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Abstract

Urinary tract infections are a major source of morbidity for women and the elderly, with Uropathogenic Escherichia
coli (UPEC) being the most prevalent causative pathogen. Studies in recent years have defined a key anti-
inflammatory role for Interleukin-10 (IL-10) in urinary tract infection mediated by UPEC and other uropathogens. We
investigated the nature of the IL-10-producing interactions between UPEC and host cells by utilising a novel co-
culture model that incorporated lymphocytes, mononuclear and uroepithelial cells in histotypic proportions. This co-
culture model demonstrated synergistic IL-10 production effects between monocytes and uroepithelial cells following
infection with UPEC. Membrane inserts were used to separate the monocyte and uroepithelial cell types during
infection and revealed two synergistic IL-10 production effects based on contact-dependent and soluble interactions.
Analysis of a comprehensive set of immunologically relevant biomarkers in monocyte-uroepithelial cell co-cultures
highlighted that multiple cytokine, chemokine and signalling factors were also produced in a synergistic or
antagonistic fashion. These results demonstrate that IL-10 responses to UPEC occur via multiple interactions
between several cells types, implying a complex role for infection-related IL-10 during UTI. Development and
application of the co-culture model described in this study is thus useful to define the degree of contact dependency
of biomarker production to UPEC, and highlights the relevance of histotypic co-cultures in studying complex host-
pathogen interactions.
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Introduction

Urinary tract infections (UTIs) are a major cause of morbidity,
affecting 40% of women, of which 20% experience at least one
reoccurrence at a later time. Uropathogenic Escherichia coli
(UPEC) accounts for approximately 80% of all cases of acute
UTI such as cystitis and pyelonephritis [1-4], and up to 86% of
asymptomatic infections [5]. Acute UTI can be localised to
distinct areas of infection, predominantly urethritis and cystitis,
with less common but more severe complications sometimes
arising from pyelonephritis and urosepsis. Increasing antibiotic
resistance of UPEC has highlighted a need for different
approaches to combat infection [6,7]. This, in part, has led to
investigations of the immunomodulatory properties of cytokines
produced during UTI. Several cytokines are intimately involved
in the pathogenesis of infection, as reviewed elsewhere [8-11].
The regulatory cytokine, Interleukin-10 (IL-10), which is

produced during UPEC infection in murine models of UTI and
in patients with UPEC cystitis and pyelonephritis, has been a
focus of several recent pathogenesis studies [12-14].

IL-10 regulates immune responses during many infections,
predominantly by shifting immune responses towards a Th2-
centric adaptive immune outcome that may benefit the host,
and sometimes the pathogen [15,16]. IL-10 is produced by a
wide variety of leukocytes [16], and can be secreted by multiple
intracellular trafficking pathways under different conditions [17].
UPEC induces IL-10 in the bladder during acute UTI, and this
has been proposed to down-regulate inflammatory responses
shortly after infection via monocytes/macrophages [12], and
mast cells [18]. These studies combined in vivo analyses of
UTI in mice with bladder transcriptomics to identify active
biological pathways during infection, which were shown to
comprise IL-10 signaling among the top hits in canonical
pathway recognition. These studies also used in vitro cell

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 1 October 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 10 | e78013

CORE Metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk

Provided by Queensland University of Technology ePrints Archive

https://core.ac.uk/display/33505684?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1


culture assays to demonstrate UPEC-triggered up-regulation of
IL-10 production in monocytes, but not uroepithelial cells [12].

In vivo studies yield valuable insight into disease
pathogenesis. However, analyses of cellular interactions
between microbes and multiple host cell types that can
generate cytokine responses also benefits from in vitro
methodology. In prior studies of UPEC infection, this has
typically used monocultures of uroepithelial cells, monocytes,
macrophages, or neutrophils to investigate cytokine responses
following infection [19-27]. These studies have offered key
insight into cytokine responses to UPEC infection, including
how the bacterium utilizes virulence factors such as α-
hemolysin to inhibit in vitro epithelial cytokine production [28].
Such insight has implications for suppressing the innate
immune response during UTI [29,30]. Co-culture of different
host cell types in various arrangements, which can rely on
stratification and/or co-localisation to generate responses to
external stimuli [31-33], offer further advantages for infection
studies to mimic in vivo responses [12]. Co-ordinated effects of
co-localised cells can lead to synergistic interactions between
epithelial or endothelial cells and phagocytic or immune cells to
drive responses that are not discernable in monocultures
[31,32].

The current study investigated IL-10 and other cytokine
responses in bladder uroepithelial cell and monocyte co-
cultures challenged with UPEC. We sought to define the nature
of the interactions that occur between these two cell types in
response to UPEC, and whether the interactions might
comprise additive, antagonistic or synergistic effects in relation
to cytokine production. We found that human bladder
uroepithelial cells synergize with monocytes in contact-
dependent and soluble interactions to promote the production
of IL-10 and several other biomarkers based on novel
responses that have implications for understanding UTI
pathogenesis.

Materials and Methods

Cell lines and Bacteria
The cell lines used in these experiments were the

immortalised human lines 5637 bladder carcinoma (ATCC
HTB-9), MC116 B-cells (ATCC CRL-1649), Jurkat T-cells
(ATCC TIB-152) and U937 monocytes (ATCC CRL-1593.2). All
cell lines were purchased from the ATCC (USA), and routinely
maintained at low passage number from frozen stocks. For
some experiments, U937 monocytes were matured to
macrophage-like cells using phorbol-12-myristate-13-acetate in
methods as described elsewhere [34]. The UPEC strain used
in this study was the prototype CFT073 strain (ATCC 700928),
originally isolated from a patient with pyelonephritis [35]. This
strain has been used in multiple in vitro and in vivo UPEC
pathogenesis studies [36-39]. Bacteria were routinely grown
from frozen glycerol stocks on LB agar and in LB broth at 37°C
shaking at 200 rpm.

Cell culture
To investigate in vitro host-pathogen interactions, we

routinely used 96-well plate co-cultures in total volumes of 250

μl for infection assays. The routine maintenance and
preparation of cells was performed according to methods as
described in previous studies [12]. In initial assays, we used a
four cell co-culture model (bladder uroepithelial cells, B-cells,
T-cells and monocytes) to investigate the contribution of the
different cell types to the IL-10 responses to UPEC in vitro. In
subsequent assays, we removed or substituted individual cell
types from this model in various combinations, ensuring that
the overall cell numbers and culture media volumes remained
consistent between assays, to investigate the contribution of
specific cell types to the response.

For all assays, cells were infected with UPEC using a MOI of
10 (that equated to a total of 1.5 x 106 cfu per well) unless
otherwise stated. Cell culture supernatants were collected by
centrifugation (500 x g 10 min 4°C) at 5 h after infection, and
were stored at -80°C until ELISA. We used a commercially
available human ELISA kit to quantitate IL-10 protein
(88-7106-88 eBioscience). For co-culture assays that were
based on the physical separation of uroepithelial cells and
monocytes, we used 24-well cell culture plates containing
membrane inserts (0.4 μm pore-size 140620 Nunc). In these
assays, the co-cultures contained total volumes of 500 μL
RPMI1640 per well, and comprised 2 x 105 5637 cells in the
upper insert and/or 1 x 105 U937 cells in the lower well, with
infected wells having an MOI of 10 (3 x 106 cfu/mL). Cultures
were routinely incubated with UPEC for 5 h at 37°C with 5%
CO2. Supernatants were then collected and frozen for
subsequent ELISA or alternative biomarker analysis. Biological
replicates were performed in triplicate (as a minimum) for all
assays, and experiments were repeated at least three times.
Data presented represent pooled data from multiple
independent experiments, as indicated for each figure.

qRT-PCR
We used qRT-PCR to analyse IL-10 mRNA gene expression

in the different co-cultured cell types in vitro following UPEC
infection. For these assays, 24-well plate co-cultures were
prepared using membrane inserts and infected with UPEC for 5
h as described above. Following infection, the supernatants
were collected for biomarker analysis (below), and RNA was
prepared from uroepithelial and monocyte populations using a
commercial RNA extraction kit (732-6820 Bio-Rad). Total RNA
was quantified using a NanoDrop ND-1000 UV-Vis
spectrophotometer (NanoDrop Technologies) and 100 ng of
RNA from each sample was converted to cDNA using oligo DT
primers from a cDNA conversion kit (18080-051 InVitrogen).
Subsequent qPCR was performed to quantify the relative
abundance of IL-10 mRNA transcripts using the Quantifast
SYBR Green PCR kit (204054 Qiagen). The primer sequences
used for the amplification of IL-10 and GAPDH, which was
used as a housekeeper gene, are described elsewhere [12]
and were purchased from Sigma. Reactions were run on a
Roche LightCycler 480, using reaction cycling conditions as
follows: 95 °C for 5 min followed by 45 cycles of [94 °C for 10 s;
63 °C for 30 s; 72 °C for 20 s] and melt-curve analysis. Relative
quantification was performed using ΔCt values in the equation
2.0-[∆Ct] to calculate the relative mRNA expression level of IL-10
in comparison to GAPDH [40-42]. The infection data was
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expressed as averaged ratios of GAPDH-normalized IL-10 Ct
values against the non-infected controls. Quintuplicate
biological samples were assayed in technical triplicate. Primer
efficiency for GAPDH was 1.86 and 1.85 for IL-10.

Biomarker analysis
IL-10 levels in initial assays were measured using ELISA, as

per the manufacturer’s instructions. In initial assays, we
discovered a novel synergistic interaction between bladder
uroepithelial cells and monocytes for UPEC-induced IL-10
synthesis. To complement the IL-10 data, we subsequently
undertook a quantitative analysis of a comprehensive set of
biomarkers to better define the extent of synergistic responses
in the infected dual co-culture model. Using supernatants
collected from 24-well insert dual co-cultures infected as
described above, we analysed a panel of 27 human biomarkers
using a BioPlex 27-plex kit (M50-0KCAF0Y BioRad). Biological
replicates (n=8) were collected from three independent
experiments. These data are presented as individual data
points for each biological replicate with a horizontal bar of the
mean to illustrate within-group variance.

Statistics
Welch’s Independent t test was used to analyse mean

cytokine levels for ELISA data with significance level set to p <
0.05. Mean cytokine levels (pg/mL) of qRT-PCR and BioPlex
data that were not normally distributed were compared using a
Mann–Whitney U test. All statistical analyses were carried out
using IBM SPSS Statistics software (Version 20.0), and
GraphPad Prism software package 5.0. Statistical significance
was accepted as p < 0.05.

Results

UPEC-induced IL-10 production in uroepithelial cell co-
culture

In a prior study of UPEC-infected uroepithelial cell-monocyte
co-cultures, monocytes were the predominant cell type
producing IL-10 at the transcriptional level [12]. In the current
study, we performed initial comparisons to examine other
relevant cell types within a four cell co-culture model
comprising uroepithelial cells, monocytes, B- and T-cells and
analysed their effects on UPEC-induced IL-10 protein levels in
co-culture supernatants. Preliminary assays showed that B-
cells secreted basal levels of IL-10, which is consistent with
prior data [43]. The inclusion of B-cells in co-cultures caused
an approximate doubling of IL-10 levels and the proportional
increases were equal in control and UPEC infected conditions
(Figure S1A). These data led us to exclude B-cells from
subsequent co-cultures. In dual and triple co-cultures of
uroepithelial cells, monocytes and T-cells, in which the cells
were combined in various groupings using 1.5-1.65 x 105 total
cells per well (89:10:1 ratio), we found significant increases in
IL-10 in response to UPEC infection, as shown in Figure 1A. In
these assays, dual co-cultures of monocytes and T-cells had a
total cell number of 1.5-1.65 x 104 cells per well; in
monocultures, the cell numbers used were equivalent to those

used in co-cultures (i.e. ~105 uroepithelial cells, ~104

monocytes, 103 T-cells). All monocultures and co-cultures
containing monocytes produced ≥16 pg/mL IL-10 in response
to infection (Figure 1A). This was significantly less than
monocyte co-cultures containing uroepithelial cells, which
produced 32-34 pg/mL in response to infection (p < 0.001;
Figure 1A). The presence of T-cells in these co-cultures did not
cause any increase in IL-10 levels. All other co-culture
combinations not shown in Figure 1A (excluding those with B-
cells) exhibited IL-10 levels below the detection limit of the
assay (2 pg/mL) (Controls shown in Figure S1B). Collectively,
these data show a previously undescribed synergistic
interaction between uroepithelial cells and monocytes for
UPEC-induced IL-10 production; i.e. uroepithelial cells in
monoculture do not produce IL-10 in response to UPEC
infection, however the addition of monocytes to uroepithelial
cells doubles the response of monocytes alone to UPEC
infection. Based on the synergistic effect between uroepithelial
cells and monocytes, we excluded T-cells from subsequent
assays.

Synergism for IL-10 production in monocyte vs.
macrophage uroepithelial co-cultures

Given the heightened response of macrophages for cytokine
production in general compared to monocytes [44], we
analysed the effect of maturing the monocytes towards IL-10
production in UPEC-infected co-cultures. These data, shown in
Figure 1B, showed stronger IL-10 synthesis in macrophage-
containing co-cultures compared to monocyte co-cultures
following infection (≥ 200 pg/mL vs 16-35 pg/mL; compare
Figure 1AB). Importantly, however there was no statistically
significant difference between the IL-10 levels in the infected
macrophage monocultures and macrophage-uroepithelial cell
co-cultures, indicating that the synergistic effect for UPEC-
triggered IL-10 is restricted to monocyte-uroepithelial co-
cultures; i.e. no significant synergistic phenotype for IL-10
synthesis occurs in macrophage-uroepithelial cell co-cultures.

Contact-dependency of uroepithelial cell-monocyte
synergistic IL-10 responses

In further characterizing the uroepithelial cell-monocyte dual
co-culture model, the cell ratios were next adjusted to a 70:30
ratio of uroepithelial cells:monocytes in 96-well plates (rather
than 90:10), to mimic inflammatory conditions of infected
bladder that are known to encompass a monocyte cellular
infiltrate [45] and extensive monocyte transcriptional
antibacterial responses [46,47] (and unpublished data).
Detailed assays using these cell ratios yielded similar results
for IL-10, with a proportional increase in IL-10 responses in
infected versus control co-cultures (data not shown). This
70:30 dual co-culture model was then applied to 24-well
membrane insert culture conditions to determine whether the
synergistic IL-10 response to UPEC infection depended on
contact between uroepithelial cells and monocytes. Insert-
containing co-cultures routinely comprised uroepithelial cells in
the upper compartment, and/or monocytes in the lower
compartment, as illustrated in the schematic wells depicted in
Figure 2. In these assays, non-infected monocytes produced
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low levels of IL-10 (2-3 pg/mL at detection limit of the assay),
which increased to 20 ± 3 pg/mL in infected monocyte
monocultures (Figure 2). Infection of insert-containing wells

was performed by adding UPEC to the upper compartment
(uroepithelial cells), lower compartment (monocytes), or both.
In all of these conditions, IL-10 nearly doubled in production to

Figure 1.  Different cellular combinations reveal synergism between uroepithelial cells and monocytes for UPEC-induced
IL-10 synthesis.  (A) Uroepithelial cells and monocytes in 96 well microtitre plate co-cultures produced peak levels of IL-10 protein
(32-34 pg/mL) compared to monocultures that yielded 16-17 pg/mL following infection. T-cells did not increase IL-10 levels. (B)
Substitution of monocytes with macrophages showed much higher levels of IL-10 with or without uroepithelial cells (> 200 pg/mL),
but there was no significant difference between the two infected conditions (all infected groups significantly above controls, p ≤
0.001; monocyte monocultures vs. monocyte co-cultures with uroepithelial cells, * p = 0.002; macrophage monocultures vs
macrophage-uroepithelial dual co-cultures, ‡ p = 0.003; SEM bars). (Mon = monocyte, Ep = uroepithelial cell, T = T-cell, MΦ =
macrophage, Control = uninfected cells).
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078013.g001
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approximately 35 pg/mL; the levels were similar regardless of
which compartment(s) were infected. In infected dual co-
cultures without inserts, IL-10 levels increased to 65 pg/mL
(Figure 2). Upper compartment infection of uroepithelial cell
monocultures resulted in no significant IL-10 levels (Figure
S1C). Together, these data show that both contact-dependent
and soluble signalling mechanisms between uroepithelial cells
and monocytes (i.e. UPEC cannot pass through inserts)
promote synergistic induction of IL-10 in response to UPEC.

IL-10 mRNA expression in UPEC-infected uroepithelial
cell monocyte co-cultures

To determine whether monocytes are the cell type
responsible for producing IL-10 in the cell separation model, as
was previously reported in non-separated dual co-cultures [12],
we undertook a transcriptional analysis. For this, control and
UPEC-infected dual co-cultures containing inserts were used
for qRT-PCR assay for IL-10 and housekeeper GAPDH gene
transcripts. These data demonstrated that monocytes had a
significantly higher abundance of IL-10 transcripts compared to
uroepithelial cells (Figure 3A; p ≤ 0.001, compare average
cycle number of crossover threshold), and produced effectively
all of the IL-10 mRNA in this model (Figure 3B). There were
significant increases in IL-10 mRNA expression in infected
versus non-infected monocytes under conditions where either

the upper insert, or lower wells, or both were infected (81-98%
increase, equivalent to a 1.8-fold increase on average
comparing non-infected to infected monocyte conditions; p ≤
0.009). In contrast, there were no significant differences in the
levels of IL-10 mRNA expression (a 1.16 fold increase on
average comparing non-infected to infected uroepithelial cell
conditions). Amplification efficiencies of the primers for the
different target sequences were within +/- 10% of each other
using the assay conditions as described (1.85 vs. 1.86). Thus,
monocytes contribute effectively all of the IL-10 transcriptional
responses in this co-culture model.

Biomarker panel analysis of UPEC-induced
uroepithelial cell-monocyte synergism

BioPlex assays of insert-containing and no-insert dual co-
cultures targeting 27 human cytokines, chemokines and growth
factors were used to characterize the extent of synergistic
interactions within the cultures. These assays yielded
numerous interesting response patterns, shown in Figures 4-7.
Additional data that are not shown in these Figures are
presented as Figures S2-S3 (e.g. biomarker responses in
infected monocultures that simply had higher levels than
uninfected controls). A summary of significant synergistic and
antagonistic interactions in these assays are listed in Table 1
(infected co-cultures), and Table 2 (non-infected co-cultures).

Figure 2.  Use of membrane inserts demonstrates contact-dependent IL-10 synergism in UPEC-infected uroepithelial cell-
monocyte dual co-cultures.  The level of IL-10 produced in co-cultures where uroepithelial cells and monocytes were in contact
was double that of cultures where inserts were used to physically separate the two cell types. The schematics below graph show the
cell type, infection and presence of inserts; blue = non-infected, red = infected (all control vs infected groups, p < 0.001; monocyte
monocultures vs insert-containing dual co-cultures, * p ≤ 0.024; insert-containing dual co-cultures vs no insert dual co-cultures, † p ≤
0.002; SEM bars).
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078013.g002
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The data from these assays showed that biomarker
responses occurred differentially as a blend of contact-
dependent and soluble factor-mediated responses. The
contact-dependent responses are summarized in Figure 4,
which illustrates this pattern of response for several biomarkers
in addition to IL-10, namely Interleukin-6 (IL-6), Granulocyte
Macrophage-Colony Stimulating Factor (GM-CSF), and
Platelet-Derived Growth Factor-BB (PDGF-BB). The data for
IL-10 also showed that the response as measured by BioPlex
followed parallel trends as detected in ELISA using samples
from independent assays (Figure 4A): i.e. insert-containing
infected dual co-cultures had higher IL-10 levels than monocyte
monocultures, and no insert dual co-cultures had significantly
higher levels compared to insert-containing dual co-cultures.

These data also showed that contact-dependent responses
to UPEC infection were not always synergistic in nature. For
example, the contact-dependent responses noted for IL-6 GM-
CSF and PDGF-BB were antagonistic; in contrast to IL-10 (a
synergistic contact-dependent response pattern). These factors
were produced in significantly lower levels in infected dual co-
cultures without inserts compared to insert-containing co-
cultures (Figure 4B-D; compare Ni-Mon/Ep [lower] with Ic-
Mon/Ep [higher]). Thus, UPEC-triggered production of IL-6,
GM-CSF and PDGF-BB in uroepithelial cell-monocyte dual co-
cultures is inhibited by contact between the two host cell types.
A similar response pattern of contact-dependent antagonism

was noted for G-CSF, but this difference did not reach
statistical significance (Figure S3).

In addition to contact-dependent synergism and antagonism,
other response patterns for some biomarkers were soluble-
dependent. In fact, soluble-dependent interactions were the
most common type of responses noted for the biomarkers
overall. Among the soluble-dependent responses, we noted
three distinct types of increase responses in co-cultures, and
we grouped these according to the level of biomarker
production in (i) uroepithelial cell monocultures, Figure 5; (ii)
monocyte monocultures, Figure 6; and (iii) both monocultures,
Figure 7. Synergistic responses in non-infected co-cultures are
shown in Figure S2, while biomarkers that had no synergistic
responses are presented in Figure S3. We noted that functional
classes of biomarkers were not restricted to any one type of
response pattern. For example, biomarkers related to
recruitment and cell migration, and cell growth/regulation could
follow production patterns of (i), (ii) or (iii). Specific examples
include biomarkers such as IL-1β, IL-1ra, IL-2, Eotaxin and
TNF-α that had patterns of minimal monoculture expression
(Figure 7), but were expressed at higher levels in infected dual
co-cultures (with or without inserts). Examples where co-
cultures had biomarker increases compared to uroepithelial
monocultures included IL-17, IP-10, MCP-1, MIP-1α/β and
RANTES (compare Ic-Ep and Ep p < 0.05; Figure 5). For other
biomarkers, infected uroepithelial monocultures produced the

Figure 3.  IL-10 mRNA responses to UPEC in dual co-cultures that contain membrane inserts are principally monocyte-
derived.  (A) Monocytes in dual co-cultures overall have > 10-fold abundance of IL-10 transcript compared to uroepithelial cells, as
transcripts emerge 3.4 cycles (Ct = 25.0 vs Ct = 28.4) earlier in qPCR (monocyte vs uroepithelial cell Ct values, p = 0.007). (B)
Monocytes from all insert-containing infected conditions showed a statistically significant increase in IL-10 mRNA (1.8-fold increase
of averaged infected monocyte conditions over control non-infected monocytes; insert-containing infected monocytes from dual co-
cultures vs uninfected control, * p = 0.009). Uroepithelial cells from insert-containing infected conditions did not show significant
increases over non-infected (1.16-fold increase of averaged infected uroepithelial cell conditions over control non-infected
uroepithelial cells). Mann–Whitney U-tests were used for comparisons and SEM bars are shown.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078013.g003
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Figure 4.  Contact between uroepithelial cells and monocytes drives synergistic and antagonistic biomarker production in
UPEC-infected dual co-cultures.  (A) IL-10 production was synergistic in co-cultures that showed significant increases mediated
by contact between uroepithelial cells and monocytes (compare Ic-Mon/Ep with Ni-Mon/Ep, p ≤ 0.0139). In contrast, the production
of IL-6 (B), GM-CSF (C) and PDGF-BB (D) in insert-containing co-cultures was significantly higher than non-insert co-cultures
(compare Ic-Mon/Ep with Ni-Mon/Ep), revealing antagonistic effects mediated by contact between monocytes and uroepithelial
cells. Statistical comparisons are: + control vs corresponding infected; # insert-containing infected co-culture vs corresponding
infected monoculture; ┴ insert-containing infected co-culture vs no insert infected co-culture, notations are p < 0.05; Mann–Whitney
U-test. (Ic-Ctrl = insert-containing dual co-culture uninfected, Ic-Ep = insert-containing uroepithelial infected, Ic-Mon = insert-
containing monocyte infected, Ic-Mon/Ep = insert-containing monocyte and uroepithelial infected, Ni-Ctrl = no insert co-culture
uninfected, Ni-Mon/Ep = no insert monocyte and uroepithelial infected, Mon-Ctrl = monocyte uninfected, Mon = monocyte infected,
Ep-Ctrl = uroepithelial uninfected, Ep = uroepithelial infected).
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078013.g004
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Figure 5.  UPEC-induced soluble-dependent biomarker responses in dual co-cultures grouped according to biomarker
levels in uroepithelial monocultures.  Experimental Details are as per Figure 4. In this dataset, the most common type of
response was a synergistic increase based on a soluble factor(s) conferred by presence of uroepithelial cells. Statistical
comparisons are: + control vs corresponding infected; # insert-containing infected co-culture vs corresponding infected monoculture;
┴ insert-containing infected co-culture vs no insert infected co-culture, notations are p < 0.05; Mann–Whitney U-test.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078013.g005
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biomarker in the absence monocytes, e.g. TNF-α, IL-4 and
IFN-γ (Figure 4B, 4C, S2A, S2F).

IL-8 had a unique response pattern whereby infected
uroepithelial cell monocultures produced high levels, but for
monocyte-containing cultures, IL-8 was only produced when in
dual co-culture (Figure 6). Other biomarkers, as shown in
Figure S2 and S3, provide examples of soluble-dependent
interactions that lead to increase based on dual co-cultures
without infection. Figure S2 highlights soluble-dependent
interactions that caused increased expression when the two
cell types were combined in the absence of infection. In many
of these cases, the increases due to infection were additive
based on monoculture levels. Figure S3 also illustrates purely
additive increases of monoculture responses but without
interaction effect from non-infected dual co-cultures (as in S2).
Thus, Figures S2 and S3 indicate infection-dependent and -
independent effects towards biomarker production. As noted,
Table 1 summarizes the infection-independent synergistic
effects between uroepithelial cells and monocytes, and Table 2
lists the significant interactions in these assays for non-infected
co-cultures. Statistical comparisons using ANOVA (Tukey’s
post-hoc) showed similar findings of significant differences
between groups (except with lower P values); the more
conservative results from non-parametric analyses are shown
in Tables/Figures.

Discussion

Refinement of the cell culture model in the current study from
a four cell model to dual co-culture arose with the aim of
identifying cell types that add to the IL-10 response to UPEC.
We showed that the presence of B-cells conferred a basal level
IL-10 response regardless of infection. Monocultures and co-
cultures with T-cells showed no increase in IL-10 due to the
presence of these cells. These data prompted us to remove
both lymphocyte types from the model. Macrophages,
representative of cells pre-existing in the bladder [48], were

also examined and their inclusion in co-culture with
uroepithelial cells promoted a strong increase in the IL-10
response to UPEC. However, the most striking and interesting
finding in this study relates to the discovery of a monocyte, but
not macrophage-dependent synergistic interaction with bladder
uroepithelial cells for UPEC-induced IL-10 production. This
raises the role that monocyte extravasation into tissue may
play [49], where the cells might differentiate in inflammatory
states [50,51]. Their role in cell-cell interactions with
uroepithelial cells in vivo, which might influence bladder
cytokine responses during UTI, is unknown. Mononuclear cell
extravasation through epithelia in other models has previously
been characterised [52,53], and a robust monocyte
inflammatory infiltrate in bladder was recently shown in UPEC
UTI [45]. There is minimal data in the literature pertaining to the
function and specific localization of infiltrating monocytes in the
bladder during UTI and further investigation is required to
elucidate this aspect of UTI pathogenesis. The present study is
the first to show that uroepithelial cell-monocyte interactions
directly modify IL-10 and multiple other cytokine responses
triggered by UPEC. These findings have implications for
understanding bladder responses to UPEC as well as other
uropathogens that induce inflammation in the urinary tract.

The results of this study confirm that monocytes are the main
cell producer of IL-10 in response to UPEC in dual co-culture.
Surprisingly, we found that the presence of uroepithelial cells
significantly enhances this monocyte IL-10 response to UPEC
in a synergistic manner. To our knowledge, there are no prior
studies that have reported synergistic contributions of bladder
uroepithelial cells to antibacterial responses, highlighting the
novelty of these findings. Our qRT-PCR transcriptional
analyses showed an increase of IL-10 mRNA synthesis in
monocyte co-cultures with uroepithelial cells that were
physically separated by inserts. However, uroepithelial cells
showed no significant IL-10 transcriptional activity in response
to UPEC. In corresponding protein quantitation experiments,
we observed a four-fold increase in monocyte-derived IL-10 in

Figure 6.  UPEC-induced soluble-dependent biomarker responses in dual co-cultures grouped according to biomarker
levels in monocyte monocultures.  Experimental Details are as per Figure 4. In this dataset, the least common type of response
was a synergistic increase based on a soluble factor(s) conferred by the presence of monocytes. Statistical comparisons are: +

control vs corresponding infected; # insert-containing infected co-culture vs corresponding infected monoculture; ┴ insert-containing
infected co-culture vs no insert infected co-culture, notations are p < 0.05; Mann–Whitney U-test.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078013.g006
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Figure 7.  UPEC-induced soluble-dependent biomarker responses in dual co-cultures grouped according to low biomarker
levels in monocultures.  Experimental Details are as per Figure 4. In this dataset, a common type of response was a synergistic
increase based on a soluble factor(s) conferred by the presence of monocytes and uroepithelial cells, with low levels from
monocultures absent in dual co-cultures. Statistical comparisons are: + control vs corresponding infected; # insert-containing infected
co-culture vs corresponding infected monoculture; ┴ insert-containing infected co-culture vs no insert infected co-culture, notations
are p < 0.05; Mann–Whitney U-test.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078013.g007
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dual co-cultures where the cells were separated by inserts,
compared to an eight-fold increase in co-cultures were
monocytes were not separated from uroepithelial cells. Thus,
not only do monocytes contribute the bulk of the IL-10
response to UPEC, which is consistent with a prior study [12],
but this response occurs in a synergistic, contact-dependent
manner in the presence of uroepithelial cells. Contact-
dependent, synergistic interactions have not previously been
reported for IL-10 responses during infection. Interestingly, we
also noted several biomarkers with response patterns that were
mediated by soluble factors and IL-10 was among these also.
The significance of these soluble-dependent response patterns
is unclear, although it is reasonable to predict that these may
contribute to paracrine antimicrobial signalling mechanisms. In
our study, we have used the term synergy to describe the IL-10
production effect observed in co-cultures. The literature has
indistinct, overlapping definitions of the biological conditions
that define synergistic and priming effects. In this sense, the
effects of a putative soluble-signal(s) between monocytes and
uroepithelial cells could be regarded as a priming strategy.

Table 1. Summary of synergistic and antagonistic effects
between infected uroepithelial cell and monocyte dual co-
cultures compared to monocultures.

UPEC-Infected*

Contact Soluble-Ep Soluble-Mon Soluble-both
IL-10 IL-17 IL-8 IL-1β
IL-6 MCP-1 IL-10 IL-1ra
GM-CSF MIP-1α  IL-2
PDGF-BB MIP-1β  Eotaxin
 RANTES  TNF-α
 IP-10  PDGF-BB
 IL-6   
 GM-CSF   

*. Biomarker levels with a statistically significant difference (not merely additive
effects) compared to biomarker levels in monocultures (Mann-Whitney U-test p <
0.05).
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078013.t001

Table 2. Summary of synergistic and antagonistic effects
between non-infected uroepithelial cell and monocyte dual
co-cultures compared to monocultures.

Non-infected*

Contact Soluble
IL-1ra IL-1ra
IL-2 IL-4
VEGF IL-9
 IL-10
 FGF basic

*. Biomarker levels with a statistically significant difference (not merely additive
effects) compared to biomarker levels in monocultures (Mann-Whitney U-test p <
0.05).
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078013.t002

However, the identity of the soluble-dependent mediator(s) of
enhanced IL-10 production remains to be determined, and thus
synergy provides a more encompassing term than priming, to
represent the sum of soluble- and contact-dependent
responses analysed within this study.

The synergistic interaction between monocytes and
uroepithelial cells for UPEC-triggered IL-10 production
discovered in this study may depend, in part, on pathogen
ligand signalling through receptors such as TLRs. Promotion
and/or antagonism of signalling events for macrophage
cytokine synthesis at the axis of multiple TLRs has been
described [54,55]. A plethora of priming signals may promote
recruitment or cytokine production in mononuclear cells [51,56],
and synergistic effects may provide a basis for broader
complexity of host responses. Many pathogenesis studies on
disease models now use multi-type cellular assays that often
lead to more complex views of host responses. In this sense,
such models may provide a more realistic view of the cell-
cytokine interactions that occur in situ, with positive and
negative feedback loops based around sequential multifaceted
immunological events. The data provided in this study suggest
that such feedback loops are relevant to anti-UPEC responses.

Our BioPlex analysis provides overarching and broad insight
into the ample biomarker responses to UPEC beyond IL-10,
that are mediated by uroepithelial cell-monocyte interactions.
Multiple biomarkers were shown to depend on specific cell
arrangements for their peak production in response to UPEC,
and we discovered different degrees of contact- and soluble-
dependency for biomarker production in a mixture of
synergistic and antagonistic interactions. For example, UPEC-
induced IL-10 production peaked as a contact-dependent,
synergistic response, while IL-6 and GM-CSF production was
also contact-dependent but was antagonistic, driven by the
presence of the two cell types. PDGF-BB exhibited both
soluble-dependent synergy (insert dual co-cultures compared
to monocultures), and contact-dependent antagonism (insert
versus no-insert dual co-cultures). When grouped according to
the contact dependency of the interaction these data reveal
that uroepithelial cells can augment biomarker production in
response to UPEC when there is a monocyte-derived soluble
factor produced. Here, monocytes could trigger uroepithelial
cells to produce the cytokine, or a soluble signal(s) from
infected uroepithelial cells could prompt monocytes to produce
the cytokine, similar to IL-10 but without contact dependency.
We note that development of tight-junction uroepithelial
monolayers were avoided in the current study to mimic
conditions of uroepithelial cell exfoliation in UTI, as reviewed
elsewhere [57].

Another cytokine of interest, due to its known role in UPEC
UTI, is G-CSF. High levels of G-CSF were detected in
uroepithelial cell monocultures and dual co-cultures in this
study, but we did not detect a consistent increase in response
to infection, which contrasts with the murine model of UPEC
UTI [58]. This difference could relate to the human cell-based
system that we have used in contrast to the murine model;
distinct differences between human and murine macrophages
to UPEC in terms of cytokine responses have been reported
[47]. Other experimental differences such as time of exposure,
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UPEC challenge strain, and/or use of fimbriae-enriched
bacterial cultures could also explain the lack of infection-
induced G-CSF response in the current in vitro study compared
to the murine UTI model. It is also plausible that cell types
excluded from the current work (e.g. neutrophils, dendritic cells,
mast cells) may contribute to responses known to occur in vivo,
which is a limitation of the current study by-design.

Intimate cooperation between cells of the innate immune
system such as epithelial cells, monocytes and neutrophils and
their soluble factors is critical for antimicrobial defence. Such
cooperative interactions have been demonstrated in several
recent in vitro and ex vivo studies of responses to several
pathogens; in Mycobacterium spp. infection, soluble factors
produced by infected epithelial cells activate neutrophils for
diapedesis, and infected neutrophils activate macrophages
[59,60]; in Bordetella pertussis infection, cell contact rather
than production of soluble factors is required for generating
suppressive host responses [61]; Leishmania braziliensis-
infected human monocytes produce soluble factors including
IL-10 and C-X-C motif chemokine 10 (CXCL10) (also known as
Interferon gamma-induced protein 10; IP-10) that activate and
enhance the expression of cytokines in non-infected
monocytes [62]; in an in vitro co-culture system of Helicobacter
pylori infection used to model the in vivo situation, cooperative
interactions between epithelial cells and monocytes related to
cathepsin X and cytokine expression are modulated by the H.
pylori virulence factor CagA [63]; in Burkholderia pseudomallei
infection, macrophage-lymphocyte cooperative interactions
mediate antibacterial activity [64]. Other cooperative cell-cell
responses to various pathogens have recently been reviewed
[32]. The results of the current study extend our knowledge of
these cell-cell interactions in response to UPEC by defining
novel cooperative effects of uroepithelial cells and monocytes
to drive IL-10 and other biomarker responses. Precisely how
the synergistic and antagonistic responses described in this
study might influence the pathogenesis of UPEC UTI will
require further study and is an area in much need of
investigation.

Supporting Information

Figure S1.  Control cell culture levels with basal level
expression of IL-10 not contributing to synergistic effects.

(A) B-cells provide only a higher basal level of IL-10 in co-
cultures when present (Non-infected vs. infected co-culture, § p
≤ 0.001; Presence/absence of B-cells comparing Non-infected,
or infected co-cultures, * p ≤ 0.001; SEM bars). (B) Additional
non-infected single and co-cultures used in comparison to
infected co-cultures from Figure 1A. (C) Non-infected and
infected monocultures of uroepithelial cells in comparison to
data from Figure 2 (not significant).
(TIF)

Figure S2.  Basal-level biomarker production in non-
infected monocultures can contribute to infection-
independent synergistic effects in dual co-cultures. Some
dual co-cultures demonstrated a synergistic increase of
cytokine production when the two cell types were incubated
together, but the only infected condition increase came from
additive levels seen in monocultures (Statistical comparisons
are: + control vs corresponding infected; # insert-containing
infected co-culture vs corresponding infected monoculture,
notations are p < 0.05; Mann–Whitney U-test).
(TIF)

Figure S3.  Basal-level biomarker production in
monocultures can be expressed as additive effects in dual
co-cultures. The remaining cytokines investigated for
induction in the dual/monocultures showed a purely additive
effect, based on monoculture cytokine production, or no
significant increase at all (Statistical comparisons are: + control
vs corresponding infected; # insert-containing infected co-
culture vs corresponding infected monoculture, notations are p
< 0.05; Mann–Whitney U-test).
(TIFF)

Author Contributions

Conceived and designed the experiments: BLD GCU.
Performed the experiments: BLD AJC SJD. Analyzed the data:
BLD AJC MAS GCU. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis
tools: BLD GCU. Wrote the manuscript: BLD AJC SJD MAS
GCU.

References

1. DeFrances CJ, Hall MJ (2004) 2002 National Hospital Discharge
Survey. Adv Data: 1-29. PubMed: 15174387.

2. Foxman B (2002) Epidemiology of urinary tract infections: incidence,
morbidity, and economic costs. Am J Med 113 Suppl 1A: 5S-13S. doi:
10.1016/S0002-9343(02)01054-9. PubMed: 1211386612601337.

3. Bacheller CD, Bernstein JM (1997) Urinary tract infections. Med Clin
North Am 81: 719-730. doi:10.1016/S0025-7125(05)70542-3. PubMed:
9167654.

4. Ronald A (2002) The etiology of urinary tract infection: traditional and
emerging pathogens. Am J Med 113 Suppl 1A: 14S-19S. doi:10.1016/
S0002-9343(02)01055-0. PubMed: 12113867.

5. Ipe DS, Sundac L, Benjamin WH Jr, Moore KH, Ulett GC (2013)
Asymptomatic bacteriuria: prevalence rates of causal microbes,
etiology of infection in different patient populations, and recent
advances in molecular detection. FEMS Microbiol Lett 346: 1-10. doi:
10.1111/1574-6968.12204. PubMed: 23808987.

6. Aboderin OA, Abdu AR, Odetoyin BW, Lamikanra A (2009)
Antimicrobial resistance in Escherichia coli strains from urinary tract
infections. J Natl Med Assoc 101: 1268-1273. PubMed: 20070015.

7. Foxman B (2010) The epidemiology of urinary tract infection. Nat. Rev
Urol 7: 653-660. doi:10.1038/nrurol.2010.190.

8. Ulett GC, Totsika M, Schaale K, Carey AJ, Sweet MJ et al. (2013)
Uropathogenic Escherichia coli virulence and innate immune responses
during urinary tract infection. Curr Opin Microbiol 16: 100-107. doi:
10.1016/j.mib.2013.01.005. PubMed: 23403118.

9. Nielubowicz GR, Mobley HL (2010) Host-pathogen interactions in
urinary tract infection. Nat. Rev Urol 7: 430-441. doi:10.1038/nrurol.
2010.101.

10. Sivick KE, Mobley HL (2010) Waging war against uropathogenic
Escherichia coli: winning back the urinary tract. Infect Immun 78:
568-585. doi:10.1128/IAI.01000-09. PubMed: 19917708.

UPEC-Induced Uroepithelial Cell-Monocyte Synergism

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 12 October 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 10 | e78013

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15174387
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0002-9343(02)01054-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1211386612601337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0025-7125(05)70542-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9167654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0002-9343(02)01055-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0002-9343(02)01055-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12113867
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1574-6968.12204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23808987
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20070015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrurol.2010.190
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2013.01.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23403118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrurol.2010.101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrurol.2010.101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.01000-09
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19917708


11. Hannan TJ, Totsika M, Mansfield KJ, Moore KH, Schembri MA et al.
(2012) Host-pathogen checkpoints and population bottlenecks in
persistent and intracellular uropathogenic Escherichia coli bladder
infection. FEMS Microbiol Rev 36: 616-648. doi:10.1111/j.
1574-6976.2012.00339.x. PubMed: 22404313.

12. Duell BL, Carey AJ, Tan CK, Cui X, Webb RI et al. (2012) Innate
transcriptional networks activated in bladder in response to
uropathogenic Escherichia coli drive diverse biological pathways and
rapid synthesis of IL-10 for defense against bacterial urinary tract
infection. J Immunol 188: 781-792. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.1101231.
PubMed: 22184725.

13. Mittal R, Sharma S, Chhibber S, Harjai K (2009) Evaluation of
interleukin-10 production in Pseudomonas aeruginosa induced acute
pyelonephritis. J Infect Public Health 2: 136-140. PubMed: 20701873.

14. Kline KA, Schwartz DJ, Lewis WG, Hultgren SJ, Lewis AL (2011)
Immune activation and suppression by group B streptococcus in a
murine model of urinary tract infection. Infect Immun 79: 3588-3595.
doi:10.1128/IAI.00122-11. PubMed: 21690238.

15. Couper KN, Blount DG, Riley EM (2008) IL-10: the master regulator of
immunity to infection. J Immunol 180: 5771-5777. PubMed: 18424693.

16. Duell BL, Tan CK, Carey AJ, Wu F, Cripps AW et al. (2012) Recent
insights into microbial triggers of interleukin-10 production in the host
and the impact on infectious disease pathogenesis. FEMS Immunol
Med Microbiol 64: 295-313. doi:10.1111/j.1574-695X.2012.00931.x.
PubMed: 22268692.

17. Stanley AC, Lieu ZZ, Wall AA, Venturato J, Khromykh T et al. (2012)
Recycling endosome-dependent and -independent mechanisms for
IL-10 secretion in LPS-activated macrophages. J Leukoc Biol 92:
1227-1239. doi:10.1189/jlb.0412191. PubMed: 23012430.

18. Chan CY, St John AL, Abraham SN (2013) Mast cell interleukin-10
drives localized tolerance in chronic bladder infection. Immunity 38:
349-359. doi:10.1016/j.immuni.2012.10.019. PubMed: 23415912.

19. Mulvey MA, Schilling JD, Hultgren SJ (2001) Establishment of a
persistent Escherichia coli reservoir during the acute phase of a
bladder infection. Infect Immun 69: 4572-4579. doi:10.1128/IAI.
69.7.4572-4579.2001. PubMed: 11402001.

20. Andersen TE, Khandige S, Madelung M, Brewer J, Kolmos HJ et al.
(2012) Escherichia coli uropathogenesis in vitro: invasion, cellular
escape, and secondary infection analyzed in a human bladder cell
infection model. Infect Immun 80: 1858-1867. doi:10.1128/IAI.
06075-11. PubMed: 22354025.

21. Klumpp DJ, Weiser AC, Sengupta S, Forrestal SG, Batler RA et al.
(2001) Uropathogenic Escherichia coli potentiates type 1 pilus-induced
apoptosis by suppressing NF-kappaB. Infect Immun 69: 6689-6695.
doi:10.1128/IAI.69.11.6689-6695.2001. PubMed: 11598039.

22. Blango MG, Mulvey MA (2010) Persistence of uropathogenic
Escherichia coli in the face of multiple antibiotics. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother 54: 1855-1863. doi:10.1128/AAC.00014-10. PubMed:
20231390.

23. Thumbikat P, Berry RE, Zhou G, Billips BK, Yaggie RE et al. (2009)
Bacteria-induced uroplakin signaling mediates bladder response to
infection. PLOS Pathog 5: e1000415. PubMed: 19412341.

24. Eto DS, Jones TA, Sundsbak JL, Mulvey MA (2007) Integrin-mediated
host cell invasion by type 1-piliated uropathogenic Escherichia coli.
PLOS Pathog 3: e100. doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.0030100. PubMed:
17630833.

25. Svanborg C, Bergsten G, Fischer H, Godaly G, Gustafsson M et al.
(2006) Uropathogenic Escherichia coli as a model of host-parasite
interaction. Curr Opin Microbiol 9: 33-39. doi:10.1016/j.mib.
2005.12.012. PubMed: 16406777.

26. Fazliana M, Ramos NL, Lüthje P, Sekikubo M, Holm A et al. (2011)
Labisia pumila var. alata reduces bacterial load by inducing
uroepithelial cell apoptosis. J Ethnopharmacol 136: 111-116. doi:
10.1016/j.jep.2011.04.018. PubMed: 21524700.

27. Martinez JJ, Mulvey MA, Schilling JD, Pinkner JS, Hultgren SJ (2000)
Type 1 pilus-mediated bacterial invasion of bladder epithelial cells.
EMBO J 19: 2803-2812. doi:10.1093/emboj/19.12.2803. PubMed:
10856226.

28. Hilbert DW, Paulish-Miller TE, Tan CK, Carey AJ, Ulett GC et al. (2012)
Clinical Escherichia coli isolates utilize alpha-hemolysin to inhibit in
vitro epithelial cytokine production. Microbes Infect 14: 628-638. doi:
10.1016/j.micinf.2012.01.010. PubMed: 22326301.

29. Hilbert DW, Pascal KE, Libby EK, Mordechai E, Adelson ME et al.
(2008) Uropathogenic Escherichia coli dominantly suppress the innate
immune response of bladder epithelial cells by a lipopolysaccharide-
and Toll-like receptor 4-independent pathway. Microbes Infect 10:
114-121. doi:10.1016/j.micinf.2007.10.012. PubMed: 18248759.

30. Billips BK, Forrestal SG, Rycyk MT, Johnson JR, Klumpp DJ et al.
(2007) Modulation of host innate immune response in the bladder by

uropathogenic Escherichia coli. Infect Immun 75: 5353-5360. doi:
10.1128/IAI.00922-07. PubMed: 17724068.

31. Barrila J, Radtke AL, Crabbé A, Sarker SF, Herbst-Kralovetz MM et al.
(2010) Organotypic 3D cell culture models: using the rotating wall
vessel to study host-pathogen interactions. Nat Rev Microbiol 8:
791-801. doi:10.1038/nrmicro2423. PubMed: 20948552.

32. Duell BL, Cripps AW, Schembri MA, Ulett GC (2011) Epithelial cell
coculture models for studying infectious diseases: benefits and
limitations. J Biomed Biotechnol 2011: 852419. PubMed: 22007147

33. Smith YC, Grande KK, Rasmussen SB, O'Brien AD (2006) Novel three-
dimensional organoid model for evaluation of the interaction of
uropathogenic Escherichia coli with terminally differentiated human
urothelial cells. Infect Immun 74: 750-757. doi:10.1128/IAI.
74.1.750-757.2006. PubMed: 16369034.

34. Ulett GC, Adderson EE (2005) Nitric oxide is a key determinant of
group B streptococcus-induced murine macrophage apoptosis. J Infect
Dis 191: 1761-1770. doi:10.1086/429693. PubMed: 15838805.

35. Mobley HL, Green DM, Trifillis AL, Johnson DE, Chippendale GR et al.
(1990) Pyelonephritogenic Escherichia coli and killing of cultured
human renal proximal tubular epithelial cells: role of hemolysin in some
strains. Infect Immun 58: 1281-1289. PubMed: 2182540.

36. Khalil A, Brauner A, Bakhiet M, Burman LG, Jaremko G et al. (1997)
Cytokine gene expression during experimental Escherichia coli
pyelonephritis in mice. J Urol 158: 1576-1580. doi:10.1016/
S0022-5347(01)64282-4. PubMed: 9302176.

37. Lloyd AL, Smith SN, Eaton KA, Mobley HL (2009) Uropathogenic
Escherichia coli suppresses the host inflammatory response via
pathogenicity island genes sisA and sisB. Infect Immun 77: 5322-5333.
doi:10.1128/IAI.00779-09. PubMed: 19797063.

38. Ulett GC, Valle J, Beloin C, Sherlock O, Ghigo JM et al. (2007)
Functional analysis of antigen 43 in uropathogenic Escherichia coli
reveals a role in long-term persistence in the urinary tract. Infect Immun
75: 3233-3244. doi:10.1128/IAI.01952-06. PubMed: 17420234.

39. Yadav M, Zhang J, Fischer H, Huang W, Lutay N et al. (2010) Inhibition
of TIR domain signaling by TcpC: MyD88-dependent and independent
effects on Escherichia coli virulence. PLOS Pathog 6: e1001120.
PubMed: 20886104.

40. Pfaffl MW (2001) A new mathematical model for relative quantification
in real-time RT-PCR. Nucleic Acids Res 29: e45. doi:10.1093/nar/
29.9.e45. PubMed: 11328886.

41. Pfaffl MW, Horgan GW, Dempfle L (2002) Relative expression software
tool (REST) for group-wise comparison and statistical analysis of
relative expression results in real-time PCR. Nucleic Acids Res 30: e36.
doi:10.1093/nar/30.9.e36. PubMed: 11972351.

42. Ulett GC, Webb RI, Ulett KB, Cui X, Benjamin WH et al. (2010) Group
B Streptococcus (GBS) urinary tract infection involves binding of GBS
to bladder uroepithelium and potent but GBS-specific induction of
interleukin 1alpha. J Infect Dis 201: 866-870. doi:10.1086/650696.
PubMed: 20132033.

43. Benjamin D, Knobloch TJ, Dayton MA (1992) Human B-cell
interleukin-10: B-cell lines derived from patients with acquired
immunodeficiency syndrome and Burkitt's lymphoma constitutively
secrete large quantities of interleukin-10. Blood 80: 1289-1298.
PubMed: 1325212.

44. Cavaillon JM, Fitting C, Haeffner-Cavaillon N, Kirsch SJ, Warren HS
(1990) Cytokine response by monocytes and macrophages to free and
lipoprotein-bound lipopolysaccharide. Infect Immun 58: 2375-2382.
PubMed: 2114366.

45. Hannan TJ, Riehl T, Schwartz D, Binkley J, Roberts P et al. (2013)
Inflammatory monocyte recruitment and cyclooxygenase 2-dependent
inflammation contribute to severe acute, chronic and recurrent cystitis.
Clinical and Scientific Advances in Urinary Tract Infections Conference.
Columbus, Ohio.

46. Tan CK, Carey AJ, Cui X, Webb RI, Ipe D et al. (2012) Genome-wide
mapping of cystitis due to Streptococcus agalactiae and Escherichia
coli in mice identifies a unique bladder transcriptome that signifies
pathogen-specific antimicrobial defense against urinary tract infection.
Infect Immun 80: 3145-3160. doi:10.1128/IAI.00023-12. PubMed:
22733575.

47. Bokil NJ, Totsika M, Carey AJ, Stacey KJ, Hancock V et al. (2011)
Intramacrophage survival of uropathogenic Escherichia coli: differences
between diverse clinical isolates and between mouse and human
macrophages. Immunobiology 216: 1164-1171. doi:10.1016/j.imbio.
2011.05.011. PubMed: 21802164.

48. Gardiner RA, Seymour GJ, Lavin MF, Strutton GM, Gemmell E et al.
(1986) Immunohistochemical analysis of the human bladder. Br J Urol
58: 19-25. doi:10.1111/j.1464-410X.1986.tb05420.x. PubMed:
2936415.

UPEC-Induced Uroepithelial Cell-Monocyte Synergism

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 13 October 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 10 | e78013

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6976.2012.00339.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6976.2012.00339.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22404313
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1101231
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22184725
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20701873
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00122-11
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21690238
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18424693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-695X.2012.00931.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22268692
http://dx.doi.org/10.1189/jlb.0412191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23012430
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2012.10.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23415912
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.69.7.4572-4579.2001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.69.7.4572-4579.2001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11402001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.06075-11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.06075-11
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22354025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.69.11.6689-6695.2001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11598039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00014-10
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20231390
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19412341
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.0030100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17630833
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2005.12.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2005.12.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16406777
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2011.04.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21524700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/emboj/19.12.2803
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10856226
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.micinf.2012.01.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22326301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.micinf.2007.10.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18248759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00922-07
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17724068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2423
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20948552
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.74.1.750-757.2006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.74.1.750-757.2006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16369034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/429693
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15838805
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2182540
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-5347(01)64282-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-5347(01)64282-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9302176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00779-09
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19797063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.01952-06
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17420234
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20886104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/29.9.e45
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/29.9.e45
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11328886
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/30.9.e36
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11972351
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/650696
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20132033
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1325212
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2114366
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00023-12
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22733575
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.imbio.2011.05.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.imbio.2011.05.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21802164
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-410X.1986.tb05420.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2936415


49. Sunderkötter C, Nikolic T, Dillon MJ, Van Rooijen N, Stehling M et al.
(2004) Subpopulations of mouse blood monocytes differ in maturation
stage and inflammatory response. J Immunol 172: 4410-4417.
PubMed: 15034056.

50. Ingersoll MA, Platt AM, Potteaux S, Randolph GJ (2011) Monocyte
trafficking in acute and chronic inflammation. Trends Immunol 32:
470-477. doi:10.1016/j.it.2011.05.001. PubMed: 21664185.

51. Shi C, Pamer EG (2011) Monocyte recruitment during infection and
inflammation. Nat Rev Immunol 11: 762-774. doi:10.1038/nri3070.
PubMed: 21984070.

52. Herold S, von Wulffen W, Steinmueller M, Pleschka S, Kuziel WA et al.
(2006) Alveolar epithelial cells direct monocyte transepithelial migration
upon influenza virus infection: impact of chemokines and adhesion
molecules. J Immunol 177: 1817-1824. PubMed: 16849492.

53. Eghtesad M, Jackson HE, Cunningham AC (2001) Primary human
alveolar epithelial cells can elicit the transendothelial migration of
CD14+ monocytes and CD3+ lymphocytes. Immunology 102: 157-164.
doi:10.1046/j.1365-2567.2001.01172.x. PubMed: 11260320.

54. Mäkelä SM, Strengell M, Pietilä TE, Osterlund P, Julkunen I (2009)
Multiple signaling pathways contribute to synergistic TLR ligand-
dependent cytokine gene expression in human monocyte-derived
macrophages and dendritic cells. J Leukoc Biol 85: 664-672. doi:
10.1189/jlb.0808503. PubMed: 19164128.

55. Ting Tan RS, Lin B, Liu Q, Tucker-Kellogg L, Ho B et al. (2013) The
synergy in cytokine production through MyD88-TRIF pathways is co-
ordinated with ERK phosphorylation in macrophages. Immunol Cell Biol
91: 377-387. doi:10.1038/icb.2013.13. PubMed: 23567895.

56. Gouwy M, Struyf S, Proost P, Van Damme J (2005) Synergy in
cytokine and chemokine networks amplifies the inflammatory response.
Cytokine Growth Factor Rev 16: 561-580. doi:10.1016/j.cytogfr.
2005.03.005. PubMed: 16023396.

57. Bien J, Sokolova O, Bozko P (2012) Role of Uropathogenic Escherichia
coli virulence factors in development of urinary tract infection and
kidney damage. Int J Nephrol 2012: 681473. PubMed: 22506110

58. Ingersoll MA, Kline KA, Nielsen HV, Hultgren SJ (2008) G-CSF
induction early in uropathogenic Escherichia coli infection of the urinary
tract modulates host immunity. Cell Microbiol 10: 2568-2578. doi:
10.1111/j.1462-5822.2008.01230.x. PubMed: 18754853.

59. Andersson M, Lutay N, Hallgren O, Westergren-Thorsson G, Svensson
M et al. (2012) Mycobacterium bovis bacilli Calmette-Guerin regulates
leukocyte recruitment by modulating alveolar inflammatory responses.
Innate Immun 18: 531-540. doi:10.1177/1753425911426591. PubMed:
22058091.

60. Sawant KV, McMurray DN (2007) Guinea pig neutrophils infected with
Mycobacterium tuberculosis produce cytokines which activate alveolar
macrophages in noncontact cultures. Infect Immun 75: 1870-1877. doi:
10.1128/IAI.00858-06. PubMed: 17283104.

61. Fedele G, Bianco M, Debrie AS, Locht C, Ausiello CM (2011)
Attenuated Bordetella pertussis vaccine candidate BPZE1 promotes
human dendritic cell CCL21-induced migration and drives a Th1/Th17
response. J Immunol 186: 5388-5396. doi:10.4049/jimmunol.1003765.
PubMed: 21430219.

62. Vargas-Inchaustegui DA, Hogg AE, Tulliano G, Llanos-Cuentas A,
Arevalo J et al. (2010) CXCL10 production by human monocytes in
response to Leishmania braziliensis infection. Infect Immun 78:
301-308. doi:10.1128/IAI.00959-09. PubMed: 19901067.

63. Krueger S, Kuester D, Bernhardt A, Wex T, Roessner A (2009)
Regulation of cathepsin X overexpression in H. pylori-infected gastric
epithelial cells and macrophages. J Pathol 217: 581-588. doi:10.1002/
path.2485. PubMed: 19090485.

64. Ulett GC, Ketheesan N, Hirst RG (1998) Macrophage-lymphocyte
interactions mediate anti-Burkholderia pseudomallei activity. FEMS
Immunol Med Microbiol 21: 283-286. doi:10.1111/j.1574-695X.
1998.tb01175.x. PubMed: 9753000.

UPEC-Induced Uroepithelial Cell-Monocyte Synergism

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 14 October 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 10 | e78013

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15034056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.it.2011.05.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21664185
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nri3070
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21984070
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16849492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2567.2001.01172.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11260320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1189/jlb.0808503
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19164128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/icb.2013.13
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23567895
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cytogfr.2005.03.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cytogfr.2005.03.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16023396
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-5822.2008.01230.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18754853
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1753425911426591
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22058091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00858-06
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17283104
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1003765
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21430219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00959-09
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19901067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/path.2485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/path.2485
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19090485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-695X.1998.tb01175.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-695X.1998.tb01175.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9753000

	Human Bladder Uroepithelial Cells Synergize with Monocytes to Promote IL-10 Synthesis and Other Cytokine Responses to Uropathogenic Escherichia coli
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Cell lines and Bacteria
	Cell culture
	qRT-PCR
	Biomarker analysis
	Statistics

	Results
	UPEC-induced IL-10 production in uroepithelial cell co-culture
	Synergism for IL-10 production in monocyte vs. macrophage uroepithelial co-cultures
	Contact-dependency of uroepithelial cell-monocyte synergistic IL-10 responses
	IL-10 mRNA expression in UPEC-infected uroepithelial cell monocyte co-cultures
	Biomarker panel analysis of UPEC-induced uroepithelial cell-monocyte synergism

	Discussion
	Supporting Information
	Author Contributions
	References


