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RESEARCH ARTICLE
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The inflammatory and IFN pathways of innate immunity play a key role in the resistance and
pathogenesis of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19). Innate sensors and SARS-CoV-2-associated
molecular patterns (SAMPSs) remain to be completely defined. Here, we identified single-stranded
RNA (ssRNA) fragments from the SARS-CoV-2 genome as direct activators of endosomal TLR7/8
and MyD88 pathway. The same sequences induced human DC activation in terms of phenotype and
function, such as IFN and cytokine production and Th1 polarization. A bioinformatic scan of the
viral genome identified several hundreds of fragments potentially activating TLR7/8, suggesting
that products of virus endosomal processing potently activate the IFN and inflammatory responses
downstream of these receptors. In vivo, SAMPs induced MyD88-dependent lung inflammation
characterized by accumulation of proinflammatory and cytotoxic mediators and immune cell
infiltration, as well as splenic DC phenotypical maturation. These results identified TLR7/8 as

a crucial cellular sensor of ssSRNAs encoded by SARS-CoV-2 involved in host resistance and the
disease pathogenesis of COVID-19.

Introduction

SARS-CoV-2 is a positive-sense single-stranded RNA (ssRNA) virus belonging to the family of Coronavi-
ridae, also including the closely related Middle East respiratory syndrome coronavirus (MERS-CoV) and
SARS-CoV (1). In a subgroup of patients, SARS-CoV-2 infection (coronavirus disease 2019, COVID-19)
develops as acute respiratory distress syndrome featuring intense lung injury, sepsis-like manifestations, and
multiorgan failure (2) associated with overt production of proinflammatory cytokines that directly correlates
with poor prognosis (3). This clinical condition suggests that an overactive innate immune response may
unleash virus-dependent immune pathology (4). Innate immune activation is also responsible for inducing the
protective antiviral state, largely mediated by the release of type I IFNs. Indeed, inborn errors in type I IFN
production and amplification (5) or preexisting blocking autoantibodies against members of the IFN family
of cytokines (6) were found to correlate with unfavorable prognosis.

DCs act as crucial messengers linking innate and adaptive immunity against viral infections (7, 8). Within
DC heterogeneity, plasmacytoid DCs (pDCs) play an important role as the major source of type I IFN in
response to viral infection, while conventional DCs (cDCs) respond to a vast variety of pathogens by producing
proinflammatory cytokines and are the main cells responsible for T cell activation (9-11). pDCs sense ssRNA
viruses through TLR7 (12), an endosomal receptor activated by genomic fragments rich in guanine and uracil
(GU rich), derived by endosomal processing of the virus independently of infection (13). By contrast, cDCs
express the closely related TLR8 (14). Although TLR7 and TLRS display high structural and functional homol-
ogy and similar ligand specificity (15) and recruit the same signaling intracellular adaptor molecule, MyD88
(16), the signaling pathways of these 2 TLRs diverge in functional significance, with TLR7 more involved in
the antiviral immune response and TLR8 mastering the production of proinflammatory cytokines. Both cDCs
and pDCs were shown to be reduced in the blood of patients with severe acute COVID-19 (17, 18) as a possible
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result of cell activation (19), but the mechanisms of SARS-CoV-2 recognition and activation by innate immune
cells still need to be identified. This study characterized SARS-CoV-2-associated molecular patterns (SAMPs)
and identified the TLR7/8/MyD88 axis as a crucial pathway in the activation of human pDCs and cDCs.

Results

Identification of potential ssRNA SAMPs. Based on previous work identifying RNA40, a GU-rich ssSRNA from
the U5 region of HIV-1, as a natural agonist of TLR7 and TLR8 (20) and on known features of TLR7/8
ligands (15, 21, 22), we searched for putative immunostimulatory sequences within the SARS-CoV-2 ssRNA
genome. Our bioinformatic scan revealed 491 GU-rich sequences, among which more than 250 also bore at
least 1 “UGUGU” IFN induction motif (IIM; refs. 15, 20, 21; Supplemental Table 1; supplemental material
available online with this article; https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.150542DS1).

We hypothesized that these sequences may represent as yet unidentified SAMPs responsible for viral rec-
ognition and immune activation via endosomal TLR triggering. The elevated number of sequences detected
suggests that upon endosomal engulfment, the fragmentation of the SARS-CoV-2 genome may generate
many TLR7/8-triggering sequences, thus displaying a high chance of contacting and activating the IFN and
inflammatory responses downstream of these receptors.

To validate the stimulatory potential on innate immune cells, 2 representative sequences, SCV2-RNA1
and SCV2-RNAZ2, were chosen within the previous list, synthesized, and tested in in vitro and in vivo models
of inflammation.

sSRNA SAMPs activate human monocyte-derived DCs. Monocyte-derived DCs (moDCs), a model of inflam-
matory cDCs expressing a wide variety of TLRs (7, 23-25), were treated with increasing concentrations of
SCV2-RNA1 and SCV2-RNA2 along with HIV-1-derived RNA40 (20) used as a positive control. Uridine/
adenosine-alternated (U/A-alternated) control sequences SCV2-RNA1A and SCV2-RNA2A were used as
negative controls (see Methods). Figure 1A shows that both fragments efficiently activated cytokine secre-
tion by moDCs. In particular, we observed potent induction of proinflammatory cytokines (TNF-a, IL-6),
the Thl-polarizing cytokine IL-12 and chemokines recruiting polymorphonuclear neutrophils (CXCLS),
myelomonocytic cells (CCL3), and Thl- and cytotoxic effector cells (CXCL9). Especially at low concentra-
tions, SCV2-RNA1 and SCV2-RNA2 were more efficient than HIV-1-derived RNA40. In all experimental
conditions, U/A-alternated SCV2-RNA1A and SCV2-RNA2A did not induce cytokine secretion. SCV2-
RNA1 and SCV2-RNA2 also induced moDC phenotypical maturation in terms of CD83, CD86, and CCR7
expression (Figure 1B). Similar to cytokine secretion, upregulation of maturation markers by RNA40 was less
effective. These results demonstrated that SCV2-RNA1 and SCV2-RNA2 behaved as SAMPs endowed with
potent DC stimulatory capacity. Because of their similar potency, further experiments were carried out using
a mixture of the 2 SAMPs (indicated as SCV2-RNA), a condition that may also better mimic physiological
stimulation by multiple sequences derived from SARS-CoV-2 genome endosomal fragmentation.

sSRNA SAMPs activate T cell responses. The impact of SAMPs on the ability of DCs to stimulate T cell
functions was investigated in coculture experiments of SAMP-activated DCs with allogeneic naive CD4*
and CD8" T cells. Figure 2A shows that SAMP-activated DCs induced proliferation of naive CD4* and
CD8" T cells. Activated CD4" T cells produced IFN-y but no IL-4, a typical Th1-effector phenotype (Figure
2B). Functional activation of CD8" T cells was similarly demonstrated by the detection of secreted IFN-y
(Figure 2C) and the intracellular accumulation of granzyme B, a marker of a cytotoxic phenotype. None of
these effects were observed when DCs were activated with U/A-alternated SAMPs.

These experiments demonstrated that phenotypical DC maturation induced by SAMPs (Figure 1B)
was paralleled by the acquisition of T cell-activating capabilities. Thus, SAMPs have the ability to induce a
Thl-oriented immune response.

sSRNA SAMPs activate human primary DCs. The ability of SCV2-RNAs to activate DCs was further
investigated using primary circulating cDCs (comprising CD141* ¢cDC1 and CD1c* ¢cDC2) and BDCA2*
pDCs. SCV2-RNA efficiently induced the secretion of TNF-o and IL-6 (Figure 3A) and the expression
of maturation markers, such as CD86 and CCR7 (Figure 3B), in cDCs. Similarly, SAMPs stimulated the
release of IFN-a and TNF-o by pDCs (Figure 3C) as well as their maturation in terms of CD86 upregula-
tion and BDCAZ2 reduction (Figure 3D). Similar to previous results, U/A-alternated control sequences did
not activate cytokine production or maturation in either pDCs or cDCs (not shown).

SSRNA SAMPs activate the TLR8/MyD88/NF-kB axis in moDCs. The cellular sensors responsible for
SARS-CoV-2 detection by immune cells remain ill defined. To formally demonstrate the ability of SAMPs
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Figure 1. SAMPs activate cytokine

secretion and phenotypical maturation of moDCs. (A) moDCs (2 x 10°/mL) were stimulated with increasing concen-

trations of the indicated viral RNAs or with vehicle alone (-) for 24 hours. The production of TNF-a, IL-6, IL-12p70, CXCL8, CCL3, and CXCL9 was evaluated

by ELISA in cell-free supernatants.

Data are expressed as mean + SEM (n = 3). Results of SCV2-RNA1A and SCV2-RNA2A are superimposed in all graphs.

(B) moDCs were stimulated as described in A and the surface expression of CD83, CD86, and CCR7 evaluated by FACS analysis. Data are expressed as rep-

resentative cytofluorimetric profile

s (upper panels) or as the mean + SEM (n = 3) of the MFI (lower panels). (A and B) *P < 0.05 versus (-) by 1-way ANOVA

with Dunnett’s post hoc test; P < 0.05 versus RNA4Q by paired Student’s t test.

JCl Insight 2021;6(18):e150542 ht

to functionally activate TLRs, experiments were performed in HEK293 cells stably transfected with human
TLR7 and TLRS together with an NF-kB reporter gene. Figure 4A depicts the SAMP-dependent activation
of NF-«B and luciferase production in TLR7- and TLRS8-expressing cells. NF-kB activation was also detect-
ed in SCV2-RNA-stimulated moDCs (Figure 4B). Since both TLR7 and TLRS signal through the common
adaptor MyD88, siRNA interference was performed in moDCs. Figure 4C shows that MyD88-specific siR-
NA could decrease by about 50% the levels of MyD88 mRNA, whereas the expression of the TLR3-related

tps://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.150542 3
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Figure 2. SAMP-activated DCs trigger T cell proliferation and functional activation. (A) moDCs were stimulated with vehicle (-) or with SCV2-RNA or the
A-to-U-replaced SCV2-RNA-A (both at 5 ug/mL) for 24 hours. Activated moDCs were cocultured for 6 days with CFSE-stained allogenic naive CD4* T cells or
CD8* T cells at the indicated DC/T cell ratio. Alloreactive T cell proliferation was assessed by measuring CellTrace-CFSE dye loss by flow cytometry. Data are
expressed as mean + SEM (n = 3) of the percentage of proliferating T cells. (B) moDCs stimulated as in A were cocultured for 6 days with allogenic naive CD4*
T cells (DC/T cell ratio 1:20). Intracellular IFN-y and IL-4 were evaluated by FACS analysis. Left, dot plots from 1 representative experiment out of 4 are shown.
Right, bar graphs from 4 independent experiments. Data are expressed as mean + SEM of the percentage of IFN-y-producing cells. (C) moDCs activated as in
A were cocultured for 6 days with allogenic CD8* T cells (DC/T cell ratio 1:10). IFN-y production was evaluated by ELISA in cell-free supernatants and intracellu-
lar granzyme B (GrB) by FACS analysis. Data are expressed as mean + SEM (n = 3). (A-C) *P < 0.05 versus (-) by 1-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s post hoc test.

adaptor TRIF and RLR-related MAVS was not affected. Consistent with this result, IL-6 production by
SCV2-RNA was also decreased, supporting a role for MyD88 in moDC activation by SCV2-RNA (Figure
4C). Because SAMPs, despite being designed to activate TLR7/8, may also engage other pattern recognition
receptors (PRRs) expressed by moDCs, we also performed TRIF and MAVS siRNA interference. Although
siRNAs efficiently and specifically inhibited the expression of target genes (Figure 4C), they failed to reduce

JCl Insight 2021;6(18):e150542 https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.150542 4
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Figure 3. SAMPs activate cytokine secretion and phenotypical maturation in primary circulating DC subsets. cDCs (2 x 10°/mL) and pDCs (1 x 108/mL) were
stimulated with 5 pug/mL SCV2-RNA for 24 hours. (A-C) Cytokine secretion was evaluated by ELISA. Data are expressed as mean + SEM (n = 3-4); *P < 0.05
versus (-) by paired Student’s t test. (B-D) Surface expression of CD86, CCR7, and BDCA2 was evaluated by FACS analysis. Data are expressed as mean + SEM
of the MFI (left y axis), as well as the mean + SEM of the percentage of positive cells (right y axis) (n = 3-4); *P < 0.05 versus (-) by paired Student'’s t test.

IL-6 production by SCV2-RNA (Figure 4C). The predominant role of the MyD88/NF-kB pathway as com-
pared with that of TRIF/MAVS/IRF-3 was also supported by the lack of SCV2-RNA-dependent induction
of nuclear translocation of IRF-3, a transcription factor downstream of TLR3 and RLRs (not shown).

moDCs are known to respond mainly to TLR8 ligands and to express negligible levels of TLR7 mRNA
(14, 23). mRNA and protein expression analysis of TLR7 and TLRS8 confirmed selective expression of
TLRS8 in our experimental setting (Supplemental Figure 1, A and B). Based on this, we performed TLRS
siRNA in moDCs, showing a reduction in SCV2-RNA-dependent activation correlating to the levels of
mRNA reduction (Figure 4D).

Next, moDCs were stimulated in the presence of CU-CPT9a, a specific TLR8 inhibitor (26). CU-CPT%a
inhibited both NF-kB nuclear translocation (Figure 4E) and IL-6 production when cells were stimulated with
SCV2-RNA or R848 (TLR7/8 ligand; Figure 4F). On the other hand, the TLRS inhibitor did not affect the

JCl Insight 2021;6(18):e150542 https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.150542 5
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Figure 4. SAMPs activate the TLR8/MyD88/NF-kB axis in moDCs. (A) HEK293 cells stably transfected with human TLR7, TLRS, or luciferase alone (-) were
stimulated with SCV2-RNA for 24 hours. NF-«B activation was evaluated as luciferase activity. Data are expressed as mean + SEM (n = 3); *P < 0.05 versus (-)
by 1-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s post hoc test. (B-E) moDCs were stimulated with SCV2-RNA as indicated (B) or pretreated with CU-CPT9a (1 uM) and then
stimulated with SCV2-RNA or LPS for 1 hour (E). Nuclear extracts were blotted against NF-xB p65 and lamin B. One representative donor and densitometry

of 3 donors are shown. *P < 0.05 versus untreated by 1-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s post hoc test; *P < 0.05 versus “SCV2-RNA” by paired Student’s t test. (C,
left panel) moDCs were transfected with indicated siRNAs and target gene expression evaluated by gPCR. Results depict percentage of target gene expression
(mean + SEM n = 4). (C, right panel) moDCs transfected with indicated siRNAs were stimulated with SCV2-RNA for 24 hours and IL-6 production evaluated by
ELISA. Data are expressed as percentage of production (n = 4); *P < 0.05 versus “ctr siRNA” by 1-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s post hoc test. (D) moDCs were
transfected with indicated siRNAs and the expression of TLR8 was evaluated by qPCR (left y axis, white bars). IL-6 production upon SCV2-RNA stimulation was
evaluated by ELISA (right y axis, gray bars). Data (percentage of expression/production) represent the mean + SEM (n = 3); *P < 0.05 versus respective “ctr” by
paired Student’s t test. (F) moDCs were pretreated with CU-CPT9a, then stimulated as indicated for 24 hours and IL-6 production evaluated by ELISA. Data are
expressed as percentage of production for each individual stimulation (n = 3); *P < 0.05 versus respective “0” by 1-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s post hoc test.

stimulation by LPS, a TLR4 ligand (Figure 4, E and F). Finally, we found that SCV2-RNA colocalized with
TLRS8 within moDCs (Supplemental Figure 1C).

SSRNA SAMPs act as TLR7/8 ligands in primary DCs. TLR7 and TLRS display a mutually exclusive expres-
sion in primary DCs. Indeed, cDCs express TLR8 as their unique endosomal ssRNA receptor, whereas
pDCs express TLR7 (14). Consistent with this, CU-CPT9a blocked the production of proinflammatory
cytokines in cDCs (Figure 5A) but not in TLR7-expressing pDCs (Figure 5B). Our effort to block TLR7

JCl Insight 2021;6(18):e150542 https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.150542 6
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Figure 5. TLR7 and TLR8 are responsible for primary DC activation by SAMPs. cDCs (A) and pDCs (B) were pretreated with increasing concentration of
CU-CPT9a and then stimulated with SCV2-RNA (5 pg/mL) for 24 hours. Secreted TNF-a, IL-6, and IFN-o were quantified by ELISA. Data are expressed as
percentage of production (n = 3); *P < 0.05 versus “0"” by 1-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s post hoc test. (C) pDCs were pretreated (0 hours) with SCV2-RNA (5
ug/mL) or R848 (1 ug/mL) or left untreated for 24 hours, washed, and restimulated with R848 for an additional 24 hours. Secreted IFN-a and TNF-o. were
quantified by ELISA. Data are expressed as mean + SEM (n = 3); *P < 0.05 versus “(-)" by 1-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s post hoc test. (D) cDCs were pretreat-
ed for 1 hour with chloroguine (CQ, 10 pM) and then stimulated with SCV2-RNA (5 ug/mL) for 24 hours. Secreted IL-6 (white bars) and TNF-a (gray bars) were
evaluated by ELISA. Data are expressed as percentage of production (n = 3); *P < 0.05 versus respective “(-) SCV2-RNA" by paired Student’s t test. (E) pDCs
were pretreated for 1 hour with CQ (10 uM) and then stimulated with SCV2-RNA (5 ug/mL) for 24 hours. Secreted IFN-a (white bars) and TNF-a (gray bars)
were quantified by ELISA. Data are expressed as percentage of production (n = 3); *P < 0.05 versus respective “(-) SCV2-RNA” by paired Student’s t test.

signaling using commercially available receptor antagonists was unsuccessful since none of these inhibitors
blocked TLR7 activation in pDCs stimulated with R848 or imiquimod (data not shown). As an alternative
strategy to demonstrate the involvement of TLR7 in SCV2-RNA sensing, we performed TLR desensitiza-
tion (21). pDCs were stimulated with SCV2-RNA or R848 or left untreated, washed, and then restimulated
with R848. Figure 5C shows that upon restimulation, only untreated cells could respond to R848 in terms
of IFN-o and TNF-a production as a result of TLR7 desensitization by its ligand R848 as well as by SCV2-
RNA. The limited yield after blood DC purification hampered the use of siRNAs. However, the involvement
of endosomal TLRs as SCV2-RNA receptors was further supported by the blocking of cytokine release in
¢DCs (Figure 5D) and pDCs (Figure 5E) by chloroquine, a drug known to block endosomal TLR triggering
by interfering with endosomal acidification (27).

sSRNA SAMPs induce DC activation and lung inflammation in vivo. To address the capacity of SAMPs to
induce inflammation and immune activation in vivo, we first investigated whether SAMPs can also trigger
murine TLR7, the only GU-rich ssRNA-sensing TLR in mice (20). Murine TLR7 activation by SAMPs
could be hypothesized based on previous studies demonstrating activation of human TLR7/8 and murine
TLR7 by common GU-rich ssRNA ligands (20, 28). In support of this, we showed that TLR7-expressing
RAW264.7 cells (Figure 6A) responded to SAMP stimulation by producing TNF-a, an effect that was
reduced by chloroquine pretreatment (Figure 6B), confirming that SCV2-RNA activated murine cells, pre-
sumably via TLR7. In addition, splenocytes from MyD88~~ mice did not respond to SCV2-RNA stimula-
tion either in terms of proinflammatory cytokine production (Figure 6D) or TLR modulation (Supplemen-
tal Figure 2), despite expressing similar levels of TLRs as compared with WT mice (Figure 6C).

Based on these results, C57B16/J WT and MyD88~~ mice were i.v. injected with SAMPs or vehicle and
euthanized 6 hours later. A significant increase of type I IFN was detected in the sera of WT SAMP-treated
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Figure 6. SAMPs activate murine cells in vitro and in vivo. (A) Expression of TLR mRNAs in RAW264.7 cells. Data are expressed as 2 relative to RPL32
of 1representative experiment out of 3. (B) RAW264.7 (1 x 105/mL) were pretreated for 1 hour with CQ (12.5 uM), then stimulated with 5 ug/mL SCV2-
RNA or vehicle (-) for 24 hours. Secreted TNF-o was evaluated by ELISA. Data are expressed as mean + SEM (n = 3); *P < 0.05 versus (-); *P<0.05 versus
“(-) SCV2-RNA" by paired Student’s t test. (C) Expression of TLR mRNAs in splenocytes from WT (white circle) or MyD88~/- mice (black circle). Data are
expressed as mean + SEM (n = 3) of 2" relative to RPL32 of 1 representative experiment out of 3. (D) Splenocytes (3 x 10°/mL) from WT (white circle)

or MyD88~/- mice (black circle) were stimulated with 5 pg/mL SCV2-RNA or vehicle (-) for 24 hours. Secreted TNF-a was evaluated by ELISA. Data are
expressed as mean + SEM (n = 3); *P < 0.05 versus (-) or #P < 0.05 versus “SCV2-RNA MyD88-/-" by paired Student’s t test . (E) Circulating IFN-a. in WT
(white circle) or MyD88~/- mice (black circle) treated with SCV2-RNA or vehicle (-) for 6 hours. Data are expressed as mean + SEM [(-) n = 4, SCV2-RNA n =
7]; *P < 0.05 versus (-) or ¥P < 0.05 versus “SCV2-RNA MyD88~/-" by unpaired Student's t test. of 1 representative experiment out of 3. (F-H) Activation of
splenic pDCs (CD11c™MHC-11*B220*SiglecH*) (F), cDC1s (CD11c*MHC-11*CD8aCD11b7) (G), or cDC2s (CD11c*MHC-11*CD8a CD11b*) (H) from WT (white circle) or
MyD88~/- mice (black circle), treated with SCV2-RNA or vehicle (-) for 6 hours evaluated in terms of CD40 and CD86 expression. Data are expressed as mean
+ SEM of the MFI [(-) n = 4, SCV2-RNA n = 7]; *P < 0.05 versus (-) or ¥P < 0.05 versus “SCV2-RNA MyD88-/~" by unpaired Student’s t test.

mice, indicating systemic immune activation (Figure 6E). Consistent with this, SAMPs induced the upregula-
tion of CD40 and CD86 on splenic pDCs (CD11c¢™MHC-IT*B220*SiglecH*; Figure 6F). Activation of splen-
iccDCl1s (CD11¢"MHC-II* CD8a*CD11b7) and cDC2s (CD11c¢*"MHC-II* CD8aCD11b*) was also detected
(Figure 6, G and H). Figure 7A shows that SAMP treatment induced the expression of proinflammatory
cytokines TNF-a, IL-1B, and IL-6 and of IFN-a and IFN-y in the lung. In addition, a marked increase in the
expression of chemokines active on myeloid and Thl-effector cells (i.e., CCL3, CCL4, and CXCL10) was
also detected. Conversely, CCL20 and CCL22, 2 chemokines active in Th17 and Th2 T cell recruitment, were
not increased (Figure 7B). We could also detect the accumulation of molecules involved in cytotoxic tissue
damage such as granzyme B and TRAIL (Figure 7C) that, given the short kinetics of stimulation, may reflect
the recruitment of NK cells to the lungs. The increase in CD45 and MHC-II levels (data not shown) further
suggested immune cell infiltration, which was confirmed by histological analysis. Lung histology revealed a
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Figure 7. SAMPs induce inflammation in vivo. (A-C) Real-time PCR for cytokines, chemokines, and effector proteins in lungs of WT (white circle) or
MyD88-- (black circle) treated or not with SCV2-RNA for 6 hours. Data are expressed as mean + SEM [(-) n = 4, SCV2-RNA n = 7] of 2-*% relative to house-
keeping mRNA (RPL32); *P < 0.05 versus (-) or #P < 0.05 versus “SCV2-RNA MyD88~/" by unpaired Student’s t test of 1 representative experiment out of
3. (D) Histological evaluation of lungs from WT or MyD88~/- mice treated or not with SCV2-RNA for 6 hours. Image shows 1 section out of the 3 longitudinal
serial sections performed of 1 representative left lung out of 7. Scale bars: 100 pm.

marked infiltration of inflammatory cells into peribronchial and perivascular connective tissue and alveolar
septal thickening in SAMP-treated mice (Figure 7D). On the contrary, SAMP administration to MyD88~~
mice did not induce any inflammatory response, including the increase of circulating levels of type I IFN, DC
maturation, and the generation of a lung infiltrate (Figure 6, D-H, and Figure 7). These data extend to the in
vivo condition the observation that SAMPs use a TLR/MyD88-dependent pathway to trigger a type I IFN/
proinflammatory activation program and highlight the lung as a primary target organ.

Discussion
Here, we report that 2 short sequences within the ssSRNA genome of SARS-CoV-2 activate the production
of type I IFNs and the T cell-activating ability of human DCs by triggering endosomal TLR7 and TLRS.
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Of note, these sequences represent prototypical examples of the several hundreds of potential TLR ligands
identified by SARS-CoV-2 genome scan. This finding is in line with previous work demonstrating a 20-fold
higher density of GU-rich fragments in the closely related SARS-CoV as compared with HIV-1 (29) and with
a recent bioinformatic study showing that SARS-CoV-2 encodes a number of such fragments even larger than
SARS-CoV (30). Thus, endosomal processing of SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acids may give rise to multiple frag-
ments endowed with the property to trigger innate immune activation.

TLR7/8 are sensors of ssSRNA viruses including coronaviruses. In the past, TLR7-dependent recognition
of MERS-CoV and human and murine pDC activation was demonstrated (31). In addition, murine coronavi-
rus activated protective type I IFN production by TLR 7-expressing murine pDCs (32), and the ssSRNA SARS-
CoV genome was shown to induce TLR7/8-dependent cytokine secretion by human PBMCs and RAW264.7
murine cells (29). By contrast, the involvement of TLR7/8 in the immune response against SARS-CoV-2
and role in COVID-19 pathogenesis and therapeutic potential has only been hypothesized (33). Notably, very
rare loss-of-function variants of TLR7 in 2 independent families were associated with severe COVID-19 in
males (34). Thus, our report on the ability of SAMPs to activate the TLR7/8 and MyD88 pathways provides
the missing link between clinical evidence and molecular knowledge on the cellular sensors for SARS-CoV-2
detection. Viral recognition by endosomal TLRs takes place before and independently of infection as a con-
sequence of pathogen endocytosis (13). Indeed, pDCs were reported to be resistant to infection, although
they were activated by SARS-CoV-2 (35). This is an important process that gives innate immune cells the
opportunity to activate early antiviral response. One limitation of our experimental approach is that it does
not shed light on the actual triggering of endosomal TLRs during active SARS-CoV-2 infection. However,
this is a likely event based on the reported SARS-CoV-2—dependent pDC activation, which uses TLR7 as the
main ssSRNA receptor (12, 35). In addition, endosomal TLRs expressed by innate immune cells were shown
to be activated by viral RNAs packaged within extracellular vesicles by infected tissue cells (36), a mechanism
that is mimicked by SCV2-RNA delivery by liposomal particles. Indeed, in another experimental setting,
liposome-delivered ssRNA40 from HIV-1 activated human macrophages via TLR8 in a way that recapitulat-
ed intact HIV-1 administration (37). It remains to be elucidated whether SARS-CoV-2 uptake for endosomal
processing is a direct process or mediated by receptors, such as ACE2 or CD147 (38).

DCs are heterogeneous cells that master activation of inflammation and antiviral responses, adaptive
immune responses, and tolerance (7, 8). These functions are largely shared among different phenotypical and
functional DC subsets (39). Indeed, pDCs are the major producers of type I IFNs in response to viral infections
(10-12), while cDCs, and cDC2s in particular, sustain inflammation via cytokine secretion and activate naive T
cells (39). Notably, this specialization mirrors the respective expression and function of TLR7 and TLRS (14).
The protective role of TLR7 and type I IFNs in life-threatening COVID-19 has been documented based on the
clinical outcome of patients with inborn errors in type I IFN immunity, producing blocking autoantibodies
against different types of type I IFNs (5, 6) or expressing loss-of-function variants of TLR7 (34). Therefore,
SAMPs may represent one of the essential signals in the activation of an IFN response and Thl-oriented
adaptive immunity (40, 41). In this regard, it is of note that SARS-CoV-2 infection affected the number of
pDCs in vivo (17, 18) and primary virus isolates induced the activation of pDCs in vitro (35). By contrast, an
aggravated inflammatory response causes damage to the host and frequently advances to acute respiratory
distress syndrome in patients with severe COVID-19. Here, we showed that the activation program induced by
SAMPs was not restricted to type I IFNs but encompassed the production of proinflammatory cytokines and
the generation of Thl-oriented responses, which may contribute to the exuberant proinflammatory response
observed in life-threatening COVID-19 (42). Whether TLRS8 or ¢cDC overactivation or genetic variants are
involved in this process is difficult to speculate, and more studies on selected patient cohorts are needed. How-
ever, TLR7 and TLRS selective agonists or antagonists, inducing antiviral IFN response and/or controlling
inflammation, deserve consideration and have entered phase II clinical trials as interesting therapeutic options
to control the different manifestations of COVID-19 (ClinicalTrials.gov NCT04448756). ssRNA-sensing TLRs
are expressed by cells other than DCs, such as macrophages, and by peripheral tissues, such as the lung, bron-
chus, rectum, and cerebral cortex (38). Thus, other cells may contribute to the complex balance of protective
versus detrimental immune activation (4). Finally, since the magnitude of TLR activation differs in individuals,
such as elderly people, differences in TLR activation may help explain differences in the quality of the antiviral
immune response independently of SAMP potency (39).

By all means, other SAMPs and damage-associated molecular patterns (DAMPs) as well as the simulta-
neous engagement of different PRRs are likely to contribute to COVID-19-associated protective response and
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cytokine storm, including cytosolic sensors, such as retinoid-inducible gene-I-like receptors (43), IFN-induced
proteins with tetratricopeptide repeats, or members of a large group of RNA-binding molecules with poorly
defined ligand specificity (43). A search for specific candidate ligands of cytosolic RNA sensors was hampered
because of the scarce definition of their ligand consensus sequences. However, the finding that SARS-CoV-2
can evade innate immune restriction provided by intracellular RNA sensors via methylation of the 5’ end of its
cellular mRNAs (44) further reinforces the role for TLRs as crucial sentinels and regulators of immune response
to SARS-CoV-2 infection. SARS-CoV-2 is known to induce inflammasome assembly, although the exact mecha-
nism still needs to be characterized (45, 46). Since intracellular nucleic acid sensors are known to activate inflam-
masomes (47), and TLR activation is intimately connected with inflammasome functions (48, 49), it is possible
that SCV2-RNAs used in this study may also contribute to activation of this pathway.

In conclusion, this work has described SARS-CoV-2 as a potential powerful source of immunostimula-
tory nucleic acid fragments and has identified SARS-CoV-2—specific pathogen-associated molecular patterns
(PAMPs) endowed with the ability to promote inflammation and immunity triggering TLR7 and TLRS.
Based on previous studies demonstrating a) the crucial protective role of type I IFNs against COVID-19 (5,
6), b) the crucial protective role of TLR7 against life-threatening SARS-CoV-2 infection (34), and c) pDC
activation in vitro by SARS-CoV-2 (35), we believe that our findings fill a gap in the understanding of SARS-
CoV-2 host-pathogen interaction.

Methods

Identification of potential TLR7/8-triggering ssRNA PAMPs. The reference SARS-CoV-2 genome (NC_045512,
positive strand) was scanned for GU-rich ssRNA fragments with the SequenceSearcher tool in the Fuzzy
mode (50). We defined “GU-enriched sequences” as short strings with a maximal length of 20 bp that
were composed of GU and/or UG pairs for more than 40% of their length. The identified 491 GU-rich
sequences were further selected based on the content of at least 1 UGUGU IIM (ref. 21; see Supplemental
Table 1). Within this list, the following were selected based on the particular enrichment in IIM (21) and
synthesized by Integrated DNA Technologies (IDT) for subsequent studies: SCV2-RNA1 5-UGCUGUUGU-
GUGUU*U-3' (genome position: 15692-15706); SCV2-RNA2 5-GUGUGUGUGUUCUGUUAUU*G-
3’ (genome position: 20456-20475; *indicates a phosphorothioate linkage). These sequences were checked
for uniqueness with BLAST (https://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi?’?PROGRAM=blastn&PAGE _
TYPE=BlastSearch&LINK_LOC=blasthome) selecting RNA viruses (taxid: 2559587) as organism in the
“search set” window”. Two additional sequences were synthesized in which U was substituted with A in
order to impair TRL7/8 stimulation (SCV2-RNA1A and SCV2-RNA2A; refs. 15, 20).

Cell preparation and culture. PBMCs were obtained by density gradient centrifugation and monocytes were
subsequently purified by immunomagnetic separation using anti-CD14—conjugated magnetic microbeads
(Miltenyi Biotec) according to the manufacturer’s protocol and as previously published (23). Briefly, mono-
cytes were cultured for 6 days in tissue culture plates in complete medium (RPMI 1640 supplemented with
10% heat-inactivated, endotoxin-free FBS, 2 mM L-glutamine, penicillin, and streptomycin; all from Gibco,
Thermo Fisher Scientific) in the presence of 50 ng/mL GM-CSF and 20 ng/mL IL-4 (Miltenyi Biotec).
Untouched peripheral blood cDC1 and cDC2 (cDCs) and pDCs were obtained from PBMCs after negative
immunomagnetic separation with the Myeloid Dendritic Cell Isolation kit (Miltenyi Biotec) and the Plasma-
cytoid Dendritic Cell Isolation kit IT (Miltenyi Biotec), respectively. pDCs were cultured in completed RPMI
medium with 20 ng/mL IL-3 (Miltenyi Biotec). RAW264.7 cells were purchased from American Type Cul-
ture Collection (ATCC) and cultured in DMEM complemented with 10% FBS.

Cell stimulation. Complexation of RNA with DOTAP Liposomal Transfection Reagent (Roche) was per-
formed as previously described (21). Briefly, 5 ug RNA (either SCV2-RNA1 alone, SCV2-RNA2 alone, or
2.5 ug SCV2-RNAT + 2.5 ng SCV2-RNA2 to obtain SCV2-RNA) in 50 pL. HBS buffer (20 mM HEPES, 150
mM NaCl, pH 7.4) was combined with 100 pL. DOTAP solution (30 uL. DOTAP plus 70 pL. HBS buffer)
and incubated for 15 minutes at room temperature. Where indicated, cells were pretreated for 1 hour with
chloroquine or CU-CPT9a or stimulated with the following TLR agonists: LPS (100 ng/mL) and R848 (1
pg/mL) (all from InvivoGen).

siRNA silencing in moDCs. Differentiating monocytes at day 2 of culture were transfected with MyD88 or
TRIF or MAVS or TLR8 Silencer Select Validated siRNA or with a control siRNA (all at 50 nM final concen-
tration; Ambion, Thermo Fisher Scientific) using Opti-MEM I reduced serum medium and Lipofectamine
RNAIMAX transfection reagent (Thermo Fisher Scientific) as previously described (51). Transfected cells
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were incubated for 72 hours and then stimulated for 24 hours with SCV2-RNA. The effects of mRNA silenc-
ing by siRNA were investigated by quantitative PCR (QPCR) using specific QuantiTect primer assay (Qiagen).

Cytokine detection. TNF-a, IL-6, IL-12p70, CXCLS8, CXCL9, CCL3, and mouse TNF-o were measured
by ELISA (R&D Systems). Human IFN-a was detected using specific Module Set ELISA kit (eBioscience).
Mouse IFN-a was measured by a bioluminescence kit (InvivoGen). All assays were performed on cell-free
supernatants according to the manufacturer’s protocol.

Flow cytometry. Human and mouse DCs were stained with the following antibodies from Miltenyi Biotec
or as specified: Vioblue-conjugated anti-human CD86 (clone FM95), PE-conjugated anti-human CD83 (clone
REA714), FITC-conjugated anti-human BDCA2 (clone AC144), APC-conjugated anti-human CCR7 (clone
REAS546), VioGreen-conjugated anti-mouse CD45 (clone REA737), VioBlue or FITC-conjugated anti-mouse
MHCHII (clone REA564), PerCP-Vio 700—conjugated anti-mouse CD11c (clone REA754), PE-conjugated anti—
mouse SiglecH (clone 551.3D3), PE-Vio 615—conjugated anti-mouse CD11b (clone REA592), VioBlue-conjugat-
ed anti-mouse CD8a (cloneREA601), PE-Vio 770—conjugated anti-mouse B220 (clone RA3-6B2), APC-conju-
gated anti-mouse CD3 (clone REA641), APC-conjugated anti-mouse CD19 (clone REA749), APC-conjugated
anti-mouse CD4% (clone DX5), APC-conjugated anti-mouse Ly6G (clone REA526), PE-conjugated anti—
mouse CD40 (clone REA965), FITC-conjugated anti-mouse CD40 (clone HM40-3, BioLegend), and APC-
CY7—conjugated anti-mouse CD86 (clone GL-1, BioLegend). Samples were read on a MACSQuant Analyzer
(Miltenyi Biotec) and analyzed with FlowJo (Tree Star Inc.). For intracellular detection of granzyme B, cells were
fixed and permeabilized using the Inside Stain kit (Miltenyi Biotec) and stained with APC-conjugated anti—gran-
zyme B (clone REA226, Miltenyi Biotec). Cell viability was assessed by LIVE/DEAD staining according to the
manufacturers’ instructions (Molecular Probes, Thermo Fisher Scientific). The gating strategy of mouse DCs was
as follows: cells were first defined from FSC-A/SSC-A over doublet exclusion and gating on live CD45* LIN~
cells (defined as CD3/CD19/CD49b/Ly6G"). Therefore, pDCs were identified as CD11c"MHC-II*B2207Si-
glecH* cells; cDCls as CD11¢c"MHC-II*CD8a*CD11b; cDC2s as CD11c* MHC-IT* CD8a CD11b" (52).

NF-xBluciferasereporterassay. TLR-specificactivation assays were performed usinghuman HEK 293 cells (ATCC)
expressing luciferase under control of the NF-kB promoter and stably transfected with human TLR7 and TLRS8
as previously described (21). Briefly, 25,000 cells were seeded in complete DMEM without antibiotics in 96-well
plates for 24 hours and then stimulated with 10 ug/mL SCV2-RNA for an additional 24 hours. After stimulation,
cells were lysed using ONE-Glo EX Luciferase Assay System (Promega) according to the manufacturer’s recom-
mendations and assayed for luciferase activity using the EnSightMultimode Plate Reader (PerkinElmer). HEK293
cells were maintained in DMEM supplemented with 10% FBS and specific selection antibiotics were added.

SDS-PAGE and Western blot. Following the indicated stimulations, moDCs were washed twice with PBS
and lysed in L1 buffer (50 mM Tris-HC, pH 8.0; 2 mM EDTA; 0.1% NP-40; 10% glycerol) supplemented with
inhibitors (1 mM Na,OV,, 2 mM DTT, 1 mM NaF, 1 mM PMSF, and protease inhibitor cocktail; all from Mil-
liporeSigma) to separate cytoplasmic proteins. Nuclear pellets were washed twice with L1 buffer with inhibi-
tors and then lysed in NP-40 lysis buffer (50 mM Tris-HCl, pH 8.0; 250 mM NaCl; 1 mM EDTA; 0.1% NP-40;
10% glycerol) with inhibitors. For the analysis of TLR expression, moDCs and HEK293-transfected cells were
lysed in NP-40/Triton X-100 lysis buffer (10 mM Tris-HCI, pH 7.9; 150 mM NaCl; 0.6% NP-40; and 0.5%
Triton X-100) supplemented with inhibitors. Equal amounts of extracts were analyzed through SDS-PAGE
followed by Western blotting with antibodies against NF-kB p65 (rabbit polyclonal, C-20, sc-372, Santa Cruz
Biotechnology), lamin B (goat polyclonal, C-20, 6216, Santa Cruz Biotechnology), TLR7 (rabbit monoclonal,
5632, Cell Signaling Technology), TLR8 (rabbit monoclonal, 11886, Cell Signaling Technology), and fB-actin
(mouse monoclonal, C4, sc-47778, Santa Cruz Biotechnology). Protein bands were detected with SuperSignal
West Pico Chemiluminescent Substrate (Pierce) and quantified by computerized image analysis using Image
Lab software (Bio-Rad). Data were normalized based on f-actin or lamin B content.

Immunofluorescence. moDCs were incubated with Atto-488-tagged SCV2-RNA1 (synthesized by Bio-Fab
research) for 15 minutes, fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde (Pierce) for 10 minutes, and then seeded on glass
slides by cytospin. After permeabilization with 100% cold methanol for 5 minutes, cells were labeled with
a rabbit monoclonal anti-human TLRS8 (11886, Cell Signaling Technology). A conjugate Alexa Fluor 594
anti-rabbit (A-11072, Thermo Fisher Scientific) was used as a secondary antibody. Glass slides were mounted
using Prolong antifade with DAPI (Thermo Fisher Scientific). Cells were analyzed under a Zeiss Observer
Z1 epifluorescence microscope equipped with a Plan-Apochromat 100x/1.4 numerical aperture oil objective
and ApoTome2 imaging system for optical sectioning. Z-stack images were elaborated through AxioVision
3D and extended focus modules.
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T cell proliferation assay. Experiments using T cells were conducted according to the “Minimal Information
about T Cell Assays” (MIATA) guidelines. Allogenic naive CD4* T cells and CD8* T cells were isolated from
buffy coats using the naive CD4" T cell isolation kit IT (Miltenyi Biotec) and CD8" T cell isolation kit (Miltenyi
Biotec), respectively. Purified T cells were counted by flow cytometry and labeled with CellTrace-CFSE (Molec-
ular Probes, Thermo Fisher Scientific) at a final concentration of 5 pM. Subsequently, T cells (1 x 105 cells/well)
were cocultured with graded numbers of allogeneic moDCs in 96-well round-bottom culture plates in complete
RPMI medium. After 6 days, alloreactive T cell proliferation was assessed by measuring the loss of the dye
CellTrace-CFSE upon cell division using flow cytometry. Positive controls of T cell proliferation were routinely
performed using IL-2 plus phytohemagglutinin (PHA). Response definition criteria were defined post hoc. Dead
cells were excluded by LIVE/DEAD staining according to the manufacturer’s instructions. These experiments
were performed using general research investigative assays. Raw data can be provided upon request.

Analysis of T cell cytokine production. After 6 days of coculture, helper T cells were restimulated with 200 nM
PMA (Sigma-Aldrich) plus 1 pg/mL of ionomycin (Sigma-Aldrich) for 5 hours. Brefeldin A (5 pg/mL, Sig-
ma-Aldrich) was added during the last 2 hours. For intracellular cytokine production, cells were fixed and per-
meabilized with Inside Stain kit (Miltenyi Biotec) and stained with FITC-conjugated anti-IFN-y (clone 45-15,
Miltenyi Biotec) and PE-conjugated anti—IL-4 (clone 7A3-3, Miltenyi Biotec) following the manufacturer’s rec-
ommendations. For CD8" T cells, after 6 days of coculture, IFN-y production was assessed in the culture super-
natants by ELISA (R&D Systems). Response definition criteria were defined post hoc. These experiments were
performed using general research investigative assays. Raw data can be provided upon request.

In vivo experiments. MyD88~~ mice (C57B16/J background) were provided by S. Akira (Laboratory of Host
Defense, Immunology Frontier Research Center, Osaka University). WT C57B16/J mice were purchased from
Charles River Laboratories. All mice were housed in the specific pathogen—free animal facility of the Depart-
ment of Medicine, University of Verona. Sex- and age-matched WT and MyD88~~ mice (8—10 weeks old) were
anesthetized with isoflurane and i.v. injected in the retro-orbital vein with 300 uLL DOTAP/SCV2-RNA mixture
(20 pg/mouse) or with DOTAP alone. After 6 hours, mice were euthanized and lungs, spleen, and blood were
harvested. Briefly, lungs were collected upon intracardiac perfusion with cold PBS. Left lung lobes were forma-
lin-fixed for 24 hours, dehydrated, and paraffin-embedded for histological analysis. Right lungs were immediate-
ly frozen at —80°C and used for real-time PCR. Spleens were mechanically and enzymatically treated to obtain a
single-cell suspension for cytofluorimetric and real-time PCR analysis.

Lung histological analysis. Histology was performed on 3 longitudinal serial sections (150 um apart, 4 um in
thickness) from each left lung, stained with H&E, and scanned by VS120 Dot Slide BX61 virtual slide micro-
scope (Olympus Optical) as previously described (53).

gPCR. RNA was extracted using TRIzol reagent and treated with DNAse according to the manufacturer’s
instructions, and reverse transcription was performed using random hexamers and Moloney Murine Leukemia
Virus Reverse Transcriptase (MMLV RT) (all from Thermo Fisher Scientific). The SsoAdvanced Universal
SYBR Green Supermix (Bio-Rad) was used according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Reactions were run
in triplicate on a StepOne Plus Real-Time PCR System (Applied Biosystems) and analyzed by StepOne Plus
Software (Version 2.3, Applied Biosystems). Sequences of gene-specific primers are listed in Supplemental
Table 2. Gene expression was normalized based on mouse RPL32 or human hypoxanthine phosphoribosyl-
transferase (HPRT) mRNA content.

Statistics. Sample group normality was confirmed by Shapiro-Wilk test before application of parametric
statistical analysis. Statistical significance among the experimental groups was determined using 2-tailed paired
or unpaired Student’s ¢ test or 1-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s post hoc test (GraphPad Prism 7) as indicated in
each figure legend. P less than 0.05 was considered significant; # indicates the number of biological replicates
and is specified in each figure legend.

Study approval. Bufty coats from blood donations of anonymous healthy donors were obtained and pre-
served by the Centro Trasfusionale, Spedali Civili of Brescia according to the Italian law concerning blood
component preparation and analysis. Procedures involving animal handling and care conformed to protocols
approved by the University of Verona in compliance with national (D.L. N.116, G.U., Supplemental 40, 18-2-
1992 and N. 26, G.U. March 4, 2014) and international law and policies (EEC Council Directive 2010/63/EU,
OJ L 276/33, 22-09-2010; NIH Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals, National Academies Press,
2011). The study was approved by the Italian Ministry of Health (approval 339/2015-PR). All efforts were made
to minimize the number of animals used and their suffering.

JCl Insight 2021;6(18):e150542 https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.150542 13



. RESEARCH ARTICLE

Author contributions

DB, MAC, AM, SS, VS, and ADP contributed to conceptualization; VS, ADP, PS, DB, and C. Garlanda con-
tributed to methodology; ML and DB contributed to software; VS, HON, MP, and IB performed validation
and formal analysis; VS, HON, FS, TS, ML, PS, LT, IB, MP, NT, C. Gaudenzi, and C. Garlanda conducted
the investigation; VS, HON, FS, ML, and IB curated data; DB, VS, and HON wrote the original draft; AM, SS,
MAC, PS, ADP, and DB reviewed and edited the manuscript; HON and IB contributed to visualization; DB,
MAC, and SS supervised the study; SS, MAC, DB, and PS acquired funding. All authors have read and agreed
to the published version of the manuscript.

Acknowledgments

This research was funded by the Italian Ministry of Health (Bando Ricerca COVID-2020-12371735 to SS),
Italian Ministry of the University and Research (MUR-PRIN 20178ALPCM_005 to DB and MUR-PRIN
20177J4E75_004 to MAC), Associazione Italiana per la Ricerca sul Cancro (AIRC 1G-20339 to MAC and
1G-20776 to SS), University of Verona (RBVR17NCNC to PS), and University of Brescia (Fondi Locali 2019
and 2020 to DB). AM acknowledges support from the Dolce & Gabbana fashion company. ML was the recipi-
ent of a fellowship from AIRC (code 25307).

Address correspondence to: Daniela Bosisio, University of Brescia, Viale Europa 11, 25123 Brescia, Italy.
Phone: 39.030.3717700; Email: daniela.bosisio@unibs.it. Or to: Silvano Sozzani, Sapienza University of Rome,
Viale Regina Elena 291, 00161 Roma, Italy. Phone: 39.06.49255115; Email: silvano.sozzani@uniromal.it. Or
to: Alberto Mantovani, Humanitas University, Via Rita Levi Montalcini 4, 20090 Pieve Emanuele Milano, Italy.
Phone: 39.02.82242444,45 46; Email: alberto.mantovani@humanitasresearch.it.

1. Zhu N, et al. A novel coronavirus from patients with pneumonia in China, 2019. N Engl J Med. 2020;382(8):727-733.
2. Guan W, et al. Clinical characteristics of coronavirus disease 2019 in China. N Engl J Med. 2020;382(18):1708-1720.
3.Liu F, et al. Prognostic value of interleukin-6, C-reactive protein, and procalcitonin in patients with COVID-19. J Clin Virol.
2020;127:104370.
4. Merad M, Martin JC. Pathological inflammation in patients with COVID-19: a key role for monocytes and macrophages. Nat Rev
Immunol. 2020;20(6):355-362.
5.Zhang Q, et al. Inborn errors of type I IFN immunity in patients with life-threatening COVID-19. Science. 2020;370(6515):eabd4570.
6. Bastard P, et al. Autoantibodies against type I IFNSs in patients with life-threatening COVID-19. Science. 2020;370(6515):eabd4585.
7. Cabeza-Cabrerizo M, et al. Dendritic cells revisited. Annu Rev Immunol. 2021;39:131-166.
8. Sozzani S. Dendritic cell trafficking: more than just chemokines. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 2005;16(6):581-592.
9. Villadangos JA, Schnorrer P. Intrinsic and cooperative antigen-presenting functions of dendritic-cell subsets in vivo. Nat Rev
Immunol. 2007;7(7):543-555.
10. Asselin-Paturel C, et al. Type I interferon dependence of plasmacytoid dendritic cell activation and migration. J Exp Med.
2005;201(7):1157-1167.
. Blanco P, et al. Dendritic cells and cytokines in human inflammatory and autoimmune diseases. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev.
2008;19(1):41-52.
12. Swiecki M, Colonna M. The multifaceted biology of plasmacytoid dendritic cells. Nat Rev Immunol. 2015;15(8):471-485.
13. Uematsu S, Akira S. Toll-like receptors and type I interferons. J Biol Chem. 2007;282(21):15319-15323.
14. Jarrossay D, et al. Specialization and complementarity in microbial molecule recognition by human myeloid and plasmacytoid
dendritic cells. Eur J Immunol. 2001;31(11):3388-3393.
15. Shimizu T. Structural insights into ligand recognition and regulation of nucleic acid-sensing Toll-like receptors. Curr Opin Struct Biol.
2017;47:52-59.
16. Cervantes JL, et al. TLRS: the forgotten relative revindicated. Cell Mol Immunol. 2012;9(6):434-438.
17. Zhou R, et al. Acute SARS-CoV-2 infection impairs dendritic cell and T cell responses. Immunity. 2020;53(4):864-877.
18. Peruzzi B, et al. Quantitative and qualitative alterations of circulating myeloid cells and plasmacytoid DC in SARS-CoV-2 infection.
Immunology. 2020;161(4):345-353.
19. Sozzani S, et al. Trafficking properties of plasmacytoid dendritic cells in health and disease. Trends Immunol. 2010;31(7):270-277.
20. Heil F. Species-specific recognition of single-stranded RNA via toll-like receptor 7 and 8. Science. 2004;303(5663):1526-1529.
21. Salvi V, et al. Exosome-delivered microRNAs promote IFN-a secretion by human plasmacytoid DCs via TLR7. JCI Insight.
2018;3(10):€98204.
22. Diebold SS, et al. Nucleic acid agonists for Toll-like receptor 7 are defined by the presence of uridine ribonucleotides. Eur J Immunol.
2006;36(12):3256-3267.
23.Salvi 'V, et al. TLR Signalling pathways diverge in their ability to induce PGE2. Mediators Inflamm. 2016;2016:5678046.
24. Hornung V, et al. Quantitative expression of toll-like receptor 1-10 mRNA in cellular subsets of human peripheral blood mononuclear
cells and sensitivity to CpG oligodeoxynucleotides. J Immunol. 2002;168(9):4531-4537.
25. Muzio M, et al. Differential expression and regulation of toll-like receptors (TLR) in human leukocytes: selective expression of TLR3
in dendritic cells. J Immunol Baltim. 2000;164(11):5998-6004.
26. Zhang S, et al. Small-molecule inhibition of TLR8 through stabilization of its resting state. Nat Chem Biol. 2018;14(1):58-64.

1

—_

N

(=)}

—_

JCl Insight 2021;6(18):e150542 https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.150542 14



27.

28.

29.

30.

3

—

32.

33.

34.
35.

36.
37.

38.
39.
40.

4

—_

42.
43.
44.
45.

4

N

47.

4

oo

4

Nel

50.

5

—

5

w

RESEARCH ARTICLE

Kuznik A, et al. Mechanism of endosomal TLR inhibition by antimalarial drugs and imidazoquinolines. J Immunol.
2011;186(8):4794-4804.

Fabbri M, et al. MicroRNAs bind to Toll-like receptors to induce prometastatic inflammatory response. Proc Natl Acad Sci.
2012;109(31):E2110-E2116.

LiY, et al. Extraordinary GU-rich single-strand RNA identified from SARS coronavirus contributes an excessive innate
immune response. Microbes Infect. 2013;15(2):88-95.

Moreno-Eutimio MA, et al. Bioinformatic analysis and identification of single-stranded RNA sequences recognized by TLR7/8
in the SARS-CoV-2, SARS-CoV, and MERS-CoV genomes. Microbes Infect. 2020;22(4-5):226-229.

. Scheuplein VA, et al. High secretion of interferons by human plasmacytoid dendritic cells upon recognition of Middle East

respiratory syndrome coronavirus. J Virol. 2015;89(7):3859-3869.

Cervantes-Barragan L, et al. Type I IFN-mediated protection of macrophages and dendritic cells secures control of murine
coronavirus infection. J Immunol. 2009;182(2):1099-1106.

Dyavar SR, et al. Role of toll-like receptor 7/8 pathways in regulation of interferon response and inflammatory mediators
during SARS-CoV?2 infection and potential therapeutic options. Biomed Pharmacother. 2021;141:111794.

van der Made CI, et al. Presence of genetic variants among young men with severe COVID-19. JAMA. 2020;324(7):663-673.
Onodi F, et al. SARS-CoV-2 induces human plasmacytoid pre-dendritic cell diversification via UNC93B and IRAK4 [preprint].
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.197343. Posted on BioRxiv January 8, 2021.

Kouwaki T, et al. Extracellular vesicles deliver host and virus RNA and regulate innate immune response. It J Mol Sci. 2017;18(3):666.
Campbell GR, et al. Human immunodeficiency virus type 1 Nef inhibits autophagy through transcription factor EB sequestration.
PLoS Pathog. 2015;11(6):e1005018.

‘Wang K, et al. CD147-spike protein is a novel route for SARS-CoV-2 infection to host cells. Signal Transduct Target Ther. 2020;5(1):283.
Collin M, Bigley V. Human dendritic cell subsets: an update. Immunology. 2018;154(1):3-20.

Sharma NK, et al. Is a COVID-19 vaccine developed by nature already at work? Med Hypotheses. 2020;145:110335.

. Borges RC, et al. Dendritic cells in COVID-19 immunopathogenesis: insights for a possible role in determining disease outcome.

Int Rev Immunol. 2020;40(1-2):108-125.

Zhang Q, et al. Life-threatening COVID-19: defective interferons unleash excessive inflammation. Med (N Y). 2020;1(1):14-20.
Chow KT, et al. RIG-I and other RNA sensors in antiviral immunity. Annu Rev Immunol. 2018;36(1):667-694.

Viswanathan T, et al. Structural basis of RNA cap modification by SARS-CoV-2. Nat Commun. 2020;11(1):3718.

Toldo S, et al. Inflammasome formation in the lungs of patients with fatal COVID-19. Inflamm Res. 2021;70(1):7-10.

. Rodrigues TS, et al. Inflammasomes are activated in response to SARS-CoV-2 infection and are associated with COVID-19

severity in patients. J Exp Med. 2021;218(3):€20201707.
Xiao TS. The nucleic acid-sensing inflammasomes. Immunol Rev. 2015;265(1):103-111.

. Becker CE, O’Neill LAJ. Inflammasomes in inflammatory disorders: the role of TLRs and their interactions with NLRs. Semin

Immunopathol. 2007;29(3):239-248.

. Campbell GR, et al. SARS-CoV-2, SARS-CoV-1, and HIV-1 derived ssRNA sequences activate the NLRP3 inflammasome in

human macrophages through a non-classical pathway. iScience. 2021;24(4):102295.
Marass F, Upton C. Sequence Searcher: a Java tool to perform regular expression and fuzzy searches of multiple DNA and protein
sequences. BMC Res Notes. 2009;2:14.

. Salvi V, et al. Dual regulation of osteopontin production by TLR stimulation in dendritic cells. J Leukoc Biol. 2013;94(1):147-158.
52.

Cossarizza A, et al. Guidelines for the use of flow cytometry and cell sorting in immunological studies (second edition). Eur J
Immunol. 2019;49(10):1457-1973.

. Del Prete A, et al. The atypical receptor CCRL2 is essential for lung cancer immune surveillance. Cancer Immunol Res.

2019;7(11):1775-1788.

JCl Insight 2021;6(18):e150542 https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.150542 15



A B HEK293

< 1.5- @)
: o 3 &8
£ E T F F
'n_c 1.0 o _
o 140 kDa - — TLR7
O
5 0.54 - '
2 150 kDa ' TLRS8
T 45kDa - | s s s | B-actin
@ 0.0 000
TLR7 TLRS8

Supplemental Figure 1. TLR8 expression and SAMP colocalization in moDCs. (A) mRNA from moDCs at
day 6 of culture was extracted to analyse the expression of TLR7 and TLR8 by qPCR. Data are expressed as
mean + SEM (n=3) of 2-*Ct relative to HPRT. (B) moDCs and HEK293 cells stably transfected with human TLR7,
TLRS8 or luciferase alone (-) were lysed and the expression of TLR7, TLR8 and -actin was determined by
Western blot. One representative fluorogram out of three is shown. (C) moDCs were stimulated with SCV2-
RNA-Atto 488 for 15 minutes. After fixation and permeabilization, moDCs were stained with anti-TLR8 mAb
(red) and DAPI (blue). Image on the right shows the orthogonal z reconstruction elaborated with AxioVision
3D. White dots correspond to TLR8 colocalizing with SCV2-RNA. This representative image depicts results
obtained in one donor out of three; scale bar: 5 um.
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Supplemental Figure 2. SCV2-RNA stimulation affects TLR expression in WT mice. Expression of TLR
mRNAs in splenocytes from WT (upper panel) or MyD88- mice (lower panel) stimulated with SCV2-RNA for
6 hours. Data are expressed as mean + SEM ((-) n=4, SCV2-RNA n=7) of 2-°Ct relative to RPL32 of one
representative experiment out of three. *P< 0.05 versus respective “(-)” by paired Student’s t test.



Supplemental Table 1

Sequence number Sequence Start Stop
1 TTTAAAATCIGTGTGGCTG 76 94
2 TAAAATCTGTGTGGCTGTC 78 96
3 CIGTGTGGCTGTCACTCGG 84 102
4 TTGCCTTTGGAGGCIGTGT 1476 1494
5 TGCCTTTGGAGGCIGTGTG 1477 1495
6 GCCTTTGGAGGCTIGTGTGT 1478 1496
7 CCTTTGGAGGCTIGTGTGTT 1479 1497
8 CTTTGGAGGCIGTGTGTTC 1480 1498
9 TTTGGAGGCTIGTGTGTTCT 1481 1499

10 TGGAGGCIGTGTGTTCTCT 1483 1501
11 GAGGCTIGTGTGTTCTCTTA 1485 1503
12 GGCIGTGTGTTCTCTTATG 1487 1505
13 GCIGTGTGTTCTCTTATGT 1488 1506
14 CIGTGTGTTCTCTTATGTT 1489 1507
15 TGTGTGTTCTCTTATGTTG 1490 1508
16 GIGTGTTCTCTTATGTTGG 1491 1509
17 TGTGTTCTCTTATGTTGGT 1492 1510
18 TAAATTTTTGGCTTIGTGT 2314 2332
19 AAATTTTTGGCTTIGTGTG 2315 2333
20 AATTTTTGGCTTIGTGTGC 2316 2334
21 ATTTTTGGCTTIGTGTGCT 2317 2335
22 TTTTTGGCTTIGTGTGCTG 2318 2336
23 TTTTGGCTTIGTGTGCTGA 2319 2337
24 TTGGCTTIGTGTGCTGACT 2321 2339
25 GGCTTIGTGTGCTGACTCT 2323 2341
26 TTIGTGTGCTGACTCTATC 2326 2344
27 TGTGTGCTGACTCTATCAT 2328 2346
28 ATTGTACAGAAAGIGTGTT 2410 2428
29 AATGAGTTCGCCIGTGTTG 2870 2888
30 ATGAGTTCGCCTIGTGTTGT 2871 2889
31 TGAGTTCGCCIGTGTTGTG 2872 2890
32 GAGTTCGCCIGTGTTGTGG 2873 2891
33 GTTCGCCTIGTGTTGTGGCA 2875 2893
34 CCIGTGTTGTGGCAGATGC 2880 2898
35 TGTGTTGTGGCAGATGCTG 2882 2900
36 AAGTGGGTGGTAGTIGTGT 3558 3576
37 AGTGGGTGGTAGTIGTGTT 3559 3577
38 GTGGGTGGTAGTIGTGTTT 3560 3578
39 TGGGTGGTAGTIGTGTTTT 3561 3579
40 GGGTGGTAGTIGTGTTTTA 3562 3580
41 GGTGGTAGTIGTGTTTTAA 3563 3581
42 GTGGTAGTIGTGTTTTAAG 3564 3582
43 TGGTAGTIGTGTTTTAAGC 3565 3583
44 GTAGTIGTGTTTTAAGCGG 3567 3585
45 GTIGTGTTTTAAGCGGACA 3570 3588
46 ATTCTTTAAGAGTTIGTGT 3744 3762
47 TTCTTTAAGAGTTIGTGTA 3745 3763
48 CTTTAAGAGTTIGTGTAGA 3747 3765
49 TTAAGAGTTIGTGTAGATA 3749 3767
50 AAGAGTTIGTGTAGATACT 3751 3769
51 GAGTTIGTGTAGATACTGT 3753 3771
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52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104

Supplemental Table 1

AGTTTIGTGTAGATACTGTT
GTTIGTGTAGATACTGTTC
TTIGTGTAGATACTGTTCG
TIGTGTAGATACTGTTCGC
ATTAATGCCTGTCIGTGTG
TAATGCCTGTCTGTGTGGA
ATGCCTGTCTGTGTGGAAA
GCCTGTCTIGTGTGGAAACT
AGTCTTGAACGTGGIGTGT
TCTTGAACGTGGIGTGTAA
CGTGGIGTGTAAAACTTGT
GTGGIGTGTAAAACTTGTG
TGGIGTGTAAAACTTGTGG
GGIGTGTAAAACTTGTGGA
GTIGTGTAAAACTTGTGGAC
TTTATTGCTACAATIGTGT
TTATTGCTACAATTIGTGTA
ATCAACTTGTATGATIGTGT
CAACTTGTATGATGTGTTA
AATTGGAATIGTGTTAATT
TTGGAATIGTGTTAATTGT
GGAATTIGTGTTAATTGTGA
GAATTIGTGTTAATTGTGAT
AATTGTGTTAATTGTGATA
ATTGTGTTAATTGTGATAC
TGTGTTAATTGTGATACAT
TTAAAGTTACACTIGTGTT
TTACACTIGTGTTCCTTTT
ACACTTIGTGTTCCTTTTTG
CACTIGTGTTCCTTTTTGT
ACTIGTGTTCCTTTTTGTT
CTIGTGTTCCTTTTTGTTG
TIGTGTTCCTTTTTGTTGC
TIGTGTTCCTTTTTGTTGCT
ACATCAGCTIGTGTTTTGG
ATCAGCTIGTGTTTTGGCT
CAGCTIGTGTTTTGGCTGC
AGCTIGTGTTTTGGCTGCT
GCTIGTGTTTTGGCTGCTG
CTIGTGTTTTGGCTGCTGA
TIGTGTTTTGGCTGCTGAA
TGTGTTTTGGCTGCTGAAT
AGAAGCTGGTGTTIGTGTA
AAGCTGGTGTTIGTGTATC
GCTGGTGTTIGTGTATCTA
TGGTGTTIGTGTATCTACT
GTGTTIGTGTATCTACTAG
GTTIGTGTATCTACTAGTG
TTIGTGTATCTACTAGTGG
TIGTGTATCTACTAGTGGT
TGTGTATCTACTAGTGGTA
TAGATTATGACIGTGTCTC
GATTATGACIGTGTCTCTT
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3754
3755
3756
3757
4426
4428
4430
4432
5503
5505
5512
5513
5514
5515
5516
6787
6788
7483
7485
7610
7612
7614
7615
7616
7617
7619
8586
8592
8594
8595
8596
8597
8598
8599
8993
8995
8997
8998
8999
9000
9001
9002
9241
9243
9245
9247
9249
9251
9252
9253
9254
10509
10511

3772
3773
3774
3775
4444
4446
4448
4450
5521
5523
5530
5531
5532
5533
5534
6805
6806
7501
7503
7628
7630
7632
7633
7634
7635
7637
8604
8610
8612
8613
8614
8615
8616
8617
9011
9013
9015
9016
9017
9018
9019
9020
9259
9261
9263
9265
9267
9269
9270
9271
9272
105627
10529
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106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
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123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
1562
153
154
155
156
1567

Supplemental Table 1

TTATGACTIGTGTCTCTTTT
ATGACTIGTGTCTCTTTTTG
TGACIGTGTCTCTTTTTGT
GACTIGTGTCTCTTTTTGTT
ACTGTGTCTCTTTTTGTTA
CIGTGTCTCTTTTTGTTAC
TGTGTCTCTTTTTGTTACA
TGCCGTTTTAGATATGTGT
GCCGTTTTAGATATGTGTG
CCGTTTTAGATATGTGTGC
CGTTTTAGATATGTGTGCT
GTTTTAGATATGTGTGCTT
TTTTAGATATGTGTGCTTC
TTAGATATGTGTGCTTCAT
AGATATGTGTGCTTCATTA
ACTGTGTTATGTATGCATC
TGTGTTATGTATGCATCAG
AGAACTGTGTATGATGATG
AACTGTGTATGATGATGGT
ACTGTGTATGATGATGGTG
CTGTGTATGATGATGGTGC
TGTGTATGATGATGGTGCT
AGGTATTGTTTTTATGTGT
GGTATTGTTTTTATGTGTG
GTATTGTTTTTATGTGTGT
TATTGTTTTTATGTGTGTT
ATTGTTTTTATGTGTGTTG
TTGTTTTTATGTGTGTTGA
TGTTTTTATGTGTGTTGAG
GTTTTTATGTGTGTTGAGT
TTTTATGTGTGTTGAGTAT
TTTATGTGTGTTGAGTATT
TTATGTGTGTTGAGTATTG
TATGTGTGTTGAGTATTGC
TGTGTGTTGAGTATTGCCC
TGTGTTGAGTATTGCCCTA
ATTGTGGGCTCAATGTGTC
TTGTGGGCTCAATGTGTCC
TGTGGGCTCAATGTGTCCA
TGGGCTCAATGTGTCCAGT
TGCAAGAGATGGTTIGTGTT
AGATGGTIGTGTTCCCTTG
ATGGTIGTGTTCCCTTGAA
GTTIGTGTTCCCTTGAACAT
CTAATTIGTGTTAAGATGTT
TAATTIGTGTTAAGATGTTG
AATTGTGTTAAGATGTTGT
ATTGTGTTAAGATGTTGTG
TIGTGTTAAGATGTIGTGT
TGTGTTAAGATGTIGTGTA
GTGTTAAGATGTIGTGTAC
AATTIGTGTTAACTGTTTGG
ATTGTGTTAACTGTTTGGA
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10513
10515
10516
10517
10518
10519
10520
10831
10832
10833
10834
10835
10836
10838
10840
11307
11309
11357
11359
11360
11361
11362
11533
11534
11535
11536
115637
11538
11539
11540
11542
11543
11544
11545
11547
11549
11923
11924
11925
11927
12418
12424
12426
12429
13140
13141
13142
13143
13144
13145
13146
14329
14330

10531
10533
10534
105635
10536
10537
10538
10849
10850
10851
10852
10853
10854
10856
10858
11325
11327
11375
11377
11378
11379
11380
11551
11552
11553
11554
115655
11556
11557
11558
11560
11561
11562
11563
11565
11567
11941
11942
11943
11945
12436
12442
12444
12447
13158
13159
13160
13161
13162
13163
13163
14347
14348




158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179
180
181
182
183
184
185
186
187
188
189
190
191
192
193
194
195
196
197
198
199
200
201
202
203
204
205
206
207
208
209
210

Supplemental Table 1

TIGTGTTAACTGTTTGGAT
TGTGTTAACTGTTTGGATG
TTTAAGGAATTACTIGTGT
GGAATTACTIGTGTATGCT
AATTACTIGTGTATGCTGC
TTACTIGTGTATGCTGCTG
ACTTIGTGTATGCTGCTGAC
TTCTATGACTTTGCIGTGT
CTATGACTTTGCIGTGTCT
TGACTTTGCIGTGTCTAAG
ACTTTGCIGTGTCTAAGGG
TTTGCTGTGTCTAAGGGTT
TTGCTIGTGTCTAAGGGTTT
TGCIGTGTCTAAGGGTTTC
GCIGTGTCTAAGGGTTTCT
CIGTGTCTAAGGGTTTCTT
TGTGTCTAAGGGTTTCTTT
GTGAAATGGTCATGTGTGG
AAATGGTCATGTGTGGCGG
ATGGTCATIGTGTGGCGGTT
GGTCATGTGTGGCGGTTCA
TCTGACGATGCTGTIGTGT
CTGACGATGCTGTIGTGTG
TGACGATGCTGTIGTGTGT
GACGATGCTGTIGTGTGTT
ACGATGCTGTIGTGTGTTT
CGATGCTGTIGTGTGTTTC
ATGCTGTIGTGTGTTTCAA
GCTGTIGTGTGTTTCAATA
TGTTIGTGTGTTTCAATAGC
GIGTGTTTCAATAGCACTT
CAGGGTGATGATTATGTGT
AGGGTGATGATTATGTGTA
GGGTGATGATTATGTGTAC
GGTGATGATTATGTGTACC
TGATGATTATGTGTACCTT
GATTATGTGTACCTTCCTT
AGGCTGTTGGGGCTIGTGT
GGCTGTTGGGGCTIGTGTT
GCTGTTGGGGCTIGTGTTC
CTGTTGGGGCTIGTGTTCT
TGTTGGGGCTIGTGTTCTT
GTTGGGGCTIGTGTTCTTT
TTGGGGCTIGTGTTCTTTG
TGGGGCTIGTGTTCTTTGC
GGGCTIGTGTTCTTTGCAA
GGCTIGTGTTCTTTGCAAT
GCTIGTGTTCTTTGCAATT
CTIGTGTTCTTTGCAATTC
CATTAGTTTTCCATIGTGT
ATTAGTTTTCCATIGTGTG
TTAGTTTTCCATIGTGTGC
TAGTTTTCCATIGTGTGCT
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14331
14332
14542
14547
14549
14551
14553
14695
14697
14700
14702
14704
14705
14706
14707
14708
14709
15431
15434
15436
15438
156715
15716
156717
15718
15719
156720
16722
156724
15726
15730
15904
15905
15906
15907
15909
15913
16235
16236
16237
16238
16239
16240
16241
16242
16244
16245
16246
16247
16470
16471
16472
16473

14349
14350
14560
14565
14567
14569
14571
14713
14715
14718
14720
14722
14723
14724
14725
14726
14727
15449
15452
15454
15456
15733
15734
15735
15736
15737
15738
15740
15742
15744
15748
15922
15923
15924
15925
15927
15931
16253
16254
16255
16256
16257
16258
16259
16260
16262
16263
16264
16265
16488
16489
16490
16491




211
212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220
221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229
230
231
232
233
234
235
236
237
238
239
240
241
242
243
244
245
246
247
248
249
250
251
252
253
254
255
256
257
258
259
260
261
262
263

Supplemental Table 1

GTTTTCCATIGTGTGCTAA
TTTCCATIGTGTGCTAATG
TCCATIGTGTGCTAATGGA
TGTGTTGGTAGCGATAATG
TTTCAATTCAGTGTGTAGA
TTCAGTGTGTAGACTTATG
CTGAAGGTTTATGTGTTGA
GAAGGTTTATGTGTTGACA
AGGTTTATGTGTTGACATA
TATGTGTTGACATACCTGG
AGGTTCATCTAAGIGTGTG
GGTTCATCTAAGTGTGTGT
GTTCATCTAAGIGTGTGTG
TCATCTAAGIGTGTGTGTT
ATCTAAGIGTGTGTGTTCT
CTAAGTGTGTGTGTTCTGT
AAGTGTGTGTGTTCTGTTA
AGTGTGTGTGTTCTGTTAT
GIGTGTGTGTTCTGTTATT
TGTGTGTGTTCTGTTATTG
GIGTGTGTTCTGTTATTGA
TGTGTGTTCTGTTATTGAT
GIGTGTTCTGTTATTGATT
TGTGTTCTGTTATTGATTT
AGTCTCTAGTCAGIGTGTT
TCTCTAGTCAGIGTGTTAA
TCTAGTCAGIGTGTTAATC
TAGTCAGIGTGTTAATCTT
ATCTTAGGGAATTIGTGTT
TCTTAGGGAATTIGTGTTT
CTTAGGGAATTIGTGTTTA
TAGGGAATTTIGTGTTTAAG
GGGAATTTIGTGTTTAAGAA
ATTIGTGTTTAAGAATATT
TTIGTGTTTAAGAATATTG
TIGTGTTTAAGAATATTGA
TGTGTTTAAGAATATTGAT
CIGTGTTGCTGATTATTCT
TGTGTTGCTGATTATTCTG
ATGTCAGAGIGTGTACTTG
GTCAGAGTGTGTACTTGGA
ACATTIGTGTCTGGTAACT
ATTTIGTGTCTGGTAACTGT
TTIGTGTCTGGTAACTGTG
TIGTGTCTGGTAACTGTGA
TGTGTCTGGTAACTGTGAT
TGGAGTAAAAGACTGTGTT
GAGTAAAAGACTGTGTTGT
GTAAAAGACTIGTGTTGTAT
TGTGTTGTATTACACAGTT
ACTGCGCTTCGATIGTGTG
CTGCGCTTCGATIGTGTGC
TGCGCTTCGATIGTGTGCG
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16475
16477
16479
16525
17499
17505
18143
18145
18147
18152
20475
20476
20477
20479
20481
20483
20485
20486
20487
20488
20489
20490
20491
20492
21592
21594
21596
21598
22125
22126
22127
22129
22131
22135
22136
22137
22138
22642
22643
24647
24649
24920
24922
24923
24924
24925
25977
25979
25981
25990
26347
26348
26349

16493
16495
16497
16543
17517
17523
18161
18163
18165
18170
20493
20494
20495
20497
20499
20501
20503
20504
20505
20506
20507
20508
20509
20510
21610
21612
21614
21616
22143
22144
22145
22147
22149
22153
22154
22155
22156
22660
22661
24665
24667
24938
24940
24941
24942
24943
25995
25997
25999
26008
26365
26366
26367




Supplemental Table 1

264 CGCTTCGATIGTGTGCGTA 26351 26369
265 CTTCGATIGTGTGCGTACT 26353 26371
266 TCGATIGTGTGCGTACTGC 26355 26373
267 GATIGTGTGCGTACTGCTG 26357 26375
268 TIGTGTGCGTACTGCTGCA 26359 26377
269 CCAAGAGTGTGTTAGAGGT 27453 27471
270 AGTGTGTAACATTAGGGAG 29687 29705
271 GTGTGTAACATTAGGGAGG 29688 29706

Supplemental Table 1

List of SARS-CoV-2 GU-rich sequences enriched in Interferon Induction Motif (IIM)

The reference SARS-CoV-2 genome (NC_045512, positive strand) was scanned for GU-rich
ssRNA as explained in Material and Methods. Within the identified 491 GU-rich sequences,
271 were further selected based on their content of at least one “UGUGU” Interferon
Induction Motif (IIM). Base numbering is based on the SARS-CoV-2 reference genome
NC_045512.
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Gene Name Species Primer Sequence (5’-3’)
RPL32 Forward GCTGCCATCTGTTTTACGG
mouse Reverse =~ TGACTGGTGCCTGATGAACT
TLR1 Forward  CTGTCTTCAGATGCTTACCTCC
mouse Reverse =~ GGATGCTACATTGAGTTCCTGC
Forward CAGCTCACCGATGAAGAAGCTG
e mouse Reverse  GAACTCTACCTCCGACAGTTCC
TLR3 Forward  CGAACCTGACAGAACTCGATC
mouse Reverse  TTGGAGGTTCTCCAGTTGGAC
TLR4 Forward CACGTCCATCGGTTGATCTTGG
mouse Reverse AGTCCTTCCATGATAGAGGGTTC
TLRS Forward TGCTAACAAGCTGACCGTGCTC
mouse Reverse =~ TTCACAGTTGCAGACGAACTCG
Forward GAGCTGAGAGTTCTGAGACTC
LA mouse Reverse  CCGATTGTGTGAGACATCCAG
TLR7 Forward TGATCCTGGCCTATCTCTGAC
mouse Reverse =~ CGTGTCCACATCGAAAACAC
TLR8 Forward TGGCATTTACACCCTCACAGAG
mouse Reverse = CATTCCACAAACGGTCAAGACG
TLR9 Forward  CATCACCTGAGCCATCTGGAAG
mouse Reverse =~ GAGGTTGACCAGACCTTGGAAC
TLR11 Forward TCTCACCAGTTTCATTCTGCTGC
mouse Reverse = GAGTGTCCAGAGGTGATGAAGC
TNE Forward  TGCCTATGTCTCAGCCTCTTC
@ mouse Reverse =~ GAGGCCATTTGGGAACTTCT
IL-1 Forward TGTAATGAAAGACGGCACACC
15 mouse Reverse ~ TCTTCTTTGGGTATTGCTTGG
IL-6 Forward  GCTACCAAACTGGATATAATCAGGA
- mouse Reverse =~ CCAGGTAGCTATGGTACTCCAGAA
IFN-oA4 Forward TCAAGCCATCCTTGTGCTAA
- mouse Reverse  GTCTTTTGATGTGAAGAGGTT
N Forward  ATCTGGAGGAACTGGCAAAA
“y mouse Reverse  TTCAAGACTTCAAAGAGTCTGAGGTA
o Forward  TGCCTGCTGCTTCTCCTACAGC
mouse Reverse =~ CCCAGGTCTCTTTGGAGTCAGC
coLs Forward  TGTGCTCCAGGGTTCTCAGCAC
mouse Reverse =~ GGGTTAGCACAGATCTGTCTGC
— Forward  AACTGGGTGAAAAGGGCTGT
mouse Reverse = GTCCAATTCCATCCCAAAAA
CcCL22 Forward  TCTTGCTGTGGCAATTCAGA
mouse Reverse =~ GAGGGTGACGGATGTAGTCC
CXCL10 Forward CGTCATTTTCTGCCTCATCCTG
mouse Reverse =~ CCGTCATCGATATGGATGCAGT
TRAIL Forward CTCACATTACTGGGATCACTCG
mouse Reverse =~ CTCCCAGGATTCAATCTTCTGG
- B Forward  CCCAAAGACCAAACGTGCTTCC
ranzyme mouse Reverse = AAGCACGTGGAGGTGAACCATC
HPRT h Forward CCAGTCAACAGGGGACATAAA
uman Reverse =~ CACAATCAAGACATTCTTTCCAGT




Forward TTAACCAATTGCTTCCGTGTC
TLR7 D Reverse ~ GGTGCCCACACTCAATCTG

Forward ~ TGTGGTTGTTTTCTGGATTCAA
TLR8 human Reverse ~ GCTCGCATGGCTTACATGA

Supplemental Table 2. Primer list used for qPCR.




