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Males and females are known to have gender-specific differences in their immune 
system and gut microbiota composition. Whether these differences in gut microbiota 
composition are a cause or consequence of differences in the immune system is not 
known. To investigate this issue, gut microbiota from conventional males or females was 
transferred to germ-free (GF) animals of the same or opposing gender. We demonstrate 
that microbiota-independent gender differences in immunity are already present in GF 
mice. In particular, type I interferon signaling was enhanced in the intestine of GF females. 
Presumably, due to these immune differences bacterial groups, such as Alistipes, 
Rikenella, and Porphyromonadaceae, known to expand in the absence of innate immune 
defense mechanism were overrepresented in the male microbiota. The presence of 
these bacterial groups was associated with induction of weight loss, inflammation, and 
DNA damage upon transfer of the male microbiota to female GF recipients. In summary, 
our data suggest that microbiota-independent gender differences in the immune system 
select a gender-specific gut microbiota composition, which in turn further contributes to 
gender differences in the immune system.
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inTrODUcTiOn

It is widely accepted that there are differences in the immune system between males and females. 
Males are generally more susceptible to infections (1), whereas prevalence of various autoimmune 
disorders is much higher in females (2, 3). Different concentrations of sex steroids, such as testoster-
one, estrogens, and progesterone, could contribute to these immune differences, since sex steroids 
can influence the function of immune cells by binding to specific receptors expressed on these cells 
(1). Genetic differences between males and females are also considered to contribute, since the X 
chromosome is known to contain the largest number of genes involved in immunity of the whole 
genome (4, 5).
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A third factor that could contribute to gender differences in 
the immune system is the gut microbiota. Our intestine harbors 
a highly complex community of bacteria, which is separated from 
a large pool of immune cells by only a single layer of epithelial 
cells (6). Consequently, gut microbiota composition shapes the 
immune system and vice versa (7). Several studies have shown that 
gut microbiota composition differs between males and females 
(8–11), which could potentially contribute to the observed 
gender-specific differences in immunity. The importance of these 
differences for gender-specific disease development has been 
shown in type 1 diabetes in which a higher prevalence of the 
disease in females was shown to be critically dependent on the gut 
microbiota (10, 11), demonstrating a link between gut microbes, 
gender, and immunity. However, whether gender-dependent 
immunity differences are a cause or consequence of an altered 
gut microbiota composition is not clear.

To determine the contribution of the gut microbiota to 
gender-specific differences in the immune system, in this study, 
we performed gut microbiota transfer experiments from conven-
tional male or female mice to germ-free (GF) recipient mice of 
the same or opposing gender. Effects on the immune system were 
assessed by measuring genome-wide gene expression levels in the 
ileum and by analyzing different immune cell populations in the 
thymus, spleen, mesenteric lymph nodes (MLNs), and Peyer’s 
patches (PPs).

MaTerials anD MeThODs

Mice
Female and male C57BL/6JRccHsd conventional 7- to 10-week- 
old mice were purchased from a commercial supplier (Envigo, 
Horst, the Netherlands). Female and male GF mice, 12- to 
14-weeks old, were obtained from a breeding colony at the 
animal facility of Radboud University Nijmegen Medical Centre 
(Nijmegen, the Netherlands). All animals were put on an 
autoclaved rat/mouse maintenance V153X R/M-H diet (Ssniff, 
Soest, Germany) directly after weaning in the case of GF mice, or 
directly after arrival in the case of conventional mice. The mice 
were kept on this diet throughout the experiment. Conventional 
mice were housed in IVC cages and GF mice were housed in 
GF isolators. All experiments were approved by the local ethical 
committee of the University of Groningen.

experimental Design
After an acclimatization period of at least 4  weeks, feces were 
freshly collected from the conventional males (n = 8) or conven-
tional females (n = 10). Feces from the same group was pooled 
and mixed in PBS. Next, 200  µl of 100  mg/ml of this mixture 
was given by oral gavage to age-matched GF mice of the same or 
opposing gender (n = 10 per experimental group). After transfer, 
recipient mice were individually housed in IVC cages for another 
4 weeks. As a control, male and female GF mice (n = 5) were kept 
germ free throughout the experiment. In summary, there were 
the following experimental groups:

 1. Conventional males (n = 8)
 2. Conventional females (n = 10)

 3. GF males that received microbiota from conventional males 
(n = 10)

 4. GF females that received microbiota from conventional 
females (n = 10)

 5. GF males that received microbiota from conventional females 
(n = 10)

 6. GF females that received microbiota from conventional 
females (n = 10)

 7. GF males as a control (n = 5)
 8. GF females as a control (n = 5)

Organ and Tissue collection
Mice were sacrificed at the following ages: conventional mice 
16–19  weeks, GF recipient mice 16–18  weeks, and GF mice 
13–15  weeks. The GF control mice were slightly younger than 
the other groups of mice since it was logistically not feasible to 
obtain enough GF mice of the same age of both sexes from our 
breeding colony at the same time. Mice were anesthetized with 
isoflurane, bled, and sacrificed by cervical dislocation. Serum 
was collected and stored at −80°C. Colon content and a piece of 
terminal ileum were snap frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored 
at −80°C. In addition, spleen, thymus, PPs, and MLNs were col-
lected for FACS analysis.

Flow cytometry
Single cell suspensions were obtained from spleen, thymus, PPs, 
and MLNs. Cells were stained with Fixable Viability Dye eFluor 
506 (eBioscience, Vienna, Austria) for exclusion of dead cells. 
A-specific binding to Fc receptors was blocked by incubating the 
cells with anti-CD16/32 for 15 min on ice. For extracellular stain-
ing, cells were incubated with the desired mixture of antibodies 
for 30  min on ice. After washing, cells were fixed with FACS 
lysing solution (BD Biosciences, Breda, the Netherlands). For 
intracellular staining, fixed cells were permeabilized with PERM 
(eBioscience, Vienna, Austria) and subsequently stained with the 
desired antibodies for 30 min on ice. For identification of the dif-
ferent T helper (Th) cell subsets, cells were stained with antibodies 
against CD3e (clone 17  A2), CD4 (clone GK1.5), T-bet (clone 
4B10), RORyt (clone B2D), Gata-3 (clone TWAJ), CD25 (clone 
PC61), and Foxp3 (clone FJK-16S). Appropriate isotype controls 
were used to determine specificity of the staining. T cell precur-
sors in thymus were identified by excluding other lineages: CD11b 
(clone M1/70), CD11c (clone HL3), CD19 (clone 1D3), CD45R/
B220 (clone RA3-6B2), NK1.1 (clone PK136), and TER119 
(clone TER-119). Next, cells were gated on populations that were 
double negative (DN), single positive, or double positive for CD4 
(clone GK1.5) and CD8a (clone 53-6.7). To identify earliest T cell 
precursors (triple negative), cells positive for CD3e (clone 145-
2C11) were excluded. Samples were acquired with the FACSVerse 
or FACSCanto II (BD Biosciences, Breda, the Netherlands) and 
analyzed with FlowJo software (FlowJo, LLC, OR, USA).

Transcriptome Microarray
A piece of terminal ileum from each mouse was snap frozen in 
liquid nitrogen and stored afterward at −80°C. RNA was isolated 
with the RNeasy kit (Qiagen, Valencia, CA, USA). Quantity of 
RNA was measured with the ND-1000 (NanoDrop Technologies, 
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Thermo Fisher Scientific, Breda, the Netherlands) and quality 
of RNA was assessed with the Bioanalyzer 2100 (Agilent, Santa 
Clara, CA, USA). Total RNA (100 ng) was labeled utilizing the 
Ambion WT Expression kit (Life Technologies Ltd., Bleiswijk, 
the Netherlands) and the Affymetrix GeneChip WT Terminal 
Labeling kit (Affymetrix, Santa Clara, CA, USA). After labeling, 
samples were hybridized to Affymetrix GeneChip Mouse Gene 
1.1 ST arrays. An Affymetrix GeneTitan Instrument was used 
for hybridization, washing, and scanning of the array plates. 
Bioconductor packages integrated in an online pipeline were used 
for quality control of the data (12, 13). Probe sets were redefined 
using current genome information (14). Probes were reorganized 
based on the Entrez Gene database (remapped CDF v14.1.1). 
Robust Multi-array Analysis preprocessing algorithm available 
in the Bioconductor library affyPLM (15) was used to obtain 
normalized expression estimates from the raw intensity values.

serum antibody isotypes
Mouse serum samples were assayed for mouse IgG1, IgG2a, IgG2b, 
IgG3, IgA, IgE, and IgM using ProcartaPlex Mouse Antibody 
Isotyping Panel on the Luminex platform (Affymetrix, Santa 
Clara, CA, USA), according to manufacturer’s instructions. In 
brief, samples were thawed on ice. Beads were mixed and washed 
and subsequently incubated overnight at 4°C with standards or 
with 1:500 or 1:50,000 diluted samples. After washing, the beads 
were incubated with detection antibody mix for 30 min at room 
temperature. The beads were washed and incubated for 30 min 
at room temperature with streptavidin-PE. After washing the 
beads were measured with a Luminex instrument (Bio-Plex 200, 
Bio-Rad), which was calibrated using Bio-Rad calibration beads. 
Standard curves were calculated using 5-parameter logistic 
regression in Bio-plex 5.0 software.

Microbiota analysis
Fresh feces samples obtained just after defecation were collected 
from all mice at different time points during the experiment. In 
addition, colonic content samples from these mice were collected 
at the end of the experiment. All samples were snap frozen in 
liquid nitrogen and stored at −80°C. These samples were used for 
16S rRNA gene analysis for microbiota profiling with barcoded 
amplicons from the V1–V2 region of 16S rRNA genes generated 
using a 2-step PCR strategy that reduces the impact of barcoded 
primers on the outcome of microbial profiling (16). DNA extrac-
tion was performed using a combination of the bead-beating-plus 
column method and the Maxwell 16 Tissue LEV Total RNA puri-
fication kit (Promega, Leiden, the Netherlands). Beating of the 
fecal pellets took place as described before (17), but with STAR 
(Stool transport and recovery) buffer (Roche, Basel Switzerland). 
250 µl supernatant after centrifugation was taken for the Maxwell 
16 Tissue LEV Total RNA Purification Kit, and the DNA was eluted 
in 50 µl DNAse-free water. Twenty nanograms of DNA were used 
for the amplification of the 16S rRNA gene with primers 27F-DegS 
and 338R I + 338R II for 25 cycles as described before (18), only 
primers had a Universal Tag (UniTag) linkers attached; UniTag 
I (forward) and II (reverses) (I—GAGCCGTAGCCAGTCTGC; 
II—GCCGTGACCGTGACATCG). The first PCR was performed 
in a total volume of 50 µl containing 1× HF buffer (Finnzymes, 

Vantaa, Finland), 1  µl dNTP Mix (10  mM; Promega, Leiden, 
the Netherlands), 1  U of Phusion® Hot Start II High-Fidelity 
DNA polymerase (Finnzymes Vantaa, Finland), 500 nM of the 
27F-DegS primer (18, 19) that was appended with UniTag 1 at 
the 5′ end, 500 nM of an equimolar mix of two reverse primers, 
338R I and II (19) based on three previously published probes 
EUB 338 I, II, and III (18), that were 5′-extended with UniTag 2, 
and 0.2–0.4 ng/µl of template DNA. The sequence of the UniTags 
were selected to have a GC content of ~66% and a minimal 
tendency to form secondary structures, including hairpin loops, 
heterodimers, and homodimers as assessed by the IDTDNA 
Oligoanalyzer 3.1 (Integrated DNA Technologies). Moreover, 
sequences were selected that had no matches in 16S rRNA gene 
databases (based on results of the “TestProbe” tool offered by the 
SILVA rRNA database project (20) using the SSU r117 database), 
and no prefect matches in genome databases with the Primer-
BLAST tool (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/tools/primer-blast/). 
The size of the PCR products (~375  bp) was confirmed by gel 
electrophoresis using 5 µl of the amplification reaction mixture 
on a 1% (w/v) agarose gel containing 1× SYBR® Safe (Invitrogen, 
Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA). Five microliters 
of these PCR products were taken to add adaptors and a 8-nt 
sample-specific barcode in an additional 5 cycle PCR amplifica-
tion. This second PCR was performed in a total volume of 100 µl 
containing 1× HF buffer, dNTP Mix, 2 U of Phusion® Hot Start II 
High-Fidelity DNA polymerase, 500 nM of a forward and reverse 
primer equivalent to the Unitag1 and UniTag2 sequences, respec-
tively, that were each appended with an 8 nt sample-specific bar-
code (G. Hermes and J. Ramiro-Garcia, et al., in preparation) at 
the 5′ end. PCR products were purified with the magnetic beads 
(MagBio, London, UK) according to the HighPrepTM protocol 
of the manufactures instructions using 20 µl nuclease-free water 
(Promega Leiden, the Netherlands) and quantified using the 
Qubit (Life Technologies, Bleiswijk, the Netherlands). Purified 
PCR products were mixed in approximately equimolar amounts 
and concentrated by the magnetic beads as the purification before. 
Purified amplicon pools were 250 bp paired-end sequenced using 
Illumina Miseq (GATC-Biotech, Konstanz, Germany).

The Illumina Miseq data analysis was carried out with a work-
flow employing the Quantitative Insights Into Microbial Ecology 
(QIIME) pipeline (21) and a set of in-house scripts as described 
before for Illumina Hiseq 16S rRNA gene sequences (G. Hermes 
and J. Ramiro-Garcia, et al., in preparation). The set of in-house 
scripts processed the reads as follows: reads were filtered for not 
matching barcodes; OTU picking and chimera removal was done 
via matching the sequences to the Silva 111 database, with only 
one mismatch allowed, and a biom and with ClustalW a multiple 
alignment and phylogenetic tree file was generated. Further 
outputs were generated via QIIME, such as filtered reads per 
sample, PD whole tree diversity measurements and the level 1 to 
6 taxonomic distributions with relative abundances.

statistics
Flow cytometry data and serum antibody isotype data are 
expressed as means. To verify whether data were normally 
distributed the Kolmogorov–Smirnov test was performed. In 
cases where data were not normally distributed, data were log 
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FigUre 1 | Feces of conventional (conv) males (M) or females (F) was transferred to germ-free (GF) male or female recipient mice (n = 10) by oral gavage. Weight 
was measured once a week for 4 weeks and is presented as the percentage of the original weight just before gut microbiota transfer. * indicates p < 0.05,  
** indicates p < 0.01, and *** indicates p < 0.001.

4

Fransen et al. Gender, Gut Microbiome, and Immunity

Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org June 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 754

transformed before analysis. For comparing two groups, the 
unpaired two-tailed Student’s t-test was used. For comparing 
more than two groups with each other, one way ANOVA was 
performed followed by the Bonferroni test to compare specific 
groups. p-Values below 0.05 were considered significant, and 
p-values below 0.1 were considered a trend. All tests were per-
formed with GraphPad software (Prism, La Jolla, CA, USA).

Differentially expressed probe sets were identified using 
linear models, applying moderated T-statistics that implemented 
empirical Bayes regularization of SEs (22). A Bayesian hierar-
chical model was used to define an intensity-based moderated 
T-statistic, which takes into account the degree of independence 
of variances relative to the degree of identity and the relationship 
between variance and signal intensity (23).

Statistical tests for gut microbiota composition were per-
formed using R and Calypso (24). Where the count data were 
not normally distributed and variances between groups were not 
equal, the Mann–Whitney U test was used.

resUlTs

Male Microbiota induces lower Weight  
in Female Mice
In order to investigate how gender influences the interplay 
between the gut microbiota and the immune system of the host, 
we transferred gut microbiota from male or female conventional 
mice to GF mice of the same or opposing gender. After microbiota 
transfer, the weight of the GF recipient mice was followed for 
4 weeks. All GF recipient mice lost some weight in the first week 
after the microbiota transfer (Figure  1). However, GF females 
that received male microbiota had lost significantly more weight 
(p < 0.05) compared to GF females with female microbiota. The 
weight of the female recipients of a male microbiota developed 
in a similar fashion as the male recipients of male microbiota. 
This weight difference remained until the end of the experiment 
(p < 0.01). A gender-dependent effect of the microbiota on weight 
was not observed in male GF recipients.

http://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/archive


FigUre 2 | Cells from thymus, spleen, Peyer’s patches (PPs), and mesenteric lymph nodes (MLNs) were analyzed with flow cytometry. Germ-free (GF) males (M) 
(n = 5), GF females (F) (n = 5), conventional (conv) males (n = 8), and females (n = 10) were included as controls. Experimental groups of GF recipients of gut 
microbiota each contained 10 mice per group. (a) Total number of thymus cells. (B) Percentage among live thymus cells of lineage negative (CD11b, CD11c, CD19, 
CD45R/B220, NK1.1, and TER119) cells that were also double negative (DN) for CD4 and CD8. (c) Absolute numbers of thymus cells that were lineage negative 
(CD11b, CD11c, CD19, CD45R/B220, NK1.1, and TER119) and also DN for CD4 and CD8. (D) Percentage of RORyt+Foxp3+ cells among CD4+ T cells in PPs.  
(e) Percentage of RORyt+Foxp3+ cells among CD4+ T cells in MLN. (F) Percentage of CD25+Foxp3+ regulatory cells (Treg) among CD4+ T cells in MLN. * indicates 
p < 0.05, ** indicates p < 0.01, and *** indicates p < 0.001.
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Female Microbiota enhances T cell 
Precursors in Thymus but lowers rOryt+ 
Foxp3+ T cells in Male recipients
Four weeks after microbiota transfer the mice were sacrificed and 
cells were isolated from the thymus, spleen, PPs, and MLNs to 
study the effect of the gut microbiota transfer on T cell develop-
ment and differentiation. Conventional and GF mice of both 
genders were included as controls. Male conventional mice had a 
higher number of thymic cells than germ-free males (p < 0.05). 
In addition, both conventional and GF females had a higher num-
ber of thymic cells (p < 0.01) compared to males (Figure 2A). 
Intriguingly, female recipients of female microbiota also had 
significantly more thymic cells (p < 0.05) than female recipients 
of male microbiota (Figure 2A). There was no gender-dependent 
effect of the microbiota on thymic cells in male recipients.

Early T  cell precursors in the thymus are DN for CD4 and 
CD8, after which they become double positive for CD4 and 
CD8, and finally develop into cells single positive for one of these 
molecules (25). Frequencies of DN T cell precursors tended to be 
higher in females (Figure 2B). Moreover, absolute numbers of 
DN T cell precursors were significantly higher (p < 0.001) in con-
ventional and GF females compared to males (Figure 2C). This 
higher number of DN T-cells was present in female microbiota 

recipients (both male and female) compared to recipients of male 
microbiota (p < 0.05). Taken together these results suggest that 
the gut microbiota influences T cell development in a gender-
dependent manner.

To study the impact of the gut microbiota on T cell differentia-
tion, the composition of the different CD4+ Th subsets were stud-
ied in the PPs, MLN, and the spleen. The frequency of the recently 
described RORγt+ Foxp3+ population (26) was much lower in the 
PPs (Figure 2D) and MLN (Figure 2E) of GF mice. Moreover, 
transfer of male microbiota led to a significantly higher percent-
age of RORγt+ Foxp3+ cells in PPs and MLN (p  <  0.05) com-
pared to male recipients of female microbiota (Figures 2D–E). 
Frequencies of conventional Tregs were also higher (p < 0.001) 
in male recipients compared to female recipients, but this was 
not dependent on the microbiota (Figure  2F). No differences 
between the experimental groups were observed for the Th1, Th2, 
or Th17 subsets in any of the organs tested (Figure S1).

Microbiota influences antibody 
Production in a gender-specific Manner
To study the effect of microbial colonization on antibody produc-
tion, total levels of the different antibody isotypes were measured 
in the serum (Figure 3). GF females tended to have higher levels 
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FigUre 3 | Total levels of IgM, IgG3, IgG2b, IgG2a, IgG1, IgE, and IgA were measured with luminex in serum of germ-free (GF) males (M) (n = 5), GF females  
(F) (n = 5), conventional (conv) males (n = 8), conventional females (n = 10), and the GF recipient male or female mice that received the gut microbiota from the 
same or opposite gender (n = 10 per group). * indicates p < 0.05.
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of IgM (p < 0.1) and significantly higher levels of IgE (p < 0.05) 
compared to GF males. These data suggest that females intrinsi-
cally produce higher levels of these antibody isotypes compared 
to males independent of the microbiota. Moreover, conventional 
females did not have different levels of any antibody isotype 
compared to GF females, which might suggest that in females gut 
microbiota did not influence antibody production in the systemic 
compartment. On the other hand, conventional males tended to 
have higher levels of IgM (p < 0.1) and significant higher levels 
of IgG2a and IgG2b (p < 0.05) compared to GF males (Figure 3). 
Thus gut microbiota seemed to influence antibody production 
in males but not in females. Interestingly, the female microbiota 
significantly (p  <  0.05) lowered IgA levels compared to male 
microbiota in male GF recipients.

Microbiota-independent and Dependent 
Differences in gender-specific immunity
To determine microbiota-dependent and -independent differ-
ences in gender-specific immunity in the intestine, we performed 
genome-wide gene expression analysis of the ileum with microar-
ray. Ileum was chosen because of its primary intestinal role in 
immune signaling (6). Data were analyzed with Ingenuity Pathway 
Analysis (IPA), only focusing on genes that were significantly 
differentially expressed (p < 0.05, fold change >1.2 or <−1.2).

The microbiota-independent differences were studied by 
comparing gender-specific differences in GF animals and con-
ventional mice. A number of genes were identified that were 
exclusively expressed in females (Xist) or in males (Eif2s3y, Uty, 
Ddx3y, Kdm5d). This difference was similar between conventional 
(Figure 4A) and GF mice (Figure 4D). Canonical pathways that 

were differentially regulated in different genders in conventional 
mice included “estrogen biosynthesis,” but also immune path-
ways such as “TGF-β signaling” and “T cell receptor signaling” 
(Figure  4B). The prediction by IPA of the pro-inflammatory 
cytokine IL-1 β as the most significant upstream regulator fur-
ther confirmed the prominent differences in immunity between 
conventional males and females (Figure 4C).

Strikingly, the canonical pathways most significantly affected 
by gender in GF mice were all immune-related (Figure 4E). These 
pathways for example included “B cell development,” “Th cell dif-
ferentiation,” and “antigen presentation pathway.” This difference 
between GF males and females could be due to differences in the 
regulation of type I interferon (IFN) production, since the recep-
tor for type I IFN (IFNAR) and a transcription factor involved in 
type I IFN production (IRF7) were predicted as most significant 
upstream regulators by IPA (Figure 4F). In conclusion, some of 
the gender-dependent differences in immunity are not dependent 
on the gut microbiota, but are also present in GF mice.

To determine gender-specific microbiota effects, we compared 
ileal microarray data of (i) GF female recipient mice that received 
male or female microbiota and (ii) GF male recipient mice that 
received male or female microbiota.

In female recipients, the male microbiota upregulated several 
genes involved in the immune response, including a number of 
immunoglobulin variants, Dennd1b and Lcn2 (27–29) (Figure 5A). 
Female microbiota in GF females resulted in different effects. 
Here, the most highly upregulated genes were proteases Mcpt1 
and Mcpt2, which are expressed by intestinal mucosal mast cells 
(30). Most canonical pathways that were significantly affected by 
the gender of the microbiota in GF recipients mice were involved 
in DNA repair and the cell cycle (Figure 5B). Moreover, the most 
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FigUre 4 | Microbiota-independent differences in immunity between males and females. Whole-genome gene expression in the ileum of male and female 
conventional (conv) mice (n = 5 per group) or male and female germ-free (GF) mice (n = 4) was assessed with Affymetrix GeneChip Mouse Gene 1.1 ST arrays. 
Genes that were significantly differentially expressed (p < 0.05 and fold change >1.2) between males and females, either conventional or germ free were analyzed 
with Ingenuity Pathway Analysis. (a) Top 10 of most upregulated genes and top 10 of most downregulated genes by comparing conventional males with 
conventional females. (B) Canonical pathways that were most significantly affected by gender in conventional mice. (c) Most significantly predicted upstream 
regulators of the pathways affected by gender in conventional mice. (D) Top 10 of most upregulated genes and top 10 of most downregulated genes by comparing 
GF males with GF females. (e) Canonical pathways that were most significantly affected by gender in GF mice. (F) Most significantly predicted upstream regulators 
of the pathways affected by gender in GF mice.
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significant predicted upstream regulator of these pathways was 
dextran sulfate (Figure  5C), which is a well-known inducer of 
experimental colitis (31).

In male recipients of female microbiota, the most highly 
upregulated genes included genes with known roles in the 
immune response, but also metabolism, including Cfd and Retn 
(32, 33) (Figure 5D). The most highly upregulated genes by the 
male microbiota in GF male recipients included Reg4, an antimi-
crobial protein recognized for its role in host–microbiota interac-
tions (34), and ADA, which is crucial for the development of the 
immune system (35). The most significantly affected canonical 
pathways by the gender of the microbiota in GF male recipients 
included “complement system,” “acute phase response signaling,” 
and “IL-10 signaling” (Figure 5E). The most significant predicted 
upstream regulators were rosiglitazone, which is used for the 
treatment of type 2 diabetes (36) and the pro-inflammatory 
cytokine TNF-α (Figure 5F).

Next, genes that were induced by the male microbiota both in 
male and female GF recipients, but not by the female microbiota 
in neither male nor female GF recipients, were analyzed with the 
STRING database (37). We identified a number of gene clusters 
specifically induced by the male microbiota, which are signifi-
cantly predicted to be involved in the gene ontology biological 
processes DNA replication and the cell cycle (Figure 6). A similar 
analysis of the response induced by the female microbiota did not 
reveal any clusters or pathways that were significantly affected 
(data not shown).

Bacterial groups associated With gender-
specific Microbiota Differences
To investigate how the gut microbiota composition changes over 
time in the recipient mice, composition of the gut microbiota of 
the different experimental groups was analyzed with 16S rRNA 
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FigUre 5 | Microbiota-dependent differences in gender-specific immunity. Whole-genome gene expression in the ileum of male and female germ-free (GF) mice 
(n = 5) that received the gut microbiota from male or female conventional mice was assessed with Affymetrix GeneChip Mouse Gene 1.1 ST arrays. Genes that were 
significantly differentially expressed (p < 0.05 and fold change >1.2) between recipients of male and female microbiota were analyzed with Ingenuity Pathway 
Analysis. (a) Top 10 of most upregulated genes and top 10 of most downregulated genes by comparing male microbiota with female microbiota in GF female 
recipients. (B) Canonical pathways that were most significantly affected by gender of the microbiota in GF female recipient mice. (c) Most significantly predicted 
upstream regulators of the pathways affected by gender of the microbiota in GF female recipient mice. (D) Top 10 of most upregulated genes and top 10 of most 
downregulated genes by comparing female microbiota with male microbiota in GF male recipients. (e) Canonical pathways that were most significantly affected  
by gender of the microbiota in GF male recipient mice. (F) Most significantly predicted upstream regulators of the pathways affected by gender of the microbiota  
in GF male recipient mice.
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gene sequencing. From the male and female conventional mice, 
we analyzed feces at the time of transfer or 4 weeks after transfer 
(Figure 7). From the GF recipient mice, we analyzed feces 1 week 
after transfer or 4 weeks after transfer. A fundamental question to 
answer was whether the gut microbiota evolves into a community 
similar to the donor or whether it adapts to its host. Redundancy 
analysis (RDA) at the genus level confirmed that gut microbiota 
composition was different between male conventional mice and 
female conventional mice, since the samples separated into two 
distinct clusters at the time of transfer and 4 weeks after transfer 
(Figure 8A). One or four weeks after transfer of male or female 
microbiota to GF mice of both genders, four separate clusters of 
each experimental group could be distinguished (Figure  8A). 
These results imply that both the donor and host shape the 
gut microbiota community, leading to a unique composition 
in each experimental group. To further investigate how the gut 

microbiota communities from the different groups were related 
to each other, we performed another RDA analysis including all 
the groups and time points (Figure 8B) Surprisingly, this analysis 
revealed that for both genders the microbiota first adapted to the 
gender of the recipient 1 week after the transfer, but 4 weeks after 
the transfer gut microbiota composition was similar to the gender 
of the donor, regardless the gender of the recipient.

To study more specifically the bacterial groups that were 
potentially responsible for the observed differences in immune 
responses, we investigated which bacterial groups had a signifi-
cant difference in abundance at the family level (Figure 9A) or 
genus level (Figure 9B). Conventional females had higher abun-
dance of Desulfovibrionaceae, Lactobacillaceae (Lactobacillus at 
the genus level), and Verrucomicrobiaceae (Akkermansia at the 
genus level), whereas conventional males had higher abundance 
of Ruminococcaceae and Rikenellaceae (Alistipes at the genus 
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FigUre 6 | Male microbiota influences DNA replication and the cell cycle. Whole-genome gene expression in the ileum of male and female germ-free (GF) mice 
(n = 4), or male and female GF recipient mice (n = 5) that received the gut microbiota from male or female conventional mice was assessed with Affymetrix 
GeneChip Mouse Gene 1.1 ST arrays. Only genes that were significantly differentially expressed (p < 0.05 and fold change >1.2) were included in the analysis. 
Genes that were specifically affected by the male microbiota were selected as follows: affected by male microbiota in male GF recipients compared to male GF 
controls AND affected by male microbiota in female GF recipients compared to female GF controls, but NOT affected by female microbiota in female GF recipients 
compared to female GF controls, OR female microbiota in male GF recipients compared to male GF controls. The resulting list of genes was analyzed with the 
STRING database. Only genes with at least one interaction are shown. The following interactions are indicated: from curated databases (blue), experimentally 
determined (pink), textmining (yellow), co-expression (black), and protein homology (purple).
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level). One week after transfer to GF recipients, the strong 
influence of the gender of the recipient was very clear, since all 
significant differences were dependent on the gender of the host. 
Female recipients had higher abundance of Lactobacillaceae 
(Lactobacillus at the genus level) and male recipients had higher 
abundance of Desulfovibrionaceae, Ruminococcaceae, and Por-
phyromonadaceae (Odoribacter at the genus level). Four weeks 
after transfer, most differences were still dependent on the 
gender of the host, but there were also some donor-dependent 
differences. For example, lactobacilli were still more abundant 
in female recipients, whereas Akkermansia and Prevotellaceae 
were more abundant in male recipients. However, in particular 
in GF female recipients, there was also a clear influence of the 
gender of the donor. In these mice, Rikenella, Lachnospiraceae, 
and Desulfovibrionaceae were increased after transfer of male 
microbiota, but Prevotellaceae was increased after transfer of the 
female microbiota.

DiscUssiOn

Several studies have demonstrated that gender influences gut 
microbiota composition (8–11) and the immune system (1–5). 
However, whether the differences in gut microbiota composition 
between males and females are a cause or consequence of gender-
specific differences in the immune system is not known. Here, we 
demonstrate that some characteristics of gender-specific immune 
differences can be induced by the gut microbiota.

Some differences in the immune system between males and 
females were also present in GF mice, suggesting these differences 
were not dependent on the gut microbiota. In particular, the type 
I IFN pathway was enhanced in the intestine of GF females. This 
can explain several gender-effects reported in literature. It has 
been shown that plasmacytoid DCs of females produce higher 
levels of IFN-α after TLR7 activation compared to males (38, 39). 
Furthermore, type I IFN has been shown to regulate intestinal 
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FigUre 7 | Gut microbiota composition in conventional and conventionalized mice. Fecal samples were collected from conventional (conv) males (M) (n = 8) and 
conventional females (F) (n = 10) at the time of transfer or 4 weeks after transfer to the germ-free (GF) recipient mice. In addition, fecal samples 1 and 4 weeks after 
the transfer were collected from the following groups (all n = 10 per group): male GF recipient mice that received male microbiota (M + M), female GF recipient mice 
that received male microbiota (F + M), male GF recipient mice that received female microbiota (M + F), and female GF recipient mice that received female microbiota 
(F + F). Gut microbiota composition was analyzed with 16S rDNA sequencing and data are presented as the relative abundance of the different bacterial groups for 
each individual mouse. The most highly abundant bacterial groups are indicated.
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homeostasis (40). For example, mice with conditional deletion of 
the type I IFN receptor (IFNAR1) in intestinal epithelial cells had 
an altered gut microbiota composition, which promoted epithe-
lial hyperproliferation and experimental colitis-associated cancer 
(41). Therefore, it is conceivable that our observed enhanced type 
I IFN production in female intestines contributed to the selection 
of a gender-specific gut microbiota composition.

Interestingly, several bacterial groups, such as Alistipes, 
Rikenella, and Porphyromonadaceae, known to expand in the 
absence of innate immune defense mechanisms were over-
represented in the male microbiota in our study before or after 
transfer to GF mice. This is corroborated by the observation that 
Rikenellaceae and Porphyromonadaceae were more abundant 

in the gut microbiota of MyD88-deficient mice also lacking 
adequate innate immunity (42). Moreover, NOD2-deficiency 
has been shown to cause dysbiosis in mice, including a higher 
abundance of Rikenella, which induced transmissible colitis and 
colorectal cancer (43). Finally, in mice deficient in IL-10 and the 
antimicrobial peptide Lipocalin-2, Alistipes was shown to flourish 
and was sufficient to induce colitis and tumorigenesis in IL-10 
deficient mice (44). Notably, Lipocalin-2 was among the genes 
that were most highly upregulated in female recipients of male 
microbiota in our study. In summary, these results may indicate 
that a lower innate immune response in the gut of males pro-
moted growth of specific bacteria with the potential to promote 
intestinal inflammation.
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Several lines of evidence suggest that in our study the male 
microbiota induced more gut inflammation after transfer. Female 
recipients lost significantly more weight after receiving male 
microbiota compared to female microbiota. Weight loss is a sign 
of discomfort and a hallmark of dextran sulfate sodium (DSS)-
induced colitis (31). Interestingly, DSS was also most significantly 
predicted as upstream regulator when comparing gene expression 
in the ileum of female recipients of male or female microbiota. 
We also observed that DNA repair and cell cycle pathways were 
specifically induced by the male microbiota. This response could 
be due to increased inflammation induced by the male micro-
biota, since inflammation was previously shown to promote DNA 
damage and subsequent carcinogenesis in the colon (45).

The gut microbiota also influenced T  cell precursors in the 
thymus and T cell differentiation in PPs and MLN in a gender-
specific manner. We found that the thymus of females contained 
more cells compared to males. This corroborates the observation 
that thymus size is influenced by sex hormones and is larger 
in females (46). However, to our knowledge, we are the first to 
show that thymus size is also influenced by the gut microbiota 
in a gender-specific manner. In addition, the female microbiota 
induced less RORyt+Foxp3+ T  cells in PPs and MLN in male 
recipients compared to the male microbiota. This cell popula-
tion has recently been shown to be induced by the microbiota 
and to inhibit Th2-associated pathology (26). Thus, the female 
microbiota might be less efficient in preventing allergies. Indeed 

FigUre 8 | Redundancy analysis (RDA) of gut microbiota composition. Fecal samples were collected from conventional (conv) males (M) (n = 8) and conventional 
females (F) (n = 10) at the time of transfer or 4 weeks after transfer to the germ-free (GF) recipient mice. In addition, fecal samples 1 and 4 weeks after the transfer 
were collected from the following groups (all n = 10 per group): male GF recipient mice that received male microbiota (male microbiota male), female GF recipient 
mice that received male microbiota (male microbiota female), male GF recipient mice that received female microbiota (female microbiota male), and female GF 
recipient mice that received female microbiota (female microbiota female). Gut microbiota composition was analyzed with 16S rRNA gene sequencing. (a) RDA of 
gut microbiota composition of conventional males and females at the time of transfer (first panel), or conventional males and females 4 weeks after transfer  
(second panel), or GF recipient mice 1 week after transfer (third panel), or GF recipient mice 4 weeks after transfer (fourth panel). (B) RDA of gut microbiota 
composition of all groups combined.
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IgE-mediated food allergies are known to be more prevalent in 
adult females (47).

Together our results suggest that microbiota-independent 
gender immune differences contribute to the selection of a 
gender-specific gut microbiota composition, which in turn fur-
ther drives gender immune differences. Therefore, gender should 
be considered in the development of strategies to target the gut 
microbiota in different disorders.
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FigUre s1 | Cells from spleen, Peyer’s patches (PPs), and mesenteric lymph 
nodes (MLNs) were analyzed with flow cytometry. Germ-free (GF) males (M) 
(n = 5), GF females (F) (n = 5), conventional (conv) males (n = 8), and females 
(n = 10) were included as controls. Experimental groups of GF recipients of gut 
microbiota each contained 10 mice per group. (a) Percentage of RORyt+Foxp3+ 
cells among CD4+ T cells in the spleen. (B) percentage of CD25+Foxp3+ 
regulatory cells (Treg) among CD4+ T cells in the spleen and PPs. (c) Percentage 
of T-bet+ Th1 cells among CD4+ T cells in the spleen, MLNs, and PPs.  
(D) Percentage of Roryt+ Th17 cells among CD4+ T cells in the spleen, MLNs, 
and PPs. (e) Percentage of Gata-3+ Th2 cells among CD4+ T cells in the spleen, 
MLNs, and PPs.

FigUre 9 | Gender-specific differences in gut microbiota composition. Fecal samples were collected from conventional (conv) males (M) (n = 8) and conventional 
females (F) (n = 10) at the time of transfer or 4 weeks after transfer to the germ-free (GF) recipient mice. In addition, fecal samples 1 and 4 weeks after the transfer 
were collected from the following groups (all n = 10 per group): male GF recipient mice that received male microbiota (male microbiota male), female GF recipient 
mice that received male microbiota (male microbiota female), male GF recipient mice that received female microbiota (female microbiota male), and female GF 
recipient mice that received female microbiota (female microbiota female). Gut microbiota composition was analyzed with 16S rRNA gene sequencing. (a) Bacterial 
families that were significantly different in abundance in the different experimental groups. (B) Bacterial genera that were significantly different in abundance in the 
different experimental groups.

http://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/archive
http://journal.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fimmu.2017.00754/full#supplementary-material
http://journal.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fimmu.2017.00754/full#supplementary-material


13

Fransen et al. Gender, Gut Microbiome, and Immunity

Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org June 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 754

reFerences

1. vom Steeg LG, Klein SL, Klein S, Roberts C, Griesbeck M, Altfeld M, et al.  
SeXX matters in infectious disease pathogenesis. PLoS Pathog (2016) 
12:e1005374. doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1005374 

2. Fish EN. The X-files in immunity: sex-based differences predispose immune 
responses. Nat Rev Immunol (2008) 8:737–44. doi:10.1038/nri2394 

3. Whitacre CC. Sex differences in autoimmune disease. Nat Immunol (2001) 
2:777–80. doi:10.1038/ni0901-777 

4. Bianchi I, Lleo A, Invernizzi P. The X chromosome and immune associated 
genes. J Autoimmun (2012) 38:J187–92. doi:10.1016/j.jaut.2011.11.012 

5. Libert C, Dejager L, Pinheiro I. The X chromosome in immune functions: when 
a chromosome makes the difference. Nat Rev Immunol (2010) 10:594–604. 
doi:10.1038/nri2815 

6. Mowat AM, Agace WW. Regional specialization within the intestinal immune 
system. Nat Rev Immunol (2014) 14:667–85. doi:10.1038/nri3738 

7. Round JL, Mazmanian SK. The gut microbiota shapes intestinal immune 
responses during health and disease. Nat Rev Immunol (2009) 9:313–23. 
doi:10.1038/nri2515 

8. Mueller S, Saunier K, Hanisch C, Norin E, Alm L, Midtvedt T, et al. Differences 
in fecal microbiota in different European study populations in relation to age, 
gender, and country: a cross-sectional study. Appl Environ Microbiol (2006) 
72:1027–33. doi:10.1128/AEM.72.2.1027-1033.2006 

9. Haro C, Rangel-Zúñiga OA, Alcalá-Díaz JF, Gómez-Delgado F, Pérez- 
Martínez P, Delgado-Lista J, et  al. Intestinal microbiota is influenced by 
gender and body mass index. PLoS One (2016) 11:e0154090. doi:10.1371/
journal.pone.0154090 

10. Yurkovetskiy L, Burrows M, Khan AA, Graham L, Volchkov P, Becker L, et al. 
Gender bias in autoimmunity is influenced by microbiota. Immunity (2013) 
39:400–12. doi:10.1016/j.immuni.2013.08.013 

11. Markle JGM, Frank DN, Mortin-Toth S, Robertson CE, Feazel LM, Rolle-
Kampczyk U, et al. Sex differences in the gut microbiome drive hormone-de-
pendent regulation of autoimmunity. Science (2013) 339:1084–8. doi:10.1126/
science.1233521 

12. Gentleman RC, Carey VJ, Bates DM, Bolstad B, Dettling M, Dudoit S, et al. 
Bioconductor: open software development for computational biology and 
bioinformatics. Genome Biol (2004) 5:R80. doi:10.1186/gb-2004-5-10-r80 

13. Lin K, Kools H, de Groot PJ, Gavai AK, Basnet RK, Cheng F, et al. MADMAX – 
Management and analysis database for multiple ~omics experiments. J Integr 
Bioinform (2011) 8:160. doi:10.2390/biecoll-jib-2011-160 

14. Dai M, Wang P, Boyd AD, Kostov G, Athey B, Jones EG, et al. Evolving gene/
transcript definitions significantly alter the interpretation of GeneChip data. 
Nucleic Acids Res (2005) 33:e175. doi:10.1093/nar/gni179 

15. Bolstad BM, Collin F, Simpson KM, Irizarry RA, Speed TP. Experimental 
design and low-level analysis of microarray data. Int Rev Neurobiol (2004) 
60:25–58. doi:10.1016/S0074-7742(04)60002-X 

16. Berry D, Ben Mahfoudh K, Wagner M, Loy A. Barcoded primers used in mul-
tiplex amplicon pyrosequencing bias amplification. Appl Environ Microbiol 
(2011) 77:7846–9. doi:10.1128/AEM.05220-11 

17. Yu Z, Morrison M. Improved extraction of PCR-quality community DNA 
from digesta and fecal samples. Biotechniques (2004) 36:808–12. 

18. van den Bogert B, Erkus O, Boekhorst J, de Goffau M, Smid EJ, Zoetendal EG, 
et al. Diversity of human small intestinal Streptococcus and Veillonella popu-
lations. FEMS Microbiol Ecol (2013) 85:376–88. doi:10.1111/1574-6941.12127 

19. van den Bogert B, de Vos WM, Zoetendal EG, Kleerebezem M. Microarray 
analysis and barcoded pyrosequencing provide consistent microbial profiles 
depending on the source of human intestinal samples. Appl Environ Microbiol 
(2011) 77:2071–80. doi:10.1128/AEM.02477-10 

20. Quast C, Pruesse E, Yilmaz P, Gerken J, Schweer T, Yarza P, et al. The SILVA 
ribosomal RNA gene database project: improved data processing and web-
based tools. Nucleic Acids Res (2013) 41:D590–6. doi:10.1093/nar/gks1219 

21. Caporaso JG, Kuczynski J, Stombaugh J, Bittinger K, Bushman FD,  
Costello EK, et  al. QIIME allows analysis of high-throughput community 
sequencing data. Nat Methods (2010) 7:335–6. doi:10.1038/nmeth.f.303 

22. Storey JD, Tibshirani R. Statistical significance for genomewide studies. Proc 
Natl Acad Sci U S A (2003) 100:9440–5. doi:10.1073/pnas.1530509100 

23. Sartor MA, Tomlinson CR, Wesselkamper SC, Sivaganesan S, Leikauf GD,  
Medvedovic M. Intensity-based hierarchical Bayes method improves 

testing for differentially expressed genes in microarray experiments. BMC 
Bioinformatics (2006) 7:538. doi:10.1186/1471-2105-7-538 

24. Ainsworth D, Krause L, Bridge T, Torda G, Raina J-B, Zakrzewski M, et al. The 
coral core microbiome identifies rare bacterial taxa as ubiquitous endosymbi-
onts. ISME J (2015) 9:2261–74. doi:10.1038/ismej.2015.39 

25. Germain RN. T-cell development and the CD4–CD8 lineage decision. Nat 
Rev Immunol (2002) 2:309–22. doi:10.1038/nri798 

26. Ohnmacht C, Park J-H, Cording S, Wing JB, Atarashi K, Obata Y, et  al. 
Mucosal immunology. The microbiota regulates type 2 immunity through 
RORγt+ T cells. Science (2015) 349:989–93. doi:10.1126/science.aac4263 

27. Sleiman PMA, Flory J, Imielinski M, Bradfield JP, Annaiah K, Willis-Owen 
SAG, et al. Variants of DENND1B associated with asthma in children. N Engl 
J Med (2010) 362:36–44. doi:10.1056/NEJMoa0901867 

28. Franke A, McGovern DPB, Barrett JC, Wang K, Radford-Smith GL,  
Ahmad T, et al. Genome-wide meta-analysis increases to 71 the number of 
confirmed Crohn’s disease susceptibility loci. Nat Genet (2010) 42:1118–25. 
doi:10.1038/ng.717 

29. Flo TH, Smith KD, Sato S, Rodriguez DJ, Holmes MA, Strong RK, et  al. 
Lipocalin 2 mediates an innate immune response to bacterial infection by 
sequestrating iron. Nature (2004) 432:917–21. doi:10.1038/nature03104 

30. Kurashima Y, Kiyono H. New era for mucosal mast cells: their roles in inflam-
mation, allergic immune responses and adjuvant development. Exp Mol Med 
(2014) 46:e83. doi:10.1038/emm.2014.7 

31. Chassaing B, Aitken JD, Malleshappa M, Vijay-Kumar M. Dextran sulfate 
sodium (DSS)-induced colitis in mice. Curr Protoc Immunol (2014) 
104:Unit15.25. doi:10.1002/0471142735.im1525s104 

32. Sarma JV, Ward PA. The complement system. Cell Tissue Res (2011) 343: 
227–35. doi:10.1007/s00441-010-1034-0 

33. Jamaluddin MS, Weakley SM, Yao Q, Chen C. Resistin: functional roles and 
therapeutic considerations for cardiovascular disease. Br J Pharmacol (2012) 
165:622–32. doi:10.1111/j.1476-5381.2011.01369.x 

34. Cao S, Su X, Zeng B, Yan H, Huang Y, Wang E, et al. The gut epithelial receptor 
LRRC19 promotes the recruitment of immune cells and gut inflammation. 
Cell Rep (2016) 14:695–707. doi:10.1016/j.celrep.2015.12.070 

35. Cristalli G, Costanzi S, Lambertucci C, Lupidi G, Vittori S, Volpini R, et al. 
Adenosine deaminase: functional implications and different classes of inhib-
itors. Med Res Rev (2001) 21:105–28. doi:10.1002/1098-1128(200103)21: 
2<105::AID-MED1002>3.0.CO;2-U 

36. Wagstaff AJ, Goa KL. Rosiglitazone: a review of its use in the manage-
ment of type 2 diabetes mellitus. Drugs (2002) 62:1805–37. doi:10.2165/ 
00003495-200262120-00007 

37. Jensen LJ, Kuhn M, Stark M, Chaffron S, Creevey C, Muller J, et al. STRING  
8 – a global view on proteins and their functional interactions in 630 organ-
isms. Nucleic Acids Res (2009) 37:D412–6. doi:10.1093/nar/gkn760 

38. Berghofer B, Frommer T, Haley G, Fink L, Bein G, Hackstein H. TLR7 ligands 
induce higher IFN-production in females. J Immunol (2006) 177:2088–96. 
doi:10.4049/jimmunol.177.4.2088 

39. Laffont S, Rouquie N, Azar P, Seillet C, Plumas J, Aspord C, et  al. 
X-chromosome complement and estrogen receptor signaling independently 
contribute to the enhanced TLR7-mediated IFN-production of plasmacytoid 
dendritic cells from women. J Immunol (2014) 193:5444–52. doi:10.4049/
jimmunol.1303400 

40. Cho H, Kelsall BL. The role of type I interferons in intestinal infection, homeo-
stasis, and inflammation. Immunol Rev (2014) 260:145–67. doi:10.1111/
imr.12195 

41. Tschurtschenthaler M, Wang J, Fricke C, Fritz TMJ, Niederreiter L,  
Adolph TE, et  al. Type I interferon signalling in the intestinal epithelium 
affects Paneth cells, microbial ecology and epithelial regeneration. Gut (2014) 
63:1921–31. doi:10.1136/gutjnl-2013-305863 

42. Wen L, Ley RE, Volchkov PY, Stranges PB, Avanesyan L, Stonebraker AC, 
et al. Innate immunity and intestinal microbiota in the development of type 1 
diabetes. Nature (2008) 455:1109–13. doi:10.1038/nature07336 

43. Couturier-Maillard A, Secher T, Rehman A, Normand S, De Arcangelis A, 
Haesler R, et al. NOD2-mediated dysbiosis predisposes mice to transmissible 
colitis and colorectal cancer. J Clin Invest (2013) 123:700–11. doi:10.1172/
JCI62236 

44. Moschen AR, Gerner RR, Wang J, Klepsch V, Adolph TE, Reider SJ, et  al. 
Lipocalin 2 protects from inflammation and tumorigenesis associated with 

http://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/archive
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1005374
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri2394
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni0901-777
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaut.2011.11.012
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri2815
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri3738
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri2515
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.72.2.1027-1033.2006
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0154090
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0154090
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2013.08.013
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1233521
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1233521
https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2004-5-10-r80
https://doi.org/10.2390/biecoll-jib-2011-160
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gni179
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0074-7742(04)60002-X
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.05220-11
https://doi.org/10.1111/1574-6941.12127
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02477-10
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1219
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.f.303
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1530509100
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-7-538
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2015.39
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri798
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aac4263
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa0901867
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.717
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03104
https://doi.org/10.1038/emm.2014.7
https://doi.org/10.1002/0471142735.im1525s104
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00441-010-1034-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1476-5381.2011.01369.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2015.12.070
https://doi.org/10.1002/1098-1128(200103)21:
2 < 105::AID-MED1002 > 3.0.CO;2-U
https://doi.org/10.1002/1098-1128(200103)21:
2 < 105::AID-MED1002 > 3.0.CO;2-U
https://doi.org/10.2165/
00003495-200262120-00007
https://doi.org/10.2165/
00003495-200262120-00007
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkn760
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.177.4.2088
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1303400
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1303400
https://doi.org/10.1111/imr.12195
https://doi.org/10.1111/imr.12195
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2013-305863
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07336
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI62236
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI62236


14

Fransen et al. Gender, Gut Microbiome, and Immunity

Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org June 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 754

gut microbiota alterations. Cell Host Microbe (2016) 19:455–69. doi:10.1016/j.
chom.2016.03.007 

45. Meira LB, Bugni JM, Green SL, Lee C-W, Pang B, Borenshtein D,  
et  al. DNA damage induced by chronic inflammation contributes to colon 
carcinogenesis in mice. J Clin Invest (2008) 118:965–73. doi:10.1172/ 
JCI35073 

46. Gui J, Mustachio LM, Su D-M, Craig RW. Thymus size and age-related thymic 
involution: early programming, sexual dimorphism, progenitors and stroma. 
Aging Dis (2012) 3:280–90. 

47. Kelly C, Gangur V. Sex disparity in food allergy: evidence from the PubMed 
database. J Allergy (2009) 2009:1–7. doi:10.1155/2009/159845 

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was con-
ducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be 
construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2017 Fransen, van Beek, Borghuis, Meijer, Hugenholtz, van der Gaast-de 
Jongh, Savelkoul, de Jonge, Faas, Boekschoten, Smidt, El Aidy and de Vos. This is an 
open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 
License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, 
provided the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publica-
tion in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, 
distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

http://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/archive
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2016.03.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2016.03.007
https://doi.org/10.1172/
JCI35073
https://doi.org/10.1172/
JCI35073
https://doi.org/10.1155/2009/159845
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	The Impact of Gut Microbiota on Gender-Specific Differences in Immunity
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Mice
	Experimental Design
	Organ and Tissue Collection
	Flow Cytometry
	Transcriptome Microarray
	Serum Antibody Isotypes
	Microbiota Analysis
	Statistics

	Results
	Male Microbiota Induces Lower Weight 
in Female Mice
	Female Microbiota Enhances T Cell Precursors in Thymus but Lowers RORyt+ Foxp3+ T Cells in Male Recipients
	Microbiota Influences Antibody Production in a Gender-Specific Manner
	Microbiota-Independent and Dependent Differences in Gender-Specific Immunity
	Bacterial Groups Associated With Gender-Specific Microbiota Differences

	Discussion
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	Funding
	Supplementary Material
	References


