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Abstract: Ticks can seriously affect human and animal health around the globe, causing significant
economic losses each year. Chemical acaricides are widely used to control ticks, which negatively
impact the environment and result in the emergence of acaricide-resistant tick populations. A vaccine
is considered as one of the best alternative approaches to control ticks and tick-borne diseases, as it is
less expensive and more effective than chemical controls. Many antigen-based vaccines have been
developed as a result of current advances in transcriptomics, genomics, and proteomic techniques.
A few of these (e.g., Gavac® and TickGARD®) are commercially available and are commonly used in
different countries. Furthermore, a significant number of novel antigens are being investigated with
the perspective of developing new anti-tick vaccines. However, more research is required to develop
new and more efficient antigen-based vaccines, including on assessing the efficiency of various
epitopes against different tick species to confirm their cross-reactivity and their high immunogenicity.
In this review, we discuss the recent advancements in the development of antigen-based vaccines
(traditional and RNA-based) and provide a brief overview of recent discoveries of novel antigens,
along with their sources, characteristics, and the methods used to test their efficiency.
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1. Introduction

Ticks are ectoparasites that infest humans and animals and are responsible for signif-
icant economic losses. They are the second most important vectors for the transmission
of diseases in humans after mosquitoes [1,2]. They are also one of the most important
vectors for the transmission of diseases that impact the global cattle industry and pets [3–5].
Ticks have few natural enemies, making it challenging to control tick infections. Chemical
acaricides have been only partially effective, with a number of nontarget disadvantages,
including the selection of acaricide-resistant ticks and contamination of the environment
and animal products with chemical residues [6]. In addition, to control tick-borne diseases,
some antigen-based vaccines are used in various countries; however, new and more effec-
tive approaches are needed, including the development of new vaccines that target tick
infestations and pathogen infections [7,8].

Traditionally, the “isolate–inactivate–inject” principle has played a crucial role in design-
ing and developing a vaccine for the control of parasites/pathogens. First-generation vac-
cines were composed of pathogens that were alive, attenuated, or killed. Second-generation
vaccines consisted of purified parasite/pathogen components and were developed as a
result of advances in cell culture, polysaccharide chemistry, recombinant DNA technology,
and immunology [9,10]. The advancement of genomics and other “omics” over the last two
decades has resulted in the development of a “third generation” of vaccines, based on tech-
nologies such as functional omics, reverse vaccinology, and the systems biology approach.

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 4969. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24054969 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/ijms

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24054969
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24054969
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/ijms
https://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4586-3646
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7526-1876
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24054969
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/ijms
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms24054969?type=check_update&version=1


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 4969 2 of 25

In order to overcome the limitations of the conventional vaccine development approaches,
vaccine development has become more tailored, with a focus on the antigen moieties that
are targeted by the protective immune responses [11,12], with the broad perspective of the
pathogen and its interaction with the host immune system [13]. Hence, modern vaccinology
relies increasingly on novel omics approaches utilizing high-throughput cutting-edge tech-
nologies, such as genomics, transcriptomics, and proteomics, along with advances in basic
immunology, host–pathogen biology, immunomics, advanced bioinformatics, and computa-
tional modelling, and improved understanding and technological innovations.

Compared to using chemicals, vaccination is a wise option because it is environmentally
safe and cost-effective to control tick infestation [12,14]. Although vaccination is a rational
strategy for controlling tick infestation, only a few vaccines have been commercialized so
far, with minimal concern given to the induction of cross-reactive immunity against tick
species [15]. To develop new vaccines, it is crucial to identify and characterize novel antigen
candidates that would be more conserved and have the ability to induce cross-reactive
immunity in the host species. The goal of this review is to provide an overview of traditional
and RNA-based vaccines and the possibility of their application and novel antigens that have
the potential to be exploited as promising antigen candidates for vaccine development.

2. Identification of Antigens: A Road Map to Develop an Anti-Tick Vaccine

The identification of antigens is paramount for the development of an anti-tick vaccine.
It is crucial to understand the molecular mechanisms associated with the host–parasite–
pathogen interactions to identify antigen candidates that are likely to serve as candi-
dates/targets for the development of a vaccine. The ideal antigen candidate is one that
induces long-lasting and effective immune responses in the host [16,17]. Many studies have
been carried out since Allen and Humphreys published their findings in 1979, employing a
range of antigens, including whole tick homogenates and internal organs, to induce varying
levels of immunity against ticks [16].

Several new possibilities have emerged for predicting, screening, and identifying
antigens protective against tick infestations since Ixodes scapularis, the first tick species to
be sequenced [18]. There are now many nucleotide and protein databases available from
different tick tissues and developmental stages, and a wide variety of stimuli that affect
ticks, such as tick feeding or infection with pathogens [17,19], are known. The probability of
selecting protective antigen candidates derived from ticks for the control of tick infestation
and pathogen infection has also increased as a result of recent advances in omics tech-
nologies (i.e., transcriptomics, proteomics, and metabolomics) [20]. In addition, the use of
reverse vaccinology (RV), or vaccinomics, has allowed the discovery of new vaccine antigen
candidates [20]. As a result of this, synthetic and recombinant proteins have been evaluated
and demonstrated to be able to induce some level of protective immunity. The purpose of this
section is to discuss antigen candidates originating from different tissues which have been
identified, assessed for their efficacy, and are being considered as potential candidates for the
development of an anti-tick vaccine, based on the available literature (Table 1 and Figure 1).
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2.1. Egg-Associated Antigen Candidates

Egg yolk is an essential component for the development of ticks, since it serves as a
reservoir of various proteins that play a crucial role during the embryonic development
of these arthropods [21,22]. As in insects, yolk proteins are synthesized in the fat body of
ticks [21,23]. The degradation of the yolk is carried out by various types of enzymes which
are found in eggs. Boophilus Yolk pro-Cathepsin (BYC) is an example of a yolk proteinase
that has been isolated from R. microplus eggs, and has been reported to be involved in
the embryogenesis process of the tick. In particular, these enzymes play a key role in the
degradation of vitelline, a major proteinaceous component of egg yolk [21]. BYC was first
isolated by da Silva Vaz Jr et al. [24] from R. microplus eggs, and was then inoculated into
cattle to determine its role in the induction of host immunity. This enzyme was found to
provide partial protection against ticks and trigger a protective immune response in cattle,
but its efficacy was between 14% and 36%. A subsequent study expressed recombinant BYC
protein in a prokaryotic expression system (E. coli). Interestingly, the recombinant protein
showed an overall higher efficacy (25.24%) compared to the enzyme directly isolated from
egg yolk [25,26]. It appeared that various factors may affect the efficacy of this protein,
for example, the method of preparation of BYC protein can influence the protein structure
and ultimately its functions. Furthermore, this variation may be also associated with the
tick strain or other experimental conditions [24].

Vitellin, a lipoglycoprotein also occuring in the egg yolk similar to other yolk proteins,
is synthesized in the fat bodies of arthropods [27,28]. In ticks, vitellin or vitellogenins
have been shown to be crucial for egg development and oviposition as demonstrated
by the silencing of three vitellogenin genes in H. longicornis [29]. Vitellin protein was
purified from tick eggs as a non-covalent complex of six polypeptides of high molecular
weight (44–107 kDa). Parallel to this study, an 80 kDa glycoprotein (GP80) was isolated
and purified from R. microplus larvae. Both proteins were then inoculated to investigate
their efficacy. Vitellin and GP80 vaccination showed an overall 68% efficacy, suggesting
that a vaccine containing both antigens can induce an immune response and also provide
partial protection against R. microplus in sheep hosts [28]. Remarkably, when recombinant
hexahis-GP80 (HH-GP80), which was incorrectly folded and not glycosylated, was injected
into the host under the same experimental conditions, it displayed no efficacy [28]. Based
on the findings of the above study, it appears that vaccination of vitellin and GP80 can elicit
immune responses in sheep and may partially protect sheep against the tick B. microplus.
The correct folding of HH-GP80 is crucial for its activity, since protective epitopes are
associated with the folding of the protein and/or the oligosaccharides attached to it,
and these epitopes are essential for its activity.

Vitellin degrading cysteine endopeptidase (VTDCE) is another egg-associated enzyme
which was identified and isolated by Seixas et al. [30]. Similar to BYC, this enzymatic
protein is not synthesized in the ovary of R. microplus and is implicated in vitellin hydrolysis,
thereby providing nutrients to developing embryos. However, both enzymes were found
to regulate vitellin hydrolysis differently [30]. The same research group later analyzed
purified VTDCE protein as an antigen and found that this protein also provides partial
protection against ticks, as the immunization of livestock resulted in 21% efficacy and a
17.6% reduction in the weight of fertile eggs [31]. The egg-associated proteins BYC and
VTDCE provided limited protection to the host against tick infestation, and therefore seem
to be not suitable antigen candidates when used alone in a vaccine.

2.2. Salivary Gland-Associated Antigen Candidates

Ticks contain an angiotensin-converting enzyme-like protein that can control blood
pressure by regulating fluid volume, similar to the angiotensin-converting enzyme in
mammals [32,33]. This control allows the tick to feed continuously on the host’s blood.
The salivary glands and midgut of tick B. microplus contain a low abundance glycopro-
tein, which is named Bm91 [32]. Bm91 is currently not included in commercial anti-tick
vaccines, but it is considered to be a candidate for controlling ticks [34]. When the recombi-



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 4969 4 of 25

nant Bm91 protein was assessed alone under field conditions with natural tick infestation,
the results were disappointing, as this protein showed only 6% efficacy, which seems to
inappropriate for the development of a vaccine for tick control [35]. However, when recom-
binant Bm91 protein which was produced in E. coli was combined with Bm86 (an antigen
candidate that is used in commercial vaccines) and then this protein combination was used
as a vaccine, the results were much more promising, since the Bm91 addition enhanced the
efficacy of the Bm86 antigen [33], suggesting that the combination of these two proteins
(Bm91 and Bm86) seems to be an effective strategy to develop a new anti-tick vaccine.

Transcriptomic and differential gene expression analyses of salivary glands have
shown that the genome of tick (e.g., R. microplus and Dermacentor andersoni) species com-
prises a protein sequence named flagelliform silk protein [36,37]. The characterization of
differential gene expression in the salivary glands of R. microplus in response to A. marginale
infection highlighted the molecular mechanisms of how the tick interacts with the pathogen.
Subsequent functional studies have shown that flagelliform silk protein (SILK) may play
a crucial role in the infection and multiplication of A. marginale in ticks. An interac-
tion between tick- and pathogen-derived molecules is involved in the multiplication of
A. marginale in salivary gland cells [36,38]. Following this study, it was proposed that
flagelliform silk protein could be a suitable antigen candidate to develop a vaccine. For this
purpose, Merino et al. [14] produced recombinant flagelliform silk protein and analyzed
its antigenic activity by injecting it into a cattle host. The recombinant protein was found
to be an excellent antigenic candidate, as it provided 62% protection against tick infesta-
tion and tick-borne infection (e.g., babesiosis) in cattle. Vaccination with flagelliform silk
protein reduced the multiplication of A. marginale in cattle. Theantigen-specific antibody
titers correlated with reduced tick infestations and pathogen infection, indicating that the
effect of the vaccine is a result of the antibody response. Furthermore, the expression of
gene-encoding vaccine antigens in ticks feeding on cattle was also affected by vaccination
and co-infection with A. marginale and B. bigemina. Thus, it appears that vaccines using
tick proteins that are involved in vector–pathogen interactions can be effective in both
controlling tick infestation and preventing pathogen infection at the same time [14].

Salp15 is an immune suppressive salivary protein of I. scapularis with a molecular
weight of 15 kDa that inhibits the activation of CD4+ T cells, the complement activity,
cytokine production, and the dendritic cell function in the host [39–41]. Subsequent stud-
ies investigated the molecular mechanism of Salp15. The outer surface protein, OspC,
is produced by B. burgdorferi on the outer surface of the cell. The production of spirochetes
(B. burgdorferi spirochetes) in the midgut of infected ticks is initiated when it feeds on blood
from the host, which is then transported to the host. During the exit from the salivary
glands and transmission of the B. burgdorferi spirochetes to the host, Salp15 physically inter-
acts with OspC on the surface of B. burgdorferi spirochetes, which facilitates the survival of
spirochetes, pathogen transmission, and host infection [38,42]. Salp15–OspC interaction
may thus potentially obscure OspC from the host immune response so that the spirochete
is protected from the immune response [38]. Recently, the Escherichia coli expression system
was used to synthesize Salp15 recombinant protein, and the system was found to be efficient
in producing this protein in a considerable yield with good solubility. These characteristics
of Salp15 recombinant protein indicate that this has practical application and can be used
to generate anti-tick vaccines [41,43,44].

Metalloproteases (MPs) are multifunctional proteins that participate in a wide variety
of complex physiological and pathologic processes in living organisms [45]. A number of
MPs have been identified in different tick species and are considered to be crucial for the
maintenance of blood meal-associated functions in ticks [46–49]. For example, the salivary
glands of ixodid ticks contain MPs that are recognized as key bioactive components in
vital physiological functions and are therefore considered for use as potential targets in
control strategies to combat these ectoparasites [49]. In order to evaluate the antigenic
potential of MPs, Ali et al. (2015) [50] amplified a fragment of the sequence encoding a
R. microplus MP, expressed it as a recombinant protein, and used the purified form of this
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protein as a vaccine antigen against R. microplus in cattle [50]. The recombinant R. microplus
MP protein demonstrated an overall efficacy of 60%. In addition, it reduced the number of
feeding ticks, the number of eggs produced, and the number of eggs hatched, making [41]
it an ideal candidate for anti-tick vaccine development [50]. To further explore suitable
antigen candidates from R. microplus, Maruyama et al. [51] performed an RNA-seq study on
salivary glands at all feeding stages of R. microplus, and they detected a fragment from the
transcriptome which was similar to MP (Rm239) along with three other genes, including
Rm39, Rm76, and Rm180. Application of these proteins as vaccines showed that all of
them can inhibit hemostatic responses, suppress the host’s antibody responses, and reduce
the tick’s ability to bind to the host by means of a glycine-rich cement protein. Therefore,
the authors developed a multicomponent anti-tick vaccine using these four different types
of proteins [51]. The immunization of cattle with this multicomponent vaccine resulted in a
reduction in the infestation of R. microplus by 73.2%, indicating that the formulation of a
multi-antigen anti-tick vaccine may be more effective than monocomponent vaccines [51].

Ribosomes, also called protein factories, are components of all living organisms.
It has been shown that the ribosomal protein P0 plays a pivotal role in regulating the
translational activity of ribosomes and assisting an organism to adjust its metabolism to
various environmental conditions. It belongs to a group of acidic proteins that form a
stalk-like structure in the largest ribosome subunit of the ribosome [52]. There is evidence
that shows that tick saliva contains ribosomal proteins that play a role in evading the
defensive mechanisms of the host [53–55]. It was recently reported that rabbits vaccinated
with recombinant ribosomal protein P0 exhibited strong humoral responses that primarily
reduced nymph molting and female reproduction. The protein demonstrated a 57.5%
protection against infestations of O. erraticus, but did not provide cross-protection against
infestations of the African tick Ornithodoros moubata [56]. In another study, researchers
chemically synthesized a peptide of 20 amino acids, which was derived from the ribosomal
P0 protein of Rhipicephalus ticks, and successfully conjugated it to the Keyhole Limpet
Hemocyanin (KLH) protein of Megathura crenulate to serve as an antigen against R. microplus,
showing 96% efficacy in cattle [57]. In this study, the results suggested that P0 conjugated to
KLH is an excellent vaccine. However, the production of such a vaccine will be expensive
and may therefore not be cost-effective for livestock. It is therefore essential to conduct
further research on the recombinant production of an antigenic vaccine to evaluate its
effectiveness and to make its production more economically viable.

Serine protease inhibitors: Attempts to isolate antigens from tick species have identi-
fied some serine proteinase inhibitors (serpins), which appeared to have antigen abilities.
Serpins are involved in various physiological activities in animals, in particular in cattle,
where they influence blood clotting, altering prothrombin time and partially activating
thromboplastin time [58–60]. Serpins interfere with the immune system of ticks and thereby
facilitate the initial feeding process of these parasites [61]. Andreotti et al. [62] isolated
and identified R. microplus trypsin inhibitors (BmTIs) from larval extracts. To evaluate its
antigenic activity, crossbred cattle were vaccinated with BmTI, which was found to interfere
with leukocyte migration at the site of larvae fixation [63,64]. Vaccination of calves with
BmTI antigens remarkably reduced engorged female tick numbers and their weight, result-
ing in a 72.8% efficacy against R. microplus. This data suggested that BmTI immunization
may act in the early phase of larval development [65]. To investigate whether truncated
BmTI can also induce immunization, the N-terminal fragment of BmTI was synthesized
and showed a lower efficacy (18.4%) in cattle compared to the full-length protein. Thus,
immunization with the N-terminal domain is apparently not sufficient to improve the effect
of BmTIs on host–parasite interactions [64]. Similarly, when the recombinant R. microplus
larvae trypsin inhibitors (rRmLTIs) were employed as a vaccine trial, the efficacy (32%)
was again low, suggesting that both the truncated or whole recombinant protein are less
effective, probably due to a lack of precise folding of the protein in vitro. Overall, these
results indicate that trypsin inhibitors seem suitable candidates to produce an effective
vaccine; however, the method to produce them on a large scale needs to be improved to
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enhance its efficacy [66]. Various other serpins have been evaluated as possible anti-tick
vaccine candidates from different tick species, including Amblyomma americanum (AAS19),
Haemaphysalis longicornis (HLS2), Rhipicephalus (Boophilus) microplus, and so on. All of
these serpins demonstrated a partial protection to the host; however, the level of protection
may vary with tick species and the type of serpin [67–69].

Combining proteins from one or more ticks into a single polypeptide chain represents
an attractive anti-tick vaccination strategy. Therefore, trypsin inhibitors/or serpins com-
bined with immunogenic fragments of other tick proteins can be used as multi-antigen
constructs. For example, a chimeric protein containing the recombinant Bm86-Campo
Grande antigen (BmCG), rRmLTI, and the heat-labile enterotoxin B subunit from Escherichia
coli (LTB) as a molecular adjuvant was synthesized. This chimeric RmLTI–BmCG–LTB
antigen had a 55.6% efficacy against R. microplus in cattle.

2.3. Midgut-Associated Antigen Candidates

Ferritin proteins are important for the physiological storage of iron in a nontoxic but
biologically available form. They are crucial for the metabolism of iron from ingested blood
during tick feeding [70,71]. So far, two ferritin molecules (Ferritin 1 and Ferritin 2) have
been identified and characterized. Ferritin 1 (FER1) is located within cells, where it is
involved in the physiological storage of iron. For Ferritin 2 (FER2), there are no functional
orthologs in vertebrates. It is mainly expressed in the gut and plays a crucial biological
role in iron transport to the salivary glands and ovaries [71]. The FER2 protein has been
reported in various tick species including D. variabilis, R. microplus, I. ricinus, Haemaphysalis
longicornis, and I. scapularis [71,72]. Based on loss-of-functions studies of FER2, it is a
promising vaccine candidate, because suppression of this gene impairs tick feeding ability,
lowers oviposition, and reduces larval hatching [71]. Besides FER2, FER1 has been shown
as a suitable antigen candidate to control a variety of tick species. Hajdusek et al. tested
the recombinant FER2 protein of R. microplus (RmFER2) to immunize cattle and found that
the FER2-based vaccine showed an overall efficacy of 64% [73]. Similarly, the recombinant
proteins FER1 and FER2 of H. longicornis have been used to immunize rabbits. Both proteins
are highly immunogenic and induced host antibody production. Immunizing the host
significantly reduced the engorged weight of the infested ticks and reduced the number
of eggs and the number of ticks with completely hatched eggs. However, recombinant
FER2 caused a greater reduction with a higher efficacy (49%) than recombinant FER1
(34%) [72]. More recently, Manjunathachar and co-workers [74] reported that a calf vacci-
nated with H. anatolicum FER2, a vector of Crimean–Congo hemorrhagic fever, was strongly
protected from larval (51.7%) and adult (51.2%) tick infestations, as well as against ticks
with FER2 knocked down by RNAi. Many other recent studies have also confirmed that
FER2 provides significant protection to the host against tick infestation by using a recom-
binant protein of FER2 [75–77]. The molecular mechanism of protection involves mainly
the production of anti-FER2 antibodies in the host body, which are transferred into tick
species during the feeding process, and the anti-FER2 antibodies bind to FER2 inside the
tick gut cells or hemolymph, thereby preventing FER2 assembly and/or function. It has
been recently discovered that predicted antigenic regions on the FER2 protein are conserved
across different tick species. This protein can therefore be used to produce a vaccine for
cross-species protection [77]. In a recent study, FER2 orthologues in O. moubata (OMFER2)
and O. erraticus (OEFer2) were characterized, and the researchers found that they have
high sequence similarity (85.3%). The recombinant form of O. moubata Fer2 (tOMFER2)
has the ability to elicit strong humoral responses in rabbits. However, in O. erraticus, this
protein does not exhibit any protective effect, despite the high sequence similarity, which
suggests that a slight difference in their sequences may determine whether or not they have
a protective effect. In spite of this, the results of this study confirm that OMFER2 has the
potential to serve as an antigen candidate for vaccines [78].

TROSPA is a tick receptor that is required for spirochete colonization in I. scapularis.
The B. burgdorferi outer surface protein A (OspA) is abundantly produced on these spiro-
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chetes and is critical for adhesion to the vector via specific binding to TROSPA [79,80].
In different tick species, including R. microplus, I. scapularis, and R. annulatus, TROSPA may
play a role in infection mechanisms and the multiplication of Babesia pathogens. In addition,
the outer surface proteins OspA and OspB are expressed when the spirochetes enter and
reside in ticks [81]. However, their expression is suppressed during transmission to the host,
whereas the expressions of OspC and bba52 are upregulated. BBA52, along with the OspC
protein of borrelial, has complementary but non-essential roles in the transmission process,
as these antigens are all localized in the outer membrane and co-expressed in feeding
ticks [82–84]. The biological function of the receptor is unknown, but binding of OspA to
TROSPA is necessary in ticks for the bacterium B. burgdorferi to colonize the tick gut, which
supports the bacterial infection in the vector [79]. Infection of B. burgdorferi induces the
production of particular tick genes (TROSPA and salp15), which can be targeted to inhibit
the transmission of Borrelia spirochetes and other tick-borne microbes [80,85]. Blocking
TROSPA with TROSPA antisera or via RNAi reduces the adherence of B. burgdorferi to the
gut of I. scapularis, and thus reduces the bacterial colonization of the vector and potentially
pathogen transmission to the host [79]. As a result of this interaction, recombinant TRO-
SPA was analyzed in cattle as an antigen vaccine to control tick infestation and pathogen
transmission, but it did not affect tick feeding or fecundity [14].

Aquaporins (AQPs) or transmembrane water channels play a major role in water
homeostasis and cryoprotection [86,87]. They are evolutionarily highly conserved members
of a larger family of major intrinsic proteins. They form pores in the cell membrane that
transport water or other solutes [86,88,89]. In addition to transporting water and small
neutral solutes, AQPs are involved in numerous physiological processes [90]. In ticks,
AQPs have been reported in the digestive track, Malpighian tubules, and also in salivary
glands [91]. AQPs reduce the host blood volume in tick guts, an important physiological
function since ticks ingest large volumes of blood relative to their size and weight [62].
A fragment of an aquaporin from R. microplus engorged females has been isolated and subse-
quently recombinantly produced and designated as an RmAQP1 vaccine [62]. This vaccine
was tested in two cattle pen trials for efficacy against R. microplus, demonstrating 68% and
75% efficacy. This suggests that RmAQP1 may be a potential vaccine antigen [62] and that
aquaporins can be used in anti-tick vaccines [62]. In a recent study on the RmAQP2 of the
same species, it has been demonstrated that cattle vaccinated with the synthetic peptide of
the extracellular domains of the RmAQP2 were able to reduce the number of ticks feeding
to repletion by 25% overall, suggesting that this target (RmAQP2) may be a useful com-
ponent of a vaccine cocktail against tick bites [92]. Another study on I. ricinus confirmed
the efficacy of the tick AQP antigens for the control of tick infestations by showing the
effect of IrAQP and CoAQP vaccination on I. ricinus tick larvae in rabbits. The efficacy
of the vaccine containing the AQP conserved region present in the CoAQP antigen was
higher than that of the IrAQP vaccine [93]. Furthermore, vaccination with synthetic im-
munogenic peptides derived from Ornithodoros erraticus AQPs (OeAQP and OeAQP1)
provided significant protection to cattle against the homologous species O. erraticus, but the
cross-species protection against Ornithodoros moubata was lower [94]. Besides, some other
studies have also identified AQPs from different species, including O. moubata and Ixodid
ticks, with bioinformatics analyses suggesting that these AQPs have a good potential to
be used as a vaccine. Therefore, further experimental evidence is required to confirm the
antigen potential of these AQPs [95,96].

I. ricinus is one of the tick species responsible for the growing prevalence of tick-borne
diseases in companion animals in Europe [4]. The effect of the AQP-based vaccines on
I. ricinus larvae infestation and molting could result in a reduction in tick infestations in
vaccinated animals and supports that CoAQP might be a candidate protective antigen for
the control of different tick species feeding on the same host.

A study using expression library immunization against a mouse model of tick infesta-
tions showed that the 4D8 protein, later named subolesin (SUB), is a potential antigen that
could be used as a vaccine against I. scapularis [97]. It was found that the sequences of the



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 4969 8 of 25

gene and protein of SUB are conserved across invertebrates and vertebrates. In addition,
this gene has been identified and characterized in different tick species, and was found to
be expressed at different developmental stages and in different tissues of adult ticks [98].
Due to SUB’s broad distribution, it was proposed to be a good antigen vaccine candidate.
The antigen potential of SUB has previously been investigated in cattle using recombinant
proteins, and it was found that SUB can protect (51% efficacy) against ticks. Further-
more, a combination of SUB vaccination and tick autocidal control following SUB gene
knockdown in ticks feeding on cattle to control R. microplus, attained 75% efficacy after
treatment [99,100]. Furthermore, Shakya and co-workers produced recombinant SUB of
R. microplus and used this recombinant protein to immunize bovine. These ruminants were
then challenged with R. microplus larvae. In addition, the efficacy of this protein against
another geographically different tick strain was assessed. The efficacy of recombinant SUB
ranged from 32.7% to 44.1% and indicated a high sequence homology between tick strains
from Mexico and India [101]. In another study, recombinant SUB was synthesized as a
chimeric protein with MSP1a and subsequently applied to cattle to control R. microplus.
Surprisingly, this chimeric protein demonstrated an 81% efficacy [102]. As a result of
the successful and promising results of SUB application, the combination of this antigen
with Bm86 was tested and assumed to give better results, but the overall efficacy did
not support the use of this combination as a vaccine. Although it has been shown that
high levels of specific antibodies are activated for each antigen when two antigens are
administered simultaneously, they are separated into different formulations and used at
different inoculation sites in the animal [103,104].

Formerly known as ligandins, glutathione S-transferases (GSTs) form a family of
multifunctional proteins widely distributed in the animal kingdom. These enzymatic
proteins play a role in intracellular transport, digestion, production of prostaglandins,
detoxification of both endogenous and exogenous substances, and defense against oxidative
stress. GST expression levels are increased in organisms when exposed to insecticides
and acaricides [105]. A rabbit serum containing polyclonal antibodies against GST from
R. microplus reacted with the recombinant GST of H. longicornis and R. appendiculatus,
suggesting that the tick GSTs could be a constituent of a universal vaccine that protects
against more than one tick species [106]. Based on this preliminary study, Parizi and
coworkers (2011) isolated GST from H. longicornis and produced recombinant GST and
used this to vaccinate cattle against R. microplus [107]. This provided protection to cattle
against R. microplus with an efficacy of 57%. The recombinant GST protein provided partial
cross-protective immunity in the host, suggesting that the protein protective capacity of
GST is not sufficient, and thus the use of this protein in a single-antigen vaccine would
appear not to be effective in preventing tick infestation [107].

2.4. Malpighian-Associated Antigen Candidates

In living organisms, 5′-nucleotidases are a widely distributed group of enzymes in
various tick species. There are considerable similarities between the 5′-nucleotidase of
ticks and the enzymes that are present in vertebrates, and a range of putative functions are
carried out by these enzymes, including involvement in the purine salvage pathways [108].
Among ticks, this group of enzymes is found in many different tissues, such as the gut,
salivary glands, and ovaries. However, they are most abundant in the Malpighian tubules,
particularly on the surface of the Malpighian tubules and ovarian cells. The features
of 5′-nucleotidases indicate that they are a potential target for antibodies [109]. Hope
et al. investigated 5′-nucleotidases for their possible involvement in host immunization,
and they found that injections of recombinant 5′-nucleotidase alone in sheep caused a
significant upregulation in anti-nucleosidase antibodies, suggesting that they may be
good antigen for the development of a vaccine [104]. However, when the same group of
researchers analyzed their functions as antigens in cattle, there was no rise in antibody
levels. Therefore, 5′-nucleotidases were not investigated further as antigens for vaccine
development. However, a recent study conducted by another group of researchers has
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found that the level of 5′-nucleotidase/apyrase production increases in O. erraticus after
feeding [110]. Furthermore, they suggested that blocking of the apyrase function by
host immunization with a recombinant apyrase protein can strongly reduce feeding in
O. moubata ticks, demonstrating that 5′-nucleotidases/apyrases are potentially promising
candidate antigens for the development of an anti-tick vaccine [110,111].

2.5. Tick-Cement-Associated Antigen Candidates

Tick cement is a mixture of glyco and lipoproteins secreted into the host via tick saliva
shortly after attachment to the host, and is a valuable source of tick-derived antigens for
vaccine development [112]. In addition to adhering tick mouthparts to the host skin [113],
tick cement has been shown to act as a depot for B. burgdorferi sensu lato (s.l.) and the
tick-borne encephalitis virus [114,115]. So far, various antigens have been identified and
characterized from tick cement that have also been shown to be effective in controlling tick
infestation and tick-borne diseases.

Truncated constructs of 64P (64TRPs), a 15 kDa cement protein secreted by the salivary
glands of Rhipicephalus appendiculatus, showed cross-protection against Rhipicephalus san-
guineus and Ixodes ricinus by targeting antigens in the midgut and salivary glands, causing
mortality in adults ticks and nymphs. The vaccination of tick-naïve hosts with recombinant
64P significantly reduced the number of nymphal and adult tick infestations, resulting in
48% nymphal and up to 70% adult mortality, with some effects on engorgement weight and
egg masses as well [116]. From these results, it appears that this protein is a broad-spectrum
vaccine antigen and is effective against adult and immature stages of different tick species,
including I. ricinus [100]. This cement antigen performed a dual function (i) as a vaccine in
hamster, guinea pig, and rabbit models by impairing attachment and feeding and (ii) by
cross-reacting with the “concealed” midgut antigens, ultimately causing the death of en-
gorged ticks [100,117]. This antigen not only boosts antibody titers in response to tick
infestation, but also has cross-reactivity with different tick tissues; therefore, it combines
the benefits of both “concealed” and “exposed” antigens [118].

Table 1. List of antigen candidates being studied at the pre-clinical or clinical stages for controlling ticks.

Antigen
Candidate Characterization Feature of Antigen Species Experimental

Animal
Efficacy or

Reduction (%) References

Egg-associated antigens

BYC Boophilus yolk
pro-cathepsin Native protein R. microplus Cattle 14–36 [24]

Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 25.24 [26]

VTDCE
Vitellin-degrading

cysteine
endopeptidase

Native protein R. microplus Cattle 21 [31]

Vitelin Vitelin Native protein R. microplus Sheep 68 [28]

GP80 Glycoprotein Native protein R. microplus Sheep 68 [28]

HH-GP80 Hexahis-GP80 Native protein R. microplus Cattle 72.80 [65]

FER1 Ferritin Recombinant protein H. longicornis Rabbit 34 [72]

FER 2 - Recombinant protein H. longicornis Rabbit 49 [72]

FER 2 - Recombinant protein P. schulze Guinea pigs [76]

FER 2 - Recombinant protein I. ricinus Cattle 63–98 [75,119]

FER 2 - Recombinant protein H. anatolicum Cattle 51.2–51.7 [74]

FER 2 - Native protein R. microplus Cattle 64 [119]
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Table 1. Cont.

Antigen
Candidate Characterization Feature of Antigen Species Experimental

Animal
Efficacy or

Reduction (%) References

BmTI
N-terminal Trypsin inhibitor Synthetic peptide R. microplus Cattle 18.4 [64]

RmLTI Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 32 [66]

Gut associated antigens

Bm95 B. microplus 95,
peptidase Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 81.27–89 [34,120]

Bm4912 Glycoprotein Synthetic peptide B. microplus Cattle 72.4 [121]

Bm7462® Glycoprotein Synthetic peptide Control 81.05 [121]

Bm19733 - Synthetic peptide R. microplus Cattle 35.87 [121]

Bm7462® - Recombinant protein Cattle 72.4 [122]

Ba86 B. annulatus
86 protein Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 71.5 [123]

Haa86 H. anatolicum
86 protein Recombinant protein H. a. anatolicum Cattle 36.5 [124]

TROSPA
Tick receptor for

outer surface protein
A

Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 0 [14]

RmAQP1 Aquaporin 1 Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 68–75 [62]

RmAQP2 Aquaporin 2 Synthetic peptide R. microplus Cattle 25 [92]

OeAQP,
OeAQP1 Aquaporins Synthetic

peptides O. erraticus Rabbit 4.6 [94]

GST Glutathione
S-transferases Recombinant protein H. longicornis Cattle 57 [107]

ATAQ Peptidase Synthetic protein R. microplus Cattle 35 [125]

5′-
nucleotidase Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 0 [104]

Salivary gland associated antigens

RmSUB Subolesin,
trancription factor Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 51–75 [99,100]

BmSUB Subolesin Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 37.2–44.1 [101]

Bm91 B. microplus 91 Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 6 [35]

FSP Flagelliform silk
protein, Glycoprotein Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 62 [14]

UBQ Ubiquitin Synthetic peptide R. microplus Cattle 55 [99]

Cement-associated antigens

64TRPs Truncated constructs
of 64P

R.
appendiculatus Rabbits 40–70 [116]

Multi-antigen

Rm39 +
Rm76 +
Rm180 +
Rm239

R. microplus 39 + R.
microplus 76 + R.
microplus 180 + R.

microplus 239

Recombinant salivary
gland proteins R. microplus Cattle 73.2 [51]

SUB + Bm86
Subolesin and B.
microplus 86 dual

vaccine

Recombinant salivary
gland (SUB) and gut

(Bm86) protein
R. microplus Cattle 97 [126]
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Table 1. Cont.

Antigen
Candidate Characterization Feature of Antigen Species Experimental

Animal
Efficacy or

Reduction (%) References

SUB + IV
Subolesin +

heat-inactivated
Mycobacterium bovis

Recombinant salivary
gland protein and

inactivated
mycobacterium

R. microplus Cattle 65 [127]

Bm95-
MSP1a

B. microplus 95-Major
surface protein 1a Recombinant protein R. microplus Control 64 [102]

RmLTI-
BmCG-LTB

R. microplus larvae
trypsin inhibitors, B.

microplus Campo
grande heat-labile

enterotoxin B

Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 55.6 [128]

UBQ-
MSP1a

Ubiquitin-major
surface protein 1a Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 0 [102]

SUB-MSP1a Subolesin-Major
surface protein 1a Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 81 [102]

Q38 Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 75 [14,129]

EF1a-
MSP1a

Elongation factor
1 alpha-Major surface

protein 1a
Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 38 [102]

BrRm-MP4
Reprolysin R.

microplus-
Metaloprotease 4

Recombinant protein R. microplus Cattle 60 [50]

pcDNA3.1-
HlLIP Plasmid-Lipocalins Recombinant

plasmid H. longicornis Rabbit 30 [130]

3. The Types of Anti-Tick Vaccines

Ticks are the most prevalent arthropod parasites that feed on humans and livestock
and transmit diseases [19]. Zoonotic diseases account for more than 60% of all infectious
diseases affecting humans, and it is estimated that 22.8% of these infections are transmit-
ted by tick vectors [131]. There are also massive economic losses for livestock farmers
worldwide due to the diseases vectored by ticks that affect their livestock [132,133].

Therefore, it is relevant to control ticks to reduce the socio-economic burden. The con-
trol of ticks has become challenging, as ticks can develop resistance to commercially
available acaricides [134–136]. Innovative environmentally sound control technologies are
needed due to concerns about the safety of acaricides for workers, food, and the environ-
ment and the rising costs associated with acaricide discovery, development, and marketing.
Vaccines have many advantages over acaricides since they are generally non-toxic, non-
polluting, and less expensive compared to chemicals. However, they tend to be very
species-specific in nature. The pharmaceutical industry can play a crucial role in support-
ing research to develop a vaccine that can provide maximum protection to the host and is
effective against multiple tick species [133,137]. Vaccine research programs are underway
in various countries and the remainder of this article will focus on the progress of new
vaccine technologies and on those that are already available (Figure 2). As with chemical
applications, vaccine resistance cannot be ignored, and existing vaccines can be modified
using sequencing and cloning procedures to isolate new antigens or change existing anti-
gens to restore their efficacy. It is also possible to include two or more unrelated antigens in
a single vaccine product to reduce the risk of resistance developing to any single antigen or
antigenic determinant.
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3.1. DNA-Based Anti-Tick Vaccines

The invention of the DNA vaccine and its use has raised safety concerns; in particular,
the possibility of stable transfection of genetic material (DNA) into somatic or even germ
cells, which may result in altered gene expression and mutations. An extrachromoso-
mal plasmid-encoding luciferase vector was detectable in skeletal muscle for more than
19 months following intramuscular treatment [138]. Furthermore, intramuscular injection
after electroporation greatly increased the overall transfection rate. The chromosomal
integration of vector DNA at random sites is related to any increase in the transfection
rate [139]. According to these studies, the integration frequency was well below the number
of spontaneous gene mutations. However, Manam et al. found that the majority of plasmid
DNA administered into the skeletal muscles of different rodents remained at the injection
site. Minor fractions were also detected in the gonads, but were not integrated into the
genome [140]. Repeated intramuscular application of a luciferase-encoding reporter vector
in primates resulted in long-term reporter expression but induced no anti-DNA antibod-
ies [141,142]. In spite of this, it should be noted that the aforementioned and additional
safety concerns relating to DNA vaccines should be considered regarding their translation
into clinical practice [143].

Over the last two decades, various groups of researchers have focused on developing
a DNA vaccine to control tick infestation, and so far, several DNA vaccines have been
introduced to immunize hosts [130,144,145]. DNA vaccines, which differ from traditional
protein-based vaccines in that they are based on bacterial plasmids that encode antigenic
proteins and the transcription is controlled by efficient eukaryotic promoters, have the
advantages of a simple design, high stability, and safe administration [143]. In DNA
vaccination, the injected plasmid DNA molecules are thought to actively enter the nucleus
and remain there lifelong as episomal DNA, generating the protective antigens continuously
for as long as the cell is alive [146]. The problem of repeated boosting to maintain a high
antibody titer could be solved by the continuous synthesis, processing, and presentation of
antigens to T cells in vivo in DNA-vaccinated animals. Furthermore, since a DNA vaccine
only contains plasmid DNA and has no contaminating proteins, it seems plausible that
receiving multiple or repeated vaccinations would not result in an immune reaction to
the vector DNA [147]. The expressed antigen can be presented by MHC class I and II
complexes, which can induce CD4+ and CD8+ T cells, stimulating cellular and humoral
immune responses, respectively [148].
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The evidence came from the study of De Rose et al. [144], in which Merino crossbred
sheep were immunized against B. microplus using a DNA vaccine. When a plasmid contain-
ing full-length gene sequence of Bm86 was administered either alone or with a plasmid
carrying the ovine genes for the cytokines, granulocyte macrophage colony-stimulating fac-
tor (GM-CSF) or interleukin (IL)-1beta induced a relatively low level of protection against
subsequent tick infestation. In addition, co-vaccination with Bm86 and GM-CSF plasmids
resulted in a statistically significant reduction in the fertility of ticks. In all groups injected
with the Bm86 DNA vaccine, antibody titers against Bm86 were low. In addition, a low
level of antigen-specific stimulation of peripheral blood lymphocytes occurred in these
groups. DNA vaccination, however, resulted in a strong subsequent antibody response
following a single injection of recombinant Bm86 protein in adjuvant. The production of
antibodies, however, did appear to be slightly less effective than following two vaccinations
with recombinant proteins.

Furthermore, many other researchers investigated the efficacy of DNA-based antigens
to immunize hosts against tick infestations. For example, Sayed et al. [149] extracted
DNA from Argas persicus eggs and used it to immunize chickens with doses of 200–800 µg
DNA/kg chicken body weight. The outcome was supportive, as the feeding success of
ticks reduced by 74.64% (50 µg DNA/kg chick body weight) and 89.39% (100 µg DNA/kg
chick body weight) when they were exposed to DNA-immunized chicken. In addition,
the authors reported that the serum of chickens immunized with DNA has activity against
the gut proteins of A. pericus; however, further analysis using other tick species indicated
that the serum activity is species specific. The electrophoretic pattern of the immunized
chicken serum showed three new protein bands, which were assumed to be involved in the
development of the immune defense of the chicken against ticks [149]. Afterwards, many
studies focused on antigen-specific DNA vaccination; however, their protection level varied
with different types of antigens. It has been shown that BALB/c mice injected with Plasmid
pBMC2-encoding antigen Bm86 showed resistance against Boophilus microplus. A higher
dose of vaccination induced Anti-Bm86 antibody production and higher interleukin (IL)
levels (IL-4, IL-5, and IL-12 (p40)) and interferon-gamma (IFN-γ) levels in the sera of
mice immunized with pBMC2. Mice immunized with pBMC2 showed antigen-specific
stimulation of splenocytes according to the incorporation of bromodeoxyuridine and IFN g
secretion. Application of this vaccine in livestock caused antibody production, suggesting
that Bm86 DNA vaccination induces a strong immune response against B. microplus [150].
Another study evaluated the immune protection elicited by recombinant plasmids encoding
Paramyosin (Pmy) of H. longicornis (pcDNA3.1(+)-Pmy) in rabbits. The rabbits developed a
high level of IgG, suggesting that a humoral immune response is induced by vaccination.
Some ticks (27.31%) that fed on the vaccinated rabbits died, whereas the remaining ticks’
average engorgement weight and the oviposition of female adults were reduced by 36 and
39%, respectively. Thus, it seems that a Pmy DNA vaccine can induce an effective humoral
immune response however it is provided and partially protect rabbits against H. longicornis
infection [151]. Interestingly, a multi-epitope DNA vaccine incorporating both CD4+ and
CD8+ cytotoxic T lymphocyte epitopes provided 100% protection to sheep under laboratory
conditions against Ehrlichia ruminantium. However, the results were not repeated under
field conditions. In this study, pLamp co-administration with MPL via the intramuscular
route, in addition to topical application, provided protection to the sheep of up to 60%
against ticks by inducing activation of memory T cell responses [152].

A number of other antigens, such as Salp14 and lipocalins, either alone or in combi-
nation with other antigens have recently been evaluated as DNA vaccines, which further
provides hope of developing a DNA vaccine against ticks [130,153]. It has been shown that
the salp14 DNA vaccine elicited erythema at the tick bite site after the tick challenge [153].
Similarly, a lipocalins (LIP) vaccine comprising the recombinant plasmid pcDNA3.1-HlLIP
of the LIP homologue from H. longicornis (HlLIP) was applied to immunize a rabbit host.
Although this application induced humoral immunity of the host and also influenced the
engorgement weight, oviposition, and hatchability of H. longicornis, the efficacy was too
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low, suggesting that this antigen is not suitable for vaccines as it provides partial protection
to the host [130].

Finally, the main objective of developing a DNA vaccine should be to design the
vaccine in such a way that it polarizes the immune response of the host towards the Th2 re-
sponse, since the humoral immune response plays a major role in tick immunity. In cattle
that had been vaccinated with B. microplus midgut antigens, the levels of specific IgG1,
which are modulated by Th2 cells, were found to correlate with the protection. There is a
possibility that if the secretory signal sequence is placed appropriately downstream of the
target gene, then the target antigen could be secreted out to the extracellular compartment
and induce a greater humoral immune response. It is also likely that the selection of
Th2 cells would be favored if they are coinfected with other immunomodulatory genes
such as IL4 and IL10.

3.2. mRNA Vaccine

In recent years, many attempts have been made to discover new protective antigens
that can be used in the development of an anti-tick vaccine, with numerous improvements.
To test the efficacy of the vaccine candidate, recombinant proteins, regardless of whether or
not they are associated with other proteins or adjuvants, have been the platform of choice
for testing their efficacy through the use of model organisms. Due to the ease with which
DNA and mRNA vaccine platforms can be generated, there has been significant develop-
ments in the use of genetic (DNA and mRNA) vaccine platforms in recent years [130,145].
An mRNA vaccine encoding a cocktail of tick salivary proteins induced “tick immunity” in
guinea pigs, thereby remarkably reducing the transmission of tick-borne Borrelia burgdorferi,
the causative agent of Lyme disease (borreliosis). Despite the fact that many tick antigen
candidates have been demonstrated to elicit immune responses in a host, it has not yet
been possible to replicate robust tick immunity using vaccination. There is a possibility
that this may be due to the fact that at different stages of feeding, the composition of
salivary proteins in ticks may alter dynamically, possibly to manage host internal changes.
This information was provided in a recent study, in which a group of researchers identified
and rationally selected 19 salivary proteins of the black-legged tick I. scapularis, which
is a common vector for Lyme disease in humans. They engineered nucleoside-modified
mRNAs that encode for these proteins. In order to produce the mRNA–LNP vaccine 19ISP
(19 ixodes salivary proteins), these were encapsulated in equal amounts in lipid nanoparti-
cles (LNPs). To evaluate the impact of the vaccine on the feeding behavior of I. scapularis,
guinea pigs were immunized intradermally three times in 4-week intervals, which resulted
in robust antibody responses to at least ten of the encoded antigens. In the next step of the
experiment, the animals were challenged with uninfected I. scapularis nymphs. The animals
that had been vaccinated developed considerable erythema within 24 h. Furthermore, ticks
on animals that had been vaccinated fed poorly and began to detach by 48 h, with 80% of
ticks detached from vaccinated animals after 96 h, compared with 20% on animals that
had not been vaccinated. To further examine whether the altered feeding behavior affects
the transmission of pathogens, B. burgdorferi-infected I. scapularis nymphs were placed on
guinea pigs that were vaccinated either with 19ISP or with an mRNA vaccine encoding
firefly luciferase. Each of these animals received three ticks that were infected. Considering
that humans are likely to remove a tick that causes erythema-related itching, the ticks
were detached in a double-blind manner as soon as redness appeared. A total of 46%
of the control animals were infected with B. burgdorferi three weeks after the challenge,
whereas none of the vaccinated animals were infected with this pathogen. A gene expres-
sion analysis has shown that the vaccine activated several immune pathways, including
T and B cell receptor, chemokine, FcεRI, and IL-17 signaling, as well as natural killer cell-
mediated toxicity. Moreover, bite site analyses also showed that the vaccine had induced
T cell responses [154].

Concurrently, the same group of researchers used Salp14 as a model antigen to examine
tick immunity using mRNA lipid nanoparticles (LNPs), plasmid DNA, or recombinant
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protein platforms [153]. In this study, vaccination including the nucleoside-modified mRNA
lipid nanoparticles encoding (mRNA-LNPs) Salp14 was delivered intradermally, with two
boosts every 4 weeks. The development of Salp14-specific antibodies was compared among
the different immunization strategies. Salp14 mRNA immunization was the platform that
induced the strongest humoral response compared to DNA and protein vaccination. Guinea
pigs immunized with the salp14 mRNA elicited the most robust, and intense erythema
was observed at the bite site in all the immunization groups; however, it did not affect the
rate of tick detachment and did not alter engorgement weights [153]. A tick vaccine should
induce erythema to be effective, and one approach to change later aspects of tick feeding,
including attachment and engorgement, is to use a vaccine that contains several salivary tick
antigens [154]. Therefore, it seems that immunization with nucleoside-modified mRNA-
LNP salp14, which can be used as a potential vaccine candidate, can lead to higher antibody
titers and an earlier and higher degree of redness than immunization with either DNA or
protein, which suggests that Salp14 could be a good candidate for a vaccine, either alone
with optimizations or in combination with other candidate antigens [154].

On the whole, it appears that a multivalent mRNA vaccine may have the ability
to elicit tick resistance in laboratory animals such as guinea pigs and to prevent tick
infestation and tick-borne infection, probably by limiting the time duration of tick feeding
on their host. It has also been suggested that a mRNA–LNP formulation which enables
slow, continuous antigen delivery, may mimic natural tick bites. If this strategy can be
translated to humans, it would be the first vaccine that does not directly target a pathogen
or microbial target, but instead its vector. Moreover, since anti-tick vaccines are still being
developed to assist humans in the prevention of the transmission of tick-borne diseases,
the strategy of immunization and the selection of antigens for immunization need to be
taken into consideration.

3.3. Protein-Based Vaccines

Some protein-based vaccines are commercially available and have been shown to
be effective. A vaccine program was first started in the 1970s when researchers began to
experiment with two different types of vaccine formulations in order to immunize the
host against the tick (D. andersoni) at the time. The first included antigens obtained from
the gut and ovary, while the second included all the internal organs extracted from semi-
engorged D. andersoni females. This study discovered that antibody-mediated immune
responses are activated against tick intestinal tissue when the cattle host is inoculated with
extracts obtained from adult R. microplus females [155]. This initial study to evaluate the
effectiveness of vaccine formulation encouraged researchers around the globe to focus on
the development of a vaccine for the control of ticks and tick-borne diseases. Thus, in the
1980s, two separate groups of researchers carried out the first scientific investigations using
vaccine formulations to analyze the immune response of bovines against R. microplus [156].

Following the above studies, it was found that a tick gut-associated glycoprotein can
induce immunoprotection in the host [157]. In a subsequent study, the same research group
isolated a glycoprotein with a molecular weight of 89 kDa, which was named Bm86 and
reported to be associated with the gut cells of R. microplus [158,159]. The Bm86 recombinant
protein was produced on a large scale using a yeast expression system. So far, only the
Bm86-based vaccine is commercialized with different brand names, for example, it is sold
in Australia with the TickGARD® brand name and in Cuba under Gavac® [160,161]. These
vaccines are largely used in different countries to reduce the tick pressure on cattle. It has
been shown that the use of these vaccines can reduce the tick population by up to 74%
and their overall efficacy ranges from 51% to 91%, which varies with the tick population
and nutritional condition of the cattle [160–163]. There is evidence that some Columbian,
Mexican, and Brazilian R. microplus tick strains exhibit lower overall efficacy compared
to Cuban and Australian R. microplus tick strains, and even the Argentinian R. microplus
strain A seems to be resistant to vaccination with Bm86 [34,164]. Further analysis was
conducted on the variation in the efficacy of the Bm86 vaccine on populations of the same
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tick species in different parts of the world, and it was concluded that different populations
of ticks most likely have a polymorphism in Bm86 antigen genes in terms of the amino
acid sequence of the gene, and this is the main reason that existing Bm86-based vaccines
are not so efficacious. For example, there was a polymorphism in the gene homologous
to Bm86 (designated as Bm95) identified in tick populations in Argentina, resulting in
differences in the sequence of the Bm86 between tick populations such as those found
in Cuba and Australia, which may explain why the Bm86 vaccine was not as effective
against the Argentine tick [34]. Considering the resistance problems of the Bm86 vaccine,
researchers produced a recombinant Bm95 vaccine that has proven to be highly effective,
with an overall efficacy of 89% in Cuba and Argentina and 81% in India in terms of reducing
tick infestation [34,102,120,165].

Besides the above-mentioned commercial vaccine and its efficacy trial, many other
studies have focused on further improving the efficacy of the Bm86-based vaccine. Some
recent studies have synthesized peptides, including SBm4912, SBm7462®, and SBm19733,
which were obtained from Bm86, and also produced an rSBm7462® recombinant peptide,
and analyzed their efficacy. The percentage efficacy of these peptides ranged from 35.87%
to 81.05%, suggesting that these peptides, in particular, SBm7462® and rSBm7462®, play
a crucial role in inducing host immunity and can be commercialized as they are highly
effective in terms of reducing tick infestation [121,122]. Furthermore, in an effort to improve
the Bm86 recombinant protein vaccine effectiveness, recently, Lapisa S.A. has introduced
a Bm86-based Bovimune Ixovac® vaccine in Mexico. However, this vaccine has not been
studied in terms of its effectiveness against ticks; therefore, studies are needed to determine
its effects on different tick populations to determine its efficacy.

A Bm86 homologue-based vaccine (TickGard) appears to be suitable, as this vaccine
has a broad application and can trigger cross-reactive antibodies in different tick species,
such as Rhipicephalus sanguineus, Hyalomma anatolicum anatolicum, Rhipicephalus (Boophilus)
decoloratus, Rhipicephalus (Boophilus) annulatus, and Hyalomma dromedarii [166–168]. How-
ever, this vaccine has been shown to be unable to induce cross-reactive protection in some
other tick species (e.g., Rhipicephalus appendiculatus, Amblyomma variegatum, and Ambly-
omma cajennense) [169,170]. It is interesting to note that the Bm86 vaccine has a 100%
efficacy against R. annulatus, resulting in greater efficacy than the reported efficacy of the
homologous vaccine with R. microplus. The reason for this might be due to physiological
factors (e.g., less blood engorgement and lower levels of protease activity in the body)
or tick genetic factors. It is possible that these factors influence BM86 protein levels or
tick physiological processes such as feeding and protein degradation, leading to more
efficient antibody–antigen interactions [171]. Bm86 vaccination provides excellent protec-
tion against R. microplus ticks, but it is challenging to extrapolate these experiences to an
Ixodes tick vaccine. In contrast to I. ricinus and I. scapularis, R. microplus is a single host
tick that feeds exclusively on cattle [168]. It also has a brief life cycle, does not molt and
finds a new host when the blood meal is finished. The efficacy of the Bm86 vaccine was
investigated in cows that had been exposed to R. microplus tick larvae, and measurements
were made of the parameters relating to tick immunity on the engorged adult females
that dropped off following vaccination. Thus, the measured protection is the sum of the
influence on two molting periods and three tick stages. It has been shown for R. microplus
that Bm86 vaccination causes damage and subsequently reduces the engorgement weight
in adult female ticks [172]; nevertheless, the relative influence of Bm86 vaccination on the
immature life stages of R. microplus is not precisely known. Bm86 homologues have also
been isolated and identified from Ixodes ticks. I. ricinus contains two homologues of Bm86,
Ir86-1, and Ir-86-2, and I. scapularis also has two homologues of Is86-1 and Is86-2 [173].
A subsequent study explored that vaccination of recombinant Ir86 proteins although en-
hanced the serum IgG titers against recombinant Ir86 proteins; however, the antibodies
were not able to protect rabbits against I. ricinus challenge; neither the number of attached
ticks nor tick weights were reduced [174]. Therefore, vaccination against Bm86 homologues
in Ixodes is not considered to be an effective approach to control Ixodes ricinus populations,
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despite the fact that Bm86 vaccination has a clear effect against R. microplus. Even though
the Bm86 vaccine has shown considerable success, it is critical to understand that the
vaccine is unlikely to replace acaricides because it lacks the “knock-out effect” associated
with acaricides. In spite of this, field experience has shown that the use of Bm86 consider-
ably reduces the requirement of applying acaricide treatments in the field. For example,
Cuba’s tight regulation of its tick control program led to a reduction in the amount of
acaricide used in the country by 87%, which is comparable to the results of a recent study
conducted in Venezuela [161,175,176]. Furthermore, the use of the Bm86 vaccine has also
considerably decreased tickborne diseases, including Bovine anaplasmosis and Bovine
babesiosis. The application of this vaccine has also enhanced the productivity of livestock,
e.g., cattle, and consequently reduced the economic losses of farmers [160]. The above
aspects of Bm86 vaccination show that it is a highly cost-effective method compared to
chemical applications in dealing with tick infestations. As such, this vaccine may prove to
be highly useful in reducing tick-borne diseases as well as in improving the management
of tick outbreaks on livestock farms to decrease tick-borne diseases.

4. Concluding Remarks

Ticks feed on blood for development, growth, and reproduction, and they are respon-
sible for the transmission of various tick-borne diseases. Ixodes ticks, for example, transmit
a large number of pathogens, including bacteria, protozoa, and viruses. It is important
to note that anti-tick vaccines reduce tick infestation and prevent pathogen transmission,
and in addition are safer than chemical control, which may have negative side effects.
A number of novel antigens from a variety of tissues/organs have been identified and their
efficacy has been examined in laboratory animals, which has led to important progress
towards developing a vaccine against ticks with no reported side effects. Vaccines based
on the Bm86 protein have been commercialized in various countries, and their use against
R. microplus has shown that vaccination against ticks can be efficiently used. However,
Bm86-based vaccines are not equally effective against other tick species, such as Ixodes ticks.
It has been shown that vaccination with the Bm86 homologue of I. ricinus does not have any
effect on tick feeding [174]. Additionally, because R. microplus only feeds on one host, larvae
were used to challenge cows, which resulted in fully engorged adult female ticks, which not
only reduced the number of ticks but also had a significant impact on all three life stages
of the tick. In contrast to R. microplus, Ixodes ticks change hosts throughout their life cycle,
and therefore Ixodes tick vaccination requires the effective prevention of attachment and/or
feeding of ticks during one blood meal on one host. Nonetheless, vaccination against Ixodes
ticks seems possible and realistic. It is thus important to note that cross-protection of the
host can be a challenging task with this type of vaccine. There are some other proteins,
besides Bm86, that might also have therapeutic potential as immunosuppressive or an-
ticoagulant agents [39,61]. Recent advances in genomics and proteomics have enabled
us to discover novel antigens and employ molecular techniques to manipulate identified
proteins and test new vaccines considerably more quickly and cost-effectively than in the
past. DNA vaccination is also an excellent option; however, in general, this type of vacci-
nation can only lead to low levels of antigen expression and limits the non-professional
antigen-presenting cell activating CD4+ T helper cells via the MHC class II pathway [177].
However, DNA vaccination not only provides significant protection to the host but is
also considered to provide cross-protection against ticks if it is followed by a chimeric
vaccine or recombinant protein vaccination [178]. Furthermore, mRNA-LNPs may help
in the elicitation of erythema at the tick bite site, which is one of the most important early
indicators of acquired tick resistance. mRNA-LNPs containing tick genes are a useful
platform for the development of vaccines that can potentially prevent selected tick-borne
diseases [153,154]. Both DNA and mRNA vaccination also seem to be effective strategies
and there is future hope that a mRNA or DNA vaccination for the control of tick infestation
and tick-borne diseases may be developed and also provide cross-protection. However,
so far no vaccine has been commercialized, indicating that further studies are needed to
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determine the efficacy of increasingly more antigens for their use to develop a DNA or
mRNA vaccine. The identification and characterization of novel tick vaccine candidates
can prevent tick feeding and pathogen transmission. Using these antigens in vaccines for
domesticated animals and wildlife, let alone humans, remain a challenge.
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117. Labuda, M.; Trimnell, A.R.; Ličková, M.; Kazimírová, M.; Davies, G.M.; Lissina, O.; Hails, R.; Nuttall, A.P. An Antivector Vaccine
Protects against a Lethal Vector-Borne Pathogen. PLoS Pathog. 2006, 2, e27. [CrossRef]

118. Willadsen, P. Tick control: Thoughts on a research agenda. Vet. Parasitol. 2006, 138, 161–168. [CrossRef]
119. Hajdusek, O.; Almazán, C.; Loosova, G.; Villar, M.; Canales, M.; Grubhoffer, L.; Kopacek, P.; de la Fuente, J. Characterization of

ferritin 2 for the control of tick infestations. Vaccine 2010, 28, 2993–2998. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2019.06.016
http://doi.org/10.3390/pathogens11060694
http://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2019.00236
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31612130
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0015926
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0264-410X(02)00683-7
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-009-1689-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19943063
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2011.01.050
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2014.04.053
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2011.10.102
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3024.1998.00149.x
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3024.2009.01168.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0965-1748(01)00157-6
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.0962-1075.2004.00493.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.exppara.2010.07.001
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2583.1999.820257.x
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006452325210
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-021-04671-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2015.08.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26293586
http://doi.org/10.1017/S003118200007164X
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5971582
http://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12384
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00052920
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00051556
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9004495
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2005.03.041
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.0020027
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2006.01.050
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2010.02.008


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 4969 23 of 25

120. Kumar, A.; Garg, R.; Yadav, C.; Vatsya, S.; Kumar, R.; Sugumar, P.; Chandran, D.; Mangamoorib, L.N.; Bedarkar, S. Immune
responses against recombinant tick antigen, Bm95, for the control of Rhipicephalus (Boophilus) microplus ticks in cattle. Vet. Parasitol.
2009, 165, 119–124. [CrossRef]

121. Patarroyo, J.; Portela, R.; De Castro, R.; Pimentel, J.C.; Guzman, F.; Patarroyo, M.; Vargas, M.; Prates, A.; Mendes, M.D. Immuniza-
tion of cattle with synthetic peptides derived from the Boophilus microplus gut protein (Bm86). Vet. Immunol. Immunopathol. 2002,
88, 163–172. [CrossRef]

122. Patarroyo, S.J.; Neves, E.d.S.; Fidelis, C.F.; Tafur-Gomez, G.A.; de Araujo, L.; Vargas, M.I.; Sossai, S.; Prates-Patarroyo, P.A.
Bovine immunisation with a recombinant peptide derived from synthetic SBm7462® (Bm86 epitope construct) immunogen for
Rhipicephalus microplus control. Ticks Tick Borne Dis. 2020, 11, 101461. [CrossRef]

123. Canales, M.; Almazán, C.; Naranjo, V.; Jongejan, F.; de la Fuente, J. Vaccination with recombinant Boophilus annulatus Bm86 ortholog
protein, Ba86, protects cattle against B. annulatus and B. microplus infestations. BMC Biotechnol. 2009, 9, 29. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

124. Kumar, B.; Azhahianambi, P.; Ray, D.D.; Chaudhuri, P.; De La Fuente, J.; Kumar, R.; Ghosh, S. Comparative efficacy of rHaa86 and
rBm86 against Hyalomma anatolicum anatolicum and Rhipicephalus (Boophilus) microplus. Parasite Immunol. 2012, 34, 297–301.
[CrossRef]

125. Aguirre, A.d.A.R.; Lobo, F.P.; Cunha, R.C.; Garcia, M.V.; Andreotti, R. Design of the ATAQ peptide and its evaluation as an
immunogen to develop a Rhipicephalus vaccine. Vet. Parasitol. 2016, 221, 30–38. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

126. Trentelman, J.J.A.; Teunissen, H.; Kleuskens, J.A.G.M.; van de Crommert, J.; de la Fuente, J.; Hovius, J.W.R.; Schetters, T.P.M.
A combination of antibodies against Bm86 and Subolesin inhibits engorgement of Rhipicephalus australis (formerly Rhipicephalus
microplus) larvae in vitro. Parasites Vectors 2019, 12, 362. [CrossRef]

127. Contreras, M.; Kasaija, P.D.; Merino, O.; de la Cruz-Hernandez, N.I.; Gortazar, C.; de la Fuente, J. Oral Vaccination with a
Formulation Combining Rhipicephalus microplus Subolesin with Heat Inactivated Mycobacterium bovis Reduces Tick Infestations in
Cattle. Front. Cell. Infect. Microbiol. 2019, 9, 45. [CrossRef]

128. Csordas, B.G.; Cunha, R.C.; Garcia, M.V.; da Silva, S.S.; Leite, F.L.; Andreotti, R. Molecular characterization of the recombinant
protein RmLTI-BmCG-LTB: Protective immunity against Rhipicephalus (Boophilus) microplus. PLoS ONE 2018, 13, e0191596.
[CrossRef]

129. Contreras, M.; José, C.S.; Estrada-Peña, A.; Talavera, V.; Rayas, E.; León, C.I.; Núñez, J.L.; de Mera, I.G.F.; de la Fuente, J. Control
of tick infestations in wild roe deer (Capreolus capreolus) vaccinated with the Q38 Subolesin/Akirin chimera. Vaccine 2020, 38,
6450–6454. [CrossRef]

130. Fan, X.; Xu, X.; Wu, Y.; Liu, X.; Yang, F.; Hu, Y. Evaluation of anti-tick efficiency in rabbits induced by DNA vaccines encoding
Haemaphysalis longicornis lipocalin homologue. Med. Vet. Èntomol. 2022, 36, 511–515. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

131. Wikel, S.K. Ticks and Tick-Borne Infections: Complex Ecology, Agents, and Host Interactions. Vet. Sci. 2018, 5, 60. [CrossRef]
132. de Castro, J.J. Sustainable tick and tickborne disease control in livestock improvement in developing countries. Vet. Parasitol.

1997, 71, 77–97. [CrossRef]
133. Ghosh, S.; Azhahianambi, P.; Yadav, M.P. Upcoming and future strategies of tick control: A review. J. Vector Borne Dis. 2007,

44, 79–89.
134. Rodríguez-Vivas, R.; Rivas, A.; Chowell, G.; Fragoso, S.; Rosario, C.; García, Z.; Smith, S.; Williams, J.; Schwager, S. Spatial

distribution of acaricide profiles (Boophilus microplus strains susceptible or resistant to acaricides) in southeastern Mexico. Veter-
Parasitol. 2007, 146, 158–169. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

135. Perez-Cogollo, L.; Rodriguez-Vivas, R.; Ramirez-Cruz, G.; Miller, R. First report of the cattle tick Rhipicephalus microplus resistant
to ivermectin in Mexico. Vet. Parasitol. 2010, 168, 165–169. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

136. Seixas, A.; Oliveira, P.; Termignoni, C.; Logullo, C.; Masuda, A.; Vaz, I.D.S. Rhipicephalus (Boophilus) microplus embryo proteins as
target for tick vaccine. Vet. Immunol. Immunopathol. 2012, 148, 149–156. [CrossRef]

137. Estrada-Peña, A.; Salman, M. Current Limitations in the Control and Spread of Ticks that Affect Livestock: A Review. Agriculture
2013, 3, 221–235. [CrossRef]

138. Wolff, J.A.; Ludtke, J.J.; Acsadi, G.; Williams, P.; Jani, A. Long-term persistence of plasmid DNA and foreign gene expression in
mouse muscle. Hum. Mol. Genet. 1992, 1, 363–369. [CrossRef]

139. Wang, Z.; Troilo, P.J.; Wang, X.; Griffiths, T.G.; Pacchione, S.J.; Barnum, A.B.; Harper, L.B.; Pauley, C.J.; Niu, Z.; Denisova, L.; et al.
Detection of integration of plasmid DNA into host genomic DNA following intramuscular injection and electroporation. Gene
Ther. 2004, 11, 711–721. [CrossRef]

140. Manam, S.; Ledwith, B.J.; Barnum, A.B.; Troilo, P.J.; Pauley, C.J.; Harper, L.B.; Ii, T.G.G.; Niu, Z.; Denisova, L.; Follmer, T.T.; et al.
Plasmid DNA Vaccines: Tissue Distribution and Effects of DNA Sequence, Adjuvants and Delivery Method on Integration into
Host DNA. Intervirology 2000, 43, 273–281. [CrossRef]

141. Jiao, S.; Williams, P.; Berg, R.K.; Hodgeman, B.A.; Liu, L.; Repetto, G.; Wolff, J.A. Direct Gene Transfer into Nonhuman Primate
Myofibers In Vivo. Hum. Gene Ther. 1992, 3, 21–33. [CrossRef]

142. Mairhofer, J.; Lara, A.R. Advances in Host and Vector Development for the Production of Plasmid DNA Vaccines. Methods Mol.
Biol. 2014, 1139, 505–541. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

143. Myhr, A.I. DNA Vaccines: Regulatory Considerations and Safety Aspects. Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. 2017, 22, 79–88. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2009.06.030
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-2427(02)00154-X
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ttbdis.2020.101461
http://doi.org/10.1186/1472-6750-9-29
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19335900
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3024.2012.01356.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2016.02.032
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27084468
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-019-3616-3
http://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2019.00045
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0191596
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2020.07.062
http://doi.org/10.1111/mve.12594
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35801679
http://doi.org/10.3390/vetsci5020060
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4017(97)00033-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2007.01.016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17349747
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2009.10.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19951828
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetimm.2011.05.011
http://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture3020221
http://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/1.6.363
http://doi.org/10.1038/sj.gt.3302213
http://doi.org/10.1159/000053994
http://doi.org/10.1089/hum.1992.3.1-21
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-0345-0_38
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24619702
http://doi.org/10.21775/cimb.022.079


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 4969 24 of 25

144. De Rose, R.; McKenna, R.V.; Cobon, G.; Tennent, J.; Zakrzewski, H.; Gale, K.; Wood, P.R.; Scheerlinck, J.-P.Y.; Willadsen, P.
Bm86 antigen induces a protective immune response against Boophilus microplus following DNA and protein vaccination in
sheep. Vet. Immunol. Immunopathol. 1999, 71, 151–160. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

145. Kutzler, M.A.; Weiner, D.B. DNA vaccines: Ready for prime time? Nat. Rev. Genet. 2008, 9, 776–788. [CrossRef]
146. Ghaffarifar, F. Plasmid DNA vaccines: Where are we now? Drugs Today (Barc) 2018, 54, 315–333. [CrossRef]
147. Tregoning, J.S.; Kinnear, E. Using Plasmids as DNA Vaccines for Infectious Diseases. Microbiol. Spectr. 2014, 2. [CrossRef]
148. Li, L.; Petrovsky, N. Molecular mechanisms for enhanced DNA vaccine immunogenicity. Expert Rev. Vaccines 2015, 15, 313–329.

[CrossRef]
149. Sayed, M.A.; Kammah, K.M.E.; El-Fiky, Z.A. A preliminary study on the DNA-vaccine for chicken protection against tick Argas

persicus (Oken, 1818). Arab. J. Biotech. 2004, 7, 273–282.
150. Ruiz, L.M.; Orduz, S.; López, E.D.; Guzmán, F.; Patarroyo, M.E.; Armengol, G. Immune response in mice and cattle after

immunization with a Boophilus microplus DNA vaccine containing bm86 gene. Vet. Parasitol. 2007, 144, 138–145. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

151. Zhang, T.-T.; Zhang, J.-C.; Cui, X.-J.; Zheng, J.-J.; Li, R.; Wang, F.; Liu, J.-Z.; Hu, Y.-H. Evaluation of immune protection induced by
DNA vaccines from Haemaphysalis longicornis paramyosin in rabbits. Parasites Vectors 2017, 10, 325. [CrossRef]

152. Tshilwane, S.; Thema, N.; Steyn, H.; van Kleef, M.; Pretorius, A. A multi-epitope DNA vaccine co-administered with monophos-
phoryl lipid A adjuvant provides protection against tick transmitted Ehrlichia ruminantium in sheep. Vaccine 2019, 37, 4354–4363.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

153. Matias, J.; Kurokawa, C.; Sajid, A.; Narasimhan, S.; Arora, G.; Diktas, H.; Lynn, G.E.; DePonte, K.; Pardi, N.; Valenzuela, J.G.; et al.
Tick immunity using mRNA, DNA and protein-based Salp14 delivery strategies. Vaccine 2021, 39, 7661–7668. [CrossRef]

154. Sajid, A.; Matias, J.; Arora, G.; Kurokawa, C.; DePonte, K.; Tang, X.; Lynn, G.; Wu, M.-J.; Pal, U.; Strank, N.O.; et al. mRNA
vaccination induces tick resistance and prevents transmission of the Lyme disease agent. Sci. Transl. Med. 2021, 13, eabj9827.
[CrossRef]

155. Allen, J.R.; Humphreys, S.J. Immunisation of guinea pigs and cattle against ticks. Nature 1979, 280, 491–493. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
156. Kemp, D.; Agbede, R.; Johnston, L.; Gough, J. Immunization of cattle against Boophilus microplus using extracts derived from adult

female ticks: Feeding and survival of the parasite on vaccinated cattle. Int. J. Parasitol. 1986, 16, 115–120. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
157. Willadsen, P.; Kemp, D.H. Vaccination with ‘concealed’ antigens for tick control. Parasitol. Today 1988, 4, 196–198. [CrossRef]
158. Willadsen, P.; Riding, G.A.; McKenna, R.V.; Kemp, D.H.; Tellam, R.L.; Nielsen, J.N.; Lahnstein, J.; Cobon, G.S.; Gough, J.M.

Immunologic control of a parasitic arthropod. Identification of a protective antigen from Boophilus microplus. J. Immunol. 1989,
143, 1346–1351. [CrossRef]

159. Gough, J.M.; Kemp, D.H. Localization of a Low Abundance Membrane Protein (Bm86) on the Gut Cells of the Cattle Tick Boophilus
microplus by Immunogold Labeling. J. Parasitol. 1993, 79, 900. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

160. Jonsson, N.; Matschoss, A.; Pepper, P.; Green, P.; Albrecht, M.; Hungerford, J.; Ansell, J. Evaluation of TickGARDPLUS, a novel
vaccine against Boophilus microplus, in lactating Holstein–Friesian cows. Vet. Parasitol. 2000, 88, 275–285. [CrossRef]

161. de la Fuente, J.; Almazan, C.; Canales, M.; de la Lastra, J.M.P.; Kocan, M.K.; Willadsen, P. A ten-year review of commercial vaccine
performance for control of tick infestations on cattle. Anim. Health Res. Rev. 2007, 8, 23–28. [CrossRef]

162. Rodríguez, M.; Penichet, M.; Mouris, A.; Labarta, V.; Luaces, L.L.; Rubiera, R.; Cordovés, C.; Sánchez, P.; Ramos, E.; Soto, A.; et al.
Control of Boophilus microplus populations in grazing cattle vaccinated with a recombinant Bm86 antigen preparation. Vet.
Parasitol. 1995, 57, 339–349. [CrossRef]

163. Parizi, L.F.; Pohl, P.C.; Masuda, A.; Junior, I.D.S.V. New approaches toward anti-Rhipicephalus (Boophilus) microplus tick vaccine.
Rev. Bras. Parasitol. Vet. 2009, 18, 1–7. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

164. De La Fuente, J.; Rodríguez, M.; García-Garí, J.C. Immunological control of ticks through vaccination with Boophilus microplus gut
antigens. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 2000, 916, 617–621. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

165. Canales, M.; Moreno-Cid, J.A.; Almazan, C.; Villar, M.; de la Fuente, J. Bioprocess design and economics of recombinant
BM86/BM95 antigen production for anti-tick vaccines. Biochem. Eng. J. 2010, 52, 79–90. [CrossRef]

166. de Vos, S.; Zeinstra, L.; Taoufik, A.; Willadsen, P.; Jongejan, F. Evidence for the utility of the Bm86 antigen from Boophilus microplus
in vaccination against other tick species. Exp. Appl. Acarol. 2001, 25, 245–261. [CrossRef]

167. Perez-Perez, D.; Bechara, G.; Machado, R.; Andrade, G.; del Vecchio, R.; Pedroso, M.; Hernández, M.; Farnós, O. Efficacy of the
Bm86 antigen against immature instars and adults of the dog tick Rhipicephalus sanguineus (Latreille, 1806) (Acari: Ixodidae). Vet.
Parasitol. 2010, 167, 321–326. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

168. Ferreira Leal, B.; Sanchez Ferreira, C.A. Ticks and antibodies: May parasite density and tick evasion influence the outcomes
following immunization protocols? Vet. Parasitol. 2021, 300, 109610. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

169. Odongo, D.; Kamau, L.; Skilton, R.; Mwaura, S.; Nitsch, C.; Musoke, A.; Taracha, E.; Daubenberger, C.; Bishop, R. Vaccination of
cattle with TickGARD induces cross-reactive antibodies binding to conserved linear peptides of Bm86 homologues in Boophilus
decoloratus. Vaccine 2007, 25, 1287–1296. [CrossRef]

170. Toaleb, N.I.; Gabr, H.S.M.; El-Shafy, S.A.; Abdel-Rahman, E.H. Evaluation of vaccine candidates purified from the adult ticks of
Ornithodoros savignyi (Acari: Argasidae) and Hyalomma dromedarii (Acari: Ixodidae) against tick infestations. J. Parasit. Dis. 2019, 43,
246–255. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-2427(99)00038-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10587297
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrg2432
http://doi.org/10.1358/dot.2018.54.5.2807864
http://doi.org/10.1128/microbiolspec.PLAS-0028-2014
http://doi.org/10.1586/14760584.2016.1124762
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2006.09.033
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17055651
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-017-2262-x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2019.06.027
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31248684
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2021.11.003
http://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.abj9827
http://doi.org/10.1038/280491a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/460427
http://doi.org/10.1016/0020-7519(86)90096-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3721702
http://doi.org/10.1016/0169-4758(88)90084-1
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.143.4.1346
http://doi.org/10.2307/3283728
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8277383
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4017(99)00213-7
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1466252307001193
http://doi.org/10.1016/0304-4017(94)00678-6
http://doi.org/10.4322/rbpv.01801001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19500453
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.2000.tb05347.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11193686
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bej.2010.07.008
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010609007009
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2009.09.034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19836894
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2021.109610
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34735848
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2006.09.085
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12639-018-01082-3


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 4969 25 of 25

171. Popara, M.; Villar, M.; Mateos-Hernández, L.; de Mera, I.G.F.; Marina, A.; del Valle, M.; Almazán, C.; Domingos, A.; de la
Fuente, J. Lesser protein degradation machinery correlates with higher BM86 tick vaccine efficacy in Rhipicephalus annulatus when
compared to Rhipicephalus microplus. Vaccine 2013, 31, 4728–4735. [CrossRef]

172. Vargas, M.; Montero, C.; Sanchez, D.; Perez, D.; Valdes, M.; Alfonso, A.; Joglar, M.; Machado, H.; Rodriguez, E.; Mendez, L.; et al.
Two initial vaccinations with the Bm86-based Gavacplus vaccine against Rhipicephalus (Boophilus) microplus induce similar
reproductive suppression to three initial vaccinations under production conditions. BMC Vet. Res. 2010, 6, 43. [CrossRef]

173. Nijhof, A.M.; Balk, J.A.; Postigo, M.; Rhebergen, A.M.; Taoufik, A.; Jongejan, F. Bm86 homologues and novel ATAQ proteins with
multiple epidermal growth factor (EGF)-like domains from hard and soft ticks. Int. J. Parasitol. 2010, 40, 1587–1597. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

174. Coumou, J.; Wagemakers, A.; Trentelman, J.J.; Nijhof, A.; Hovius, J.W. Vaccination against Bm86 Homologues in Rabbits Does
Not Impair Ixodes ricinus Feeding or Oviposition. PLoS ONE 2014, 10, e0123495. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

175. Valle, M.R.; Mendez, L.; Valdez, M.; Redondo, M.; Espinosa, C.M.; Vargas, M.; Cruz, R.L.; Barrios, H.P.; Seoane, G.;
Ramirez, E.S.; et al. Integrated control of Boophilus microplus ticks in Cuba based on vaccination with the anti-tick vaccine Gavac.
Exp. Appl. Acarol. 2004, 34, 375–382. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

176. Suarez, M.; Rubi, J.; Pérez, D.; Cordova, V.; Salazar, Y.; Vielma, A.; Barrios, F.; Gil, C.A.; Segura, N.; Carrillo, Y.; et al. High impact
and effectiveness of Gavac™ vaccine in the national program for control of bovine ticks Rhipicephalus microplus in Venezuela.
Livest. Sci. 2016, 187, 48–52. [CrossRef]

177. Xu, D.; Tang, B.; Wang, Y.; Zhang, L.; Qu, Z.; Shi, W.; Wang, X.; Sun, Q.; Sun, S.; Liu, M. The immune protection induced
by a serine protease from the Trichinella spiralis adult administered as DNA and protein vaccine. Acta Trop. 2020, 211, 105622.
[CrossRef]

178. Hassan, I.A.; Wang, Y.; Zhou, Y.; Cao, J.; Zhang, H.; Zhou, J. Cross protection induced by combined Subolesin-based DNA and
protein immunizations against adult Haemaphysalis longicornis. Vaccine 2020, 38, 907–915. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2013.08.031
http://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-6-43
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpara.2010.06.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20647015
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0123495
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25919587
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10493-004-1389-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15651533
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2016.02.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2020.105622
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2019.10.076

	Introduction 
	Identification of Antigens: A Road Map to Develop an Anti-Tick Vaccine 
	Egg-Associated Antigen Candidates 
	Salivary Gland-Associated Antigen Candidates 
	Midgut-Associated Antigen Candidates 
	Malpighian-Associated Antigen Candidates 
	Tick-Cement-Associated Antigen Candidates 

	The Types of Anti-Tick Vaccines 
	DNA-Based Anti-Tick Vaccines 
	mRNA Vaccine 
	Protein-Based Vaccines 

	Concluding Remarks 
	References

