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Abstract
Background: Several pre-erythrocytic malaria vaccines based on the circumsporozoite protein (CSP) antigen of
Plasmodium falciparum are in clinical development. Vaccine immunogenicity is commonly evaluated by the
determination of anti-CSP antibody levels using IgG-based assays, but no standard assay is available to allow
comparison of the different vaccines.
Methods: The validation of an anti-CSP repeat region enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) is described.
This assay is based on the binding of serum antibodies to R32LR, a recombinant protein composed of the repeat
region of P. falciparum CSP. In addition to the original recombinant R32LR, an easy to purify recombinant
His-tagged R32LR protein has been constructed to be used as solid phase antigen in the assay. Also, hybridoma cell
lines have been generated producing human anti-R32LR monoclonal antibodies to be used as a potential
inexhaustible source of anti-CSP repeats standard, instead of a reference serum.
Results: The anti-CSP repeats ELISA was shown to be robust, specific and linear within the analytical range, and
adequately fulfilled all validation criteria as defined in the ICH guidelines. Furthermore, the coefficient of variation
for repeatability and intermediate precision did not exceed 23%. Non-interference was demonstrated for
R32LR-binding sera, and the assay was shown to be stable over time.
Conclusions: This ELISA, specific for antibodies directed against the CSP repeat region, can be used as a standard
assay for the determination of humoral immunogenicity in the development of any CSP-based P. falciparum malaria
vaccine.
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Background
Malaria, due to infection by the protozoan genus Plasmodium, is a major cause of morbidity and mortality worldwide, being responsible for 655,000 [1] to 1,238,000 [2]
deaths a year in 2010, mostly children in sub-Saharan
Africa. In addition to the existing prevention and control
measures, malaria vaccines are considered the most
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promising approach for the prevention of malaria disease
and death, and the World Health Organization has referenced up to 23 malaria vaccine projects under clinical development [3]. The RTS,S vaccine candidate, based on
circumsporozoite protein (CSP) sequences of Plasmodium
falciparum (for review, see [4]), is the most advanced
among these and is currently engaged in a large scale
phase III clinical trial program [5,6].
Specific anti-CSP IgG levels are a relevant parameter
in CSP-based malaria vaccine projects, as there is evidence from preclinical models that anti-CSP antibodies
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contribute to protection against malaria during the
pre-erythrocytic stage of the disease [7-11]. In line with
this, an association between anti-CSP antibody levels
and protection against P. falciparum infection or clinical
malaria disease has been observed in humans participating to RTS,S-based vaccine trials [12-20]. It has been
suggested that opsonization of the sporozoites by antiCSP antibodies is at least one of the mechanisms inducing protective immunity [21].
The Asn-Ala-Asn-Pro (NANP) sequence is the major
B-cell epitope of the P.falciparum CSP [22], and NANPbased peptides have already been widely used in immunoassays aimed at detecting anti-CSP antibodies [23-26]. Recombinant proteins composed of 15 NANP repeats and an
Asn-Val-Asp-Pro (NVDP) oligopeptide, NVDP(NANP)15,
30 NANP repeats, [NVDP(NANP)15]2, or 45 NANP
repeats, [NVDP(NANP)15]3, were shown to induce antibodies that bind to the natural CSP on P. falciparum
sporozoites and to block the invasion of human hepatocytes
by the parasite [27,28].
The present report describes an enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) for the evaluation of the immunogenicity of CSP-based P. falciparum malaria vaccine
candidates, relying on the quantification of human IgG
directed against NANP epitopes. R32LR, a recombinant
protein consisting of two NVDP oligopeptides and 30
NANP repeats linked to the dipeptide Leu-Arg [NVDP
(NANP)15]2LR [29,30], was used as coating antigen. The
ELISA has been validated according to ICH guidelines
[31] and has demonstrated precision, linearity, specificity,
robustness, non-interference and stability. Furthermore,
a new His-tagged R32LR antigen and a human antiR32LR monoclonal antibody have been generated,
which could extend the operational lifetime of this antiCSP repeats ELISA.

Methods
Coating antigen
R32LR

R32LR is a recombinant protein produced in AR58
Escherichia coli strain with a temperature induction
process and purified by three precipitation steps, followed by reversed-phase high performance liquid chromatography and size-exclusion chromatography, as already
described [29]. The final sample buffer was 0.2 M phosphate buffer, pH 6.5. The protein was stored in aliquots
at -80°C until use.
His-R32LR

His-R32LR was constructed with six histidine residues
at the N-terminus. Briefly, a plasmid encoding an E. coli
codon-optimized R32LR DNA sequence preceded by
a histidine-tag was obtained from GENEART AG
(Regensburg, Germany). His-R32LR was subcloned in a
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pET29a plasmid by insertion between NdeI and SacI
sites, and transformed in the BLR(DE3) E. coli strain.
Expression of the recombinant protein was obtained
by addition of isopropyl β-D-1-thiogalactopyranoside
(1 mM) before the temperature was shifted to 39.5°C
for 4 h. For purification purpose, bacterial cells were
grown in fermenter using fed-batch method and the
same induction strategy. The bacterial pellet was suspended in 50 mM phosphate buffer, pH 7.5 containing
300 mM NaCl, 5% glycerol (v/v), 0.1% sodium deoxycholate (w/v), supplemented with complete protease inhibitor cocktail (Roche, 1 tablet/50 ml buffer). The cells
were lysed by three French press extractions at 15,000
psi. After refrigerated centrifugation for 30 min at
17,400 × g, the supernatant was harvested and filtered
through a 0.22-μm membrane.
His-tagged R32LR was further purified through a nickel
column (Ni NTA superflow, Qiagen) with elution by imidazole gradient. The pooled positive fractions were dialysed against 50 mM Tris, pH 7.5, containing 5% glycerol
(v/v) and subjected to ion-exchange chromatography
(Mono-Q column, Pharmacia). The positive fractions were
pooled and dialysed against 10 mM phosphate buffer, pH
6.6, containing 150 mM NaCl. R32LR (and His-R32LR) is
neither detected by Coomassie blue nor by UV absorbance
at 280 nm [29], but high-performance liquid chromatography coupled with detection at 205 nm was used to
control batch homogeneity. Protein purity was evaluated
by Coomassie blue-stained electrophoresis gel to visualize
any contaminating protein, and on western blot membrane probed with rabbit anti-serum targeting E. coli
lysate proteins. Protein identity was evaluated by western
blotting using a murine monoclonal antibody recognizing
NANP (in-house; R3G12 antibody). Endotoxin concentration in the final product was determined by Limulus
amoebocyte lysate -kinetic QCL assay (Cambrex). R32LR
and His-R32LR concentrations were determined by dosage
of total nitrogen content. Briefly, after pyrolysis, nitrogen
compounds were converted into nitrogen monoxide which
then reacted with ozone to produce NO2*. NO2* emitted a
photon which was detected after signal amplification in an
Antek 9000 device (Alytech, France). After purification,
both antigens were kept in aliquots at -80°C.
Serum samples

The assay was developed by using serum samples from
healthy subjects in different clinical trials, and taken at
various time points after vaccination with RTS,S. RTS,S
is composed of a polypeptide chain of 19 NANP repeats
and a C-terminal region of P. falciparum (3D7) CSP
encompassing amino acids 207–395, fused to hepatitis B
surface antigen (HBsAg), and an unfused (S) polypeptide
of 226 amino acids of HBsAg, spontaneously forming a
virus-like particle [4,32,33].
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Negative control serum samples were obtained from
healthy adults living in malaria non-endemic areas and
who were thus considered as anti-CSP repeats antibody
seronegative. Positive control samples were pools of
post-vaccination serum samples.
As no international standard preparation is available
for the determination of anti-CSP repeats antibody concentration in serum, a human sample from the recipient
of an exploratory malaria vaccine was taken to constitute
the reference standard for the assay, to which a concentration of 109 ELISA units per ml (EU/ml) was attributed (IR2 reference standard, kindly provided by the
Walter Reed Army Institute of Research). All study participants and serum donors have given written informed
consent for the use of their serum for anti-CSP repeats
test development.

Reference human monoclonal antibody

Hybridomas producing anti-R32LR antibodies were generated using a method described previously [34]. In brief,
human peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMC) collected from an individual vaccinated with the RTS-S
vaccine candidate were injected in the spleens (1-2 × 107
cells per animal) of three SCID mice (C.B-17 Prkdcscid/
Prkdcscid). Six days later the mice were bled and their
plasma anti-R32LR antibodies were measured using the
in-house ELISA. On day 7, the mouse displaying the highest anti-R32LR concentration was sacrificed, the spleen
was removed and a cell suspension was prepared. Human
PBMC-SCID spleen cells were mixed with K6H5/B5
heteromyeloma cells at a 5:1 ratio, and polyethylene glycol 1500 (50% v/v; Boehringer Mannheim, Mannheim,
Germany) was added for 2 min before being washed away.
Fused cells (5 × 104) were cultured in microtiter plate
wells in 200 μl of medium supplemented with human
recombinant insulin (10 μg/ml, Boehringer Mannheim),
ouabain (1 μM, Sigma, St. Louis, MO), hypoxanthineaminopterin-thymidine (Life Technologies, Belgium) and
10% v/v BM Condimed HI (Boehringer Mannheim). Cultures were replenished with fresh medium every other day
and individual wells were checked for cell growth first and
anti-CSP antibody production subsequently. Seven antiR32LR antibody-producing cultures were selected, subcloned and further expanded.
The seven hybridomas, producing anti-R32LR IgG1,
were cultured in CELLine 1000 (Integra Bioscience,
Chur, Switzerland), a membrane based disposable cell
culture system. For optimal production level the device
was inoculated with 50 × 106 cells in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle medium at high glucose concentration supplemented with glutamine, sodium pyruvate, essential and
non-essential amino acid, a cocktail of antibiotics and
5% fetal bovine serum. Eighty percent of the production
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medium and the entire nutrition medium were changed
twice a week.
Systems were stopped after 37 days of culture including preculture phase, and 2 hybridomas (MAL 1C and
MAL 2A) showed a productivity of 19 mg/month/150
million cells. Monoclonal antibodies were purified by affinity chromatography on Protein A-sepharose Fast Flow
(GE Healthcare), aliquoted and stored in phosphatebuffered saline at -20°C before being used as standard in
anti-CSP repeats ELISA.

R32LR ELISA

IgG antibodies directed against the CSP repeat region were
measured as follows. R32LR was coated (100 μl/well of a
solution of 1.25 μg/ml prepared in 0.05 M carbonate/bicarbonate buffer, pH 9.4-9.8) onto a 96-well polystyrene plate
(F96 MaxiSorp, Nunc) for 14-16 h at 5 ± 3°C. After coating,
plates were washed 3 times with phosphate-buffered saline
(PBS), pH 7.4, supplemented with 0.1% Tween-20 (v/v;
Sigma, ref P1379). Nonspecific binding sites were saturated with 200 μl/well of blocking buffer, consisting of
PBS (pH 7.4) containing 0.1% Tween-20 (v/v) and 0.5%
skimmed milk (Becton Dickinson, ref 232100), for 2 h at
room temperature (RT) on an orbital shaker. No washing
step occurred after blocking but the plate was turned upside down to remove blocking buffer, and gently tapped
down on clean blotting paper. Then, eight serial twofold
dilutions of standard, controls and samples were added
(100 μl/well) and incubated for 2 h at 37°C.
The plates were washed thrice before peroxidaseconjugated anti-human IgG rabbit antibody (Dako, ref
PO214) diluted in blocking buffer was added for 30 min
incubation at RT. After another washing step, the
chromogen substrate mix was added and incubated for
30 min at RT. The chromogen substrate mix was prepared extemporaneously and consisted of four volumes of
substrate buffer [Na2HPO4 (Merck 1.06586), citric acid
(Merck 1.002441000) supplemented with 0.006% H2O2
(v/v) and adjusted to pH 4.1-4.5] mixed with 1 volume of
3,3’,5,5’-tetramethylbenzidine solution (Sigma, ref T-0440).
The colorimetric reaction was stopped by the addition of
50 μl of 1 N sulphuric acid, before reading the assay plate
at 450 nm in a microtiter plate reader.
An un-weighted 4-parameter logistic (4-PL) fitting algorithm [35] was applied to the standard curve, allowing
the determination of antibody concentration in the samples, expressed in ELISA Units per milliliter (EU/ml).
Anti-hepatitis B antigen ELISA

Anti-HBsAg antibodies were quantified using Abbott’s
AxSYM Micro-particle Enzyme ImmunoAssay (MEIA)
platform with the dedicated reagent-pack AUSAB, using
a standard curve as described by the manufacturer.
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Assay validation

Specificity

For the validation of the assay, the following parameters
were evaluated according to the The International Conference on Harmonisation of Technical Requirements for
Registration of Pharmaceuticals for Human Use (ICH)
guidelines: precision, linearity, specificity, robustness,
interference and stability. Accuracy could not be determined, as no reference analyte of known purity is available. Furthermore, the proposed ELISA could not be
compared with another well-characterized gold-standard
assay, as no such assay is available.

The specificity is the ability to assess unequivocally the
analyte in the presence of components that may be
expected to be present. Two types of experiments were
conducted to assess the specificity of the proposed
ELISA. First, the specificity was investigated by testing 14
serum samples from individuals naïve for malaria but vaccinated with HBsAg [36] to demonstrate that the ELISA
does not detect any anti-HBsAg IgG. Second, a competition experiment with AMA-1 (Plasmodium falciparum
apical membrane antigen-1, kindly provided by the Walter
Reed Army Institute of Research), HBsAg, and R32LR was
conducted. The sera containing specific anti-CSP repeats
antibodies were pre-mixed with either of these antigens
(final concentration: 10 μg/ml in blocking buffer) and
incubated for 24 h at room temperature before being processed further according to the assay procedure.

Precision

Precision can be defined as the closeness of agreement
between independent test results obtained under stipulated conditions, called intermediate precision and repeatability conditions. Intermediate precision expresses
the precision obtained under conditions mimicking the
routine assay conditions. Repeatability expresses the precision under minimal variable conditions. For the determination of repeatability and intermediate precision in
the ELISA, 12 serum samples from RTS,S-vaccinated
subjects spanning a large range of anti-CSP repeats antibody concentrations were used, measured in duplicate
by three different operators on four different days,
equivalent to 288 measurements. For the determination
of repeatability, every sample was tested in duplicate on
the same plate.
Precision was considered acceptable if it was in line
with the descriptive statistics derived from our in-house
database compiling repeatability and intermediate precision for 138 ELISAs over the last five years, with application of the same experimental design, that is: the 90th
percentile of coefficient of variation (CV) are 12.93% for
repeatability and 31.92% for intermediate precision,
respectively.
Linearity

The linearity of an analytical procedure is defined as its
ability (within the analytical range) to provide a measurement directly proportional to the analyte concentration.
Linearity is confirmed if the degree of underestimation
and overestimation does not exceed 20%. Sixty sera
from RTS,S-vaccinated subjects, of pre-defined anti-CSP
repeats antibody concentration, were used. Sera with a
high anti-CSP repeats antibody concentration were prediluted in order to obtain a concentration situated in the
upper part of the standard curve. All samples were serially
diluted twofold in the microtiter plate. The last dilution
step for each sample was expected to give an anti-CSP
repeats concentration situated in the lower part of the
standard curve. Then, anti-CSP repeats antibody concentration in all serially diluted samples was measured
according to the assay procedure.

Robustness

The robustness of an analytical procedure is the measure
of its capacity to remain unaffected by small but deliberate variations in method parameters, which provides
indication of its reliability during normal usage. First,
three timings for the coating with R32LR were evaluated:
14, 16 and 18 h (standard timing being 16 h). Second,
the impact of freeze-thaw cycles from -80°C to room
temperature of the coating antigen R32LR was assessed
by evaluating the anti-CSP repeats geometric mean concentration and intermediate precision after 1, 2 and 3
freeze-thaw cycles.
Interference

Interferences are defined as artefactual increase or decrease in apparent concentration of an analyte due to the
presence of a substance or a treatment.

Analyte stability at various temperatures and impact of
freezing/thawing cycles

Ten samples from RTS,S-vaccinated subjects were subjected to the following conditions: overnight storage at
-20°C, or 3 cycles (24 h duration each) of freeze-thawing
(-20°C to RT), or storage at room temperature for 24 h,
before anti-CSP repeats ELISA.
Heat-inactivation of the serum samples

The effect of complement-inactivation on the measurement of CSP repeats-specific IgG concentration was
assessed on 100 sera (30 negatives, 70 positives). Each of
the 100 sera tested was divided equally into two vials,
one for control and one for heat-inactivation. Paired
samples were tested by the same operator but on different days. Complement-inactivation consisted of incubation at 56°C during 30 minutes.
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Stability

To evaluate the stability of the anti-CSP repeats ELISA,
two samples (a low-concentration positive control and a
high-concentration positive control, prepared by pooling,
homogenizing and aliquoting samples previously demonstrated to be positive) were tested in each plate on every
run performed by the laboratory since the start of the routine testing in 2007. The limits of these controls were
computed on log10-transformed concentrations using a
minimum of 40 independent values.
To complete the assessment of the stability of the antiCSP repeats ELISA, an additional internal blind proficiency panel consisting of 50 samples that have been
previously tested has been re-analysed every six months,
starting in 2008.
Determination of assay characteristics

The calculation of the limit of detection (LOD) and the
limit of quantification (LOQ) was based on a methodology
from The Centers for Diseases Control and Prevention
[37]. Each standard curve was fitted using a four parameters logistic (4PL) and the 95% confidence interval
(95% CI) was considered. For a standard curve, the LOD
is the concentration corresponding to the interpolated
intersection of the upper 95% CI of the lower asymptote
with the 4-PL fit of standards data. The LOQ is the concentration corresponding to the interpolated intersection
of the upper 95% CI of the lower asymptote with the lower
95% CI of the 4-PL fit of standards data. LOD and LOQ
were computed for each curve and 95th percentile of
LODs and 95th percentile of LOQs were assimilated
respectively as the final LOD and the final LOQ.
The cut-off of the ELISA was based on the upper limit
of the 99.9% one-sided confidence interval of the anti-CSP
repeats response in a naïve malaria-population. The experiment was performed on 108 serum samples obtained
from healthy adults living in a non-endemic malaria
region, hence assumed not to contain anti-CSP repeats
antibody. The log10 -transformed optical density (OD) corresponding to the first dilution of each sample were averaged and the standard deviation was determined. In order
to get a value in ELISA Units/ml, the upper limit of the
one-sided 99.9% confidence interval of the mean was
interpolated from the 4PL function built on the average
ODs of the standard curves incubated on the 20 plates.
Finally this value was multiplied by 50, the minimum dilution factor of the sample.
For the assessment of the analytical range, the lower
limit was set at the LOQ and the upper limit was defined
as the upper limit of linearity.
Statistical analysis

Statistical analyses were performed on log10-transformed
data.

Page 5 of 15

For the validation of assay precision, analysis of variance
was performed on the transformed data by using the
MIXED procedure of the SAS system, with all factors considered as random. Computations were done on the transformed values but the variability in terms of CV was
expressed relative to the non- transformed concentrations.
For linearity, the ratio between successive dilutions
was evaluated for each sample. This ratio was estimated
by linear regression and computed from the slope of this
regression (log (concentration) versus log (dilution)).
These ratios were summarized by calculating the 5th percentile, median and 95th percentile.
To evaluate the effect of three freeze-thaw cycles or
the effect of 24 h storage at room temperature, analysis
of variance was performed by using the MIXED procedure of the SAS system, with the factor condition considered as fixed. The heat-inactivated condition was
compared with the non-inactivated condition by means
of a paired t-test.
The robustness of the assay was evaluated by analysis of
variance using the MIXED procedure of the SAS system,
with the factor incubation considered fixed, for the effects
of coating time. To study the conditions of storage of the
coating antigen, analysis of variance was used (MIXED
procedure of the SAS system) with the factor condition
considered fixed, followed by one-sided Dunnett test. The
effect of sample inactivation was analysed using a concordance analysis, Deming regression [38-40] and correlation analysis.
Stability was evaluated using on the one hand two
positive controls and on the other hand a blind proficiency panel of 50 samples. The quality control (QC)specifications of each of the two controls were defined
by computing standard deviation through all data and
uncertainty of the mean was taken into account with an
alpha risk set at 1% for each of the two positive controls.
The stability results using the panel of 50 samples were
analysed with a Deming’s regression and a concordance
analysis.

Results
Assay characteristics

The LOD was estimated at 0.17 EU/ml, rounded off to
0.2 EU/ml and the LOQ was estimated at 0.31 EU/ml
rounded off to 0.3 EU/ml.
The cut-off of the ELISA, to allow the distinction between anti-CSP repeats negative and positive samples,
was calculated from 108 serum samples from malarianaïve individuals and estimated at 0.49 EU/ml, rounded
off to 0.5 EU/ml.
For the analytical range, the lower limit was set at the
limit of quantification, i.e. 0.3 EU/ml. The upper limit
corresponded to the upper limit of linearity, found to be
2440 EU/ml (see below).
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Table 1 Intermediate precision and repeatability results
Sample
Code

Number of
observations

GMC
(EU/ml)

CV between
repeats (%)

CV between
operators (%)

CV between
days (%)

CV between days
& operators (%)

1

24

0.9

7.72

12.77

45.10

45.10

2

24

4.9

2.93

9.80

34.75

34.75

3

24

27.0

2.33

9.30

12.32

13.38

8

24

36.7

2.91

9.67

12.12

13.98

4

24

44.8

3.99

10.47

13.72

15.23

5

24

52.0

1.66

9.56

11.11

13.70

10

24

52.5

3.08

12.98

11.79

16.52

7

24

57.2

3.86

12.01

21.20

23.38

6

24

58.6

3.79

12.43

11.73

15.63

9

24

77.2

4.24

13.02

11.81

16.58

12

24

88.9

9.35

18.68

17.56

22.78

11

24

89.5

4.39

13.18

13.64

18.14

ALL

288

32.0

4.69

12.24

20.56

22.46

CV, coefficient of variation; GMC, geometric mean concentration of replicates.
Overall analysis and analysis by sample.

Assay validation
Precision

To determine the intermediate precision, serum samples
taken from 12 RTS,S-vaccinated subjects were tested by
different operators on different days. To determine the
repeatability, every sample was tested in duplicate on the
same plate (each combination of factors is repeated).
Results of intermediate precision and repeatability are
shown in Table 1. The intermediate precision CV was
estimated at 22.46% with a repeatability CV of 4.69%.
Examination of the data showed that the samples 1 and
2, with the lowest concentrations, gave the highest CV for
the assay intermediate precision (respectively 45.10% and
34.75%). To investigate further any potential relationship
between low concentration and high CV, a second experiment was conducted using eight samples with low concentrations, i.e. ranging from 1.4 EU/ml to 11.9 EU/ml. The
eight samples were assayed in duplicate by three operators;
the operators performed the assay on different days (the
two factors “operator” and “day” are then confounded for
the statistical analysis). Results are shown in Table 2 and
demonstrate that low concentrations were measured with a
similar precision as high concentrated samples (overall CV
= 15% for samples with a low concentration and overall CV
= 22.46% for samples displaying a concentration up to 89.5
EU/ml). These precision data are in line with the requirements as defined in the Material and Methods section.

to successive dilutions were estimated. The median, the
P5 and the P95 of the 60 computed ratios were respectively 1.002, 0.958 and 1.035.
After three serial dilutions, in 90% of the cases, the
degree of underestimation and overestimation were
not greater than 12.1% [(1-0.879) x 100] and 10.9%
[(1.109-1) x 100], respectively. These data are within
the specifications of +/- 20%.
In this respect these results show that the anti-CSP repeats
ELISA was linear within the set of dilutions used, corresponding to concentrations from 1.1 EU/ml to 2440 EU/ml.
Specificity

Because RTS,S is composed of a P. falciparum CSP region coupled to HBsAg, RTS,S vaccination induces high
amounts of anti-HBsAg antibodies. Therefore, it was
Table 2 Repeatability and intermediate precision results
on samples with low concentration
Sample
Code

Number of
observations

GMC
(EU/ml)

CV between
repeats (%)

CV between days
& operators (%)

1

6

1.4

9.80

27.15

2

6

2.2

0.00

11.49

4

6

4.3

1.45

14.68

6

6

4.6

3.77

5.19

3

6

5.1

1.67

10.25

5

6

6.0

2.40

13.37

Linearity

7

6

7.0

2.33

10.83

Sixty sera from RTS,S-vaccinated subjects, covering a
broad range of anti-CSP repeats antibody concentration
were used. For each sample, the ratio between concentrations corrected for dilution and those corresponding

8

6

11.9

3.94

8.33

ALL

48

4.5

4.21

14.86

CV, coefficient of variation; GMC, geometric mean concentration of replicates.
Overall analysis and analysis by sample.
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Table 3 Specificity of anti-CSP repeats ELISA using
hepatitis B-positive, malaria-negative serum samples
Sample
Code

Anti-CSP repeats antibody
concentration (EU/ml)

Anti-HBsAg antibody
concentration (mIU/ml)

1

<0.5

41.5

2

<0.5

22.3

3

<0.5

192.6

4

<0.5

654.2

5

0.5

25.1

6

<0.5

1979.0

7

<0.5

11680.0

8

<0.5

649.5

9

<0.5

5.1

10

<0.5

38.1

11

<0.5

10.7

12

<0.5

138200.0

13

<0.5

509.1

14

<0.5

157.4

used in the assay (Table 4). No inhibition was observed
with AMA-1 or with HBsAg, whereas a 50% inhibition
on average was observed with R32LR, which is a further
demonstration of specificity. The similar degree of inhibition (~50%) by the same amount of R32LR (10 μg/ml)
in samples of different serial dilutions suggests that this
limited level of inhibition is independent of the quantity
of antibodies present in the sample (Figure 1).
Robustness

CSP, circumsporozoite protein; HBsAg, Hepatitis B surface antigen.

relevant to demonstrate that these antibodies do not
interfere in the ELISA. Results are shown in Table 3.
Out of 14 samples tested, only one (sample number 5)
gave a positive anti-CSP repeats IgG response, but this
response was equal to the cut-off (0.5 EU/ml). This was
considered as a minor impact considering the imprecision at this level of concentration. Therefore, it could be
concluded that anti-HBsAg antibodies do not interfere
with the results of the anti-CSP repeats ELISA.
Further, a competition experiment was performed in
which serum samples were pre-incubated with AMA-1,
HBsAg, R32LR, or assay diluent (control) before being

The robustness of the assay was evaluated by varying the
incubation time for antigen coating (Table 5). Three
timings were evaluated: 14, 16 and 18 h, and 16 samples
(2 anti-CSP repeats antibody negative and 14 positive)
were assayed. The overall P value for differences between
the three conditions was <0.0001. There was a significant
difference (P <0.0001; Dunnett’s test) between the standard condition (16 h) and the prolongation by 2 h of the
coating incubation time. Indeed, the concentration measurements were 13% lower with 18 h antigen coating,
whereas no variation was seen between 14 h and 16 h
of antigen coating. Based on these results, the standard
coating time was set at 14-16 h.
In another series of experiments, the coating antigen was
submitted before coating to three freeze-thaw cycles from
-80°C to room temperature and kept at room temperature
during at least 3 h during each cycle. The anti-CSP repeats
ELISA was then performed on a panel of 120 serum samples (30 anti-CSP antibody negatives, 90 positives). It was
shown that freeze-thaw cycles and short-term storage at
room temperature did not affect the intermediate precision
or the LOQ of the test. The observed intermediate precision was estimated at 23.8% and the LOQ was demonstrated at 0.04 EU/ ml. These results are in line with the
precision and LOQ described earlier.

Table 4 Specificity of anti-CSP repeats ELISA using sera pre-incubated with different antigens
Sample
Code

Concentration of anti-CSP repeats antibody (EU/ml)
Inhibited with:

% inhibition

R32LR

AMA-1

HBsAg

CONTROL*

R32LR

AMA-1

1

37

70

69

76

51.3

7.9

9.2

2

80

134

141

138

42.0

2.9

−2.2

3

56

97

102

105

46.7

7.6

2.9

4

97

156

160

162

40.1

3.7

1.2

5

146

249

243

250

41.6

0.4

2.8

6

51

89

98

97

47.4

8.2

−1.0

7

84

148

167

167

49.7

11.4

8

124

213

223

217

42.9

1.8

−2.8

9

121

222

235

222

45.5

0.0

−5.9

45.2

4.9

0.5

Mean
AMA-1, apical membrane antigen-1; CSP, circumsporozoite protein; HBsAg, hepatitis B surface antigen.
* control: no inhibitory antigen used (co-incubation with diluent).

HBsAg

0.0
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Figure 1 Specificity demonstrated by inhibition of a serially diluted sample.

Interference

In routine procedure, sera may need to be re-tested, hence
frozen and thawed several times. It is therefore important
to evaluate if the determination of anti-CSP repeats antibody concentrations is affected by several freeze/thaw
cycles. The effect of storage at room temperature for 24 h
Table 5 Influence of the coating time on IgG
concentration
Sample code

Anti-CSP repeats concentration (EU/ml) after
coating during:
14 h

16 h

18 h

1

11.3

11.8

10.8

2

7.9

8.5

7.5

3

156.7

174.0

158.2

4

135.7

139.9

118.5

5

642.3

682.9

595.9

6

701.5

635.6

578.5

7

1322.7

1237.7

1047.1

8

1397.4

1320.0

1157.8

9

1779.5

1617.7

1393.3

10

1315.1

1243.2

1082.1

11

1371.9

1298.5

1107.6

12

1180.9

1108.6

974.7

13

1940.2

1923.2

1564.8

14

2124.0

2126.2

1739.9

GMC

468.66

462.31

401.29

CSP, circumsporozoite protein; GMC, geometric mean concentration.

was also assessed (to mimic the long sample handling time
that may occur). The samples could be stored at room
temperature for up to 24 h and they tolerated three freezethawing cycles without being affected for their anti-CSP
repeats IgG concentration (analysis of variance with the
factor condition considered as fixed factor; P=0.92)
(Table 6).
In routine procedure, the complement was not inactivated in the samples. However, it may happen that sera
previously complement-inactivated for other analyses
are subsequently used in the anti-CSP repeats ELISA.
Therefore, it was necessary to ensure that this inactivation had no impact on the concentration of CSP
repeats-specific IgG. The results showed that complement inactivation did not affect the ability of the test to
correctly discriminate positive from negative samples,
demonstrating 100% (95% CI: 96.38 – 100.00) agreement; concentrations remained equivalent based on the
geometric mean of the individual ratios (1.01 [95% CI
0.97-1.06]) and on the outcome of the Deming regression (slope 0.9981 [95% CI: 0.9837 – 1.0128], correlation r = 0.9982) (see Figure 2).
Stability

To assess the stability of the assay, the same low and
high concentration control samples were tested in each
plate of the anti-CSP repeats ELISA. Results are illustrated in Figure 3, and it was shown that values were
within QC-specification in 99.81% and 99.34% of cases
for the low and high concentration samples, respectively.
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Table 6 Influence of 3 freeze-thaw cycles or storage at
room temperature of the serum sample on anti-CSP
repeats antibody concentration
Sample code

Concentration (EU/ml)
Basis
condition

3 cycles

RT

1

80.7

74.2

74.5

2

122.2

150.5

139.9

3

92.7

93.0

99.5

4

80.6

80.7

77.4

5

57.2

50.0

68.9

6

68.3

72.4

64.2

7

94.8

89.3

87.0

8

111.0

118.5

112.0

9

41.5

45.2

41.7

10

610.0

596.7

591.7

GMC

97.37

98.57

98.43

1.01
(0.94-1.09)

1.01
(0.94-1.08)

GMR, compared with
basis condition (95%CI)
GMR, geometric mean of the individual ratios.

Stability of the ELISA was also demonstrated by using
a blind proficiency panel re-analysed every 6 months
(Table 7).
Production and bridging of His-R32LR

Four hundred milligrams of His-R32LR were obtained
from 30 g of bacterial pellet. After purification by

nickel affinity and ion exchange chromatography, the
purity of His-R32LR was indirectly demonstrated by
the fact that no band was stained by Coomassie blue
after gel electrophoresis. In addition, no band was
detected by western blotting, using antibody directed
against total E. coli proteins. The expected multiband
pattern, corresponding to the profile of the original
R32LR, was seen after western blotting using R3G12
antibody, confirming protein identity. Batch size
homogeneity was confirmed by high-performance liquid chromatography, showing a single peak at 205 nm,
and final protein concentration was determined by dosage
of total nitrogen content. Endotoxin concentration was
27.5 EU/ml.
Sample concentrations were equivalent when measured
by the anti-CSP repeats ELISA with either His-R32LR or
the initially used R32LR as coating antigen, which is
demonstrated by the geometric mean of the individual
ratios being 1.02 (95% CI: 1.00-1.04), and the slope and
correlation of the Deming’s regression (Figure 4) being
respectively 0.9854 (95% CI: 0.9766-0.9942) and 0.9993.
The positive/negative agreement (Table 8) was very high
[98.99% (95% CI: 94.50-99.97%) agreement and Mc
Nemar p-value=1,000] with only one sample returning
as false positive result using His-R32LR. However, the
reported concentration of this sample (0.517 EU/ml)
was close to the assay’s cut-off (0.5 EU/ml). It is important to note that during routine testing, extremely
low titer results (0.5 – 1 EU/ml) are subjected to a confirmation (re-testing) procedure.

Figure 2 Comparison of heat inactivated samples with non-inactivated samples. A, Deming regression (ultrastructural model) of noninactivated serum (untreated‘) as a function of inactivated serum samples (inactivated) where variances are considered as equal. B, Plot of the
bias - Deming regression represented with ratios (inactivated/untreated) versus inactivated (ultrastructural model) where variances are considered
as equal.
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Figure 3 Stability of quality control samples. A, Stability of the Low Titer Quality control sample measured in each plate of the ELISA run
(with the lower and upper rejection limit). B, Stability of the High Titer Quality control sample measured in each plate of the ELISA run (with the
lower and upper rejection limit).

Bridging of monoclonal antibody with the ELISA standard

The human monoclonal antibodies (MAL 1C and MAL
2A) were tested in the anti-CSP repeats ELISA against the
internal reference in twofold serial dilutions from 1/50
down to 1/1.34 × 1010. Sigmoidal dose range response
curves were obtained for both monoclonal antibodies and
the curves were superimposable to that of the originally
used standard (Figure 5). The obtained OD values within
the analytical range of the ELISA were used to determine
that MAL 1C and MAL 2A represent 11,130.0 EU/ml and
16,372.9 EU/ml of anti-CSP repeats antibody concentration,
respectively. Accordingly, a value of 500 EU/ml in the
current standardization was found equivalent to 16 μg/ml
and 18 μg/ml for MAL1C and MAL2A, respectively. The
variability observed between the different individual concentrations from each dilution used to calculate the concentration was limited (MAL 1C inter-dilution % CV = 4.9
and MAL 2A inter-dilution %CV = 0.5).
Considering that both preparations displayed antibody concentrations 100- to 150-fold higher than the

actually used standard and low amount of standard is
needed to perform the anti-CSP repeats ELISA, 1 ml
of one of these monoclonal antibody preparations will
allow the quantification of up to 2.5 million clinical
trial samples.

Discussion
An R32LR-based ELISA that can be used as a standard
anti-CSP antibody assay for clinical malaria studies involving CSP-based P. falciparum vaccine candidates has
been developed and validated. This assay fulfills the ICH
criteria of precision, linearity, stability and robustness
that are adopted by the regulatory authorities for assay
validation [41,42]. The critical validation parameters are
summarized in Table 9. Panels of blinded serum samples
with high and low anti-CSP repeats concentration have
been included in the routine testing since the introduction of the assay in 2007 [43], and have confirmed that
the test performs within established criteria. In addition,
it has been shown that R32LR coating antigen is stable

Table 7 Summary of the results obtained with the same serum panel tested every 6 months
Time point 1

Time point 2

Time point 3

Time point 4

Slope of the Deming's regression

0,99 (0,98-1,00)

1,00 (0,98-1,01)

0,99 (0,97 - 1,01)

1,01 (1,00 - 1,03)

Bias of the Deming's regressionb

OK

OK

OK

OK

1,140

1,015

1,027

1,03

100

100

100

98

OK

OK

OK

1,000

a

c

GMR

Agreement (%)d
McNemar p-value
a

e

Slope must be equivalent to 1.
b
Bias must be between 0.5 and 2.00 for the whole range.
c
GMR must be between 0.80 and 1.25.
d
Agreement must be >80%.
e
McNemar value must be ≥0,05.
GMR, geometric mean of the individual ratios.
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Figure 4 Comparison of His-R32LR with the original R32LR as coating antigen. A, Deming regression (ultrastructural model) of His-R32LR as
a function of R32LR where variances are considered as equal. B, Plot of the bias - Deming regression represented with ratios (His-R32LR/R32LR)
versus R32LR (ultrastructural model) where variances are considered as equal.

and unaffected by several freeze-thaw cycles. Finally, the
operational lifetime of this ELISA is supported by the
development of alternative laboratory-based sources for
the preparation of key reagents.
Measuring vaccine immunogenicity with a unique
validated immunoassay would allow quantitative comparisons between P. falciparum CSP-based vaccine candidates. The anti-CSP repeat region ELISA described
here is a relevant choice for this purpose. Being the
reference assay for vaccine immunogenicity during the
clinical development of the RTS,S vaccine candidate
[12,19,43-52], it has an extensive track record of use in
adults as well as in the pediatric population. More than
20,000 serum samples from children living in malariaendemic areas have been evaluated to date with this
assay. Using a validated immunoassay would also help
to identify the minimum anti-CSP repeats antibody
concentration associated with protection. In this respect, attempts to define correlates of protection have
already been made with the ELISA presented here in the

Table 8 Contingency table showing the number of
negative and positive samples depending on the coating
antigen, R32LR or His-R32LR
His-R32LR
R32LR

Negative

Negative

Positive

Total

29

1

30

Positive

0

69

69

Total

29

70

99

context of a malaria field trial [19]. One limitation of this
assay might be the absence of the N-and C-terminal parts
of CSP in the recombinant molecule, implying no detection of antibodies against potential N- and C-terminal
epitopes. However, to date, the only antibodies shown to
neutralize infectivity of sporozoites are those directed
against CSP repeats [22,53], and it is commonly accepted
that the central repeat region of CSP is a major immunodominant epitope [54,55]. This suggests that the levels of
antibodies against the repeat region may represent a
major part of the global anti-CSP response. One may also
argue that the ELISA presented here does not give indication on the functionality of the antibodies that are
measured. Nevertheless, anti-CSP antibodies are believed
to be functional, as has been reported previously [56-60].
Different multiples of NANP-repeats have been used
in immunoassays, from (NANP)3 to (NANP)40 [23-26].
Although anti-CSP repeats antibodies can be detected
using repeats of different multiples, it has been observed
in a comparative analysis that results of higher multiples
of NANP-repeats better correlated with each other than
with those of lower multiples and that R32LR-based and
(NANP)40-based ELISAs had higher sensitivity than
(NANP)3-based ELISA [24]. Such discrepancy may originate from differences in the coating capacity of short
peptides compared to longer ones. Also, the number of
epitopes on low multiple NANP repeats may be limited
and essentially of the linear type, whereas additional
conformational epitopes may arise from the folding of
high multiple NANP repeat peptides. This has to be
emphasized, since the importance of the three-
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Anti-CSP repeats
(EU/ml)
Figure 5 Optical density of serial dilutions of the original standard serum obtained from an exploratory malaria vaccine recipient,
compared to the monoclonal MAL2A antibody and the monoclonal MAL1C antibody.

dimensional structure of the CSP repeats for antibody
recognition has already been observed [61]. In line with
this, a preliminary comparison of R32LR to short
(NANP)3-6 peptide ELISA did not yield consistent results
for the evaluation of anti-CSP repeats antibody concentration with the ELISA described here, while NANP10
showed better results (unpublished data). Therefore, an
assay with a longer molecule may be superior to uncover
the polyclonal antibody repertoire induced by CSP vaccination. In this regard, R32LR may have an extra advantage compared with a long repeat molecule such as
(NANP)40, since it contains the NVDP sequence in

Table 9 Critical assay parameters
LOD

0.2 EU/ml

LOQ

0.3 EU/ml

Cut-off

0.5 EU/ml

Precision (CV)

22.46%

Linearity

1.1 - 2440 EU/ml

Analytical range

0.3 - 2440 EU/ml

LOD, limit of detection.
LOQ, limit of quantification.
CV, coefficient of variation.

addition to the NANP repeats (as native CSP does),
which may also represent a possible extra epitope [24].
Furthermore, in contrast with R32LR, short NANP
sequences have never been evaluated in the context of
clinical trials.
The advantages of the R32LR-based ELISA have long
been challenged by the limited availability of its key component, R32LR, and by the fact that the reference serum
derived from an adult RTS,S recipient is a reagent in limited amount. To address this issue, a histidine-tagged
R32LR recombinant protein, easy to purify and available in
large amounts, was produced and shown to be equivalent
to R32LR for the use in the anti-CSP repeats ELISA. In
addition, a human monoclonal antibody has been developed that recognizes epitopes on R32LR. This anti-R32LR
monoclonal antibody will be a useful standard reagent
since it is equivalent to the human anti-CSP positive serum
and can be produced in large amounts. Ultimately, it may
serve as an international standard preparation.

Conclusions
An anti-CSP repeats ELISA for the evaluation of the immunogenicity of CSP-based P. falciparum vaccine candidates has been validated. Critical reagents have been
developed to ensure the continuous application of this
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assay as a standard anti-CSP ELISA. Establishing a
standard immunoassay for the comparison of immune
responses to the various malaria vaccine candidates was
a main goal in the malaria vaccine technology roadmap
[62]. The current report is a step in this direction.

Page 13 of 15

4.
5.

6.
Abbreviations
AMA-1: Plasmodium falciparum apical membrane antigen-1; CI: Confidence
interval; CSP: Circumsporozoite protein; CV: Coefficient of variation;
ELISA: Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; HBsAg: Hepatitis B surface
antigen; LOD: Limit of detection; LOQ: Limit of quantification; OD: Optical
density; PBMC: Human peripheral blood mononuclear cells; PBS:
Phosphate-buffered saline; QC: Quality control; RT: Room temperature.
Competing interests
The study was funded by GlaxoSmithKline Biologicals SA (GSK). VD, MD, CS,
MAD, EJ, JC and PC are employees of GSK. JC, MAD and PC own shares and/
or options to shares in GSK. In addition, JC is a designated inventor on
patented malaria vaccines, but does not hold a patent for a malaria vaccine.
GLR has received fees from GSK for consultancy and lectures on different
vaccine topics, and for travel and accommodations for the participation to a
congress. The other authors declare no potential conflict of interest.
Authors’ contributions
EJ, FC, GLR, JC and MAD were involved in the design of the study. CS, EJ,
EVB, FC, GLR, ID, MAD, PC contributed to the development and/or review of
the study protocol. FC, VD and MD made substantial contribution to the
method selection and development. EVB, GLR, PC recruited subjects for
clinical trials. EVB, FC and GLR participated to the acquisition of data. CS, EJ,
EVB, FC, GLR, ID, JC, MAD, PC analysed and interpreted the results. All
authors contributed to the development of the manuscript, were involved in
finalizing the manuscript, read and approve the final version.
Acknowledgements
The development of this assay would not have been possible without the
many years of work done at the Walter Reed Army Institute of Research
which not only developed the assay upon which this one is based, but also
developed and characterized the reference standard serum used in the
present assay. We thank Mrs. Sibyl Couvent, Sofie Librecht and Mr Filip
Clinckspoor for their technical assistance in the development and validation
of the anti-CSP ELISA, Mr Lieven Verhoye for the generation of the anti-CSP
producing hybridomas, Philippe Dehottay for fermentation of His-R32LR,
Marie-Noelle Donner for initial testing of His-R32LR in ELISA, Muriel
Feyssaguet for assistance with the anti-CS validation, Valerie Haezebroeck
and Antonio Faedda for regular quality controls in the anti-CSP ELISA testing,
Angélique Baclin and Dominique Derreumaux for statistical support, as well
as all technicians at the Center for Vaccinology (CEVAC) who are active in
the daily performance of the anti-CSP ELISA. We also thank the department
of immunology of the Walter Reed Army Institute of Research for providing
the AMA-1 antigen, and finally, Pascal Cadot for editorial assistance and
Ulrike Krause for coordinating the development of the manuscript.
Author details
1
Center for Vaccinology, Ghent University, Ghent, Belgium. 2GlaxoSmithKline
Vaccines, Rixensart, Rue de l’Institut 89, B-1330, Rixensart, Belgium.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Received: 10 August 2012 Accepted: 23 October 2012
Published: 22 November 2012
References
1. World Health Organization: World malaria report; 2011. http://www.who.int/
malaria/world_malaria_report_2011/9789241564403_eng.pdf.
2. Murray CJL, Rosenfeld LC, Lim SS, Andrews KG, Foreman KJ, Haring D,
Fullman N, Naghavi M, Lozano R, Lopez AD: Global malaria mortality
between 1980 and 2010: a systematic analysis. Lancet 2012,
379:413–431.
3. World Health Organization: Tables of malaria vaccine projects globally;
http://www.who.int/vaccine_research/links/Rainbow/en/index.html.

18.

19.

Ballou WR: The development of the RTS, S malaria vaccine candidate:
challenges and lessons. Parasite Immunol 2009, 31:492–500.
Leach A, Vekemans J, Lievens M, Ofori-Anyinam O, Cahill C, Owusu-Agyei S,
Abdulla S, Macete E, Njuguna P, Savarese B, Loucq C, Ballou WR, The Clinical
Trials Partnership Committee: Design of a phase III multicenter trial to
evaluate the efficacy of the RTS, S/AS01 malaria vaccine in children across
diverse transmission settings in Africa. Malar J 2011, 10:224.
The RTS.S Clinical Trials Partnership: First results of phase 3 trial of RTS,S/
AS01 malaria vaccine in African children. NEJM 2011, 365:1863–1875.
Charoenvit Y, Mellouk S, Cole C, Bechara R, Leef MF, Sedegah M,
Yuan LF, Robey FA, Beaudoin RL, Hoffman SL: Monoclonal, but not
polyclonal, antibodies protect against Plasmodium yoelii
sporozoites. J Immunol 1991, 146:1020–1025.
Kebaier C, Voza T, Vanderberg J: Kinetics of mosquito-injected Plasmodium
sporozoites in mice: fewer sporozoites are injected into sporozoiteimmunized mice. PLoS Pathog 2009, 5:e1000399.
Potocnjak P, Yoshida N, Nussenzweig RS, Nussenzweig V: Monovalent
fragments (Fab) of monoclonal antibodies to a sporozoite surface
antigen (Pb44) protect mice against malarial infection. J Exp Med 1980,
151:1504–1513.
Tam JP, Clavijo P, Lu YA, Nussenzweig V, Nussenzweig R, Zavala F:
Incorporation of T and B epitopes of the circumsporozoite protein in a
chemically defined synthetic vaccine against malaria. J Exp Med 1990,
171:299–306.
Zavala F, Tam JP, Barr PJ, Romero PJ, Ley V, Nussenzweig RS, Nussenzweig
V: Synthetic peptide vaccine confers protection against murine malaria.
J Exp Med 1987, 166:1591–1596.
Abdulla S, Oberholzer R, Juma O, Kubhoja S, Machera F, Membi C, Omari S,
Urassa A, Mshinda H, Jumanne A, Salim N, Shomari M, Aebi T, Schellenberg
DM, Carter T, Villafana T, Demoitié M-A, Dubois M-C, Leach A, Lievens M,
Vekemans J, Cohen J, Ballou WR, Tanner M: Safety and immunogenicity of
RTS, S/AS02D malaria vaccine in infants. NEJM 2008, 359:2533–2544.
Alonso PL, Sacarlal J, Aponte JJ, Leach A, Macete E, Milman J, Mandomando
I, Spiessens B, Guinovart C, Espasa M, Bassat Q, Aide P, Ofori-Anyinam O,
Navia MM, Corachan S, Ceuppens M, Dubois M-C, Demoitié M-A, Dubovsky
F, Menéndez C, Tornieporth N, Ballou WR, Thompson R, Cohen J: Efficacy of
the RTS, S/AS02A vaccine against Plasmodium falciparum infection and
disease in young African children: randomised controlled trial. Lancet
2004, 364:1411–1420.
Bojang KA, Milligan PJM, Pinder M, Vigneron L, Alloueche A, Kester KE,
Ballou WR, Conway DJ, Reece WHH, Gothard P, Yamuah L, Delchambre M,
Voss G, Greenwood BM, Hill A, McAdam KPWJ, Tornieporth N, Cohen JD,
Doherty T: Efficacy of RTS, S/AS02 malaria vaccine against Plasmodium
falciparum infection in semi-immune adult men in The Gambia: a
randomised trial. Lancet 2001, 358:1927–1934.
Kester KE, McKinney DA, Tornieporth N, Ockenhouse CF, Heppner DG, Hall
T, Krzych U, Delchambre M, Voss G, Dowler MG, Palensky J, Wittes J, Cohen
J, Ballou WR: Efficacy of recombinant circumsporozoite protein vaccine
regimens against experimental Plasmodium falciparum malaria.
J Infect Dis 2001, 183:640–647.
Kester KE, McKinney DA, Tornieporth N, Ockenhouse CF, Heppner DG Jr,
Hall T, Wellde BT, White K, Sun P, Schwenk R, Krzych U, Delchambre M, Voss
G, Dubois M-C, Gasser RA Jr, Dowler MG, O'Brien M, Wittes J, Wirtz R, Cohen
J, Ballou WR: A phase I/IIa safety, immunogenicity, and efficacy bridging
randomized study of a two-dose regimen of liquid and lyophilized
formulations of the candidate malaria vaccine RTS,S/AS02A in
malaria-naïve adults. Vaccine 2007, 25:5359–5366.
Kester KE, Cummings JF, Ockenhouse CF, Nielsen R, Hall BT, Gordon DM,
Schwenk RJ, Krzych U, Holland CA, Richmond G, Dowler MG, Williams J,
Wirtz RA, Tornieporth N, Vigneron L, Delchambre M, Demoitié M-A, Ballou
WR, Cohen J, Heppner DG Jr: Phase 2a trial of 0, 1, and 3 month and 0, 7,
and 28 day immunization schedules of malaria vaccine RTS, S/AS02 in
malaria-naïve adults at the Walter Reed Army Institute of Research.
Vaccine 2008, 26:2191–2202.
Stoute JA, Kester KE, Krzych U, Wellde BT, Hall T, White K, Glenn G,
Ockenhouse CF, Garçon N, Schwenk R, Lanar DE, Sun P, Momin P, Wirtz RA,
Golenda C, Slaoui M, Wortmann G, Holland C, Dowler M, Cohen J, Ballou
WR: Long-term efficacy and immune responses following immunization
with the RTS, S malaria vaccine. J Infect Dis 1998, 178:1139–1144.
Olotu A, Lusingu J, Leach A, Lievens M, Vekemans J, Msham S, Lang T,
Gould J, Dubois M-C, Jongert E, Vansadia P, Carter T, Njuguna P, Awuondo

Clement et al. Malaria Journal 2012, 11:384
http://www.malariajournal.com/content/11/1/384

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.
34.

35.
36.

KO, Malabeja A, Abdul O, Gesase S, Mturi N, Drakeley CJ, Savarese B,
Villafana T, Lapierre D, Ballou WR, Cohen J, Lemnge MM, Peshu N, Marsh K,
Riley EM, von Seidlein L, Bejon P: Efficacy of RTS, S/AS01E malaria vaccine
and exploratory analysis on anti-circumsporozoite antibody titres and
protection in children aged 5–17 months in Kenya and Tanzania: a
randomised controlled trial. Lancet Infect Dis 2011, 11:102–109.
Olotu AI, Fegan G, Bejon P: Further analysis of correlates of protection
from a phase 2a trial of the Falciparum malaria vaccines RTS, S/AS01B
and RTS, S/AS02A in malaria-naive adults. J Infect Dis 2010, 201:970–971.
Schwenk R, Asher LV, Chalom I, Lanar D, Sun P, White K, Keil D, Kester KE,
Stoute J, Heppner DG, Krzych U: Opsonization by antigen-specific
antibodies as a mechanism of protective immunity induced by
Plasmodium falciparum circumsporozoite protein-based vaccine. Parasite
Immunol 2003, 25:17–25.
Zavala F, Cochrane AH, Nardin EH, Nussenzweig RS, Nussenzweig V:
Circumsporozoite proteins of malaria parasites contain a single
immunodominant region with two or more identical epitopes. J Exp Med
1983, 157:1947–1957.
Campbell GH, Brandling-Bennett AD, Roberts JM, Collins FH, Kaseje DCO,
Barber AM, Turner A: Detection of antibodies in human sera to the
repeating epitope of the circumsporozoite protein of Plasmodium
falciparum using the synthetic peptide (NANP)3 in an enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay (ELISA). Am J Trop Med Hyg 1987, 37:17–21.
Del Giudice G, Douglas A, Verhave JP, Wirtz RA, Zavala F: Comparative analysis
of ELISAs employing repetitive peptides to detect antibodies to Plasmodium
falciparum sporozoites. Bull World Health Organ 1989, 67:515–523.
Kostense S, Mommaas B, Hendriks J, Verhoeven M, Ter Haak M, Tirion F,
Wiesken E, Pau MG, Radoševiæ K, Goudsmit J: A peptide-based
Plasmodium falciparum circumsporozoite assay to test for serum
antibody responses to pre-erythrocyte malaria vaccines. Clin Vaccine
Immunol 2011, 18:776–782.
Nuzzolo CA, Bernardi A, Verdini AS, Pessi A: A rapid inhibition micro ELISA
for detecting antibodies to Plasmodium falciparum sporozoites in human
blood. J Immunoassay 1990, 11:389–412.
Ballou WR, Rothbard J, Wirtz RA, Gordon DM, Williams JS, Gore RW,
Schneider I, Hollingdale MR, Beaudoin RL, Maloy WL: Immunogenicity of
synthetic peptides from circumsporozoite protein of Plasmodium
falciparum. Science 1985, 228:996–999.
Young JF, Hockmeyer WT, Gross M, Ballou WR, Wirtz RA, Trosper JH,
Beaudoin RL, Hollingdale MR, Miller LH, Diggs CL: Expression of
Plasmodium falciparum circumsporozoite proteins in Escherichia coli for
potential use in a human malaria vaccine. Science 1985, 228:958–962.
Folena-Wasserman G, Inacker R, Rosenbloom J: Assay, purification and
characterization of a recombinant malaria circumsporozoite fusion
protein by high-performance liquid chromatography. J Chromatogr 1987,
411:345–354.
Wirtz RA, Ballou WR, Schneider I, Chedid L, Gross MJ, Young JF, Hollingdale
M, Diggs CL, Hockmeyer WT: Plasmodium falciparum: immunogenicity of
circumsporozoite protein constructs produced in Escherichia coli.
Exp Parasitol 1987, 63:166–172.
International conference on harmonization of technical requirements for
registration of pharmaceuticals for human use (ICH): Validation of analytical
procedures: Text and methodology Q2(R1); [http://www.ich.org/fileadmin/
Public_Web_Site/ICH_Products/Guidelines/Quality/Q2_R1/Step4/
Q2_R1__Guideline.pdf].
Cohen J, Nussenzweig V, Nussenzweig R, Vekemans J, Leach A: From the
circumsporozoite protein to the RTS, S/AS candidate vaccine. Hum Vaccin
2010, 6:90–96.
Regules JA, Cummings JF, Ockenhouse CF: The RTS, S vaccine candidate
for malaria. Expert Rev Vaccines 2011, 10:589–599.
Depraetere S, Verhoye L, Leclercq G, Leroux-Roels G: Human B cell growth
and differentiation in the spleen of immunodeficient mice. J Immunol
2001, 166:2929–2936.
Maciel RJ: Standard curve fitting in immunodiagnostics: A primer.
J Clin Immunoassay 1985, 8:98–106.
Vandepapelière P, Horsmans Y, Moris P, Van Mechelen M, Janssens M,
Koutsoukos M, Van Belle P, Clement F, Hanon E, Wettendorff M, Garçon N,
Leroux-Roels G: Vaccine Adjuvant Systems containing monophosphoryl
lipid A and QS21 induce strong and persistent humoral and T cell
responses against hepatitis B surface antigen in healthy adult
volunteers. Vaccine 2008, 26:1375–1386.

Page 14 of 15

37. Quinn CP, Semenova VA, Elie CM, Romero-Steiner S, Greene C, Li H, Stamey
K, Steward-Clark E, Schmidt DS, Mothershed E, Pruckler J, Schwartz S,
Benson RF, Helsel LO, Holder PF, Johnson SE, Kellum M, Messmer T, Thacker
WL, Besser L, Plikaytis BD, Taylor TH Jr, Freeman AE, Wallace KJ, Dull P, Sejvar
J, Bruce E, Moreno R, Schuchat A, Lingappa JR, Martin SK, Walls J, Bronsdon
M, Carlone GM, Bajani-Ari M, Ashford DA, Stephens DS, Perkins BA: Specific,
sensitive, and quantitative enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay for
human immunoglobulin G antibodies to anthrax toxin protective
antigen. Emerg Infect Dis 2002, 8:1103–1110.
38. Linnet K: Evaluation of regression procedures for methods comparison
studies. Clin Chem 1993, 39:424–432.
39. Mandel J: Fitting straight lines when both variables are subject to error.
J Quality Technol 1984, 16:1–14.
40. Tan CY, Iglewicz B: Measurement-Methods Comparisons and Linear
Statistical Relationship. Technometrics 1999, 41:192–201.
41. European Medicines Agency: Note for guidance on validation of analytical
procedures: text and methodology; [http://www.ema.europa.eu/docs/en_GB/
document_library/Scientific_guideline/2009/09/WC500002662.pdf].
42. Food and Drug Administration: Guidance for industry. Bioanalytical method
validation; [http://www.fda.gov/downloads/Drugs/
GuidanceComplianceRegulatoryInformation/Guidances/ucm070107.pdf].
43. Macete EV, Sacarlal J, Aponte JJ, Leach A, Navia MM, Milman J, Guinovart C,
Mandomando I, López-Púa Y, Lievens M, Owusu-Ofori A, Dubois MC, Cahill
CP, Koutsoukos M, Sillman M, Thompson R, Dubovsky F, Ballou WR, Cohen J,
Alonso PL: Evaluation of two formulations of adjuvanted RTS, S malaria
vaccine in children aged 3 to 5 years living in a malaria-endemic region
of Mozambique: a Phase I/IIb randomized double-blind bridging trial.
Trials 2007, 8:11.
44. Agnandji ST, Asante KP, Lyimo J, Vekemans J, Soulanoudjingar SS, Owusu R,
Shomari M, Leach A, Fernandes J, Dosoo D, Chikawe M, Issifou S, OseiKwakye K, Lievens M, Paricek M, Apanga S, Mwangoka G, Okissi B, Kwara E,
Minja R, Lange J, Boahen O, Kayan K, Adjei G, Chandramohan D, Jongert E,
Demoitie MA, Dubois MC, Carter T, Vansadia P, Villafana T, Sillman M,
Savarese B, Lapierre D, Ballou WR, Greenwood B, Tanner M, Cohen J,
Kremsner PG, Lell B, Owusu-Agyei S, Abdulla S: Evaluation of the safety
and immunogenicity of the RTS, S/AS01E malaria candidate vaccine
when integrated in the expanded program of immunization. J Infect Dis
2010, 202:1076–1087.
45. Aide P, Aponte JJ, Renom M, Nhampossa T, Sacarlal J, Mandomando I,
Bassat Q, Manaca MN, Leach A, Lievens M, Vekemans J, Dubois M-C, Loucq
C, Ballou WR, Cohen J, Alonso PL: Safety, immunogenicity and duration of
protection of the RTS, S/AS02D malaria vaccine: One year follow-up of a
randomized controlled phase I/IIb trial. PLoS One 2010, 5:e13838.
46. Aide P, Dobaño C, Sacarlal J, Aponte JJ, Mandomando I, Guinovart C, Bassat
Q, Renom M, Puyol L, Macete E, Herreros E, Leach A, Dubois M-C, Demoitié
M-A, Lievens M, Vekemans J, Loucq C, Ballou WR, Cohen J, Alonso PL: Four
year immunogenicity of the RTS, S/AS02A malaria vaccine in
Mozambican children during a phase IIb trial. Vaccine 2011, 29:6059–6067.
47. Ansong D, Asante KP, Vekemans J, Owusu SK, Owusu R, Brobby NAW,
Dosoo D, Osei-Akoto A, Osei-Kwakye K, Asafo-Adjei E, Boahen KO, Sylverken
J, Adjei G, Sambian D, Apanga S, Kayan K, Janssens MH, Lievens MJJ, Olivier
AC, Jongert E, Dubois P, Savarese BM, Cohen J, Antwi S, Greenwood BM,
Evans JA, Agbenyega T, Moris PJ, Owusu-Agyei S: T cell responses to the
RTS, S/AS01E and RTS, S/AS02D malaria candidate vaccines administered
according to different schedules to Ghanaian children. PLoS One 2011,
6:e18891.
48. Aponte JJ, Aide P, Renom M, Mandomando I, Bassat Q, Sacarlal J, Manaca
MN, Lafuente S, Barbosa A, Leach A, Lievens M, Vekemans J, Sigauque B,
Dubois M-C, Demoitié M-A, Sillman M, Savarese B, McNeil JG, Macete E,
Ballou WR, Cohen J, Alonso PL: Safety of the RTS, S/AS02D candidate
malaria vaccine in infants living in a highly endemic area of
Mozambique: a double blind randomised controlled phase I/IIb trial.
Lancet 2007, 370:1543–1551.
49. Asante KP, Abdulla S, Agnandji S, Lyimo J, Vekemans J, Soulanoudjingar S,
Owusu R, Shomari M, Leach A, Jongert E, Salim N, Fernandes JF, Dosoo D,
Chikawe M, Issifou S, Osei-Kwakye K, Lievens M, Paricek M, Möller T, Apanga
S, Mwangoka G, Dubois M-C, Madi T, Kwara E, Minja R, Hounkpatin AB,
Boahen O, Kayan K, Adjei G, Chandramohan D, Carter T, Vansadia P, Sillman
M, Savarese B, Loucq C, Lapierre D, Greenwood B, Cohen J, Kremsner P,
Owusu-Agyei S, Tanner M, Lell B: Safety and efficacy of the RTS, S/AS01E
candidate malaria vaccine given with expanded-programme-on-

Clement et al. Malaria Journal 2012, 11:384
http://www.malariajournal.com/content/11/1/384

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

immunisation vaccines: 19 month follow-up of a randomised,
open-label, phase 2 trial. Lancet Infect Dis 2011, 11:741–749.
Olotu A, Moris P, Mwacharo J, Vekemans J, Kimani D, Janssens M, Kai O,
Jongert E, Lievens M, Leach A, Villafana T, Savarese B, Marsh K, Cohen J,
Bejon P: Circumsporozoite-specific T cell responses in children
vaccinated with RTS, S/AS01E and protection against P. falciparum
clinical malaria. PLoS One 2011, 6:e25786.
Owusu-Agyei S, Ansong D, Asante K, Owusu SK, Owusu R, Brobby NAW,
Dosoo D, Akoto AO, Osei-Kwakye K, Adjei EA, Boahen KO, Sylverken J, Adjei
G, Sambian D, Apanga S, Kayan K, Vekemans J, Ofori-Anyinam O, Leach A,
Lievens M, Demoitié M-A, Dubois M-C, Cohen J, Ballou WR, Savarese B,
Chandramohan D, Gyapong JO, Milligan P, Antwi S, Agbenyega T,
Greenwood B, Evans J: Randomized controlled trial of RTS, S/AS02D and
RTS, S/AS01E malaria candidate vaccines given according to different
schedules in Ghanaian children. PLoS One 2009, 4:e7302.
Polhemus ME, Remich SA, Ogutu BR, Waitumbi JN, Otieno L, Apollo S,
Cummings JF, Kester KE, Ockenhouse CF, Stewart A, Ofori-Anyinam O,
Ramboer I, Cahill CP, Lievens M, Dubois M-C, Demoitié M-A, Leach A,
Cohen J, Ballou WR, Heppner DG Jr: Evaluation of RTS, S/AS02A and RTS,
S/AS01B in adults in a high malaria transmission area. PLoS One 2009,
4:e6465.
Persson C, Oliveira GA, Sultan AA, Bhanot P, Nussenzweig V, Nardin E:
Cutting edge: a new tool to evaluate human pre-erythrocytic malaria
vaccines: rodent parasites bearing a hybrid Plasmodium falciparum
circumsporozoite protein. J Immunol 2002, 169:6681–6685.
Zavala F, Tam JP, Hollingdale MR, Cochrane AH, Quakyi I, Nussenzweig RS,
Nussenzweig V: Rationale for development of a synthetic vaccine against
Plasmodium falciparum malaria. Science 1985, 228:1436–1440.
Zavala F, Tam JP, Masuda A: Synthetic peptides as antigens for the
detection of humoral immunity to Plasmodium falciparum sporozoites.
J Immunol Methods 1986, 93:55–61.
Hollingdale MR, Nardin EH, Tharavanij S, Schwartz AL, Nussenzweig RS:
Inhibition of entry of Plasmodium falciparum and P. vivax sporozoites
into cultured cells; an in vitro assay of protective antibodies. J Immunol
1984, 132:909–913.
Kumar KA, Oliveira GA, Edelman R, Nardin E, Nussenzweig V: Quantitative
Plasmodium sporozoite neutralization assay (TSNA). J Immunol Methods
2004, 292:157–164.
Mellouk S, Berbiguier N, Druilhe P, Sedegah M, Galey B, Yuan L, Leef M,
Charoenvit Y, Paul C, Hoffman S, Beaudoin R: Evaluation of an in vitro
assay aimed at measuring protective antibodies against sporozoites.
Bull World Health Organ 1990, 68:52–59.
Mishra S, Nussenzweig RS, Nussenzweig V: Antibodies to Plasmodium
circumsporozoite protein (CSP) inhibit sporozoite's cell traversal activity.
J Immunol Methods 2012, 377:47–52.
Okitsu SL, Silvie O, Westerfeld N, Curcic M, Kammer AR, Mueller MS,
Sauerwein RW, Robinson JA, Genton B, Mazier D, Zurbriggen R, Pluschke G:
A virosomal malaria peptide vaccine elicits a long-lasting sporozoiteinhibitory antibody response in a phase 1a clinical trial. PLoS One 2007,
2:e1278.
Stoute JA, Ballou WR, Kolodny N, Deal CD, Wirtz RA, Lindler LE: Induction of
humoral immune response against Plasmodium falciparum sporozoites
by immunization with a synthetic peptide mimotope whose sequence
was derived from screening a filamentous phage epitope library. Infect
Immun 1995, 63:934–939.
Cavanagh DR, Dubois PM, Holtel A, Kisser A, Leroy O, Locke E, Moorthy VS,
Remarque EJ, Shi YP: Towards validated assays for key immunological
outcomes in malaria vaccine development. Vaccine 2011, 29:3093–3095.

doi:10.1186/1475-2875-11-384
Cite this article as: Clement et al.: Validation of an enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay for the quantification of human IgG directed
against the repeat region of the circumsporozoite protein of the
parasite Plasmodium falciparum. Malaria Journal 2012 11:384.

Page 15 of 15

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of:
• Convenient online submission
• Thorough peer review
• No space constraints or color ﬁgure charges
• Immediate publication on acceptance
• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar
• Research which is freely available for redistribution
Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

