
UsingWolbachia to Eliminate Dengue: Will the Virus Fight Back?

Kathryn M. Edenborough,a Heather A. Flores,a Cameron P. Simmons,b,c,d Johanna E. Frasera,e

aInstitute of Vector-Borne Disease, Monash University, Clayton, Victoria, Australia
bWorld Mosquito Program, Institute of Vector-Borne Disease, Monash University, Clayton, Victoria, Australia
cOxford University Clinical Research Unit, Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam
dNuffield Department of Medicine, University of Oxford, Oxford, United Kingdom
eDepartment of Microbiology, Monash Biomedicine Discovery Institute, Monash University, Clayton, Victoria, Australia

ABSTRACT Recent field trials have demonstrated that dengue incidence can be sub-
stantially reduced by introgressing strains of the endosymbiotic bacterium Wolbachia
into Aedes aegypti mosquito populations. This strategy relies on Wolbachia reducing the
susceptibility of Ae. aegypti to disseminated infection by positive-sense RNA viruses like
dengue. However, RNA viruses are well known to adapt to antiviral pressures. Here, we
review the viral infection stages where selection for Wolbachia-resistant virus variants
could occur. We also consider the genetic constraints imposed on viruses that alternate
between vertebrate and invertebrate hosts, and the likely selection pressures to which
dengue virus might adapt in order to be effectively transmitted by Ae. aegypti that carry
Wolbachia. While there are hurdles to dengue viruses developing resistance to
Wolbachia, we suggest that long-term surveillance for resistant viruses should be an
integral component of Wolbachia-introgression biocontrol programs.
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REDUCING DENGUE INCIDENCEWITHWOLBACHIA-BASED BIOCONTROLMEASURES

Every year an estimated 390 million people become infected with dengue virus
(DENV; Flaviviridae, Flavivirus) and the incidence of dengue disease is rising (1, 2).

DENV is primarily spread by female Aedes aegyptimosquitoes, which thrive in urban hab-
itats at subtropical and tropical latitudes (3). In the absence of broadly effective thera-
peutics or vaccines (4–8), disease control efforts have historically involved suppression of
mosquito populations by removal of urban breeding habitats and insecticide/larvicide
treatment (9). However, the accumulation of insecticide resistance in Ae. aegypti popula-
tions (10, 11) and continual dengue epidemics have shown these approaches have not
been effective. This has driven the innovation and implementation of a range of mos-
quito “rear and release” methods (12–15), the most advanced of which uses Ae. aegypti
artificially infected with the endosymbiotic bacteriumWolbachia pipientis (16–20).

The Wolbachia introgression approach involves time-limited field release of Ae.
aegypti infected with Wolbachia strains wMel or wAlbB (derived from Drosophila mela-
nogaster and Aedes albopictus, respectively). Over time, Wolbachia introgresses into the
local Ae. aegypti population. The result is an Ae. aegypti population with a high preva-
lence of Wolbachia infection. Introgression is driven by maternal transmission of
Wolbachia and a reproductive advantage that the bacterium gives to Wolbachia-carry-
ing females, termed cytoplasmic incompatibility (21). Additionally, Ae. aegypti infected
with wMel or wAlbB are less susceptible to disseminated infection with all 4 serotypes
of DENV, and are less likely to have infectious virus in their saliva (22, 23). Importantly,
epidemiological studies report a substantial and significant reduction in dengue
incidence in communities where wMel- or wAlbB-mosquitoes have been established
(17, 19, 24–26).
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IMPACTS OF EVOLUTION ONWOLBACHIA AS A BIOCONTROL TOOL

The ability of Wolbachia to provide long term protection against DENV could be
undermined by genome evolution of wMel, Ae. aegypti, and/or DENV. Evolution of
wMel tracks slower than the mitochondrial genome of its natural host, D. melanogaster
(27, 28), and sequencing of wMel from Ae. aegypti collected 2 to 8 years postrelease in
Queensland, Australia only rarely detected genetic polymorphisms (29). These studies
suggest that the wMel genome is quite stable in Ae. aegypti, which will presumably aid
in the continuation of its antiviral properties in this host.

Plausibly, evolution of the Ae. aegypti genome could attenuate wMel-mediated viral
inhibition by adapting to the endosymbiont over time. Ford et al. selectively bred wMel-
infected mosquitoes that either established high or low levels of viral RNA after DENV
infection. They found the low and high DENV levels were linked to genomic variation in
Ae. aegypti (30). However, the mosquito phenotypes that were less resistant to viral infec-
tion were also less fit, suggesting they would be unlikely to be selected in the field.

The stability of the Wolbachia-Ae. aegypti association has been demonstrated in
Queensland (19, 24) and Malaysia (31), where wMel and wAlbB, respectively, were
introgressed into the Ae. aegypti population. Wolbachia has remained at a high fre-
quency in these mosquito populations for up to a decade, and has retained its antiviral
properties (31, 32). Together, these studies indicate that the Wolbachia-Ae. aegypti rela-
tionship is unlikely to evolve rapidly in the field in a manner that quickly undermines
the public health benefits of the Wolbachia introgression method.

In contrast to Wolbachia and Ae. aegypti, RNA viruses like DENV have much faster
mutation rates. Viruses that accumulate mutations in the genome (variants) that can
replicate in Wolbachia-carrying mosquitoes may be rapidly selected. These variants
could be maintained in a Wolbachia-Ae. aegypti population provided they can replicate
well within the human host. Thus, whether DENV will remain susceptible to the antivi-
ral state created by wMel and wAlbB infection in Ae. aegypti remains a key question to
be addressed (33, 34). In this review, we examine the risk and potential mechanisms by
which DENV resistance against Wolbachia might evolve and discuss how viral resist-
ance toWolbachia could be identified and managed operationally.

SELECTION AND EMERGENCE OFWOLBACHIA-RESISTANT VIRUS IN MOSQUITOES

The urban transmission cycle sees DENV circulate between human and mosquito
hosts. Mosquitoes become infected with DENV when the insect takes an infectious blood
meal from a viremic person. Since Wolbachia resides within mosquitoes, selective pres-
sure for the virus population to overcome Wolbachia’s antiviral properties will only be
present in this part of the transmission cycle. While the emergence of viral resistance to
antiviral therapeutics in humans is a relatively common phenomenon (35–37), selection
pressures applied to DENV by Wolbachia are likely to differ in many ways. For instance,
while antiviral drugs have a defined mode of action, the mode of action of Wolbachia
appears to be broad and may be indirect (38). In addition, while therapeutics are admin-
istered at optimized concentrations and have well-defined pharmacological properties
(39), Wolbachia abundance (density) cannot be easily controlled and varies between
Wolbachia strains, individual mosquitoes, and host tissues (40–45). Control of the levels
of DENV inhibition within specific Ae. aegypti tissues appears to be complex and is not
just associated with Wolbachia density (40, 42, 46). In this section we postulate how
Wolbachia-resistant DENV variants may emerge, based on our current understanding of
DENV infection, dissemination, and transmission in mosquitoes.

wMel and wAlbB Wolbachia strains provide incomplete protection against DENV.
The wMel and wAlbB Wolbachia strains used in field releases have been rigorously
tested in laboratory studies to determine their impacts on DENV infection dynamics in
Ae. aegypti. Broadly speaking, these strains provide partial protection against fulminant
DENV infection compared to mosquitoes without Wolbachia (46). Most important to the
effectiveness of these strains in the field is their ability to both reduce the proportion of
Ae. aegypti with infectious DENV in their saliva (22, 23) and lengthen the extrinsic incubation
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period (time taken for mosquito saliva to become infectious following virus uptake in a
blood meal), thus reducing the number of days in a mosquito’s life span in which it can
infect people (22, 47). Nevertheless, Wolbachia-mediated viral inhibition is incomplete, such
that a proportion of mosquitoes become infectious with DENV. For example, after feeding
on blood from viremic dengue patients, infection was detected in the abdomen (53 to 61%)
and saliva (6 to 12%) of wMel-carrying mosquitoes (22, 23). Even at a population level, it has
been estimated that introgression of wMel would not eliminate DENV in high-transmission
settings indefinitely (6). Also of note, DENV-1 is marginally less inhibited by wMel than
serotypes 2, 3, and 4 (22, 23). Plausibly, a smoldering pattern of DENV replication and
transmission could provide the opportunity for Wolbachia-resistant viruses to emerge
and be selected (48).

PROCESS OFWOLBACHIA-RESISTANT VIRUS SELECTION

Within mosquito tissues, both wMel-carrying and wMel-free cells can be observed
(42) and these cells are likely to possess different antiviral states. At the cellular level,
Nainu et al. determined the antiviral effects of wMel to be cell-autonomous (i.e., viral
protection is limited to Wolbachia-infected cells) (49). JW18 Drosophila cells with wMel
were unable to protect Wolbachia-free JW18 cells from infection by Drosophila C Virus
(DVC; Dicistroviridae, cripavirus) or Sindbis virus (SINV; Togaviridae, alphavirus) when
cocultured in trans-wells separated by a porous membrane (49). Similarly, it seems that
antiviral Wolbachia strains show a “superinfection exclusion-like phenotype,” whereby
cells that have Wolbachia prevent productive viral infection (50, 51) and DENV and
Wolbachia coinfected cells are rarely visualized in mosquito tissues and cell culture (50,
52). These studies suggest that Wolbachia-free cells within mosquito tissues that can
support productive virus infection may be the site where Wolbachia-resistant virus
types may emerge, followed by their selection in Wolbachia-carrying cells.

After ingesting a blood meal from a viremic person, DENV replicates in the Ae. aegypti
midgut. The virus must then traverse the midgut barrier, enter the hemolymph, and
infect other tissues, reaching the salivary glands after ;7days. Once the virus enters the
mosquito’s saliva it can be passed to a new host when the next blood meal is taken.

In blood-fed mosquitoes, only a small number of infectious units are thought to
seed infection in the mosquito midgut (53, 54). This reduction in virus population size,
known as a population bottleneck, decreases the genetic diversity of the infective virus
population (55, 56). This event may cause low-frequency Wolbachia-resistant DENV var-
iants already present in the incoming blood meal to be filtered out (Fig. 1, step 1).

Replication of DENV in the midgut leads to the generation of viral variants because
the virus lacks proofreading capacity. These variants may be unable to disseminate
beyond the midgut if they have reduced competitive fitness (57) or are susceptible to
immune mediators within the midgut and hemolymph (58) (Fig. 1, step 2).

If a fit Wolbachia-resistant DENV variant is generated in the midgut, this virus would
possess a selective advantage over wild-type viruses in mosquitoes that carry Wolbachia.
Selection may occur if the variant could similarly infect both Wolbachia-carrying and
Wolbachia-free cells, or if a variant evolves to specifically target Wolbachia-free cells.
Mechanistically, DENV could specifically target Wolbachia-free cells by adapting its affinity
for viral entry receptors (59) to those that are differentially expressed between Wolbachia-
free and -carrying cells. Lu et al. showed that wAlbB infection modulates the expression of
DENV attachment factors dystroglycan and tubulin in Aag2 cells (60). Another study showed
that expression of the cell surface insulin receptor is modulated by wMel infection, reducing
the susceptibility of mosquito cells to DENV and ZIKV (Zika virus) infection (61). While the in-
sulin receptor is not a known entry receptor for DENV, this study illustrates that Wolbachia
has the potential to modulate expression of cell membrane proteins and thereby alter the
permissiveness of these cells to viral infection.

Preferential replication of Wolbachia-resistant DENV compared to wild-type virus
would ultimately establish these fit viral variants in the salivary glands (Fig. 1, step 3).
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Onward transmission of Wolbachia-resistant DENV variants would be limited if they
are unfit in the human host (Fig. 1, step 4). This scenario would be considered a fitness
trade-off, where fitness increases in one host (i.e., the mosquito) are counterbalanced
by fitness losses in the second host (i.e., humans). Alternatively, if the variant can estab-
lish infection in the human host, onward transmission may occur.

Evolutionary processes that impact maintenance of DENV variants. Fitness
trade-offs and population bottlenecks result in purifying selection, an evolutionary fea-
ture of DENV (62, 63). In purifying selection, synonymous mutations, which do not
cause amino acid changes, are more likely to be maintained than nonsynonymous
mutations. Purifying selection purges deleterious variants from the transmission cycle,
many of which are caused by nonsynonymous mutations since these mutations can
impact protein stability, function, and viral replication (64). Arguably, nonsynonymous
mutations in viral proteins might be more successful than synonymous changes in
escaping the selective pressures imposed by Wolbachia. But these variants must still
support efficient viral replication.

While purifying selection may slow the emergence of Wolbachia-resistant variants,
it may not eliminate them. Wolbachia-resistant variants could accumulate over time,
eventually becoming dominant in transmission cycles. Considering mosquito popula-
tions are large and their susceptibility to DENV infection can fluctuate, continued

FIG 1 Potential pathways for selection and removal of a Wolbachia-resistant variant through the
DENV transmission cycle. This schematic highlights the population bottlenecks and fitness trade-offs
that could prevent Wolbachia-resistant DENV variants from persisting throughout the transmission
cycle. The DENV population in a blood meal is genetically diverse, but only a small proportion of
variants establish infection in the mosquito midgut (1) and are able to disseminate to distal tissues
(2). Variants that are more resistant to the antiviral properties of Wolbachia may be selected, allowing
the virus to replicate in Wolbachia-infected and -uninfected cells. These variants may possess a
replicative advantage in disseminated sites of the mosquito with high Wolbachia density, such as the
salivary gland (3). DENV variants that replicate efficiently in the mosquito might not always be
infectious for humans (4), such that if a Wolbachia-resistant variant did infect a human, it may
replicate poorly or be outcompeted by other variants that are better adapted for replication in
humans.
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monitoring for virus evolution in Wolbachia-carrying mosquitoes will be important in
regions where Wolbachia-carrying Ae. aegypti have been established.

Certainly, compared to antiviral resistance events described for viruses that circulate in
a single host, the sequential evolutionary speed bumps that DENV populations encounter
are likely to delayWolbachia-resistant viruses from emerging in transmission cycles.

WOLBACHIA IMPACTS ON THE SUBCELLULAR DENV INFECTIOUS CYCLE

Wolbachia is a complex organism thought to inhibit the infectious cycle of DENV
within mosquito cells that carry the bacterium by numerous mechanisms (38). In the
following section, we explore some of the proposed inhibitory mechanisms with the
aim of speculating how DENV could evolve to bypass these on an intracellular level.

To determine the stage(s) of the DENV life cycle that are impacted by Wolbachia, the
progression of viral infection has been tracked in insect cell lines artificially infected with
Wolbachia. Consistently, it has been shown that viral replication is significantly reduced
in mosquito or Drosophila cells when antiviral Wolbachia strains are present, and it is
widely agreed that DENV (as well as other related flaviviruses and unrelated alphavi-
ruses) are likely to be inhibited after virus entry, at an early stage in RNA replication, or
perhaps at translation of the incoming viral RNA template (51, 65–67). It should be noted
that, for practical reasons, many of the studies characterizing the impacts of Wolbachia
at the cellular level have been performed using cell culture models. In whole mosqui-
toes, these effects may vary between tissues, as the virus encounters differentWolbachia
densities, as well as cell type-specific effects during infection and dissemination.

Overcoming Wolbachia-induced host effects that contribute to viral inhibition.
Both DENV and Wolbachia are known to alter their host environment. Wolbachia is
present in the mosquito throughout its life cycle, and it is therefore likely that some of
the Wolbachia-induced host changes interfere with essential stages of virus infection.
Identifying how DENV is restricted will help us to determine how viral resistance may
emerge against Wolbachia. Relevant host cell modifications induced by Wolbachia can
be grouped into 3 main categories: host cell structural modifications, altered nutrient
homeostasis, and induction of host immune/stress responses. Lindsey et al. provide a
comprehensive review discussing the various ways Wolbachia may induce these
changes and how they may impact on viral pathogens (38). While it is possible that
DENV may adapt to overcome a specific antiviral factor that drives these modifications
(either Wolbachia- or host-cell derived), we have kept our discussion broad, since it is
not known which viral/antiviral factor interaction(s) is responsible for inhibiting DENV.
Additionally, viral inhibition is probably induced by the collective contribution of sev-
eral Wolbachia-induced host modifications (38). As such, several points in the DENV life
cycle may be simultaneously under selective pressure when Wolbachia is present.
While it is unlikely that a single mutation in the viral genome may allow complete viral
resistance to emerge, it is possible that particular mutations may allow the virus to
overcome one or some of these effects, reducing the overall impact of Wolbachia in in-
hibiting viral transmission. Here, we will focus on three subcellular modifications that
are likely to be critical for Wolbachia to induce its antiviral effect, and consider whether
viruses could adapt to overcome these pressures.

(i) Altered lipid homeostasis. wMel and wAlbB infection of Ae. aegypti imparts
minor costs on host fitness (41, 68, 69). Genomic studies of multiple Wolbachia strains
show it must source a variety of amino acids and lipid complexes from its host to com-
plement its own limited metabolic pathways (70). Several groups have examined the
hypothesis that Wolbachia may alter the lipid profile of host cells, disrupting the
requirements for productive DENV infection. Koh et al. (71) examined the lipid profile
in whole wMel-Ae. aegypti and DENV-infected Wolbachia-free Ae. aegypti (intrathoraci-
cally injected with DENV-3). They reported that DENV infection of mosquitoes induced
a lipid profile distinct from mosquitoes carrying wMel, suggesting that DENV-3 and
Wolbachia are not in direct competition for lipids. In mosquitoes coinfected with
DENV-3 and wMel, they found that DENV modulation of host lipids dominates the

Minireview Journal of Virology

July 2021 Volume 95 Issue 13 e02203-20 jvi.asm.org 5

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/j

vi
 o

n 
17

 F
eb

ru
ar

y 
20

22
 b

y 
20

01
:3

88
:6

08
c:

4c
b0

::1
:1

28
.

https://jvi.asm.org


changes normally induced by Wolbachia. However, it is important to note that intra-
thoracic DENV infections are known to overwhelm the effects of Wolbachia and may
not represent the virus-Wolbachia relationship in a natural infection (68). Furthermore,
analysis of the lipidome in whole mosquitoes may mask smaller, tissue-specific lipid
changes induced byWolbachia.

Manokaran et al. (72) also attempted to define the lipid changes that occur when
wMel and/or DENV is present in Ae. aegypti. Using the Aag2 Ae. aegypti-derived cell
line, they identified acyl-carnitines (a class of lipids involved in energy production) as
specifically upregulated by DENV and ZIKV, but downregulated in the presence of
wMel, including in wMel-Aag2 following viral infection. This may suggest that wMel
and DENV are in fact competing for some lipids. The acyl-carnitine inhibitor etomoxir
reduced DENV levels in Ae. aegypti without wMel, supporting an in vivo role for this
lipid. It is possible that this shift in acyl-carnitines occurs in only a subset of mosquito
cell types, which could explain why it was not observed by Koh et al.

Other studies have also shown that supplementing or chemically modulating host
lipid profiles in mosquito cell lines or Drosophila that carry various antiviral Wolbachia
strains reduces the antiviral effectiveness of Wolbachia (73–75). This suggests that
regardless of whether viruses are competing with Wolbachia for the same lipids, lipids
are likely to contribute in some way to the antiviral state imposed by Wolbachia.

Flaviviruses are highly dependent on cholesterol and other lipids for virion entry
and exit, and formation of modified endoplasmic reticulum (ER) membranes for viral
RNA replication (vesicle packets) (76–78). DENV infection also causes an accumulation
of acyl-carnitines in the midgut of Ae. aegypti, suggesting the virus may divert energy
to better support its own replication (79).

PerhapsWolbachia-modulated lipid levels change the cholesterol content of cellular
membranes to impair intracellular trafficking or formation of membrane-associated
replication complexes, or reduce energy availability for DENV replication (Fig. 2).
Further work is needed to determine if these hypotheses hold true and whether DENV
can adapt to overcome these cellular changes.

(ii) Disruption of intracellular membranes. Studies examining wMel in a Drosophila-
derived cell line have shown thatWolbachia is intimately associated with host cell membranes.
wMel is contained within and around ER and Golgi-derived vesicles, causing regions of these
organelles to swell (80–82). Given that specific remodeling of these organelles is required by
DENV for replication and maturation, it seems likely that their disruption by Wolbachia could
impair the establishment of viral infection. Work from Bhattacharya et al. has shown that the
small amount of virus produced from insect cells carrying the wMel strain of Wolbachia has
reduced infectivity and/or replication capacity in mammalian cells (51, 67). This would be
consistent with disrupted ER/Golgi structures, which are strictly required for viral RNA replica-
tion and the production and maturation of envelope proteins for flaviviruses (Fig. 2). In this
scenario, perhaps disruption of viral RNA replication events could lead to the production of
defective interfering viral particles (viruses that contain substantial deletions in their
genomes) and/or perturbed ER/Golgi organelles may not allow the correct maturation and
processing of viral envelope proteins, i.e., events which could reduce the infectivity of any
viral particles produced.

Notably, while alphaviruses replicate and form virions in quite distinct regions of
the cell compared to flaviviruses, alphaviruses are still dependent on their replication
complexes forming in association with ER membranes, and trafficking and maturation
of their envelope proteins through the ER and Golgi secretory pathway (83). Thus, dis-
ruption of these organelles could potentially similarly impact the two virus families.

It is yet to be determined whether wMel or other antiviral Wolbachia strains similarly
occupy these organelles in vivo in Ae. aegypti, but it is certainly a compelling hypothesis for
a mechanism that may contribute toWolbachia’s antiviral activity.

If Wolbachia is colonizing regions of the ER and Golgi, preventing typical establishment
of DENV replication complexes and virus-specific remodeling events at these organelles,
then perhaps the virus could adapt to replicate in regions unaffected by Wolbachia, or else
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could adapt to bud from the plasma membrane like alphaviruses. Given the intricate associa-
tion of DENV with these organelles, from viral replication to virion formation and budding, it
seems that these adjustments would take an enormous number of compensatory mutations
arising across interacting viral proteins, before functional virus would emerge.

(iii) Changes to the host cell cytoskeleton. Other studies in Drosophila have
revealed that Wolbachia utilizes microtubules and actin to support its localization, par-
ticularly in the Drosophila oocyte. This may allow the endosymbiont to persist through-
out Drosophila development and to pass from generation to generation (84–86).
Furthermore, Wolbachia has been shown to secrete the actin bundler protein WalE1.
Overexpression of WalE1 in transgenic flies leads to an increase in Wolbachia titer, sug-
gesting Wolbachia may manipulate actin to modulate its own replication (87). For
DENV, each aspect of the virus life cycle, including entry, intracellular transport, replica-
tion, and egress is intimately tied to the host cell cytoskeleton. For example, DENV
entry is dependent on actin filament integrity (88, 89), while organelle remodeling and
formation of vesicle packets are associated with changes in the cytoskeleton structure,
including reorganization of the intermediate filament vimentin—critical for DENV repli-
cation (90, 91). A situation where Wolbachia modulates the cytoskeleton to disrupt
DENV trafficking into cells and/or formation of vesicle packets would be consistent
withWolbachia restricting DENV at a stage prior to RNA replication (Fig. 2) (51, 65, 66).

FIG 2 Proposed model of subcellular DENV restriction by Wolbachia. (1) Virus uptake occurs through
clathrin-mediated endocytosis, and the viral genome is delivered following fusion of the viral and
mature-endosomal membranes. (2) Replication of viral RNA (red) is restricted in Wolbachia-carrying
cells and so is vesicle packet formation on ER membranes. This could be due to disturbance of ER
and Golgi apparatus membranes due to (3) occupation/disruption by Wolbachia (green). (4) Altered
cellular lipid content, e.g., increased cholesterol storage (yellow) or reduced acyl-carnitines, may
restrict trafficking of membrane-bound vesicles and/or lower energy resources for virus production.
Similarly, Wolbachia-induced alterations of the host cell cytoskeleton (5) may interfere with trafficking
of endosomes and/or ER and Golgi vesicles required for movement of incoming virions and the
maturation of daughter virions.
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If Wolbachia disrupts DENV entry via endocytosis, could DENV entry adapt to occur
in a pH-independent manner, at the cell surface? There have been reports that alphavi-
ruses, including SINV, may be able to enter both by receptor-mediated endocytosis
and at the plasma membrane (92, 93). This would require mutations to accumulate in
the viral envelope protein that allow fusion activation (conformational changes in the
envelope proteins that drive the merging of viral and host cell membranes) to occur at
a neutral and acidic pH.

In fact, pH-independent entry has been described in laboratory experiments for fla-
viviruses and related hepaciviruses. Endosomal fusion activation events for these
viruses are crucially controlled by specific histidine residues within the viral fusion pro-
tein (94–96). Boo et al. demonstrated that substitution of histidine with positively
charged arginine enhanced entry of hepatitis C virus (hepacivirus) at neutral pH (94).

VIRUS FAMILIES THAT ARE RESISTANT TOWOLBACHIA

Perhaps another way we can consider how viral resistance may arise against
Wolbachia is to examine the life cycle of viruses that are not inhibited by this endosym-
biont. There are several reports that negative-sense RNA viruses, including bunyavi-
ruses, are not inhibited by Wolbachia. The insect-specific virus Phasi Charoen-like virus
(Bunyaviridae) can replicate effectively as both a persistent infection and following an
acute challenge in the Ae. aegypti-derived cell line Aag2 coinfected with wMel or
wMelPopWolbachia strains (97, 98).

Bunyaviruses typically have three negative-sense RNA segments that are bound to
multiple copies of the viral polymerase (L) and nucleoprotein (N), encased in a lipid
bilayer. Similar to flavi- and alphaviruses, bunyaviruses are internalized via clathrin-
mediated endocytosis, and transcription and translation are closely coupled, occurring
in association with the rough ER (see reference 99 for a review on bunyavirus replica-
tion). However, the replication strategy for these viruses differs substantially to flavi-
and alphaviruses, since the incoming viral RNA must be transcribed to a positive-sense
RNA (generating either an mRNA for translation or a positive-sense replicative interme-
diate), with the replicative intermediate copied again to generate the negative-sense
progeny viral RNAs. Interestingly, these progeny viral RNAs may associate with newly
formed L and N proteins in a structure called the viral tube before budding through the
Golgi, where it collects its membrane and envelope proteins (100). Perhaps this distinct RNA
replication and assembly strategy, whereby shorter viral RNAs are protected by L and N pro-
teins at each stage, enables bunyaviruses to persist in the presence ofWolbachia.

INVESTIGATING EVOLUTION OFWOLBACHIA-RESISTANT VIRUSES

Further studies into the evolution of DENV in the presence of Wolbachia may direct
us toward the mechanisms that underlie viral inhibition by indicating the regions of
the genome that are under selective pressure. This in turn may allow us to predict the
likelihood of these mutations arising in the field. To do this, we can use a laboratory
setting to push conditions to favor viral sequence diversity. By continually passaging
DENV in an invertebrate host with Wolbachia (whole insects or cell culture), we can
remove the purifying selection usually associated with host alternation in order to
broaden the repertoire of viral sequences being maintained over time.

Such studies have been reported by two groups. One study passaged the RNA virus
DCV through whole D. melanogaster with a native wMelCS infection (a strain closely
related to wMel) over 10 passages (101). The other study passaged DENV-3 ten times
in Ae. aegypti-derived Aag2 cells artificially infected with wMel (102). In both studies,
the viruses replicated over time when consistently challenged by Wolbachia. However,
these viruses grew to substantially lower titers and had no replicative advantage over
those passaged in Wolbachia-free cells. Notably, no studies have yet examined viral
passaging in the presence of wAlbB.

While these are very artificial evolutionary experiments, they show that, in the laboratory,
RNA viruses do not develop fit viral variants with resistance to wMel in a short time frame.
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DETECTION ANDMANAGEMENT OFWOLBACHIA-RESISTANT DENV

If a fit DENV variant that is able to replicate inWolbachia-carrying mosquitoes were to es-
tablish itself in a transmission cycle, how would it be identified and how would we mitigate
the impact? In regions such as Yogyakarta, Indonesia, where local transmission of DENV has
ceased in areas whereWolbachia has been introgressed into Ae. aegypti populations (26), vi-
ral resistance could be suspected if persistent local DENV transmission chains were reported
in areas ofWolbachia establishment. Since loss ofWolbachia-mediated virus inhibition could
occur due to changes in the virus,Wolbachia, or the Ae. aegypti host, it would be essential to
first determine the underlying cause(s) of the transmission events.

Before assuming that a virus has evolved resistance to Wolbachia, it would be pru-
dent to ensure Wolbachia has not been substantially reduced in density or frequency
within a mosquito population, e.g., due to exposure to very high temperatures (103). It would
also be important to rule out adaptation of the mosquito host orWolbachia, which may allow
the mosquito population to become permissive to DENV infection (30). This could be done by
challenging wild-caughtWolbachia-carrying Ae. aegypti with a blood-meal spiked with labora-
tory viruses previously shown to be inhibited by thatWolbachia strain.

To determine if viral resistance is the underlying cause of the transmission events,
laboratory Wolbachia-carrying Ae. aegypti colonies could be infected with circulating
virus isolates from the region. Measuring the replication/transmission of these viruses
in laboratory-reared mosquitoes, alongside previously published Wolbachia-sensitive
laboratory viral strains, would determine if the DENV genotypes circulating in the com-
munity were better able to overcome the inhibitory effects of Wolbachia. Sequencing
of the circulating DENV isolates from both human and mosquito hosts over the course
of an outbreak and comparison with recent historical isolates may provide insight into
the genetic changes that may have led to viral resistance.

Viral resistance against an introgressed Wolbachia strain could be managed using
various strategies. One option is to not alter the existing mosquito population, as it is
unlikely that Wolbachia-carrying mosquitoes would be more susceptible to DENV than
wild-type mosquitoes. Initially, it is likely that only one DENV genotype would be resist-
ant to the antiviral properties of wMel or wAlbB, and Wolbachia may still protect
against all other genotypes/serotypes. Over time, the resistant genotype would likely
become dominant, and in this scenario supplementary interventions may be of benefit.
Releases of mosquitoes that carry a reproductively incompatible Wolbachia strain
could be performed to remove an existing strain or to replace it as long as viral resist-
ance does not extend to all Wolbachia strains. Management of viral resistance could
also be achieved through the use of complementary interventions, such as vaccines or
vector control strategies that are based on gene drive and/or population suppression. While
many of these complementary methods are still undergoing development and evaluation,
initial reports indicate they show potential for future implementation (14, 104, 105).

CONCLUDING REMARKS

With a body of evidence now demonstrating that Wolbachia-Ae. aegypti introgres-
sion methods can substantially reduce the burden of dengue in areas of endemicity, it
is expected that application of this technology will undergo a major expansion in com-
ing years (17, 19, 24, 26). The intention is that this will lead to long-term control or local
elimination of human-pathogenic arboviruses. Achieving long-term suppression in the
field would be dependent upon the evolutionary stability of theWolbachia, Ae. aegypti,
and DENV tripartite interaction. Wolbachia and Ae. aegypti evolve slowly compared to
DENV, and Wolbachia-carrying mosquitoes collected years after release have so far
retained their antiviral profile. Yet the rapid mutation rate of RNA viruses suggests it is
inevitable that viruses like DENV will eventually adapt to Wolbachia’s selective pressure
and become resistant to the intervention. The question is, how long will this take?

There is no precedent for an antiviral intervention like Wolbachia, and we cannot be
certain how viruses will adapt upon continued exposure to this endosymbiont. In the
field, DENV will repeatedly face the selective pressures imposed by Wolbachia, but the
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genetic diversity generated and maintained by the virus will be limited by the need for
the virus to infect a range of mosquito tissues, while also maintaining competence in
the human host. In addition, since the mode of action of Wolbachia appears broad, it is
most likely that multiple mutations across the viral genome will be necessary to allow
the virus to adapt to this unique cellular landscape.

While we have focused on factors that may affect the development of viral resistance to
Wolbachia-introgression methods, these considerations are also highly relevant to any gene
drive/replacement technology where the virus and host will coexist in a long-term evolution-
ary relationship. Finally, as Wolbachia-based biocontrol methods increase in scope and lon-
gevity, monitoring for the emergence of viral resistance toWolbachia should remain a critical
component of these programs.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This work was supported by National Health and Medical Research Council,

Australia, Ideas Grant 1182432 (J.E.F.), Program Grant 1132412 (C.P.S.), and Investigator
Grant 1173928 (C.P.S.).

We thank Patrick Lane (ScEYEnce Studios ) for graphical enhancement of the figures.

REFERENCES
1. Bhatt S, Gething PW, Brady OJ, Messina JP, Farlow AW, Moyes CL, Drake JM,

Brownstein JS, Hoen AG, Sankoh O, Myers MF, George DB, Jaenisch T, Wint GR,
Simmons CP, Scott TW, Farrar JJ, Hay SI. 2013. The global distribution and bur-
den of dengue. Nature 496:504–507. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12060.

2. Murray NE, Quam MB, Wilder-Smith A. 2013. Epidemiology of dengue:
past, present and future prospects. Clin Epidemiol 5:299–309. https://doi
.org/10.2147/CLEP.S34440.

3. Kraemer MUG, Sinka ME, Duda KA, Mylne AQN, Shearer FM, Barker CM,
Moore CG, Carvalho RG, Coelho GE, Van Bortel W, Hendrickx G, Schaffner
F, Elyazar IRF, Teng H-J, Brady OJ, Messina JP, Pigott DM, Scott TW, Smith
DL, Wint GRW, Golding N, Hay SI. 2015. The global distribution of the
arbovirus vectors Aedes aegypti and Ae. albopictus. Elife 4:e08347.
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.08347.

4. Masri MFB, Rathore APS, St John AL. 2019. Therapeutics for dengue. Curr Treat
Options Infect Dis 11:199–214. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40506-019-00193-6.

5. World Health Organization. 2016. Dengue vaccine: WHO position paper
number 30:349–364. World Health Organization, Geneva, Switzerland.

6. Cattarino L, Rodriguez-Barraquer I, Imai N, Cummings DAT, Ferguson
NM. 2020. Mapping global variation in dengue transmission intensity. Sci
Transl Med 12:eaax4144. https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aax4144.

7. Flasche S, Jit M, Rodríguez-Barraquer I, Coudeville L, Recker M, Koelle K,
Milne G, Hladish TJ, Perkins TA, Cummings DAT, Dorigatti I, Laydon DJ, España
G, Kelso J, Longini I, Lourenco J, Pearson CAB, Reiner RC, Mier-y-Terán-Romero
L, Vannice K, Ferguson N. 2016. The long-term safety, public health impact,
and cost-effectiveness of routine vaccination with a recombinant, live-attenu-
ated dengue vaccine (Dengvaxia): a model comparison study. PLoS Med 13:
e1002181. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1002181.

8. Simmons CP. 2015. A candidate dengue vaccine walks a tightrope. N
Engl J Med 373:1263–1264. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMe1509442.

9. Achee NL, Gould F, Perkins TA, Reiner RC, Jr., Morrison AC, Ritchie SA,
Gubler DJ, Teyssou R, Scott TW. 2015. A critical assessment of vector con-
trol for dengue prevention. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 9:e0003655. https://doi
.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003655.

10. Moyes CL, Vontas J, Martins AJ, Ng LC, Koou SY, Dusfour I, Raghavendra
K, Pinto J, Corbel V, David JP, Weetman D. 2017. Contemporary status of
insecticide resistance in the major Aedes vectors of arboviruses infecting
humans. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 11:e0005625. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pntd.0005625.

11. Marcombe S, Darriet F, Tolosa M, Agnew P, Duchon S, Etienne M, Yp
Tcha MM, Chandre F, Corbel V, Yebakima A. 2011. Pyrethroid resistance
reduces the efficacy of space sprays for dengue control on the island of
Martinique (Caribbean). PLoS Negl Trop Dis 5:e1202. https://doi.org/10
.1371/journal.pntd.0001202.

12. Kittayapong P, Ninphanomchai S, Limohpasmanee W, Chansang C, Chansang
U, Mongkalangoon P. 2019. Combined sterile insect technique and incompati-
ble insect technique: the first proof-of-concept to suppress Aedes aegypti vec-
tor populations in semi-rural settings in Thailand. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 13:
e0007771. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007771.

13. Zheng X, Zhang D, Li Y, Yang C, Wu Y, Liang X, Liang Y, Pan X, Hu L, Sun
Q, Wang X, Wei Y, Zhu J, Qian W, Yan Z, Parker AG, Gilles JRL, Bourtzis K,
Bouyer J, Tang M, Zheng B, Yu J, Liu J, Zhuang J, Hu Z, Zhang M, Gong JT,
Hong XY, Zhang Z, Lin L, Liu Q, Hu Z, Wu Z, Baton LA, Hoffmann AA, Xi Z.
2019. Incompatible and sterile insect techniques combined eliminate mos-
quitoes. Nature 572:56–61. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1407-9.

14. Crawford JE, Clarke DW, Criswell V, Desnoyer M, Cornel D, Deegan B, Gong K,
Hopkins KC, Howell P, Hyde JS, Livni J, Behling C, Benza R, ChenW, Dobson KL,
Eldershaw C, Greeley D, Han Y, Hughes B, Kakani E, Karbowski J, Kitchell A, Lee
E, Lin T, Liu J, Lozano M, MacDonald W, Mains JW, Metlitz M, Mitchell SN,
Moore D, Ohm JR, Parkes K, Porshnikoff A, Robuck C, Sheridan M, Sobecki R,
Smith P, Stevenson J, Sullivan J, Wasson B, Weakley AM, Wilhelm M, Won J,
Yasunaga A, Chan WC, Holeman J, Snoad N, Upson L, Zha T, et al. 2020. Effi-
cient production of male Wolbachia-infected Aedes aegypti mosquitoes ena-
bles large-scale suppression of wild populations. Nat Biotechnol 38:482–492.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-020-0471-x.

15. Mains JW, Kelly PH, Dobson KL, Petrie WD, Dobson SL. 2019. Localized
control of Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) in Miami, FL, via inundative
releases of Wolbachia-infected male mosquitoes. J Med Entomol
56:1296–1303. https://doi.org/10.1093/jme/tjz051.

16. Hoffmann AA, Montgomery BL, Popovici J, Iturbe-Ormaetxe I, Johnson
PH, Muzzi F, Greenfield M, Durkan M, Leong YS, Dong Y, Cook H, Axford
J, Callahan AG, Kenny N, Omodei C, McGraw EA, Ryan PA, Ritchie SA,
Turelli M, O’Neill SL. 2011. Successful establishment of Wolbachia in
Aedes populations to suppress dengue transmission. Nature 476:454–457.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10356.

17. Nazni WA, Hoffmann AA, NoorAfizah A, Cheong YL, Mancini MV, Golding
N, Kamarul GMR, Arif MAK, Thohir H, NurSyamimi H, ZatilAqmar MZ,
NurRuqqayah M, NorSyazwani A, Faiz A, Irfan FMN, Rubaaini S, Nuradila
N, Nizam NMN, Irwan SM, Endersby-Harshman NM, White VL, Ant TH,
Herd CS, Hasnor AH, AbuBakar R, Hapsah DM, Khadijah K, Kamilan D, Lee
SC, Paid YM, Fadzilah K, Topek O, Gill BS, Lee HL, Sinkins SP. 2019. Estab-
lishment of Wolbachia strain wAlbB in Malaysian populations of Aedes
aegypti for dengue control. Curr Biol 29:4241–4248. https://doi.org/10
.1016/j.cub.2019.11.007.

18. Garcia GA, Sylvestre G, Aguiar R, da Costa GB, Martins AJ, Lima JBP,
Petersen MT, Lourenco-de-Oliveira R, Shadbolt MF, Rasic G, Hoffmann
AA, Villela DAM, Dias FBS, Dong Y, O'Neill SL, Moreira LA, Maciel-de-
Freitas R. 2019. Matching the genetics of released and local Aedes
aegypti populations is critical to assure Wolbachia invasion. PLoS Negl
Trop Dis 13:e0007023. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007023.

19. O'Neill SL, Ryan PA, Turley AP, Wilson G, Retzki K, Iturbe-Ormaetxe I,
Dong Y, Kenny N, Paton CJ, Ritchie SA, Brown-Kenyon J, Stanford D,
Wittmeier N, Jewell NP, Tanamas SK, Anders KL, Simmons CP. 2018.
Scaled deployment of Wolbachia to protect the community from den-
gue and other Aedes transmitted arboviruses. Gates Open Res 2:36.
https://doi.org/10.12688/gatesopenres.12844.1.

20. Tantowijoyo W, Andari B, Arguni E, Budiwati N, Nurhayati I, Fitriana I,
Ernesia I, Daniwijaya EW, Supriyati E, Yusdiana DH, Victorius M, Wardana

Minireview Journal of Virology

July 2021 Volume 95 Issue 13 e02203-20 jvi.asm.org 10

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/j

vi
 o

n 
17

 F
eb

ru
ar

y 
20

22
 b

y 
20

01
:3

88
:6

08
c:

4c
b0

::1
:1

28
.

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12060
https://doi.org/10.2147/CLEP.S34440
https://doi.org/10.2147/CLEP.S34440
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.08347
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40506-019-00193-6
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aax4144
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1002181
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMe1509442
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003655
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003655
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005625
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005625
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001202
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001202
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007771
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1407-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41587-020-0471-x
https://doi.org/10.1093/jme/tjz051
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10356
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2019.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2019.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007023
https://doi.org/10.12688/gatesopenres.12844.1
https://jvi.asm.org


DS, Ardiansyah H, Ahmad RA, Ryan PA, Simmons CP, Hoffmann AA,
Rances E, Turley AP, Johnson P, Utarini A, O'Neill SL. 2020. Stable estab-
lishment of wMel Wolbachia in Aedes aegypti populations in Yogya-
karta, Indonesia. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 14:e0008157. https://doi.org/10
.1371/journal.pntd.0008157.

21. Serbus LR, Casper-Lindley C, Landmann F, Sullivan W. 2008. The genetics
and cell biology of Wolbachia-host interactions. Annu Rev Genet
42:683–707. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.genet.41.110306.130354.

22. Carrington LB, Tran BCN, Le NTH, Luong TTH, Nguyen TT, Nguyen PT,
Nguyen CVV, Nguyen HTC, Vu TT, Vo LT, Le DT, Vu NT, Nguyen GT, Luu
HQ, Dang AD, Hurst TP, O'Neill SL, Tran VT, Kien DTH, Nguyen NM,
Wolbers M, Wills B, Simmons CP. 2018. Field- and clinically derived esti-
mates of Wolbachia-mediated blocking of dengue virus transmission
potential in Aedes aegypti mosquitoes. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A
115:361–366. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1715788115.

23. Flores HA, Taneja de Bruyne J, O'Donnell TB, Tuyet Nhu V, Thi Giang N,
Thi Xuan Trang H, Thi Thuy Van H, Thi Long V, Thi Dui L, Le Anh Huy H,
Thi Le Duyen H, Thi Van Thuy N, Thanh Phong N, Van Vinh Chau N, Thi
Hue Kien D, Thuy Vi T, Wills B, O'Neill SL, Simmons CP, Carrington LB.
2020. Multiple Wolbachia strains provide comparative levels of protec-
tion against dengue virus infection in Aedes aegypti. PLoS Pathog 16:
e1008433. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008433.

24. Ryan PA, Turley AP, Wilson G, Hurst TP, Retzki K, Brown-Kenyon J,
Hodgson L, Kenny N, Cook H, Montgomery BL, Paton CJ, Ritchie SA,
Hoffmann AA, Jewell NP, Tanamas SK, Anders KL, Simmons CP, O'Neill
SL. 2019. Establishment of wMel Wolbachia in Aedes aegypti mosquitoes
and reduction of local dengue transmission in Cairns and surrounding
locations in northern Queensland, Australia. Gates Open Res 3:1547.
https://doi.org/10.12688/gatesopenres.13061.1.

25. Callaway E. 2020. The mosquito strategy that could eliminate dengue.
Nature https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-02492-1.

26. Indriani C, Tantowijoyo W, RancËs E, Andari B, Prabowo E, Yusdi D, Ansari
M, Wardana D, Supriyati E, Nurhayati I, Ernesia I, Setyawan S, Fitriana I,
Arguni E, Amelia Y, Ahmad R, Jewell N, Dufault S, Ryan P, Green B,
McAdam T, O'Neill S, Tanamas S, Simmons C, Anders K, Utarini A. 2020.
Reduced dengue incidence following deployments of Wolbachia-
infected Aedes aegypti in Yogyakarta, Indonesia: a quasi-experimental
trial using controlled interrupted time series analysis. Gates Open Res
4:50. https://doi.org/10.12688/gatesopenres.13122.1.

27. Richardson MF, Weinert LA, Welch JJ, Linheiro RS, Magwire MM, Jiggins
FM, Bergman CM. 2012. Population genomics of the Wolbachia endo-
symbiont in Drosophila melanogaster. PLoS Genet 8:e1003129. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1003129.

28. Early AM, Clark AG. 2013. Monophyly of Wolbachia pipientis genomes
within Drosophila melanogaster: geographic structuring, titre variation
and host effects across five populations. Mol Ecol 22:5765–5778. https://
doi.org/10.1111/mec.12530.

29. Huang B, Yang Q, Hoffmann AA, Ritchie SA, van den Hurk AF, Warrilow
D. 2020. Wolbachia genome stability and mtDNA variants in Aedes aegypti
field populations eight years after release. iScience 23:101572–101572.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2020.101572.

30. Ford SA, Allen SL, Ohm JR, Sigle LT, Sebastian A, Albert I, Chenoweth SF,
McGraw EA. 2019. Selection on Aedes aegypti alters Wolbachia-medi-
ated dengue virus blocking and fitness. Nat Microbiol 4:1832–1839.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-019-0533-3.

31. Ahmad NA, Mancini MV, Ant TH, Martinez J, Kamarul GMR, Nazni WA,
Hoffmann AA, Sinkins SP. 2021. Wolbachia strain wAlbB maintains high
density and dengue inhibition following introduction into a field popu-
lation of Aedes aegypti. Philos Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci 376:20190809.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2019.0809.

32. Frentiu FD, Zakir T, Walker T, Popovici J, Pyke AT, van den Hurk A,
McGraw EA, O'Neill SL. 2014. Limited dengue virus replication in field-
collected Aedes aegypti mosquitoes infected with Wolbachia. PLoS Negl
Trop Dis 8:e2688. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002688.

33. Bull JJ, Turelli M. 2013. Wolbachia versus dengue: evolutionary forecasts.
Evol Med Public Health 2013:197–207. https://doi.org/10.1093/emph/
eot018.

34. Murray JV, Jansen CC, De Barro P. 2016. Risk associated with the release
of Wolbachia-infected Aedes aegypti mosquitoes into the environment
in an effort to control dengue. Front Public Health 4:43. https://doi.org/
10.3389/fpubh.2016.00043.

35. Menendez-Arias L. 2013. Molecular basis of human immunodeficiency
virus type 1 drug resistance: overview and recent developments. Antivi-
ral Res 98:93–120. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2013.01.007.

36. Pawlotsky JM. 2016. Hepatitis C virus resistance to direct-acting antiviral
drugs in interferon-free regimens. Gastroenterology 151:70–86. https://
doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2016.04.003.

37. Sheu TG, Deyde VM, Okomo-Adhiambo M, Garten RJ, Xu X, Bright RA,
Butler EN, Wallis TR, Klimov AI, Gubareva LV. 2008. Surveillance for neur-
aminidase inhibitor resistance among human influenza A and B viruses
circulating worldwide from 2004 to 2008. Antimicrob Agents Chemother
52:3284–3292. https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00555-08.

38. Lindsey ARI, Bhattacharya T, Newton ILG, Hardy RW. 2018. Conflict in the
intracellular lives of endosymbionts and viruses: a mechanistic look at
Wolbachia-mediated pathogen-blocking. Viruses 10:141. https://doi.org/
10.3390/v10040141.

39. Paintsil E, Cheng YC. 2009. Antiviral agents. p 223–257. Elsevier Inc, New
York, NY. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-012373944-5.00178-4.

40. Amuzu HE, McGraw EA. 2016. Wolbachia-based dengue virus inhibition
is not tissue-specific in Aedes aegypti. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 10:e0005145.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005145.

41. Ant TH, Herd CS, Geoghegan V, Hoffmann AA, Sinkins SP. 2018. The Wol-
bachia strain wAu provides highly efficient virus transmission blocking
in Aedes aegypti. PLoS Pathog 14:e1006815. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.ppat.1006815.

42. Fraser JE, O'Donnell TB, Duyvestyn JM, O'Neill SL, Simmons CP, Flores
HA. 2020. Novel phenotype of Wolbachia strain wPip in Aedes aegypti
challenges assumptions on mechanisms of Wolbachia-mediated dengue
virus inhibition. PLoS Pathog 16:e1008410. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.ppat.1008410.

43. Kaur R, Martinez J, Rota-Stabelli O, Jiggins FM, Miller WJ. 2020. Age, tis-
sue, genotype and virus infection regulate Wolbachia levels in Drosoph-
ila. Mol Ecol 29:2063–2079. https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.15462.

44. Martinez J, Tolosana I, Ok S, Smith S, Snoeck K, Day JP, Jiggins FM. 2017.
Symbiont strain is the main determinant of variation in Wolbachia-medi-
ated protection against viruses across Drosophila species. Mol Ecol
26:4072–4084. https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.14164.

45. Osborne SE, Iturbe-Ormaetxe I, Brownlie JC, O'Neill SL, Johnson KN.
2012. Antiviral protection and the importance of Wolbachia density and tis-
sue tropism in Drosophila simulans. Appl Environ Microbiol 78:6922–6929.
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01727-12.

46. Ferguson NM, Kien DT, Clapham H, Aguas R, Trung VT, Chau TN,
Popovici J, Ryan PA, O'Neill SL, McGraw EA, Long VT, Dui Le T, Nguyen
HL, Chau NV, Wills B, Simmons CP. 2015. Modeling the impact on virus
transmission of Wolbachia-mediated blocking of dengue virus infection
of Aedes aegypti. Sci Transl Med 7:279ra37. https://doi.org/10.1126/
scitranslmed.3010370.

47. Ye YH, Carrasco AM, Frentiu FD, Chenoweth SF, Beebe NW, van den Hurk
AF, Simmons CP, O'Neill SL, McGraw EA. 2015. Wolbachia reduces the
transmission potential of dengue-infected Aedes aegypti. PLoS Negl
Trop Dis 9:e0003894. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003894.

48. Irwin KK, Renzette N, Kowalik TF, Jensen JD. 2016. Antiviral drug resist-
ance as an adaptive process. Virus Evol 2:vew014. https://doi.org/10
.1093/ve/vew014.

49. Nainu F, Trenerry A, Johnson KN. 2019. Wolbachia-mediated antiviral
protection is cell-autonomous. J Gen Virol 100:1587–1592. https://doi
.org/10.1099/jgv.0.001342.

50. Moreira LA, Iturbe-Ormaetxe I, Jeffery JA, Lu G, Pyke AT, Hedges LM,
Rocha BC, Hall-Mendelin S, Day A, Riegler M, Hugo LE, Johnson KN, Kay
BH, McGraw EA, van den Hurk AF, Ryan PA, O'Neill SL. 2009. A Wolbachia
symbiont in Aedes aegypti limits infection with dengue, Chikungunya,
and Plasmodium. Cell 139:1268–1278. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2009
.11.042.

51. Bhattacharya T, Newton ILG, Hardy RW. 2020. Viral RNA is a target for
Wolbachia-mediated pathogen blocking. PLoS Pathog 16:e1008513.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008513.

52. Lu P, Bian G, Pan X, Xi Z. 2012. Wolbachia induces density-dependent in-
hibition to dengue virus in mosquito cells. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 6:e1754.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001754.

53. Forrester NL, Coffey LL, Weaver SC. 2014. Arboviral bottlenecks and chal-
lenges to maintaining diversity and fitness during mosquito transmis-
sion. Viruses 6:3991–4004. https://doi.org/10.3390/v6103991.

54. Sim S, Aw PP, Wilm A, Teoh G, Hue KD, Nguyen NM, Nagarajan N,
Simmons CP, Hibberd ML. 2015. Tracking dengue virus intra-host
genetic diversity during human-to-mosquito transmission. PLoS Negl
Trop Dis 9:e0004052. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004052.

55. Lequime S, Fontaine A, Ar Gouilh M, Moltini-Conclois I, Lambrechts L.
2016. Genetic drift, purifying selection and vector genotype shape

Minireview Journal of Virology

July 2021 Volume 95 Issue 13 e02203-20 jvi.asm.org 11

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/j

vi
 o

n 
17

 F
eb

ru
ar

y 
20

22
 b

y 
20

01
:3

88
:6

08
c:

4c
b0

::1
:1

28
.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0008157
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0008157
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.genet.41.110306.130354
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1715788115
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008433
https://doi.org/10.12688/gatesopenres.13061.1
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-02492-1
https://doi.org/10.12688/gatesopenres.13122.1
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1003129
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1003129
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.12530
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.12530
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2020.101572
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-019-0533-3
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2019.0809
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002688
https://doi.org/10.1093/emph/eot018
https://doi.org/10.1093/emph/eot018
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2016.00043
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2016.00043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2013.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2016.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2016.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00555-08
https://doi.org/10.3390/v10040141
https://doi.org/10.3390/v10040141
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-012373944-5.00178-4
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005145
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006815
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006815
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008410
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008410
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.15462
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.14164
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01727-12
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.3010370
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.3010370
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003894
https://doi.org/10.1093/ve/vew014
https://doi.org/10.1093/ve/vew014
https://doi.org/10.1099/jgv.0.001342
https://doi.org/10.1099/jgv.0.001342
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2009.11.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2009.11.042
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008513
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001754
https://doi.org/10.3390/v6103991
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004052
https://jvi.asm.org


dengue virus intra-host genetic diversity in mosquitoes. PLoS Genet 12:
e1006111. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1006111.

56. Riemersma KK, Jaeger AS, Crooks CM, Braun KM, Weger-Lucarelli J, Ebel
GD, Friedrich TC, Aliota MT. 2021. Rapid evolution of enhanced Zika virus
virulence during direct vertebrate transmission chains. J Virol 95:e02218-
20. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02218-20.

57. Khoo CC, Doty JB, Held NL, Olson KE, Franz AW. 2013. Isolation of midgut
escape mutants of two American genotype dengue 2 viruses from Aedes
aegypti. Virol J 10:257. https://doi.org/10.1186/1743-422X-10-257.

58. Xiao X, Liu Y, Zhang X, Wang J, Li Z, Pang X, Wang P, Cheng G. 2014.
Complement-related proteins control the flavivirus infection of Aedes
aegypti by inducing antimicrobial peptides. PLoS Pathog 10:e1004027.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004027.

59. Cruz-Oliveira C, Freire JM, Conceicao TM, Higa LM, Castanho MA, Da
Poian AT. 2015. Receptors and routes of dengue virus entry into the host
cells. FEMS Microbiol Rev 39:155–170. https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/
fuu004.

60. Lu P, Sun Q, Fu P, Li K, Liang X, Xi Z. 2020. Wolbachia inhibits binding of
dengue and Zika viruses to mosquito cells. Front Microbiol 11:1750–1750.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.01750.

61. Haqshenas G, Terradas G, Paradkar PN, Duchemin J-B, McGraw EA,
Doerig C. 2019. A role for the insulin receptor in the suppression of den-
gue virus and Zika virus in Wolbachia-infected mosquito cells. Cell Rep
26:529–535.e3. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2018.12.068.

62. Holmes EC. 2003. Patterns of intra- and interhost nonsynonymous
variation reveal strong purifying selection in dengue virus. J Virol
77:11296–11298. https://doi.org/10.1128/jvi.77.20.11296-11298.2003.

63. Woelk CH, Holmes EC. 2002. Reduced positive selection in vector-borne
RNA viruses. Mol Biol Evol 19:2333–2336. vol p https://doi.org/10.1093/
oxfordjournals.molbev.a004059.

64. Dolan PT, Taguwa S, Rangel MA, Acevedo A, Hagai T, Andino R, Frydman
J. 2021. Principles of dengue virus evolvability derived from genotype-
fitness maps in human and mosquito cells. Elife 10:e61921. https://doi
.org/10.7554/eLife.61921.

65. Thomas S, Verma J, Woolfit M, O'Neill SL. 2018. Wolbachia-mediated vi-
rus blocking in mosquito cells is dependent on XRN1-mediated viral
RNA degradation and influenced by viral replication rate. PLoS Pathog
14:e1006879. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006879.

66. Rainey SM, Martinez J, McFarlane M, Juneja P, Sarkies P, Lulla A,
Schnettler E, Varjak M, Merits A, Miska EA, Jiggins FM, Kohl A. 2016. Wol-
bachia blocks viral genome replication early in infection without a tran-
scriptional response by the endosymbiont or host small RNA pathways.
PLoS Pathog 12:e1005536. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1005536.

67. Bhattacharya T, Newton ILG, Hardy RW. 2017. Wolbachia elevates host
methyltransferase expression to block an RNA virus early during
infection. PLoS Pathog 13:e1006427. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal
.ppat.1006427.

68. Fraser JE, De Bruyne JT, Iturbe-Ormaetxe I, Stepnell J, Burns RL, Flores
HA, O'Neill SL. 2017. Novel Wolbachia-transinfected Aedes aegypti mos-
quitoes possess diverse fitness and vector competence phenotypes. PLoS
Pathog 13:e1006751. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006751.

69. Walker T, Johnson PH, Moreira LA, Iturbe-Ormaetxe I, Frentiu FD,
McMeniman CJ, Leong YS, Dong Y, Axford J, Kriesner P, Lloyd AL, Ritchie
SA, O'Neill SL, Hoffmann AA. 2011. The wMel Wolbachia strain blocks den-
gue and invades caged Aedes aegypti populations. Nature 476:450–453.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10355.

70. Jimenez NE, Gerdtzen ZP, Olivera-Nappa A, Salgado JC, Conca C. 2019. A
systems biology approach for studying Wolbachia metabolism reveals
points of interaction with its host in the context of arboviral infection.
PLoS Negl Trop Dis 13:e0007678. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd
.0007678.

71. Koh C, Islam MN, Ye YH, Chotiwan N, Graham B, Belisle JT, Kouremenos
KA, Dayalan S, Tull DL, Klatt S, Perera R, McGraw EA. 2020. Dengue virus
dominates lipid metabolism modulations in Wolbachia-coinfected
Aedes aegypti. Commun Biol 3:518. https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-020
-01254-z.

72. Manokaran G, Flores HA, Dickson CT, Narayana VK, Kanojia K, Dayalan S,
Tull D, McConville MJ, Mackenzie JM, Simmons CP. 2020. Modulation of acyl-
carnitines, the broad mechanism behind Wolbachia-mediated inhibition of
medically important flaviviruses in Aedes aegypti. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A
117:24475–24483. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1914814117.

73. Caragata EP, Rances E, Hedges LM, Gofton AW, Johnson KN, O'Neill SL,
McGraw EA. 2013. Dietary cholesterolmodulates pathogen blocking byWolba-
chia. PLoS Pathog 9:e1003459. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003459.

74. Geoghegan V, Stainton K, Rainey SM, Ant TH, Dowle AA, Larson T, Hester
S, Charles PD, Thomas B, Sinkins SP. 2017. Perturbed cholesterol and ve-
sicular trafficking associated with dengue blocking in Wolbachia-
infected Aedes aegypti cells. Nat Commun 8:526. https://doi.org/10
.1038/s41467-017-00610-8.

75. Schultz MJ, Tan AL, Gray CN, Isern S, Michael SF, Frydman HM, Connor
JH. 2018. Wolbachia wStri blocks Zika virus growth at two independent
stages of viral replication. mBio 9:e00738-18. https://doi.org/10.1128/
mBio.00738-18.

76. Lee CJ, Lin HR, Liao CL, Lin YL. 2008. Cholesterol effectively blocks entry
of flavivirus. J Virol 82:6470–6480. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00117-08.

77. Martín-Acebes MA, Vázquez-Calvo Á, Saiz J-C. 2016. Lipids and flavivi-
ruses, present and future perspectives for the control of dengue, Zika,
and West Nile viruses. Prog Lipid Res 64:123–137. https://doi.org/10
.1016/j.plipres.2016.09.005.

78. Perera R, Riley C, Isaac G, Hopf-Jannasch AS, Moore RJ, Weitz KW, Pasa-
Tolic L, Metz TO, Adamec J, Kuhn RJ. 2012. Dengue virus infection per-
turbs lipid homeostasis in infected mosquito cells. PLoS Pathog 8:
e1002584. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002584.

79. Chotiwan N, Andre BG, Sanchez-Vargas I, Islam MN, Grabowski JM, Hopf-
Jannasch A, Gough E, Nakayasu E, Blair CD, Belisle JT, Hill CA, Kuhn RJ,
Perera R. 2018. Dynamic remodeling of lipids coincides with dengue vi-
rus replication in the midgut of Aedes aegypti mosquitoes. PLoS Pathog
14:e1006853. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006853.

80. Cho KO, Kim GW, Lee OK. 2011. Wolbachia bacteria reside in host Golgi-
related vesicles whose position is regulated by polarity proteins. PLoS
One 6:e22703. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0022703.

81. White PM, Serbus LR, Debec A, Codina A, Bray W, Guichet A, Lokey RS,
Sullivan W. 2017. Reliance of Wolbachia on high rates of host proteolysis
revealed by a genome-wide RNAi screen of Drosophila cells. Genetics
205:1473–1488. https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.116.198903.

82. Fattouh N, Cazevieille C, Landmann F. 2019. Wolbachia endosymbionts
subvert the endoplasmic reticulum to acquire host membranes without
triggering ER stress. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 13:e0007218. https://doi.org/10
.1371/journal.pntd.0007218.

83. Jose J, Taylor AB, Kuhn RJ. 2017. Spatial and temporal analysis of alphavi-
rus replication and assembly in mammalian and mosquito cells. mBio 8:
e02294-16. https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.02294-16.

84. Newton IL, Savytskyy O, Sheehan KB. 2015. Wolbachia utilize host actin
for efficient maternal transmission in Drosophila melanogaster. PLoS
Pathog 11:e1004798. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004798.

85. Ferree PM, Frydman HM, Li JM, Cao J, Wieschaus E, Sullivan W. 2005. Wol-
bachia utilizes host microtubules and Dynein for anterior localization in
the Drosophila oocyte. PLoS Pathog 1:e14. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.ppat.0010014.

86. Serbus LR, Sullivan W. 2007. A cellular basis for Wolbachia recruitment to
the host germline. PLoS Pathog 3:e190. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal
.ppat.0030190.

87. Sheehan KB, Martin M, Lesser CF, Isberg RR, Newton IL. 2016. Identifica-
tion and characterization of a candidate Wolbachia pipientis type IV eEf-
fector that interacts with the actin cytoskeleton. mBio 7:e00622-16.
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00622-16.

88. Zhang J, Wu N, Gao N, Yan W, Sheng Z, Fan D, An J. 2016. Small G Rac1 is
involved in replication cycle of dengue serotype 2 virus in EAhy926 cells
via the regulation of actin cytoskeleton. Sci China Life Sci 59:487–494.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11427-016-5042-5.

89. Zamudio-Meza H, Castillo-Alvarez A, Gonzalez-Bonilla C, Meza I. 2009.
Cross-talk between Rac1 and Cdc42 GTPases regulates formation of filo-
podia required for dengue virus type-2 entry into HMEC-1 cells. J Gen
Virol 90:2902–2911. https://doi.org/10.1099/vir.0.014159-0.

90. Teo CS, Chu JJ. 2014. Cellular vimentin regulates construction of dengue
virus replication complexes through interaction with NS4A protein. J
Virol 88:1897–1913. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01249-13.

91. Chen W, Gao N, Wang JL, Tian YP, Chen ZT, An J. 2008. Vimentin is
required for dengue virus serotype 2 infection but microtubules are not
necessary for this process. Arch Virol 153:1777–1781. https://doi.org/10
.1007/s00705-008-0183-x.

92. Vancini R, Wang G, Ferreira D, Hernandez R, Brown DT. 2013. Alphavirus
genome delivery occurs directly at the plasma membrane in a time- and
temperature-dependent process. J Virol 87:4352–4359. https://doi.org/
10.1128/JVI.03412-12.

93. Kielian M, Chanel-Vos C, Liao M. 2010. Alphavirus entry and membrane
fusion. Viruses 2:796–825. https://doi.org/10.3390/v2040796.

Minireview Journal of Virology

July 2021 Volume 95 Issue 13 e02203-20 jvi.asm.org 12

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/j

vi
 o

n 
17

 F
eb

ru
ar

y 
20

22
 b

y 
20

01
:3

88
:6

08
c:

4c
b0

::1
:1

28
.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1006111
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02218-20
https://doi.org/10.1186/1743-422X-10-257
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004027
https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fuu004
https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fuu004
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.01750
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2018.12.068
https://doi.org/10.1128/jvi.77.20.11296-11298.2003
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.molbev.a004059
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.molbev.a004059
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.61921
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.61921
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006879
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1005536
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006427
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006427
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006751
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10355
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007678
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007678
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-020-01254-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42003-020-01254-z
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1914814117
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003459
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00610-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00610-8
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00738-18
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00738-18
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00117-08
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plipres.2016.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plipres.2016.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002584
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006853
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0022703
https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.116.198903
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007218
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007218
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.02294-16
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004798
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.0010014
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.0010014
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.0030190
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.0030190
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00622-16
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11427-016-5042-5
https://doi.org/10.1099/vir.0.014159-0
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01249-13
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00705-008-0183-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00705-008-0183-x
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.03412-12
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.03412-12
https://doi.org/10.3390/v2040796
https://jvi.asm.org


94. Boo I, teWierik K, Douam F, Lavillette D, Poumbourios P, Drummer HE.
2012. Distinct roles in folding, CD81 receptor binding and viral entry for
conserved histidine residues of hepatitis C virus glycoprotein E1 and E2.
Biochem J 443:85–94. https://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20110868.

95. Fritz R, Stiasny K, Heinz FX. 2008. Identification of specific histidines as
pH sensors in flavivirus membrane fusion. J Cell Biol 183:353–361.
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200806081.

96. Chaudhury S, Ripoll DR, Wallqvist A. 2015. Structure-based pKa predic-
tion provides a thermodynamic basis for the role of histidines in pH-
induced conformational transitions in dengue virus. Biochem Biophys
Rep 4:375–385. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrep.2015.10.014.

97. McLean BJ, Dainty KR, Flores HA, O'Neill SL. 2019. Differential suppres-
sion of persistent insect specific viruses in trans-infected wMel and
wMelPop-CLA Aedes-derived mosquito lines. Virology 527:141–145.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virol.2018.11.012.

98. Schnettler E, Sreenu VB, Mottram T, McFarlane M. 2016. Wolbachia
restricts insect-specific flavivirus infection in Aedes aegypti cells. J Gen
Virol 97:3024–3029. https://doi.org/10.1099/jgv.0.000617.

99. Sun Y, Li J, Gao GF, Tien P, Liu W. 2018. Bunyavirales ribonucleoproteins:
the viral replication and transcription machinery. Crit Rev Microbiol
44:522–540. https://doi.org/10.1080/1040841X.2018.1446901.

100. Fontana J, López-Montero N, Elliott RM, Fernández JJ, Risco C. 2008. The
unique architecture of Bunyamwera virus factories around the Golgi complex.
Cell Microbiol 10:2012–2028. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-5822.2008.01184.x.

101. Martinez J, Bruner-Montero G, Arunkumar R, Smith SCL, Day JP, Longdon
B, Jiggins FM. 2019. Virus evolution inWolbachia-infected Drosophila. Proc Biol
Sci 286:20192117. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2019.2117.

102. Koh C, Audsley MD, Di Giallonardo F, Kerton EJ, Young PR, Holmes EC,
McGraw EA. 2019. Sustained Wolbachia-mediated blocking of dengue
virus isolates following serial passage in Aedes aegypti cell culture. Virus
Evol 5:vez012. https://doi.org/10.1093/ve/vez012.

103. Ross PA, Axford JK, Yang Q, Staunton KM, Ritchie SA, Richardson KM,
Hoffmann AA. 2020. Heatwaves cause fluctuations in wMel Wolbachia
densities and frequencies in Aedes aegypti. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 14:
e0007958. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007958.

104. Wilder-Smith A. 2020. Dengue vaccine development by the year 2020:
challenges and prospects. Curr Opin Virol 43:71–78. https://doi.org/10
.1016/j.coviro.2020.09.004.

105. Buchman A, Gamez S, Li M, Antoshechkin I, Li HH, Wang HW, Chen CH,
Klein MJ, Duchemin JB, Crowe JE, Jr., Paradkar PN, Akbari OS. 2020. Broad den-
gue neutralization in mosquitoes expressing an engineered antibody. PLoS
Pathog 16:e1008103. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008103.

Minireview Journal of Virology

July 2021 Volume 95 Issue 13 e02203-20 jvi.asm.org 13

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/j

vi
 o

n 
17

 F
eb

ru
ar

y 
20

22
 b

y 
20

01
:3

88
:6

08
c:

4c
b0

::1
:1

28
.

https://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20110868
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200806081
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrep.2015.10.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virol.2018.11.012
https://doi.org/10.1099/jgv.0.000617
https://doi.org/10.1080/1040841X.2018.1446901
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-5822.2008.01184.x
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2019.2117
https://doi.org/10.1093/ve/vez012
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007958
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2020.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2020.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1008103
https://jvi.asm.org

	REDUCING DENGUE INCIDENCE WITH WOLBACHIA-BASED BIOCONTROL MEASURES
	IMPACTS OF EVOLUTION ON WOLBACHIA AS A BIOCONTROL TOOL
	SELECTION AND EMERGENCE OF WOLBACHIA-RESISTANT VIRUS IN MOSQUITOES
	wMel and wAlbB Wolbachia strains provide incomplete protection against DENV.

	PROCESS OF WOLBACHIA-RESISTANT VIRUS SELECTION
	Evolutionary processes that impact maintenance of DENV variants.

	WOLBACHIA IMPACTS ON THE SUBCELLULAR DENV INFECTIOUS CYCLE
	Overcoming Wolbachia-induced host effects that contribute to viral inhibition.

	VIRUS FAMILIES THAT ARE RESISTANT TO WOLBACHIA
	INVESTIGATING EVOLUTION OF WOLBACHIA-RESISTANT VIRUSES
	DETECTION AND MANAGEMENT OF WOLBACHIA-RESISTANT DENV
	CONCLUDING REMARKS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES

