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France, 4 University of Lyon, Université Claude-Bernard (UCBL), Lyon, France, 5 Institut Hospitalo-Universitaire, Pôle Hépato-
digestif, Nouvel Hôpital Civil, Strasbourg, France, 6 Institut Universitaire de France (IUF), Paris, France

A hallmark for the development and progression of chronic liver diseases is the persistent
dysregulation of signaling pathways related to inflammatory responses, which eventually
promotes the development of hepatic fibrosis, cirrhosis and hepatocellular carcinoma
(HCC). The two major etiological agents associated with these complications in
immunocompetent patients are hepatitis B virus (HBV) and hepatitis C virus (HCV),
accounting for almost 1.4 million liver disease-associated deaths worldwide. Although
both differ significantly from the point of their genomes and viral life cycles, they exert not
only individual but also common strategies to divert innate antiviral defenses. Multiple
virus-modulated pathways implicated in stress and inflammation illustrate how chronic
viral hepatitis persistently tweaks host signaling processes with important consequences
for liver pathogenesis. The following review aims to summarize the molecular events
implicated in the sensing of viral nucleic acids, the mechanisms employed by HBV and
HCV to counter these measures and how the dysregulation of these cellular pathways
drives the development of chronic liver disease and the progression toward HCC.
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INTRODUCTION

The accelerating technological developments in biomedical and genomic research have made us
aware of the enormous variety of viruses present in our environment and within ourselves (1, 2).
Moreover, this has also given us a glimpse into our own past, as every biologic replication system
with appreciable complexity co-evolves with parasites and at the same time develops mechanisms of
resistance to them (3, 4). An important evolutionary milestone in vertebrates was the development
of interferons (IFNs). IFN types I-III signal via the Janus kinase/signal transducer and activator of
transcription (JAK/STAT) pathways, triggering a series of sophisticated antiviral defense
mechanisms (5). These consist on the induction of a complex expression pattern comprising a
myriad of interferon-stimulated genes (ISGs), which promote an inflammatory state aimed to
counter the viral presence or tilt the cellular balance toward apoptosis if the infection is not resolved
(6). As this response needs to be transient in order to avoid excessive tissue damage, IFN signaling
pathways are tightly regulated by multiple feedback mechanisms, which include members of the
suppressor of cytokine signaling (SOCS) family among others (7). IFNs are induced by certain types
org February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 6240341
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of exogenous nucleic acids (8). DNA and RNA are universal
molecules in biology and thus any innate immune defense
system based on the detection of viral nucleic acids must be
capable of differentiating between the ones belonging to the host
and ones that are foreign to it (9). Now, more than thirty years
after this hypothesis was originally put forward, there has been
substantial progress in the identification of these nucleic acid
sensors and the understanding of their mechanisms of
action (10).

Here, we explore these cellular receptors and their
downstream signaling pathways in the context of the two
major etiologies of chronic liver disease: hepatitis B (HBV) and
hepatitis C virus (HCV). Patients with chronic viral hepatitis
present a considerably increased risk of developing hepatic
complications such as cirrhosis and hepatocellular carcinoma
(HCC), with estimates suggesting that more than 1.4 million
deaths each year are associated with these diseases (11, 12). HBV
is a small noncytopathic DNA virus from the Hepadnaviridae
family, and HCV is a single-stranded RNA virus from the
Flaviviridae family (13, 14). Both exclusively hepatotropic
viruses represent a tremendous global health burden with more
than 320 million people chronically infected (15, 16). In this
review, we introduce this topic with a general description of the
cellular components implicated in the sensing of viral nucleic
acids. This is followed by exploring the role of such sensors in the
context of HBV and HCV infection and the viral strategies aimed
to evade innate immune responses. Finally, we address the
potential implications arising from the dysregulation of nucleic
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 2
acid-sensing pathways as a driving component in the
development and progression of HCC.
SIGNALING PATHWAYS IMPLICATED IN
VIRAL NUCLEIC ACID SENSING

Pattern recognition receptors (PRR) implicated in the sensing of
nucleic acids as pathogen-associated molecular patterns
(PAMPs) can be divided in two main categories according to
their mechanism of action (i.e., indirect or direct antiviral
activity). The first category comprises PRRs belonging to the
Toll-like receptor (TLR) and RIG-I–like receptor (RLR) families
that are involved in RNA sensing, and a series of DNA sensors.
These molecules induce the activation of transcription factors
that favor the expression of cytokines such as type I IFN, ISGs
and chemokines that recruit immune cells to the site of infection
(17). In addition, these sensors can induce diverse types of
programmed cell death such as apoptosis and pyroptosis in
order to limit the spread of the infectious process (18). The
second category of receptors includes nucleic acid sensors that
possess direct antiviral activity, which is aimed against viral
replication, translation or virion assembly (19, 20). Typically, the
expression of such sensors is secondary to the production of IFNs
or PRR signaling.

RNA sensors of the TLR family include TLR3, TLR7, and
TLR8, with the three of them located at the endosomal
membrane (21) (Figure 1A). In this context, TLR3 is activated
A B

FIGURE 1 | RNA sensing and viral manipulation of TLR and RLR signaling pathways. (A) Foreign RNA sensing is mediated by TLR3, 7, and 8 in the endosomal
compartment. These signals are transduced via TRIF in the case of TLR3 and by intermediary of MYD88 for TLR7 and TLR8. Their activation leads to the production
of type I IFNs via IRF3/7 and to the expression of other genes such as IL-1b and NLRP3 via the NF-kB pathway. HBV has been reported to impair TLR signaling
pathways via decreased expression of TLR3. Similarly, HCV affects TLR signaling by decreasing the presence of dsRNA in endosomes and via NS3/4A-mediated
degradation of TRIF. (B) Foreign RNA sensing is mediated by MDA5 and RIG-I in the cytoplasmic compartment. K63-linked ubiquitination of RIG-I by RIPLET is
necessary for its activation. MDA5 and RIG-I signals converge in the activation of MAVS and are carried via TRAF, TBK1 and IKKϵ for the induction of IFNs, or via
IKKa, IKKb, and IKKg for induction of the NF-kB pathway. Alternatively, MAVS signaling can also induce apoptosis via activation of caspase 8. HBV has been
reported to impair RLR signaling pathways via miR-146a–mediated downregulation of RIG-I. Similarly, HCV affects RLR signaling via NS3/4A-mediated degradation
of RIPLET and MAVS.
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by short double-stranded RNA (dsRNA) of 40 to 50 bp (22).
TLR7 and TLR8 detect polyU and GU-rich stretches of nucleic
acid, this being mainly dsRNA for TLR7 and exclusively single-
stranded RNA (ssRNA) for TLR8 (23–25). These signals are
carried downstream via TIR domain-containing adaptor-
inducing IFN-b (TRIF) in the case of TLR3 (26, 27), while
TLR7 and TLR8 do so by intermediary of myeloid differentiation
primary response protein 88 (MYD88) (24). Their activation
leads to the production of type I IFNs via interferon regulatory
factor 3 (IRF3)/IRF7, and to the expression of other genes such as
interleukin 1 beta (IL-1b) and NOD-, LRR-, and pyrin domain-
containing 3 (NLRP3) via the nuclear factor-kB (NF-kB)
pathway (28, 29).

The RLR family of RNA receptors comprises retinoic acid-
inducible gene I (RIG-I) and melanoma differentiation-
associated 5 (MDA5) as main sensors of foreign RNA in the
cytoplasm (Figure 1B). RIG-I has been described to sense both
long and short dsRNA, with the particular context defining if this
is dependent or not of 5′ modifications (30–33). Additionally,
RIG-I has been reported to recognize cytoplasmic DNA (34).
MDA5 is strongly activated by very long dsRNA (30). A third
member of the family, laboratory of genetics and physiology 2
(LGP2), functions primarily as a regulator of RIG-I and MDA5
activity (35).

RIG-I- and MDA5-induced signaling converges in the
activation of mitochondrial antiviral signaling protein (MAVS),
a key component acting as a hub for the induction of an antiviral
state in the cell (36). Lysine 63 (K63)-linked ubiquitination of
RIG-I by RING finger protein leading to RIG-I activation
(RIPLET) is necessary for its interaction with MAVS at the
mitochondrial membrane (37, 38). Subsequently, MAVS
signaling leads to its association with tumor necrosis factor
(TNF) receptor-associated factor (TRAF) proteins, TANK
binding kinase 1 (TBK1) or IkB kinase ϵ (IKKϵ) in order to
trigger activation of the IRF3/IRF7 pathway. Alternatively, this
can occur via its association with the IKKa, IKKb, and IKKg
complex for induction of the NF-kB pathway. The transduction
of these signals results in the production of type I and III IFNs or
the expression of proapoptotic genes such as p53-upregulated
modulator of apoptosis (PUMA). Moreover, MAVS signaling
can also induce apoptosis via activation of caspase 8 (39). As a
side note, is worth mentioning that an important tool in the
study and characterization of these RNA-sensing pathways has
been the use of polyinosinic–polycytidylic acid (poly(I:C)).
Structurally, poly(I:C) resembles dsRNA and is able to induce
the activation of PRRs, such as TLR3, MDA5, and RIG-I (40, 41).

Foreign DNA sensing is mediated by TLR9 in the endosomal
compartment and by absent in melanoma 2 (AIM2), interferon
gamma inducible protein 16 (IFI16) and cyclic GMP-AMP
synthase (cGAS) in the cytosol (Figure 2A). TLR9 is
responsible for the recognition of DNA containing
unmethylated CpGs or short DNA/RNA hybrid molecules (42,
43). These signals progress through MYD88, IRF7 and NF-kB, as
previously described for the other TLR family members. AIM2
seems to recognize dsDNA with a minimum length of 80 bp (44).
cGAS senses dsDNA of approximately 20–40 bp, although these
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 3
fragments can be shorter (≥12 bp) in the case of G-rich Y-form
DNA (45, 46). IFI16 has been reported to recognize longer
dsDNA molecules, with an optimal length of 150 bp (47). In
the case of cGAS, its activation leads to the production of the
dinucleotide cyclic GMP-AMP (cGAMP), which acts as a second
messenger to induce downstream signaling via stimulator of
interferon response cGAMP interactor (STING). The binding of
cGAMP to STING induces its dimerization and K63
ubiquitination by the ubiquitin ligases tripartite motif protein
25 (TRIM25) and TRIM56 (48, 49). Activation of STING
ultimately leads to its interaction with TBK1 and the
transduction of these signals via IRF3 in order to produce type
I IFNs (50, 51). Similarly, IFI16 binding to dsDNA leads to
activation of the STING pathway (52). On the contrary,
AIM2 sensing of cytosolic DNA results in its interaction
with apoptosis-associated speck-like protein containing
a CARD (ASC), a key adaptor protein in the formation
of inflammasomes (53). This event leads to the cleavage of
caspase 1, the secretion of IL-1b and the induction of
pyroptotic cell death (54).

As mentioned before, the second category of nucleic acid
receptors is characterized by having a direct antiviral action
(Figure 2B). Some of the relevant examples of this class of
molecules are protein kinase R (PKR), 2′-5′-oligoadenylate
synthetase (OAS) and adenosine deaminase RNA specific
(ADAR). PKR is activated by recognition of dsRNA with a
length larger than 30 bp (55), leading to an inhibition of
mRNA translation by interference with eukaryotic translation
initiation factor 2 alpha (EIF2A) (56). OAS proteins recognize
dsRNA with a similar length as PKR, but in this case, it leads to
the synthesis of 2′-5′-oligoadenylate that acts as a second
messenger for the activation of RNase L (latent) and the
induction of RNA degradation (57). ADAR proteins bind to
long dsRNA with complex secondary structures (58), a process
that catalyzes the C6 deamination of adenosine to produce
inosine (A-to-I editing) leading to the alteration of RNA
structure, localization and coding capability (59).
SENSING OF HBV AND HCV NUCLEIC
ACIDS IN HEPATOCYTES

Following acute infection, HCV induces a strong inflammatory
response characterized by the expression of hundreds of ISGs
(60). These transcriptional changes have been shown to correlate
with HCV viral load, suggesting that the expression of ISGs is
principally mediated by PAMPs that activate innate sensors such
as the ones previously mentioned (61). In contrast, HBV has
been classically described as a stealth virus due to its capacity not
to induce an apparent immune response (62). This might be
either due to the replication strategies that allow HBV to escape
the innate immune response without being detected or due to
direct suppressive action over IFN signaling cascades despite its
detection by PRRs. In support of the former notion, it has been
shown by the culture of ex vivo liver biopsies from HBV-infected
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 624034
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patients, that presence of the virus does not hamper RNA-
induced TLR and RLR signaling (63). Moreover, although
DNA-sensing pathways such as cGAS/STING seem
functionally activated, HBV infection suppressed cGAS
expression and function in hepatocytes (64), but not in
immune mediators such as Kupffer cells (65). However, as we
will see in the following paragraphs, an increasing amount of
evidence suggests that in spite of being a weak inducer of
proinflammatory cytokines, HBV can be recognized by the
innate immune system (66).
TLR SIGNALING PATHWAYS

Members of the TLR family, namely TLR3, 7 and 9 have been
shown to play key roles mediating immune responses against
HBV infection in an IFN-dependent manner (67). Similarly,
HCV infection has been reported to induce the expression of
TNF-a via TLR7/8 signaling. Consequently, TNF-a activates its
receptor (i.e., TNFR1) and leads to the suppression of HCV via
the expression of ISGs (68). The clinical relevance of TLR
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 4
signaling in the context of these two hepatotropic viruses has
been highlighted by the identification of single nucleotide
polymorphisms (SNPs) present in the TLR3 and TLR9 genes,
as they are associated with the clinical course of infection.
Indeed, TLR3 SNPs have been linked to a reduced likelihood
of spontaneous HBsAg and HBeAg seroclearance and an
increased risk of developing chronic HBV infection (69, 70).
These SNPs are also relevant during HCV infection as they are
associated with an increased risk of chronic infection and HCV-
associated liver disease (70). In particular, TLR9 SNPs have
been associated with spontaneous HCV clearance in women, as
the expression of TLR9 in this context was linked to the level of
circulating estrogens (71).
RLR SIGNALING PATHWAYS

RIG-I activation during HBV infection results in a weak
production of IFN-a/b in contrast to a marked induction of
IFN-l (72). Moreover, the substrate recognized by RIG-I was
shown to be a 5′ stem loop in the HBV pregenomic RNA
A

B

FIGURE 2 | Viral manipulation of DNA-sensing and directly antiviral signaling pathways. (A) Foreign DNA sensing is mediated by cGAS, IFI16 and AIM2 in the
cytoplasmic compartment. cGAS activation leads to the production of cGAMP, which acts as a second messenger to induce STING activation. cGAMP binding to
STING induces its dimerization and K63 ubiquitination by TRIM25 and TRIM56. This leads STING to interact with TBK1 and transduce these signals via IRF3 or
MAVS in order to produce type I IFNs. Moreover, STING can also be activated by IFI16. AIM2 sensing of cytosolic DNA results in its interaction with ASC, leading to
the cleavage of caspase 1, the secretion of IL-1b and the induction of pyroptotic cell death. Foreign DNA sensing is mediated by TLR9 in the endosomal
compartment. These signals are transduced by intermediary of MYD88 and IRF3/7 in order to produce type I IFNs, and to the expression of other genes such as IL-
1b and NLRP3 via the NF-kB pathway. HBV has been described to impair DNA-sensing pathways via HBV pol-mediated alteration of K67-linked ubiquitination of
STING, HBx-mediated degradation of AIM2 and the decrease of TLR9 expression. Similarly, HCV affects DNA sensing by altering TBK1/STING and MAVS/STING
interaction via its viral protein NS4B. (B) Directly antiviral pathways are mediated by the action of PKR, ADAR, and OAS. PKR activation leads to the inhibition of
mRNA translation via interference with EIF2A. HCV has been described to exploit PKR activity as a means to alter the translation of ISGs. OAS proteins lead to the
activation of RNase L and the induction of RNA degradation. ADAR proteins mediate A-to-I editing, leading to the alteration of RNA structure, localization and coding
capability.
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 624034
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(pgRNA), a region described to contain the encapsidation (ϵ)
sequence. This observation suggests a potential direct antiviral
role of RIG-I via interference with binding of the HBV
polymerase to the viral pgRNA (72). In contrast, HCV-induced
RIG-I activation has been shown to produce a strong hepatic
IFN-b expression, which is followed by the induction of an
antiviral response mediated by ISGs (e.g., ISG54 and ISG56) (73).
In this context, it has been observed that cytosolic HCV RNA is
sensed by RIG-I, specifically at the HCV 3′ poly-U/UC sequence,
the 5′ triphosphate of the uncapped HCV RNA and several short
dsRNA regions (73, 74).

MDA5 also mediates the sensing of nucleic acids associated
with the HBV infectious process (75). Indeed, HBV replication
significantly increases the expression of MDA5 in vivo. Moreover,
MDA5 overexpression induces a decrease of HBV RNA and
encapsidated DNA in vitro. In mechanistic studies, the authors
demonstrated that overexpression of MDA5 during HBV
infection leads to IRF3 activation, NF-kB translocation to the
nucleus and the subsequent expression of ISGs (e.g., MxA, OAS1,
and CXCL10) (75). There is also evidence for a link between HCV
and MDA5 (76). RIG-I and MDA5 activation by HCV occurs in a
sequential and MAVS-dependent manner, as the IFN response is
mediated by RIG-I at early stages of infection while the action of
MDA5 takes place subsequently (77). Just like in the case of TLR
components, the clinical relevance of MDA5 in HCV-associated
disease has been shown by the observation that SNPs in the IFIH1
gene (encoding for MDA5) are highly correlated with the
resolution of HCV infection. Indeed, expression of these gene
variants in vitro led to increased secretion of CXCL10 and IFN-l3,
concomitantly with a surge in the expression of other ISGs (e.g.,
IFN-b, ISG15 and ISG56) (78). Recent evidence suggests that
LGP2 plays a role in strengthening MDA5-mediated innate
immune responses against HCV infection. Indeed, LGP2 was
shown to increase HCV RNA levels in association with MDA5
via its ATPase activity, leading to the expression of IFN-b and
ISGs (79). On the contrary, other studies have reported that LGP2
negatively regulates these signaling pathways by interacting with
TRAF family proteins and interfering with their ubiquitin ligase
activity (80).
DNA-SENSING PATHWAYS

The role of cytoplasmic DNA sensors implicated in the induction
of antiviral responses has been mostly described for HBV, with
very few examples related to HCV infection. In this regard, the
impact of two receptors in this category, IFI16 and AIM2, has been
studied using woodchuck hepatitis virus (WHV) as a model
system since it strongly resembles human HBV infection. In this
model, expression levels of IFI16 and AIM2 were reported to be
increased following acute infection withWHV. This tendency was
consistent in the case of AIM2 following analysis of liver samples
from chronically infected animals, but slightly decreased levels
were observed for IFI16 (81). Interestingly, a subsequent report
described that IFI16 is able to bind the HBV covalently closed
circular DNA (cccDNA), particularly after IFN-a stimulation
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 5
(82). Indeed, IFI16 overexpression was able to hamper the HBV
cycle as shown by the decrease in hepatitis B surface antigen
(HBsAg), hepatitis B e antigen (HBeAg), precore (preC)-pgRNA
and HBV DNA. The expression level of IFI16 in human liver
biopsies was significantly downregulated in patients with chronic
HBV infection, negatively correlating between IFI16 and HBV
preC-pgRNA. Moreover, taking into account that IFI16 seemed not
to affect cccDNA quantity, this observation further suggested its
repression at the transcriptional level. Indeed, the authors were able
to demonstrate that IFI16 overexpression significantly decreased
the levels of active histone marks and promoted the deposition of
repressive ones in the HBV cccDNA minichromosome.
Furthermore, recruitment of the acetyltransferase CREB-binding
protein (CBP) to the minichromosome was impaired. Similarly,
cccDNA in association with the deacetylases sirtuin 1 (SIRT1) and
histone deacetylase 1 (HDAC1), as well as the lysine
methyltransferase enhancer of zeste 2 polycomb repressive
complex 2 subunit (EZH2) was significantly increased. The
authors went even further and showed that the interferon
stimulating responsive element (ISRE) sequence present in the
HBV cccDNA was needed to interact with IFI16 and induce this
epigenetic regulation (82).

Although, HBV DNA is protected by the capsid and thus not
accessible to DNA sensors in the cytoplasm, cGAS can recognize
extracted HBV DNA as foreign (83) and mount an
immunostimulatory response via the cGAS/STING pathway in
hepatic cells (84). A functional role of this pathway beyond
sensing was suggested by Eloi Verrier and co-workers,
demonstrating that transfection of HBV relaxed circular DNA
(rcDNA) induces the expression of ISGs, and importantly,
knockout or overexpression of cGAS resulted in a marked
increase in HBV infection and impaired HBV cccDNA levels
(64). In support of this, the use of a STING agonist in HBV-
infected mice decreased viral load and the susceptibility to
infection (85). Thus, although STING expression is low in
hepatocytes (65), a functional link with HBV seems evident.
For HCV, although not a DNA virus, cGAMP stimulation or
STING overexpression has an inhibitory effect on viral
replication (86), as discussed below in more detail.
DIRECTLY ANTIVIRAL PATHWAYS

In addition to its suppressing role on mRNA translation (87),
PKR recognizes the HCV internal ribosome entry site (IRES) and
contributes to an antiviral response at early stages of infection by
interacting with MAVS and triggering ISG expression (88, 89).
Moreover, based on the observation that the activity of PKR is
negatively regulated by cyclophilin A (CypA) (90), it was recently
reported that PKR signaling determines the potency of
cyclophilin inhibitors (CypI) against HCV via engagement of
IRF1 (91). Other directly antiviral pathways comprise OAS and
ADAR1 proteins, which exhibit an intrinsic antiviral activity
targeting HCV infection (92, 93). The p100 subunit of OAS3
presents an antiviral role against HCV in an RNase L-dependent
manner (92). ADAR1 specifically targets HCV replication via
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 624034
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A-to-I editing (94). ADAR1 also targets HBV infection. Guangyan
Liu and co-workers have recently shown that in vitro
overexpression of ADAR1 induces a decrease of HBV RNA and
nucleocapsid-associated DNA. The mechanism suggested by the
authors involves an ADAR1-mediated upregulation of miR-122
leading to decreased levels of cyclin G1, a subsequent increase of
p53 and ultimately reduced HBV RNA levels (95).
SENSING OF HBV AND HCV NUCLEIC
ACIDS IN HEPATIC STROMAL CELLS

Although our view of the liver has been traditionally hepatocyte-
centric, recent developments in single-cell omics have opened new
insights into the diversity of stromal components and cellular
states present in the liver microenvironment (96, 97). This is
highly relevant in context of viral liver diseases, as it has been
shown for example that HBV and HCV particles or viral
components can be detected in association with stromal cells,
such as fibroblasts (98), lymphocytes (99), endothelial (100) and
dendritic cells (101). Although HBV and HCV may not be able to
replicate in these cell types (102, 103), their exposure to viral
nucleic acids does induce the activation of pathways implicated in
antiviral immune responses (104). In this regard, it has been
reported that TLR-mediated antiviral activity is not limited to
infected hepatocytes, but is also induced in hepatic stellate cells
(HSCs) and peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs). Indeed,
treatment of HepG2 cells with supernatants from poly(I:C)-
stimulated Lx-2 cells (HSC-derived cell line) inhibits the release
of HBeAg and HBsAg in an IFN-b-dependent manner (105).
Likewise, direct contact between HCV-infected hepatocytes and
type 2 myeloid dendritic cells (mDC2) leads to the detection of
dsRNA by TLR3 and the production of IFN-l (e.g., IL-28 and IL-
29) (106). Moreover, it has been observed that stimulation of
PBMCs with HCV RNA leads to the production of TNF-a via
TLR7/8 and that supernatants from monocytes or plasmacytoid
dendritic cells (pDCs) stimulated with HCV RNA are able to
reduce viral replication in vitro (107). These results are in line with
a previous report by Marlène Dreux and co-workers showing how
HCV infection in hepatocytes induces the release of exosomes
carrying HCV RNA, which is recognized by TLR7 in pDCs (108).
In addition to TLR-mediated signaling, the cGAS/STING pathway
is also activated in myeloid cells following their stimulation with
HBV DNA in vitro (84). Although its in vivo relevance remains to
be established, cGAS/STING signaling in non-parenchymal cells is
of potential clinical importance as dysregulation of this pathway is
associated with liver pathogenesis (109, 110) (as discussed later).
HBV AND HCV STRATEGIES TO EVADE
NUCLEIC ACID-INDUCED ANTIVIRAL
RESPONSES

The innate immune system is a result of our co-evolution with
pathogens. In response to the evolutionary pressure from the
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 6
immune system, viruses have developed a wide variety of
elaborated evasion mechanisms in order to prevent their
elimination by the host (111). As HBV and HCV induce
chronic liver infection, both viruses are no exception to this rule.

Immune evasion strategies relay on the ability of the virus to
passively go unnoticed or/and actively attenuate downstream
signaling events leading to a blunted IFN response. Manipulation
of TLR3 signaling by HBV and HCV represents a clear example
of both (Figure 1A). In this context, a recent report has shown
that HCV dsRNA is released in extracellular vesicles, leading to a
decreased activation of TLR3 in HCV-infected cells and allowing
viral escape from the innate immune system (112). Of interest,
HCV also actively interferes with downstream components of
this pathway, e.g., by reducing the abundance of TRIF via NS3/
4A-mediated proteolysis. This results in a delayed expression of
ISGs (e.g., ISG15 and ISG56) and the establishment of a
persistent infection (113). Although HBV is remarkably
proficient in escaping immune detection via passive
mechanisms, this virus has also been shown to actively drive
the suppression of defense mechanisms. Indeed, the observation
of a biphasic induction of ISGs following HBV infection suggests
a feedback suppression (103). In this regard, HBV impairs TLR
signaling by suppressing TLR3 expression in chronically infected
patients (114).

The interference of HBV and HCV with RIG-I function is
elaborated and complex (Figure 1B). Hou et al., revealed that
HBV infection induced the downregulation of RIG-I and IFN-b
in HepG2 cells and human HBV tissues. Furthermore, the
authors uncovered an HBV-induced upregulation of miR-146a
mediating RIG-I suppression and that inhibition of miR-146a
accelerated HBV clearance in vivo (115). This is consistent with
previous observations reporting that HBV can abort cell intrinsic
immunity in hepatocytes, with weak, transient IFN-a/b and IL-6
induction. In addition to the HBV-induced repression of RIG-I,
this is a consequence of impaired MDA5 and TLR3 pathways
during infection (116). Interestingly, HCV inactivates RIG-I
signaling via the proteolytic activity of its viral protein NS3/
4A. NS3/4A inhibits the induction of IFN-b via its localization to
the mitochondrial membrane, where it is able to cleave MAVS
and thus favor HCV evasion from the immune response (117).
This is supported by translational studies demonstrating the
presence of cleaved MAVS in liver biopsies from HCV- but not
HBV-infected patients (118). Indeed, MAVS cleavage is
particularly marked in HCV NS3-expressing hepatocytes (119),
along with the cytoplasmic, and therefore inactive, form of IRF3
(120). Moreover, the NS3/4A protease complex antagonizes the
cellular E3 ubiquitin ligases, TRIM25 and/or RIPLET, thereby
also inhibiting RIG-I ubiquitination and thus its activation (121).
Finally, the sequential activation of RIG-I and MDA5 can be
inhibited by the action of HCV NS5A, as demonstrated both
in vitro and in vivo (77).

Even though the main role attributed to the STING pathway
is the sensing of DNA, it has also been implicated during HCV
infection, which produces no DNA intermediate (Figure 2A). In
this regard, HCV protein NS4B impairs IFN-b induction by
altering the interaction between STING and TBK1 as a means of
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 624034

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Roca Suarez et al. Hepatic Nucleic Acid-Induced Signaling
immune evasion (122). Moreover, NS4B competes with MAVS
for binding to STING on mitochondria-associated membranes.
This interaction results in the displacement of MAVS from the
RIG-I/MAVS/STING complex and prevents the downstream
transduction of signals via IRF3 (123). In agreement with these
findings, Guanghui Yi and co-workers demonstrated that the
NS4B-mediated STING suppression was more pronounced
when using NS4B from HCV genotype 2a (86). For HBV
infection, it has been reported that the HBV polymerase
inhibits cGAS/STING signaling and the subsequent activation
of IRF3 by disrupting K63 ubiquitination of STING, thus
preventing the production of IFN-b (124). HBV infection also
impairs AIM2 expression via HBx. It prolongs the half-life of
EZH2, thus favoring its recruitment to the AIM2 promoter, and
subsequently blocking its expression (125). Regarding
endosomal DNA sensing, it has been demonstrated how the
presence of HBV virions and subviral particles specifically
downregulates TLR9 at the mRNA and protein level, leading to
significantly reduced levels of CpG-induced IFN-a in both pDCs
and PBMCs. This is further supported by the observation that
TLR9 levels are drastically reduced in chronic HBV patients
(126, 127).

As previously mentioned, HCV-induced phosphorylation of
PKR leads to the inactivation of EIF2A and ultimately to a halt in
protein production as a means of antiviral response (87) (Figure
2B). Impaired translation of mRNAs is exploited by HCV in
order to overcome the antiviral defense in hepatocytes, mainly by
inhibiting the translation of ISGs (128).
DYSREGULATION OF NUCLEIC ACID-
SENSING COMPONENTS IMPLICATED IN
HCC DEVELOPMENT

An important observation with relevance to virus-associated
pathogenesis is that a high number of nucleic acid PAMP
receptors are also able to sense host nucleic acids as damage-
associated molecular patterns (DAMPs) (129). DAMPs are central
players in tissue repair, as they alert the organism about injury,
stimulate an inflammatory response and promote the activation of
organ regenerative pathways (130). For example, MAVS and
STING deficiency results in impaired hepatocyte proliferation
and a delayed recovery of liver mass following partial
hepatectomy (131). Therefore, it is not surprising that due to
continuous viral stimulation or suppression in a chronic
inflammatory microenvironment, the dysregulation of innate
immune components contributes to liver disease progression
and complications including HCC (Figure 3).

TLRs activate inflammatory signaling pathways in the liver,
which if persistent, can drastically affect the delicate balance
between cell death and survival (132). In this context, the
proinflammatory and proapoptotic role of TLR3 is evident in
poly(I:C)-stimulated cells, which can be rescued by TLR3
silencing (133). Additional details regarding the mechanism
behind this observation came from the finding that TLR3 was
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 7
colocalized with granzyme B (GrB), suggesting an expression
predominantly in natural killer (NK) cells. Indeed, analysis of
liver samples from an HCC patient cohort (68% of viral etiology)
showed that TLR3 expression was correlated with the hepatic
infiltration of NK and CD8 T cells. Moreover, in vitro
stimulation of TLR3 promoted NK cell activation, expression
of IFN-g and GrB and cytotoxicity against HCC cells (133).
These observations are in line with the analysis of HCC patient
samples, which showed the infiltration of CD8 T cells being
positively correlated with cell apoptosis and negatively correlated
with cell proliferation. Therefore, the authors suggest that the
tumor suppressing effects of TLR3 may come from the induction
of hepatocyte death and the attraction/activation of immune cells
to the tumor microenvironment. These results could be one of
the mechanisms explaining the association between low TLR3
expression and a lower patient survival from HCC (133). Similar
results were obtained by Marc Bonnin and co-workers,
demonstrating that TLR3 expression was downregulated in
HCC lesions as compared to adjacent tissues, and that this was
associated with a poor prognosis. Moreover, the study of a TLR3-
defic i en t mouse mode l a l lowed to conc lude tha t
hepatocarcinogenesis was indeed accelerated in the absence of
TLR3. However, an association with immune cell infiltration was
not evident in this study (134). The role of TLR7 in HCC is
debated. While TLR7 expression is downregulated in tumor
lesions of HBV- and HCV-associated HCC as compared to
non-viral etiologies (135), another study finds TLR7
overexpressed in HCC lesions as compared to tissues from
cirrhosis or viral hepatitis. Moreover, inhibition of TLR7 with
a TLR7/9 inhibitor (IRS-954) hampered cell proliferation (136).
In agreement with these findings, a posit ive TLR9
immunostaining had previously been associated with a poor
HCC prognosis, which may suggest that TRL7/9 signaling is
promoting cancer cell proliferation and survival (137).

The RLRs RIG-I and MDA5 have also been implicated in the
pathogenesis of HCC. This has been demonstrated in paired liver
biopsies from an HCC cohort (90% HBV-associated) (138). The
study concluded that RIG-I was significantly downregulated in
HCC lesions as compared to the adjacent tissues. The suggested
mechanism involves an epigenetic dysregulation of the RIG-I
gene, as it presented reduced levels of H3K4me3, but increased
H3K9me3 and H3K27me3 marks (138). Taking into account
that RIG-I maintains IFN-induced proapoptotic signaling via
STAT1, the authors revealed that RIG-I prevents STAT1
engagement with its negative regulator Src homology region 2
domain-containing phosphatase-1 (SHP1). Thus, impaired RIG-
I function indirectly promotes cell survival. Phenotypically, RIG-
I deficiency is associated with the development of HCC, as it
favored the incidence, number and size of HCC tumors in a
mouse model. Moreover, impaired RIG-I expression was
associated with a lower patient survival from HCC (138).
These results are in agreement with previous observations,
showing that stimulation of RIG-I and MDA5 expression with
poly(I:C) in HepG2 cells limited their proliferative capacity
in vivo (35). Downstream of RLR family members, expression
of NLRP3 inflammasome components are impaired in HCC
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tumor tissues, i.e., ASC, caspase 1 and IL-1b, which inversely
correlated with tumor grade and clinical stage (139).

DNA-sensing components linked to HCC development
include IFI16, AIM2 and the cGAS/STING pathway. IFI16
protein expression is significantly decreased in HCC tissues
(140). In vitro experiments suggest that IFI16 may exhibit a
tumor-suppressing role, as its overexpression inhibited colony
formation and induced cell apoptosis. Mechanistic studies
suggested the capacity of IFI16 to induce p53 expression and
its activation by promoting serine 15 (S15) phosphorylation
(140). AIM2 transcripts are specifically reduced in tumor tissue
of paired liver biopsies from HBV-associated HCC. This
impaired AIM2 expression was associated with higher alpha-
fetoprotein (AFP) levels, vascular invasion, poor tumor
differentiation and lymph node metastasis. Moreover, patients
with low AIM2mRNA levels showed shorter overall and disease-
free survival times (125). These results are in agreement with the
previous findings of Xiaomin Ma and co-workers, demonstrating
AIM2 downregulation in HCC tissues as compared to the non-
tumoral areas (141). Loss of AIM2 expression correlated with
advanced tumor stages and metastasis. In vitro experiments
demonstrated that AIM2 overexpression hampered cell
proliferation, colony formation and invasion, while AIM2
silencing promoted an opposite more aggressive phenotype.
The cellular signaling alterations arising from AIM2
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 8
dysregulation were also explored, demonstrating that increased
AIM2 expression led to a significantly increased caspase 1
activation and IL-1b cleavage, indicating that the AIM2
inflammasome was formed and active. Moreover, blocking the
inflammasome formation reversed the malignant characteristics.
Additionally, AIM2 silencing enhanced hypoxia-inducible factor
1 alpha (HIF-1a) activity, which raised the possibility of the
AIM2/HIF-1a axis contributing to the previously observed
malignant cell characteristics (141). An interesting observation
related to the involvement of DNA-sensing pathways in HCC
development was made by Martin K. Thomsen and colleagues
(109). The authors reported that increased STING expression
rarely occurs in transformed hepatocytes and the response to
STING agonists takes place primarily in non-parenchymal liver
cells (e.g., Kupffer cells). Indeed, stimulation of a macrophage-
like cell line (i.e., THP-1) with the STING ligand cyclic adenine
monophosphate- inosine monophosphate (cAIMP) led to an
enhanced expression of T cell-attracting chemokines (e.g.,
CXCL10), IFN-a/b and NF-kB activation. This molecular
expression pattern following STING activation was identified
as a driver for the induction of apoptosis, autophagy and the
overall immune response. The pathological consequences of
impaired hepatic STING function were explored by the
authors using a liver cancer mouse model, which showed that
STING-deficient animals presented larger tumors as compared
FIGURE 3 | Dysregulation of nucleic acid-induced signaling during HCC development. Altered nucleic acid-sensing pathways associated with HCC pathogenesis
include cGAS/STING, RIG-I, TLR3, AIM2 and PKR. Impairment of RIG-I expression favors STAT1 interaction with its negative regulator SHP1, thus altering STAT1-
mediated proapoptotic signaling. Similarly, the suppression of IFN signaling via the cGAS/STING pathway leads to an altered STAT1 activation. Downregulation of
TLR3 in the context of HCC leads to an impaired attraction/activation of immune cells to the tumor microenvironment, the failure to induce a gene expression pattern
that mediates cytotoxicity (e.g., GrB, IFN-g) and the subsequent clearance of cancer cells. AIM2 downregulation alters normal formation of the AIM2 inflammasome
and favors expression of HIF-1a, leading to the development of malignant cellular characteristics such as vascular invasion and lymph node metastasis. Activation of
PKR in tumor lesions favors the expression of growth factors such as VEGF, PDGF, FGF, and EGF, which favor angiogenesis and potentially the development of
vascular invasion and metastasis.
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to the wild-type mice. Tumor characterization revealed
decreased phospho-STAT1 and phospho-STAT3 levels,
suggesting an altered immune response. Additionally, it was
demonstrated that treatment with cAIMP led to the
development of smaller tumor nodules due to an enhanced
apoptotic cell death, as suggested by increased levels of cleaved
caspase 3-positive cells (109). The previously discussed report is
in agreement with the results obtained by Dou et al., showing
that STING activity favored hepatic inflammation and a DNA
damage-induced senescence-associated secretory phenotype
(SASP). Indeed, STING-deficient mice exhibited an impaired
expression of SASP genes. Moreover, STING-deficient mice
presented NRas-positive intrahepatic tumors, which was not
the case in the wild-type animals. These results were confirmed
by rescuing STING in the liver of these mice, resulting in the
restoration of cytokine levels and immune-mediated
clearance (110).

Among the nucleic acid sensors with direct antiviral action,
PKR and ADAR have been implicated in HCC pathogenesis
(142–144). A PKR inhibitor (C16) reduced cell division in Huh7
cells and markedly decreased liver tumor growth in a mouse
model. Moreover, it occurred that microvessel density of such
tumors was decreased during PKR inhibition. Indeed, in vitro
experiments revealed that angiogenesis-relevant growth factor
expression—i.e., vascular endothelial growth factor A (VEGF-A),
VEGF-B, platelet-derived growth factor A (PDGF-A), PDGF-B,
fibroblast growth factor 2 (FGF-2), epidermal growth factor
(EGF), and hepatocyte growth factor (HGF)—was significantly
downregulated by PKR inhibition (142). These observations are
in line with the results reported following analysis of a human
HCC cohort (100% HCV-associated), showing increased activity
of PKR in tumor samples as compared to cirrhotic tissues (143).
ADAR proteins (ADAR1 and ADAR2) are linked to HCC but
seem to exhibit different roles during hepatocarcinogenesis.
Immunohistochemistry and quantitative PCR (qPCR) in an
HCC patient cohort identified upregulated ADAR1 but
downregulated ADAR2 levels in HCC lesions as compared to
the corresponding adjacent tissues. This ADAR expression
pattern associated with increased incidence of liver cirrhosis
and tumor recurrence with shorter disease-free survival times.
These results were validated in vitro and in vivo, showing that
overexpression of ADAR1 and ADAR2 was able to accelerate or
inhibit tumor growth, respectively (144).

Taken together, the available data suggest that nucleic acid-
sensing pathways are not only relevant as antiviral mechanisms
against HBV and HCV infection, but—if chronically
dysregulated—also contribute to the development and
progression of virus-associated hepatic complications.
PERSPECTIVES

As we have explored in this review, nucleic acid-induced
inflammation represents a complex signaling pattern designed
to push the cell into a transient state of emergency following the
detection of viral pathogens. Viruses causing chronic hepatitis
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like HBV and HCV have developed elaborated strategies to
attenuate and divert these antiviral responses contributing to
failure of viral clearance and a chronic inflammatory state.
Consequently, the chronic dysregulation of the inflammatory
response is an important factor in liver disease progression
toward HCC. It also emerges that an integrated view on not
only infected hepatocytes but also on their complex interplay
with stromal cell components will be central to understand viral
pathogenesis (145). The microenvironment of chronically-
infected livers in single-cell resolution is still poorly
characterized. This type of analysis has already been performed
in context of nonalcoholic steatohepatitis (NASH), leading to the
identification of a cell population tightly linked to disease
severity, termed NASH-associated macrophages (NAMs) (146).
Therefore, the integrated analysis of multiomics single-cell data
could provide a unique opportunity to grasp the impact of
nucleic acid inflammatory pathways in each hepatic cell
population following viral infection (147). Moreover, such data
would be highly relevant for drug discovery and the development
of biomarkers for stratification of patients that may benefit from
targeted interventions (148). However, access to fresh liver
tissues from patients with HCV or HBV viremia, which are
required for this kind of analysis, gets more and more
challenging as an increasing number of patients currently
receive antiviral treatment.

Despite efficient antiviral regiments allowing to control
(HBV) and cure (HCV) chronic viral hepatitis in 2020, the risk
of HCC cannot be fully eradicated, especially in patients with
advanced liver disease. For HCV, accumulating evidence
highlights a viral footprint in the host genome maintaining a
persistent proinflammatory and prooncogenic environment even
after viral cure (149, 150). Thus, the understanding of virus-
specific and common evasion mechanisms from the antiviral
inflammatory response, genomic imprinting, and the
characterization of pro-oncogenic signaling persisting after
HCV cure is key to identify targets for future chemopreventive
and antifibrotic strategies to help patients at elevated liver
cancer risk.

While for HCV, the future challenges are mostly emphasized
in the chemoprevention, for HBV, novel antiviral concepts are
urgently needed to cure viral infection, potentially, embodied by
host-targeting agents (HTAs) aimed to boost innate immunity.
This approach is supported by several lines of evidence,
including the fact that patients who achieve control of HBV
infection do so via an efficient immune response. Moreover, the
small size of the HBV genome imposes a limit to the possible
drugs that can be designed against it and its encoded viral
proteins (151). Therefore, HTAs have appeared as a viable
option to overcome this and similar issues. In this context, the
use of Riboxxol (TLR3 agonist) has been reported to decrease
intracellular HBV DNA, as well as extracellular HBeAg and
HBsAg in vitro (152). Similarly, Selgantolimod (TLR8 agonist)
has shown encouraging results in the WHV model, as it was well
tolerated, reduced intrahepatic WHV RNA and DNA levels and
favored the development of anti-WHsAg antibodies (153).
Selgantolimod is currently being evaluated in phase II trials, in
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order to assess its safety, tolerability and antiviral activity during
chronic HBV infection (NCT03615066 and NCT03491553).

The aforementioned examples represent only a fraction of the
potential that this approach has, as future compounds targeting
additional nucleic acid sensors may as well be clinically relevant.
In this regard, a close collaboration between academic research
and industry will be necessary to accelerate drug discovery and
evaluate their application as single or combination therapies
(154). This will provide us with the possibility to expand our
current therapeutic options and ameliorate the unmet medical
need that chronic liver disease represents.
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l’Université de Strasbourg (HEPKIN) (TBA-DON-0002), and
the Inserm Plan Cancer 2019-2023. This work has benefitted
from support by the Initiative of excellence IDEX-Unistra (ANR-
10-IDEX-0002-02) and has been published under the framework
of the LABEX ANR-10-LAB-28 (HEPSYS). Inserm Plan Cancer,
IDEX, and LABEX are initiatives from the French program
“Investments for the future”.
REFERENCES

1. Davila-Ramos S, Castelan-Sanchez HG, Martinez-Avila L, Sanchez-
Carbente MDR, Peralta R, Hernandez-Mendoza A, et al. A Review on
Viral Metagenomics in Extreme Environments. Front Microbiol (2019)
10:2403. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2019.02403

2. Chiu CY. Viral pathogen discovery. Curr Opin Microbiol (2013) 16(4):468–
78. doi: 10.1016/j.mib.2013.05.001

3. Iranzo J, Puigbo P, Lobkovsky AE, Wolf YI, Koonin EV. Inevitability of
Genetic Parasites. Genome Biol Evol (2016) 8(9):2856–69. doi: 10.1093/gbe/
evw193

4. tenOever BR. The Evolution of Antiviral Defense Systems. Cell Host Microbe
(2016) 19(2):142–9. doi: 10.1016/j.chom.2016.01.006

5. Hoffmann HH, Schneider WM, Rice CM. Interferons and viruses: an
evolutionary arms race of molecular interactions. Trends Immunol (2015)
36(3):124–38. doi: 10.1016/j.it.2015.01.004

6. Mesev EV, LeDesma RA, Ploss A, Decoding type I. and III interferon
signalling during viral infection. Nat Microbiol (2019) 4(6):914–24.
doi: 10.1038/s41564-019-0421-x

7. Heppler LN, Frank DA. Targeting Oncogenic Transcription Factors:
Therapeutic Implications of Endogenous STAT Inhibitors. Trends Cancer
(2017) 3(12):816–27. doi: 10.1016/j.trecan.2017.10.004

8. Isaacs A, Cox RA, Rotem Z. Foreign nucleic acids as the stimulus to make
interferon. Lancet (1963) 2(7299):113–6. doi: 10.1016/s0140-6736(63)
92585-6

9. Janeway CAJr. Approaching the asymptote? Evolution and revolution in
immunology. Cold Spring Harb Symp Quant Biol (1989) 54(Pt 1):1–13.
doi: 10.1101/sqb.1989.054.01.003

10. Schlee M, Hartmann G. Discriminating self from non-self in nucleic acid
sensing. Nat Rev Immunol (2016) 16(9):566–80. doi: 10.1038/nri.2016.78

11. Wiktor SZ, Hutin YJ. The global burden of viral hepatitis: better estimates to
guide hepatitis elimination efforts. Lancet (2016) 388(10049):1030–1.
doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(16)31018-2

12. Thomas DL. Global Elimination of Chronic Hepatitis. N Engl J Med (2019)
380(21):2041–50. doi: 10.1056/NEJMra1810477

13. Yuen MF, Chen DS, Dusheiko GM, Janssen HLA, Lau DTY, Locarnini SA,
et al. Hepatitis B virus infection. Nat Rev Dis Primers (2018) 4:18035.
doi: 10.1038/nrdp.2018.35

14. Manns MP, Buti M, Gane E, Pawlotsky JM, Razavi H, Terrault N, et al.
Hepatitis C virus infection. Nat Rev Dis Primers (2017) 3:17006.
doi: 10.1038/nrdp.2017.6

15. Polaris. Global prevalence, treatment, and prevention of hepatitis B virus
infection in 2016: a modelling study. Lancet Gastroenterol Hepatol (2018) 3
(6):383–403. doi: 10.1016/S2468-1253(18)30056-6

16. Polaris O. Global prevalence and genotype distribution of hepatitis C virus
infection in 2015: a modelling study. Lancet Gastroenterol Hepatol (2017) 2
(3):161–76. doi: 10.1016/S2468-1253(16)30181-9
17. Kawai T, Akira S. The roles of TLRs, RLRs and NLRs in pathogen
recognition. Int Immunol (2009) 21(4):317–37. doi: 10.1093/intimm/dxp017

18. Upton JW, Chan FK. Staying alive: cell death in antiviral immunity.Mol Cell
(2014) 54(2):273–80. doi: 10.1016/j.molcel.2014.01.027

19. Metz P, Reuter A, Bender S, Bartenschlager R. Interferon-stimulated genes
and their role in controlling hepatitis C virus. J Hepatol (2013) 59(6):1331–
41. doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2013.07.033

20. Schoggins JW, Rice CM. Interferon-stimulated genes and their antiviral
effector functions. Curr Opin Virol (2011) 1(6):519–25. doi: 10.1016/
j.coviro.2011.10.008

21. Blasius AL, Beutler B. Intracellular toll-like receptors. Immunity (2010) 32
(3):305–15. doi: 10.1016/j.immuni.2010.03.012

22. Leonard JN, Ghirlando R, Askins J, Bell JK, Margulies DH, Davies DR, et al.
The TLR3 signaling complex forms by cooperative receptor dimerization.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (2008) 105(1):258–63. doi: 10.1073/
pnas.0710779105

23. Diebold SS, Massacrier C, Akira S, Paturel C, Morel Y, Reis e Sousa C.
Nucleic acid agonists for Toll-like receptor 7 are defined by the presence of
uridine ribonucleotides. Eur J Immunol (2006) 36(12):3256–67. doi: 10.1002/
eji.200636617

24. Diebold SS, Kaisho T, Hemmi H, Akira S, Reis e Sousa C. Innate antiviral
responses by means of TLR7-mediated recognition of single-stranded RNA.
Science (2004) 303(5663):1529–31. doi: 10.1126/science.1093616

25. Heil F, Hemmi H, Hochrein H, Ampenberger F, Kirschning C, Akira S, et al.
Species-specific recognition of single-stranded RNA via toll-like receptor 7
and 8. Science (5663) 2004) 303:1526–9. doi: 10.1126/science.1093620

26. Oshiumi H, Matsumoto M, Funami K, Akazawa T, Seya T. TICAM-1, an
adaptor molecule that participates in Toll-like receptor 3-mediated
interferon-beta induction. Nat Immunol (2003) 4(2):161–7. doi: 10.1038/
ni886

27. Yamamoto M, Sato S, Hemmi H, Hoshino K, Kaisho T, Sanjo H, et al. Role
of adaptor TRIF in the MyD88-independent toll-like receptor signaling
pathway. Science (5633) 2003) 301:640–3. doi: 10.1126/science.1087262

28. Moynagh PN. TLR signalling and activation of IRFs: revisiting old friends
from the NF-kappaB pathway. Trends Immunol (2005) 26(9):469–76.
doi: 10.1016/j.it.2005.06.009

29. Bauernfeind FG, Horvath G, Stutz A, Alnemri ES, MacDonald K, Speert D,
et al. Cutting edge: NF-kappaB activating pattern recognition and cytokine
receptors license NLRP3 inflammasome activation by regulating NLRP3
expression. J Immunol (2009) 183(2):787–91. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.
0901363

30. Kato H, Takeuchi O, Mikamo-Satoh E, Hirai R, Kawai T, Matsushita K, et al.
Length-dependent recognition of double-stranded ribonucleic acids by
retinoic acid-inducible gene-I and melanoma differentiation-associated
gene 5. J Exp Med (2008) 205(7):1601–10. doi: 10.1084/jem.20080091

31. Binder M, Eberle F, Seitz S, Mucke N, Huber CM, Kiani N, et al. Molecular
mechanism of signal perception and integration by the innate immune
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 624034

https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.02403
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2013.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evw193
https://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evw193
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2016.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.it.2015.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-019-0421-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trecan.2017.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(63)92585-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(63)92585-6
https://doi.org/10.1101/sqb.1989.054.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri.2016.78
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(16)31018-2
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra1810477
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrdp.2018.35
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrdp.2017.6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2468-1253(18)30056-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2468-1253(16)30181-9
https://doi.org/10.1093/intimm/dxp017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2014.01.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2013.07.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2011.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2011.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2010.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0710779105
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0710779105
https://doi.org/10.1002/eji.200636617
https://doi.org/10.1002/eji.200636617
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1093616
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1093620
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni886
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni886
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1087262
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.it.2005.06.009
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.0901363
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.0901363
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20080091
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Roca Suarez et al. Hepatic Nucleic Acid-Induced Signaling
sensor retinoic acid-inducible gene-I (RIG-I). J Biol Chem (2011) 286
(31):27278–87. doi: 10.1074/jbc.M111.256974

32. Goubau D, Schlee M, Deddouche S, Pruijssers AJ, Zillinger T, Goldeck M,
et al. Antiviral immunity via RIG-I-mediated recognition of RNA bearing 5’-
diphosphates. Nature (2014) 514(7522):372–5. doi: 10.1038/nature13590

33. Pichlmair A, Schulz O, Tan CP, Naslund TI, Liljestrom P,Weber F, et al. RIG-
I-mediated antiviral responses to single-stranded RNA bearing 5’-phosphates.
Science (2006) 314(5801):997–1001. doi: 10.1126/science.1132998

34. Choi MK, Wang Z, Ban T, Yanai H, Lu Y, Koshiba R, et al. A selective
contribution of the RIG-I-like receptor pathway to type I interferon
responses activated by cytosolic DNA. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (2009)
106(42):17870–5. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0909545106

35. Peng S, Geng J, Sun R, Tian Z, Wei H. Polyinosinic-polycytidylic acid
liposome induces human hepatoma cells apoptosis which correlates to the
up-regulation of RIG-I like receptors. Cancer Sci (2009) 100(3):529–36.
doi: 10.1111/j.1349-7006.2008.01062.x

36. Wu B, Hur S. How RIG-I like receptors activate MAVS. Curr Opin Virol
(2015) 12:91–8. doi: 10.1016/j.coviro.2015.04.004

37. Cadena C, Ahmad S, Xavier A, Willemsen J, Park S, Park JW, et al. Ubiquitin-
Dependent and -Independent Roles of E3 Ligase RIPLET in Innate Immunity.
Cell (2019) 177(5):1187–200 e16. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2019.03.017

38. Hou F, Sun L, Zheng H, Skaug B, Jiang QX, Chen ZJ. MAVS forms
functional prion-like aggregates to activate and propagate antiviral innate
immune response. Cell (2011) 146(3):448–61. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2011.06.041

39. El Maadidi S, Faletti L, Berg B, Wenzl C, Wieland K, Chen ZJ, et al. A novel
mitochondrial MAVS/Caspase-8 platform links RNA virus-induced innate
antiviral signaling to Bax/Bak-independent apoptosis. J Immunol (2014) 192
(3):1171–83. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.1300842

40. Gitlin L, Barchet W, Gilfillan S, Cella M, Beutler B, Flavell RA, et al. Essential
role of mda-5 in type I IFN responses to polyriboinosinic:polyribocytidylic
acid and encephalomyocarditis picornavirus. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A
(2006) 103(22):8459–64. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0603082103

41. MianMF, Ahmed AN, RadM, Babaian A, Bowdish D, Ashkar AA. Length of
dsRNA (poly I:C) drives distinct innate immune responses, depending on
the cell type. J Leukoc Biol (2013) 94(5):1025–36. doi: 10.1189/jlb.0312125

42. Coch C, Busch N, Wimmenauer V, Hartmann E, Janke M, Abdel-Mottaleb
MM, et al. Higher activation of TLR9 in plasmacytoid dendritic cells by
microbial DNA compared with self-DNA based on CpG-specific recognition
of phosphodiester DNA. J Leukoc Biol (2009) 86(3):663–70. doi: 10.1189/
jlb.0509314

43. Rigby RE, Webb LM, Mackenzie KJ, Li Y, Leitch A, Reijns MA, et al. RNA:
DNA hybrids are a novel molecular pattern sensed by TLR9. EMBO J (2014)
33(6):542–58. doi: 10.1002/embj.201386117

44. Jin T, Perry A, Jiang J, Smith P, Curry JA, Unterholzner L, et al. Structures of
the HIN domain:DNA complexes reveal ligand binding and activation
mechanisms of the AIM2 inflammasome and IFI16 receptor. Immunity
(2012) 36(4):561–71. doi: 10.1016/j.immuni.2012.02.014

45. Luecke S, Holleufer A, Christensen MH, Jonsson KL, Boni GA, Sorensen LK,
et al. cGAS is activated by DNA in a length-dependent manner. EMBO Rep
(2017) 18(10):1707–15. doi: 10.15252/embr.201744017

46. Herzner AM, Hagmann CA, Goldeck M, Wolter S, Kubler K, Wittmann S,
et al. Sequence-specific activation of the DNA sensor cGAS by Y-form DNA
structures as found in primary HIV-1 cDNA. Nat Immunol (2015) 16
(10):1025–33. doi: 10.1038/ni.3267

47. Morrone SR, Wang T, Constantoulakis LM, Hooy RM, Delannoy MJ, Sohn J.
Cooperative assembly of IFI16 filaments on dsDNA provides insights into host
defense strategy. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (2014) 111(1):E62–71. doi: 10.1073/
pnas.1313577111

48. Zhang J, Hu MM, Wang YY, Shu HB. TRIM32 protein modulates type I
interferon induction and cellular antiviral response by targeting MITA/
STING protein for K63-linked ubiquitination. J Biol Chem (2012) 287
(34):28646–55. doi: 10.1074/jbc.M112.362608

49. Tsuchida T, Zou J, Saitoh T, Kumar H, Abe T, Matsuura Y, et al. The
ubiquitin ligase TRIM56 regulates innate immune responses to intracellular
double-stranded DNA. Immunity (2010) 33(5):765–76. doi: 10.1016/
j.immuni.2010.10.013
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 11
50. Tanaka Y, Chen ZJ. STING specifies IRF3 phosphorylation by TBK1 in the
cytosolic DNA signaling pathway. Sci Signal (2012) 5(214):ra20.
doi: 10.1126/scisignal.2002521

51. Sun L, Wu J, Du F, Chen X, Chen ZJ. Cyclic GMP-AMP synthase is a
cytosolic DNA sensor that activates the type I interferon pathway. Science
(2013) 339(6121):786–91. doi: 10.1126/science.1232458

52. Unterholzner L, Keating SE, Baran M, Horan KA, Jensen SB, Sharma S, et al.
IFI16 is an innate immune sensor for intracellular DNA. Nat Immunol
(2010) 11(11):997–1004. doi: 10.1038/ni.1932

53. Hornung V, Ablasser A, Charrel-Dennis M, Bauernfeind F, Horvath G,
Caffrey DR, et al. AIM2 recognizes cytosolic dsDNA and forms a caspase-1-
activating inflammasome with ASC. Nature (2009) 458(7237):514–8.
doi: 10.1038/nature07725

54. Fernandes-Alnemri T, Yu JW, Datta P, Wu J, Alnemri ES. AIM2 activates
the inflammasome and cell death in response to cytoplasmic DNA. Nature
(2009) 458(7237):509–13. doi: 10.1038/nature07710

55. Manche L, Green SR, Schmedt C, Mathews MB. Interactions between
double-stranded RNA regulators and the protein kinase DAI. Mol Cell
Biol (1992) 12(11):5238–48. doi: 10.1128/mcb.12.11.5238

56. Levin D, London IM. Regulation of protein synthesis: activation by double-
stranded RNA of a protein kinase that phosphorylates eukaryotic initiation
factor 2. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (1978) 75(3):1121–5. doi: 10.1073/
pnas.75.3.1121

57. Zhou A, Hassel BA, Silverman RH. Expression cloning of 2-5A-dependent
RNAase: a uniquely regulated mediator of interferon action. Cell (1993) 72
(5):753–65. doi: 10.1016/0092-8674(93)90403-d

58. Eggington JM, Greene T, Bass BL. Predicting sites of ADAR editing in
double-stranded RNA. Nat Commun (2011) 2:319. doi: 10.1038/
ncomms1324

59. Thomas JM, Beal PA. How do ADARs bind RNA? New protein-RNA
structures illuminate substrate recognition by the RNA editing ADARs.
Bioessays (2017) 39(4):1600187. doi: 10.1002/bies.201600187

60. Heim MH, Thimme R. Innate and adaptive immune responses in HCV
infections. J Hepatol (2014) 61(1 Suppl):S14–25. doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2014.06.035

61. Su AI, Pezacki JP, Wodicka L, Brideau AD, Supekova L, Thimme R, et al.
Genomic analysis of the host response to hepatitis C virus infection. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A (2002) 99(24):15669–74. doi: 10.1073/pnas.202608199

62. Wieland S, Thimme R, Purcell RH, Chisari FV. Genomic analysis of the host
response to hepatitis B virus infection. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (2004) 101
(17):6669–74. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0401771101

63. Suslov A, Boldanova T, Wang X, Wieland S, Heim MH. Hepatitis B Virus
Does Not Interfere With Innate Immune Responses in the Human Liver.
Gastroenterology (2018) 154(6):1778–90. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2018.01.034

64. Verrier ER, Yim SA, Heydmann L, El Saghire H, Bach C, Turon-Lagot V,
et al. Hepatitis B Virus Evasion From Cyclic Guanosine Monophosphate-
Adenosine Monophosphate Synthase Sensing in Human Hepatocytes.
Hepatology (2018) 68(5):1695–709. doi: 10.1002/hep.30054

65. Thomsen MK, Nandakumar R, Stadler D, Malo A, Valls RM, Wang F, et al.
Lack of immunological DNA sensing in hepatocytes facilitates hepatitis B
virus infection. Hepatology (2016) 64(3):746–59. doi: 10.1002/hep.28685

66. Maini MK, Gehring AJ. The role of innate immunity in the
immunopathology and treatment of HBV infection. J Hepatol (2016) 64(1
Suppl):S60–70. doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2016.01.028

67. Isogawa M, Robek MD, Furuichi Y, Chisari FV. Toll-like receptor signaling
inhibits hepatitis B virus replication in vivo. J Virol (2005) 79(11):7269–72.
doi: 10.1128/JVI.79.11.7269-7272.2005

68. Lee J, Tian Y, Chan ST, Kim JY, Cho C, Ou JH. TNF-alpha Induced by
Hepatitis C Virus via TLR7 and TLR8 in Hepatocytes Supports Interferon
Signaling via an Autocrine Mechanism. PLoS Pathog (2015) 11(5):e1004937.
doi: 10.1371/journal.ppat.1004937

69. Fischer J, Koukoulioti E, Schott E, Fulop B, Heyne R, Berg T, et al.
Polymorphisms in the Toll-like receptor 3 (TLR3) gene are associated
with the natural course of hepatitis B virus infection in Caucasian
population. Sci Rep (2018) 8(1):12737. doi: 10.1038/s41598-018-31065-6

70. Sghaier I, Zidi S, Mouelhi L, Ghazoueni E, Brochot E, Almawi WY, et al.
TLR3 and TLR4 SNP variants in the liver disease resulting from hepatitis B
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 624034

https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M111.256974
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13590
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1132998
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0909545106
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1349-7006.2008.01062.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2015.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2019.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.06.041
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1300842
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0603082103
https://doi.org/10.1189/jlb.0312125
https://doi.org/10.1189/jlb.0509314
https://doi.org/10.1189/jlb.0509314
https://doi.org/10.1002/embj.201386117
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2012.02.014
https://doi.org/10.15252/embr.201744017
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.3267
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1313577111
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1313577111
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M112.362608
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2010.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2010.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1126/scisignal.2002521
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1232458
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.1932
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07725
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07710
https://doi.org/10.1128/mcb.12.11.5238
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.75.3.1121
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.75.3.1121
https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(93)90403-d
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1324
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1324
https://doi.org/10.1002/bies.201600187
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2014.06.035
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.202608199
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0401771101
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2018.01.034
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.30054
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.28685
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2016.01.028
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.79.11.7269-7272.2005
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004937
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-31065-6
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Roca Suarez et al. Hepatic Nucleic Acid-Induced Signaling
virus and hepatitis C virus infection. Br J BioMed Sci (2019) 76(1):35–41.
doi: 10.1080/09674845.2018.1547179

71. Fischer J, Weber ANR, Bohm S, Dickhofer S, El Maadidi S, Deichsel D, et al.
Sex-specific effects of TLR9 promoter variants on spontaneous clearance of
HCV infection. Gut (2017) 66(10):1829–37. doi: 10.1136/gutjnl-2015-
310239

72. Sato S, Li K, Kameyama T, Hayashi T, Ishida Y, Murakami S, et al. The RNA
sensor RIG-I dually functions as an innate sensor and direct antiviral factor
for hepatitis B virus. Immunity (2015) 42(1):123–32. doi: 10.1016/
j.immuni.2014.12.016

73. Saito T, Owen DM, Jiang F, Marcotrigiano J, Gale MJr. Innate immunity
induced by composition-dependent RIG-I recognition of hepatitis C virus
RNA. Nature (2008) 454(7203):523–7. doi: 10.1038/nature07106

74. Uzri D, Gehrke L. Nucleotide sequences and modifications that determine
RIG-I/RNA binding and signaling activities. J Virol (2009) 83(9):4174–84.
doi: 10.1128/JVI.02449-08

75. Lu HL, Liao F. Melanoma differentiation-associated gene 5 senses hepatitis B
virus and activates innate immune signaling to suppress virus replication.
J Immunol (2013) 191(6):3264–76. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.1300512

76. Cao X, Ding Q, Lu J, Tao W, Huang B, Zhao Y, et al. MDA5 plays a critical
role in interferon response during hepatitis C virus infection. J Hepatol
(2015) 62(4):771–8. doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2014.11.007

77. Hiet MS, Bauhofer O, Zayas M, Roth H, Tanaka Y, Schirmacher P, et al.
Control of temporal activation of hepatitis C virus-induced interferon
response by domain 2 of nonstructural protein 5A. J Hepatol (2015) 63
(4):829–37. doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2015.04.015

78. Hoffmann FS, Schmidt A, Dittmann Chevillotte M, Wisskirchen C,
Hellmuth J, Willms S, et al. Polymorphisms in melanoma differentiation-
associated gene 5 link protein function to clearance of hepatitis C virus.
Hepatology (2015) 61(2):460–70. doi: 10.1002/hep.27344

79. Hei L, Zhong J. Laboratory of genetics and physiology 2 (LGP2) plays an
essential role in hepatitis C virus infection-induced interferon responses.
Hepatology (2017) 65(5):1478–91. doi: 10.1002/hep.29050

80. Parisien JP, Lenoir JJ, Mandhana R, Rodriguez KR, Qian K, Bruns AM, et al.
RNA sensor LGP2 inhibits TRAF ubiquitin ligase to negatively regulate
innate immune signaling. EMBO Rep (2018) 19(6):e45176. doi: 10.15252/
embr.201745176

81. Yan Q, Li M, Liu Q, Li F, Zhu B, Wang J, et al. Molecular characterization of
woodchuck IFI16 and AIM2 and their expression in woodchucks infected
with woodchuck hepatitis virus (WHV). Sci Rep (2016) 6:28776.
doi: 10.1038/srep28776

82. Yang Y, Zhao X, Wang Z, ShuW, Li L, Li Y, et al. Nuclear Sensor Interferon-
Inducible Protein 16 Inhibits the Function of Hepatitis B Virus Covalently
Closed Circular DNA by Integrating Innate Immune Activation and
Epigenetic Suppression. Hepatology (2020) 71(4):1154–69. doi: 10.1002/
hep.30897

83. Cui X, Clark DN, Liu K, Xu XD, Guo JT, Hu J. Viral DNA-Dependent
Induction of Innate Immune Response to Hepatitis B Virus in
Immortalized Mouse Hepatocytes. J Virol (2016) 90(1):486–96.
doi: 10.1128/JVI.01263-15

84. Lauterbach-Riviere L, Bergez M, Monch S, Qu B, Riess M, Vondran FWR,
et al. Hepatitis B Virus DNA is a Substrate for the cGAS/STING Pathway but
is not Sensed in Infected Hepatocytes. Viruses (2020) 12(6):592.
doi: 10.3390/v12060592

85. Guo F, Han Y, Zhao X, Wang J, Liu F, Xu C, et al. STING agonists induce an
innate antiviral immune response against hepatitis B virus. Antimicrob
Agents Chemother (2015) 59(2):1273–81. doi: 10.1128/AAC.04321-14

86. Yi G, Wen Y, Shu C, Han Q, Konan KV, Li P, et al. Hepatitis C Virus NS4B
Can Suppress STING Accumulation To Evade Innate Immune Responses.
J Virol (2016) 90(1):254–65. doi: 10.1128/JVI.01720-15

87. Garaigorta U, Chisari FV. Hepatitis C virus blocks interferon effector
function by inducing protein kinase R phosphorylation. Cell Host Microbe
(2009) 6(6):513–22. doi: 10.1016/j.chom.2009.11.004

88. Shimoike T, McKenna SA, Lindhout DA, Puglisi JD. Translational
insensitivity to potent activation of PKR by HCV IRES RNA. Antiviral
Res (2009) 83(3):228–37. doi: 10.1016/j.antiviral.2009.05.004

89. Arnaud N, Dabo S, Akazawa D, Fukasawa M, Shinkai-Ouchi F, Hugon J,
et al. Hepatitis C virus reveals a novel early control in acute immune
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 12
response. PLoS Pathog (2011) 7(10):e1002289. doi: 10.1371/journal.
ppat.1002289

90. Daito T, Watashi K, Sluder A, Ohashi H, Nakajima S, Borroto-Esoda K, et al.
Cyclophilin inhibitors reduce phosphorylation of RNA-dependent protein
kinase to restore expression of IFN-stimulated genes in HCV-infected cells.
Gastroenterology (2014) 147(2):463–72. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2014.04.035

91. Colpitts CC, Ridewood S, Schneiderman B, Warne J, Tabata K, Ng CF, et al.
Hepatitis C virus exploits cyclophilin A to evade PKR. Elife (2020) 9:e52237.
doi: 10.7554/eLife.52237

92. Kwon YC, Kang JI, Hwang SB, Ahn BY. The ribonuclease L-dependent
antiviral roles of human 2’,5’-oligoadenylate synthetase family members
against hepatitis C virus. FEBS Lett (2013) 587(2):156–64. doi: 10.1016/
j.febslet.2012.11.010

93. Pujantell M, Franco S, Galvan-Femenia I, Badia R, Castellvi M, Garcia-Vidal E,
et al. ADAR1 affects HCV infection by modulating innate immune response.
Antiviral Res (2018) 156:116–27. doi: 10.1016/j.antiviral.2018.05.012

94. Taylor DR, Puig M, Darnell ME, Mihalik K, Feinstone SM. New antiviral
pathway that mediates hepatitis C virus replicon interferon sensitivity
through ADAR1. J Virol (2005) 79(10):6291–8. doi: 10.1128/
JVI.79.10.6291-6298.2005

95. Liu G, Ma X, Wang Z, Wakae K, Yuan Y, He Z, et al. Adenosine deaminase
acting on RNA-1 (ADAR1) inhibits hepatitis B virus (HBV) replication by
enhancing microRNA-122 processing. J Biol Chem (2019) 294(38):14043–
54. doi: 10.1074/jbc.RA119.007970

96. MacParland SA, Liu JC, Ma XZ, Innes BT, Bartczak AM, Gage BK, et al.
Single cell RNA sequencing of human liver reveals distinct intrahepatic
macrophage populations. Nat Commun (2018) 9(1):4383. doi: 10.1038/
s41467-018-06318-7

97. Aizarani N, Saviano A, Sagar, Mailly L, Durand S, Herman JS, et al. A human
liver cell atlas reveals heterogeneity and epithelial progenitors. Nature (2019)
572(7768):199–204. doi: 10.1038/s41586-019-1373-2

98. Mason A, Wick M, White H, Perrillo R. Hepatitis B virus replication in
diverse cell types during chronic hepatitis B virus infection. Hepatology
(1993) 18(4):781–9. doi: 10.1002/hep.1840180406

99. Stamataki Z, Shannon-Lowe C, Shaw J, Mutimer D, Rickinson AB, Gordon J,
et al. Hepatitis C virus association with peripheral blood B lymphocytes
potentiates viral infection of liver-derived hepatoma cells. Blood (2009) 113
(3):585–93. doi: 10.1182/blood-2008-05-158824

100. Breiner KM, Schaller H, Knolle PA. Endothelial cell-mediated uptake of a
hepatitis B virus: a new concept of liver targeting of hepatotropic
microorganisms. Hepatology (2001) 34(4 Pt 1):803–8. doi: 10.1053/
jhep.2001.27810

101. Bain C, Fatmi A, Zoulim F, Zarski JP, Trepo C, Inchauspe G. Impaired
allostimulatory function of dendritic cells in chronic hepatitis C infection.
Gastroenterology (2001) 120(2):512–24. doi: 10.1053/gast.2001.21212

102. Marukian S, Jones CT, Andrus L, Evans MJ, Ritola KD, Charles ED, et al. Cell
culture-produced hepatitis C virus does not infect peripheral blood
mononuclear cells. Hepatology (2008) 48(6):1843–50. doi: 10.1002/hep.22550

103. Shlomai A, Schwartz RE, Ramanan V, Bhatta A, de Jong YP, Bhatia SN, et al.
Modeling host interactions with hepatitis B virus using primary and induced
pluripotent stem cell-derived hepatocellular systems. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A
(2014) 111(33):12193–8. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1412631111

104. Shin EC, Sung PS, Park SH. Immune responses and immunopathology in
acute and chronic viral hepatitis. Nat Rev Immunol (2016) 16(8):509–23.
doi: 10.1038/nri.2016.69

105. Zhang B, Liu Y, Wang X, Li J, Xu X, Guo L, et al. TLR3 Activation of Hepatic
Stellate Cell Line Suppresses HBV Replication in HepG2 Cells. Front
Immunol (2018) 9:2921. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2018.02921

106. Zhang S, Kodys K, Li K, Szabo G. Human type 2 myeloid dendritic cells
produce interferon-lambda and amplify interferon-alpha in response to
hepatitis C virus infection. Gastroenterology (2013) 144(2):414–25.e7.
doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2012.10.034

107. Zhang Y, El-Far M, Dupuy FP, Abdel-Hakeem MS, He Z, Procopio FA, et al.
HCV RNA Activates APCs via TLR7/TLR8 While Virus Selectively
Stimulates Macrophages Without Inducing Antiviral Responses. Sci Rep
(2016) 6:29447. doi: 10.1038/srep29447

108. Dreux M, Garaigorta U, Boyd B, Decembre E, Chung J, Whitten-Bauer C,
et al. Short-range exosomal transfer of viral RNA from infected cells to
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 624034

https://doi.org/10.1080/09674845.2018.1547179
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2015-310239
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2015-310239
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2014.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2014.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07106
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02449-08
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1300512
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2014.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2015.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.27344
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.29050
https://doi.org/10.15252/embr.201745176
https://doi.org/10.15252/embr.201745176
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep28776
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.30897
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.30897
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01263-15
https://doi.org/10.3390/v12060592
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.04321-14
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01720-15
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2009.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2009.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002289
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002289
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2014.04.035
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.52237
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2012.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2012.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2018.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.79.10.6291-6298.2005
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.79.10.6291-6298.2005
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.RA119.007970
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06318-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06318-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1373-2
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.1840180406
https://doi.org/10.1182/blood-2008-05-158824
https://doi.org/10.1053/jhep.2001.27810
https://doi.org/10.1053/jhep.2001.27810
https://doi.org/10.1053/gast.2001.21212
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.22550
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1412631111
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri.2016.69
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.02921
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2012.10.034
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep29447
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Roca Suarez et al. Hepatic Nucleic Acid-Induced Signaling
plasmacytoid dendritic cells triggers innate immunity. Cell Host Microbe
(2012) 12(4):558–70. doi: 10.1016/j.chom.2012.08.010

109. Thomsen MK, Skouboe MK, Boularan C, Vernejoul F, Lioux T, Leknes SL,
et al. The cGAS-STING pathway is a therapeutic target in a preclinical model
of hepatocellular carcinoma. Oncogene (2020) 39(8):1652–64. doi: 10.1038/
s41388-019-1108-8

110. Dou Z, Ghosh K, Vizioli MG, Zhu J, Sen P, Wangensteen KJ, et al.
Cytoplasmic chromatin triggers inflammation in senescence and cancer.
Nature (2017) 550(7676):402–6. doi: 10.1038/nature24050

111. Chan YK, Gack MU. Viral evasion of intracellular DNA and RNA sensing.
Nat Rev Microbiol (2016) 14(6):360–73. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro.2016.45

112. Grunvogel O, Colasanti O, Lee JY, Kloss V, Belouzard S, Reustle A, et al.
Secretion of Hepatitis C Virus Replication Intermediates Reduces Activation
of Toll-Like Receptor 3 in Hepatocytes. Gastroenterology (2018) 154
(8):2237–51.e16. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2018.03.020

113. Li K, Foy E, Ferreon JC, Nakamura M, Ferreon AC, Ikeda M, et al. Immune
evasion by hepatitis C virus NS3/4A protease-mediated cleavage of the Toll-
like receptor 3 adaptor protein TRIF. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (2005) 102
(8):2992–7. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0408824102

114. Lebosse F, Testoni B, Fresquet J, Facchetti F, Galmozzi E, Fournier M, et al.
Intrahepatic innate immune response pathways are downregulated in
untreated chronic hepatitis B. J Hepatol (2017) 66(5):897–909.
doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2016.12.024

115. Hou Z, Zhang J, Han Q, Su C, Qu J, Xu D, et al. Hepatitis B virus inhibits
intrinsic RIG-I and RIG-G immune signaling via inducing miR146a. Sci Rep
(2016) 6:26150. doi: 10.1038/srep26150

116. Luangsay S, Gruffaz M, Isorce N, Testoni B, Michelet M, Faure-Dupuy S,
et al. Early inhibition of hepatocyte innate responses by hepatitis B virus.
J Hepatol (2015) 63(6):1314–22. doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2015.07.014

117. Li XD, Sun L, Seth RB, Pineda G, Chen ZJ. Hepatitis C virus protease NS3/4A
cleaves mitochondrial antiviral signaling protein off the mitochondria to
evade innate immunity. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (2005) 102(49):17717–22.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.0508531102

118. Bellecave P, Sarasin-Filipowicz M, Donze O, Kennel A, Gouttenoire J,
Meylan E, et al. Cleavage of mitochondrial antiviral signaling protein in
the liver of patients with chronic hepatitis C correlates with a reduced
activation of the endogenous interferon system. Hepatology (2010) 51
(4):1127–36. doi: 10.1002/hep.23426

119. Loo YM, Owen DM, Li K, Erickson AK, Johnson CL, Fish PM, et al. Viral
and therapeutic control of IFN-beta promoter stimulator 1 during hepatitis
C virus infection. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (2006) 103(15):6001–6.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.0601523103

120. Lau DT, Fish PM, Sinha M, Owen DM, Lemon SM, Gale MJr. Interferon
regulatory factor-3 activation, hepatic interferon-stimulated gene expression,
and immune cell infiltration in hepatitis C virus patients. Hepatology (2008)
47(3):799–809. doi: 10.1002/hep.22076

121. Oshiumi H, Miyashita M, Matsumoto M, Seya T. A distinct role of Riplet-
mediated K63-Linked polyubiquitination of the RIG-I repressor domain in
human antiviral innate immune responses. PLoS Pathog (2013) 9(8):
e1003533. doi: 10.1371/journal.ppat.1003533

122. Ding Q, Cao X, Lu J, Huang B, Liu YJ, Kato N, et al. Hepatitis C virus NS4B
blocks the interaction of STING and TBK1 to evade host innate immunity.
J Hepatol (2013) 59(1):52–8. doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2013.03.019

123. Nitta S, Sakamoto N, Nakagawa M, Kakinuma S, Mishima K, Kusano-
Kitazume A, et al. Hepatitis C virus NS4B protein targets STING and
abrogates RIG-I-mediated type I interferon-dependent innate immunity.
Hepatology (2013) 57(1):46–58. doi: 10.1002/hep.26017

124. Liu Y, Li J, Chen J, Li Y, Wang W, Du X, et al. Hepatitis B virus polymerase
disrupts K63-linked ubiquitination of STING to block innate cytosolic DNA-
sensing pathways. J Virol (2015) 89(4):2287–300. doi: 10.1128/JVI.02760-14

125. Chen SL, Liu LL, Lu SX, Luo RZ, Wang CH, Wang H, et al. HBx-mediated
decrease of AIM2 contributes to hepatocellular carcinoma metastasis. Mol
Oncol (2017) 11(9):1225–40. doi: 10.1002/1878-0261.12090

126. Vincent IE, Zannetti C, Lucifora J, Norder H, Protzer U, Hainaut P, et al.
Hepatitis B virus impairs TLR9 expression and function in plasmacytoid
dendritic cells. PLoS One (2011) 6(10):e26315. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0026315

127. Aillot L, Bonnin M, Ait-Goughoulte M, Bendriss-Vermare N, Maadadi S,
Dimier L, et al. Interaction between Toll-Like Receptor 9-CpG
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 13
Oligodeoxynucleotides and Hepatitis B Virus Virions Leads to Entry
Inhibition in Hepatocytes and Reduction of Alpha Interferon Production
by Plasmacytoid Dendritic Cells. Antimicrob Agents Chemother (2018) 62(4):
e01741-17. doi: 10.1128/AAC.01741-17

128. Lupberger J, Croonenborghs T, Roca Suarez AA, Van Renne N, Juhling F,
Oudot MA, et al. Combined Analysis of Metabolomes, Proteomes, and
Transcriptomes of Hepatitis C Virus-Infected Cells and Liver to Identify
Pathways Associated With Disease Development. Gastroenterology (2019)
157(2):537–51 e9. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2019.04.003

129. Jounai N, Kobiyama K, Takeshita F, Ishii KJ. Recognition of damage-
associated molecular patterns related to nucleic acids during inflammation
and vaccination. Front Cell Infect Microbiol (2012) 2:168. doi: 10.3389/
fcimb.2012.00168

130. Venereau E, Ceriotti C, Bianchi ME. DAMPs from Cell Death to New Life.
Front Immunol (2015) 6:422. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2015.00422

131. Schulze S, Stoss C, Lu M, Wang B, Laschinger M, Steiger K, et al. Cytosolic
nucleic acid sensors of the innate immune system promote liver regeneration
after partial hepatectomy. Sci Rep (2018) 8(1):12271. doi: 10.1038/s41598-
018-29924-3

132. Schwabe RF, Seki E, Brenner DA. Toll-like receptor signaling in the liver.
Gastroenterology (2006) 130(6):1886–900. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2006.01.038

133. Chew V, Tow C, Huang C, Bard-Chapeau E, Copeland NG, Jenkins NA, et al.
Toll-like receptor 3 expressing tumor parenchyma and infiltrating natural
killer cells in hepatocellular carcinoma patients. J Natl Cancer Inst (2012) 104
(23):1796–807. doi: 10.1093/jnci/djs436

134. Bonnin M, Fares N, Testoni B, Estornes Y, Weber K, Vanbervliet B, et al.
Toll-like receptor 3 downregulation is an escape mechanism from apoptosis
during hepatocarcinogenesis. J Hepatol (2019) 71(4):763–72. doi: 10.1016/
j.jhep.2019.05.031

135. Lin KJ, Lin TM, Wang CH, Liu HC, Lin YL, Eng HL. Down-regulation of
Toll-like receptor 7 expression in hepatitis-virus-related human
hepatocellular carcinoma. Hum Pathol (2013) 44(4):534–41. doi: 10.1016/
j.humpath.2012.06.015

136. Mohamed FE, Al-Jehani RM, Minogue SS, Andreola F, Winstanley A, Olde
Damink SW, et al. Effect of toll-like receptor 7 and 9 targeted therapy to
prevent the development of hepatocellular carcinoma. Liver Int (2015) 35
(3):1063–76. doi: 10.1111/liv.12626

137. Eiro N, Altadill A, Juarez LM, Rodriguez M, Gonzalez LO, Atienza S, et al.
Toll-like receptors 3, 4 and 9 in hepatocellular carcinoma: Relationship with
clinicopathological characteristics and prognosis. Hepatol Res (2014) 44
(7):769–78. doi: 10.1111/hepr.12180

138. Hou J, Zhou Y, Zheng Y, Fan J, Zhou W, Ng IO, et al. Hepatic RIG-I predicts
survival and interferon-alpha therapeutic response in hepatocellular
carcinoma. Cancer Cell (2014) 25(1):49–63. doi: 10.1016/j.ccr.2013.11.011

139. Wei Q, Mu K, Li T, Zhang Y, Yang Z, Jia X, et al. Deregulation of the NLRP3
inflammasome in hepatic parenchymal cells during liver cancer progression.
Lab Invest (2014) 94(1):52–62. doi: 10.1038/labinvest.2013.126

140. Lin W, Zhao Z, Ni Z, Zhao Y, Du W, Chen S. IFI16 restoration in
hepatocellular carcinoma induces tumour inhibition via activation of p53
signals and inflammasome. Cell Prolif (2017) 50(6):e12392. doi: 10.1111/
cpr.12392

141. Ma X, Guo P, Qiu Y, Mu K, Zhu L, Zhao W, et al. Loss of AIM2 expression
promotes hepatocarcinoma progression through activation of mTOR-S6K1
pathway. Oncotarget (2016) 7(24):36185–97. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.9154

142. Watanabe T, Ninomiya H, Saitou T, Takanezawa S, Yamamoto S, Imai Y,
et al. Therapeutic effects of the PKR inhibitor C16 suppressing tumor
proliferation and angiogenesis in hepatocellular carcinoma in vitro and in
vivo. Sci Rep (2020) 10(1):5133. doi: 10.1038/s41598-020-61579-x

143. Hiasa Y, Kamegaya Y, Nuriya H, Onji M, Kohara M, Schmidt EV, et al.
Protein kinase R is increased and is functional in hepatitis C virus-related
hepatocellular carcinoma. Am J Gastroenterol (2003) 98(11):2528–34.
doi: 10.1111/j.1572-0241.2003.08663.x

144. Chan TH, Lin CH, Qi L, Fei J, Li Y, Yong KJ, et al. A disrupted RNA editing
balance mediated by ADARs (Adenosine DeAminases that act on RNA) in
human hepatocellular carcinoma. Gut (2014) 63(5):832–43. doi: 10.1136/
gutjnl-2012-304037

145. Saviano A, Roehlen N, Virzi A, Suarez AAR, Hoshida Y, Lupberger J, et al.
“Stromal and Immune Drivers of Hepatocarcinogenesis”. In: Y Hoshida,
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 624034

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2012.08.010
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41388-019-1108-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41388-019-1108-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24050
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro.2016.45
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2018.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0408824102
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2016.12.024
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep26150
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2015.07.014
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0508531102
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.23426
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0601523103
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.22076
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003533
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2013.03.019
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.26017
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02760-14
https://doi.org/10.1002/1878-0261.12090
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0026315
https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.01741-17
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2019.04.003
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2012.00168
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2012.00168
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2015.00422
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-29924-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-29924-3
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2006.01.038
https://doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djs436
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2019.05.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2019.05.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humpath.2012.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humpath.2012.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1111/liv.12626
https://doi.org/10.1111/hepr.12180
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2013.11.011
https://doi.org/10.1038/labinvest.2013.126
https://doi.org/10.1111/cpr.12392
https://doi.org/10.1111/cpr.12392
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.9154
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-61579-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1572-0241.2003.08663.x
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2012-304037
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2012-304037
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Roca Suarez et al. Hepatic Nucleic Acid-Induced Signaling
editor. Hepatocellular Carcinoma: Translational Precision Medicine
Approaches. Cham, Switzerland: Springer Nature (2019). p. 317–31.

146. Xiong X, Kuang H, Ansari S, Liu T, Gong J, Wang S, et al. Landscape of
Intercellular Crosstalk in Healthy and NASH Liver Revealed by Single-Cell
Secretome Gene Analysis. Mol Cell (2019) 75(3):644–60.e5. doi: 10.1016/
j.molcel.2019.07.028

147. Stuart T, Satija R. Integrative single-cell analysis. Nat Rev Genet (2019) 20
(5):257–72. doi: 10.1038/s41576-019-0093-7

148. Saviano A, Henderson NC, Baumert TF. Single-cell genomics and spatial
transcriptomics: Discovery of novel cell states and cellular interactions in
liver physiology and disease biology. J Hepatol (2020) 73(5):1219–30.
doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2020.06.004

149. Hamdane N, Juhling F, Crouchet E, El Saghire H, Thumann C, Oudot MA,
et al. HCV-Induced Epigenetic Changes Associated With Liver Cancer Risk
Persist After Sustained Virologic Response. Gastroenterology (2019) 156
(8):2313–29.e7. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2019.02.038

150. Juhling F, Hamdane N, Crouchet E, Li S, El Saghire H, Mukherji A, et al.
Targeting clinical epigenetic reprogramming for chemoprevention of
metabolic and viral hepatocellular carcinoma. Gut (2021) 70:157–69.
doi: 10.1136/gutjnl-2019-318918

151. Xia Y, Liang TJ. Development of Direct-acting Antiviral and Host-targeting
Agents for Treatment of Hepatitis B Virus Infection. Gastroenterology (2019)
156(2):311–24. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2018.07.057
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 14
152. Lucifora J, Bonnin M, Aillot L, Fusil F, Maadadi S, Dimier L, et al. Direct
antiviral properties of TLR ligands against HBV replication in immune-
competent hepatocytes. Sci Rep (2018) 8(1):5390. doi: 10.1038/s41598-018-
23525-w

153. Daffis S, Balsitis S, Chamberlain J, Zheng J, Santos R, Rowe W, et al. Toll-
Like Receptor 8 Agonist GS-9688 Induces Sustained Efficacy in the
Woodchuck Model of Chronic Hepatitis B. Hepatology (2020).
doi: 10.1002/hep.31255

154. Ramsey BW, Nepom GT, Lonial S. Academic, Foundation, and Industry
Collaboration in Finding New Therapies. N Engl J Med (2017) 376(18):1762–
9. doi: 10.1056/NEJMra1612575

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

Copyright © 2021 Roca Suarez, Testoni, Baumert and Lupberger. This is an open-
access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted,
provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the
original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic
practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with
these terms.
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 624034

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2019.07.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2019.07.028
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41576-019-0093-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2020.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2019.02.038
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2019-318918
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2018.07.057
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-23525-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-23525-w
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.31255
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra1612575
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles

	Nucleic Acid-Induced Signaling in Chronic Viral Liver Disease
	Introduction
	Signaling Pathways Implicated in Viral Nucleic Acid Sensing
	Sensing of HBV and HCV Nucleic Acids in Hepatocytes
	TLR Signaling Pathways
	RLR Signaling Pathways
	DNA-Sensing Pathways
	Directly Antiviral Pathways
	Sensing of HBV and HCV Nucleic Acids in Hepatic Stromal Cells
	HBV and HCV Strategies to Evade Nucleic Acid-Induced Antiviral Responses
	Dysregulation of Nucleic Acid-Sensing Components Implicated in HCC Development
	Perspectives
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages false
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 1
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU (T&F settings for black and white printer PDFs 20081208)
    /ENP ()
  >>
  /ExportLayers /ExportVisibleLayers
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName ([High Resolution])
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


