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Quantifying the Antiviral Effect 
of IFN on HIV-1 Replication in Cell 
Culture
Hiroki Ikeda1,†, Ana Godinho-Santos2,†, Sylvie Rato2, Bénédicte Vanwalscappel2,3, 
François Clavel2,3, Kazuyuki Aihara4,5, Shingo Iwami1,6,7,‡ & Fabrizio Mammano2,3,‡

Type-I interferons (IFNs) induce the expression of hundreds of cellular genes, some of which have 
direct antiviral activities. Although IFNs restrict different steps of HIV replication cycle, their 
dominant antiviral effect remains unclear. We first quantified the inhibition of HIV replication by IFN 
in tissue culture, using viruses with different tropism and growth kinetics. By combining experimental 
and mathematical analyses, we determined quantitative estimates for key parameters of HIV 
replication and inhibition, and demonstrate that IFN mainly inhibits de novo infection (33% and 47% 
for a X4- and a R5-strain, respectively), rather than virus production (15% and 6% for the X4 and R5 
strains, respectively). This finding is in agreement with patient-derived data analyses.

Viral infections trigger innate immune responses in the host, including the production of type-I inter-
ferons (IFNs) by several cell types, including specialized immune cells. IFNs, by binding receptors on a 
target cell surface, induce the expression of hundreds of interferon-stimulated genes (ISGs). Some ISGs 
have direct antiviral activity against a range of pathogens including the human immunodeficiency virus 
type-1 (HIV-1), while others link innate immunity to adaptive immunity (reviewed in1,2). Various stud-
ies have collectively demonstrated that IFNs constrain multiple steps of HIV-1 replication cycle, from 
virus entry to the release of newly synthesized virions (e.g.3–12), resulting in potent inhibition of virus 
replication in cell culture.

In HIV-infected patients, IFN levels in serum follow a biphasic curve, with elevations observed both 
in early infection and in advanced disease (reviewed in13). Early clinical trials evaluating the effect of 
exogenously administered IFN on HIV-1 infection showed clinical benefit in some, but not all stud-
ies14–16. IFN administration to patients not receiving antiretroviral therapy generally results in significant, 
but clinically unsatisfactory, reductions in HIV-1 viremia17,18, and was shown to delay viral rebound 
following antiretroviral treatment interruption19,20.

Previous studies have shown the advantage of coupling mathematical modeling to in vitro experimen-
tal data, leading to robust quantification of virus infection parameters21–23. Here we took advantage of 
this strategy to explore two aspects of the inhibition of HIV replication by IFN. First, we quantified the 
potency of IFN inhibition on HIV replication in culture, by comparing viruses with different tropism and 
growth kinetics. Second, since IFN is known to act both on early and late steps of HIV replication, we 
used mathematical modeling to explore whether the dominant effect of IFN is to prevent new infections 
or to thwart virus production. Our analyses provide quantitative estimates for several parameters of HIV 
replication and inhibition, and shows that IFN primarily inhibits de novo infection.
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Results and Discussion
Characterizing target cell dynamics. To quantitatively predict the antiviral effect of IFN on HIV-1 
replication, we first estimated the growth kinetics of MT4C5 cells, which have been commonly used for 
HIV-1 studies24–26, in the absence and presence of IFN-alpha 2b. MT4C5 cells are among the few T-cell 
lines that respond to IFN by inducing anti-HIV activities27. In addition, they allow the comparison of 
virus replication and inhibition for viruses characterized by different tropism, because they express the 
two major co-receptors used by HIV, the chemokine receptors CCR5 and CXCR4. In vitro cell growth 
kinetics were measured in the absence or presence of IFN at 50 IU/ml. This IFN concentration induces 
measurable inhibition of HIV replication without suppressing virus spread, allowing the quantification of 
virus growth kinetics in comparable conditions. Also, this concentration of IFN is in the range of those 
observed in the plasma of patients during acute HIV infection28. Cells were allowed to expand for 10 
days, with daily replacement of medium (+ /−  IFN), and the total number of live cells was assessed. To 
estimate cell growth kinetics in cell culture, we used the following mathematical model23,29:
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where the variable T(t) is the number of MT4C5 cells at time t and the parameter g and Tmax are 
the growth rate of MT4C5 cells and the carrying capacity (maximum number of cells) of a 24-well 
plate, respectively. Cell growth analysis similar to those performed in23 revealed that for MT4C5 cells 
g =  0.63 ±  0.00 (mean ±  standard deviation) and 0.58 ±  0.04 day−1 (p >  0.15, obtained by Welch’s t test), 
and Tmax = (3.33 ±  0.16) ×  106 and (3.17 ±  0.29 ×  106 cells/well (p >  0.40) in the absence and presence of 
IFN, respectively (Fig. 1(a)). Thus, at the concentration used here, IFN did not affect cell proliferation. 
Note that we set g =  0 in our simulation if the number of MT4C5 cells decreases below Tmin = 2.0 ×  104 
cells/well. This is because the proliferation rate of MT4C5 cells is markedly diminished if the initial 
number of the cells is lower than Tmin (i.e., T(0) ≤  Tmin) (data not shown).

Figure 1. Dynamics of MT4C5 cells and HIV-1 replication in the absence and presence of IFN. Three 
hundred thousand MT4C5 cells were seeded in 24-well plate in two milliliter of a culture medium with 
and without IFN in (a). Cells were counted daily for 10 days, the growth kinetics of MT4C5 cells in these 
conditions were estimated as described in text. Black and gray crosses represent the typical cell growth in 
the absence and presence of IFN, respectively. The numerically estimated parameters are g =  0.68 ±  0.03 
per day and Tmax =  3.01 ×  106 ±  0.09 ×  106 cells per well regardless of IFN. Furthermore, MT4C5 cells were 
inoculated with 10 ng of p24 of NL-AD8 in (b) and HIV-1 NL4-3 in (c) without or with IFN. The number 
of intracellular Gag-negative and -positive MT4C5 cells per well and the amount of p24 viral protein (ng/
well) in the culture supernatant were measured daily from t =  0 to 8. The bullet (●■▲) and open (○□ △ ) 
symbols show the representative experimental data from one experiment in the absence and presence of 
IFN, respectively. The best fit of the mathematical model, Eqs. (2–4), to the data is depicted as broken and 
dotted lines in the absence and presence of IFN, respectively.
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HIV-1 replication in cell culture in the absence and presence of IFN. We carried out MT4C5 
infection experiments in the culture conditions described above. Infections were performed using 
the equivalent of 10 ng of p24 of two HIV reference strains, which differ for their tropism: NL4-3 (a 
CXCR4-using virus) and NL-AD8 (a CCR5-using virus). Virus spread in culture was monitored daily 
by evaluating the percentage of infected and uninfected cells (by intracellular Gag staining and FACS 
analysis), and viral production by p24 ELISA performed on cell supernatants. Each day the medium was 
replaced by fresh medium complemented or not by IFN.

As shown in Fig. 1b,c, the number of uninfected cells per well (left panels) initially increased, but then 
rapidly decreased, due to virus spread and to the cytopathic effect of virus infection. In the presence of 
IFN, cell proliferation persisted for 1–2 additional days, suggesting a partial protective effect of IFN. By 
comparing the kinetics of infected cells per well (middle panels) NL4-3 displayed faster propagation and 
resulted in approximately 106 infected cells at day 2, while this number was reached one day later in cul-
tures infected by NL-AD8. The number of infected cells then decreased, as a consequence of cell death. 
The partial inhibition exerted by IFN on both viruses delayed the peak of infected cells per well by 1 or 
2 days, for NL4-3 and NL-AD8, respectively. Virus production in the culture supernatant (right panels) 
was consistent with the kinetics of infected cells, showing similar levels of p24 production for the two 
viruses, and again the IFN-induced delay. Interestingly, similar amounts of virus particles (as measured 
by p24/well) were produced in IFN-treated and untreated cultures, but in IFN-treated cultures virus 
production was delayed. It should be noticed that these levels of p24 correspond to the virus production 
accomplished during 24 h, because the complete culture medium was replaced every day.

Modeling antiviral effect of IFN on HIV-1 replication. In order to analyze these time-course 
experimental data, we used a modified model of viral infection22,29–32, which includes the minimum 
threshold of the target cell proliferation, described by the following differential equations:
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where T(t) and I(t) are the number of uninfected and infected cells per well of culture, respectively, and 
V(t) is the viral load measured by the amount of HIV-1 p24 per well, in the culture supernatant. The 
parameters β, δ, p and c represent the infection rate, the death rate of infected cells, the virus production 
rate, and the clearance rate of virions, respectively. The potential effects of IFN in this model are to reduce 
the de novo rate of infection by a fraction (1–η) and/or the production of virions from infected cells by 
a fraction (1–ε). In the absence of IFN, η =  ε =  0; otherwise, η >  0 and ε >  0.

Analyzing HIV-1 replication in cell culture. To analyze the replication of NL4-3 (or NL-AD8) 
strain, we simultaneously fit Eqs. (2–4) to all of the data from experimental conditions observed during 
time-course analyses: the number of intracellular Gag-positive and -negative cells in cultures treated or 
not with IFN, and the amount of p24 in the supernatants of these cultures, using nonlinear least-squares 
regression (using the FindMinimum package of Mathematica9.0 that minimizes the sum of squared 
residuals (SSR, i.e., Eq. (5)): see Methods). Here we note that g and Tmax were estimated to be 0.63 per 
day and 3.3 ×  106 cells per well from the cell growth experiments, respectively (see above). In addition, 
we used a clearance c value of 2.3 per day, which is estimated from daily harvesting of virus (i.e., the 
amount of p24 was reduced by approximately 90% per day by the daily medium-replacement procedure, 
and the degradation of p24 is negligible in our experimental time-scale). Also, the initial values for T 
and I at t =  0 (in the presence and absence of IFN) were fixed: T(0) =  5.8 ×  105 and I(0) =  0 cells/well. 
The remaining five parameters β,δ,p,η and ε, along with two initial values for V(0)s in the absence and 
presence of IFN for NL4-3 and NL-AD8, were determined by fitting the model to our experimental 
measurements. The estimated parameters of the model and derived quantities are given in Table 1, and 
discussed here below. The typical behavior of the model using these best-fit parameter estimates is shown 
together with the data from one experiment in Fig.  1b,c, which reveals that Eqs. (2–4) describe these 
in vitro data very well. Two additional experiments are shown in Supplemental Figure 1. These results 
suggest that the parameters that were estimated are representative of the various processes underlying 
the viral kinetics, including antiviral efficacy of IFN on HIV-1 infection.

As summarized in Table 1, our parameter estimation obtained from three independent experiments 
shows that HIV-1 NL4-3 strain replicates in target cells more efficiently than NL-AD8 strain. For exam-
ple, the estimated value of the basic reproduction number R0 =  (1–η)(1–ε)βpT(0)/δc, which indicates the 
potential of virus infection (the number of cells infected by a typical infected cell)31,32, is greater for 
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HIV-1 NL4-3 than for NL-AD8 strain. In addition, the Malthusian parameter 
Θ δ δ η ε β= −( + ) + ( − ) + ( − )( − ) ( ) /{ }c c pT4 1 1 0 22 , which indicates a fitness (or speed) of 
virus infection31,32, is also greater for HIV-1 NL4-3 than for NL-AD8 strain. These large differences are 
associated with co-receptor use of the NL4-3 strain and NL-AD8 strain33,34, and are consistent with 
tropism-associated viral pathogenesis in vivo21,35. Thus, we quantitatively interpreted the time-course data 
and extracted virus strain-specific kinetics.

Antiviral effect of IFN on HIV-1 replication. Furthermore, we estimated the antiviral effects of IFN 
on de novo infection η = 0.33 ±  0.10 and 0.47 ±  0.06 for the NL4-3 strain and NL-AD8 strain, respec-
tively. These values show relatively potent effect of IFN on this process. In contrast, the estimated antivi-
ral effects of IFN on virus production are negligible: ε = 0.15 ±  0.11 and 0.06 ±  0.09 for the NL4-3 strain 
and NL-AD8 strain, respectively (see Table 1). In agreement with these findings, IFN efficiently reduces 
the basic reproduction number and the Malthusian parameter for both strains, but does not change the 
viral burst size (1–ε)p/δ (see Table 1). Taken together, our quantitative analyses strongly suggest that the 
major effect of IFN is to block de novo infection, rather than virus production or release, regardless of 
viral tropism. It is possible, however, that using higher IFN concentrations a more significant effect of 
IFN on virus production could be disclosed.

Supporting our conclusion, a previous report on the inhibition of HIV in IFN-treated patients showed 
better fit of their mathematical model under the assumption that the major effect of IFN is to prevent 
viral infection, rather than to inhibit virion production36. Interestingly, the major effect of IFN on HIV-1 
infection is opposite to that on HCV infection, which has been also predicted by quantitative analyses of 
clinical data with mathematical models30,37.

Conclusions. Using molecular and cell biology techniques, we are currently able to investigate the 
antiviral effects of IFN on different steps of the HIV-1 replication cycle. However, by these experimental 
approaches it remains difficult to interconnect those particular results in terms of the overall parameters 
defining a virus infection, like the replication rate or the burst size. By modeling in vitro time courses, 
and comparing the estimated parameters in the absence or presence of IFN, we could quantify the dom-
inant role of IFN on several parameters. Our analysis showed that the major effect of IFN is to prevent 
viral infection, rather than to inhibit virion production in the cell cultures. These findings are consistent 
with the observation that IFN delayed the timing of the peak viral load but hardly changed the height 
of the peak (see Fig.  1b,c). Accordingly, in silico, the virus production rate, p, in Eqs. (2–4) affects the 
height of the peak viral load of V(t), while the infection rate, β, affects its timing.

One future challenge would be to quantitatively understand intracellular dynamics of HIV-1 replica-
tion, especially at the virus entry and post-entry steps using a mathematical model38,39. Complementary 
experimental and modeling approaches are required to determine the exact mechanism of action respon-
sible for the antiviral effect of IFN on HIV-1 infection. Similar approaches can be envisaged to elucidate 
the antiviral effect of drugs or of the immune responses on a variety of viruses.

Parameter Name Symbol Unit aHIV-1 NL-AD8

aHIV-1 NL-
AD8 with 

IFN aHIV-1 NL4-3

aHIV-1 
NL4-3 with 

IFN

Parameters obtained from simultaneous fit to full in vitro dataset

Rate constant for infection β (p24 ng/well·day)−1 (6.73 ±  2.00) ×  10–3 (8.76 ±  3.74) ×  10–3

Death rate of infected cells δ day−1 1.56 ±  0.16 1.80 ±  0.19

Production rate of total virus p 10–3 ×  p24 ng/
well·(cell·day−1) 2.55 ±  0.68 3.92 ±  1.19

Antiviral effect of IFN on de 
novo infection η — No inhibition 0.47 ±  0.06 No inhibition 0.33 ±  0.10

Antiviral effect of IFN on 
virus production ε — No inhibition 0.06 ±  0.9 No inhibition 0.15 ±  0.11

Initial amount of virus 
inoculation V(0) p24 ng/well 0.79 ±  0.57 2.03 ±  1.07 2.24 ±  1.70 1.23 ±  0.29

Quantities derived from fitted values

Half-life of infected cells log2/δ days 0.45 ±  0.05 0.39 ±  0.04

Viral burst size (1–ε)p/δ 10–3 ×  p24 ng/
well·cell−1 1.69 ±  0.62 1.59 ±  0.65 2.14 ±  0.43 1.76 ±  0.59

Malthusian coefficient Θ day−1 4.97 ±  0.14 2.88 ±  0.09 7.24 ±  0.86 4.79 ±  0.52

Basic reproductive number R0 — 13.1 ±  0.33 6.37 ±  0.43 19.0 ±  6.88 7.24 ±  0.86

Table 1. Parameter estimated by mathematical-experimental analysis. aValues are averages and standard 
deviations for three independent experiments.
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Methods
Cell culture, viruses and infection. MT4C5 cells24 were grown in RPMI-1640 medium supple-
mented with 10% heat-inactivated foetal bovine serum (FBS), 100 IU/mL of penicillin G, 100 μ g/mL 
of streptomycin and 0.25 μ g/ml of amphotericin B. HEK293T cells were cultured in DMEM medium 
supplemented with 10% FBS and antibiotics (100 IU/ml of penicillin G and 100 μ g/ml of streptomycin). 
All cultures were maintained at 37°C in a humidified atmosphere with 5% CO2.

Growth kinetics of MT4C5 was measured in the absence and presence of IFN (IFN-alpha 2b, 
Immunotools, Friesoythe, Germany). 3 ×  105 cells were seeded in 2 ml of medium with and without IFN 
at 50 IU/ml (192 pg/ml) in 24-well plates. Cells were allowed to expand for 10 days, each day the culture 
medium was replaced by fresh medium with or without IFN, and the number of live cells was assessed 
through trypan-blue exclusion test. Viral production was performed by transfecting HEK293T cells with 
pNL4-3 or pNL-AD8 proviral constructs, using jetPEI (Polyplus transfection, Illkirch, France), follow-
ing the manufacturers’ instructions. After 48 h, viral supernatant was collected and p24 production was 
measured using an HIV-1 p24 enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) kit (Innogenetics, Ghent, 
Belgium).

Infection experiments were conducted by plating MT4C5 cells as described above, and 24h later cells 
were exposed to virus supernatant containing 10 ng of p24. Cells were washed 2h post infection. Each 
day the total culture medium was replaced by fresh medium complemented or not by IFN. Time-course 
data were obtained for the following measurement: cell viability by trypan-blue exclusion; the number 
of infected and uninfected cells as measured by intracellular Gag staining and FACS analysis after gating 
the live cell population (Supplemental Figure 2), as in25; and virus particle production in the culture 
supernatant by p24 ELISA, as in25.

Identification of best-fit parameters from experimental data. The total virus concentration in 
the supernatant and the number of uninfected and infected cells in the culture were measured every day 
for 8 days after infection of MT4C5 cells by NL4-3 or NL-AD8 strains of HIV-1, in the absence and 
presence of IFN. To estimate parameters in Eqs. (2–4) from three independent experiments, a nonlinear 
least-square fit was performed simultaneously against all experimental data using the Mathematica func-
tion Find Minimum to minimize the following objective function:
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where Ti(ti), Ii(ti) and Vi(ti) are the model-predicted values for uninfected and infected cells and p24 viral 
load, given by the solution of Eqs. (2–4) at measurement time t i (ti =  0,1,2,…,8d). Index j is a label for 
the two experiments without and with IFN. The variables with superscript “e” are the corresponding 
experimental measurements of those quantities. Experimental measurements below the detection limit 
were excluded when computing the SSR. The uncertainty of the cell- and virus-counting method used in 
our work is log-normally distributed, and for this reason we used the log of the cell concentration and 
viral load in fitting our model to the experimental data. This also allows to equally weight the difference 
in cell numbers on that in viral load in our objective function.

References
1. Randall, R. E. & Goodbourn, S. Interferons and viruses: an interplay between induction, signalling, antiviral responses and virus 

countermeasures. J Gen Virol 89, 1–47, doi: 10.1099/vir.0.83391-0 (2008).
2. Samuel, C. E. Antiviral actions of interferons. Clin Microbiol Rev 14, 778–809, table of contents, doi: 10.1128/cmr.14.4.778-

809.2001 (2001).
3. Park, H. et al. TAR RNA-binding protein is an inhibitor of the interferon-induced protein kinase PKR. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 

91, 4713–4717 (1994).
4. Maitra, R. K. & Silverman, R. H. Regulation of human immunodeficiency virus replication by 2',5'-oligoadenylate-dependent 

RNase L. Journal of virology 72, 1146–1152 (1998).
5. Sheehy, A. M., Gaddis, N. C., Choi, J. D. & Malim, M. H. Isolation of a human gene that inhibits HIV-1 infection and is 

suppressed by the viral Vif protein. Nature 418, 646–650, doi: 10.1038/nature00939 (2002).
6. Stremlau, M. et al. The cytoplasmic body component TRIM5alpha restricts HIV-1 infection in Old World monkeys. Nature 427, 

848–853, doi: 10.1038/nature02343 (2004).
7. Okumura, A., Lu, G., Pitha-Rowe, I. & Pitha, P. M. Innate antiviral response targets HIV-1 release by the induction of ubiquitin-

like protein ISG15. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 103, 1440–1445, doi: 10.1073/pnas.0510518103 (2006).
8. Barr, S. D., Smiley, J. R. & Bushman, F. D. The interferon response inhibits HIV particle production by induction of TRIM22. 

PLoS Pathog 4, e1000007, doi: 10.1371/journal.ppat.1000007 (2008).
9. Neil, S. J., Zang, T. & Bieniasz, P. D. Tetherin inhibits retrovirus release and is antagonized by HIV-1 Vpu. Nature 451, 425–430, 

doi: 10.1038/nature06553 (2008).
10. Lu, J. et al. The IFITM proteins inhibit HIV-1 infection. Journal of virology 85, 2126–2137, doi: 10.1128/jvi.01531-10 (2011).
11. Li, M. et al. Codon-usage-based inhibition of HIV protein synthesis by human schlafen 11. Nature 491, 125–128, doi: 10.1038/

nature11433 (2012).
12. Goujon, C. et al. Human MX2 is an interferon-induced post-entry inhibitor of HIV-1 infection. Nature 502, 559–562, doi: 

10.1038/nature12542 (2013).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

6Scientific RepoRts | 5:11761 | DOi: 10.1038/srep11761

13. Francis, M. L., Meltzer, M. S. & Gendelman, H. E. Interferons in the persistence, pathogenesis, and treatment of HIV infection. 
AIDS Res Hum Retroviruses 8, 199–207 (1992).

14. Lane, H. C. The role of alpha-interferon in patients with human immunodeficiency virus infection. Semin Oncol 18, 46–52 
(1991).

15. Fernandez-Cruz, E. et al. Zidovudine plus interferon-alpha versus zidovudine alone in HIV-infected symptomatic or asymptomatic 
persons with CD4+  cell counts > 150 x 10(6)/L: results of the Zidon trial. Zidon Study Group. Aids 9, 1025–1035 (1995).

16. Fischl, M. A. et al. Safety and antiviral activity of combination therapy with zidovudine, zalcitabine, and two doses of interferon-
alpha2a in patients with HIV. AIDS Clinical Trials Group Study 197. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr Hum Retrovirol 16, 247–253 
(1997).

17. Tavel, J. A. et al. Interferon-alpha produces significant decreases in HIV load. J Interferon Cytokine Res 30, 461–464, doi: 10.1089/
jir.2009.0090 (2010).

18. Asmuth, D. M. et al. Safety, tolerability, and mechanisms of antiretroviral activity of pegylated interferon Alfa-2a in HIV-1-
monoinfected participants: a phase II clinical trial. J Infect Dis 201, 1686–1696, doi: 10.1086/652420 (2010).

19. Dianzani, F. et al. Interferon may prevent HIV viral rebound after HAART interruption in HIV patients. J Interferon Cytokine 
Res 28, 1–3, doi: 10.1089/jir.2007.0076 (2008).

20. Azzoni, L. et al. Pegylated Interferon alfa-2a monotherapy results in suppression of HIV type 1 replication and decreased cell-
associated HIV DNA integration. J Infect Dis 207, 213–222, doi: 10.1093/infdis/jis663 (2013).

21. Sato, K. et al. Vpu augments the initial burst phase of HIV-1 propagation and downregulates BST2 and CD4 in humanized mice. 
Journal of virology 86, 5000–5013, doi: 10.1128/jvi.07062-11 (2012).

22. Iwami, S. et al. Identifying viral parameters from in vitro cell cultures. Front Microbiol 3, 319, doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2012.00319 
(2012).

23. Fukuhara, M. et al. Quantification of the dynamics of enterovirus 71 infection by experimental-mathematical investigation. J 
Virol 87, 701–705, doi: 10.1128/jvi.01453-12 (2013).

24. Amara, A. et al. G protein-dependent CCR5 signaling is not required for efficient infection of primary T lymphocytes and 
macrophages by R5 human immunodeficiency virus type 1 isolates. Journal of virology 77, 2550–2558 (2003).

25. Vendrame, D., Sourisseau, M., Perrin, V., Schwartz, O. & Mammano, F. Partial inhibition of human immunodeficiency virus 
replication by type I interferons: impact of cell-to-cell viral transfer. Journal of virology 83, 10527–10537, doi: 10.1128/jvi.01235-
09 (2009).

26. Monel, B. et al. HIV cell-to-cell transmission requires the production of infectious virus particles and does not proceed through 
env-mediated fusion pores. Journal of virology 86, 3924–3933, doi: 10.1128/jvi.06478-11 (2012).

27. Goujon, C. & Malim, M. H. Characterization of the alpha interferon-induced postentry block to HIV-1 infection in primary 
human macrophages and T cells. Journal of virology 84, 9254–9266, doi: 10.1128/jvi.00854-10 (2010).

28. Stacey, A. R. et al. Induction of a striking systemic cytokine cascade prior to peak viremia in acute human immunodeficiency 
virus type 1 infection, in contrast to more modest and delayed responses in acute hepatitis B and C virus infections. Journal of 
virology 83, 3719–3733, doi: 10.1128/jvi.01844-08 (2009).

29. Perelson, A. S. & Nelson, P. W. Mathematical analysis of HIV-1 dynamics in vivo. SIAM review 41, 3–44 (1999).
30. Neumann, A. U. et al. Hepatitis C viral dynamics in vivo and the antiviral efficacy of interferon-alpha therapy. Science 282, 

103–107 (1998).
31. Nowak, M. & May, R. M. Virus dynamics: mathematical principles of immunology and virology: mathematical principles of 

immunology and virology. (Oxford university press, 2000).
32. Perelson, A. S. Modelling viral and immune system dynamics. Nat Rev Immunol 2, 28–36, doi: 10.1038/nri700 (2002).
33. Berkowitz, R. D. et al. CCR5- and CXCR4-utilizing strains of human immunodeficiency virus type 1 exhibit differential tropism 

and pathogenesis in vivo. Journal of virology 72, 10108–10117 (1998).
34. Moore, J. P., Kitchen, S. G., Pugach, P. & Zack, J. A. The CCR5 and CXCR4 coreceptors--central to understanding the transmission 

and pathogenesis of human immunodeficiency virus type 1 infection. AIDS Res Hum Retroviruses 20, 111–126, doi: 
10.1089/088922204322749567 (2004).

35. Nie, C. et al. Selective infection of CD4+  effector memory T lymphocytes leads to preferential depletion of memory T 
lymphocytes in R5 HIV-1-infected humanized NOD/SCID/IL-2Rgammanull mice. Virology 394, 64–72, doi: 10.1016/j.
virol.2009.08.011 (2009).

36. Neumann, A. et al. Differential antiviral effect of PEG-interferon-alpha-2b on HIV and HCV in the treatment of HIV/HCV 
co-infected patients. Aids 21, 1855–1865, doi: 10.1097/QAD.0b013e32825eaba7 (2007).

37. Dahari, H., Guedj, J., Perelson, A. S. & Layden, T. J. Hepatitis C Viral Kinetics in the Era of Direct Acting Antiviral Agents and 
IL28B. Curr Hepat Rep 10, 214–227, doi: 10.1007/s11901-011-0101-7 (2011).

38. Althaus, C. L. & De Boer, R. J. Intracellular transactivation of HIV can account for the decelerating decay of virus load during 
drug therapy. Mol Syst Biol 6, 348, doi: 10.1038/msb.2010.4 (2010).

39. Petravic, J. et al. Intracellular dynamics of HIV infection. J Virol 88, 1113–1124, doi: 10.1128/jvi.02038-13 (2014).

Acknowledgements
This research is partly supported by the Kyushu University Fund (to H.I.); the Aihara Innovative 
Mathematical Modeling Project, the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) through the 
“Funding Program for World-Leading Innovative R & D on Science and Technology (FIRST program)”, 
initiated by Council for Science and Technology Policy (to K.A. and S.I.); the Commissioned Research 
program of the Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare, Japan (to K.A. and S.I. H26-ShinkoJitsuyoka-
General-016); Kyushu University Short-term Young Scholar Exchange Program, which is based on 
Japanese Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology’s grant The Program for 
Promoting the Enhancement of Research Universities (to S.I. and F.M.); JST PRESTO program (to S.I.); 
JST CREST program (to S.I.); Grants-in-Aid for Young Scientists B25800092 (to S.I.) from JSPS; JSPS 
KAKENHI Grant Number 10192783 (to S.I.); Inamori Foundation (to S.I.); the French National Agency 
for Research on AIDS and Viral Hepatitis (ANRS) 11-119 and 13-123 (to F.M.); A.G.S. is a fellow of the 
Portuguese Foundation for Science and Technology (FCT); S.R. was a post-doctoral fellow of the ANRS; 
B.V. is a doctoral fellow of Sidaction.

Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: H.I., F.C., K.A., S.I. and F.M. Performed the experiments: 
A.G.S., S.R., B.V. and F.M. Analyzed the data: H.I., K.A. and S.I. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis 



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

7Scientific RepoRts | 5:11761 | DOi: 10.1038/srep11761

tool: A.G.S., S.R., B.V., F.C. and F.M. Wrote the paper: H.I., K.A., S.I. and F.M. Developed the modeling 
framework: H.I., K.A. and S.I.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at http://www.nature.com/srep
Competing financial interests: The authors declare no competing financial interests.
How to cite this article: Ikeda, H. et al. Quantifying the Antiviral Effect of IFN on HIV-1 Replication 
in Cell Culture. Sci. Rep. 5, 11761; doi: 10.1038/srep11761 (2015).

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The 
images or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Com-

mons license, unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the 
Creative Commons license, users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce 
the material. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

http://www.nature.com/srep
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Quantifying the Antiviral Effect of IFN on HIV-1 Replication in Cell Culture
	Results and Discussion
	Characterizing target cell dynamics. 
	HIV-1 replication in cell culture in the absence and presence of IFN. 
	Modeling antiviral effect of IFN on HIV-1 replication. 
	Analyzing HIV-1 replication in cell culture. 
	Antiviral effect of IFN on HIV-1 replication. 
	Conclusions. 

	Methods
	Cell culture, viruses and infection. 
	Identification of best-fit parameters from experimental data. 

	Acknowledgements
	Author Contributions
	Figure 1.  Dynamics of MT4C5 cells and HIV-1 replication in the absence and presence of IFN.
	Table 1.  Parameter estimated by mathematical-experimental analysis.



 
    
       
          application/pdf
          
             
                Quantifying the Antiviral Effect of IFN on HIV-1 Replication in Cell Culture
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2015). doi:10.1038/srep11761
            
         
          
             
                Hiroki Ikeda
                Ana Godinho-Santos
                Sylvie Rato
                Bénédicte Vanwalscappel
                François Clavel
                Kazuyuki Aihara
                Shingo Iwami
                Fabrizio Mammano
            
         
          doi:10.1038/srep11761
          
             
                Nature Publishing Group
            
         
          
             
                © 2015 Nature Publishing Group
            
         
      
       
          
      
       
          © 2015 Macmillan Publishers Limited
          10.1038/srep11761
          2045-2322
          
          Nature Publishing Group
          
             
                permissions@nature.com
            
         
          
             
                http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep11761
            
         
      
       
          
          
          
             
                doi:10.1038/srep11761
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2015). doi:10.1038/srep11761
            
         
          
          
      
       
       
          True
      
   




