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RESEARCH

The effect of topical decorin on temporal 
changes to corneal immune cells after epithelial 
abrasion
Mengliang Wu1, Laura E. Downie1, Lisa J. Hill2 and Holly R. Chinnery1*  

Abstract 

Background: Corneal immune cells interact with corneal sensory nerves during both homeostasis and inflamma-
tion. This study sought to evaluate temporal changes to corneal immune cell density in a mouse model of epithelial 
abrasion and nerve injury, and to investigate the immunomodulatory effects of topical decorin, which we have shown 
previously to promote corneal nerve regeneration.

Methods: Bilateral corneal epithelial abrasions (2 mm) were performed on C57BL/6J mice. Topical decorin or saline 
eye drops were applied three times daily for 12 h, 24 h, 3 days or 5 days. Optical coherence tomography imaging 
was performed to measure the abrasion area. The densities of corneal sensory nerves (β-tubulin III) and immune 
cells, including dendritic cells (DCs;  CD11c+), macrophages (Iba-1+) and neutrophils (NIMP-R14+) were measured. 
 Cx3cr1gfp/gfp mice that spontaneously lack resident corneal intraepithelial DCs were used to investigate the specific 
contribution of epithelial DCs. Neuropeptide and cytokine gene expression was evaluated using qRT-PCR at 12 h 
post-injury.

Results: In decorin-treated corneas, higher intraepithelial DC densities and lower neutrophil densities were observed 
at 24 h after injury, compared to  saline controls. At 12 h post-injury, topical decorin application was associated with 
greater re-epithelialisation. At 5 days post-injury, corneal stromal macrophage density in the decorin-treated and 
contralateral eyes was lower, and nerve density was higher, compared to eyes treated with saline only. Lower expres-
sion of transforming growth factor beta (TGF-β) and higher expression of CSPG4 mRNA was detected in corneas 
treated with topical decorin. There was no difference in corneal neutrophil density in  Cx3cr1gfp/gfp mice treated with 
or without decorin at 12 h.

Conclusions: Topical decorin regulates immune cell dynamics after corneal injury, by inhibiting neutrophils and 
recruiting intraepithelial DCs during the acute phase (< 24 h), and inhibiting macrophage density at the study end-
point (5 days). These immunomodulatory effects were associated with faster re-epithelialisation and likely contribute 
to promoting sensory nerve regeneration. The findings suggest a potential interaction between DCs and neutrophils 
with topical decorin treatment, as the decorin-induced neutrophil inhibition was absent in  Cx3cr1gfp/gfp mice that lack 
corneal epithelial DCs. TGF-β and CSPG4 proteoglycan likely regulate decorin-mediated innate immune cell responses 
and nerve regeneration after injury.
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Background
Distinct populations of resident immune cells are dis-
tributed throughout the healthy mouse cornea, includ-
ing intraepithelial dendritic cells (DCs), stromal 
macrophages and γδ T cells, the latter residing mostly in 
the peripherally located limbal epithelium [1–4]. With 
the development of transgenic animals and advances 
in imaging techniques, the role(s) of immune cells are 
becoming increasingly recognised in the contexts of 
corneal development [5], epithelial wound healing, cor-
neal neuropathy and infectious keratitis [6, 7]. Recently, 
the phenotype and function of immune cells have been 
investigated in corneal neuropathy secondary to ocular 
and systemic diseases, consistent with a growing recog-
nition of the importance of neuroimmune interactions in 
the cornea [8, 9].

The crosstalk between immune cells and the periph-
eral nervous system has been investigated in many tis-
sues, including the gut, skin and lung [10, 11], and more 
recently in the cornea [12–14]. Peripheral sensory nerves 
play an important role in tissue homeostasis and wound 
healing, by responding rapidly to nociceptive stimuli 
and irritants, and modulating local immune responses. 
Reciprocally, immune cells can affect neuronal function 
by releasing cytokines and neurotransmitters, including 
acetylcholine [15, 16]. In the cornea, the sensory nerves 
originate from the ophthalmic division of the trigemi-
nal ganglion. After penetrating the corneoscleral limbus 
to form the stromal nerve trunks, some nerve branches 
course from the anterior stroma and run parallel between 
the corneal basal epithelial cells and the anterior limiting 
lamina [17], forming the sub-basal nerve plexus (SBNP). 
Branches derived from the corneal SBNP penetrate ver-
tically through the epithelium, terminating beneath the 
epithelial surface as superficial nerve terminals (SNT).

Decorin is a small leucine-rich proteoglycan that exists 
in many connective tissues. In the cornea, it contributes 
to collagen fibrillogenesis as well as collagen fibril spac-
ing, which is critical for corneal transparency [18, 19]. 
Decorin consists of a core protein that contains a domain 
of tandem leucine-rich repeats, and a single glycosami-
noglycan chain attached to the N terminus. Though the 
glycosaminoglycan chain is involved in some decorin–
ligand interactions, most ligand-binding regions of 
decorin are located at its core protein [20]. It is revers-
ible between homodimers and monomers of decorin, and 
the dimerisation is not necessary for decorin stabilisa-
tion [21]. Decorin has been illustrated to promote nerve 

axon growth following spinal cord injury in vivo [22, 23] 
and regulate inflammatory responses in in  vitro studies 
[24, 25]. Our laboratory has previously demonstrated 
that decorin enhances corneal sensory nerve regenera-
tion and inhibits macrophage recruitment one week after 
sterile epithelial injury, and was associated with a higher 
density of corneal intraepithelial DCs within 6  h after 
topical application [26].

Many diseases that involve corneal neuropathy show 
concurrent changes to corneal sensory nerves and local 
immune cells. A recent study revealed the functional sig-
nificance of physical connections between intraepithelial 
DCs and corneal nerves in the pathogenesis of corneal 
herpetic infection [27] and following sterile abrasion 
injury [28]. Other studies have reported that in diabetic 
mice with corneal injury, improved nerve regeneration 
was associated with the recruitment of anti-inflammatory 
macrophages [29]. Further supporting a role for mac-
rophages in corneal nerve recovery, Liu et  al. reported 
that adoptive transfer of anti-inflammatory macrophages 
promoted corneal nerve regeneration after injury, in a 
mouse model of antibiotic-induced gut microbiota dys-
biosis [30].

While our understanding of immune responses after 
corneal injury and their relationship to sensory nerve 
degeneration and regeneration has increased in recent 
years, key aspects remain poorly understood. Many 
current studies relating to corneal neuroimmune inter-
actions are based on a specific study timepoint, with  
temporal changes rarely explored. The aims of this 
study were to investigate temporal alterations to corneal 
immune cells during wound healing after corneal injury, 
and to examine the effect that topical decorin applica-
tion, which promotes nerve regeneration, has on this 
immune response. We also sought to determine which 
potential corneal cytokines and/or neuropeptides are 
modulated during these responses, in order to define the 
mechanisms that underpin these neuroimmune interac-
tions within the injured cornea.

Materials and methods
Animals and corneal abrasion model
All animals were treated in accordance with the ARVO 
Statement for the Use of Animals in Ophthalmic and 
Vision Research, and all procedures were approved by 
the Animal Ethics Committee at the Florey Institute of 
Neuroscience and Mental Health (18-094-UM). Female 
C57BL/6J mice (6–8 weeks old) were obtained from the 

Keywords: Decorin, Small leucine-rich proteoglycan, Dendritic cells, Macrophages, Neutrophils, Nerve regeneration, 
Cornea, Wound healing
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Animal Resources Centre, Murdoch, Western Australia 
and housed in a specific pathogen-free environment at 
the Florey Institute of Neuroscience and Mental Health. 
Cx3cr1-deficient  (Cx3cr1gfp/gfp) mice that spontane-
ously lack resident corneal epithelial DCs [31] were also 
included in the study. Mice were anesthetised with an 
intraperitoneal injection of ketamine (80  mg/kg) and 
xylazine (10 mg/kg). A corneal abrasion injury was per-
formed on both eyes of each animal as described previ-
ously [32]. Briefly, a 2-mm diameter circular area of the 
central corneal epithelium was demarcated using a sterile 
2-mm trephine, then debrided using an ophthalmic burr 
(0.5 mm, Algerbrush II; Alger Equipment Co., Lago Vista, 
TX, USA). Immediately following the injury, a 2-µl drop 
of sterile saline was applied to each eye to prevent cor-
neal drying.

Spectral domain optical coherence tomography (SD‑OCT)
In vivo SD-OCT imaging was performed to measure the 
corneal wound sizes immediately following the injury. 
Anesthetised mice were placed on the animal imaging 
mount and rodent alignment stage (AIM-RAS) attached 
to the SD-OCT imaging device (Bioptigen Envisu R2200 
VHR; Bioptigen, Inc., Durham, NC, USA). Volumetric 
3 × 3  mm rectangular scans of the central cornea (1000 
A-scans/200 B-scans) were captured using an 18-mm 
telecentric lens immediately after the abrasion. En face 
images were used to measure the size of the epithelial 
abrasion area using a freehand trace tool in ImageJ soft-
ware (http:// imagej. nih. gov/ ij/; provided in the public 
domain by the National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
MD, USA).

Decorin dosage and topical treatment
The decorin used in this study is a recombinant human 
decorin core protein (Galacorin™, Catalent, USA). Our 
previous work has demonstrated a neuroregenerative 
effect with topical decorin dosed at a concentration of 
4.76 mg/ml [26]. To consider whether a lower concentra-
tion might be effective, 4 µl of decorin in a range of con-
centrations (0.24  mg/ml, 1.07  mg/ml, and 4.76  mg/ml) 
was applied on one eye of treatment groups three times 
per day for 1 week after the corneal abrasion (n = 8 for 
each concentration), with the contralateral eyes treated 
with saline (results shown in Additional file 1: Fig. S1).

The decorin concentration of 1.07  mg/ml was chosen 
for the subsequent experiments, as improved corneal 
nerve regeneration in both SBNP and SNT was observed 
after topical decorin treatment with this concentration. 
Mice received eye drops (one randomly selected eye 
treated with decorin and the other eye received saline, 

n = 8, or both eyes treated with saline for the control 
group, n = 8) either three times administered at four 
hourly intervals over a 12-h period or three times per day 
for 1, 3, or 5  days. To investigate corneal RNA expres-
sion, a separate treatment group (n = 16) and a control 
group (n = 8) with the same eye drop protocol for the 
12-h timepoint were included. En face images from SD-
OCT scans were obtained at time 0 and 12 h to assess the 
injured epithelium area at 0 h, and to quantify percentage 
of re-epithelialisation at the endpoint. All mice were gen-
tly held for one minute after each eye drop, to allow the 
eye drops to distribute across the ocular surface before 
the mice were returned their cages.

Cx3cr1gfp/gfp mice model
Cx3cr1gfp/gfp mice spontaneously lack resident corneal 
epithelial DCs [31]. To investigate the potential role of 
resident and early infiltrating DCs on corneal neutro-
phil recruitment,  Cx3cr1gfp/gfp mice were examined 24 h 
after a 2-mm corneal epithelial injury and topical applica-
tion of either decorin or saline eye drops, administered 
three times daily (one randomly selected eye treated with 
decorin and the other eye received saline, n = 5, or both 
eyes treated with saline for the control group, n = 5).

Corneal wholemount immunofluorescence
Mice were euthanised at the designated experimen-
tal timepoints and enucleated eyes were fixed in chilled 
acetone for 20 min and then washed in phosphate buff-
ered saline (PBS). Dissected corneas were incubated 
in 20  mM ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid for 30  min 
at 37  °C and then blocked with 3% bovine serum and 
0.3% Triton X-100 in PBS for 1  h at room temperature. 
For immunostaining, tissues were incubated overnight 
at 4  °C with primary antibody rabbit anti-β tubulin 488 
(1:500;  #AB15708A4,  Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA), 
hamster anti-CD11c (1:50; N418, Abcam, Cambridge, 
MA, USA), rabbit anti-IBA1 (1:500; #019-19741, Fujifilm 
Wako Chemicals, Osaka, Japan), rat anti-CD45 (1:500; 
#550539, BD Biosciences, Franklin Lakes, NJ, USA), or 
rat anti-NIMP (1:100; NIMP-R14, Abcam, Cambridge, 
MA, USA). Afterwards, tissue flat mounts were washed 
with PBS three times before incubation with the second-
ary antibodies, goat anti-rabbit Alexa Fluor 647 (1:500; 
#A21244, ThermoFisher Scientific, Carlsbad, CA, USA), 
goat anti-rat Alexa Cy3 (1:500; #A10522, ThermoFisher 
Scientific, Carlsbad, CA, USA), goat anti-hamster 488 
(1:500; #ab173003, Abcam, Cambridge, MA, USA) and 
Hoechst (1:1000; Sigma, St Louis, MO, USA) for 2  h at 
room temperature. Immunostained samples were then 
washed and mounted onto glass slides with aqueous 
mounting medium and coverslipped for imaging.

http://imagej.nih.gov/ij/
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Corneal nerve and immune cell image acquisition 
and analysis
Corneal wholemounts were imaged using a confocal 
microscope (Confocal Laser Scanning Microscopy SP8; 
Leica Microsystems, Buffalo Grove, IL, USA). Three 
non-overlapping z-series were captured from the central 
(within the 0.75  mm radial area from the corneal apex) 
and peripheral cornea (between 1 and 1.5 mm radial area 
from the corneal apex), respectively. For nerve quantifi-
cation, separate z-stacks of the SNT and SBNP were cre-
ated by generating z-projections of the superficial and 
basal epithelial layers [32, 33]. To compare the immune 
cell changes between groups, z-stack images of the ante-
rior corneal stroma (5  µm directly below the basal epi-
thelium) were created for analysing neutrophils  (NIMP+ 
with a distinct polymorphonuclear appearance) and 
macrophages  (CD45+  Iba1+). For the analysis of DCs 
 (CD45+  CD11c+), epifluorescent images (two central 
and two peripheral) were collected using an Olympus 
BX51 microscope (450  µm × 300  µm area). All images 
were analysed by a masked observer. The percentage area 
occupied by nerves was evaluated using manual thresh-
olding in ImageJ software [32]. The density of corneal 
macrophages, neutrophils and DCs was counted manu-
ally using ImageJ.

RNA extraction and quantitative real‑time RT‑PCR
Two corneas that received the same intervention were 
pooled together to obtain a sufficient amount of RNA for 
analysis. Tissues were homogenised in lysis buffer with a 
5-mm bead using TissueLyser II® (QIAGEN, MD, USA). 
Total RNA was extracted using PureLink® RNA Mini Kit 
according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Comple-
mentary DNA (cDNA) was generated using Tetro cDNA 
Synthesis Kit (Bioline, London, UK). A ‘No reverse tran-
scriptase’ control was included.

Gene expression alterations were detected using duplex 
quantitative real-time PCR assays (with FAM or VIC 
fluorescent reporter dyes) for β-actin (Mm01205647_g1), 
IL-1β (Mm00434228_m1), TNF-α (Mm00443258_m1), 
TGF-β (Mm00441724_m1), NGF (Mm00443039_m1), 
CNTF (Mm00446373_m1), CGRP (Mm00801463_g1), 
TLR2 (Mm00442346_m1), CXCL2 (Mm00436450_
m1) and CSPG4 (Mm00507257_m1) (Applied Biosys-
tems, ThermoFisher Scientific, Carlsbad, CA, USA) and 
Taqman Gene Expression Master Mix (Applied Biosys-
tems). Quantitative real-time RT-PCR assay was con-
ducted with Vii7A system (Applied Biosystems). The 
relative quantity of mRNA  expression was calculated 
using the  2−ΔΔCt formula, normalised to the housekeep-
ing gene.

Statistical analyses
For the mice who received different treatments in each 
eye, the data analysis was performed by fitting a mixed-
effects model taking account the intraclass correlation 
for using data from both eyes. After fitting the model, 
post hoc tests were performed to examine the direct 
effects of topical decorin and any potential ‘contralateral 
eye effect’ from the decorin intervention. For analysis of 
qPCR results, one-way ANOVA followed by a Tukey’s 
post hoc test was performed. All statistical analyses were 
performed in Stata software (version 14.2; StataCorp 
LLC, College Station, TX, USA). A p < 0.05 was consid-
ered statistically significant. All summary data are shown 
as mean ± standard error of the mean (SEM).

Results
Corneal abrasion injury
The initial corneal abrasion injury was measured for each 
animal to ensure similar wound sizes were generated in 
all eyes. There was no inter-group or inter-batch differ-
ences in the injury size before the topical treatments were 
administered (see Additional file 1: Fig. S2).

Corneal sensory nerve regeneration
Corneal sensory nerve density in the central cornea was 
reduced dramatically after the epithelial injury. The dam-
aged nerve plexi regenerated gradually, with approxi-
mately 40% of the SNT and 30% of the SBNP nerve 
regenerated after 5 days (Figs. 1, 2). Overall, eyes treated 
with topical decorin showed greater corneal nerve regen-
eration in the central cornea compared to those treated 
with saline at 5 days (SBNP, p = 0.042; SNT, p = 0.014). 
In the peripheral cornea (outside of the wound zone), 
relative to baseline only 5% of SNT but 20% of SBNP 
was  present at 12 h after the injury. The peripheral SNT 
regenerated rapidly afterwards and reached 60% of pre-
injury levels after 5 days, while the peripheral SBNP 
recovered to 40% by 1 day post-injury and then the nerve 
regeneration slowed. In the peripheral corneal  SNT 
and SBNP, there was no significant difference between 
decorin- and saline-treated eyes at any of the evaluated 
timepoints.

Corneal immune cell densities in the epithelial abrasion 
model
Corneal immune cells were quantified in the central and 
peripheral cornea at each time point (Fig.  3), except at 
12  h when the abraded epithelium had not fully regen-
erated. In the peripheral cornea, DC density was lower 
after the abrasion injury compared to naïve corneas, 
and remained low during the following 5 days (Fig. 4A). 
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Infiltrating neutrophil numbers peaked at 12 h and were 
substantially lower by day 3, with no neutrophils pre-
sent at day 5. Peripheral corneal macrophage density 
was similar in intact and injured corneas at 12 h, but was 
higher 1 day after the injury and the density remained 
elevated through to day 5. Similar changes to the immune 
cell dynamics were also observed in the central cornea 
(Fig. 4B).

Effect of topical decorin on the temporal dynamics 
of corneal immune cells
In decorin-treated eyes after the abrasion, a higher 
density of corneal DCs was observed at 12 h and 24 h 
compared with the saline (control) group (p = 0.029 
and 0.009, respectively), while an inter-group difference 
was not observed at day 3 or 5 (Fig. 5A1, A2). The neu-
trophils infiltrated rapidly into the peripheral cornea at 

Fig. 1 Representative confocal microscopic images of the SBNP and overlying SNT in the central region in an uninjured cornea (A1, A2) or injured 
cornea treated with topical saline (B1, B2) or decorin (C1, C2) at 5 days after corneal abrasion. Scale bar in C2 (50 µm) applies to all images

Fig. 2 Corneal nerve regeneration after epithelial abrasion injury, during a 5-day treatment period with topical decorin or saline, dosed three times/
day. Naïve refers to intact, untreated corneas. *Indicates a statistically significant difference between eyes with and without decorin treatment. SBNP 
sub-basal nerve plexus; SNT superficial nerve terminals. n = 8 mice per group, data represent mean ± SEM
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12  h but there was no difference after treatment with 
decorin (Fig.  5B1, B2). However, decorin-treated eyes 
demonstrated a faster clearance of neutrophils, lead-
ing to a significantly lower density of neutrophils in the 
central and peripheral cornea at 24  h (p = 0.026 and 
p = 0.046, respectively). By day 3, there was no differ-
ence in neutrophil numbers between the groups.

With respect to macrophages, both central and 
peripheral corneal macrophage density was similar, at 
the acute stage, between decorin- and saline-treated 
eyes (Fig.  5C1, C2). The density of macrophages was 
significantly lower in decorin-treated eyes at day 3 
(peripheral, p = 0.017) and day 5 (central and periph-
eral, p < 0.001 and p = 0.001, respectively). A lower 
number of macrophages was also observed in the 

Fig. 3 Representative confocal microscopic images of the intraepithelial  CD45+  CD11c+ DCs (A1–A3), anterior stromal  CD45+  Iba1+ macrophages 
(B1–B3) and infiltrating  NIMP+ neutrophils (C1–C3) in the injured cornea. Arrows indicate intraepithelial  CD45+  CD11c+ DCs in the epithelium, 
asterisks indicate  CD45+  CD11c−ve cells located in the anterior stroma. Scale bar in C3 (50 µm) applies to all images
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Fig. 4 Temporal changes to epithelial dendritic cells, stromal macrophages and stromal neutrophil densities following a central 2-mm corneal 
epithelial abrasion injury. n = 8 mice per group, data represent mean ± SEM

Fig. 5 Temporal dynamics of corneal immune cells during 5 days of treatment with topical decorin after the central corneal abrasion. A1, A2 
The density of intraepithelial DCs was higher in decorin-treated eyes at 24 h compared to saline controls. B1, B2 There was a lower density of 
neutrophils in decorin-treated eyes at 24 h after it peaked at 12 h in the peripheral cornea. C1, C2 The density of corneal macrophages was lower in 
decorin-treated eyes and their contralateral eyes at 5 days after corneal injury. *Indicates a statistically significant difference between eyes treated 
with decorin and control eyes with saline. #Indicates a statistically significant difference between the contralateral eyes from decorin-treated animals 
and saline control eyes



Page 8 of 13Wu et al. Journal of Neuroinflammation           (2022) 19:90 

contralateral eyes of decorin-treated eyes compared 
to saline-treated (control) eyes (central and periph-
eral, p = 0.041 and p = 0.026, respectively), suggesting 
a contralateral eye effect of decorin on macrophage 
activity.

Effect of decorin on re‑epithelialisation after corneal 
abrasion
At time 0  h (i.e., immediately after induction of the 
injury), the epithelial abrasion area was similar between 
decorin-treated eyes, contralateral eyes and saline-
treated eyes (3.58 ± 0.36, 3.58 ± 0.24 and 3.59 ± 0.29 
 mm2, respectively). After three administrations of topi-
cal treatment (i.e., decorin or saline eye drops) over 
12  h, a higher percentage of re-epithelialisation was 
observed in the decorin-treated eyes compared to con-
trol (saline-treated) eyes (Fig.  6, p = 0.038). There was 
no contralateral eye effect of decorin on the extent of 
corneal re-epithelialisation.

Effect of topical decorin on corneal neutrophil infiltration 
in  Cx3cr1gfp/gfp mice
To determine if the lower neutrophil responses in 
decorin-treated eyes were related to the higher den-
sity of corneal DCs observed at 12 and 24 h post-injury, 
 Cx3cr1gfp/gfp mice lacking both resident and infiltrat-
ing DCs in the mouse corneal epithelium were investi-
gated. There was no significant difference in the density 
of central or peripheral neutrophils between decorin- 
and saline-treated eyes at 24 h, indicating that corneal 
epithelial DCs may regulate the decorin-enhanced 
neutrophil clearance (see Additional file  1: Fig. S3). 
Consistent with the wild-type mice, the density of cor-
neal macrophages was similar in the eyes treated with 

decorin compared to those that received topical saline 
treatment.

mRNA expression of neuropeptides and cytokines
Corneal inflammatory cytokine and neuropeptide gene 
expression were measured with quantitative real-time 
PCR using the  2−ΔΔCt method. Among the detected 
cytokines and proteins, a downregulation in TGF-β 
and a upregulation of CSPG4 were observed with topi-
cal application of decorin, compared to control (saline-
treated) eyes. There was no significant difference in the 
mRNA expression of NGF, CGRP, CNTF, IL-1β, TLR2, 
TNF-α or CXCL2 (Fig. 7).

Discussion
As one of the major components of the ocular surface 
barrier, the cornea is susceptible to physical, chemical 
and microbial insults. The corneal immune system, in 
particular the innate immune cells, plays an important 
role in the defense against various threats by coordi-
nating innate inflammatory responses [34, 35]. How-
ever, over-reactive and/or unresolved inflammatory 
responses can be harmful to local cells and tissues. For 
example, studies have proposed that ongoing inflam-
matory responses and elevated cytokines in the cor-
nea after Herpes Simplex Virus-1 (HSV-1) infection 
contribute to corneal denervation [36, 37]. Moreover, 
a faster resolution of the inflammatory response may 
be associated with enhanced corneal nerve regenera-
tion post-infection [38]. The present study is the first 
to demonstrate the temporal dynamics of corneal 
immune cell infiltration after epithelial injury, in eyes 
treated with either saline (vehicle) or topical decorin. 
Consistent with our previous findings [26], 5 days of 
topical treatment with decorin promoted sensory nerve 
regeneration in the central corneal after corneal abra-
sion injury. Extending these findings, the current inves-
tigations demonstrated more rapid epithelial wound 
healing in decorin-treated corneas, and alterations to 
the expression of TGF-β and CSPG4 mRNA after topi-
cal decorin treatment. Together, these findings provide 
strong evidence for crosstalk between corneal immune 
cells and sensory nerves during corneal wound healing.

Several mouse studies have demonstrated the pres-
ence of resident corneal intraepithelial DCs, which 
are more abundant in the peripheral cornea, and less 
populous in the central cornea [31, 39]. The density of 
corneal DCs increases in many ocular and systemic dis-
eases involving chronic inflammation, including experi-
mental dry eye disease [40] and diabetes [14, 41]. In 
our previous report on the effect of decorin on corneal 
nerve recovery, decorin treatment was associated with 

Fig. 6 Corneal epithelial regeneration at 12 h after central corneal 
abrasion. *Indicates a statistically significant difference between eyes 
treated with decorin and control saline. Each data point represents 
one cornea, data represent mean ± SEM
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greater DC recruitment at six hours post-injury. To 
further evaluate the temporal dynamics of DCs in the 
epithelium in response to decorin, in the present study 
we assessed DC density at later time points and found 
a higher cell density in decorin-treated eyes relative 
to saline-treated controls during the acute-phase; this 
finding may be related to the faster re-epithelialisation 
observed at 12  h after injury. Gao et  al. reported that 
the local depletion of corneal and conjunctival DCs 
delays epithelial wound closure, indicating an interplay 
between DCs and epithelial cells during corneal wound 
healing [42]. This is also supported by the difference in 
DC density only being observed during the first 24 h, a 
time at which re-epithelialisation is occurring.

There is emerging evidence for reciprocal communica-
tion between corneal DCs and nerves during both home-
ostasis and inflammatory conditions. In healthy human 
corneas, a higher DC density (greater than 50 cells/mm2) 
in the central cornea is strongly correlated with higher 

corneal nerve density [43]. In animal models of diabetes 
(Leppin et  al. [41]) and human patients with diabetes, 
lower corneal nerve fibre density is associated with higher 
corneal DC density [8, 44]. Corneal DCs in patients with 
diabetes were more likely to be arranged in a cluster at 
the level of the SBNP [45], suggesting that the activation 
of DCs may be associated with corneal nerve fibre dam-
age. However, in streptozotocin-induced diabetic mice 
recovering from a corneal epithelial debridement wound, 
a lower density of intraepithelial DCs was associated with 
delayed sensory nerve regeneration compared to animals 
without diabetes [46]. Thus, the precise contribution of 
corneal epithelial DCs in corneal wound healing remains 
unclear. Our recent study was the first to demonstrate 
a DC-dependent neuroregenerative effect with topical 
decorin, 7 days after injury, using  Cx3cr1gfp/gfp mice that 
lack resident and infiltrating corneal DCs [26]. In chroni-
cally inflamed human corneas, enlarged, “activated” DCs 
are frequently proposed to be a driver of sensory nerve 

Fig. 7 Corneal mRNA expression of neuropeptides and cytokines. n = 8 for each experimental group (control, decorin or contralateral group). Data 
from naive corneas (n = 3) are shown as a reference but are not included in the statistical analysis. *p < 0.05. NGF nerve growth factor; CNTF ciliary 
neurotrophic factor; CGRP calcitonin gene-related peptide; TNF-α tumour necrosis factor alpha; TGF-β transforming growth factor beta; TLR2 toll-like 
receptor 2; CXCL2 chemokine ligand 2; CSPG4 chondroitin sulphate proteoglycan 4
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pathology [47], with an inverse relationship between cor-
neal DC density and nerve fibre density reported in dry 
eye disease and Herpes Zoster Ophthalmicus (HZO) [48, 
49]. The precise links between decorin, dendritic cells 
and the improved corneal epithelial and nerve regenera-
tion remains unknown. It is possible that the higher den-
sity of corneal intraepithelial DCs in the acute-phase of 
corneal wound healing may improve corneal re-epitheli-
alisation, thereby providing greater anatomical structural 
support for subsequent nerve regeneration.

Resident macrophages are distributed throughout the 
corneal stroma [50, 51] and participate in innate immune 
responses by phagocytosing cellular debris and secreting 
inflammatory cytokines to assist with tissue remodel-
ling [52]. Macrophages have both pro-inflammatory and 
anti-inflammatory phenotypes [53]. Pro-inflammatory 
macrophages are thought to play an important role dur-
ing the early stages of corneal wound healing by enhanc-
ing the inflammatory response, while anti-inflammatory 
macrophages suppress immune responses during the 
later stages of healing [29, 51]. Although the corneal 
macrophage phenotypes were not assessed in this study, 
an increased density of macrophages was observed 24 h 
after the injury in both saline- and decorin-treated cor-
neas. The topical application of decorin appeared to 
accelerate the resolution of inflammation, as evidenced 
by a lower macrophage density after corneal injury; 
interestingly, a contralateral eye effect was apparent, 
despite using a fourfold lower dose in the current study 
compared to our previous report [26]. Evidence exists 
for contralateral effects related to corneal inflamma-
tory responses in primarily unilateral ocular conditions, 
including infectious keratitis, HZO, and unilateral cor-
neal nerve cut [49, 54, 55]. Thus, if pro-inflammatory 
signals can involve contralateral eye responses, it is fea-
sible that this may extend to anti-inflammatory signals 
too. Another possible explanation is that the improved 
sensory nerve regeneration restores the ocular surface 
microenvironment and thus reduce local  inflammatory 
signals that recruit macrophages to both eyes.

Cross-talk between macrophages and corneal nerves 
during wound healing has also been reported in recent 
years. In the peripheral cornea, where sensory nerves 
enter the cornea as large multifibre trunks before branch-
ing and innervating the central epithelial layers, intimate 
physical connections exist between corneal macrophages 
and these peripheral stromal nerve trunks [13]. Anti-
inflammatory macrophages play a vital role in cor-
neal nerve regeneration after superficial injury [30, 56]. 
Interestingly, Chucair-Elliott et  al. reported that corneal 
nerve structure and function were preserved after cor-
neal HSV infection in mice when macrophages were 
inducibly depleted [57], suggesting the inhibition of 

pro-inflammatory macrophages might be beneficial for 
encouraging nerve regeneration. However, considering 
the contralateral eye effect of decorin in our study was 
only observed with respect to macrophage density, and 
did not extend to nerve regeneration, the macrophage–
nerve interaction might be not the only pathway contrib-
uting to the promoted nerve regeneration.

Neutrophils are the dominant infiltrating immune cell 
in the acute phase of inflammatory responses to ster-
ile corneal injury, extravasating from the limbal vessels 
within hours of epithelial injury and migrating through 
the stroma where they contribute to corneal re-epitheli-
alisation [58, 59]. However, it is notable that the contri-
bution of neutrophils to tissue repair is short-lived, with 
these cells undergoing apoptosis and eventually being 
cleared by macrophages [60]. Our results demonstrated 
that topical decorin led to lower neutrophil recruitment 
during the acute phase after corneal injury, which may 
partially account for the improved corneal re-epithelial-
isation at 12  h. The effect of topical decorin on neutro-
phil attenuation may also be associated with the reduced 
gene expression of TGF-β. Decorin can bind to TGF-β to 
reduce its bioavailability and compete with its receptors 
to inhibit signal transduction [61, 62]. Furthermore, the 
neutrophil is one of the main sources of TGF-β produc-
tion [63] thus the lower neutrophil density may explain 
the lower mRNA level of TGF-β observed in the pre-
sent study. To further investigate if the decorin-induced 
neutrophil inhibition was associated with corneal DCs, 
we applied topical decorin following corneal abrasion 
in  Cx3cr1gfp/gfp transgenic mice that spontaneously lack 
intraepithelial DCs. The application of decorin to the 
injured corneas of  Cx3cr1gfp/gfp mice did not lower the 
neutrophil density, indicating that the intraepithelial DCs 
may be important in regulating neutrophil recruitment to 
the inflamed cornea.

Unlike the significantly altered density of corneal 
immune cells after topical application of decorin, expres-
sion of IL-1β, TNF-α and CXCL2 mRNA was similar 
across all treatment groups at 12 h post-injury. A possible 
explanation is that those cytokines can be produced by 
both immune and non-immune cells [64, 65]. Further-
more, some cytokines are mainly expressed by activated 
macrophages [66], which were less affected by decorin 
during the acute-phase post-injury. Despite the enhanced 
corneal nerve regeneration after topical decorin treat-
ment, similar levels of NGF, CNTF and CGRP mRNA 
were observed, suggesting that decorin exerts neurore-
generative effects by regulating other neuropeptides 
or via pathways not examined in this study. The qPCR 
results in the current study show higher CSPG4 expres-
sion in injured eyes treated with decorin, compared 
to the saline control group. CSPG4 is a chondroitin 
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sulphate proteoglycan, also known as neuron-glial anti-
gen 2 (NG2) in rats [67]. Both in vitro and in vivo stud-
ies have demonstrated that NG2 inhibits neurite growth 
in the central nervous system after injury [68, 69]. How-
ever, in the peripheral nervous system, NG2 is unlikely 
to be a major inhibitor or promotor of axon regenera-
tion or functional recovery after injury [70]. After injury, 
we observed a lower expression of CSPG4 mRNA in all 
groups compared to naïve corneas; however, compared 
to saline, decorin-treated corneas had a relatively higher 
expression of CSPG4 that was accompanied by a faster 
re-epithelialisation rate. CSPG4 is expressed by non-
myelinating Schwann cells that are present in the corneal 
stroma, just beneath the epithelial basement membrane 
[71]. As corneal epithelial cells may function as surrogate 
Schwann cells for sensory nerve fibres in the epithelium 
[72], it is possible that the decorin-mediated accelerated 
epithelial recovery at 12  h explains this slightly higher 
expression of CSPG4 in response to decorin. Further 
studies are required to explore the location and func-
tion of CSPG4 in the cornea during homeostasis and in 
response to injury, to determine if the elevated CSPG4 
gene expression is related to improved corneal wound 
healing.

Many studies have reported using solid lipid nano-
particles or liposomes with a high biocompatibility to 
deliver therapeutic molecules to the eye [73, 74]. Future 
studies using innovative ocular nanosystems to deliver 
decorin could be explored, as a basis for considering how 
this therapy might be ultimately translated into clinical 
practice. Furthermore, although a control group treated 
with vehicle solution (saline) was included in this study, 
it is possible that decorin, as a proteoglycan, may provide 
additional lubricating benefits (e.g., a higher viscosity) to 
the ocular surface. Our previous study has compared the 
therapeutic effects of decorin to a high viscosity gellan-
based fluid gel and demonstrated that the fluid gel on 
its own did not offer any therapeutic benefits to corneal 
nerve regeneration [26]. Nevertheless, a positive control 
with lubricating eye drops used in clinical practice such 
as hyaluronic acid [75], should be included to verify the 
therapeutic effect of decorin in future clinical studies.

Conclusion
This study demonstrates a distinctive pattern of tempo-
ral changes to immune cells after corneal epithelial injury 
that are modulated by topical application of decorin, 
which also promotes corneal nerve regeneration. These 
data provide evidence for potential interactions between 
corneal sensory nerves and immune cells including DCs, 
macrophages and neutrophils during wound healing. The 

contralateral eye effect of decorin on macrophage activ-
ity, but not epithelial recovery, neutrophil or DC recruit-
ment, indicates there might be different mechanisms by 
which decorin affects immune cell subsets during corneal 
wound healing. The present findings provide rationale 
for future studies to investigate the detailed pathways of 
corneal neuroimmune crosstalk following treatment with 
decorin, as well as to determine the therapeutic potential 
of decorin in ocular and systemic diseases with chronic 
inflammation and corneal neuropathy.

Abbreviations
DC: Dendritic cell; HSV: Herpes Simplex Virus; HZO: Herpes Zoster Ophthalmi-
cus; RT-PCR: Reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction; SBNP: Sub-basal 
nerve plexus; SD-OCT: Spectral domain optical coherence tomography; SNT: 
Superficial nerve terminal; TGF-β: Transforming growth factor beta.

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1186/ s12974- 022- 02444-8. 

Additional file 1: Figure S1. Corneal nerve regeneration after topical 
application of 0.24, 1.07 or 4.76 mg/ml decorin at 1 week after corneal 
injury. Figure S2. Initial central corneal abrasion area at time 0 h, as meas-
ured using en face images of the injured corneas acquired using spectral 
domain optical coherence tomography. Figure S3. Corneal immune cell 
changes 24 h after injury and topical decorin treatment in  Cx3cr1gfp/gfp 
mice that spontaneously lack intraepithelial DCs.

Acknowledgements
The authors acknowledge the Florey Advanced Microscopy Facility at the 
Florey Institute of Neuroscience & Mental Health Facility for provision of instru-
mentation, training and general support.

Author contributions
LED, LJH and HRC design the experiments. MW and HRC performed all the 
experiments and data acquisition. MW, LED, LJH and HRC contributed to the 
analysis and interpretation of data. MW and HRC drafted the manuscript. All 
authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
Funding support provided by the National Health and Medical Research 
Council (Australia) (HRC, APP1126540) and the Australian Government 
Research Training Program (MW).

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and/or analysed during the current study are available from 
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
All animals were treated in accordance with the ARVO Statement for the 
Use of Animals in Ophthalmic and Vision Research, and all procedures were 
approved by the Animal Ethics Committee at the Florey Institute of Neurosci-
ence and Mental Health (18-094-UM).

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12974-022-02444-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12974-022-02444-8


Page 12 of 13Wu et al. Journal of Neuroinflammation           (2022) 19:90 

Author details
1 Department of Optometry and Vision Sciences, The University of Melbourne, 
Parkville, VIC, Australia. 2 School of Biomedical Sciences, Institute of Clinical 
Sciences, University of Birmingham, Birmingham B15 2TT, UK. 

Received: 10 November 2021   Accepted: 24 March 2022

References
 1. Hamrah P, Zhang Q, Liu Y, Dana MR. Novel characterization of MHC class 

II-negative population of resident corneal Langerhans cell-type dendritic 
cells. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2002;43:639–46.

 2. Chinnery HR, Humphries T, Clare A, et al. Turnover of bone mar-
row-derived cells in the irradiated mouse cornea. Immunology. 
2008;125:541–8.

 3. Skelsey ME, Mellon J, Niederkorn JY. Gamma delta T cells are needed 
for ocular immune privilege and corneal graft survival. J Immunol. 
2001;166:4327–33.

 4. Li Z, Burns AR, Rumbaut RE, Smith CW. Gamma delta T cells are 
necessary for platelet and neutrophil accumulation in limbal vessels 
and efficient epithelial repair after corneal abrasion. Am J Pathol. 
2007;171:838–45.

 5. Liu J, Fu T, Song F, et al. Mast cells participate in corneal development 
in mice. Sci Rep. 2015;5:17569.

 6. Liu J, Li Z. Resident innate immune cells in the cornea. Front Immunol. 
2021;12:620284.

 7. Foulsham W, Coco G, Amouzegar A, Chauhan SK, Dana R. When clar-
ity is crucial: regulating ocular surface immunity. Trends Immunol. 
2018;39:288–301.

 8. Tavakoli M, Boulton AJ, Efron N, Malik RA. Increased Langerhans cell 
density and corneal nerve damage in diabetic patients: role of immune 
mechanisms in human diabetic neuropathy. Contact Lens Anterior Eye. 
2011;34:7–11.

 9. Choi EY, Kang HG, Lee CH, et al. Langerhans cells prevent subbasal 
nerve damage and upregulate neurotrophic factors in dry eye disease. 
PLoS ONE. 2017;12:e0176153.

 10. Yoo BB, Mazmanian SK. The enteric network: interactions between the 
immune and nervous systems of the gut. Immunity. 2017;46:910–26.

 11. Blake KJ, Jiang XR, Chiu IM. Neuronal regulation of immunity in the skin 
and lungs. Trends Neurosci. 2019;42:537–51.

 12. Hamrah P, Seyed-Razavi Y, Yamaguchi T. Translational immunoimag-
ing and neuroimaging demonstrate corneal neuroimmune crosstalk. 
Cornea. 2016;35(Suppl 1):S20-s24.

 13. Seyed-Razavi Y, Chinnery HR, McMenamin PG. A novel association 
between resident tissue macrophages and nerves in the periph-
eral stroma of the murine cornea. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 
2014;55:1313–20.

 14. Jiao H, Lim AS, Fazio Coles TE, McQuade RM, Furness JB, Chinnery HR. 
The effect of high-fat diet-induced metabolic disturbance on corneal 
neuroimmune features. Exp Eye Res. 2020;201:108298.

 15. Kawashima K, Fujii T, Moriwaki Y, Misawa H, Horiguchi K. Non-neuronal 
cholinergic system in regulation of immune function with a focus on 
alpha7 nAChRs. Int Immunopharmacol. 2015;29:127–34.

 16. Rosas-Ballina M, Olofsson PS, Ochani M, et al. Acetylcholine-synthe-
sizing T cells relay neural signals in a vagus nerve circuit. Science. 
2011;334:98–101.

 17. Muller LJ, Marfurt CF, Kruse F, Tervo TM. Corneal nerves: structure, con-
tents and function. Exp Eye Res. 2003;76:521–42.

 18. Zhang G, Chen S, Goldoni S, et al. Genetic evidence for the coordinated 
regulation of collagen fibrillogenesis in the cornea by decorin and bigly-
can. J Biol Chem. 2009;284:8888–97.

 19. Mohan RR, Tovey JC, Gupta R, Sharma A, Tandon A. Decorin biol-
ogy, expression, function and therapy in the cornea. Curr Mol Med. 
2011;11:110–28.

 20. Gubbiotti MA, Vallet SD, Ricard-Blum S, Iozzo RV. Decorin interacting 
network: a comprehensive analysis of decorin-binding partners and their 
versatile functions. Matrix Biol. 2016;55:7–21.

 21. Islam M, Gor J, Perkins SJ, Ishikawa Y, Bachinger HP, Hohenester E. The 
concave face of decorin mediates reversible dimerization and collagen 
binding. J Biol Chem. 2013;288:35526–33.

 22. Davies JE, Tang X, Denning JW, Archibald SJ, Davies SJ. Decorin sup-
presses neurocan, brevican, phosphacan and NG2 expression and 
promotes axon growth across adult rat spinal cord injuries. Eur J Neurosci. 
2004;19:1226–42.

 23. Minor K, Tang X, Kahrilas G, Archibald SJ, Davies JE, Davies SJ. Decorin pro-
motes robust axon growth on inhibitory CSPGs and myelin via a direct 
effect on neurons. Neurobiol Dis. 2008;32:88–95.

 24. Xaus J, Comalada M, Cardo M, Valledor AF, Celada A. Decorin inhibits 
macrophage colony-stimulating factor proliferation of macrophages and 
enhances cell survival through induction of p27(Kip1) and p21(Waf1). 
Blood. 2001;98:2124–33.

 25. Comalada M, Cardo M, Xaus J, et al. Decorin reverses the repressive effect 
of autocrine-produced TGF-beta on mouse macrophage activation. J 
Immunol. 2003;170:4450–6.

 26. Wu M, Downie LE, Grover LM, et al. The neuroregenerative effects of topi-
cal decorin on the injured mouse cornea. J Neuroinflamm. 2020;17:142.

 27. Jamali A, Seyed-Razavi Y, Chao C, et al. Intravital multiphoton microscopy 
of the ocular surface: alterations in conventional dendritic cell morphol-
ogy and kinetics in dry eye disease. Front Immunol. 2020;11:742.

 28. Gao N, Lee P, Yu FS. Intraepithelial dendritic cells and sensory nerves are 
structurally associated and functional interdependent in the cornea. Sci 
Rep. 2016;6:36414.

 29. He J, Pham TL, Kakazu A, Bazan HEP. Recovery of corneal sensitivity and 
increase in nerve density and wound healing in diabetic mice after PEDF 
plus DHA treatment. Diabetes. 2017;66:2511–20.

 30. Liu J, Wu M, He J, et al. Antibiotic-induced dysbiosis of gut microbiota 
impairs corneal nerve regeneration by affecting CCR2-negative mac-
rophage distribution. Am J Pathol. 2018;188:2786–99.

 31. Chinnery HR, Ruitenberg MJ, Plant GW, Pearlman E, Jung S, McMenamin 
PG. The chemokine receptor CX3CR1 mediates homing of MHC class 
II-positive cells to the normal mouse corneal epithelium. Invest Ophthal-
mol Vis Sci. 2007;48:1568–74.

 32. Downie LE, Naranjo Golborne C, Chen M, et al. Recovery of the sub-basal 
nerve plexus and superficial nerve terminals after corneal epithelial injury 
in mice. Exp Eye Res. 2018;171:92–100.

 33. De Silva MEH, Hill LJ, Downie LE, Chinnery HR. The effects of aging on 
corneal and ocular surface homeostasis in mice. Invest Ophthalmol Vis 
Sci. 2019;60:2705–15.

 34. Shimmura S, Kawakita T. Accessory cell populations in the cornea. Ocul 
Surf. 2006;4:74–80.

 35. Chinnery HR, Carlson EC, Sun Y, et al. Bone marrow chimeras and c-fms 
conditional ablation (Mafia) mice reveal an essential role for resident 
myeloid cells in lipopolysaccharide/TLR4-induced corneal inflammation. 
J Immunol. 2009;182:2738–44.

 36. Yun H, Rowe AM, Lathrop KL, Harvey SA, Hendricks RL. Reversible nerve 
damage and corneal pathology in murine herpes simplex stromal kerati-
tis. J Virol. 2014;88:7870–80.

 37. Chucair-Elliott AJ, Jinkins J, Carr MM, Carr DJ. IL-6 contributes to corneal 
nerve degeneration after herpes simplex virus type I infection. Am J 
Pathol. 2016;186:2665–78.

 38. He J, Neumann D, Kakazu A, et al. PEDF plus DHA modulate inflamma-
tion and stimulate nerve regeneration after HSV-1 infection. Exp Eye Res. 
2017;161:153–62.

 39. Knickelbein JE, Watkins SC, McMenamin PG, Hendricks RL. Stratification of 
antigen-presenting cells within the normal cornea. Ophthalmol Eye Dis. 
2009;1:45–54.

 40. Lee HS, Amouzegar A, Dana R. Kinetics of corneal antigen presenting cells 
in experimental dry eye disease. BMJ Open Ophthalmol. 2017;1:e000078.

 41. Leppin K, Behrendt AK, Reichard M, et al. Diabetes mellitus leads to accu-
mulation of dendritic cells and nerve fiber damage of the subbasal nerve 
plexus in the cornea. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2014;55:3603–15.

 42. Gao N, Yin J, Yoon GS, Mi QS, Yu FS. Dendritic cell-epithelium interplay 
is a determinant factor for corneal epithelial wound repair. Am J Pathol. 
2011;179:2243–53.

 43. Colorado LH, Markoulli M, Edwards K. The relationship between corneal 
dendritic cells, corneal nerve morphology and tear inflammatory 



Page 13 of 13Wu et al. Journal of Neuroinflammation           (2022) 19:90  

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

mediators and neuropeptides in healthy individuals. Curr Eye Res. 2019. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 02713 683. 2019. 16001 96.

 44. D’Onofrio L, Kalteniece A, Ferdousi M, et al. Small nerve fiber damage and 
Langerhans cells in type 1 and type 2 diabetes and LADA measured by 
corneal confocal microscopy. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2021;62:5.

 45. Lagali NS, Badian RA, Liu X, et al. Dendritic cell maturation in the corneal 
epithelium with onset of type 2 diabetes is associated with tumor necro-
sis factor receptor superfamily member 9. Sci Rep. 2018;8:14248.

 46. Gao N, Yan C, Lee P, Sun H, Yu FS. Dendritic cell dysfunction and diabetic 
sensory neuropathy in the cornea. J Clin Invest. 2016;126:1998–2011.

 47. Chinnery HR, Zhang XY, Wu CY, Downie LE. Corneal immune cell mor-
phometry as an indicator of local and systemic pathology: a review. Clin 
Exp Ophthalmol. 2021;49:729–40.

 48. Tepelus TC, Chiu GB, Huang J, et al. Correlation between corneal 
innervation and inflammation evaluated with confocal microscopy and 
symptomatology in patients with dry eye syndromes: a preliminary study. 
Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol. 2017;255:1771–8.

 49. Cavalcanti BM, Cruzat A, Sahin A, Pavan-Langston D, Samayoa E, Hamrah 
P. In vivo confocal microscopy detects bilateral changes of corneal 
immune cells and nerves in unilateral herpes zoster ophthalmicus. Ocul 
Surf. 2018;16:101–11.

 50. Brissette-Storkus CS, Reynolds SM, Lepisto AJ, Hendricks RL. Identification 
of a novel macrophage population in the normal mouse corneal stroma. 
Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2002;43:2264–71.

 51. Liu J, Xue Y, Dong D, et al. CCR2(−) and CCR2(+) corneal macrophages 
exhibit distinct characteristics and balance inflammatory responses after 
epithelial abrasion. Mucosal Immunol. 2017;10:1145–59.

 52. Gordon S, Martinez-Pomares L. Physiological roles of macrophages. 
Pflugers Arch. 2017;469:365–74.

 53. Brown BN, Ratner BD, Goodman SB, Amar S, Badylak SF. Macrophage 
polarization: an opportunity for improved outcomes in biomaterials and 
regenerative medicine. Biomaterials. 2012;33:3792–802.

 54. Cruzat A, Schrems WA, Schrems-Hoesl LM, et al. Contralateral clinically 
unaffected eyes of patients with unilateral infectious keratitis dem-
onstrate a sympathetic immune response. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 
2015;56:6612–20.

 55. Lee HK, Kim KW, Ryu JS, Jeong HJ, Lee SM, Kim MK. Bilateral effect of the 
unilateral corneal nerve cut on both ocular surface and lacrimal gland. 
Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2019;60:430–41.

 56. Zhang Z, Hu X, Qi X, et al. Resolvin D1 promotes corneal epithelial wound 
healing and restoration of mechanical sensation in diabetic mice. Mol Vis. 
2018;24:274–85.

 57. Chucair-Elliott AJ, Gurung HR, Carr MM, Carr DJJ. Colony stimulating 
factor-1 receptor expressing cells infiltrating the cornea control corneal 
nerve degeneration in response to HSV-1 infection. Invest Ophthalmol Vis 
Sci. 2017;58:4670–82.

 58. Hanlon SD, Smith CW, Sauter MN, Burns AR. Integrin-dependent neutro-
phil migration in the injured mouse cornea. Exp Eye Res. 2014;120:61–70.

 59. Li Z, Burns AR, Smith CW. Two waves of neutrophil emigration in response 
to corneal epithelial abrasion: distinct adhesion molecule requirements. 
Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2006;47:1947–55.

 60. Soehnlein O, Lindbom L. Phagocyte partnership during the onset and 
resolution of inflammation. Nat Rev Immunol. 2010;10:427–39.

 61. Brown CT, Lin P, Walsh MT, Gantz D, Nugent MA, Trinkaus-Randall V. 
Extraction and purification of decorin from corneal stroma retain struc-
ture and biological activity. Protein Expr Purif. 2002;25:389–99.

 62. Droguett R, Cabello-Verrugio C, Riquelme C, Brandan E. Extracellular 
proteoglycans modify TGF-beta bio-availability attenuating its signaling 
during skeletal muscle differentiation. Matrix Biol. 2006;25:332–41.

 63. Grotendorst GR, Smale G, Pencev D. Production of transforming growth 
factor beta by human peripheral blood monocytes and neutrophils. J Cell 
Physiol. 1989;140:396–402.

 64. Saika S. Yin and yang in cytokine regulation of corneal wound healing: 
roles of TNF-alpha. Cornea. 2007;26:S70-74.

 65. Dinarello CA. An expanding role for interleukin-1 blockade from gout to 
cancer. Mol Med. 2014;20(Suppl 1):S43-58.

 66. Shapouri-Moghaddam A, Mohammadian S, Vazini H, et al. Macrophage 
plasticity, polarization, and function in health and disease. J Cell Physiol. 
2018;233:6425–40.

 67. Stallcup WB. The NG2 proteoglycan: past insights and future prospects. J 
Neurocytol. 2002;31:423–35.

 68. Dou CL, Levine JM. Inhibition of neurite growth by the NG2 chondroitin 
sulfate proteoglycan. J Neurosci. 1994;14:7616–28.

 69. Fidler PS, Schuette K, Asher RA, et al. Comparing astrocytic cell lines that 
are inhibitory or permissive for axon growth: the major axon-inhibitory 
proteoglycan is NG2. J Neurosci. 1999;19:8778–88.

 70. Hossain-Ibrahim MK, Rezajooi K, Stallcup WB, Lieberman AR, Anderson 
PN. Analysis of axonal regeneration in the central and peripheral nervous 
systems of the NG2-deficient mouse. BMC Neurosci. 2007;8:80.

 71. Schneider S, Bosse F, D’Urso D, et al. The AN2 protein is a novel marker for 
the Schwann cell lineage expressed by immature and nonmyelinating 
Schwann cells. J Neurosci. 2001;21:920–33.

 72. Stepp MA, Tadvalkar G, Hakh R, Pal-Ghosh S. Corneal epithelial cells 
function as surrogate Schwann cells for their sensory nerves. Glia. 
2017;65:851–63.

 73. Amadio M, Pascale A, Cupri S, et al. Nanosystems based on siRNA silenc-
ing HuR expression counteract diabetic retinopathy in rat. Pharmacol Res. 
2016;111:713–20.

 74. Vicente-Pascual M, Albano A, Solinis MA, et al. Gene delivery in the cor-
nea: in vitro & ex vivo evaluation of solid lipid nanoparticle-based vectors. 
Nanomedicine (Lond). 2018;13:1847–54.

 75. Cellini M, Bendo E, Bravetti GO, Campos EC. The use of nerve growth 
factor in surgical wound healing of the cornea. Ophthalmic Res. 
2006;38:177–81.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1080/02713683.2019.1600196

	The effect of topical decorin on temporal changes to corneal immune cells after epithelial abrasion
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Background
	Materials and methods
	Animals and corneal abrasion model
	Spectral domain optical coherence tomography (SD-OCT)
	Decorin dosage and topical treatment
	Cx3cr1gfpgfp mice model
	Corneal wholemount immunofluorescence
	Corneal nerve and immune cell image acquisition and analysis
	RNA extraction and quantitative real-time RT-PCR
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Corneal abrasion injury
	Corneal sensory nerve regeneration
	Corneal immune cell densities in the epithelial abrasion model
	Effect of topical decorin on the temporal dynamics of corneal immune cells
	Effect of decorin on re-epithelialisation after corneal abrasion
	Effect of topical decorin on corneal neutrophil infiltration in Cx3cr1gfpgfp mice
	mRNA expression of neuropeptides and cytokines

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


