before immunization, but antibody was found in nasal
washings collected 2 and/or 3 weeks after immunization from ten subjects. The
results are shown in Table 3. Eight of the 15 vaccinees who had no demonstrable
serum HI antibody and two of eight volunteers with detectable serum antibody
before immunization produced nasal wash antibody. The results indicate that a
higher proportion of volunteers with no detectable serum HI antibody at the time
of immunization developed nasal wash antibody, but the numbers were too small
for statistical analysis.

Although the concentration of protein in nasal washings varied considerably for
the different volunteers, the concentrations for the five samples from any single
subject were similar; this was also true for the concentration of secretory IgA in
nasal washings. For this reason, the concentration of protein and IgA in nasal
washings has been averaged for each volunteer. The relation between the produc-
tion of nasal-wash antibody, the concentration of protein and IgA in these speci-
mens and the serum HT antibody response to immunization is shown in Table 3,
For the eight volunteers with no detectable serum HI antibody before immuniza-
tion, but who developed detectable nasal wash neutralizing antibody after
immunization, the mean rise in serum HI antibody titre was from < 1/20 to 1/515
(gmt). In contrast, the remaining seven volunteers in this group who had no pre-
immunization serum antibody and who did not produce detectable nasal antibody
showed a mean serum HI antibody response to immunization of <1/20 to 1/399.
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Table 4. Infection with M RC-T7 virus in volunieers previously given
A[England[42[72 surface-antigen-adsorbed vaccine

Infection by MRC-8 virus
A

s A
Serum HI Signif.
antibody No. Virus (X4) HI/CF Total
Group titre* tested isolation antibody rise Total (%)
Vaccinees <20 15 0/15 1/15 1/15
20-40 4 0/4 0/4 0/4 1/23
> 60 4 0/4 0/4 0/4 (4-3)
Controls <20 15 3/15 10/15 10/15
20-40 4 0/4 2/4 2[4 14/23
=60 4 1/4 1/4 2/4 (61)

* Serum HI titres before immunization.

Thus, local antibody production was more common in volunteers with the greater
serum HI antibody response. Eight vaccinees had serum HI antibody titres of
>1/20 before immunization; all produced high titres of serum antibody after
immunization. The two volunteers in this group who developed nasal wash anti-
body after immunization showed the same serum HI antibody response as the
remaining six who did not produce local antibody.

Local antibody production was more frequently observed in volunteers who
produced relatively high concentrations of nasal wash protein and secretory IgA
(Table 3). Thus, for the eight volunteers who had no detectable serum HI antibody
before immunization but developed nasal wash antibody after immunization, the
mean nasal wash protein concentration was 381 ug./ml. and the mean secretory
IgA concentration was 34 ug./ml.; for the seven volunteers who did not produce
detectable nasal wash neutralizing antibody, the mean protein and secretory IgA
concentration in nasal washings was 211 xg./ml. and 22 ug./ml., respectively. A
similar result was found for the volunteers who had serum HI antibody before
immunization, but this group was too small to allow any conclusion (Table 3).

Response to challenge infection with M RC-T virus

Four weeks after immunization the vaccinees, together with the control sub-
jects, were each inoculated intranasally with 107°5 EID50 of MRC-7 virus in a
1-0 ml. volume. The incidence of virus infection in the two groups of volunteers is
shown in Table 4. The serum antibody response to immunization in the vaccinees
gave high titres of serum HI antibody, but not CF antibody. In the present study,
therefore, the CF test was used in addition to the HI tests to obtain serological
evidence of infection by the challenge virus, since a fourfold rise in serum HI anti-
body as a measure of infection would have required a massive antibody response
in immunized subjects.

Virus was not recovered from any of the 23 vaccinees given MRC-7 virus, and a
fourfold rise in serum antibody was measured in only one subject. The single
individual in this group who showed serological evidence of infection with the
challenge virus had responded relatively poorly to the vaccine (<1/20 to 1/30),
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and had not produced local antibody after immunization. In contrast to the results
of challenge infection in immunized volunteers, evidence of infection with MRC-7
virus was found in a greater number of control subjects (Table 4). Thus, virus was
recovered three days after infection and a significant serum antibody response was
found in three subjects, serological evidence of infection was obtained for a further
12 volunteers, and virus was recovered from a single subject who showed no
serological rise in serum antibody titre. In total, evidence of infection was found
in 14 of 23 (61%) of the control group, as compared with one of 23 (4:39)
immunized volunteers (Table 4).

DISCUSSION

The serum antibody response of volunteers to immunization with influenza
virus subunit vaccines has varied considerably, depending on the method em-
ployed to prepare the vaccine. A virus haemagglutinin vaccine was reported to
induce serum antibody to titres comparable with those produced by whole virus
vaccine (Webster & Laver, 1966; Davenport ef al. 1964; Hennessey & Davenport,
1974), and similar results were obtained from tri (n-butyl) phosphate-split vaccine
(Neurath, Rubin, Sillaman & Tint, 1971; Ruben & Jackson, 1972). Studies in mice
have shown that tween-ether treated virus vaccine was more antigenic than whole
virus (Fenters, Yamashiroya, Petzold & Tolkacz, 1970). In contrast, DOC-split
vaccine was less antigenic than whole virus (Webster & Laver, 1966), and the
highly purified virus haemagglutinin vaccine produced by bromelain treatment of
virus particles (Brand & Skehel, 1973) was found to be a poor inducer of serum
antibody in ferrets (McLaren, Potter & Jennings, 1974).

Although split-virus vaccines vary in immunogenicity, a more uniform result
has been obtained in studies of the toxicity of these products. Thus, virus haem-
agglutinin vaccines, ether-tween split vaccine, and DOC-split vaccine have all
been found to produce less reactions than whole virus vaccine (Brandon ef al. 1967;
Zavadova et al. 1972; Webster & Laver, 1966). The tri (n-butyl) phosphate-split
vaccine was also found not to produce significant reactions in volunteers inoculated
with concentrations of 6400 CCA (Ruben & Jackson, 1972), but a further study
with this vaccine reported reactions to high titres of vaccine in subjects with
relatively high homologous serum HI antibody titres, possibly due to a hyper-
sensitivity reaction (Ruben, Potter & Stuart-Harris, 1975). Recent studies have
shown that much of the toxicity associated with whole virus vaccine may be due
to contamination with non-virus material; reactions were significantly reduced for
whole virus vaccines purified by zonal centrifugation (Kilbourne et al. 1974).

The present study was carried out using a vaccine designed with consideration
for both the known toxicity and immunogenicity of existing influenza vaccines.
Virus particles were purified by zonal centrifugation and subsequently treated
with Triton N101 and purified to give a preparation of virus haemagglutinin and
neuraminidase. Although it would be expected that this surface antigen product
was free of toxicity, the material was much less immunogenic in hamsters than
purified whole virus (Jennings, Potter, McLaren & Brady, 1975). In addition, tests
in hamsters showed that even in the presence of serum antibody induced by the
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surface antigen material in saline, the animals were susceptible to homologous
challenge infection (Jennings et al. 1975). The adsorption of the purified haem-
agglutinin and neuraminidase to an alhydrogel carrier significantly increased the
immunogenicity of the vaccine; this approach was not new, since purified subunit
vaccine obtained by ether extraction and adsorption to AIPO, was found to have
an enhanced antibody-inducing capacity for mice but not for man, compared with
unadsorbed vaccine (Davenport, 1968; Davenport, Hennessy & Askin, 1968). The
present vaccine induced higher titres of serum antibody in hamsters than either
the non-adsorbed virus subunits or the whole virus from which it was derived, and
produced immunity to the challenge infection in hamsters comparable with that
found in animals immunized with whole virus (Jennings et al. 1975).

The results of the present study indicate that the surface-antigen-adsorbed
vaccine produced no significant toxic reactions in a small group of healthy volun-
teers, induced relatively high titres of both serum HI and NI antibodies, and con-
ferred highly significant protection against challenge infection. By removing the
probably immunologically irrelevant and toxic core material, and adsorbing the
purified surface antigens to an inert carrier to promote the immune response, the
vaccine may be considered to be a logical development of an inactivated vaccine
against influenza.

We wish to thank the medical students of the University of Sheffield who

volunteered for this study.
The studies were supported by a grant from the Medical Research Council.

REFERENCES

Avymarp-HENRY, M., CoLEMAN, M. T., DowpLEe, W. R., LAVER, W. G. & WEBSTER, R. G.
(1973). Influenza virus neuraminidase and neuraminidase-inhibition test procedures.
Bulletin of the World Health Organization 48, 199-202.

Bevan, A. (1974). An automated method for measuring neuraminidase and neuraminidase-
inhibiting antibody. Symposium on Immunity to Infections of the Respiratory System in
Man and Animals, London, 1974. Symposium Series Immunobiological Standards (in the
Press).

BrapsTREET, C. M. P. & TavwLor, C. E. D. (1962). Technique of complement-fixation test
applicable to the diagnosis of virus diseases. Monthly Bulletin of the Ministry of Health and
the Public Health Laboratory Service 21, 96—104.

Braxp, C. M. & SKEHEL, J. J. (1973). Crystalline antigen from the influenza virus envelope.
Nature, New Biology 238, 145-7.

Brawxpox, F. B., Barrerr, C. D. Jr.,, Hook, A. E. & LeasE, G. O. (1967). Human febrile
response to influenza virus or its ether isolated haemagglutinins. Proceedings of the Society
for Experimental Biology and Medicine 125, 683-6.

Davexrorrt, F. M., HENNESSY, A. V., BrRaNDON, F. B., WEBSTER, R. G., BaArreTT, C. D. Jr.
& LEeasg, G. O. (1964). Comparisons of serological and febrile responses in humans to
vaccination with influenza A viruses or their haemagglutinins. Journal of Laboratory and
Clinical Medicine 63, 5-13.

DAvVENPORT, F. M. (1968). Antigenic enhancement of ether-extracted influenza virus vaccines
by AIPO,. Proceedings of the Society for Experimental Biology and Medicine 127, 587-90.
Davexnport, F. M., HENNEsSY, A. V. & AskiN, F. B. (1968). Lack of adjuvant effect of
AlPO, on purified influenza virus haemagglutinins in man. Journal of Immunoclogy 100,

1139-40.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50022172400024414 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022172400024414

362 C. W. POTTER AND OTHERS

Downig, J.C. & StuarT-Harris, C. H. (1970). The production of neutralizing activity in
serum and nasal secretion following immunization with influenza B virus. Journal of
Hygtene 68, 233—44.

FamEY, J. L. & McLAUGHLIN, C. (1963). Preparation of antisera specific for 6-6 S y-globulins,
Pea-globulins, y-macroglobulins and for type I and II common 7y-globulin determinants.
Journal of Immunology 91, 484-97.

Fazexas DE ST GrotH, S., WITcHELL, S.J. & LArreRrTY, K. J. (1958). An improved assay
for neutralization antibodies against influenza viruses. Journal of Hygiene 56, 415-26.

FENTERS, J. D., YAMASHIROYA, H. M., PETZOLD, R. F. & ToLgacCz, V. K. (1970). Enhanced
immunogenicity in mice of a purified, tween-ether-treated influenza vaccine. Applied
Microbiology 20, 544-50.

HENNEssY, A. V. & DAVENPORT, F. M. (1966). Relative antigenic potency in man of poly-
valent influenza virus vaccines containing isolated haemagglutinins or intact viruses.
Journal of Immunology 97, 235-8.

Hexnessy, A. V. & Davexreort, F. M. (1974). Studies on vaccination of infants against
influenza, with influenza haemagglutinin. Proceedings of the Society for Experimental
Biology and Medicine 146, 200—4.

JENNINGS, R., PorTER, C. W., MCLAREN, C. & BrADY, M. (1975). A new, surface-antigen-
adsorbed influenza virus vaccine. I. Studies on immunogenicity in hamsters. Journal of
Hygiene 75, 341-52.

KiLsourNeE, E. D., CaaNock, R. M., CrHOPPIN, P. W., DAVENPORT, F. M., Fox, J. P., GrEGa,
M. B., JacksoN, G. G. & ParrmaN, P. D. (1974). Influenza vaccines — Summary of In-
fluenza Workshop V. Journal of Infectious Diseases 129, 750-71.

Lowry, O. H., RoSEBROUGH, N. J., FARR, A. L. & Ranpary, R. J. (1951). Protein measure-
ment with the Folin phenol reagent. Journal of Biological Chemistry 193, 265-75.

MaNcCINI, G., CARBONARA, A. O. & HEREMANS, J. F. (1965). Immuno-chemical quantitation
of antigens by single radial immunodiffusion. Immunochemistry 25, 235-54.

McLARrEN, C., PoTTER, C. W. & JENNINGS, R. (1974). Immunity to influenza in ferrets.
XII. Immunization of ferrets with TNBP-split influenza virus vaccines. Archiv fiir die
gesamte Virusforschung 45, 99-105.

NEURATH, A. R., RuBIN, B. A,, StnpaMAN, J. & Tint, H. (1971). The effect of nonaqueous
solvents on the quaternary structure of viruses: a procedure for the simultaneous con-
centration, purification and disruption of influenza viruses. Microbios 4, 145-50.

QUILLIGAN, J. J., Francis, T. Jr. & MINUSE, E. (1949). Reactions to an influenza virus vaccine
in infants and children. American Journal of Diseases of Children 78, 295-301. ’

ReED, L. J. & MuEeNcH, H. (1938). A simple method for estimating 50 per cent end points.
American Journal of Hygiene 27, 493-7.

RuBEN, F. L. & JAcKsoN, G. G. (1972). A new subunit influenza vaccine: acceptibility com-
pared with standard vaccines and effect of dose on antigenicity. Journal of Infectious
Diseases 125, 656—64.

RusBenN, F. L., PotTER, C. W. & StUaRT-HARRIS, C. H. (1975). Humoral and secretory anti-
body responses to immunization with low and high dosage split influenza virus vaccine.
Archives of Virology 47, 157-66. :

SEvVER, J.L. (1962). Application of a microtechnique to viral serological investigations.
Journal of Immunology 88, 320-9.

WEBSTER, R. B. & LAvER, W. G. (1966). Influenza virus subunit vaccines: Immunogenicity
and lack of toxicity for rabbits of ether and detergent-disrupted virus. Journal of Immu-
nology 96, 596—605.

Zavapova, H., Vonka, V., Apam, E., DoMmorazrova, E. & Davernreort, F. M. (1972).
Clinical reactions, haemagglutination-inhibiting and strain and type-specific complement-
fixing antibody responses in subjects aged 3—-6, 7-17 and 17-50 years. Archév fiir die gesamte
Virusforschung 36, 43—52.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50022172400024414 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022172400024414

