Universal Influenza Vaccine Based on Conserved Antigens Induces
Broad, Long-Term Immunity and Protection
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Top panel: Mice were immunized with a single intranasal dose of indicated ~ Funded by FDA, CBER.

vaccines and challenged 14 months later with H7N9.

Figure 1. Conserved vaccine antigens and design of these studies Bottom panel: mice were immunized with an intranasal dose of indicated
vaccines, boosted one year later, and challenged 7 weeks after the boost.
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