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Abstract
Insects, the most diverse group of animals, can be 
infected by an extraordinary diversity of viruses. 
Among them, arthropod-borne viruses can be 
transmitted to humans, while bee and silkworm 
viruses cause important economic losses. Like all 
invertebrates, insects rely solely on innate immu-
nity to counter viral infections. Protein-based 
mechanisms, involving restriction factors and 
evolutionarily conserved signalling pathways regu-
lating transcription factors of the NF-κB and STAT 
families, participate in the control of viral infections 
in insects. In addition, RNA-based responses play a 
major role in the silencing of viral RNAs. We review 
here our current state of knowledge on insect 
antiviral defence mechanisms, which include con-
served as well as adaptive, insect-specific strategies. 
Identification of the innate immunity receptors that 
sense viral infection in insects remains a major chal-
lenge for the field.

Introduction

With more than 1 million known species, insects 
are the largest group of multicellular organisms, 
representing over 70% of animal species. Dating 
back to the Early Ordovician (about 480 million 
years ago, Mya), they were among the first animals 
to colonize terrestrial and freshwater ecosystems 
and have undergone major expansions, culminating 
in the spectacular diversification of holometabolous 

insects (Hymenoptera, Diptera, Lepidoptera) 
during the Early Cretaceous (about 120 Mya) 
(Misof et al., 2014). Insects can be credited with 
major adaptations, such as flight and establishment 
of social groups. Importantly, they have undoubt-
edly contributed to shape the planet’s biota and 
actively interact with other multicellular eukaryotes 
such as plants and vertebrates. Like them, insects 
are exposed to a large panel of infectious microor-
ganisms, which they control through their innate 
immune system (Hoffmann et al., 1999).

Among infectious microbes, viruses represent 
a particular threat because they offer few intrinsic 
targets for inhibition by antiviral molecules. This 
is because they consist in their simplest form of a 
nucleic acid encapsidated in a protein shell, and 
hijack molecular machineries from host cells to 
complete their replication cycle. Therefore, viruses 
exert great selective pressure on their host to evolve 
resistance pathways. These, in turn, favour the 
adaptation of viruses to escape antiviral mecha-
nisms. This arms race results in the diversification 
of both host-defence and virus escape mechanisms. 
As a result, it can be highly instructive to broaden 
the study of antiviral immunity to non-mammalian 
models. In light of their diversity, insects represent 
an interesting group of animals for this type of com-
parative study (Marques and Imler, 2016; Martins 
et al., 2016).

Recent advances in high-throughput sequenc-
ing technologies have opened the way to the 
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characterization of the virome of insects (i.e. 
the genetic diversity of viruses in a biological 
sample; see also Chapter 1). In a landmark article, 
Yong-Zhen Zhang and colleagues analysed the 
transcriptome of more than 220 invertebrate spe-
cies covering nine animal phyla and reported the 
identification of close to 1500 new viruses (Shi et 
al., 2016). Thus, infection by one or several viruses 
is common in invertebrates. In addition, the genetic 
diversity of these viruses surpassed that described 
previously. Many newly identified viruses fell 
between families and genera from the current virus 
classification, filling major phylogenetic gaps and 
revealing that viruses form a continual spectrum 
of phylogenetic diversity (Shi et al., 2016). A more 
detailed analysis focusing on 70 arthropod species 
and negative-sense RNA viruses, which include 
important pathogens causing a variety of diseases 
in humans (flu, rabies, encephalitis, haemorrhagic 
fever), led to the discovery of 112 new viruses (Li 
et al., 2015). This study revealed that much of the 
diversity of negative-sense RNA viruses found 
in plants and vertebrate animals falls within the 
genetic diversity of viruses associated with arthro-
pods (Dudas and Obbard, 2015; Li et al., 2015). 
Of note, arthropods (and insects in particular) 
can live in large and dense populations, facilitat-
ing propagation and transmission of viruses. The 
close interaction between many insects and plants 
or vertebrate animals further support the hypoth-
esis that negative-sense RNA viruses, including 
vertebrate-specific ones, are derived from arthro-
pod dependent viruses (Li et al., 2015).

There are several specific reasons to study 
virus–host interactions in insects. First, infection of 
insects can cause important economic losses (e.g. 
viral diseases of silkworms; contribution to colony-
collapse in honey bees) (Bradshaw et al., 2016; 
Carrillo-Tripp et al., 2016). Second, haematopha-
gous insects such as Aedes or Anopheles mosquitoes 
can transmit viral diseases to mammalian hosts. 
These viruses, the arthropod-borne viruses or 
arboviruses, include Dengue (DENV), Yellow fever 
(YFV), and West Nile virus (WNV) (Molina-Cruz 
et al., 2016; Powers and Waterman, 2017). Third, 
microbial pathogens (e.g. baculoviruses) can be 
used as biological control agents against insect 
pests, which necessitates some knowledge of the 
host response to these microorganisms (Popham 
et al., 2016). Fourth, insects such as the genetically 

tractable model organism Drosophila melanogaster 
can be used to decipher evolutionarily conserved 
innate immune mechanisms.

Antiviral immunity in insects

NF-κB and STAT dependent inducible 
responses
Innate immunity is the first line of defence that 
multicellular organisms deploy to limit pathogen 
infections. In vertebrates, the innate immune 
response also regulates the production of cytokines 
and co-stimulatory molecules, which shape the 
subsequent adaptive immune response (Hoff-
mann et al., 1999). Studies on innate immunity in 
Drosophila initially focused on bacterial and fungal 
infections and revealed that the systemic produc-
tion of antimicrobial peptides (AMPs) (humoral 
response) plays an important role in host defence 
(Steiner et al., 1981; Imler and Bulet, 2005). Also, 
in the haemolymph, proteolytic cascades involving 
sequential activation of serine proteases partici-
pate in the clotting and melanisation responses to 
wounding (Binggeli et al., 2014; Theopold et al., 
2014). In addition, cellular responses involving 
both circulating and sessile haemocytes participate 
in antimicrobial host defence in flies, in particular 
via phagocytosis of bacteria or virus infected cells 
by macrophage-like plasmatocytes and, in larvae, 
encapsulation of parasitic wasp eggs by lamello-
cytes (Gold and Brückner, 2015; Letourneau et al., 
2016; Weavers et al., 2016). In the case of viruses, it 
is now well established that the cell intrinsic mecha-
nism of RNA interference (RNAi) plays a central 
role in the control of viral infections in insects, as it 
does in plants and other invertebrates (see below) 
(Ding, 2010). In addition, inducible responses and 
restriction factors also contribute to resistance to 
viral infections (reviewed in Mussabekova et al., 
2017).

Expression of AMPs is controlled by the evo-
lutionarily conserved signalling pathways Toll and 
IMD (immune deficiency), which regulate the 
activity of transcription factors of the NF-κB family 
(reviewed in Hoffmann, 2003). These pathways are 
activated by pattern recognition receptors (PRRs) 
that sense components of the bacterial or fungal cell 
wall such as peptidoglycan in the case of bacteria or 
β-glucans in the case of fungi (Steiner, 2004; Royet 
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et al., 2011; Rao et al., 2018). Based on the tran-
scriptomic signature of virus-infected insects and 
the phenotype of flies or mosquitoes with genes 
encoding important components of the pathway 
mutated or silenced, both of these pathways are 
proposed to also participate in antiviral immunity 
(Avadhanula et al., 2009; Costa et al., 2009; Fer-
reira et al., 2014; McFarlane et al., 2014; Paradkar 
et al., 2014; Carissimo et al., 2015; Lamiable et al., 
2016a; Fig. 3.1). A third evolutionarily conserved 
pathway connected to inflammation in mammals, 
the Jak/STAT pathway, has also been proposed to 
play a role in insect antiviral immunity (Dostert et 
al., 2005; Fragkoudis et al., 2008; Souza-Neto et al., 
2009; Paradkar et al., 2012; Kemp et al., 2013; Bar-
ribeau et al., 2015; Carissimo et al., 2015; Merkling 
et al., 2015a; Zhang et al., 2016; Jupatanakul et al., 
2017; West and Silverman, 2018). This pathway 
is activated by cytokines of the Unpaired (Upd) 
family, which are upregulated by viral infection or 
stress in Drosophila ( Jiang et al., 2009; Kemp et al., 
2013; Gordon et al., 2018; Fig. 3.1). In Culex mos-
quitoes and bumble bees, a single von Willebrand 
factor type C domain secreted factor, related to the 
Drosophila antiviral factor Vago (Deddouche et al., 
2008), appears to activate the Jak/STAT pathway 
and antiviral immunity (Paradkar et al., 2012; Wang 
et al., 2017). Two major questions in the field arise 

at this stage: (1) How are these pathways activated 
by viruses? And (2) what are the antiviral effectors 
they regulate and how do they counter viruses?

Activation of the Toll and IMD 
pathways by viruses
The Toll and the IMD pathways are activated by 
PRRs of the peptidoglycan recognition protein 
(PGRP) and β-glucan recognition protein (GNBP) 
families, which sense components of the bacterial 
and fungal cell walls (reviewed in Ferrandon et 
al., 2007; Royet et al., 2011). Interestingly, both 
pathways can also be activated by virulence fac-
tors. In the case of the Toll pathway, the circulating 
zymogen Persephone senses protease activity 
independently of microbial patterns and triggers a 
proteolytic cascade that culminates in the process-
ing of the cytokine Spaetzle to generate an active 
Toll ligand (Gottar et al., 2006; El Chamy et al., 
2008; Issa et al., 2018; Fig. 3.1). In a conceptually 
similar manner, deamidation by bacterial toxins of a 
critical glutamine residue in the Rho GTPase Rac2 
can be sensed by IMD, resulting in activation of the 
pathway independently from PRRs (Boyer et al., 
2011).

For the moment, it remains unclear how viruses 
activate the Toll and IMD pathways, and whether 
this involves PRRs or other sensors. In mammals, 
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during viral infection in Drosophila are illustrated.
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PRRs belonging to different structural families [e.g. 
Toll like receptors (TLRs), RIG-I-like receptors 
(RLRs), nucleotide binding domain and leucine-
rich repeat containing receptors (NLRs)] sense 
viral nucleic acids and trigger expression of the anti-
viral cytokines of the interferon family (Goubau et 
al., 2013; Roers et al., 2016). At this stage, the only 
identified receptor for viruses in insects is Dicer-2, 
which interacts with viral double-stranded (ds)
RNA. Interestingly, Dicer-2 has been proposed to 
serve a dual function in antiviral immunity, activat-
ing both antiviral RNAi and signalling leading to 
expression of antiviral molecules (e.g. Vago) (Ded-
douche et al., 2008; Paradkar et al., 2012; Wang et 
al., 2017; Asad et al., 2018; Fig. 3.1). Viruses also 
affect the physiology of the cells, which can trigger 
a response. For example, infection by Drosophila C 
virus (DCV) induces a heat shock response, possi-
bly in reaction to the accumulation of unfolded viral 
proteins in the cytosol of infected cells (Merkling et 
al., 2015b). Viruses are also notorious for inhibiting 
cellular translation or altering cellular membranes, 
which may trigger a cellular response, such as apop-
tosis or autophagy (Shelly et al., 2009; Nainu et al., 
2015; Lamiable et al., 2016b; Khong et al., 2017).

Of note, it is becoming apparent that compo-
nents of the canonical Toll or IMD pathways may 
participate in novel pathways, responding to dif-
ferent cues and activating distinct transcriptional 
programs. For example, two closely related NF-κB 
proteins, Dorsal and DIF, are regulated by the 
Toll pathway in fruit flies (Tanji et al., 2010). In 
spite of strong sequence conservation, DIF lacks 
important features of Dorsal-mediated pattern 
formation in the Drosophila embryo (Stein et al., 
1998). Conversely, DIF, but not Dorsal, is required 
to regulate expression of the antifungal peptide 
Drosomycin to resist fungal infections in adult flies, 
although both proteins are expressed (Lemaitre et 
al., 1995; Rutschmann et al., 2000a). Interestingly, 
in a context of oral infection of adult flies, it is 
Dorsal, rather than DIF, that is required for resist-
ance to DCV (Ferreira et al., 2014; Fig. 3.1). The 
other components of the Toll pathway, up to the 
cytokine Spaetzle, are also involved in resistance 
to DCV. An intriguing unresolved question per-
tains to the proteases acting upstream of Spaetzle 
in the context of DCV oral infection (Ferreira et 
al., 2014). Interestingly, although not essential in 
the context of DCV infection, DIF is required for 

the strong up-regulation of the cytokine Diedel 
(see below) triggered by Sindbis virus (SINV) and 
Vesicular stomatitis virus (VSV). However, MyD88, 
a key signalling adapter protein of the Toll pathway, 
is dispensable for inductio n of Diedel (Lamiable 
et al., 2016a). This suggests that, in the context of 
some viral infections, DIF can be activated in a 
MyD88-independent manner and, presumably, 
by a mechanism distinct from the canonical Toll 
pathway.

The IMD pathway can be activated by SINV in 
Drosophila, by a mechanism that remains unclear 
(Avadhanula et al., 2009; Lamiable et al., 2016a). 
Some antimicrobial peptides regulated by this 
pathway have been proposed to participate in the 
control of this virus (Huang et al., 2013). The 
relevance of this pathway in the context of viral 
infections is highlighted by the observation that 
members of different families of DNA viruses have 
hijacked a gene called Diedel, which encodes an 
immunomodulatory cytokine down-regulating the 
IMD pathway and antagonizing apoptosis (Coste 
et al., 2012; Lamiable et al., 2016a; Mlih et al., 
2018). This observation prompted a reanalysis of 
the contribution of the IMD pathway to antiviral 
immunity. Unexpectedly, this study revealed that 
two components of the pathway, the kinase IKKβ 
and the NF-κB transcription factor Relish, restrict 
replication of the dicistroviruses DCV and Cricket 
paralysis virus (CrPV) in Drosophila (Goto et 
al., 2018). Strikingly, the other components of 
the canonical IMD pathway, including IKKγ, the 
regulatory subunit of the IKK complex, are not 
required for virus suppression. Further analysis 
revealed that in the context of viral infection, the 
kinase IKKβ is activated by a different pathway, 
involving the Drosophila homologue of the mam-
malian gene STING (Stimulator of Interferon 
genes), a critical component of the cytosolic DNA 
sensing pathway in mammals (Fig. 3.1). The genes 
regulated by this alternative new pathway are dif-
ferent from the antibacterial peptides regulated 
by IMD, suggesting that Relish interacts with an 
additional transcription factor (Goto et al., 2018). 
This would be conceptually similar to the coop-
eration of NF-κB with IRF3 to regulate antiviral 
genes in mammals (Ikushima et al., 2013). Also 
pointing to an involvement of components of the 
IMD pathway in antiviral immunity, in Culex mos-
quitoes, a Dicer-2-dependent pathway regulates 
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expression of the gene Vago upon activation of a 
TRAF factor and the homologue of Relish, REL2 
(Paradkar et al., 2014). In summary, it appears that 
NF-κB pathways are more diverse than initially 
thought, and that these evolutionarily conserved 
transcription factors can be activated by alternative 
branches of the canonical Toll and IMD pathways 
initially characterized in the context of bacterial 
and fungal infections. Consistent with these find-
ings, vankyrins form a family of Iκβ-like molecules 
encoded by polydnaviruses that can antagonize 
NF-κB-dependent responses (Kroemer and Webb, 
2005, 2006; Gueguen et al., 2013).

Control of viruses by restriction 
factors
Constitutively expressed restriction factors also 
participate in the control of viruses in insects. 
Some of them are evolutionarily conserved and the 
functions of their mammalian homologues point 
to mechanisms for virus inhibition. For example, 
Drosophila ref(2)P, a restriction factor for Sigma 
virus (i.e. a Rhabdovirus that is a natural pathogen 
of Drosophila), is a homologue of human p62/
sequestosome-1, pointing to possible involvement 
of autophagy in the control of this virus (Carré-
Mlouka et al., 2007; Ktistakis and Tooze, 2016). 
Interestingly, other restriction factors are not 
conserved and represent insect-specific adapta-
tions. One example is the gene CHKov1, which 
encodes another restriction factor for Sigma virus 
(Magwire et al., 2011). The function of CHKov1 is 
unknown, but the protein contains a choline kinase 
domain, which is intriguing in light of the func-
tion of choline kinase as a host factor for Hepatitis 
C virus (HCV) in human hepatocytes (Wong and 
Chen, 2016, 2017). The gene pastrel is another 
example of a non-conserved gene having a potent 
restricting activity on DCV and CrPV in Drosophila 
(Magwire et al., 2012; Cao et al., 2017). How this 
protein functions to block viral replication, and if its 
action involves interaction with viral RNA remains 
unknown.

In summary, it is clear that protein-based mecha-
nisms, involving evolutionarily conserved genes 
and pathways, are involved in insect antiviral immu-
nity. However, the receptors that sense viruses and 
trigger these responses are unknown. As a result, 
Dicer-2 remains the only well characterized sensor 
for viral infection in insect cells (Fig. 3.1).

The siRNA pathway of RNA 

interference: mechanism and 

regulation

RNAi pathways in insects
Fire, Mello and coworkers coined the term RNA 
interference, or ‘RNAi’, to describe the observa-
tion that dsRNA can block gene expression when 
introduced into Caenorhabditis nematodes (Fire et 
al., 1998). This discovery was rapidly followed by 
biochemical characterization of RNAi in fruit flies 
using embryos and the S2 cell line (Hammond et 
al., 2000; Zamore et al., 2000; Bernstein et al., 2001; 
Liu et al., 2003). We currently know that different 
RNAi mechanisms play important regulatory roles 
in development, maintenance of genome stabil-
ity, gene expression and antiviral defence. These 
RNA-based mechanisms involve proteins of the 
Argonaute family combined with small regulatory 
RNAs ranging from 20–30 nt length (Treiber et 
al., 2019). Argonaute proteins associate with small 
RNAs that guide them towards target mRNAs 
leading to inhibition of their translation or direct 
cleavage catalysed by their RNAse-H like domain 
(Song et al., 2004; Ma et al., 2005; Yuan et al., 2005). 
In insects, three RNAi pathways have been well doc-
umented, involving small RNAs of 21–22 nt (small 
interfering RNAs or siRNAs), 22–23 nt (micro 
RNAs or miRNAs) or 24–30 nt (Piwi-interacting 
RNAs or piRNAs). Whereas siRNAs and miRNAs 
are produced from dsRNA precursors by RNAseIII 
proteins such as Dicers and Drosha, piRNAs are 
processed independently of these enzymes (see 
section on piwi pathway below for more detail). 
Drosophila genetics defined two well-separated 
pathways involving Dicer-1/AGO1 for miRNAs 
and Dicer-2/AGO2 for siRNAs (Lee et al., 2004; 
Okamura et al., 2004). A different clade of AGO 
proteins involving PIWI, AGO3 and Aubergine 
(Aub) in Drosophila regulates the production and 
activity of piRNAs (reviewed in Huang et al., 2017). 
miRNAs are essentially produced from nuclear 
precursors and participate in tight regulation of 
gene expression during development or cellular 
homeostasis (e.g. Posadas and Carthew, 2014). 
Of note, some DNA viruses use virus-encoded or 
cellular miRNAs to regulate their own gene expres-
sion or to modulate host cell transcriptome (Müller 
and Imler, 2007; Hussain and Asgari, 2014; see also 
Chapter 4). However, control of viral infections in 
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insects mostly relies on siRNAs and, in some cases 
might also involve piRNAs.

Production of small non-coding 
RNAs by Dicer enzymes
The antiviral RNAi pathway, the siRNA pathway, 
is triggered by long dsRNAs, which are processed 
in insects by Dicer-2 (Dcr-2). This cytoplasmic 
enzyme is composed of a N-terminal Duplex 
RNA activated ATPase (DRA) domain, a central 
double-stranded RNA-binding domain (dsRBD), 
a platform-PAZ domain, two RNAseIII domains 
and a C-terminal dsRBD (Fig. 3.2, left). Interest-
ingly, Dicer enzymes share a common phylogenetic 
origin with the vertebrate RLRs, which sense viral 
nucleic acids in the cytosol and trigger synthesis of 
interferons. Although Dicer-2 and RLRs have differ-
ent sizes and domain composition, they all contain 
a conserved DRA domain (Paro et al., 2015). Our 
understanding of the contribution of the DRA 
domain of Dicer-2 to virus sensing remains limited 
and is largely based on in vitro studies.

In vitro, Dicer-2 is efficient at processing long 
dsRNAs in addition to shorter structured RNAs 
such as pre-miRNAs which are bona fide targets of 

Dicer-1 (Cenik et al., 2011). In vivo, it appears that 
the activity of Dicer enzymes is regulated by cofac-
tors containing two or three dsRBDs, e.g. R2D2 
and Loquacious (Loqs) (Fig. 3.2, right). Dicer-2 
forms a stable heterodimer with R2D2, which 
restricts its cellular localization to cytoplasmic D2 
bodies (Nishida et al., 2013) and is mandatory for 
the efficient loading of siRNAs on AGO2 (Liu et 
al., 2003; Lee et al., 2004; Tomari et al., 2004a). 
Based on in vitro experiments, a role for R2D2 in 
preventing processing of pre-miRNAs by Dicer-2 
has also been proposed (Cenik et al., 2011). How-
ever, this was not confirmed by in vivo experiments 
(Marques et al., 2013). Furthermore, inorganic 
phosphate has been proposed as a factor restricting 
the panel of targets for Dicer-2 in vitro, precluding 
it from processing aberrant pre-miRNA targets and 
short dsRNAs (Fukunaga et al., 2014). The other 
cofactor, Loqs has two main isoforms, Loqs-PB and 
Loqs-PD. Whereas Loqs-PB functions as a cofactor 
of Dicer-1 in the miRNA pathway (Förstemann et 
al., 2005; Jiang et al., 2005; Saito et al., 2005), Loqs-
PD enhances production of siRNAs by Dicer-2, 
especially from synthetic dsRNA and endogenously 
encoded dsRNAs derived from structured loci, 
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sense–antisense pairs and transposable elements 
(Zhou et al., 2009; Marques et al., 2010; Miyoshi 
et al., 2010a).

Once produced, the siRNA duplex is loaded on 
the effector protein AGO2 in a highly coordinated 
but energetically unfavourable series of events 
(Fig. 3.3). In a first step, the Dcr-2/R2D2 complex, 
which displays intrinsically low affinity for duplex 
siRNAs, associates with TAF11, a TATA-box bind-
ing protein Associated Factor. Colocalized with 
Dicer-2 and R2D2 in D2 bodies, TAF11 acts as a 
chaperone facilitating the tetramerization of the 
Dicer-2–R2D2 heterodimer and increasing affinity 
for siRNAs by tenfold (Liang et al., 2015). R2D2 
tends to preferentially bind the extremity of the 
siRNA duplex showing the strongest stability, cre-
ating an asymmetry in the complex (Tomari et al., 
2004b). This asymmetry determines the preferen-
tial loading of the strand featuring the least stable 
5′ extremity in AGO2 to serve as guide siRNA (Fig. 
3.3B and C).

Structure–function of AGO proteins
AGO proteins are composed of four globular 
domains named N, PAZ, MID and PIWI (Fig. 3.2, 
centre). They adopt a closed, flexible and unstable 
conformation not suitable to accept the siRNA 
duplex in their ‘Apo’ form. A chaperone machinery 
composed of the Hsp70 system (Hsp40 + Hsp70) 
and Hsp90 system (Hop, Hsp90 and p23) is 
required for the efficient loading of siRNA 
duplexes. Briefly, Hsp70 opens the structure of 
AGO2 while Hsp90 is required to extend the dura-
tion of this opened state to allow sufficient time for 
the recognition of the 5′ phosphate at the extrem-
ity of the guide strand and subsequent loading of 
the entire duplex (Miyoshi et al., 2010b; Iwasaki 
et al., 2010, 2015; Tsuboyama et al., 2018). Both 
processes require ATP hydrolysis. The coordinated 
action of the heat shock proteins was proposed as 
the trigger for Dicer-2–R2D2 tetramer destabiliza-
tion and transfer of the siRNA duplex (Fig. 3.3C). 
Intriguingly, Hsp proteins can be induced by viral 
infections in Drosophila. However, the siRNA path-
way remains functional in flies mutant for the Heat 
Shock factor (Merkling et al., 2015b). In spite of this 
progress, the exact mechanism of AGO2 loading 
remains unclear especially because a 3D structure 
of the protein in its ‘Apo’ form is lacking. The semi-
closed AGO2 protein loaded with the siRNA 

duplex is rigid and stable, and constitutes the pre-
RNA Induced Silencing Complex (RISC). Studies 
with AGO proteins from eukaryotic (human) or 
prokaryotic (Pyrococcus furiosus) systems indicate 
that the strand of the duplex showing the less stable 
5′ phosphate extremity is anchored to the phos-
phate binding pocket of the AGO2 MID domain 
while its 3′ extremity is bound to the hydrophobic 
cavity of the PAZ domain (Ma et al., 2004; Song et 
al., 2004; Fig. 3.3C). In the pre-RISC, the passenger 
strand occupies the same position as the future 
target RNAs (Kim et al., 2007). The full-length 
crystal structure of human AGO2 complexed with 
RNA reveals large structural differences between 
Argonautes from different kingdoms of life, even 
if individual domains superimpose reasonably well 
(Schirle and MacRae, 2012).

Maturation and slicing
After loading, the pre-RISC is matured through 
two essential steps required for downstream RNA 
silencing activity. First, the passenger strand is 
discarded. This is achieved by the coordinated 
action of the N-terminal domain of AGO2, acting 
as a wedge to unwind the siRNA duplex (Kwak and 
Tomari, 2012) and the PIWI domain RNAseH-like 
catalytic core, which cleaves the passenger strand in 
two small RNAs of 9 and 12 nt (Kim et al., 2007; 
Matranga et al., 2005; Miyoshi et al., 2005; Rand et 
al., 2005). The Component 3 Promoter Of RISC 
(C3PO) complex then helps AGO2 to get rid of the 
unstable cleavage products (Liu et al., 2009; Ye et 
al., 2011; Mo et al., 2018) (Fig. 3.3C).

A slicer-independent ejection model, relying on 
the thermal dynamics of the PAZ domain may also 
participate in discarding of the passenger strand 
(Gu et al., 2012; Park and Shin, 2015; Nakanishi, 
2016). The final maturation step resides in the 2′O 
methylation of the 3′ extremity guide of the siRNA 
by the Hen1 enzyme (Horwich et al., 2007). This 
methylation step is crucial for the protection of the 
small guide RNA from 3′ uridylation and further 
3′–5’ degradation (Li et al., 2005). The mature 
RISC, programmed with a guide RNA, functions 
as a Mg2+-dependent, multiple-turnover enzyme 
that will recognize its mRNA target by perfect 
base-paired complementarity. The RISC will then 
slice the mRNA target and release the degradation 
product in an ATP assisted manner (Hutvágner and 
Zamore, 2002; Tang et al., 2003; Haley and Zamore, 
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2004; Schwarz et al., 2004) (Fig. 3.3D). In the case 
of viruses, viral mRNAs seem to be preferentially 
targeted compared to the viral genome (Marques et 
al., 2013).

Control of viruses by the siRNA 

pathway

Genetic evidence in Drosophila
The discovery that small RNAs are produced in 
plants after viral infection predates the charac-
terization of RNAi pathways in flies (Hamilton and 
Baulcombe, 1999). Evidence that RNAi operates 
against viruses in Drosophila was initially provided 
in S2 cells infected with Flock House virus (FHV) 
(Li et al., 2002). Of note, null mutants for the three 
main components of the siRNA pathway in flies, 
namely Dicer-2, AGO2 or R2D2 are homozygous 
viable (Liu et al., 2003; Lee et al., 2004; Okamura 
et al., 2004). As a result, adult mutant flies can be 
infected with viruses and both the survival rate and 
the viral load can easily be monitored. These experi-
ments established that flies mutant for the siRNA 
pathway are susceptible to a variety of viruses with 
RNA or DNA genomes (e.g. Galiana-Arnoux et al., 
2006; van Rij et al., 2006; Wang et al., 2006; Muel-
ler et al., 2010; Bronkhorst et al., 2012; Kemp et 
al., 2013). Interestingly, Dicer-2, R2D2 and AGO2 
are among the 3% fastest evolving of all Drosophila 
genes highlighting the high selection pressure on the 
RNAi pathway (Obbard et al., 2006). Population 
genomic analysis in multiple invertebrates shows 
that RNAi genes display a greater rate of adaptive 
protein substitution than other genes, most likely 
reflecting their function at the forefront of defence 
against viruses and transposable elements (TEs) 
(Palmer et al., 2018).

Control of viruses by the siRNA 
pathway in other insects
Antiviral RNAi has been investigated in other 
insects, including vector insects. Many mosquito-
borne viruses are associated with human and 
animal diseases, raising interest in mosquito anti-
viral immunity (Aguiar et al., 2016; Powers and 
Waterman, 2017). Over the past 50 years, the Aedes 
albopictus cell line C6/36, isolated from larvae, has 
been commonly used for amplification of arbovi-
ruses but also to study virus–vector interactions. 

Recently, the genome of C6/36 cells has been 
sequenced and null mutations in the dicer-2 gene 
were identified, which makes them incompetent 
for production of siRNAs (Morazzani et al., 2012; 
Miller et al., 2018). As a result, C6/36 cells sup-
port viral replication to high titres, confirming the 
important antiviral function of Dicer-2 in mosqui-
toes.

Injection of dsRNA in the body cavity efficiently 
silences gene expression in a sequence-specific 
manner and has been used in pioneer experi-
ments to knock-down expression of components 
of the siRNA pathway in Aedes aegypti. This led 
to significantly increased SINV and DENV titres, 
without compromising insect survival (Campbell 
et al., 2008; Sánchez-Vargas et al., 2009; Khoo et 
al., 2010). Interestingly, in genotype–phenotype 
association studies, Lambrechts et al. (2013) found 
that the dicer-2 genotype is associated with resist-
ance to DENV in a virus isolate-specific manner. 
By contrast, no such association is found for 
flanking loci, suggesting that the dicer-2 gene and 
the siRNA pathway are important determinants 
of virus suppression in Aedes. Mutants of the core 
RNAi components have subsequently been estab-
lished in Ae. aegypti mosquitoes using genome 
editing approaches such as TALEN (Transcrip-
tion Activator-Like Effector Nuclease) or CRISPR 
(Clustered Regularly Interspaced Short Palindro-
mic Repeats) mutagenesis (Basu et al., 2015). In the 
context of viral infections, dicer-2 null mutant mos-
quitoes exhibit a decrease in survival rate compared 
to wild-type mosquito infection, that correlates 
with high Yellow fever virus titres (Samuel et al., 
2016). The midgut epithelium is a critical barrier 
for viruses in insect vectors, as it becomes infected 
after acquiring an infectious blood meal from the 
host. After successfully replicating in the midgut, 
viruses reach the haemolymph and disseminate 
systemically. Viruses then reach the salivary glands 
from which they are transmitted to a naïve host 
upon blood feeding. An early study revealed that 
silencing dicer-2 in the midgut of female mosqui-
toes increased infection and dissemination of SINV 
(Khoo et al., 2010). Insects can also be vectors for 
plant viruses (Chapter 6). For example, the small 
brown planthopper (SBPH) is an incompetent 
vector for Southern rice black streaked dwarf virus 
(SRBSDV), a plant virus. SRBSDV is restricted in 
the midgut epithelium of SBPH. Knock-down of 
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either dicer-2 or AGO2 in SBPH results in the dis-
semination of the virus to the salivary glands and 
facilitates transmission to rice plants, revealing the 
importance of the siRNA pathway in the control of 
vector competence (Lan et al., 2016). However, the 
siRNA pathway was found to be largely dispensable 
for antiviral immunity in the midgut of Anopheles 
mosquitoes exposed to the O’nyong-nyong virus, 
and to become operative only during the systemic 
stage of infection (Carissimo et al., 2015). Inter-
estingly, a recent study indicates that the siRNA 
pathway also fails to efficiently silence DENV in the 
midgut of Aedes aegypti, even though the canonical 
components of the pathway are expressed in this 
tissue, and that the pathway is functional when trig-
gered by endogenous (e.g. control of TE by endo 
siRNAs) and exogenous (e.g. intrathoracic injection 
of long dsRNA) dsRNAs (Olmo et al., 2018). This 
discrepancy between antiviral and conventional 
siRNA pathways in the midgut results from the 
lack of expression in this tissue of Loqs2, an Aedes-
specific paralogue of Loqs and R2D2. Importantly, 

ectopic expression of Loqs2 in the midgut results in 
restriction of DENV replication and dissemination 
(Olmo et al., 2018). Altogether, these results point 
to an additional level of complexity in the insect 
siRNA pathway when it comes to the control of 
viruses (see below).

siRNA as a footprint of antiviral 
immunity
As mentioned above, virus-derived 21–22 nt-
siRNAs (vsiRNAs) produced in the course of 
viral infection in insects, which can be revealed by 
High Throughput Sequencing (HTS), provide an 
excellent read-out of Dicer-2 activity (Box 3.1). 
These vsiRNAs are strongly reduced or abolished 
in dicer-2 mutant flies (Aliyari et al., 2008; Muel-
ler et al., 2010; Bronkhorst et al., 2012; Kemp et 
al., 2013; Marques et al., 2013). For many RNA 
viruses, vsiRNAs cover the whole viral genome and 
the ratio between the number of siRNAs matching 
the (+) strand and the (–) strand of the genome is 
close to one (Aliyari et al., 2008; Myles et al., 2008; 

Box 3.1 High-throughput sequencing

The emergence of next-generation sequencing technologies set a milestone in the development of a 
tremendous number of high-throughput ‘omics’ approaches. Until 2010, RNA sequencing methods were 
all relying on sequencing by synthesis or semi-conductor technologies (second generation). The advent 
of the third generation of sequencing with PacBio and Oxford Nanopore opened the way to direct DNA 
and RNA sequencing without any amplification step. These ever-evolving technologies allow the detec-
tion of events that can only be bioinformatically predicted with second generation sequencing methods 
such as splicing or defective genomes in the case of viruses. However, to detect the specific signature of 
Dicer-2 (siRNA duplexes), small RNA sequencing HTS (second generation) remains the method of choice 
because of the high-throughput number of reads generated.
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Mueller et al., 2010; Marques et al., 2013; Ferreira et 
al., 2018), as would be expected from the process-
ing of long dsRNA formed during viral replication. 
By contrast, in the case of DNA viruses, hotspots 
of vsiRNAs are observed on specific regions of the 
viral genome. These vsiRNAs match both strands of 
the genome, suggesting the siRNA pathway targets 
regions transcribed on both strands and producing 
dsRNA (Bronkhorst et al., 2012, 2013; Jayachan-
dran et al., 2012; Kemp et al., 2013). Secondary 
structures in the genome or antigenome may also 
be targeted by Dicer-2 in some viruses (Sabin et al., 
2013).

Based on in vitro experiments, AGO2 has been 
suggested to impair viral replication by cleaving the 
viral RNA through its slicer activity (van Mierlo et 
al., 2012a). In vivo experiments further suggest that 
viral mRNAs are the primary target of vsiRNA-
loaded AGO2 (Marques et al., 2013). As genetics 
are still tricky in most non-model organisms, HTS 
provides a convenient readout to monitor activity of 
RNAi pathways in insects infected with viruses (e.g. 
Chejanovsky et al., 2014; Zografidis et al., 2015; Fer-
reira et al., 2018). For example, HTS of small RNAs 
isolated from SINV-infected Ae. aegypti mosquitoes 
revealed the presence of 21 nt-long vsiRNAs and 
brought the first evidence that the siRNA pathway 
is activated during viral infection in vector mosqui-
toes (Myles et al., 2008). This technique has also 
been successfully used for virus identification in 
both plants and insects (Kreuze et al., 2009; Wu et 
al., 2010). Indeed, large fragments of viral genomes 
can be reconstituted upon assembly of contigs from 
sequenced vsiRNAs. Furthermore, such contigs 
are enriched for viral sequences compared to 
long RNA sequencing reads, because they are by-
products of the detection of viral replication by the 
insect immune system. Thus, HTS of small RNAs 
can be used to determine the virome of laboratory 
and wild populations of insects and possibly also 
other multicellular eukaryotes (Aguiar et al., 2015; 
Waldron et al., 2018). As such, HTS of small RNAs 
represents a powerful tool for virus surveillance in 
populations of vector insects.

Viral suppressors of RNAi (VSRs)
The study of viruses themselves can provide 
interesting insight into antiviral defence in insects. 
Indeed, in the course of their interaction with host 
cells, viruses have evolved to counter antiviral 

defence. Thus, many insect viruses, including Dros-
ophila viruses, encode viral suppressors of RNAi 
(VSRs) (Bronkhorst and van Rij, 2014). Some 
VSRs (e.g. DCV-1A, FHV-B2, IIV6-340R, Dros-
ophila X virus VP3 and Culex Y virus VP3) directly 
bind long dsRNA through canonical dsRNA 
binding domains, dsRBDs and prevent process-
ing by Dicer-2 (Li et al., 2002; van Rij et al., 2006; 
Bronkhorst et al., 2014; van Cleef et al., 2014; see 
also Fig. 3.4A and B). Interestingly, with the excep-
tion of DCV-1A, these VSRs bind siRNA duplexes 
as well, suggesting that they also inhibit the path-
way after long dsRNAs have been processed into 
siRNAs (Morazzani et al., 2012; Valli et al., 2012; 
Bronkhorst and van Rij, 2014). Other VSRs (e.g. 
CrPV-1A and Nora-VP1) bind directly to AGO2 
and inhibit its endonuclease activity (Nayak et al., 
2010; van Mierlo et al., 2012b). In addition, CrPV-
1A also targets AGO2 to the proteasome through 
the K48 polyubiquitination pathway (Nayak et al., 
2018). This is reminiscent of the mode of action of 
P0, a VSR from poleroviruses, which triggers deg-
radation of AGO1 in plant cells (Baumberger et al., 
2007; Bortolamiol et al., 2007).

The importance of VSRs for viruses has been 
particularly well illustrated in the case of FHV-B2. 
Nodaviridae have small bipartite RNA genomes 
that are easy to manipulate genetically. One seg-
ment of the genome, RNA1, encodes the replicase, 
whereas the second, RNA2, encodes the capsid 
proteins. A third RNA transcript, RNA3, is also 
produced from RNA1 once it has replicated and 
encodes the VSR B2 (Chao et al., 2005). Whereas 
wild-type FHV is highly pathogenic upon injection 
into the body cavity of flies, viral mutants unable 
to express B2 are completely attenuated (Galiana-
Arnoux et al., 2006; Wang et al., 2006; Fig. 3.4C). 
As expected, the virus regains virulence when 
injected into dicer-2 or AGO2 mutant flies (Han et 
al., 2011; Petrillo et al., 2013). Similarly, mutation 
of residue Phe 114 into Ala in the flexible loop of 
CrPV-1A, which is involved in the interaction with 
AGO2 results in an attenuated virus in wild type 
flies but not in AGO2 mutant flies (Nayak et al., 
2018). Of note however, even in RNAi mutants, 
the B2 deficient virus exhibits reduced virulence 
compared to wild-type FHV. Indeed, an additional 
function of B2 is to bind double stranded regions of 
RNA2, thus preventing its recruitment into poorly 
characterized cytoplasmic RNA granules where its 
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translation would be repressed. As a result, transla-
tion of the capsid protein is impaired in the absence 
of B2, even in RNAi deficient cells (Petrillo et al., 
2013). Interestingly, the FHV-B2 VSR can be used 
to neutralize the siRNA pathway upon ectopic 
expression. For example, when Ae. aegypti mosqui-
toes were challenged with SINV recombined with 
FHV-B2 (SINV-B2) either by injection or infected 
blood meal, the virus titre was increased compared 
to the control virus. The recombinant SINV-B2 
caused high mortality among the mosquitoes at 
4–6 days post-infection, highlighting that the RNAi 
pathway is essential to control arboviruses replica-
tion (Myles et al., 2008; Cirimotich et al., 2009). In 
Ae. aegypti mosquitoes, the constitutive and ubiq-
uitous expression of FHV-B2 impaired the siRNA 
pathway and enhanced replication of both SINV 
and DENV (Khoo et al., 2013).

One consequence of the direct interaction of 
some VSRs with protein factors of the siRNA path-
way to alter their ability to neutralize viral RNAs or 
trigger their degradation (Singh et al., 2009; Nayak 

et al., 2010, 2018; van Mierlo et al., 2012b, 2014) 
is that both VSRs and components of the siRNA 
pathway evolve rapidly (Obbard et al., 2006). As 
a result, the activity of viral suppressors can be 
host-specific. For example, the VP1 protein from 
a divergent Nora virus isolated from D. immigrans 
interacts with and suppresses D. immigrans AGO2, 
but not D. melanogaster AGO2 (van Mierlo et al., 
2014). This provides an excellent example for the 
co-evolution of the host RNAi machinery and 
viral suppression mechanisms. Because of their 
intimate association with key components of the 
siRNA pathway, VSRs provide promising tools to 
decipher the regulation and molecular mechanisms 
of antiviral RNAi. For example, development of 
single-molecule approaches can shed light on 
VSR mode of action and how they discriminate 
viral from cellular RNA (Fareh et al., 2018). VSRs 
may also be used to visualize and track dsRNA in 
live plant and animal cells, as recently shown for 
an FHV-B2–GFP fusion protein (Monsion et al., 
2018).

Figure 3.4 Viral suppressors of RNAi neutralize the siRNA pathway in insects. (A) Schematic representation of 
the action of a set of insects VSRs. (B) Crystal structure of FHV-B2 dimer associated with dsRNA. Reprinted 
by permission from Springer Nature, Nature Structural & Molecular Biology, 12, 952–957. Dual modes of RNA-
silencing suppression by Flock House virus protein B2, Chao, J.A., Lee, J.H., Chapados, B.R., Debler, E.W., 
Schneemann, A., and Williamson, J.R. Copyright 2005. (C) Survival curve of flies injected with WT FHV or a 
mutant version deleted for B2 (adapted from Galiana-Arnoux et al., 2006). 
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Systemic RNAi in insects?
In both plants and C. elegans, systemic RNAi 
contributes to the control of viral infections. The 
mechanism at play involves spreading of siRNAs 
generated in infected cells to neighbour healthy 
cells. There, these siRNAs prime the synthesis 
of dsRNAs by host-encoded RNA-dependent 
RNA polymerases (RdRPs) (Ding, 2010). Insect 
genomes do not encode such RdRPs and clonal 
analyses in Drosophila revealed that the siRNA 
pathway is a cell autonomous pathway (Roignant 
et al., 2003). Nevertheless, the spread of antivi-
ral RNAi has been proposed to contribute to 
the control of viral infections in insects. Indeed, 
injection of exogenous dsRNA in the body cavity 
of most insects, or even feeding dsRNA, leads 
to gene silencing through the siRNA pathway 
(reviewed in Zotti et al., 2018). Thus, viral infec-
tion, which is known to trigger transcriptional 
responses, may induce a mechanism of systemic 
RNAi. In Drosophila, uptake of exogenous dsRNA 
is mediated by the endocytic pathway (Saleh et 
al., 2006). Nanotube like structures have also been 
reported to transfer dsRNA and components of 
the RNAi machinery between cells (Karlikow et 
al., 2016). Thus, dsRNA released from infected 
dying cells may trigger RNAi in distant cells, upon 
internalization by the dsRNA uptake pathway 
(Saleh et al., 2009). Surprisingly, however, infec-
tion of flies with a sublethal dose of DCV, which 
should prime the antiviral siRNA pathway, did 
not induce protection against a challenge with a 
lethal dose of virus (Longdon et al., 2013). Of 
note, viral RNA can be reverse transcribed into 
DNA (vDNA) in Drosophila and in mosquitoes, 
through the action of the reverse transcriptase 
from transposable elements (TEs) (Goic et al., 
2013, 2016), acting together with Dicer-2 (Poirier 
et al., 2018) or AGO2 (Tassetto et al., 2017). Tran-
scription of vDNA has been proposed to result 
in the production of secondary siRNAs bearing 
a 5′-triphosphate mark, associated with systemic 
antiviral effect (Tassetto et al., 2017). However, 
the existence of such secondary siRNAs was not 
confirmed by an independent study (Mondotte et 
al., 2018). Overall, the mechanisms involved in 
systemic antiviral RNAi remain to be character-
ized and genetic evidence for the importance of 
the contribution of vDNA and secondary siRNAs 
in antiviral immunity is still lacking.

In summary, it now appears that the antiviral 
siRNA pathway in insects is more complex than 
previously thought. A number of host and viral 
factors, which affect the stability, the binding affin-
ity to viral nucleic acids, and even the cytoplasmic 
localization of ribonucleoprotein complexes medi-
ating RNA silencing can influence antiviral defence. 
Biochemistry, genetics and live imaging will clarify 
the mode of action of the components of the siRNA 
pathway in the context of infected cells, in different 
types of tissues and in various insects.

The piRNA pathway in antiviral 

immunity

Production of primary and secondary 
piRNAs
Another small RNA pathway, the piRNA pathway is 
able to sense foreign nucleic acids and has been pro-
posed to participate in antiviral immunity (Miesen 
et al., 2016a). This pathway involves 24–30 nt small 
RNAs and Argonaute proteins from the PIWI 
clade. The founding member of this subfamily, 
PIWI, was initially characterized as a Drosophila 
gene essential for male fertility (Lin and Spradling, 
1997). This phenotype results from derepression 
and mobilization of transposable elements in the 
germline. It was subsequently found that PIWI 
works with two other Argonaute proteins from 
the same clade, namely Aub and AGO3 (Saito et 
al., 2006; Vagin et al., 2006; Brennecke et al., 2007; 
Gunawardane et al., 2007). The PIWI-mediated 
mechanism of genome maintenance in the ger-
mline is conserved in all animals. The piRNAs were 
initially identified in mouse testis and in Drosophila, 
where they were first called repeat-associated small 
interfering (rasi)RNAs. They interact with PIWI 
proteins (Aravin et al., 2006; Girard et al., 2006; 
Grivna et al., 2006; Vagin et al., 2006). Drosophila 
genetics coupled with HTS, have shed light on the 
molecular mechanism generating piRNAs. This 
involves a primary processing pathway that primes 
the production of phased piRNAs during the so-
called ping-pong amplification mechanism (Czech 
and Hannon, 2016; Fig. 3.5). Of note, HTS of cell 
lines or mosquitoes revealed the existence of virus-
derived piRNAs (Wu et al., 2010; Hess et al., 2011; 
Morazzani et al., 2012; Vodovar et al., 2012; Léger 
et al., 2013; Aguiar et al., 2015).
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The primary processing pathway targets Pol 
II-dependent transcripts generated from genomic 
loci rich in transposon remnants known as piRNA 
cluster (Bucheton, 1995; Brennecke et al., 2007; 
Pélisson et al., 2007). These precursors are pro-
cessed by the endonuclease Zucchini, which 
preferentially cleaves 5′ of a uridine residue. As 

a result, the piRNA intermediates produced are 
enriched for 5′ uridine residues (1U) (Pane et 
al., 2007; Han et al., 2015; Mohn et al., 2015; Fig. 
3.5A). In fruit flies, these piRNA intermediates are 
loaded onto PIWI and Aub in an electron dense 
perinuclear region of the germline called ‘nuage’. 
Indeed, the binding pocket of the MID domain of 
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Figure 3.5 The piRNA pathway in Drosophila ovaries. piRNA clusters are mainly composed of defective 
transposon copies integrated in the genome and serve as a genetic memory of transposon exposition in a 
population. Transcription of these genomic clusters by the host RNA polymerase II generates long RNAs that 
are exported in the cytoplasm (A). There, they are processed by Zucchini, an endonuclease with a strong 
preference for cleavage 5′ of a uridine. This leads to the production of phased piRNAs, which can either be 
loaded on PIWI or on Aub (B). PIWI- and Aub-loaded piRNAs undergo trimming and 2′O methylation of their 
3′ extremity. piRNA-loaded PIWI translocates to the nucleus where it participates in transcriptional silencing 
of transposons through deposition of repressive histone modifications (C). On the other hand, piRNA-loaded 
Aub will initiate the Ping-Pong amplification cycle (D). Briefly, loaded Aub will recognize a complementary 
transposon transcript and induce endonucleolytic slicing of the target between nucleotide 10 and 11 of the 
piRNA. This slicing generates the 5′ end of a new sense piRNA with a 10 nt 5′ overlap with the initial antisense 
piRNA and an adenosine residue at position 10. This newly formed piRNA is loaded on AGO3, trimmed and 
2′O methylated at its 3′ extremity. Finally, piRNA-loaded AGO3, using a similar mechanism, will generate 
Ago-bound piRNAs from piRNA clusters.
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these two proteins preferentially accommodates 5′ 
uridine residues (Cora et al., 2014; Matsumoto et al., 
2016; Fig. 3.5B). piRNA-loaded PIWI translocates 
to the nucleus where it participates in transcrip-
tional silencing of transposons through deposition 
of repressive histone modifications (Sienski et al., 
2012; Dönertas et al., 2013; Le Thomas et al., 2013; 
Ohtani et al., 2013; Sienski et al., 2015; Yu et al., 
2015; Fig. 3.5C). By contrast, piRNA-loaded Aub 
remains in the nuage and initiates the ping-pong 
amplification mechanism (Fig. 3.5D). The Aub 
pi-RISC recognizes and cleaves complementary 
transposon mRNAs. The resulting cleavage product 
corresponds to the precursor of a secondary piRNA 
and associates with AGO3 (Brennecke et al., 2007; 
Gunawardane et al., 2007; Lim and Kai, 2007). Of 
note, because cleavage mediated by enzymes of the 
PIWI clade occurs specifically between nucleotide 
10 and 11, AGO3 bound piRNAs are enriched for 
adenosine residues in position 10 (10A). piRNAs 
loaded into AGO3 target and cleave antisense 
piRNA precursors, thus generating the 5′ end of 
new sense piRNAs and resulting in the ping-pong 
amplification cycle (Fig. 3.5D). In summary, the 
combination of slicer activity of PIWI proteins 
together with the activity of endo- and exonucle-
ases explains the Dicer-independent production of 
24–30 nt long piRNAs. Of note, the 1U/10A signa-
ture characteristic of the ping-pong amplification 
provides a convenient way to monitor the activity 
of this pathway by HTS and was instrumental in 
revealing the existence of virus-derived piRNAs.

Virus-derived piRNA
Transposable elements share with viruses the prop-
erty of being selfish genetic units encoding proteins 
that enable their proliferation and spread. Hence, 
one can wonder whether the piRNA pathway also 
participates in antiviral immunity. Indeed, transpos-
able elements are targeted by the siRNA pathway in 
Drosophila somatic tissues as revealed by accumula-
tion of siRNAs matching transposable elements 
in HTS analysis (Chung et al., 2008). Conversely, 
virus-derived piRNAs could be observed in the 
OSS cell line derived from Drosophila ovarian 
tissue (Wu et al., 2010). However, in Drosophila, 
activity of the piRNA pathway is restricted to the 
germline and neither genetics nor HTS support an 
antiviral function of the piRNA pathway in Dros-
ophila (Petit et al., 2016; van den Beek et al., 2018). 

Nonetheless, there are significant differences 
between piRNA pathways in Drosophila and other 
insects. Indeed, a recent study investigating 20 spe-
cies across the arthropod phylum revealed that TEs 
are commonly targeted by somatic piRNAs unlike 
in Drosophila (Lewis et al., 2018). Consistent with 
this observation, the piRNA pathway components 
differ between insect species. Notably, it is appar-
ent that the PIWI clade has significantly expanded 
in Ae. aegypti mosquitoes, where it contains seven 
PIWIs (instead of two in Drosophila, Piwi and Aub) 
and one AGO3 (reviewed in Miesen et al., 2016a). 
This, together with identification of virus derived 
piRNAs in mosquito Aag2 and C6/36 cell lines, 
led to the suggestion that the piRNA pathway could 
form a second layer of antiviral defence in mosqui-
toes (Wu et al., 2010; Hess et al., 2011; Morazzani 
et al., 2012; Vodovar et al., 2012; Léger et al., 2013; 
Aguiar et al., 2015). Depletion in AGO3 and PIWI5 
resulting in the decreased production of viral 
piRNAs revealed that these enzymes mediate rec-
ognition and processing of SINV RNAs, although 
the functional consequence of this processing on 
viral replication was not reported (Miesen et al., 
2015). A subsequent report focusing on DENV 
indicated that the knockdown of PIWI proteins did 
not significantly affect viral RNA levels (Miesen et 
al., 2016b). An independent study proposed a role 
for PIWI4 in antiviral immunity in Aag2 cells, an 
Aedes aegypti derived cell line. Interestingly, PIWI4 
behaves as an atypical member of the PIWI family 
and is not involved in piRNA production but asso-
ciates with the siRNA pathway core components 
AGO2 and Dicer-2 (Varjak et al., 2017a,b, 2018). 
This protein may reveal a cross-talk between 
piRNA and siRNA pathways in the context of viral 
infections. The presence of virus derived somatic 
piRNAs in other arthropods was tested by Jiggins 
and colleagues in their landmark paper (Lewis et al., 
2018) and virus derived siRNAs could be identified 
in 9 of the 20 species investigated. Among them, 5 
species also produced 24–30 nt 5′U biased small 
RNAs derived from viruses. However, only in Aedes 
aegypti did these piRNAs bare the 1U/10A signa-
ture of ping-pong amplification. In the four other 
species, piRNAs mapped to one strand only, similar 
to primary piRNAs (Lewis et al., 2018). Therefore, 
the predominant role of siRNAs compared to 
piRNAs in antiviral defence observed in Dros-
ophila and Lutzomyia is probably relevant across 
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arthropods, with Aedes mosquitoes representing a 
notable exception (Ferreira et al., 2018).

Sensing viral RNA in insects

Viral nucleic acid sensors
In mammals a major molecular pattern associated 
with viral infection is long dsRNA, generated as a 
by-product of viral replication. The Toll receptor 
TLR3 is localized in the endosome compartment 
and is activated upon binding of long dsRNA 
(Kawai and Akira, 2011). This receptor probes 
the content of the endosomes for the presence of 
endocytosed signs of viral infection in the extracel-
lular milieu. Cross-linking of two TLR3 subunits 
by dsRNA triggers TRIF-dependent interferon 
activation. Of note, two other endosomal TLRs, 
TLR7 and TLR8 detect UG rich short ssRNA 
fragments (Maeda and Akira, 2016). In the cytosol 
another family of pattern recognition receptors, 
the RIG-like receptors, sense viral RNA (Goubau 
et al., 2013). As mentioned above, a hallmark of 
these receptors is the presence of a DRA domain 
phylogenetically related to the Dicer proteins 
(Paro et al., 2015). This domain is followed by a 
C-terminal domain (CTD), which participates in 
RNA binding. In addition, two of the three RLRs, 
RIG-I and MDA5 contain amino-terminal caspase 
recruitment domains (CARDs) (Kawai and Akira, 
2011). This enables them to recruit the signalling 
adaptor MAVS and to activate expression of inter-
feron genes. Although the three RLRs can bind 
dsRNA in vitro, other molecular features found on 
viral RNA are necessary to activate RIG-I. Indeed, 
the CTD of RIG-I, which forms a tighter pocket 
than the one from MDA5, detects the presence of 
5′ di- or triphosphate at the extremity of viral RNAs 
(Kowalinski et al., 2011; Goubau et al., 2014). 
This provides an efficient means to discriminate 
between capped cellular mRNAs and uncapped 
viral RNAs. This biochemical distinction is sup-
ported by genetic data that point to non-redundant 
functions of RIG-I and MDA5. Indeed, RIG-I 
mutant mice have impaired interferon responses 
following infection by viruses such as influenza, 
VSV, or Japanese encephalitis virus (Kato et al., 2005, 
2006). Of note, most of these viruses have ssRNA 
genomes of negative polarity and do not produce 
detectable amounts of long dsRNA in infected cells 

(Weber et al., 2006). By contrast, RIG-I mutant 
mice respond normally to picornaviruses. The 5′ 
end of the genome and antigenome strand of these 
viruses is covalently linked to a VpG protein, which 
prevents recognition of the termini by RIG-I. On 
the other hand, MDA5 mutant mice are highly 
susceptible to picornaviruses, which generate large 
quantities of dsRNA (Kato et al., 2006). The third 
RLR, LGP2, functions together with MDA5 (Ded-
douche et al., 2014).

In insects, the only viral nucleic acid sensor iden-
tified so far is Dicer-2, suggesting that long dsRNA 
is the major molecular pattern used to detect viral 
infection (Fig. 3.3A). Importantly, even in the case 
of the negative strand RNA virus VSV, the profile of 
virus-derived siRNAs reveals a typical long dsRNA 
signature, with siRNAs covering in equal amounts 
the whole length of both genome and antigenome 
strands (Ferreira et al., 2018; Marques et al., 2013; 
Mueller et al., 2010). However, sensing of viral 
RNA by Dicer-2 appears not to be limited only to 
the recognition of dsRNA.

Sensing viral RNA by Dicer-2
In vitro dicing assays using recombinant versions 
of Dicer-2 with or without its cofactors incubated 
with diverse dsRNA showed that Dicer-2 pref-
erentially accesses its substrate at the extremities 
(Sinha et al., 2015). Furthermore, dsRNA termini 
are crucial determinants of Dicer-2 mode of action 
in vitro (Fig. 3.3B). Indeed, while blunt end dsRNA 
triggers an efficient, DRA domain and ATP-
dependent processive activity of Dicer-2, a dsRNA 
molecule with 3′ overhang termini promotes a slow, 
ATP-independent distributive activity (Cenik et 
al., 2011; Welker et al., 2011). Cryo-EM studies 
revealed that dsRNAs presenting 3′ overhangs are 
repeatedly bound by Dicer-2 platform-PAZ domain 
to be sequentially cleaved while blunt dsRNAs are 
threaded through the DRA domain in an ATP-
dependent manner and successively diced to 
generate many phased siRNAs (Sinha et al., 2018a). 
This distinct mode of dicing is driven by an exten-
sive conformational change of the protein upon 
binding of a blunt dsRNA extremity, which cannot 
occur if the extremity harbours a 3′ overhang (Fig. 
3.3B). Loqs-PD interacts with the DRA domain of 
Dicer-2 in an RNA independent manner through 
its C-terminal FDF motif and allows the enzyme 
to process RNA substrates normally refractory 
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to cleavage, such as dsRNA with blocked, struc-
tured or frayed ends (Sinha et al., 2015; Trettin et 
al., 2017). In summary, in vitro experiments with 
purified recombinant proteins point to a model 
where subtle changes in the substrate result in 
tremendous differences in the dicing mechanism. 
How this model can be reconciled with the com-
plexity of Dicer-2 natural substrates in the cellular 
context is an important challenge for future studies. 
This is particularly relevant in the context of viral 
infection as the RNA extremities of viruses and 
viral replication complexes are highly variable. A 
striking example is the case of picornaviruses and 
dicistroviruses, which, as mentioned above, display 
a covalently linked VpG protein at the 5′ extremi-
ties of their genome and antigenome (Virgen-Slane 
et al., 2012). This covalent modification at the 
extremities of the genome from Dicistroviridae such 
as DCV or CrPV is expected to impact sensing by 
Dicer-2. One asset to solve this important question 
is the characteristic siRNA signature of Dicer-2, 
which is amenable to bioinformatic analysis fol-
lowing small RNA HTS. Bioinformatic analysis of 
the pattern of vsiRNAs produced in wild-type or 
mutant flies (e.g. inactivated ATP binding site in 
the DRA domain of Dicer-2) may provide insights 
on an alternative access point of Dicer-2 on DCV or 
CrPV RNA (see Box 3.1) (e.g. Aliyari et al., 2008; 
Mueller et al., 2010; Bronkhorst et al., 2012; Sabin 
et al., 2013; Aguiar et al., 2015).

Another indication that features other than 
double strandedness are sensed lies in the impor-
tance of the cofactors acting together with Dicer-2. 
For example, Loqs-PD is not required for silenc-
ing viral RNA, in spite of its essential role in RNA 
interference triggered by endogenous or in vitro 
synthesized dsRNA (Marques et al., 2010, 2013). 
This points to the existence of differences between 
viral RNAs and other dsRNAs, produced from 
endogenous sources or synthesized in vitro. Of note, 
similar observations were made in the nematode 
Caenorhabditis elegans, where a RIG-I-like factor 
known as DRH1 is essential for antiviral RNAi yet 
dispensable for the other silencing pathways (Ashe 
et al., 2013; Guo et al., 2013), but also in Ae. aegypti 
mosquitoes. As mentioned before, the siRNA path-
way silences targets of endogenous and exogenous 
dsRNAs in the midgut of these mosquitoes but 
fails to suppress viruses (Olmo et al., 2018). These 
results confirm the existence of differences between 

silencing triggered by exogenous or endogenous 
dsRNA and viral RNA, with the latter specifi-
cally requiring the dsRBP Loqs2. We note that an 
isoform of Staufen that evolved in coleopterans is 
another example of a species-specific dsRBP that 
regulates the siRNA pathway (Yoon et al., 2018). 
The fact that Drosophila (Loqs-PD), Aedes (Loqs2) 
and coleopteran insects (StaufenC) all require 
specific cofactors to define the activity of siRNA 
pathway is intriguing and highlights that an impor-
tant facet of this pathway remains ill characterized.

The discrimination between the dsRNA pre-
cursors of endo- or exo-siRNAs and the dsRNA 
generated during viral infection may reflect 
differences either in the receptor complex sens-
ing dsRNAs or in the viral RNA itself. On the 
protein side, it will be important to characterize 
biochemically the role of Loqs and R2D2 proteins 
in Drosophila and Aedes. On the RNA side, the per-
vasiveness of RNA modifications begs the question 
of how much they contribute to the discrimination 
of viral RNA by the siRNA pathway (Gokhale and 
Horner, 2017; Helm and Motorin, 2017; Fig. 3.6). 
For example, ADAR is an RNA editing enzyme 
catalysing the conversion of A to I within dsRNA 
regions of cellular RNAs, which prevents unwanted 
activation of immunity in mice and C. elegans (Lid-
dicoat et al., 2015; Reich et al., 2018). In mammals, 
the presence of epitranscriptomic marks such as 
2′O-methylation on viral RNA affects sensing by 
TLR7 or MDA5 whereas N6-methyladenosine 
(m6A) in dsRNA reduces activation of TLR3 
(Karikó et al., 2005; Gonzales-van Horn and 
Sarnow, 2017). Therefore, it will be interesting to 
investigate the presence of post transcriptional 
modifications in viral RNAs in insect cells and their 
impact on antiviral RNAi. This will be particularly 
interesting in the case of flaviviruses such as dengue 
and Zika viruses, which have been shown to con-
tain m6A modified nucleosides when grown in 
mammalian cells (Gokhale et al., 2016; Fig. 3.6).

Future directions

A great deal of progress was made over the past 
decade on the genetic characterization of antiviral 
innate immunity in insects. Yet, lots of questions 
remain, paramount among them the identification 
of the receptors that sense viral infections. Among 
insects, the fruit fly D. melanogaster offers a fantastic 
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model for unbiased, large scale, mutagenesis screens 
(Wieschaus and Nüsslein-Volhard, 2016). Indeed, 
such screens were instrumental in defining the 
components of the IMD and Toll pathways of 
innate immunity, and in identifying the PRRs 
activating them in response to bacterial or fungal 
infections (e.g. Leulier et al., 2000; Rutschmann et 
al., 2000a,b; Lu et al., 2001; Vidal et al., 2001; Choe 
et al., 2002; Gottar et al., 2002, 2006). Genetic 
screens are however time consuming, especially 
when viruses must be injected into the body cavity 
of the flies (Merkling and van Rij, 2015). This limi-
tation could, to some extent, be bypassed by using 
natural infections with fly pathogens, although 
this would require production of large amounts 
of virus and the control of viral uptake would be 
challenging. Alternatively, transgenic viral replicons 
expressing fluorescent proteins could be used as 
a proxy for infection, with the caveat that critical 
steps of the viral cycle (binding, entry, uncoating, 
assembly and budding of viral particles) would be 
bypassed (Avadhanula et al., 2009; Wernet et al., 
2014). The recent advances in mass spectrometry 
(MS) technologies provide other opportunities 
to decipher antiviral innate immunity in insects. 
These methods can be used to further character-
ize the antiviral siRNA pathway by defining the 
interactome of the canonical components Dicer-2, 

R2D2 and AGO2, but also to identify PRRs sens-
ing nucleic acids.

The genetic characterization of antiviral RNAi in 
both Drosophila and Aedes mosquitoes points to dif-
ferences between the siRNA-dependent response 
triggered by dsRNA of endogenous (endo-siRNA 
pathway) or exogenous (exo-siRNA pathway) 
origin on one hand, and the antiviral siRNA path-
way on the other (Marques et al., 2013; Olmo et al., 
2018). Cell imaging of the canonical components 
Dicer-2, AGO2, R2D2 and Loqs in the context of 
cells treated with exogenous dsRNA or infected 
with viruses is likely to reveal differences in the 
dynamics of these proteins. This information can 
subsequently be used to define the interactome of 
the siRNA pathway at critical steps of the infection 
cycle, to identify novel regulatory co-factors of the 
pathway participating in the sensing or neutraliza-
tion of viral RNAs. Of note, this approach requires 
synchronized infections, and will have to be carried 
out in tissue culture cells, a caveat considering the 
possible existence of tissue specific regulators (e.g. 
Olmo et al 2018).

MS can also be used to identify host proteins 
that sense nucleic acids of viral origin. Some 
foreign nucleic acids bear specific marks absent 
in cellular nucleic acids, such as, in the case of 
RNA, long double strandedness, the presence of 
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5′ triphosphates or missing methylation marks 
(reviewed in Habjan and Pichlmair, 2015; Geb-
hardt et al., 2017). Protein binding to these 
marked, viral-like nucleic acids can be identified 
by nucleic acid affinity purification coupled to 
MS-based identification of proteins. For example, 
such an approach in mammals resulted in the iden-
tification of the host proteins IFIT1 and AIM2 as 
viral RNA binding protein with antiviral function 
and a DNA sensor of the innate immune system, 
respectively (Bürckstümmer et al., 2009; Pichl-
mair et al., 2011). Applied to insect cell lines or 
whole animals, this strategy, coupled to RNAi or 
CRISPR/Cas9 functional screens may reveal novel 
nucleic acid binding proteins involved in antiviral 
immunity in insects.

Finally, a fascinating question for future work per-
tains to the sensing of DNA in insect cells. Indeed, 
activation of the IMD pathway in flies mutant for 
the enzyme DNaseII (significant but moderate 
compared to a bacterial infection) suggests that 
cytosolic DNA can activate an NF-κB-dependent 
pathway in insect cells (Mukae et al., 2002; Liu et 
al., 2012). In mammals, a dedicated pathway, the 
cGAS-STING pathway, activates synthesis of inter-
ferons upon detecting cytosolic DNA (Hornung 
et al., 2014). So far, the data available indicate that 
viral DNA produces dsRNAs and activation of the 
siRNA pathway, akin to the sensing of herpes virus 
derived dsRNA by TLR3 in mammals (Tabeta 
et al., 2004; Zhang et al., 2007; Bronkhorst et al., 
2012; Kemp et al., 2013). Yet, important ques-
tions remain. For example, is viral DNA, which is 
expected to be transcribed in the nucleus possibly by 
a host RNA polymerase, activating the endo-siRNA 
pathway (Loqs-PD dependent) or the antiviral 
siRNA pathway (Loqs-PD independent)? Is there 
another pathway sensing DNA in the cytosol, as 
in mammals? The cGAS-like enzymes identified 
in insect genomes so far do not contain the zinc 
ribbon motif mediating interaction with DNA in 
mammalian cGAS (Wu et al., 2014; Margolis et al., 
2017). However, the recent discovery that STING 
carries immune functions in some insects, in par-
ticular against DNA viruses in Bombyx mori, raises 
the possibility that dedicated receptors operate in 
the cytosol of insect cells to sense DNA (Goto et 
al., 2018; Hua et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2018; Martin 
et al., 2018). Characterization of the ligands activat-
ing the insect STINGs now at hand, which do not 

appear to bind cyclic dinucleotides (Kranzusch et 
al., 2015), should help to identify these receptors.

Acknowledgements
We thank Ludmila dos Santos Silva and Joao 
Marques for critical reading of the manuscript 
and insightful suggestions. Work in our laboratory 
is supported by the CNRS, the ANR, the Fonda-
tion ARC and the Programme Investissements 
d’Avenir (Labex NetRNA and Equipex I2MC). LT 
acknowledges financial support from the Hoffmann 
Infinitus Program.

References
Aguiar, E.R., Olmo, R.P., Paro, S., Ferreira, F.V., de Faria, 

I.J., Todjro, Y.M., Lobo, F.P., Kroon, E.G., Meignin, 
C., Gatherer, D., et al. (2015). Sequence-independent 
characterization of viruses based on the pattern of viral 
small RNAs produced by the host. Nucleic Acids Res. 
43, 6191–6206. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv587

Aguiar, E.R., Olmo, R.P., and Marques, J.T. (2016). 
Virus-derived small RNAs: molecular footprints of 
host-pathogen interactions. Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. RNA 
7, 824–837. https://doi.org/10.1002/wrna.1361

Aliyari, R., Wu, Q., Li, H.W., Wang, X.H., Li, F., Green, L.D., 
Han, C.S., Li, W.X., and Ding, S.W. (2008). Mechanism 
of induction and suppression of antiviral immunity 
directed by virus-derived small RNAs in Drosophila. Cell 
Host Microbe 4, 387–397. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
chom.2008.09.001

Aravin, A., Gaidatzis, D., Pfeffer, S., Lagos-Quintana, M., 
Landgraf, P., Iovino, N., Morris, P., Brownstein, M.J., 
Kuramochi-Miyagawa, S., Nakano, T., et al. (2006). 
A novel class of small RNAs bind to MILI protein in 
mouse testes. Nature 442, 203–207.

Asad, S., Parry, R., and Asgari, S. (2018). Upregulation of 
Aedes aegypti Vago1 by Wolbachia and its effect on 
dengue virus replication. Insect Biochem. Mol. Biol. 92, 
45–52.

Ashe, A., Bélicard, T., Le Pen, J., Sarkies, P., Frézal, L., 
Lehrbach, N.J., Félix, M.A., and Miska, E.A. (2013). A 
deletion polymorphism in the Caenorhabditis elegans 
RIG-I homolog disables viral RNA dicing and antiviral 
immunity. Elife 2, e00994. https://doi.org/10.7554/
eLife.00994

Avadhanula, V., Weasner, B.P., Hardy, G.G., Kumar, J.P., 
and Hardy, R.W. (2009). A novel system for the launch 
of alphavirus RNA synthesis reveals a role for the 
Imd pathway in arthropod antiviral response. PLOS 
Pathog. 5, e1000582. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
ppat.1000582

Barribeau, S.M., Sadd, B.M., du Plessis, L., Brown, M.J., 
Buechel, S.D., Cappelle, K., Carolan, J.C., Christiaens, 
O., Colgan, T.J., Erler, S., et al. (2015). A depauperate 
immune repertoire precedes evolution of sociality in 
bees. Genome Biol. 16, 83. https://doi.org/10.1186/
s13059-015-0628-y

Basu, S., Aryan, A., Overcash, J.M., Samuel, G.H., Anderson, 
M.A., Dahlem, T.J., Myles, K.M., and Adelman, Z.N. 

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb

https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv587
https://doi.org/10.1002/wrna.1361
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2008.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2008.09.001
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.00994
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.00994
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000582
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000582
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-015-0628-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-015-0628-y


Talide et al.50 |

(2015). Silencing of end-joining repair for efficient 
site-specific gene insertion after TALEN/CRISPR 
mutagenesis in Aedes aegypti. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 
U.S.A. 112, 4038–4043. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.1502370112

Baumberger, N., Tsai, C.H., Lie, M., Havecker, E., and 
Baulcombe, D.C. (2007). The Polerovirus silencing 
suppressor P0 targets ARGONAUTE proteins for 
degradation. Curr. Biol. 17, 1609–1614.

Bernstein, E., Caudy, A.A., Hammond, S.M., and Hannon, 
G.J. (2001). Role for a bidentate ribonuclease in the 
initiation step of RNA interference. Nature 409, 363–
366. https://doi.org/10.1038/35053110

Binggeli, O., Neyen, C., Poidevin, M., and Lemaitre, B. 
(2014). Prophenoloxidase activation is required for 
survival to microbial infections in Drosophila. PLOS 
Pathog. 10, e1004067. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.ppat.1004067

Bortolamiol, D., Pazhouhandeh, M., Marrocco, K., Genschik, 
P., and Ziegler-Graff, V. (2007). The Polerovirus F box 
protein P0 targets ARGONAUTE1 to suppress RNA 
silencing. Curr. Biol. 17, 1615–1621.

Boyer, L., Magoc, L., Dejardin, S., Cappillino, M., Paquette, 
N., Hinault, C., Charriere, G.M., Ip, W.K., Fracchia, S., 
Hennessy, E., et al. (2011). Pathogen-derived effectors 
trigger protective immunity via activation of the Rac2 
enzyme and the IMD or Rip kinase signaling pathway. 
Immunity 35, 536–549. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
immuni.2011.08.015

Bradshaw, C.J., Leroy, B., Bellard, C., Roiz, D., Albert, 
C., Fournier, A., Barbet-Massin, M., Salles, J.M., 
Simard, F., and Courchamp, F. (2016). Massive yet 
grossly underestimated global costs of invasive insects. 
Nat. Commun. 7, 12986. https://doi.org/10.1038/
ncomms12986

Brennecke, J., Aravin, A.A., Stark, A., Dus, M., Kellis, M., 
Sachidanandam, R., and Hannon, G.J. (2007). Discrete 
small RNA-generating loci as master regulators of 
transposon activity in Drosophila. Cell 128, 1089–1103.

Bronkhorst, A.W., and van Rij, R.P. (2014). The long and 
short of antiviral defense: small RNA-based immunity 
in insects. Curr. Opin. Virol. 7, 19–28. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.coviro.2014.03.010

Bronkhorst, A.W., van Cleef, K.W., Vodovar, N., Ince, I.A., 
Blanc, H., Vlak, J.M., Saleh, M.C., and van Rij, R.P. 
(2012). The DNA virus Invertebrate iridescent virus 
6 is a target of the Drosophila RNAi machinery. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 109, E3604-13. https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.1207213109

Bronkhorst, A.W., Miesen, P., and van Rij, R.P. (2013). Small 
RNAs tackle large viruses: RNA interference-based 
antiviral defense against DNA viruses in insects. Fly 7, 
216–223. https://doi.org/10.4161/fly.25708

Bronkhorst, A.W., van Cleef, K.W., Venselaar, H., and van 
Rij, R.P. (2014). A dsRNA-binding protein of a complex 
invertebrate DNA virus suppresses the Drosophila RNAi 
response. Nucleic Acids Res. 42, 12237–12248. https://
doi.org/10.1093/nar/gku910

Bucheton, A. (1995). The relationship between the 
flamenco gene and gypsy in Drosophila: how to tame a 
retrovirus. Trends Genet. 11, 349–353.

Bürckstümmer, T., Baumann, C., Blüml, S., Dixit, E., 
Dürnberger, G., Jahn, H., Planyavsky, M., Bilban, M., 

Colinge, J., Bennett, K.L., et al. (2009). An orthogonal 
proteomic-genomic screen identifies AIM2 as a 
cytoplasmic DNA sensor for the inflammasome. Nat. 
Immunol. 10, 266–272. https://doi.org/10.1038/
ni.1702

Campbell, C.L., Keene, K.M., Brackney, D.E., Olson, K.E., 
Blair, C.D., Wilusz, J., and Foy, B.D. (2008). Aedes 
aegypti uses RNA interference in defense against 
Sindbis virus infection. BMC Microbiol. 8, 47. https://
doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-8-47

Cao, C., Cogni, R., Barbier, V., and Jiggins, F.M. (2017). 
Complex Coding and Regulatory Polymorphisms in 
a Restriction Factor Determine the Susceptibility of 
Drosophila to Viral Infection. Genetics 206, 2159–2173. 
https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.117.201970

Carissimo, G., Pondeville, E., McFarlane, M., Dietrich, I., 
Mitri, C., Bischoff, E., Antoniewski, C., Bourgouin, C., 
Failloux, A.B., Kohl, A., et al. (2015). Antiviral immunity 
of Anopheles gambiae is highly compartmentalized, with 
distinct roles for RNA interference and gut microbiota. 
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 112, E176–185. https://
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1412984112

Carré-Mlouka, A., Gaumer, S., Gay, P., Petitjean, A.M., 
Coulondre, C., Dru, P., Bras, F., Dezélée, S., and 
Contamine, D. (2007). Control of sigma virus 
multiplication by the ref(2)P gene of Drosophila 
melanogaster: an in vivo study of the PB1 domain of 
Ref(2)P. Genetics 176, 409–419.

Carrillo-Tripp, J., Dolezal, A.G., Goblirsch, M.J., Miller, 
W.A., Toth, A.L., and Bonning, B.C. (2016). In vivo and 
in vitro infection dynamics of honey bee viruses. Sci. 
Rep. 6, 22265. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep22265

Cenik, E.S., Fukunaga, R., Lu, G., Dutcher, R., Wang, Y., 
Tanaka Hall, T.M., and Zamore, P.D. (2011). Phosphate 
and R2D2 restrict the substrate specificity of Dicer-2, 
an ATP-driven ribonuclease. Mol. Cell 42, 172–184. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2011.03.002

Chao, J.A., Lee, J.H., Chapados, B.R., Debler, E.W., 
Schneemann, A., and Williamson, J.R. (2005). Dual 
modes of RNA-silencing suppression by Flock House 
virus protein B2. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 12, 952–957.

Chejanovsky, N., Ophir, R., Schwager, M.S., Slabezki, 
Y., Grossman, S., and Cox-Foster, D. (2014). 
Characterization of viral siRNA populations in honey 
bee colony collapse disorder. Virology 454-455, 176–
183. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virol.2014.02.012

Choe, K.M., Werner, T., Stöven, S., Hultmark, D., and 
Anderson, K.V. (2002). Requirement for a peptidoglycan 
recognition protein (PGRP) in Relish activation 
and antibacterial immune responses in Drosophila. 
Science 296, 359–362. https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.1070216

Chung, W.J., Okamura, K., Martin, R., and Lai, E.C. (2008). 
Endogenous RNA interference provides a somatic 
defense against Drosophila transposons. Curr. Biol. 18, 
795–802. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2008.05.006

Cirimotich, C.M., Scott, J.C., Phillips, A.T., Geiss, B.J., and 
Olson, K.E. (2009). Suppression of RNA interference 
increases alphavirus replication and virus-associated 
mortality in Aedes aegypti mosquitoes. BMC Microbiol. 
9, 49. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-9-49

Cora, E., Pandey, R.R., Xiol, J., Taylor, J., Sachidanandam, R., 
McCarthy, A.A., and Pillai, R.S. (2014). The MID-PIWI 

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1502370112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1502370112
https://doi.org/10.1038/35053110
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004067
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2011.08.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2011.08.015
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12986
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12986
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2014.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2014.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1207213109
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1207213109
https://doi.org/10.4161/fly.25708
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gku910
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gku910
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.1702
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.1702
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-8-47
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-8-47
https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.117.201970
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1412984112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1412984112
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep22265
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2011.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virol.2014.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1070216
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1070216
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2008.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-9-49


Sensing Viral Infections in Insects | 51

module of Piwi proteins specifies nucleotide- and 
strand-biases of piRNAs. RNA 20, 773–781. https://
doi.org/10.1261/rna.044701.114

Costa, A., Jan, E., Sarnow, P., and Schneider, D. (2009). The 
Imd pathway is involved in antiviral immune responses 
in Drosophila. PLOS ONE 4, e7436. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0007436

Coste, F., Kemp, C., Bobezeau, V., Hetru, C., Kellenberger, 
C., Imler, J.L., and Roussel, A. (2012). Crystal structure 
of Diedel, a marker of the immune response of Drosophila 
melanogaster. PLOS ONE 7, e33416. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0033416

Czech, B., and Hannon, G.J. (2016). One Loop to Rule 
Them All: The Ping-Pong Cycle and piRNA-Guided 
Silencing. Trends Biochem. Sci. 41, 324–337.

Deddouche, S., Matt, N., Budd, A., Mueller, S., Kemp, 
C., Galiana-Arnoux, D., Dostert, C., Antoniewski, 
C., Hoffmann, J.A., and Imler, J.L. (2008). The 
DExD/H-box helicase Dicer-2 mediates the induction 
of antiviral activity in drosophila. Nat. Immunol. 9, 
1425–1432. https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.1664

Deddouche, S., Goubau, D., Rehwinkel, J., Chakravarty, 
P., Begum, S., Maillard, P.V., Borg, A., Matthews, 
N., Feng, Q., van Kuppeveld, F.J., et al. (2014). 
Identification of an LGP2-associated MDA5 agonist in 
picornavirus-infected cells. Elife 3, e01535. https://doi.
org/10.7554/eLife.01535

Ding, S.W. (2010). RNA-based antiviral immunity. Nat. 
Rev. Immunol. 10, 632–644. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nri2824

Dönertas, D., Sienski, G., and Brennecke, J. (2013). 
Drosophila Gtsf1 is an essential component of the 
Piwi-mediated transcriptional silencing complex. 
Genes Dev. 27, 1693–1705. https://doi.org/10.1101/
gad.221150.113

Dostert, C., Jouanguy, E., Irving, P., Troxler, L., 
Galiana-Arnoux, D., Hetru, C., Hoffmann, J.A., and 
Imler, J.-L. (2005). The Jak-STAT signaling pathway is 
required but not sufficient for the antiviral response of 
Drosophila. Nat. Immunol. 6, 946–953. https://doi.
org/10.1038/ni1237

Dudas, G., and Obbard, D.J. (2015). Are arthropods 
at the heart of virus evolution? ELife 4 https://doi.
org/10.7554/eLife.06837

El Chamy, L., Leclerc, V., Caldelari, I., and Reichhart, 
J.-M. (2008). Sensing of ‘danger signals’ and 
pathogen-associated molecular patterns defines binary 
signaling pathways ‘upstream’ of Toll. Nat. Immunol. 9, 
1165–1170 https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.1643

Fareh, M., van Lopik, J., Katechis, I., Bronkhorst, A.W., 
Haagsma, A.C., van Rij, R.P., and Joo, C. (2018). Viral 
suppressors of RNAi employ a rapid screening mode to 
discriminate viral RNA from cellular small RNA. Nucleic 
Acids Res. 46, 3187–3197. https://doi.org/10.1093/
nar/gkx1316

Ferrandon, D., Imler, J.L., Hetru, C., and Hoffmann, J.A. 
(2007). The Drosophila systemic immune response: 
sensing and signalling during bacterial and fungal 
infections. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 7, 862–874.

Ferreira, Á.G., Naylor, H., Esteves, S.S., Pais, I.S., Martins, 
N.E., and Teixeira, L. (2014). The Toll-dorsal pathway 
is required for resistance to viral oral infection in 

Drosophila. PLOS Pathog. 10, e1004507. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004507

Ferreira, F.V., Aguiar, E.R.G.R., Olmo, R.P., de Oliveira, 
K.P.V., Silva, E.G., Sant’Anna, M.R.V., Gontijo, N.F., 
Kroon, E.G., Imler, J.L., and Marques, J.T. (2018). The 
small non-coding RNA response to virus infection in the 
Leishmania vector Lutzomyia longipalpis. PLOS Negl. 
Trop. Dis. 12, e0006569. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pntd.0006569

Fire, A., Xu, S., Montgomery, M.K., Kostas, S.A., Driver, 
S.E., and Mello, C.C. (1998). Potent and specific 
genetic interference by double-stranded RNA in 
Caenorhabditis elegans. Nature 391, 806–811. https://
doi.org/10.1038/35888

Förstemann, K., Tomari, Y., Du, T., Vagin, V.V., Denli, 
A.M., Bratu, D.P., Klattenhoff, C., Theurkauf, W.E., and 
Zamore, P.D. (2005). Normal microRNA maturation 
and germ-line stem cell maintenance requires 
Loquacious, a double-stranded RNA-binding domain 
protein. PLOS Biol. 3, e236.

Fragkoudis, R., Chi, Y., Siu, R.W., Barry, G., Attarzadeh-Yazdi, 
G., Merits, A., Nash, A.A., Fazakerley, J.K., and Kohl, A. 
(2008). Semliki Forest virus strongly reduces mosquito 
host defence signaling. Insect Mol. Biol. 17, 647–656. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2583.2008.00834.x

Fukunaga, R., Colpan, C., Han, B.W., and Zamore, P.D. 
(2014). Inorganic phosphate blocks binding of 
pre-miRNA to Dicer-2 via its PAZ domain. EMBO J. 33, 
371–384. https://doi.org/10.1002/embj.201387176

Galiana-Arnoux, D., Dostert, C., Schneemann, A., 
Hoffmann, J.A., and Imler, J.L. (2006). Essential 
function in vivo for Dicer-2 in host defense against RNA 
viruses in drosophila. Nat. Immunol. 7, 590–597.

Gebhardt, A., Laudenbach, B.T., and Pichlmair, A. (2017). 
Discrimination of self and non-self ribonucleic acids. 
J. Interferon Cytokine Res. 37, 184–197. https://doi.
org/10.1089/jir.2016.0092

Girard, A., Sachidanandam, R., Hannon, G.J., and Carmell, 
M.A. (2006). A germline-specific class of small RNAs 
binds mammalian Piwi proteins. Nature 442, 199–202.

Goic, B., Vodovar, N., Mondotte, J.A., Monot, C., Frangeul, 
L., Blanc, H., Gausson, V., Vera-Otarola, J., Cristofari, G., 
and Saleh, M.C. (2013). RNA-mediated interference 
and reverse transcription control the persistence of RNA 
viruses in the insect model Drosophila. Nat. Immunol. 
14, 396–403. https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.2542

Goic, B., Stapleford, K.A., Frangeul, L., Doucet, A.J., 
Gausson, V., Blanc, H., Schemmel-Jofre, N., Cristofari, 
G., Lambrechts, L., Vignuzzi, M., et al. (2016). 
Virus-derived DNA drives mosquito vector tolerance 
to arboviral infection. Nat. Commun. 7, 12410. https://
doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12410

Gokhale, N.S., and Horner, S.M. (2017). RNA modifications 
go viral. PLOS Pathog. 13, e1006188. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006188

Gokhale, N.S., McIntyre, A.B.R., McFadden, M.J., Roder, 
A.E., Kennedy, E.M., Gandara, J.A., Hopcraft, S.E., 
Quicke, K.M., Vazquez, C., Willer, J., et al. (2016). 
N6-Methyladenosine in Flaviviridae Viral RNA 
Genomes Regulates Infection. Cell Host Microbe 20, 
654–665.

Gold, K.S., and Brückner, K. (2015). Macrophages and 
cellular immunity in Drosophila melanogaster. Semin. 

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb

https://doi.org/10.1261/rna.044701.114
https://doi.org/10.1261/rna.044701.114
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0007436
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0007436
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0033416
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0033416
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.1664
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.01535
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.01535
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri2824
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri2824
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.221150.113
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.221150.113
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni1237
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni1237
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.06837
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.06837
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.1643
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkx1316
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkx1316
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004507
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004507
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006569
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006569
https://doi.org/10.1038/35888
https://doi.org/10.1038/35888
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2583.2008.00834.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/embj.201387176
https://doi.org/10.1089/jir.2016.0092
https://doi.org/10.1089/jir.2016.0092
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.2542
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12410
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12410
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006188
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006188


Talide et al.52 |

Immunol. 27, 357–368. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
smim.2016.03.010

Gonzales-van Horn, S.R., and Sarnow, P. (2017). Making 
the Mark: The Role of Adenosine Modifications in 
the Life Cycle of RNA Viruses. Cell Host Microbe 21, 
661–669.

Gordon, O., Henry, C.M., Srinivasan, N., Ahrens, S., Franz, 
A., Deddouche, S., Chakravarty, P., Phillips, D., George, 
R., Kjaer, S., et al. (2018). α-actinin accounts for the 
bioactivity of actin preparations in inducing STAT target 
genes in Drosophila melanogaster. ELife 7 https://doi.
org/10.7554/eLife.38636.

Goto, A., Okado, K., Martins, N., Cai, H., Barbier, V., 
Lamiable, O., Troxler, L., Santiago, E., Kuhn, L., 
Paik, D., et al. (2018). The Kinase IKKβ Regulates a 
STING- and NF-κB-Dependent Antiviral Response 
Pathway in Drosophila. Immunity 49, 225–234.e4.

Gottar, M., Gobert, V., Michel, T., Belvin, M., Duyk, 
G., Hoffmann, J.A., Ferrandon, D., and Royet, J. 
(2002). The Drosophila immune response against 
Gram-negative bacteria is mediated by a peptidoglycan 
recognition protein. Nature 416, 640–644. https://doi.
org/10.1038/nature734

Gottar, M., Gobert, V., Matskevich, A.A., Reichhart, J.M., 
Wang, C., Butt, T.M., Belvin, M., Hoffmann, J.A., 
and Ferrandon, D. (2006). Dual detection of fungal 
infections in Drosophila via recognition of glucans and 
sensing of virulence factors. Cell 127, 1425–1437.

Goubau, D., Deddouche, S., and Reis e Sousa, C. (2013). 
Cytosolic sensing of viruses. Immunity 38, 855–869. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2013.05.007

Goubau, D., Schlee, M., Deddouche, S., Pruijssers, A.J., 
Zillinger, T., Goldeck, M., Schuberth, C., Van der Veen, 
A.G., Fujimura, T., Rehwinkel, J., et al. (2014). Antiviral 
immunity via RIG-I-mediated recognition of RNA 
bearing 5’-diphosphates. Nature 514, 372–375. https://
doi.org/10.1038/nature13590

Grivna, S.T., Pyhtila, B., and Lin, H. (2006). MIWI associates 
with translational machinery and PIWI-interacting 
RNAs (piRNAs) in regulating spermatogenesis. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 103, 13415–13420.

Gu, S., Jin, L., Huang, Y., Zhang, F., and Kay, M.A. (2012). 
Slicing-independent RISC activation requires the 
argonaute PAZ domain. Curr. Biol. 22, 1536–1542. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2012.06.040

Gueguen, G., Kalamarz, M.E., Ramroop, J., Uribe, J., and 
Govind, S. (2013). Polydnaviral ankyrin proteins aid 
parasitic wasp survival by coordinate and selective 
inhibition of hematopoietic and immune NF-kappa B 
signaling in insect hosts. PLOS Pathog. 9, e1003580. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003580

Gunawardane, L.S., Saito, K., Nishida, K.M., Miyoshi, 
K., Kawamura, Y., Nagami, T., Siomi, H., and Siomi, 
M.C. (2007). A slicer-mediated mechanism for 
repeat-associated siRNA 5’ end formation in Drosophila. 
Science 315, 1587–1590.

Guo, X., Zhang, R., Wang, J., Ding, S.W., and Lu, R. 
(2013). Homologous RIG-I-like helicase proteins 
direct RNAi-mediated antiviral immunity in C. 
elegans by distinct mechanisms. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 
U.S.A. 110, 16085–16090. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.1307453110

Habjan, M., and Pichlmair, A. (2015). Cytoplasmic sensing 
of viral nucleic acids. Curr. Opin. Virol. 11, 31–37. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2015.01.012

Haley, B., and Zamore, P.D. (2004). Kinetic analysis of 
the RNAi enzyme complex. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 11, 
599–606. https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb780

Hamilton, A.J., and Baulcombe, D.C. (1999). A species 
of small antisense RNA in posttranscriptional gene 
silencing in plants. Science 286, 950–952.

Hammond, S.M., Bernstein, E., Beach, D., and 
Hannon, G.J. (2000). An RNA-directed nuclease 
mediates post-transcriptional gene silencing in 
Drosophila cells. Nature 404, 293–296. https://doi.
org/10.1038/35005107

Han, B.W., Wang, W., Li, C., Weng, Z., and Zamore, P.D. 
(2015). Noncoding RNA. piRNA-guided transposon 
cleavage initiates Zucchini-dependent, phased piRNA 
production. Science 348, 817–821. https://doi.
org/10.1126/science.aaa1264

Han, Y.H., Luo, Y.J., Wu, Q., Jovel, J., Wang, X.H., Aliyari, R., 
Han, C., Li, W.X., and Ding, S.W. (2011). RNA-based 
immunity terminates viral infection in adult Drosophila 
in the absence of viral suppression of RNA interference: 
characterization of viral small interfering RNA 
populations in wild-type and mutant flies. J. Virol. 85, 
13153–13163. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.05518-11

Helm, M., and Motorin, Y. (2017). Detecting RNA 
modifications in the epitranscriptome: predict and 
validate. Nat. Rev. Genet. 18, 275–291. https://doi.
org/10.1038/nrg.2016.169

Hess, A.M., Prasad, A.N., Ptitsyn, A., Ebel, G.D., Olson, 
K.E., Barbacioru, C., Monighetti, C., and Campbell, C.L. 
(2011). Small RNA profiling of Dengue virus-mosquito 
interactions implicates the PIWI RNA pathway in 
anti-viral defense. BMC Microbiol. 11, 45. https://doi.
org/10.1186/1471-2180-11-45

Hoffmann, J.A. (2003). The immune response of Drosophila. 
Nature 426, 33–38. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nature02021

Hoffmann, J.A., Kafatos, F.C., Janeway, C.A., and Ezekowitz, 
R.A. (1999). Phylogenetic perspectives in innate 
immunity. Science 284, 1313–1318.

Hornung, V., Hartmann, R., Ablasser, A., and Hopfner, K.P. 
(2014). OAS proteins and cGAS: unifying concepts in 
sensing and responding to cytosolic nucleic acids. Nat. 
Rev. Immunol. 14, 521–528. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nri3719

Horwich, M.D., Li, C., Matranga, C., Vagin, V., Farley, G., 
Wang, P., and Zamore, P.D. (2007). The Drosophila 
RNA methyltransferase, DmHen1, modifies germline 
piRNAs and single-stranded siRNAs in RISC. Curr. 
Biol. 17, 1265–1272.

Hua, X., Li, B., Song, L., Hu, C., Li, X., Wang, D., Xiong, 
Y., Zhao, P., He, H., Xia, Q., et al. (2018). Stimulator 
of interferon genes (STING) provides insect antiviral 
immunity by promoting Dredd caspase-mediated 
NF-κB activation. J. Biol. Chem. 293, 11878–11890. 
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.RA117.000194

Huang, X., Fejes Tóth, K., and Aravin, A.A. (2017). piRNA 
Biogenesis in Drosophila melanogaster. Trends Genet. 33, 
882–894 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tig.2017.09.002.

Huang, Z., Kingsolver, M.B., Avadhanula, V., and Hardy, 
R.W. (2013). An antiviral role for antimicrobial peptides 

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smim.2016.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smim.2016.03.010
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.38636
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.38636
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature734
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature734
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2013.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13590
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13590
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2012.06.040
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003580
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1307453110
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1307453110
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2015.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb780
https://doi.org/10.1038/35005107
https://doi.org/10.1038/35005107
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa1264
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa1264
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.05518-11
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg.2016.169
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg.2016.169
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-11-45
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-11-45
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02021
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02021
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri3719
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri3719
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.RA117.000194
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tig.2017.09.002


Sensing Viral Infections in Insects | 53

during the arthropod response to alphavirus replication. 
J. Virol. 87, 4272–4280. https://doi.org/10.1128/
JVI.03360-12

Hussain, M., and Asgari, S. (2014). MicroRNAs as mediators 
of insect host-pathogen interactions and immunity. J. 
Insect Physiol. 70, 151–158. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jinsphys.2014.08.003

Hutvágner, G., and Zamore, P.D. (2002). A microRNA in a 
multiple-turnover RNAi enzyme complex. Science 297, 
2056–2060. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1073827

Ikushima, H., Negishi, H., and Taniguchi, T. (2013). The 
IRF family transcription factors at the interface of 
innate and adaptive immune responses. Cold Spring 
Harb. Symp. Quant. Biol. 78, 105–116. https://doi.
org/10.1101/sqb.2013.78.020321

Imler, J.L., and Bulet, P. (2005). Antimicrobial peptides in 
Drosophila: structures, activities and gene regulation. 
Chem. Immunol. Allergy 86, 1–21 https://doi.
org/10.1159/000086648.

Issa, N., Guillaumot, N., Lauret, E., Matt, N., Schaeffer-Reiss, 
C., Van Dorsselaer, A., Reichhart, J.M., and Veillard, 
F. (2018). The Circulating Protease Persephone Is an 
Immune Sensor for Microbial Proteolytic Activities 
Upstream of the Drosophila Toll Pathway. Mol. Cell 69, 
539–550.e6.

Iwasaki, S., Kobayashi, M., Yoda, M., Sakaguchi, Y., Katsuma, 
S., Suzuki, T., and Tomari, Y. (2010). Hsc70/Hsp90 
chaperone machinery mediates ATP-dependent RISC 
loading of small RNA duplexes. Mol. Cell 39, 292–299. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2010.05.015

Iwasaki, S., Sasaki, H.M., Sakaguchi, Y., Suzuki, T., 
Tadakuma, H., and Tomari, Y. (2015). Defining 
fundamental steps in the assembly of the Drosophila 
RNAi enzyme complex. Nature 521, 533–536. https://
doi.org/10.1038/nature14254

Jayachandran, B., Hussain, M., and Asgari, S. (2012). RNA 
interference as a cellular defense mechanism against 
the DNA virus baculovirus. J. Virol. 86, 13729–13734. 
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02041-12

Jiang, F., Ye, X., Liu, X., Fincher, L., McKearin, D., and Liu, 
Q. (2005). Dicer-1 and R3D1-L catalyze microRNA 
maturation in Drosophila. Genes Dev. 19, 1674–1679 
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1334005.

Jiang, H., Patel, P.H., Kohlmaier, A., Grenley, M.O., 
McEwen, D.G., and Edgar, B.A. (2009). Cytokine/Jak/
Stat signaling mediates regeneration and homeostasis in 
the Drosophila midgut. Cell 137, 1343–1355. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2009.05.014

Jupatanakul, N., Sim, S., Angleró-Rodríguez, Y.I., 
Souza-Neto, J., Das, S., Poti, K.E., Rossi, S.L., Bergren, N., 
Vasilakis, N., and Dimopoulos, G. (2017). Engineered 
Aedes aegypti JAK/STAT Pathway-Mediated Immunity 
to Dengue Virus. PLOS Negl. Trop. Dis. 11, e0005187. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005187

Karikó, K., Buckstein, M., Ni, H., and Weissman, D. 
(2005). Suppression of RNA recognition by Toll-like 
receptors: the impact of nucleoside modification and 
the evolutionary origin of RNA. Immunity 23, 165–175 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2005.06.008.

Karlikow, M., Goic, B., Mongelli, V., Salles, A., Schmitt, 
C., Bonne, I., Zurzolo, C., and Saleh, M.C. (2016). 
Drosophila cells use nanotube-like structures to transfer 

dsRNA and RNAi machinery between cells. Sci. Rep. 6, 
27085. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep27085

Kato, H., Sato, S., Yoneyama, M., Yamamoto, M., Uematsu, S., 
Matsui, K., Tsujimura, T., Takeda, K., Fujita, T., Takeuchi, 
O., et al. (2005). Cell type-specific involvement of RIG-I 
in antiviral response. Immunity 23, 19–28 https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.immuni.2005.04.010.

Kato, H., Takeuchi, O., Sato, S., Yoneyama, M., Yamamoto, 
M., Matsui, K., Uematsu, S., Jung, A., Kawai, T., Ishii, 
K.J., et al. (2006). Differential roles of MDA5 and RIG-I 
helicases in the recognition of RNA viruses. Nature 441, 
101–105.

Kawai, T., and Akira, S. (2011). Toll-like receptors and 
their crosstalk with other innate receptors in infection 
and immunity. Immunity 34, 637–650. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.immuni.2011.05.006

Kemp, C., Mueller, S., Goto, A., Barbier, V., Paro, S., Bonnay, 
F., Dostert, C., Troxler, L., Hetru, C., Meignin, C., et al. 
(2013). Broad RNA interference-mediated antiviral 
immunity and virus-specific inducible responses in 
Drosophila. J. Immunol. 190, 650–658. https://doi.
org/10.4049/jimmunol.1102486

Khong, A., Kerr, C.H., Yeung, C.H., Keatings, K., Nayak, 
A., Allan, D.W., and Jan, E. (2017). Disruption of 
stress granule formation by the multifunctional cricket 
paralysis virus 1A protein. J. Virol. 91, e01779-16. 
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01779-16.

Khoo, C.C., Piper, J., Sanchez-Vargas, I., Olson, K.E., and 
Franz, A.W. (2010). The RNA interference pathway 
affects midgut infection- and escape barriers for Sindbis 
virus in Aedes aegypti. BMC Microbiol. 10, 130. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-10-130

Khoo, C.C., Doty, J.B., Heersink, M.S., Olson, K.E., and 
Franz, A.W. (2013). Transgene-mediated suppression 
of the RNA interference pathway in Aedes aegypti 
interferes with gene silencing and enhances Sindbis 
virus and dengue virus type 2 replication. Insect Mol. 
Biol. 22, 104–114. https://doi.org/10.1111/imb.12008

Kim, K., Lee, Y.S., and Carthew, R.W. (2007). Conversion 
of pre-RISC to holo-RISC by Ago2 during assembly 
of RNAi complexes. RNA 13, 22–29. https://doi.
org/10.1261/rna.283207

Kowalinski, E., Lunardi, T., McCarthy, A.A., Louber, J., 
Brunel, J., Grigorov, B., Gerlier, D., and Cusack, S. 
(2011). Structural basis for the activation of innate 
immune pattern-recognition receptor RIG-I by viral 
RNA. Cell 147, 423–435. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cell.2011.09.039

Kranzusch, P.J., Wilson, S.C., Lee, A.S., Berger, J.M., 
Doudna, J.A., and Vance, R.E. (2015). Ancient Origin 
of cGAS-STING Reveals Mechanism of Universal 2’,3’ 
cGAMP Signaling. Mol. Cell 59, 891–903. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.molcel.2015.07.022

Kreuze, J.F., Perez, A., Untiveros, M., Quispe, D., Fuentes, 
S., Barker, I., and Simon, R. (2009). Complete viral 
genome sequence and discovery of novel viruses by 
deep sequencing of small RNAs: a generic method for 
diagnosis, discovery and sequencing of viruses. Virology 
388, 1–7. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virol.2009.03.024

Kroemer, J.A., and Webb, B.A. (2005). Ikappabeta-related 
vankyrin genes in the Campoletis sonorensis ichnovirus: 
temporal and tissue-specific patterns of expression in 

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb

https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.03360-12
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.03360-12
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinsphys.2014.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinsphys.2014.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1073827
https://doi.org/10.1101/sqb.2013.78.020321
https://doi.org/10.1101/sqb.2013.78.020321
https://doi.org/10.1159/000086648
https://doi.org/10.1159/000086648
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2010.05.015
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature14254
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature14254
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02041-12
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1334005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2009.05.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2009.05.014
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005187
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2005.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep27085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2005.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2005.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2011.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2011.05.006
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1102486
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1102486
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01779-16
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-10-130
https://doi.org/10.1111/imb.12008
https://doi.org/10.1261/rna.283207
https://doi.org/10.1261/rna.283207
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.09.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.09.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2015.07.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2015.07.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virol.2009.03.024


Talide et al.54 |

parasitized Heliothis virescens lepidopteran hosts. J. 
Virol. 79, 7617–7628.

Kroemer, J.A., and Webb, B.A. (2006). Divergences in 
protein activity and cellular localization within the 
Campoletis sonorensis Ichnovirus Vankyrin family. J. 
Virol. 80, 12219–12228. https://doi.org/10.1128/
JVI.01187-06

Ktistakis, N.T., and Tooze, S.A. (2016). Digesting the 
expanding mechanisms of autophagy. Trends Cell Biol. 
26, 624–635.

Kwak, P.B., and Tomari, Y. (2012). The N domain of 
Argonaute drives duplex unwinding during RISC 
assembly. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 19, 145–151. https://
doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.2232

Lambrechts, L., Quillery, E., Noël, V., Richardson, J.H., 
Jarman, R.G., Scott, T.W., and Chevillon, C. (2013). 
Specificity of resistance to dengue virus isolates is 
associated with genotypes of the mosquito antiviral 
gene Dicer-2. Proc. Biol. Sci. 280, 20122437. https://
doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2012.2437

Lamiable, O., Kellenberger, C., Kemp, C., Troxler, L., Pelte, 
N., Boutros, M., Marques, J.T., Daeffler, L., Hoffmann, 
J.A., Roussel, A., et al. (2016a). Cytokine Diedel 
and a viral homologue suppress the IMD pathway in 
Drosophila. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 113, 698–703. 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1516122113

Lamiable, O., Arnold, J., de Faria, I.J.D.S., Olmo, R.P., 
Bergami, F., Meignin, C., Hoffmann, J.A., Marques, J.T., 
and Imler, J.L. (2016b). Analysis of the Contribution 
of Hemocytes and Autophagy to Drosophila Antiviral 
Immunity. J. Virol. 90, 5415–5426. https://doi.
org/10.1128/JVI.00238-16

Lan, H., Chen, H., Liu, Y., Jiang, C., Mao, Q., Jia, D., Chen, 
Q., and Wei, T. (2016). Small interfering RNA pathway 
modulates initial viral infection in midgut epithelium 
of insect after ingestion of virus. J. Virol. 90, 917–929. 
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01835-15

Le Thomas, A., Rogers, A.K., Webster, A., Marinov, G.K., 
Liao, S.E., Perkins, E.M., Hur, J.K., Aravin, A.A., 
and Tóth, K.F. (2013). Piwi induces piRNA-guided 
transcriptional silencing and establishment of a 
repressive chromatin state. Genes Dev. 27, 390–399. 
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.209841.112

Lee, Y.S., Nakahara, K., Pham, J.W., Kim, K., He, Z., 
Sontheimer, E.J., and Carthew, R.W. (2004). Distinct 
roles for Drosophila Dicer-1 and Dicer-2 in the siRNA/
miRNA silencing pathways. Cell 117, 69–81.

Léger, P., Lara, E., Jagla, B., Sismeiro, O., Mansuroglu, Z., 
Coppée, J.Y., Bonnefoy, E., and Bouloy, M. (2013). 
Dicer-2- and Piwi-mediated RNA interference in Rift 
Valley fever virus-infected mosquito cells. J. Virol. 87, 
1631–1648. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02795-12

Lemaitre, B., Meister, M., Govind, S., Georgel, P., Steward, 
R., Reichhart, J.M., and Hoffmann, J.A. (1995). 
Functional analysis and regulation of nuclear import 
of dorsal during the immune response in Drosophila. 
EMBO J. 14, 536–545.

Letourneau, M., Lapraz, F., Sharma, A., Vanzo, N., Waltzer, 
L., and Crozatier, M. (2016). Drosophila hematopoiesis 
under normal conditions and in response to immune 
stress. FEBS Lett. 590, 4034–4051. https://doi.
org/10.1002/1873-3468.12327

Leulier, F., Rodriguez, A., Khush, R.S., Abrams, J.M., and 
Lemaitre, B. (2000). The Drosophila caspase Dredd 
is required to resist gram-negative bacterial infection. 
EMBO Rep. 1, 353–358. https://doi.org/10.1093/
embo-reports/kvd073

Lewis, S.H., Quarles, K.A., Yang, Y., Tanguy, M., Frézal, 
L., Smith, S.A., Sharma, P.P., Cordaux, R., Gilbert, 
C., Giraud, I., et al. (2018). Pan-arthropod analysis 
reveals somatic piRNAs as an ancestral defence against 
transposable elements. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 2, 174–181. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0403-4

Li, C.X., Shi, M., Tian, J.H., Lin, X.D., Kang, Y.J., Chen, L.J., 
Qin, X.C., Xu, J., Holmes, E.C., and Zhang, Y.Z. (2015). 
Unprecedented genomic diversity of RNA viruses in 
arthropods reveals the ancestry of negative-sense RNA 
viruses. Elife 4. https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.05378

Li, H., Li, W.X., and Ding, S.W. (2002). Induction and 
suppression of RNA silencing by an animal virus. 
Science 296, 1319–1321. https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.1070948

Li, J., Yang, Z., Yu, B., Liu, J., and Chen, X. (2005). 
Methylation protects miRNAs and siRNAs from a 
3’-end uridylation activity in Arabidopsis. Curr. Biol. 15, 
1501–1507.

Liang, C., Wang, Y., Murota, Y., Liu, X., Smith, D., Siomi, 
M.C., and Liu, Q. (2015). TAF11 Assembles the 
RISC Loading Complex to Enhance RNAi Efficiency. 
Mol. Cell 59, 807–818. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
molcel.2015.07.006

Liddicoat, B.J., Piskol, R., Chalk, A.M., Ramaswami, G., 
Higuchi, M., Hartner, J.C., Li, J.B., Seeburg, P.H., and 
Walkley, C.R. (2015). RNA editing by ADAR1 prevents 
MDA5 sensing of endogenous dsRNA as nonself. 
Science 349, 1115–1120. https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.aac7049

Lim, A.K., and Kai, T. (2007). Unique germ-line organelle, 
nuage, functions to repress selfish genetic elements in 
Drosophila melanogaster. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 
104, 6714–6719.

Lin, H., and Spradling, A.C. (1997). A novel group of pumilio 
mutations affects the asymmetric division of germline 
stem cells in the Drosophila ovary. Development 124, 
2463–2476.

Liu, Q., Rand, T.A., Kalidas, S., Du, F., Kim, H.E., Smith, 
D.P., and Wang, X. (2003). R2D2, a bridge between 
the initiation and effector steps of the Drosophila 
RNAi pathway. Science 301, 1921–1925. https://doi.
org/10.1126/science.1088710

Liu, X., Sano, T., Guan, Y., Nagata, S., Hoffmann, J.A., 
and Fukuyama, H. (2012). Drosophila EYA regulates 
the immune response against DNA through an 
evolutionarily conserved threonine phosphatase motif. 
PLOS ONE 7, e42725. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0042725

Liu, Y., Ye, X., Jiang, F., Liang, C., Chen, D., Peng, J., Kinch, 
L.N., Grishin, N.V., and Liu, Q. (2009). C3PO, an 
endoribonuclease that promotes RNAi by facilitating 
RISC activation. Science 325, 750–753. https://doi.
org/10.1126/science.1176325

Liu, Y., Gordesky-Gold, B., Leney-Greene, M., 
Weinbren, N.L., Tudor, M., and Cherry, S. (2018). 
Inflammation-induced, STING-dependent autophagy 
restricts Zika virus infection in the Drosophila brain. Cell 

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb

https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01187-06
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01187-06
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.2232
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.2232
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2012.2437
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2012.2437
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1516122113
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00238-16
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00238-16
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01835-15
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.209841.112
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02795-12
https://doi.org/10.1002/1873-3468.12327
https://doi.org/10.1002/1873-3468.12327
https://doi.org/10.1093/embo-reports/kvd073
https://doi.org/10.1093/embo-reports/kvd073
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0403-4
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.05378
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1070948
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1070948
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2015.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2015.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aac7049
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aac7049
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1088710
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1088710
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0042725
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0042725
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1176325
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1176325


Sensing Viral Infections in Insects | 55

Host Microbe 24, 57–68.e3 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
chom.2018.05.022

Longdon, B., Cao, C., Martinez, J., and Jiggins, F.M. (2013). 
Previous exposure to an RNA virus does not protect 
against subsequent infection in Drosophila melanogaster. 
PloS One 8, e73833 https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0073833.

Lu, Y., Wu, L.P., and Anderson, K.V. (2001). The antibacterial 
arm of the drosophila innate immune response requires 
an IkappaB kinase. Genes Dev. 15, 104–110.

Ma, J.B., Ye, K., and Patel, D.J. (2004). Structural basis for 
overhang-specific small interfering RNA recognition 
by the PAZ domain. Nature 429, 318–322. https://doi.
org/10.1038/nature02519

Ma, J.B., Yuan, Y.R., Meister, G., Pei, Y., Tuschl, T., and 
Patel, D.J. (2005). Structural basis for 5’-end-specific 
recognition of guide RNA by the A. fulgidus Piwi 
protein. Nature 434, 666–670.

Maeda, K., and Akira, S. (2016). TLR7 Structure: Cut 
in Z-Loop. Immunity 45, 705–707 https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.immuni.2016.10.003

Magwire, M.M., Bayer, F., Webster, C.L., Cao, C., and 
Jiggins, F.M. (2011). Successive increases in the 
resistance of Drosophila to viral infection through a 
transposon insertion followed by a Duplication. PLOS 
Genet. 7, e1002337. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pgen.1002337

Magwire, M.M., Fabian, D.K., Schweyen, H., Cao, C., 
Longdon, B., Bayer, F., and Jiggins, F.M. (2012). 
Genome-wide association studies reveal a simple 
genetic basis of resistance to naturally coevolving viruses 
in Drosophila melanogaster. PLOS Genet. 8, e1003057. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1003057

Margolis, S.R., Wilson, S.C., and Vance, R.E. (2017). 
Evolutionary Origins of cGAS-STING Signaling. Trends 
Immunol. 38, 733–743 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
it.2017.03.004

Marques, J.T., and Imler, J.-L. (2016). The diversity of 
insect antiviral immunity: insights from viruses. Curr. 
Opin. Microbiol. 32, 71–76 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
mib.2016.05.002

Marques, J.T., Kim, K., Wu, P.H., Alleyne, T.M., Jafari, 
N., and Carthew, R.W. (2010). Loqs and R2D2 act 
sequentially in the siRNA pathway in Drosophila. Nat. 
Struct. Mol. Biol. 17, 24–30. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nsmb.1735

Marques, J.T., Wang, J.P., Wang, X., de Oliveira, K.P., Gao, 
C., Aguiar, E.R., Jafari, N., and Carthew, R.W. (2013). 
Functional specialization of the small interfering 
RNA pathway in response to virus infection. PLOS 
Pathog. 9, e1003579. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
ppat.1003579

Martin, M., Hiroyasu, A., Guzman, R.M., Roberts, S.A., and 
Goodman, A.G. (2018). Analysis of Drosophila STING 
Reveals an Evolutionarily Conserved Antimicrobial 
Function. Cell Rep. 23, 3537–3550.e6 https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.celrep.2018.05.029

Martins, N., Imler, J.L., and Meignin, C. (2016). Discovery 
of novel targets for antivirals: learning from flies. Curr. 
Opin. Virol. 20, 64–70 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
coviro.2016.09.005

Matranga, C., Tomari, Y., Shin, C., Bartel, D.P., and Zamore, 
P.D. (2005). Passenger-strand cleavage facilitates 

assembly of siRNA into Ago2-containing RNAi 
enzyme complexes. Cell 123, 607–620 https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cell.2005.08.044

Matsumoto, N., Nishimasu, H., Sakakibara, K., Nishida, 
K.M., Hirano, T., Ishitani, R., Siomi, H., Siomi, M.C., 
and Nureki, O. (2016). Crystal Structure of Silkworm 
PIWI-Clade Argonaute Siwi Bound to piRNA. 
Cell 167, 484–497.e9 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cell.2016.09.002

McFarlane, M., Arias-Goeta, C., Martin, E., O’Hara, Z., Lulla, 
A., Mousson, L., Rainey, S.M., Misbah, S., Schnettler, 
E., Donald, C.L., et al. (2014). Characterization of 
Aedes aegypti innate-immune pathways that limit 
Chikungunya virus replication. PLOS Negl. Trop. Dis. 8, 
e2994. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002994

Merkling, S.H., and van Rij, R.P. (2015). Analysis of 
resistance and tolerance to virus infection in Drosophila. 
Nat. Protoc. 10, 1084–1097. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nprot.2015.071

Merkling, S.H., Bronkhorst, A.W., Kramer, J.M., Overheul, 
G.J., Schenck, A., and Van Rij, R.P. (2015a). The 
epigenetic regulator G9a mediates tolerance to 
RNA virus infection in Drosophila. PLOS Pathog. 
11, e1004692. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
ppat.1004692

Merkling, S.H., Overheul, G.J., van Mierlo, J.T., Arends, D., 
Gilissen, C., and van Rij, R.P. (2015b). The heat shock 
response restricts virus infection in Drosophila. Sci. Rep. 
5, 12758. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep12758

Miesen, P., Girardi, E., and van Rij, R.P. (2015). Distinct 
sets of PIWI proteins produce arbovirus and 
transposon-derived piRNAs in Aedes aegypti mosquito 
cells. Nucleic Acids Res. 43, 6545–6556. https://doi.
org/10.1093/nar/gkv590

Miesen, P., Joosten, J., and van Rij, R.P. (2016a). PIWIs Go 
Viral: Arbovirus-Derived piRNAs in Vector Mosquitoes. 
PLOS Pathog. 12, e1006017. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.ppat.1006017

Miesen, P., Ivens, A., Buck, A.H., and van Rij, R.P. (2016b). 
Small RNA Profiling in Dengue Virus 2-Infected Aedes 
Mosquito Cells Reveals Viral piRNAs and Novel Host 
miRNAs. PLOS Negl. Trop. Dis. 10, e0004452. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004452

Miller, J.R., Koren, S., Dilley, K.A., Puri, V., Brown, D.M., 
Harkins, D.M., Thibaud-Nissen, F., Rosen, B., Chen, 
X.G., Tu, Z., et al. (2018). Analysis of the Aedes 
albopictus C6/36 genome provides insight into cell 
line utility for viral propagation. Gigascience 7, 1–13. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/gigascience/gix135

Misof, B., Liu, S., Meusemann, K., Peters, R.S., Donath, A., 
Mayer, C., Frandsen, P.B., Ware, J., Flouri, T., Beutel, 
R.G., et al. (2014). Phylogenomics resolves the timing 
and pattern of insect evolution. Science 346, 763–767. 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1257570

Miyoshi, K., Tsukumo, H., Nagami, T., Siomi, H., and Siomi, 
M.C. (2005). Slicer function of Drosophila Argonautes 
and its involvement in RISC formation. Genes Dev. 19, 
2837–2848. https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1370605

Miyoshi, K., Miyoshi, T., Hartig, J.V., Siomi, H., and Siomi, 
M.C. (2010a). Molecular mechanisms that funnel RNA 
precursors into endogenous small-interfering RNA and 
microRNA biogenesis pathways in Drosophila. RNA 16, 
506–515. https://doi.org/10.1261/rna.1952110

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2018.05.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2018.05.022
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0073833
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0073833
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02519
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02519
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2016.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2016.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1002337
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1002337
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1003057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.it.2017.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.it.2017.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2016.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2016.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.1735
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.1735
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003579
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003579
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2018.05.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2018.05.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2016.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2016.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2005.08.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2005.08.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002994
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2015.071
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2015.071
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004692
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004692
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep12758
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv590
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv590
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006017
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006017
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004452
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004452
https://doi.org/10.1093/gigascience/gix135
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1257570
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1370605
https://doi.org/10.1261/rna.1952110


Talide et al.56 |

Miyoshi, T., Takeuchi, A., Siomi, H., and Siomi, M.C. 
(2010b). A direct role for Hsp90 in pre-RISC formation 
in Drosophila. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 17, 1024–1026. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.1875

Mlih, M., Khericha, M., Birdwell, C., West, A.P., and Karpac, 
J. (2018). A virus-acquired host cytokine controls 
systemic aging by antagonizing apoptosis. PLOS Biol. 
16, e2005796. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pbio.2005796

Mo, X., Yang, X., and Yuan, Y.A. (2018). Structural insights 
into Drosophila-C3PO complex assembly and ‘Dynamic 
Side Port’ model in substrate entry and release. Nucleic 
Acids Res. 46, 8590–8604. https://doi.org/10.1093/
nar/gky465

Mohn, F., Handler, D., and Brennecke, J. (2015). Noncoding 
RNA. piRNA-guided slicing specifies transcripts for 
Zucchini-dependent, phased piRNA biogenesis. Science 
348, 812–817. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.
aaa1039

Molina-Cruz, A., Zilversmit, M.M., Neafsey, D.E., Hartl, 
D.L., and Barillas-Mury, C. (2016). Mosquito Vectors 
and the Globalization of Plasmodium falciparum 
Malaria. Annu. Rev. Genet. 50, 447–465. https://doi.
org/10.1146/annurev-genet-120215-035211

Mondotte, J.A., Gausson, V., Frangeul, L., Blanc, H., 
Lambrechts, L., and Saleh, M.C. (2018). Immune 
priming and clearance of orally acquired RNA viruses in 
Drosophila. Nat. Microbiol. 3, 1394–1403. https://doi.
org/10.1038/s41564-018-0265-9

Monsion, B., Incarbone, M., Hleibieh, K., Poignavent, V., 
Ghannam, A., Dunoyer, P., Daeffler, L., Tilsner, J., and 
Ritzenthaler, C. (2018). Efficient Detection of Long 
dsRNA in Vitro and in Vivo Using the dsRNA Binding 
Domain from FHV B2 Protein. Front. Plant Sci. 9, 70. 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00070

Morazzani, E.M., Wiley, M.R., Murreddu, M.G., Adelman, 
Z.N., and Myles, K.M. (2012). Production of 
virus-derived ping-pong-dependent piRNA-like small 
RNAs in the mosquito soma. PLOS Pathog. 8, e1002470. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002470

Mueller, S., Gausson, V., Vodovar, N., Deddouche, S., 
Troxler, L., Perot, J., Pfeffer, S., Hoffmann, J.A., Saleh, 
M.C., and Imler, J.L. (2010). RNAi-mediated immunity 
provides strong protection against the negative-strand 
RNA vesicular stomatitis virus in Drosophila. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 107, 19390–19395. https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.1014378107

Mukae, N., Yokoyama, H., Yokokura, T., Sakoyama, Y., and 
Nagata, S. (2002). Activation of the innate immunity 
in Drosophila by endogenous chromosomal DNA that 
escaped apoptotic degradation. Genes Dev. 16, 2662–
2671. https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1022802

Müller, S., and Imler, J.L. (2007). Dicing with viruses: 
microRNAs as antiviral factors. Immunity 27, 1–3.

Mussabekova, A., Daeffler, L., and Imler, J.L. (2017). Innate 
and intrinsic antiviral immunity in Drosophila. Cell. 
Mol. Life Sci. 74, 2039–2054. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00018-017-2453-9

Myles, K.M., Wiley, M.R., Morazzani, E.M., and Adelman, 
Z.N. (2008). Alphavirus-derived small RNAs modulate 
pathogenesis in disease vector mosquitoes. Proc. Natl. 
Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 105, 19938–19943. https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.0803408105

Nainu, F., Tanaka, Y., Shiratsuchi, A., and Nakanishi, Y. 
(2015). Protection of insects against viral infection 
by apoptosis-dependent phagocytosis. J. Immunol. 
195, 5696–5706. https://doi.org/10.4049/
jimmunol.1500613

Nakanishi, K. (2016). Anatomy of RISC: how do small 
RNAs and chaperones activate Argonaute proteins? 
Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. RNA 7, 637–660 https://doi.
org/10.1002/wrna.1356.

Nayak, A., Berry, B., Tassetto, M., Kunitomi, M., Acevedo, 
A., Deng, C., Krutchinsky, A., Gross, J., Antoniewski, 
C., and Andino, R. (2010). Cricket paralysis virus 
antagonizes Argonaute 2 to modulate antiviral defense 
in Drosophila. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 17, 547–554. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.1810

Nayak, A., Kim, D.Y., Trnka, M.J., Kerr, C.H., Lidsky, P.V., 
Stanley, D.J., Rivera, B.M., Li, K.H., Burlingame, A.L., 
Jan, E., et al. (2018). A Viral Protein Restricts Drosophila 
RNAi Immunity by Regulating Argonaute Activity and 
Stability. Cell Host Microbe 24, 542–557.e9 https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2018.09.006

Nishida, K.M., Miyoshi, K., Ogino, A., Miyoshi, T., 
Siomi, H., and Siomi, M.C. (2013). Roles of R2D2, a 
cytoplasmic D2 body component, in the endogenous 
siRNA pathway in Drosophila. Mol. Cell 49, 680–691. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2012.12.024

Obbard, D.J., Jiggins, F.M., Halligan, D.L., and Little, 
T.J. (2006). Natural selection drives extremely rapid 
evolution in antiviral RNAi genes. Curr. Biol. 16, 580–
585. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2006.01.065

Ohtani, H., Iwasaki, Y.W., Shibuya, A., Siomi, H., Siomi, 
M.C., and Saito, K. (2013). DmGTSF1 is necessary 
for Piwi-piRISC-mediated transcriptional transposon 
silencing in the Drosophila ovary. Genes Dev. 27, 1656–
1661. https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.221515.113

Okamura, K., Ishizuka, A., Siomi, H., and Siomi, M.C. 
(2004). Distinct roles for Argonaute proteins in small 
RNA-directed RNA cleavage pathways. Genes Dev. 18, 
1655–1666. https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1210204

Olmo, R.P., Ferreira, A.G.A., Izidoro-Toledo, T.C., Aguiar, 
E.R.G.R., de Faria, I.J.S., de Souza, K.P.R., Osório, K.P., 
Kuhn, L., Hammann, P., de Andrade, E.G., et al. (2018). 
Control of dengue virus in the midgut of Aedes aegypti 
by ectopic expression of the dsRNA-binding protein 
Loqs2. Nat. Microbiol. 3, 1385–1393. https://doi.
org/10.1038/s41564-018-0268-6

Palmer, W.H., Hadfield, J.D., and Obbard, D.J. (2018). 
RNA-Interference Pathways Display High Rates of 
Adaptive Protein Evolution in Multiple Invertebrates. 
Genetics 208, 1585–1599. https://doi.org/10.1534/
genetics.117.300567

Pane, A., Wehr, K., and Schüpbach, T. (2007). zucchini 
and squash encode two putative nucleases required 
for rasiRNA production in the Drosophila germline. 
Dev. Cell 12, 851–862. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
devcel.2007.03.022

Paradkar, P.N., Trinidad, L., Voysey, R., Duchemin, 
J.B., and Walker, P.J. (2012). Secreted Vago restricts 
West Nile virus infection in Culex mosquito cells by 
activating the Jak-STAT pathway. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 
U.S.A. 109, 18915–18920. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.1205231109

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb

https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.1875
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.2005796
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.2005796
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gky465
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gky465
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa1039
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa1039
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-genet-120215-035211
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-genet-120215-035211
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-018-0265-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-018-0265-9
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00070
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002470
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1014378107
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1014378107
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1022802
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00018-017-2453-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00018-017-2453-9
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0803408105
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0803408105
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1500613
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1500613
https://doi.org/10.1002/wrna.1356
https://doi.org/10.1002/wrna.1356
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.1810
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2012.12.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2006.01.065
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.221515.113
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1210204
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-018-0268-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-018-0268-6
https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.117.300567
https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.117.300567
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2007.03.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2007.03.022
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1205231109
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1205231109


Sensing Viral Infections in Insects | 57

Paradkar, P.N., Duchemin, J.B., Voysey, R., and Walker, P.J. 
(2014). Dicer-2-dependent activation of Culex Vago 
occurs via the TRAF-Rel2 signaling pathway. PLOS 
Negl. Trop. Dis. 8, e2823. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pntd.0002823

Park, J.H., and Shin, C. (2015). Slicer-independent 
mechanism drives small-RNA strand separation during 
human RISC assembly. Nucleic Acids Res. 43, 9418–
9433. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv937

Paro, S., Imler, J.L., and Meignin, C. (2015). Sensing viral 
RNAs by Dicer/RIG-I like ATPases across species. 
Curr. Opin. Immunol. 32, 106–113. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.coi.2015.01.009

Pélisson, A., Sarot, E., Payen-Groschêne, G., and Bucheton, 
A. (2007). A novel repeat-associated small interfering 
RNA-mediated silencing pathway downregulates 
complementary sense gypsy transcripts in somatic cells 
of the Drosophila ovary. J. Virol. 81, 1951–1960. https://
doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01980-06

Petit, M., Mongelli, V., Frangeul, L., Blanc, H., Jiggins, F., 
and Saleh, M.-C. (2016). piRNA pathway is not required 
for antiviral defense in Drosophila melanogaster. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 113, E4218–4227 https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.1607952113

Petrillo, J.E., Venter, P.A., Short, J.R., Gopal, R., Deddouche, 
S., Lamiable, O., Imler, J.L., and Schneemann, A. (2013). 
Cytoplasmic granule formation and translational 
inhibition of nodaviral RNAs in the absence of the 
double-stranded RNA binding protein B2. J. Virol. 87, 
13409–13421. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02362-13

Pichlmair, A., Lassnig, C., Eberle, C.A., Górna, M.W., 
Baumann, C.L., Burkard, T.R., Bürckstümmer, 
T., Stefanovic, A., Krieger, S., Bennett, K.L., et al. 
(2011). IFIT1 is an antiviral protein that recognizes 
5’-triphosphate RNA. Nat. Immunol. 12, 624–630. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.2048

Poirier, E.Z., Goic, B., Tomé-Poderti, L., Frangeul, L., 
Boussier, J., Gausson, V., Blanc, H., Vallet, T., Loyd, H., 
Levi, L.I., et al. (2018). Dicer-2-Dependent Generation 
of Viral DNA from Defective Genomes of RNA Viruses 
Modulates Antiviral Immunity in Insects. Cell Host 
Microbe 23, 353–365.e8. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
chom.2018.02.001

Popham, H.J., Ellersieck, M.R., Li, H., and Bonning, B.C. 
(2016). Evaluation of the Insecticidal Efficacy of Wild 
Type and Recombinant Baculoviruses. Methods Mol. 
Biol. 1350, 407–444. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-
4939-3043-2_21

Posadas, D.M., and Carthew, R.W. (2014). MicroRNAs 
and their roles in developmental canalization. Curr. 
Opin. Genet. Dev. 27, 1–6. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
gde.2014.03.005

Powers, A.M., and Waterman, S.H. (2017). A decade of 
arboviral activity-Lessons learned from the trenches. 
PLOS Negl. Trop. Dis. 11, e0005421. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005421

Rand, T.A., Petersen, S., Du, F., and Wang, X. (2005). 
Argonaute2 cleaves the anti-guide strand of siRNA 
during RISC activation. Cell 123, 621–629. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cell.2005.10.020

Rao, X.J., Zhan, M.Y., Pan, Y.M., Liu, S., Yang, P.J., Yang, L.L., 
and Yu, X.Q. (2018). Immune functions of insect βGRPs 

and their potential application. Dev. Comp. Immunol. 
83, 80–88. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dci.2017.12.007

Reich, D.P., Tyc, K.M., and Bass, B.L. (2018). C. elegans 
ADARs antagonize silencing of cellular dsRNAs by 
the antiviral RNAi pathway. Genes Dev. 32, 271–282. 
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.310672.117

Roers, A., Hiller, B., and Hornung, V. (2016). Recognition of 
endogenous nucleic acids by the innate immune System. 
Immunity 44, 739–754. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
immuni.2016.04.002

Roignant, J.Y., Carré, C., Mugat, B., Szymczak, D., Lepesant, 
J.A., and Antoniewski, C. (2003). Absence of transitive 
and systemic pathways allows cell-specific and 
isoform-specific RNAi in Drosophila. RNA 9, 299–308.

Royet, J., Gupta, D., and Dziarski, R. (2011). Peptidoglycan 
recognition proteins: modulators of the microbiome 
and inflammation. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 11, 837–851. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri3089

Rutschmann, S., Jung, A.C., Hetru, C., Reichhart, J.M., 
Hoffmann, J.A., and Ferrandon, D. (2000a). The 
Rel protein DIF mediates the antifungal but not the 
antibacterial host defense in Drosophila. Immunity 12, 
569–580.

Rutschmann, S., Jung, A.C., Zhou, R., Silverman, N., 
Hoffmann, J.A., and Ferrandon, D. (2000b). Role 
of Drosophila IKK gamma in a toll-independent 
antibacterial immune response. Nat. Immunol. 1, 
342–347. https://doi.org/10.1038/79801

Sabin, L.R., Zheng, Q., Thekkat, P., Yang, J., Hannon, 
G.J., Gregory, B.D., Tudor, M., and Cherry, S. (2013). 
Dicer-2 processes diverse viral RNA species. PLOS 
ONE 8, e55458. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0055458

Saito, K., Ishizuka, A., Siomi, H., and Siomi, M.C. (2005). 
Processing of pre-microRNAs by the Dicer-1-Loquacious 
complex in Drosophila cells. PLOS Biol. 3, e235. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0030235

Saito, K., Nishida, K.M., Mori, T., Kawamura, Y., Miyoshi, 
K., Nagami, T., Siomi, H., and Siomi, M.C. (2006). 
Specific association of Piwi with rasiRNAs derived 
from retrotransposon and heterochromatic regions in 
the Drosophila genome. Genes Dev. 20, 2214–2222. 
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1454806

Saleh, M.C., van Rij, R.P., Hekele, A., Gillis, A., Foley, E., 
O’Farrell, P.H., and Andino, R. (2006). The endocytic 
pathway mediates cell entry of dsRNA to induce RNAi 
silencing. Nat. Cell Biol. 8, 793–802. https://doi.
org/10.1038/ncb1439

Saleh, M.C., Tassetto, M., van Rij, R.P., Goic, B., Gausson, 
V., Berry, B., Jacquier, C., Antoniewski, C., and Andino, 
R. (2009). Antiviral immunity in Drosophila requires 
systemic RNA interference spread. Nature 458, 346–
350. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07712

Samuel, G.H., Wiley, M.R., Badawi, A., Adelman, Z.N., 
and Myles, K.M. (2016). Yellow fever virus capsid 
protein is a potent suppressor of RNA silencing that 
binds double-stranded RNA. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 
U.S.A. 113, 13863–13868. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.1600544113

Sánchez-Vargas, I., Scott, J.C., Poole-Smith, B.K., Franz, 
A.W., Barbosa-Solomieu, V., Wilusz, J., Olson, K.E., 
and Blair, C.D. (2009). Dengue virus type 2 infections 

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002823
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002823
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv937
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coi.2015.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coi.2015.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01980-06
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01980-06
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1607952113
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1607952113
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02362-13
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.2048
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2018.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2018.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-3043-2_21
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-3043-2_21
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gde.2014.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gde.2014.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005421
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005421
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2005.10.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2005.10.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dci.2017.12.007
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.310672.117
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2016.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2016.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri3089
https://doi.org/10.1038/79801
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0055458
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0055458
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0030235
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0030235
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1454806
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncb1439
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncb1439
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07712
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1600544113
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1600544113


Talide et al.58 |

of Aedes aegypti are modulated by the mosquito’s RNA 
interference pathway. PLOS Pathog. 5, e1000299. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000299

Schirle, N.T., and MacRae, I.J. (2012). The crystal structure 
of human Argonaute2. Science 336, 1037–1040. 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1221551

Schirle, N.T., Sheu-Gruttadauria, J., and MacRae, I.J. (2014). 
Structural basis for microRNA targeting. Science 346, 
608–613. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1258040

Schwarz, D.S., Tomari, Y., and Zamore, P.D. (2004). The 
RNA-induced silencing complex is a Mg2+-dependent 
endonuclease. Curr. Biol. 14, 787–791. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cub.2004.03.008

Shelly, S., Lukinova, N., Bambina, S., Berman, A., and 
Cherry, S. (2009). Autophagy is an essential component 
of Drosophila immunity against vesicular stomatitis virus. 
Immunity 30, 588–598. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
immuni.2009.02.009

Shi, M., Lin, X.D., Tian, J.H., Chen, L.J., Chen, X., Li, 
C.X., Qin, X.C., Li, J., Cao, J.P., Eden, J.S., et al. (2016). 
Redefining the invertebrate RNA virosphere. Nature 
[Epub ahead of print]. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nature20167

Sienski, G., Dönertas, D., and Brennecke, J. (2012). 
Transcriptional silencing of transposons by Piwi and 
maelstrom and its impact on chromatin state and 
gene expression. Cell 151, 964–980. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.10.040

Sienski, G., Batki, J., Senti, K.A., Dönertas, D., Tirian, 
L., Meixner, K., and Brennecke, J. (2015). Silencio/
CG9754 connects the Piwi-piRNA complex to the 
cellular heterochromatin machinery. Genes Dev. 29, 
2258–2271. https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.271908.115

Singh, G., Popli, S., Hari, Y., Malhotra, P., Mukherjee, S., and 
Bhatnagar, R.K. (2009). Suppression of RNA silencing 
by Flock house virus B2 protein is mediated through its 
interaction with the PAZ domain of Dicer. FASEB J. 23, 
1845–1857. https://doi.org/10.1096/fj.08-125120

Sinha, N.K., Trettin, K.D., Aruscavage, P.J., and Bass, B.L. 
(2015). Drosophila dicer-2 cleavage is mediated by 
helicase- and dsRNA termini-dependent states that are 
modulated by Loquacious-PD. Mol. Cell 58, 406–417. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2015.03.012

Sinha, N.K., Iwasa, J., Shen, P.S., and Bass, B.L. (2018). Dicer 
uses distinct modules for recognizing dsRNA termini. 
Science 359, 329–334. https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.aaq0921

Song, J.J., Smith, S.K., Hannon, G.J., and Joshua-Tor, 
L. (2004). Crystal structure of Argonaute and its 
implications for RISC slicer activity. Science 305, 
1434–1437. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1102514

Souza-Neto, J.A., Sim, S., and Dimopoulos, G. (2009). An 
evolutionary conserved function of the JAK-STAT 
pathway in anti-dengue defense. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 
U.S.A. 106, 17841–17846. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.0905006106

Stein, D., Goltz, J.S., Jurcsak, J., and Stevens, L. (1998). The 
Dorsal-related immunity factor (Dif) can define the 
dorsal-ventral axis of polarity in the Drosophila embryo. 
Development 125, 2159–2169.

Steiner, H. (2004). Peptidoglycan recognition proteins: on 
and off switches for innate immunity. Immunol. Rev. 
198, 83–96.

Steiner, H., Hultmark, D., Engström, A., Bennich, H., and 
Boman, H.G. (1981). Sequence and specificity of two 
antibacterial proteins involved in insect immunity. 
Nature 292, 246–248.

Tabeta, K., Georgel, P., Janssen, E., Du, X., Hoebe, K., 
Crozat, K., Mudd, S., Shamel, L., Sovath, S., Goode, 
J., et al. (2004). Toll-like receptors 9 and 3 as essential 
components of innate immune defense against mouse 
cytomegalovirus infection. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 
U.S.A. 101, 3516–3521. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.0400525101

Tang, G., Reinhart, B.J., Bartel, D.P., and Zamore, P.D. 
(2003). A biochemical framework for RNA silencing in 
plants. Genes Dev. 17, 49–63. https://doi.org/10.1101/
gad.1048103

Tanji, T., Yun, E.Y., and Ip, Y.T. (2010). Heterodimers 
of NF-kappaB transcription factors DIF and Relish 
regulate antimicrobial peptide genes in Drosophila. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 107, 14715–14720. https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.1009473107

Tants, J.N., Fesser, S., Kern, T., Stehle, R., Geerlof, A., 
Wunderlich, C., Juen, M., Hartlmüller, C., Böttcher, 
R., Kunzelmann, S., et al. (2017). Molecular basis 
for asymmetry sensing of siRNAs by the Drosophila 
Loqs-PD/Dcr-2 complex in RNA interference. Nucleic 
Acids Res. 45, 12536–12550. https://doi.org/10.1093/
nar/gkx886

Tassetto, M., Kunitomi, M., and Andino, R. (2017). 
Circulating Immune Cells Mediate a Systemic 
RNAi-Based Adaptive Antiviral Response in Drosophila. 
Cell 169, 314–325.e13. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cell.2017.03.033

Theopold, U., Krautz, R., and Dushay, M.S. (2014). 
The Drosophila clotting system and its messages for 
mammals. Dev. Comp. Immunol. 42, 42–46. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.dci.2013.03.014

Tomari, Y., Du, T., Haley, B., Schwarz, D.S., Bennett, R., 
Cook, H.A., Koppetsch, B.S., Theurkauf, W.E., and 
Zamore, P.D. (2004a). RISC assembly defects in the 
Drosophila RNAi mutant armitage. Cell 116, 831–841.

Tomari, Y., Matranga, C., Haley, B., Martinez, N., and 
Zamore, P.D. (2004b). A protein sensor for siRNA 
asymmetry. Science 306, 1377–1380. https://doi.
org/10.1126/science.1102755

Treiber, T., Treiber, N., and Meister, G. (2019). Regulation 
of microRNA biogenesis and its crosstalk with other 
cellular pathways. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 20, 5–20. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41580-018-0059-1 

Trettin, K.D., Sinha, N.K., Eckert, D.M., Apple, S.E., 
and Bass, B.L. (2017). Loquacious-PD facilitates 
Drosophila Dicer-2 cleavage through interactions with 
the helicase domain and dsRNA. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 
U.S.A. 114, E7939–E7948. https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.1707063114

Tsuboyama, K., Tadakuma, H., and Tomari, Y. (2018). 
Conformational activation of Argonaute by distinct yet 
coordinated actions of the Hsp70 and Hsp90 chaperone 
systems. Mol. Cell 70, 722–729.e4. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.molcel.2018.04.010

Vagin, V.V., Sigova, A., Li, C., Seitz, H., Gvozdev, V., and 
Zamore, P.D. (2006). A distinct small RNA pathway 
silences selfish genetic elements in the germline. 
Science 313, 320–324. https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.1129333

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000299
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1221551
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1258040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2004.03.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2004.03.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2009.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2009.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature20167
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature20167
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.10.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.10.040
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.271908.115
https://doi.org/10.1096/fj.08-125120
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2015.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaq0921
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaq0921
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1102514
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0905006106
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0905006106
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0400525101
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0400525101
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1048103
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1048103
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1009473107
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1009473107
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkx886
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkx886
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2017.03.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2017.03.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dci.2013.03.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dci.2013.03.014
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1102755
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1102755
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41580-018-0059-1
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1707063114
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1707063114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2018.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2018.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1129333
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1129333


Sensing Viral Infections in Insects | 59

Valli, A., Busnadiego, I., Maliogka, V., Ferrero, D., Castón, 
J.R., Rodríguez, J.F., and García, J.A. (2012). The VP3 
factor from viruses of Birnaviridae family suppresses 
RNA silencing by binding both long and small 
RNA duplexes. PLOS ONE 7, e45957. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0045957

van Cleef, K.W., van Mierlo, J.T., Miesen, P., Overheul, G.J., 
Fros, J.J., Schuster, S., Marklewitz, M., Pijlman, G.P., 
Junglen, S., and van Rij, R.P. (2014). Mosquito and 
Drosophila entomobirnaviruses suppress dsRNA- and 
siRNA-induced RNAi. Nucleic Acids Res. 42, 8732–
8744. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gku528

van den Beek, M., da Silva, B., Pouch, J., Ali Chaouche, 
M.E.A., Carré, C., and Antoniewski, C. (2018). 
Dual-layer transposon repression in heads of Drosophila 
melanogaster. RNA 24, 1749–1760. https://doi.
org/10.1261/rna.067173.118

van Mierlo, J.T., Bronkhorst, A.W., Overheul, G.J., 
Sadanandan, S.A., Ekström, J.O., Heestermans, M., 
Hultmark, D., Antoniewski, C., and van Rij, R.P. 
(2012a). Convergent evolution of argonaute-2 slicer 
antagonism in two distinct insect RNA viruses. PLOS 
Pathog. 8, e1002872. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
ppat.1002872

van Mierlo, J.T., Bronkhorst, A.W., Overheul, G.J., 
Sadanandan, S.A., Ekström, J.O., Heestermans, M., 
Hultmark, D., Antoniewski, C., and van Rij, R.P. 
(2012b). Convergent evolution of argonaute-2 slicer 
antagonism in two distinct insect RNA viruses. PLOS 
Pathog. 8, e1002872. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
ppat.1002872

van Mierlo, J.T., Overheul, G.J., Obadia, B., van Cleef, K.W., 
Webster, C.L., Saleh, M.C., Obbard, D.J., and van Rij, R.P. 
(2014). Novel Drosophila viruses encode host-specific 
suppressors of RNAi. PLOS Pathog. 10, e1004256. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004256

van Rij, R.P., Saleh, M.C., Berry, B., Foo, C., Houk, A., 
Antoniewski, C., and Andino, R. (2006). The RNA 
silencing endonuclease Argonaute 2 mediates specific 
antiviral immunity in Drosophila melanogaster. Genes 
Dev. 20, 2985–2995. https://doi.org/10.1101/
gad.1482006

Varjak, M., Maringer, K., Watson, M., Sreenu, V.B., 
Fredericks, A.C., Pondeville, E., Donald, C.L., Sterk, J., 
Kean, J., Vazeille, M., et al. (2017a). Aedes aegypti Piwi4 
is a noncanonical PIWI protein involved in antiviral 
responses. MSphere 2. https://doi.org/10.1128/
mSphere.00144-17

Varjak, M., Donald, C.L., Mottram, T.J., Sreenu, V.B., Merits, 
A., Maringer, K., Schnettler, E., and Kohl, A. (2017b). 
Characterization of the Zika virus induced small RNA 
response in Aedes aegypti cells. PLOS Negl. Trop. 
Dis. 11, e0006010. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pntd.0006010

Varjak, M., Dietrich, I., Sreenu, V.B., Till, B.E., Merits, A., 
Kohl, A., and Schnettler, E. (2018). Spindle-E Acts 
Antivirally Against Alphaviruses in Mosquito Cells. 
Viruses 10, E88. https://doi.org/10.3390/v10020088

Vidal, S., Khush, R.S., Leulier, F., Tzou, P., Nakamura, M., 
and Lemaitre, B. (2001). Mutations in the Drosophila 
dTAK1 gene reveal a conserved function for MAPKKKs 
in the control of rel/NF-kappaB-dependent innate 
immune responses. Genes Dev. 15, 1900–1912. https://
doi.org/10.1101/gad.203301

Virgen-Slane, R., Rozovics, J.M., Fitzgerald, K.D., Ngo, T., 
Chou, W., van der Heden van Noort, G.J., Filippov, D.V., 
Gershon, P.D., and Semler, B.L. (2012). An RNA virus 
hijacks an incognito function of a DNA repair enzyme. 
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 109, 14634–14639. https://
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1208096109

Vodovar, N., Bronkhorst, A.W., van Cleef, K.W., Miesen, 
P., Blanc, H., van Rij, R.P., and Saleh, M.C. (2012). 
Arbovirus-derived piRNAs exhibit a ping-pong 
signature in mosquito cells. PLOS ONE 7, e30861. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0030861

Waldron, F.M., Stone, G.N., and Obbard, D.J. (2018). 
Metagenomic sequencing suggests a diversity of RNA 
interference-like responses to viruses across multicellular 
eukaryotes. PLOS Genet. 14, e1007533. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1007533

Wang, H., Smagghe, G., and Meeus, I. (2017). The role of 
a single gene encoding the Single von Willebrand factor 
C-domain protein (SVC) in bumblebee immunity 
extends beyond antiviral defense. Insect Biochem. 
Mol. Biol. 91, 10–20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ibmb.2017.10.002

Wang, X.H., Aliyari, R., Li, W.X., Li, H.W., Kim, K., 
Carthew, R., Atkinson, P., and Ding, S.W. (2006). RNA 
interference directs innate immunity against viruses in 
adult Drosophila. Science 312, 452–454. https://doi.
org/10.1126/science.1125694

Weavers, H., Evans, I.R., Martin, P., and Wood, W. (2016). 
Corpse engulfment generates a molecular memory 
that primes the macrophage Inflammatory Response. 
Cell 165, 1658–1671. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cell.2016.04.049

Weber, F., Wagner, V., Rasmussen, S.B., Hartmann, R., 
and Paludan, S.R. (2006). Double-stranded RNA is 
produced by positive-strand RNA viruses and DNA 
viruses but not in detectable amounts by negative-strand 
RNA viruses. J. Virol. 80, 5059–5064. https://doi.
org/10.1128/JVI.80.10.5059-5064.2006

Welker, N.C., Maity, T.S., Ye, X., Aruscavage, P.J., Krauchuk, 
A.A., Liu, Q., and Bass, B.L. (2011). Dicer’s helicase 
domain discriminates dsRNA termini to promote an 
altered reaction mode. Mol. Cell 41, 589–599. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2011.02.005

Wernet, M.F., Klovstad, M., and Clandinin, T.R. (2014). 
Generation of infectious virus particles from inducible 
transgenic genomes. Curr. Biol. 24, R107–8. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2013.12.009

West, C., and Silverman, N. (2018). p38b and JAK-STAT 
signaling protect against Invertebrate iridescent virus 6 
infection in Drosophila. PLOS Pathog. 14, e1007020. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1007020

Wieschaus, E., and Nüsslein-Volhard, C. (2016). The 
Heidelberg SCREEN FOR PATTERN MUTANTS 
OF Drosophila: A personal account. Annu. Rev. Cell 
Dev. Biol. 32, 1–46. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-
cellbio-113015-023138

Wong, M.T., and Chen, S.S. (2016). Human Choline 
Kinase-α Promotes Hepatitis C Virus RNA Replication 
through Modulation of Membranous Viral Replication 
Complex Formation. J. Virol. 90, 9075–9095. https://
doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00960-16

Wong, M.T., and Chen, S.S. (2017). Hepatitis C Virus 
Subverts Human Choline Kinase-α To Bridge 
Phosphatidylinositol-4-Kinase IIIα (PI4KIIIα) and 

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb



Talide et al.60 |

NS5A and Upregulates PI4KIIIα Activation, Thereby 
Promoting the Translocation of the Ternary Complex 
to the Endoplasmic Reticulum for Viral Replication. 
J. Virol. 91, e00355-17. https://doi.org/10.1128/
JVI.00355-17

Wu, Q., Luo, Y., Lu, R., Lau, N., Lai, E.C., Li, W.X., and Ding, 
S.W. (2010). Virus discovery by deep sequencing and 
assembly of virus-derived small silencing RNAs. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 107, 1606–1611. https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.0911353107

Wu, X., Wu, F.H., Wang, X., Wang, L., Siedow, J.N., Zhang, 
W., and Pei, Z.M. (2014). Molecular evolutionary and 
structural analysis of the cytosolic DNA sensor cGAS 
and STING. Nucleic Acids Res. 42, 8243–8257. https://
doi.org/10.1093/nar/gku569

Ye, X., Huang, N., Liu, Y., Paroo, Z., Huerta, C., Li, P., Chen, 
S., Liu, Q., and Zhang, H. (2011). Structure of C3PO 
and mechanism of human RISC activation. Nat. Struct. 
Mol. Biol. 18, 650–657. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nsmb.2032

Yoon, J.S., Mogilicherla, K., Gurusamy, D., Chen, 
X., Chereddy, S.C.R.R., and Palli, S.R. (2018). 
Double-stranded RNA binding protein, Staufen, is 
required for the initiation of RNAi in coleopteran 
insects. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 115, 8334–8339. 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1809381115

Yu, Y., Gu, J., Jin, Y., Luo, Y., Preall, J.B., Ma, J., Czech, 
B., and Hannon, G.J. (2015). Panoramix enforces 
piRNA-dependent cotranscriptional silencing. Science 
350, 339–342. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.
aab0700

Yuan, Y.R., Pei, Y., Ma, J.B., Kuryavyi, V., Zhadina, M., 
Meister, G., Chen, H.Y., Dauter, Z., Tuschl, T., and Patel, 
D.J. (2005). Crystal structure of A. aeolicus argonaute, 
a site-specific DNA-guided endoribonuclease, 

provides insights into RISC-mediated mRNA cleavage. 
Mol. Cell 19, 405–419. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
molcel.2005.07.011

Zamore, P.D., Tuschl, T., Sharp, P.A., and Bartel, D.P. 
(2000). RNAi: double-stranded RNA directs the 
ATP-dependent cleavage of mRNA at 21 to 23 
nucleotide intervals. Cell 101, 25–33. https://doi.
org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)80620-0

Zhang, S.Y., Jouanguy, E., Ugolini, S., Smahi, A., Elain, G., 
Romero, P., Segal, D., Sancho-Shimizu, V., Lorenzo, L., 
Puel, A., et al. (2007). TLR3 deficiency in patients with 
herpes simplex encephalitis. Science 317, 1522–1527. 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1139522

Zhang, X., Guo, R., Kumar, D., Ma, H., Liu, J., Hu, X., Cao, 
G., Xue, R., and Gong, C. (2016). Identification, gene 
expression and immune function of the novel Bm-STAT 
gene in virus-infected Bombyx mori. Gene 577, 82–88. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gene.2015.11.027

Zhou, R., Czech, B., Brennecke, J., Sachidanandam, R., 
Wohlschlegel, J.A., Perrimon, N., and Hannon, G.J. 
(2009). Processing of Drosophila endo-siRNAs depends 
on a specific Loquacious isoform. RNA 15, 1886–1895. 
https://doi.org/10.1261/rna.1611309

Zografidis, A., Van Nieuwerburgh, F., Kolliopoulou, A., 
Apostolou-Karampelis, K., Head, S.R., Deforce, D., 
Smagghe, G., and Swevers, L. (2015). Viral Small-RNA 
Analysis of Bombyx mori larval midgut during 
persistent and pathogenic cytoplasmic polyhedrosis 
virus infection. J. Virol. 89, 11473–11486. https://doi.
org/10.1128/JVI.01695-15

Zotti, M., Dos Santos, E.A., Cagliari, D., Christiaens, 
O., Taning, C.N.T., and Smagghe, G. (2018). RNA 
interference technology in crop protection against 
arthropod pests, pathogens and nematodes. Pest Manag. 
Sci. 74, 1239–1250. https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4813

Curr. Issues Mol. Biol. (2020) Vol. 34 caister.com/cimb


	3: Sensing Viral Infections in Insects: A Dearth of Pathway Receptors
	Introduction
	Antiviral immunity in insects
	The siRNA pathway of RNA interference: mechanism and regulation
	Control of viruses by the siRNA pathway
	The piRNA pathway in antiviral immunity
	Sensing viral RNA in insects
	Future directions


