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ABSTRACT 

Introduction: Extracellular vesicles (EVs) are spherical structures, naturally secreted by Gram-negative and Gram-

positive bacteria. EVs play a critical role in the modulation of immune responses, bioactive cargo delivery, and cell-

cell communication. The conventional method of EVs preparation involves the use of detergent (ultracentrifugation 

method). For the first time, we used a polyethylene glycol (PEG)-based method in our study to isolate EVs from 

prokaryotic cells, namely Faecalibacterium prausnitzii A2-165. We then compared various features of this method 

with those of the ultracentrifugation method. Methods: Extraction of EVs was performed via sequential deoxycholate 

ultracentrifugation and PEG-based methods. The physicochemical properties of the extracted EVs were compared via 

scanning electron microscopy (SEM), SDS-PAGE, and dynamic light scattering (DLS). Results: The protein content of 

the extracted EVs was 1.6 and 0.5 mg/mL, based on the ultracentrifugation and PEG-based methods, respectively. 

According to the SDS-PAGE analysis, vesicle-associated proteins were located at 20-150 kDa. The SEM analysis 

showed that the extracted EVs had a diameter of 50-200 nm in both methods. The results of DLS analysis showed 4 

populations of approximately 50-8000 nm in the ultracentrifugation method and approximately 100-2000 nm in the 

PEG-based method. The EVs extracted by the ultracentrifugation method showed higher negative charge densities in 

contrast to EVs extracted by the PEG-based method. Conclusion: Our result showed that PEG-based extraction is a 

fast, simple, and cost-effective method and EVs purity was within the acceptable range. Further studies are needed to 

confirm the safety and the efficacy of EVs in clinical practices, especially as vaccine delivery vehicles. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 
The human gastrointestinal tract is inhabited by a broad 

spectrum of microorganisms, including bacteria, fungi, and 

viruses. According to the previous reports, over 1000 gut 

bacterial species have been identified so far [1]. These bacteria 

and their metabolites are the main mediators of the crosstalk 

between different cell types in the mucosa. They are known to 

affect the intestinal barrier function through their interaction 

with epithelial cells [2]. Changes in the gut microbiota are 

linked to various disorders, including autoimmune diseases, 

diabetes, and inflammatory bowel disease (IBD) [3, 4]. The 

association between health and gut microbiota has directed a lot 

of attention to probiotics which are used to maintain the balance 

of microbiota and prevent a variety of diseases. 
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Faecalibacterium prausnitzii is an obligate anaerobic bacterium 

from the Ruminococcaceae family (Firmicutes phylum, 

Clostridium genus), accounting for almost 8% of the total 

colonic microbiota [5]. According to the previous studies, the 

relative abundance of F. prausnitzii may be an indicator of 

intestinal health in adults with IBD [6, 7]. F. prausnitzii 

metabolizes lactate in the gastrointestinal tract and produces 

butyric acid which is the primary source of adenosine 

triphosphate (ATP) for colonocytes. Therefore, a low               

F. prausnitzii level can lead to a shortage of energy in the gut 

and reduction in protection against inflammatory responses [8]. 

Overall, butyrate is speculated to have anti-inflammatory and 

chemo-preventive activities [9]. In this regard, Martin et al. 

(2017) have evaluated the use of F. prausnitzii as a probiotic. 

They have confirmed the safety and efficacy of live                 

F. prausnitzii cultures and have suggested F. prausnitzii as a 

good candidate for the next generation of probiotics [10]. 

It has been reported that many bacteria secrete Extracellular 

vesicles (EVs) naturally which are responsible for the delivery 
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of bioactive molecules to the host cells and regulation of 

immune responses. EVs are produced in various environments 

during all growth stages [11] and are 10-300 nm in diameter 

[12]. EVs are spherical in shape and have a bilayer membrane, 

composed of the outer membrane (OM) components (i.e., 

proteins, phospholipids, and lipopolysaccharides) which protect 

the EVs content against proteases and nucleases. Nevertheless, 

the cargo of EVs may involve the inner membrane or cytosolic 

proteins and nucleic acids [13]. In fact, EVs provide a means 

for the secretion of these components to the environment [14].  

In addition, EVs interact with both eukaryotic and prokaryotic 

cells. They carry microbe-associated molecular patterns 

(MAMPs) which can affect the host responses to the infection 

[12]. EVs play a critical role in the modulation of host immune 

responses, nutrient acquisition, delivery of bioactive cargos, 

and cell-cell communication. Recently, their role in immune 

homeostasis has also been proposed. In addition, EVs has 

gained intense attention due to their potential roles in medical 

research [15]. Therefore, extraction and characterization of EVs 

can be a step forward in their application as new 

biotechnological tools such as vaccine manufacturing, 

adjuvants and drug delivery domains. 

Despite the great importance of EVs, their isolation at an 

adequate amount and purity remains challenging for most 

bacteria. The typical method of EVs purification depends on the 

properties of EVs, such as small size and buoyant density, 

allowing them to be separated from the bacterial cells via 

centrifugation and/or ultracentrifugation [16]. The first stage of 

isolation involves the removal of particles with buoyant density 

where the majority of intact bacteria and cell debris are 

removed by low-speed centrifugation [17]. Then, apoptotic 

bodies, aggregates of biopolymers, and other structures with a 

higher buoyant density than EVs are sedimented via 

centrifugation at 10000 x g. Finally, EVs in the resulting 

supernatant are sedimented by ultracentrifugation at ˃ 100000 x 

g. The EVs preparations are further purified according to the 

size through filtration, using filters with a pore diameter of 0.22 

μm [18].   

In the ultracentrifugation method, EVs are extracted from the 

bacterial biomass by sodium deoxycholate in the presence of 

EDTA which is a divalent ion chelating agent that destabilizes 

the outer membrane and enhances EVs release. These EVs are 

detergent-derived and are prepared artificially [19]. Another 

method involves the precipitation of EVs with hydrophilic 

polymers, such as polyethylene glycol (PEG), protamine, and 

sodium acetate. According to the literature, the method based 

on the precipitation of EVs in PEG solution is the second most 

popular method following ultracentrifugation. Unlike 

ultracentrifugation, the PEG-based method is detergent-free; 

also, the naturally secreted EVs are highly similar to the native 

vesicles in vivo [20]. PEGs with different molecular weights 

have been used for precipitation of the small particles, such as 

proteins, nucleic acids, and viruses. The PEG-based methods 

decrease the solubility of compounds in PEG solutions and 

form a mesh-like polymeric web which captures EVs of a 

certain size (60-180 nm). This procedure reduces the mixing of 

the culture medium and the PEG solution, as well as the 

incubation and sedimentation of EVs via low-speed 

centrifugation. The pellet is then suspended in phosphate-

buffered solution (PBS) for further analysis. 

New technologies used for the isolation of EVs are based on the 

specific interactions with molecules on the EVs surface. Each 

of these methods has particular advantages and disadvantages 

which should be considered in the design of experiments 

involving EVs [18]. The purpose of the present study was to 

evaluate two different isolation methods, namely 

ultracentrifugation (detergent-extracted EVs) and PEG-based 

method (detergent-free extraction), by comparing the 

physiochemical properties of the isolated EVs as a first step for 

development of EVs-based vaccines. 

 

MATERIALS and METHODS 
 
Bacterial culture  

F. prausnitzii strain A2-165 (DSMZ, Braunschweig, Germany) 

was grown in brain-heart infusion medium (BHI), 

supplemented with hemin and vitamin K in an anaerobic 

chamber (N2 85%, CO2 10%, and H2 5%) at 37± 0.5
o
C [21]. 

The fresh liquid broth culture of F. prusnitzii (500 mL) was 

incubated until an optical density of 0.6 was achieved which 

corresponded to an early stationary phase culture. 

Isolation of EVs 

EVs were isolated using two different methods. On method 

involved ultracentrifugation based on previously described 

protocols [22, 20]. Briefly, after overnight cultivation, the 

culture medium was centrifuged (6000 rpm, 4
o
C) to harvest the 

biomass. The pellets were washed twice with PBS and re-

suspended in 9% sodium chloride solution. Then, the 

suspension was homogenized for 30 min and concentrated by 

centrifugation (6000 rpm, 1 h, 4
o
C). The total wet weight of the 

cell pellets was calculated. They were then re-suspended in 7.5 

times the wet weight in 0.1 M Tris and 10 mM EDTA and also, 

adding 1:20 volume of 0.1 M Tris, 10 mM EDTA sodium 

deoxycholate buffer (100 g/L). The purified EVs were collected 

by centrifugation at 10000 rpm and ultracentrifugation at 

130000 rpm (90 min, 4
o
C). Finally, the concentrated EVs were 

re-suspended in 3% sucrose solution and purified using 

polyvinylidene difluoride filters (pore size: 0.22 μm). The 

extracted EVs were stored at -20
o
C until further use [20, 22].  

The other method of EVs isolation involved the use of a PEG 

solution. In this method, a large volume of bacteria was 

cultured in BHI broth at 37
o
C overnight. Centrifugation of the 

bacterial culture was performed at 6000 x g. (45 min), followed 

by 10000 x g (30 min), in order to remove the cellular debris at 

4
o
C. In the next step, the supernatant was added to an equal 

volume of 16% PEG 6000 at 4
o
C. Afterwards, the samples were 

mixed and incubated at 4
o
C overnight for at least 12 h. On the 

next day, centrifugation was performed (3200 x g, 1 h, 4
o
C). All 

the pellets were finally re-suspended in 3% sucrose solution for 

further use. 

Protein quantitation 

Quantification of the EVs yield is an important step in 

understanding vesiculation, based on the protein or lipid 

measurements. In our study, the protein content of the purified 

EVs was measured via spectrophotometry using a NanoDrop 

system (Thermo Scientific, Lite, USA).  

SDS-PAGE 

The protein pattern of EVs was analyzed by SDS-PAGE. The 

EVs (15 μl/well) were loaded into wells, containing 12% 

gradient gel. The gel was stained with Coomassie Brilliant Blue 

[23].  

SEM  

Light microscopy was not considered suitable for evaluation of 

the integrity and stability of EVs after extraction due to the 

small size of EVs and low resolving power of the method. 

Therefore, SEM is the method of choice to confirm the 
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presence of EVs and describe their size and shape. After the 

extraction process, the size and morphology of EVs were 

evaluated by SEM (EM3200, KYKY, China). Briefly, in the 

first step, the samples were fixed in 2% glutaraldehyde for 1 h 

at room temperature. They were then washed in 4-(2-

hydroxyethyl)-1-piperazineethanesulfonic acid (HEPES) buffer 

and gradient dehydrate ion (30%, 50%, 70%, 90%, and 100%) 

with ethanol (5 min each). Finally, the samples were air-dried, 

coated with gold using sputter coaters, and visualized by SEM 

[24]. 

Vesicle size analysis by dynamic light scattering (DLS)  

The size distribution of EVs was measured by DLS technique, 

using a particle size analyzer (Nano ZS, ZEN3600, Malvern 

Instrument, UK). 

Zeta potential measurements  

The F. prausnitzii-derived EVs were prepared via sonication at 

35 kHz for 3 min in a Bandelin ultrasonic bath. The zeta 

potential of EVs was evaluated using the Malvern Zetasizer 

(Nano ZEN3600, Malvern Instrument, Malvern, UK) [25].  

 

RESULTS  

 
Protein quantitation  

The total protein content of F. prausnitzii-derived EVs was 

determined using the NanoDrop technique. The results 

indicated that the protein contents were 1.6 and 0.5 mg/mL in 

preparations from the ultracentrifugation and PEG-based 

methods, respectively.  

SDS-PAGE 

SDS-PAGE analysis of EVs regarding the presence of proteins 

revealed bands in 20-150 kDa regions in both methods (Fig.1). 

The gel image was representative of 2 independent 

experiments, each yielding similar results with only a few 

different bands. 

 

 
Fig.1. SDS-PAGE of F. prausnitzii derived EVs by ultracentrifugation (left 

lane) and PEG-based method (right lane). The ladder shows the protein 
bands between 11-245 kDa. 

 

SEM analysis 

The SEM showed that the extracted vesicles were spherical in 

shape, with a diameter range of 50-200 nm in both methods 

(Fig. 2A and 2B). No difference was observed between SEM 

analysis of ultracentrifugation and PEG-based methods. 

 
Fig.2. A) SEM micrograph of EVs preparations using ultracentrifugation 

method at 20Kx magnification. B) SEM micrograph of EVs preparations 
using PEG-based method at 20Kx magnification. 

 

Size distribution by DLS technique 

EVs preparations from F. prausnitzii cultures were evaluated by 

DLS technique to determine the size distribution of EVs. The 

DLS analysis showed 4 populations of approximately 50-8000 

nm in preparations from the ultracentrifugation method and 2 

populations of approximately 100-2000 nm in preparations 

from the PEG-based method (Fig. 3A and 3B). 

 

 
Fig.3. A) Size distribution report by intensity of EVs from 

ultracentrifugation method. B) Size distribution report by intensity of EVs 
from PEG-based method. 
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Zeta potential measurements 

The zeta potential measurements by the DLS technique were 

negative in both methods. The results showed that the zeta 

potentials for the extracted EVs were -60.9 and -20.6 mv, 

respectively in the ultracentrifugation and PEG-based methods 

(Fig. 4A and 4B).  

 

 
Fig. 4. A) The magnitude of zeta potential for the extracted EVs by 

ultracentrifugation method. B) The magnitude of zeta potential for the 

extracted EVs by PEG-based method 

 

DISCUSSION 

 
There are various techniques used for the isolation of EVs. 

Ultracentrifugation is the most common method for EVs 

isolation, involving a number of sequential centrifugation steps 

at different centrifugal forces (g). The purpose of this method is 

to remove unwanted components. Isolation of EVs is performed 

in the presence of sodium deoxycholate as a detergent. On the 

other hand, the detergent-free PEG-based precipitation method 

is an alternative approach, based on the changing solubility of 

EVs and/or subsequent emergence of aggregates [26].  Each of 

the proposed methods has advantages and disadvantages. The 

main disadvantages of ultracentrifugation include the presence 

of contaminants in EVs preparation, being time-consuming, and 

requiring expensive equipment. However, this method is 

suitable for the isolation of EVs from a large volume of cell 

culture supernatant, requiring a small set of reagents. Because 

of these advantages, ultracentrifugation is still considered the 

gold standard method, routinely used for EVs isolation.  In 

contrast to ultracentrifugation, PEG precipitation is a fast, 

simple, and cost-effective technique  which can isolate EVs 

from a large volume of samples. On the other hand, 

contamination with non- EVs proteins is a disadvantage of this 

method [18].  

In this study, we used a PEG-based extraction method for the 

isolation of EVs from prokaryotic cells for the first time and 

compared various characteristics of the isolated EVs (native 

vesicles) with the detergent-derived EVs (ultracentrifugation). 

Based on our findings, the spatial structure of F. prausnitzii 

vesicles conserved their natural form in all stages of the 

purification process. This finding is compatible with previous 

studies in terms of size and form of the vesicles [27, 28]. In this 

regard, Song Gho et al. (2013) have extracted extracellular 

vesicles from Akkermansia muciniphila to investigate their role 

in the progression of dextran sulfate sodium-induced colitis. 

The spherical shape of EVs was confirmed by TEM images, 

and their average size was reported to be 87.76± 198.13 nm 

[29].  In addition, Li et al. (2017) have extracted EVs from 

Lactobacillus plantarum. The characterization of the vesicles 

by electron microscopy has shown that the size of the particles 

was 30-300 nm [30]. Moreover, we (2013) have evaluated the 

biological and immunological properties of EVs from Neisseria 

meningitidis. Based on the results of electron microscopy, we 

found that the size of the EVs ranged from 50 to 150 nm in 

diameter [31]. The extracted F. prausnitzii EVs in this study 

had similar dimensions to those secreted by other bacteria. In 

all the mentioned studies, the natural form of the vesicles was 

conserved in different stages of the purification which is in 

agreement with our results.  

In this study, we indicated that the EVs yield varied in different 

isolation methods. The ultracentrifugation method recovered 

higher amounts of EVs, compared to the PEG-based extraction 

method. This difference is due to the use of the detergent (i.e. 

sodium deoxycholate) in the process of EVs isolation via 

ultracentrifugation which produces EVs artificially and 

enhances the EVs yield. On the other hand, in the PEG-based 

method, natural EVs which are formed spontaneously, are 

recovered from the bacterial supernatant. The SDS-PAGE 

analysis of the EVs preparations from these methods revealed 

similar profiles, with only a few different bands. This shows 

that the protein composition of the extracted EVs by the 

ultracentrifugation method was different from that of the PEG-

based method. Moreover, analysis of the DLS profile revealed 

the heterogeneous diameter of the EVs in each method. This 

finding is consistent with the measurements of SEM images, 

although larger structures were detected by DLS technique.  

The comparison of DLS and SEM results represented that, DLS 

overestimates and SEM underestimates the size of EVs [32]. 

Also, the results of DLS analysis indicated differences in the 

size distribution of the extracted EVs using these isolation 

methods. The size of the extracted EVs by the 

ultracentrifugation method was greater than those extracted 

from the PEG-based method. This finding may be attributed to 

the production of more vesicles and their aggregation in the 

ultracentrifugation method. On the other hand, PEG-based 

method isolates EVs of a certain size, usually 60-180 nm [26]. 

Therefore, the PEG-based isolation method recovers smaller 

vesicles, more than the ultracentrifugation method.  

In addition, we used a standardized and validated protocol for 

characterization of the zeta potential of EVs. Generally, the zeta 

potential analysis is a method to define the surface charge of 

nanoparticles, such as vesicles in the solution form. This 

parameter is a major indicator of bacterial stability. The surface 

charge of these vesicles controls and modifies the behavior of 

EVs and potentially alters the aggregation state and cellular 

responses which may affect the fate of EVs. In this study, we 

measured the zeta potential by DLS technique.  

The EVs extracted by the ultracentrifugation method had higher 

negative charge densities in contrast to EVs extracted by the 
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PEG-based method. This significant negatively charged surface 

implies that the extracted EVs remain without aggregation 

using the ultracentrifugation method; therefore, they are more 

stable in the solution, which is helpful for their interactions with 

other cells. As different methods have certain disadvantages, it 

is not possible to establish an ideal and universal method for the 

isolation of EVs. However, we should attempt to overcome 

certain shortcomings in order to improve the quality of the 

available standard methods.  

In conclusion, different methods for the extraction of EVs can 

produce various EVs subpopulations. However, 

ultracentrifugation remains the gold standard method which is 

routinely used for the isolation of EVs. Also, the PEG-based 

method has the advantages of being fast, simple, and cost-

effective and the EVs extracted by this method had purity and 

conformation within the acceptable range. Further studies are 

needed to confirm the safety and efficacy of these bacterial EVs 

in clinical practices, especially as vaccine delivery vehicles.  

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

 
We are thankful to Mr. Ramyar Chavoshinejad for editing this 

article. 

 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

 
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest. 

 

REFERENCES 
 
1. Frosali S, Pagliari D, Gambassi G, Landolfi R, Pandolfi F, Cianci R. 

How the intricate interaction among toll-like receptors, microbiota, and 
intestinal immunity can influence gastrointestinal pathology. Journal of 

immunology research. 2015;2015.  

2. Ulluwishewa D, Anderson RC, Young W, McNabb WC, Baarlen P, 
Moughan PJ et al. Live Faecalibacterium prausnitzii in an apical anaerobic 

model of the intestinal epithelial barrier. Cellular microbiology. 

2015;17(2):226-40.  
3. Cao Y, Shen J, Ran ZH. Association between Faecalibacterium 

prausnitzii reduction and inflammatory bowel disease: a meta-analysis and 

systematic review of the literature. Gastroenterology research and practice. 
2014;2014.  

4. Round JL, Mazmanian SK. The gut microbiota shapes intestinal immune 

responses during health and disease. Nature Reviews Immunology. 
2009;9(5):313-23.  

5. Heinken A, Khan MT, Paglia G, Rodionov DA, Harmsen HJ, Thiele I. A 

functional metabolic map of Faecalibacterium prausnitzii, a beneficial 
human gut microbe. Journal of bacteriology. 2014:JB. 01780-14.  

6. Miquel S, Martin R, Rossi O, Bermudez-Humaran L, Chatel J, Sokol H 

et al. Faecalibacterium prausnitzii and human intestinal health. Current 
opinion in microbiology. 2013;16(3):255-61.  

7. Hippe B, Remely M, Aumueller E, Pointner A, Magnet U, Haslberger A. 

Faecalibacterium prausnitzii phylotypes in type two diabetic, obese, and 
lean control subjects. Beneficial microbes. 2016;7(4):511-7.  

8. Zhang M, Qiu X, Zhang H, Yang X, Hong N, Yang Y et al. 

Faecalibacterium prausnitzii inhibits interleukin-17 to ameliorate colorectal 
colitis in rats. PLoS One. 2014;9(10):e109146.  

9. Canani RB, Di Costanzo M, Leone L. The epigenetic effects of butyrate: 

potential therapeutic implications for clinical practice. Clinical epigenetics. 
2012;4(1):4.  

10. Martín R, Miquel S, Benevides L, Bridonneau C, Robert V, Hudault S 

et al. Functional characterization of novel Faecalibacterium prausnitzii 

strains isolated from healthy volunteers: a step forward in the use of F. 

prausnitzii as a next-generation probiotic. Frontiers in microbiology. 

2017;8:1226.  
11. Manning AJ, Kuehn MJ. Contribution of bacterial outer membrane 

vesicles to innate bacterial defense. BMC microbiology. 2011;11(1):258.  

12. Ellis TN, Kuehn MJ. Virulence and immunomodulatory roles of 

bacterial outer membrane vesicles. Microbiology and molecular biology 
reviews. 2010;74(1):81-94.  

13. Haurat MF, Elhenawy W, Feldman MF. Prokaryotic membrane 

vesicles: new insights on biogenesis and biological roles. Biological 
chemistry. 2015;396(2):95-109.  

14. ALPDÜNDAR E. IMMUNOMODULATORY EFFECTS OF 

COMMENSAL BACTERIA-DERIVED MEMBRANE VESICLES: 
MIDDLE EAST TECHNICAL UNIVERSITY; 2013. 

15. Jan AT. Outer membrane vesicles (OMVs) of gram-negative bacteria: a 

perspective update. Frontiers in microbiology. 2017;8:1053.  
16. Kuehn MJ, Kesty NC. Bacterial outer membrane vesicles and the host–

pathogen interaction. Genes & development. 2005;19(22):2645-55.  

17. Lee EY, Choi DS, Kim KP, Gho YS. Proteomics in gram‐ negative 
bacterial outer membrane vesicles. Mass spectrometry reviews. 

2008;27(6):535-55.  

18. Konoshenko MY, Lekchnov EA, Vlassov AV, Laktionov PP. Isolation 

of Extracellular Vesicles: General Methodologies and Latest Trends. 

BioMed research international. 2018;2018.  

19. van de Waterbeemd B, Mommen GP, Pennings JL, Eppink MH, 
Wijffels RH, van der Pol LA et al. Quantitative proteomics reveals distinct 

differences in the protein content of outer membrane vesicle vaccines. 

Journal of proteome research. 2013;12(4):1898-908.  
20. Klimentová J, Stulík J. Methods of isolation and purification of outer 

membrane vesicles from gram-negative bacteria. Microbiological research. 

2015;170:1-9.  
21. Sokol H, Pigneur B, Watterlot L, Lakhdari O, Bermúdez-Humarán LG, 

Gratadoux J-J et al. Faecalibacterium prausnitzii is an anti-inflammatory 
commensal bacterium identified by gut microbiota analysis of Crohn 

disease patients. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences. 

2008;105(43):16731-6.  
22. Salmani AS, Siadat SD, Norouzian D, Mobarakeh JI, Kheirandish M, 

Zangeneh M et al. Outer membrane vesicle ofNeisseria meningitidis 

serogroup B as an adjuvant to induce specific antibody response against the 

lipopolysaccharide ofBrucella abortus S99. Annals of microbiology. 

2009;59(1):145.  

23. Sambrook J, Russell D. SDS-Polyacrylamide Gel Electrophoresis of 
Proteins. CSH protocols. 2006;2006(4):869-73.  

24. Kirk S, Skepper J, Donald A. Application of environmental scanning 

electron microscopy to determine biological surface structure. Journal of 
microscopy. 2009;233(2):205-24.  

25. Kaszuba M, Corbett J, Watson FM, Jones A. High-concentration zeta 

potential measurements using light-scattering techniques. Philosophical 
Transactions of the Royal Society of London A: Mathematical, Physical 

and Engineering Sciences. 2010;368(1927):4439-51.  

26. Szatanek R, Baran J, Siedlar M, Baj-Krzyworzeka M. Isolation of 
extracellular vesicles: determining the correct approach. International 

journal of molecular medicine. 2015;36(1):11-7.  

27. Williams G, Holt S. Characteristics of the outer membrane of selected 
oral Bacteroides species. Canadian journal of microbiology. 

1985;31(3):238-50.  

28. Grenier D, Mayrand D. Functional characterization of extracellular 
vesicles produced by Bacteroides gingivalis. Infection and immunity. 

1987;55(1):111-7.  

29. Kang C-s, Ban M, Choi E-J, Moon H-G, Jeon J-S, Kim D-K et al. 
Extracellular vesicles derived from gut microbiota, especially Akkermansia 

muciniphila, protect the progression of dextran sulfate sodium-induced 

colitis. PloS one. 2013;8(10):e76520.  
30. Li M, Lee K, Hsu M, Nau G, Mylonakis E, Ramratnam B. 

Lactobacillus-derived extracellular vesicles enhance host immune responses 

against vancomycin-resistant enterococci. BMC microbiology. 
2017;17(1):66.  

31. Siadat SD, Delbaz SA, Aghasadeghi MR, Piryaie M, Najar Peerayeh S, 

Mousavi SF et al. Biological and Immunological Evaluation of Neisseria 
meningitidis Serogroup A Outer Membrane Vesicle as Vaccine Candidates. 

Jundishapur Journal of Microbiology. 2013;6(4):1-6.  

32. Egelhaaf S, Wehrli E, Müller M, Adrian M, Schurtenberger P. 
Determination of the size distribution of lecithin liposomes: a comparative 

study using freeze fracture, cryoelectron microscopy and dynamic light 

scattering. Journal of Microscopy. 1996;184(3):214-28.  

 

 

 

 

 [
 D

O
I:

 1
0.

29
25

2/
va

cr
es

.5
.1

.2
7 

] 
 [

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 v
ac

re
s.

pa
st

eu
r.

ac
.ir

 o
n 

20
25

-1
2-

16
 ]

 

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

                               5 / 5

http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/vacres.5.1.27
http://vacres.pasteur.ac.ir/article-1-135-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

