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IFNλ: balancing the light and dark side in pulmonary infection
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ABSTRACT Interferon (IFN) represents a well-known component of antiviral immunity 
that has been studied extensively for its mechanisms of action and therapeutic potential 
when antiviral treatment options are limited. Specifically in the respiratory tract, IFNs 
are induced directly on viral recognition to limit the spread and transmission of the 
virus. Recent focus has been on the IFNλ family, which has become an exciting focus 
in recent years for its potent antiviral and anti-inflammatory activities against viruses 
infecting barrier sites, including the respiratory tract. However, insights into the interplay 
between IFNλs and other pulmonary infections are more limited and suggest a more 
complex role, potentially detrimental, than what was seen during viral infections. Here, 
we review the role of IFNλs in pulmonary infections, including viral, bacterial, fungal, and 
multi-pathogen super-infections, and how this may impact future work in the field.
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I nterferons (IFNs) are central to the innate immune response against viruses. There are 
three major classes of IFNs, but type I IFNs and the more recently discovered type III 

IFNs are induced directly on viral recognition (1). Type I IFNs are primarily composed 
of IFNα and IFNβ, with additional lesser studied subtypes including IFNε and IFNω 
(2), and type III IFNs include IFNλ1–3, also named as interleukin (IL)-29, IL-28A/B, and 
IFNλ4 (3–5). While initially considered to be functionally redundant, a large body of 
work has emerged outlining the non-redundant roles of these IFNs during infection. IFN 
receptors are heterodimeric, composed of IFNAR1 and IFNAR2 for the type I IFN receptor 
and IFNλR1 and IL-10RB for IFNλ receptor. Receptor expression patterns differ with the 
IFNλR primarily localized to mucosal epithelial barrier sites and several immune cell 
populations including neutrophils, plasmacytoid dendritic cells (DCs), and macrophages, 
while type I IFN receptors are ubiquitously expressed (6, 7).

Differences between mouse and human IFNλ, as well as IFNλ subtype receptor 
affinities, add an additional layer of complexities when comparing studies. Humans 
produce IFNλ1–3 and occasionally IFNλ4, with the IFNλ1 dominant, while mice only 
produce IFNλ2–3, where IFNλ3 has dominant activity (8). As a result of these species-spe­
cific induction patterns, many studies regarding humans or human cells rely on IFNλ1, 
while murine studies use IFNλ3 or a mixture of IFNλ2 and 3. Because numerous studies 
show that all IFNλs are protective in both mouse and human respiratory viral infections, 
it is likely that their in vivo functions are similar. However, the analysis of the binding sites 
between each IFNλ and IFNλR1 showed that not all IFNλs are created equal. Miknis et al. 
identified that IFNλ1 possesses five cysteine residues to form disulfide bridges compared 
with seven found in both IFNλ2–3. However, the IFNλ residues directly binding to IFNλR1 
are consistent among subtypes, and the biological activity of IFNλs has been described 
as IFNλ3>IFNλ1>IFNλ2 (9). It is possible that enhanced IFNλ3 antiviral activity could 
be caused by minor allele single-nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs), which are known 
to cause increased responsiveness to influenza vaccination (10). However, one study 
showed that IFNλ2 and IFNλ3 can compensate for one another during murine pulmo­
nary infections by selective deletion of IFNλ3 (11). Additional study of IFNλ subtypes is 
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required to understand their common and distinct functions during infection to enhance 
the relevance of murine studies to the human population, as the use of IFNλ3 in mice 
may result in stronger phenotypes than what is seen with IFNλ1 in humans.

Because barrier sites, particularly the respiratory tract, have close contact with 
numerous foreign particles, activating immune responses that preserve the integrity 
of the barrier is important. IFNλ has uniquely been shown to clear respiratory viruses 
without inducing damaging inflammatory responses that type I IFN can cause, making 
it a popular candidate for new antiviral treatments (12–14). The benefits of IFNλ become 
more complicated, though, during non-viral respiratory infections, including bacterial 
and fungal infections and viral-induced super-infections. This review will outline the 
different roles of IFNλ that are context-, timing-, and infection-dependent.

DISTINCT FUNCTIONS FOR IFNs

Differentiating the effects of IFNλ and type I IFNs (primarily IFNα/β) has been exten­
sively reviewed by experts in the field (2, 8, 15). The following section will focus on 
distinguishing between these two types of IFNs with a narrower focus more relevant to 
the pulmonary infections discussed in this review. Although both type I IFNs and IFNλ 
signal through janus kinase/signal transducer and activator of transcription (Jak/STAT) 
pathways, resulting in the production of overlapping subsets of interferon-stimulated 
genes (ISGs), these interferons only have ~20% amino acid homology, resulting in the 
potential for non-redundant functions during infection (1). Studies show that often 
either type I IFN or IFNλ plays the dominant role during infection, but this can vary 
depending on the pathogen, infection site, and pathogen infection dose (16, 17).

Early data regarding IFNλ showed a tissue specificity not seen with type I IFNs (18–
20). Compared with IFNα that induced ISGs in multiple tissue types and organs, IFNλ 
stimulation only induced ISGs in a small subset of tissues, primarily epithelial cells where 
expression of IFNλR1 is the highest (18). This represents a major difference between 
type I IFN and IFNλ, where type I IFN is able to act on any cell through its ubiquitously 
expressed receptor, but the activity of IFNλ is more restricted. Initial data showed that the 
heterodimeric IFNλR receptor, composed of IL-10RB and IFNLR1, was localized only on 
mucosal epithelial cells, but many other cell types have been identified as expressing the 
receptor, reviewed in Ref. (21), with the consequence of this expression being an active 
area of research.

Highly overlapping ISG subsets are induced by both type I IFN and IFNλ, with type I 
IFN inducing a greater number of genes than IFNλ (22). Specifically, only type I IFNs result 
in chemokine induction, including (chemokine (C-X-C motif ) ligand) CXCL9, CXCL10, and 
CXCL11, through high activation of interferon regulatory factor 1 (IRF1), which is not 
seen during IFNλ signaling (23). Differences in ISG patterns may also be attributed to 
the partial reliance of IFNλ on MAPK (mitogen-activated protein kinase) signaling and 
activation, which type I IFNs do not require for optimal signaling (24). Although this 
study was performed in intestinal epithelial cells (IECs) and may not directly translate 
to the lung. A potential difference between IFNλ and type I IFNs is the kinetics of ISG 
induction: while type I IFNs cause an early and transient peak in ISGs after stimulation or 
viral challenge, IFNλ-induced ISGs were shown to have a delayed, but prolonged pattern 
of induction in a hepatocyte cell line (1, 23). Although data regarding lung-specific ISG 
induction in a controlled environment are limited, stimulation of human respiratory 
epithelial cells with IFNλ or IFNβ showed findings of dose-dependent ISG induction with 
early IRF1 activation seen only after IFNβ treatment, which is consistent with what is seen 
in hepatocytes (25). Clustering of IFNλ- and type I IFN-induced ISGs showed that both 
IFNs induce largely the same genes with distinct temporal patterns (24). IFNλ caused ISGs 
to peak more slowly than IFNβ, but concentrations of these genes continued to increase 
over time after IFNλ treatment rather than return to baseline (24). These distinctions are 
yet to be confirmed in the context of pulmonary infection.

Differences in production between IFNλ and type I IFNs are likely the cause of their 
disparate effects during infection. For instance, IFNλ is thought to be more protective 
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against respiratory infections because it is produced early during infection and at higher 
concentrations than IFNα (1, 26). However, these effects seem to be virus-specific, as IFNα 
was shown to be protective against three major respiratory viruses, respiratory syncytial 
virus (RSV), rhinovirus (RV), and influenza virus, while IFNλ only protected against RV 
with partial effects against RSV (27). Similar results were shown using vesicular stomatitis 
virus, where cells required higher doses and treatment lengths of IFNλ to result in similar 
levels of antiviral activity compared with IFNβ (24). However, IFNs do not always act in 
the same manner. Mouse hepatitis virus (MHV) primarily causes induction of IFNλ over 
IFNβ in mice, but interestingly, loss of only IFNβ signaling and not IFNλ signaling caused 
increased susceptibility to infection (28). In this case, the importance of IFNλ during 
MHV infection was only elucidated using a very low- or high-dose infection. Even in this 
context, IFNλ had tissue-specific activity, promoting clearance in only the lungs while 
IFNβ increased MHV clearance in multiple organs (28).

These functional distinctions between IFNλ and type I IFNs show how they can alter 
the course of infection at a broad level. While the signaling pathways are similar, studies 
have already shown that this is not indicative of redundant functions. The following 
sections will discuss the roles of IFNλ on respiratory viruses, bacteria, and fungi in more 
detail, including when pathogens come together to induce a pulmonary super-infection; 
while no direct comparisons will be made to type I IFNs, other reviews have outlined the 
roles of type I IFNs during respiratory infections in detail (29–31). While IFNλ during viral 
infections has been well-studied, its functions during bacterial and fungal infections and 
super-infections are current areas of focus.

IFNλ VERSUS RESPIRATORY VIRUSES

With IFNλ primarily acting at mucosal barrier sites, IFNλ-induced ISGs promote respira­
tory virus infection clearance and resolution. The following section will largely focus 
on influenza and severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) due to 
their global public health burden, but all respiratory viruses induce IFNλ production, 
sometimes preferentially, as part of activating the host innate immune response (17). 
Human metapneumovirus (hMPV), RSV, and RV all induce IFNλ and can cause infections 
that vary widely in severity (32–34). Interestingly, prophylactic treatment of mice with 
IFNλ promotes hMPV clearance while IFNλR1 expression correlates with more severe RSV 
and RV infections in human infants, suggesting that the role of IFNλ during pulmonary 
infections may be context- and species-dependent, which is explored in more detail 
elsewhere (32, 33, 35). Differences in the influence of IFNλ during these common 
pulmonary infections may also be model-specific, as a treatment before infection, while a 
common proof-of-concept approach in mice is not feasible in the human population.

Influenza virus

IFNλ has been shown to play beneficial roles in many aspects of influenza infection, 
including initial responses, bridging innate and adaptive immune responses, and 
enhancing memory and vaccination efficacy. IFNλ production during viral infections is 
largely due to peroxisome-associated mitochondrial antiviral signaling proteins, and in 
the case of influenza, is mainly produced by epithelial cells both in the lung airways 
and in the alveoli (36–38). Infected cells are the primary producers of IFNλ, and this 
activity is dependent on interferon regulatory factors (IRFs), particularly IRF3 and IRF7 
whose binding sites are prevalent in ifnl promoter regions (39). IFN signaling can also 
occur in a paracrine manner, which was shown to be important within the context of 
influenza infection. Ramos et al. (40) showed that levels of ISGs were lower in influenza-
infected cells compared with bystander cells, and widespread production of IFNλ1 by 
both infected and uninfected cells promotes a broad antiviral state to prevent bystander 
cells from becoming infected. This activity of IFNλ1 was unique, as both type I IFNs and 
IFNλ2–4 are predominantly produced by influenza-infected cells (40).

Multiple additional studies have shown that IFNλ restricts influenza infection in mice. 
During influenza infection, IFNλs are produced by epithelial and immune cells, such as 
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DCs, during both high- and low-dose viral infections and are found at much higher 
concentrations in the airways compared with type I IFNs (Fig. 1A) (1, 12). IFNλ primarily 
restricts viral replication early during infection to prevent the spread and excessive 
inflammation (12, 41). Epithelial cells and DCs both express the restricted chain of the 
IFNλ receptor, IFNλR1, as well as murine neutrophils, which are found near infected 
cells in influenza-infected mice (12). IFNλR1 knockout mice have been shown to have 
worsened infection in multiple studies, with increased viral spread and transmission 
as well as enhanced type I IFN production and neutrophilia, which can contribute to 
immunopathology (12, 41).

IFNλ can also be given therapeutically after influenza infection in mice to enhance 
infection resolution. Enhanced type I IFN and neutrophil responses in IFNλR1 knockout 
mice are ameliorated by giving mice pegylated-IFNλ (peg-IFNλ) (12). Peg-IFNλ given 1–2 
days post-infection (dpi) resulted in lower viral titers and reduced immune cell infiltration 
into the airways at 7 dpi, as well as reduced lung pathology (12). This protective effect 
has been seen in multiple studies, with another paper showing IFNλ-mediated inhibition 
of viral replication without excessive inflammation when given before influenza infection 
or shortly afterward (13). Prophylactically, IFNλ2 prevented detectable viral replication, 
while treatment starting 2 dpi reduced the burden 10-fold (13). IFNλ induces antiviral 
gene expression rather than pro-inflammatory genes, resulting in lower cytokine 
production from immune cells and lower levels of epithelial apoptosis, resulting in a 
potent antiviral response without damaging inflammation, as seen in both mouse and 
human cells (13). Additional reports using human alveolar macrophages (hAMs) and 
primary influenza-infected human lung slices have shown that IFNλ is induced in hAMs 
after influenza infection and its signaling is required for clearance, as pre-treatment of 
these cells with IFNλ1 inhibits influenza infection experimentally (42).

With increasing data showing that IFNλ has therapeutic potential, the question then 
becomes: can IFNλ be re-purposed to enhance defenses against influenza virus before 
infection even occurs? These defenses include the antiviral Oseltamivir, commonly used 
after a positive diagnosis, and the annual influenza vaccine, which is the most important 
prevention mechanism against serious illness. In a study where mice were vaccinated 
three times using gamma-irradiated influenza vaccine alone or with IFNλ3 as an adju­
vant, adding IFNλ3 to the vaccine enhanced both humoral- and cell-mediated immune 
responses against influenza infection 1 week after the final vaccination. The adjuvanted 
vaccine led to higher levels of total IgG as well as preferential production of IgG2a, 
skewing toward a Th1 (T helper cells) response compared with the non-adjuvanted 
vaccine (10). Vaccination with IFNλ3 also increased splenocyte proliferation after antigen 
restimulation compared with vaccination alone, with increased production of both Th1 
and Th2 cytokines. The addition of an IFNλ3 adjuvant increases survival after a lethal 
influenza challenge (80% compared with 50% survival with irradiated virus alone [10]).

Similar suggestive results were seen in humans by studying healthy volunteers and 
the known IFNλ SNPs that can alter the production and function of multiple IFNλs (43). 
Patients with the less common IFNλ3 minor allele SNPs (TG or GG compared with major 
allele genotype TT) have increased seroconversion after influenza vaccination and 
enhanced protection specifically against two antigens, with alterations seen in both 
activated influenza-specific T cells and human leukocyte antigen (HLA)-expressing B cells 
(43). IFNλ also has an active role in the adaptive immune response against the influenza 
virus in mice. IFNλ signaling in CD103+ DCs, which express IFNλR1, was required for the 
formation of effective influenza-specific CD8+ T cells (44). IFNλR1 knockout mice showed 
decreased levels of CD8+ T cells and antigen-presenting cell migration to draining lymph 
nodes through day nine of infection, resulting in decreased survival of these mice 
compared with wild-type during a heterosubtypic influenza challenge (44).

Finally, IFNλ has also been shown to improve the efficacy of Oseltamivir (Tamiflu) by 
prolonging the emergence of viral strains that are resistant to antivirals in in vitro cell 
culture models. Tamiflu is relatively effective at preventing viral replication and spread, 
but a single amino acid change in viral neuraminidase is enough to confer resistance 
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(45). IFNλ can be given in combination with Tamiflu starting at passage 1 to synergize 
treatment effects. This combination treatment was shown to decrease the emergence of 
resistant strains in cell culture from passage 6, seen in Tamiflu treatment alone, to 
passage 12 in the presence of increasing Tamiflu and IFNλ concentrations (45).

The breadth of research into the roles of IFNλ during influenza infection shows its 
protective effects during both innate and adaptive responses and its potential to prevent 
serious infection altogether. IFNλ promotes antiviral responses both as a therapeutic and 
an adjuvant in multiple different models, outlining its versatility and protective qualities.

SARS-CoV-2

Compared with IFN responses during influenza infection, innate immune activation in 
response to SARS-CoV-2 infection is much more complex. SARS-CoV-2 is a novel member 
of the Coronaviridae family that also includes severe acute respiratory syndrome 
coronavirus 1 (SARS-CoV-1), Middle East respiratory syndrome coronavirus (MERS-CoV), 
and common cold viruses. SARS-CoV-2 has a lower fatality rate than SARS-CoV-1 or 
MERS-CoV at ~10% and ~34%, respectively, but has resulted in much higher total deaths 
due to its increased transmissibility among humans (46).

FIG 1 Functions of IFNλ during respiratory viral and bacterial infections. (A) IFNλ is produced by many cell types after viruses are recognized, including infected 

epithelial cells, activated macrophages (AMs), and dendritic cells (DCs). IFNλ can act in an autocrine or paracrine manner to induce ISG production that inhibits 

viral replication and transmission, limiting infection and enhancing clearance. IFNλ produced by DCs is required for the optimal activation of CD4+ Th1 cells and 

virus-specific CD8+ T cells. (B) Bacterial infection in the airways can induce IFNλ production primarily by epithelial cells, which can limit immune cell recruitment 

to the lung and decrease barrier integrity, leading to increased dissemination without impacting clearance of the bacteria from the lung. Figure created on 

Biorender.com.
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IFNλ induction during the onset of SARS-CoV-2 correlates with infection outcomes. 
Shahbazi et al. showed that SARS-CoV-2 patients admitted to the intensive care unit (ICU) 
had levels of IFNλ1 and IFNλ2 that were comparable to baseline healthy controls while 
non-ICU SARS-CoV-2 patients had significantly elevated levels of both IFNλ1 and IFNλ2. 
In another comparison between patients who recovered from SARS-CoV-2 infection and 
those who did not, IFNλ1 levels were significantly higher in individuals who recovered 
from infection (47). However, the kinetics of IFNλ induction can vary widely during 
SARS-CoV-2 infection, making the relationship between IFNλ and viral clearance more 
complex.

The timing of IFNλ production seems to play a role in whether it will be beneficial or 
detrimental to the host, with early production during SARS-CoV-2 infection correlating 
with worsened infection (48). SARS-CoV-2 often does not induce any IFN production, 
but IFNλ is upregulated more so than type I IFNs. Individuals with robust IFNλ induction 
at early time points after infection positively correlated both with those who became 
critically ill and with a length of hospital stay. Paradoxically, once an individual was 
admitted to the ICU, higher IFNλ levels were related to lower viral loads and faster 
clearance after hospital admittance (48). Another study collected tissue samples from 
children with permissive or non-permissive SARS-CoV-2 infections and found that cells 
from non-permissive infections produce IFNλ faster after in vitro re-infection than cells 
from permissive infections (49).

Although the interplay between IFNλ and SARS-CoV-2 can be complex, once again 
attention turned to the potential of IFNλ as a therapeutic, especially after such exper­
imental success against the influenza virus. IFNλ inhibits SARS-CoV-2 replication in 
multiple in vitro systems when given prophylactically, including primary human airway 
epithelial cells and immortalized human epithelial cell lines (49, 50). Compared with 
influenza virus inhibition, restriction of SARS-CoV-2 by IFNλ seemed to be less robust 
but present nonetheless (50). Interestingly, IFNλ1 only exerted antiviral activity in vitro 
against SARS-CoV-2 at doses of 100–500 ng/mL when given before the viral infection 
and not as a therapeutic post-infection, while IFNλ1 given pre- or post-infection at 
100 ng/mL showed restriction of influenza replication (50). Clinical trials for therapeutic 
peg-IFNλ report a therapeutic effect, with peg-IFNλ inducing a more rapid decrease of 
SARS-CoV-2 RNA over time, comparing 80% of patients clearing the virus 7 dpi to 63% of 
controls (14). Another trial showed that early treatment with peg-IFNλ also significantly 
decreased the rates of hospitalization or emergency department visits in patients with 
SARS-CoV-2 compared with placebo controls in addition to again resulting in faster 
viral clearance (51). Further analyses of these patient samples revealed elevated ISGs in 
IFNλR-expressing cells, including plasmacytoid DCs and B cells, after treatment without 
impacting activation and expansion of SARS-CoV-2-specific antibody and T cells (52).

Mouse models largely confirm what was seen in human cell culture models. IFNλ was 
shown to be protective against both upper- and lower-respiratory tract infections with 
SARS-CoV-2 in multiple mouse models, including conventional (inbred laboratory) mice 
and human angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (hACE2) transgenic mice, while IFNλR1 
knockout mice showed increased viral titers 5–7 dpi (53). Additionally, IFNλ2 given 
prophylactically (16 hours before infection) or therapeutically (1-2 dpi) protects mice 
from multiple SARS-CoV-2 strains at 3 dpi, including the beta and omicron variants that 
have spread rapidly on their emergence (53).

Another distinction between murine and human studies is the timing of treatment 
in non-clinical studies, which will impact the feasibility of using IFNλ as a therapeutic. 
Multiple reports show that IFNλ administration improves the clearance of multiple 
viruses in mice and humans, supporting clinical trials for influenza or SARS-CoV-2 
treatment (12–14). However, most studies in mice involve IFNλ treatments that are 
prophylactic or early during the infection course where humans would not yet be 
diagnosed. When early treatments are possible in humans, as seen in the cited clinical 
trials, IFNλ has potent antiviral activity, but strong endogenous IFNλ production early 
during SARS-CoV-2 infection has also been linked to increased disease severity (43, 46). 
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IFNλ treatments given later during viral infections, after viral clearance when tissue repair 
is prominent, have not been well-studied in humans, but IFNλ given to mice late during 
infection has been shown to impair repair and resolution, discussed in sections below. 
It is possible that IFNλ becomes less effective over time because IFNλR1-expressing 
epithelial cells become necrotic and less responsive to IFNλ; it has been established that 
influenza exposes new binding sites on epithelial cells during infection, and this could 
include the loss of IFNλR1 (54). Support for early administration of IFNλ is also seen in 
its ability to enhance virus-specific T-cell responses, where treatment after DC migration 
to draining lymph nodes may not be effective (37). Further study into the timing of 
IFNλ administration after infection, specifically those relevant to when humans would be 
diagnosed and seeking treatment, will identify the potential breadth of IFNλ efficacy in 
humans.

In addition to the consideration of treatment timing, potential side effects need 
always be considered, especially when cytokines are introduced exogenously to the 
body at potentially high levels. This becomes especially relevant when taking into 
consideration viral-induced super-infection, seen commonly with influenza and bacteria 
including Staphylococcus aureus and Streptococcus. pneumoniae. New data suggest that 
bacterial infections both alone and in a recovering lung can induce IFNλ which influences 
infection outcome.

AMBIGUOUS ROLE OF IFNλ WITH BACTERIAL INFECTIONS

Compared with the wealth of research concerning IFNλ during respiratory virus 
infections, much less is known about the roles IFNλ may play during bacterial infec­
tions, specifically those known to cause pneumonia. Bacterial pneumonia can have 
many causative agents, including Gram-positive bacteria like S.aureus, S. pneumoniae, 
and Listeria monocytogenes, or Gram-negative bacteria such as Klebsiella pneumoniae, 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa (PA), Legionella pneumophila, or Bordatella pertussis (55). Cell 
culture models have shown that a bacterial challenge results in IFNλ induction in a 
variety of cell types, including primary monocyte-derived DCs and human epithelial cell 
lines, leading to strengthened epithelial cell barriers (56–58).

Gram-positive bacterium

IFN induction during S. aureus infection has been more extensively studied with type I 
IFNs than IFNλs, but Peignier et al. (59) showed that induction levels of both IFNβ and 
IFNλ vary widely by clinical isolates without any obvious striations between methicil­
lin-resistant (MRSA) and methicillin-sensitive strains (59). While multiple studies have 
shown that S. aureus infection results in increased IFNλ levels in the lung, there is not 
a consistent conclusion as to whether IFNλ is helpful or harmful in clearing bacteria 
(60, 61). One study showed that global IFNλR1 knockout mice have reduced bacterial 
burden in the airways at 4 and 18 hours post-MRSA (strain USA300) infection and in 
the lungs 18 hours after infection (60). Another study confirmed these findings and 
further showed that depletion of the IFNλR led to enhanced clearance in both the 
bronchoalveolar lavage (BAL) fluid and lung tissue by 24 hours post-infection, with 
decreases in pro-inflammatory cytokines that usually lead to lung damage (62). Of note, 
IL-1β production was largely inhibited in IFNλR1 knockout mice, which was shown to be 
caused by reductions in neutrophil-specific pro-IL-1β processing (62).

In vitro data also showed that pre-treatment of healthy human nasal epithelial 
cells with IFNλ1 results in enhanced antibacterial activity against another MRSA strain, 
RN6390, although these results were not confirmed in airway epithelial cells (61). 
IFNλ1 was also shown to increase bacterial uptake and killing in differentiated human 
macrophage THP-1 cells, which is an interesting deviation from data showing faster 
clearance in IFNλR1 knockout mice.

One potential explanation for the discrepancies between the above studies could be 
the ability of S. aureus to survive as an intra- or extra-cellular pathogen (63). Although it 
is not a common respiratory pathogen, IFNλ2 was shown to have a positive influence on 
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clearance of the intracellular Gram-positive bacterium L. monocytogenes (64). Pathogenic 
L. monocytogenes strains secrete a protein, LntA, which can interact with chromatin 
repressor bromo adjacent homology domain containing 1 (BAHD1) to modulate IFNλ 
and subsequent ISG expression (64). IFNλ is the most abundant IFN produced after 
L. monocytogenes infection, and L. monocytogenes strains where LntA is constitutively 
active have increased IFNλ and ISG expression, leading to faster clearance of bacteria 
(64). The authors of this work conclude that selective LntA is beneficial for the bacteria 
to prevent alerting the host immune response to the infection, which could also be an 
explanation for IFNλ increasing S. aureus clearance in cell culture models. Additionally, 
clearance of bacteria from the nasal tissue and upper airways may not accurately reflect 
mechanisms in the lower airways and alveoli, as the upper airways represent the likely 
first site of infection.

The paucity of data regarding the interplay of IFNλ and Gram-positive respiratory 
pathogens makes it difficult to draw clear conclusions, especially considering distinctions 
between in vitro versus in vivo and upper versus lower airways, but mouse models show 
that IFNλ may have negative impacts on bacterial clearance and infection resolution.

Gram-negative bacterium

Similarly, IFNλ has been shown to have a context-dependent role during multiple 
Gram-negative bacterial lung infections. Many Gram-negative bacterial infections seem 
to be exacerbated by IFNλ through multiple mechanisms (60, 65–67). IFNλ is induced 
after B. pertussis, K. pneumoniae, and PA infections and kinetics vary by infection: for 
example, IFNλ peaks at 4 hour post-infection during PA infection and peaks between 
4 and 10 days after B. pertussis infection (60, 65, 66). Regardless of the kinetics and 
intensity of IFN responses, these infections are ameliorated when IFNλ is disrupted. 
IFNλR1 knockout mice show reductions in lung bacterial loads at 18 hours after PA 
infection, while IFNAR knockout mice do not show the same results, indicating that 
IFNλ alone contributes to exacerbations (60). Interestingly, another study showed that 
when IFNλ2 was administered with PA and 8 hours post-infection, mice had decreased 
weight loss and immune cell infiltration into alveoli without reduction in bacterial loads, 
indicating that in this context IFNλ2 may decrease lung inflammation and pathology 
without increasing clearance (67).

IFNλ has been implicated in altering barrier function and inflammation in B. pertussis 
and K. pneumoniae infections as well. Both IFNλR1 knockout mice and IFNλR1/IFNAR 
double knockout mice infected with B. pertussis had reduced lung pathology scores 
compared to wild-type and IFNAR single knockout mice, suggesting that IFNλ was 
involved in driving pathology without impacting bacterial clearance (Fig. 1B) (66). Along 
the same lines, IFNλ was shown to increase barrier permeability in human airway 
epithelial cells and alter genes relating to barrier integrity in mice during K. pneumoniae 
infection. IFNλR1 knockout mice were not only protected from bacteremia compared to 
wild-type mice but also had significantly faster bacterial clearance in the lungs and the 
airways 4 dpi (65).

While the functions of IFNλ during lung bacterial infections are still active areas 
of research, we begin to see a context-dependent role emerging where IFNλ may 
be harmful or helpful based on the infecting bacteria and experimental conditions. 
This becomes especially relevant when bacterial infections are complicated by a viral 
infection, aptly named super-infections.

IFNλ IN SUPER-INFECTIONS

The term super-infection is used to describe the event of a primary viral infection 
being followed closely temporally by a secondary bacterial infection. During super-infec­
tions, the respiratory immune environment has not yet returned to a steady state, 
altering the antibacterial immune responses normally generated. Influenza-MRSA and 
RSV-PA super-infections are among the most common, and numerous reviews outlining 
super-infection immune responses exist (54, 68–71). Because super-infections involve 
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both a virus, where IFNλ is beneficial, and a bacterium, where the role of IFNλ is more 
questionable, these models provide more insight into the temporal and contextual roles 
of IFNλ than a single infection model.

Many factors can contribute to super-infection susceptibility and onset, including 
barrier permeability and subsequent repair during influenza infection and resolution. 
Studies have shown that lung epithelial cell damage and lack of tissue repair are 
prominent explanations for increased morbidity and mortality after super-infection 
compared to single influenza or bacterial infection (72, 73). During viral infections, 
alveolar type 2 cells quickly proliferate 5–7 dpi to promote barrier repair and protection 
after viral clearance, but this response is altered during secondary bacterial complica­
tions (74). At this time, IFNλ is the predominant IFN present in the lungs and has been 
shown by two groups to delay epithelial cell proliferation after a viral challenge (74, 
75). Chronic IFNλ exposure prevented bacterial clearance over time and IFNλ stimulation 
in super-infected mice reduced both epithelial cell proliferation, by inducing genes in 
the p53 pathway, and differentiation into specialized cell types (74). Conversely, IFNλR1 
knockout mice had increased cell proliferation after a viral challenge with fewer red 
blood cells and immune cells in BAL fluid with increased survival after the secondary S. 
pneumoniae challenge (74).

While multiple studies have shown that IFNλ increases the severity of super-infection, 
the specific mechanism by which this occurs is still being elucidated (11, 74, 76, 77). 
IFNλ treatment during super-infection was shown to reduce neutrophil recruitment 
to the airways and neutrophil phagocytosis of both S. pneumoniae and S. aureus. 
Further, IFNλ levels in BAL fluid of super-infected mice correlate positively with the 
bacterial burden (11, 76). However, the influence of IFNλ on antimicrobial peptide (AMP) 
production is controversial: studies have been published showing no effect on AMP 
production after an IFNλ treatment and that IFNλR1 knockout mice have increased 
levels of several AMPs, including regenerating family member III gamma and neutrophil 
gelatinase associated lipocalin (76, 77). During influenza infection, IFNλ strongly induced 
the ISG, indoleamine-2,3-dioxygenase (IDO), which has been shown to suppress innate 
immune responses (78). Blocking IDO modulates viral titer, immune cell recruitment, and 
T-cell activation, and under wild-type conditions may have an indirect role in increasing 
super-infection severity (78, 79).

Super-infection with other pathogens, including PA and RSV or RV, also has interplay 
with IFNs where the primary infection can modulate a secondary infection. Studies with 
PA super-infection often use the bacteria as the primary infection to be consistent with 
what is commonly seen in patients with cystic fibrosis (CF). Primary PA infection in CF 
cells causes a defect in IFN and ISG production after viral infection, resulting in impaired 
clearance via increased viral spread rather than replication (80, 81). PA genes LasR, which 
controls LasA and LasB proteins, and AprA were required for the degradation of IFNλ 
protein, with little to no detection of IFNλ as early as 14 hours post-RSV infection, but 
isolates from chronic PA infections lost protease expression over time (81).

The outcome of IFNλ signaling seems to be largely context-dependent, even within 
super-infection. While IFNλ is beneficial against viral infections, the continued presence 
of IFNλ past a certain optimal timeframe results in an impaired ability to fight secondary 
bacterial infections (Fig. 2). The use of IFNλR1 knockout mice illustrates this phenotype, 
where primary viral infections are not yet lethal, but mice are better able to control 
bacterial super-infection (74, 76, 77). Interestingly, the positive impacts of IFNλ can still 
be seen in PA-RSV super-infections, where lack of IFNλ resulted in decreased clearance of 
the secondary virus (80, 81).

EMERGING: IFNλ IN FUNGAL INFECTIONS

In addition to bacterial single and super-infections, a more comprehensive profile for 
IFNλ comes into view as new studies illuminate the antifungal capacity of IFNλ. Extensive 
work from the Rivera group has shown potent antifungal roles for IFNλ during Aspergillus 
fumigatus infection. IFNλ produced by CD45+ cells was required for optimal reactive 
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oxygen species (ROS) production and neutrophil extracellular traps (NETs) to clear the 
fungus, with IFNλR1 knockout mice showing impaired antifungal activity and increased 
fungal burden in the lungs (82). More recent work has shown that this activity of IFNλ is 
dectin-1-dependent, which is the host receptor that recognizes A. fumigatus and induces 
IFNλ production. Dectin-1 knockout mice showed increased susceptibility to a fungal 
infection that could be reversed by administering recombinant IFNλ (83). A. fumigatus 
can also be involved in pulmonary super-infection, where primary influenza infection 

FIG 2 Mechanisms of IFNλ-dependent bacterial exacerbation in the post-virally infected lung. Representative alveolus in the lung during the recovery period 

after respiratory viral clearance. IFNλ presence in this timeframe has many roles that can act in tandem and parallel to exacerbate secondary bacterial infection, 

including suppressing antibacterial AMPs, neutrophil recruitment to the lung and phagocytosis of bacteria, and delaying barrier restoration and integrity. 

IFNλ can also act indirectly by promoting ISGs, including IDO, that have secondary functions of inhibiting T-cell activity and immune cell recruitment during 

super-infection. Figure created on Biorender.com.

Minireview mBio

July/August  Volume 14  Issue 4 10.1128/mbio.02850-22 10

https://doi.org/10.1128/mbio.02850-22


increases the secondary fungal burden and causes more severe disease (84). While IFNλ 
has yet to be specifically studied in this model, STAT1 signaling during super-infections 
was shown to impair antifungal neutrophil activity via decreased CXCL1 and CXCL2, 
leading to increased fungal burden (84). Because STAT1 is one of the major signaling 
proteins involved in the IFNλ pathway, it is possible that IFNλ may play similar roles 
during both viral–bacterial and viral–fungal super-infection.

UNANSWERED QUESTIONS IN THE FIELD

Although IFNλs are the most recently discovered family of IFNs, there are almost two 
decades worth of expansive research into their many roles and functions, which is only 
continuing to grow. IFNλ has clear antiviral activity against respiratory viruses, including 
influenza and SARS-CoV-2, which currently represent two of the highest causes of death 
annually. Importantly, IFNλ can be distinguished from type I IFNs during infection, as 
they have distinct induction kinetics and half-lives and induce overlapping sets of ISGs 
that have unique temporal expression patterns (24). IFNλ is also much less inflammatory 
than type I IFNs without any discernible differences in antiviral potency, which led to 
increased popularity as a potential antiviral treatment and successful clinical trials where 
peg-IFNλ led to faster SARS-CoV-2 clearance (12–14).

However, the idea that IFNs, especially IFNλs, are only involved in viral infections 
is constantly shifting as new evidence emerges showing the interplay between IFNλ 
and other pathogens. Data show a more controversial role for IFNλ during pulmonary 
bacterial infections and super-infection, where the lung is in an active recovery phase 
after viral clearance. Studies have come to multiple conclusions regarding the functional­
ity of IFNλ against bacteria: evidence has shown that IFNλ both enhances and inhibits 
clearance and increases dissemination of bacteria from the lung without impacting 
localized clearance (60, 61, 65, 66). These conclusions seem to vary among species, 
but some organisms like S. aureus do not have a consistent phenotype. The addition 
of a primary viral infection complicates the system further, where levels of IFNλ are 
already elevated in the lung due to the virus. IFNλ directly and indirectly contributes 
to exacerbated super-infections by inhibiting immune cell recruitment and antibacterial 
activity and prolonging barrier repair and inducing inhibitory ISGs, respectively (74–76, 
78). Specific functions of IFNλ have yet to be elucidated in other models of pulmonary 
super-infection, including that of influenza and A. fumigatus, but similar to influenza, 
IFNλ has shown to be beneficial in the clearance of fungus.

Other factors that may influence IFNλ induction and activity have also emerged in 
recent years, including crosstalk between IFNλ and the commensal microbiome. The 
influence of the microbiome on IFNλ is particularly intriguing given the restriction of 
IFNλR1 expression largely to mucosal barrier sites, where the colonization of commensal 
microbes is common. Commensal microbes have known roles in enhancing or inhibiting 
IFN responses against pathogens, and epithelial cells lining both the oral mucosa and 
intestinal tract preferentially produce IFNλ over type I IFN (85, 86). Chronic inflammation, 
which occurs with periodontitis, can lead to decreases in IFNλ production and activity 
after viral challenge. This was shown to be exacerbated in particular by commensal 
bacteria Porphyromonas gingivalis, which is also associated with periodontitis (85). P. 
gingivalis colonization inhibited IFNλ production after viral infection by suppressing 
IRF1 and STAT1 activation and transcriptionally repressing IFNλ1 production via zinc 
finger E-box binding homeobox 1 (ZEB1) (85). In the gut, the microbiome provides 
tonic pattern recognition receptor (PRR) stimulation to IECs, leading to IFNλ production 
and IFNλ-induced homeostatic ISGs that were protective against rotavirus infection in 
mice (86). These homeostatic ISGs were produced by mature enterocytes rather than 
cells in the crypts and were linked to the microbiome and IFNλ specifically by using 
broad-spectrum antibiotics and IFNλR1 knockout mice, both of which caused ablation of 
homeostatic ISGs (86). Little is known about the role of IFNλ in regulating the micro­
biome in the nose or lungs.
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This recent and ongoing work shows the functional relevance of IFNλ beyond viral 
infections, and these new emerging roles are still being discovered. IFNλ is a member of 
the IL-10 cytokine family due to its use of the IL-10RB chain as one-half of its receptor 
(87). In addition to its similarities with type I IFNs, comparisons to other IL-10 family 
members, namely IL-22 have started to be identified. Antibacterial roles of IL-22 are 
well-characterized (88–90), and several studies have identified regulation of IFNλ by 
IL-22 and vice versa during pulmonary bacterial infections (65, 67). These new avenues 
of potential regulation of and by IFNλ are an exciting area of continuing research, 
particularly as nuances of IFNλ in bacterial and fungal infections are still being uncov­
ered.

Identifying these context-dependent roles for IFNλ will be critical for determining 
the practicality of its use as an antiviral treatment. While IFNλ strongly inhibits viral 
replication and protects the host from excessive damage and inflammation, current 
data show that this protective effect is not consistent for all pulmonary infections. 
Influenza and other respiratory viruses are known to prime the lung for secondary 
bacterial and fungal infections (84, 89), and high levels of IFNλ in the lung at this time 
have already been shown to slow tissue repair and super-infection recovery (74, 77). 
IFNλ as a therapeutic would need to balance between its beneficial antiviral qualities 
and its detrimental function against clearing infection sequelae. Specific mechanisms of 
IFNλ-mediated resolution or infection prolongation are still being identified in super-
infection, which will be key to fully understand its role in pulmonary infection.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This article was supported by NIH grants F31 HL164031 (to D.A.) and R01 HL107380 
(to J.F.A.) and UPMC Children’s Hospital of Pittsburgh Research Advisory Committee 
Fellowship (to D.A.).

The authors have no relevant conflict of interest to declare.

AUTHOR AFFILIATIONS

1Division of Pulmonary Medicine, Department of Pediatrics, UPMC Children’s Hospital of 
Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, USA
2Department of Immunology, University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, USA

AUTHOR ORCIDs

John F. Alcorn  http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5997-7711

FUNDING

Funder Grant(s) Author(s)

HHS | NIH | National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute (NHLBI) HL107380 John F Alcorn

HHS | NIH | National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute (NHLBI) HL164031 Danielle Antos

UPMC Children's Hospital of Pittsburgh Danielle Antos

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Danielle Antos, Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Writing – original draft, Writing 
– review and editing | John F. Alcorn, Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Writing – 
original draft, Writing – review and editing

REFERENCES

1. Jewell NA, Cline T, Mertz SE, Smirnov SV, Flaño E, Schindler C, Grieves JL, 
Durbin RK, Kotenko SV, Durbin JE. 2010. Lambda interferon is the 
predominant interferon induced by influenza A virus infection in vivo. J 
Virol 84:11515–11522. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01703-09

2. Mesev EV, LeDesma RA, Ploss A. 2019. Decoding type I and III interferon 
signalling during viral infection. Nat Microbiol 4:914–924. https://doi.
org/10.1038/s41564-019-0421-x

Minireview mBio

July/August  Volume 14  Issue 4 10.1128/mbio.02850-22 12

https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01703-09
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-019-0421-x
https://doi.org/10.1128/mbio.02850-22


3. Kotenko SV, Gallagher G, Baurin VV, Lewis-Antes A, Shen M, Shah NK, 
Langer JA, Sheikh F, Dickensheets H, Donnelly RP. 2003. IFN-lambdas 
mediate antiviral protection through a distinct class II cytokine receptor 
complex. Nat Immunol 4:69–77. https://doi.org/10.1038/ni875

4. Sheppard P, Kindsvogel W, Xu W, Henderson K, Schlutsmeyer S, 
Whitmore TE, Kuestner R, Garrigues U, Birks C, Roraback J, Ostrander C, 
Dong D, Shin J, Presnell S, Fox B, Haldeman B, Cooper E, Taft D, Gilbert T, 
Grant FJ, Tackett M, Krivan W, McKnight G, Clegg C, Foster D, Klucher KM. 
2003. IL-28, IL-29 and their class II cytokine receptor IL-28R. Nat Immunol 
4:63–68. https://doi.org/10.1038/ni873

5. Prokunina-Olsson L, Muchmore B, Tang W, Pfeiffer RM, Park H, 
Dickensheets H, Hergott D, Porter-Gill P, Mumy A, Kohaar I, Chen S, Brand 
N, Tarway M, Liu L, Sheikh F, Astemborski J, Bonkovsky HL, Edlin BR, 
Howell CD, Morgan TR, Thomas DL, Rehermann B, Donnelly RP, O’Brien 
TR. 2013. A variant upstream of IFNL3 (IL28B) creating a new interferon 
gene IFNL4 is associated with impaired clearance of hepatitis C virus. Nat 
Genet 45:164–171. https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.2521

6. Blazek K, Eames HL, Weiss M, Byrne AJ, Perocheau D, Pease JE, Doyle S, 
McCann F, Williams RO, Udalova IA. 2015. IFN-λ resolves inflammation via 
suppression of neutrophil infiltration and IL-1β production. J Exp Med 
212:845–853. https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20140995

7. Yin Z, Dai J, Deng J, Sheikh F, Natalia M, Shih T, Lewis-Antes A, Amrute SB, 
Garrigues U, Doyle S, Donnelly RP, Kotenko SV, Fitzgerald-Bocarsly P. 
2012. Type III IFNs are produced by and stimulate human plasmacytoid 
dendritic cells. J Immunol 189:2735–2745. https://doi.org/10.4049/
jimmunol.1102038

8. Durbin RK, Kotenko SV, Durbin JE. 2013. Interferon induction and 
function at the mucosal surface. Immunol Rev 255:25–39. https://doi.
org/10.1111/imr.12101

9. Miknis ZJ, Magracheva E, Li W, Zdanov A, Kotenko SV, Wlodawer A. 2010. 
Crystal structure of human interferon-λ1 in complex with its high-affinity 
receptor interferon-λR1. J Mol Biol 404:650–664. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.jmb.2010.09.068

10. Sabbaghi A, Zargar M, Zolfaghari MR, Motamedi-Sedeh F, Ghaemi A. 
2021. Protective cellular and mucosal immune responses following nasal 
administration of a whole gamma-irradiated influenza A (subtype H1N1) 
vaccine adjuvanted with interleukin-28B in a mouse model. Arch Virol 
166:545–557. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00705-020-04900-3

11. Rich HE, Antos D, McCourt CC, Zheng WQ, Devito LJ, McHugh KJ, Gopal 
R, Wang J, Alcorn JF. 2021. Murine type III interferons are functionally 
redundant and correlate with bacterial burden during influenza/
bacterial super-infection. PLoS One 16: e0255309. https://doi.org/10.
1371/journal.pone.0255309

12. Galani IE, Triantafyllia V, Eleminiadou E-E, Koltsida O, Stavropoulos A, 
Manioudaki M, Thanos D, Doyle SE, Kotenko SV, Thanopoulou K, 
Andreakos E. 2017. Interferon-λ mediates non-redundant front-line 
antiviral protection against influenza virus infection without compromis­
ing host fitness. Immunity 46:875–890. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
immuni.2017.04.025

13. Davidson S, McCabe TM, Crotta S, Gad HH, Hessel EM, Beinke S, 
Hartmann R, Wack A. 2016. IFNλ is a potent anti-influenza therapeutic 
without the inflammatory side effects of IFNα treatment. EMBO Mol Med 
8:1099–1112. https://doi.org/10.15252/emmm.201606413

14. Feld JJ, Kandel C, Biondi MJ, Kozak RA, Zahoor MA, Lemieux C, Borgia 
SM, Boggild AK, Powis J, McCready J, Tan DHS, Chan T, Coburn B, Kumar 
D, Humar A, Chan A, O’Neil B, Noureldin S, Booth J, Hong R, Smookler D, 
Aleyadeh W, Patel A, Barber B, Casey J, Hiebert R, Mistry H, Choong I, 
Hislop C, Santer DM, Lorne Tyrrell D, Glenn JS, Gehring AJ, Janssen HLA, 
Hansen BE. 2021. Peginterferon lambda for the treatment of outpatients 
with COVID-19: a phase 2, placebo-controlled randomised trial. Lancet 
Respir Med 9:498–510. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30566-X

15. Stanifer ML, Pervolaraki K, Boulant S. 2019. Differential regulation of type 
I and type III interferon signaling. Int J Mol Sci 20: 1445. https://doi.org/
10.3390/ijms20061445

16. Pervolaraki K, Stanifer ML, Münchau S, Renn LA, Albrecht D, Kurzhals S, 
Senís E, Grimm D, Schröder-Braunstein J, Rabin RL, Boulant S. 2017. Type 
I and type III interferons display different dependency on mitogen-
activated protein kinases to mount an antiviral state in the human gut. 
Front Immunol 8:459. https:​//doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.00459

17. Okabayashi T, Kojima T, Masaki T, Yokota S-I, Imaizumi T, Tsutsumi H, 
Himi T, Fujii N, Sawada N. 2011. Type-III interferon, not type-I, is the 

predominant interferon induced by respiratory viruses in nasal epithelial 
cells. Virus Res 160:360–366. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virusres.2011.07.
011

18. Sommereyns C, Paul S, Staeheli P, Michiels T. 2008. IFN-lambda (IFN-
lambda) is expressed in a tissue-dependent fashion and primarily acts 
on epithelial cells in vivo. PLoS Pathog 4: e1000017. https://doi.org/10.
1371/journal.ppat.1000017

19. Meager A, Visvalingam K, Dilger P, Bryan D, Wadhwa M. 2005. Biological 
activity of interleukins-28 and -29: comparison with type I interferons. 
Cytokine 31:109–118. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cyto.2005.04.003

20. Pulverer JE, Rand U, Lienenklaus S, Kugel D, Zietara N, Kochs G, Naumann 
R, Weiss S, Staeheli P, Hauser H, Köster M. 2010. Temporal and spatial 
resolution of type i and iii interferon responses in vivo. J Virol 84:8626–
8638. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00303-10

21. Andreakos E, Zanoni I, Galani IE. 2019. Lambda interferons come to light: 
dual function cytokines mediating antiviral immunity and damage 
control. Curr Opin Immunol 56:67–75. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coi.2018.
10.007

22. Bolen CR, Ding S, Robek MD, Kleinstein SH. 2014. Dynamic expression 
profiling of type I and type III interferon-stimulated hepatocytes reveals 
a stable hierarchy of gene expression. Hepatology 59:1262–1272. https:/
/doi.org/10.1002/hep.26657

23. Forero A, Ozarkar S, Li H, Lee CH, Hemann EA, Nadjsombati MS, 
Hendricks MR, So L, Green R, Roy CN, Sarkar SN, von Moltke J, Anderson 
SK, Gale M, Savan R. 2019. Differential activation of the transcription 
factor IRF1 underlies the distinct immune responses elicited by type I 
and type III interferons. Immunity 51:451–464. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
immuni.2019.07.007

24. Pervolaraki K, Rastgou Talemi S, Albrecht D, Bormann F, Bamford C, 
Mendoza JL, Garcia KC, McLauchlan J, Höfer T, Stanifer ML, Boulant S. 
2018. Differential induction of interferon stimulated genes between 
type I and type III interferons is independent of interferon receptor 
abundance. PLoS Pathog 14: e1007420. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
ppat.1007420

25. Novatt H, Theisen TC, Massie T, Massie T, Simonyan V, Voskanian-Kordi A, 
Renn LA, Rabin RL. 2016. Distinct patterns of expression of transcription 
factors in response to interferonβ and interferonλ1. J Interferon Cytokine 
Res 36:589–598. https://doi.org/10.1089/jir.2016.0031

26. Ioannidis I, Ye F, McNally B, Willette M, Flaño E. 2013. Toll-like receptor 
expression and induction of type I and type III interferons in primary 
airway epithelial cells. J Virol 87:3261–3270. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.
01956-12

27. Essaidi-Laziosi M, Geiser J, Huang S, Constant S, Kaiser L, Tapparel C. 
2020. Author correction: interferon-dependent and respiratory virus-
specific interference in dual infections of airway epithelia. Sci Rep 
10:12523. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-69600-z

28. Sharma L, Peng X, Qing H, Hilliard BK, Kim J, Swaminathan A, Tian J, 
Israni-Winger K, Zhang C, Habet V, Wang L, Gupta G, Tian X, Ma Y, Shin H-
J, Kim S-H, Kang M-J, Ishibe S, Young LH, Kotenko S, Compton S, Wilen 
CB, Wang A, Dela Cruz CS. 2022. Distinct roles of type I and type III 
interferons during a native murine β coronavirus lung infection. J Virol 
96: e0124121. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01241-21

29. Kovarik P, Castiglia V, Ivin M, Ebner F. 2016. Type I interferons in bacterial 
infections: a balancing act. Front Immunol 7:652. https:​//doi.org/10.
3389/fimmu.2016.00652

30. Muñoz-Moreno R, Martínez-Romero C, García-Sastre A. 2021. Induction 
and evasion of type-I interferon responses during influenza A virus 
infection. Cold Spring Harb Perspect Med 11: a038414. https://doi.org/
10.1101/cshperspect.a038414

31. Versteeg GA, García-Sastre A. 2010. Viral tricks to grid-lock the type I 
interferon system. Curr Opin Microbiol 13:508–516. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.mib.2010.05.009

32. Baños-Lara MDR, Harvey L, Mendoza A, Simms D, Chouljenko VN, 
Wakamatsu N, Kousoulas KG, Guerrero-Plata A. 2015. Impact and 
regulation of lambda interferon response in human metapneumovirus 
infection. J Virol 89:730–742. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02897-14

33. Selvaggi C, Pierangeli A, Fabiani M, Spano L, Nicolai A, Papoff P, Moretti 
C, Midulla F, Antonelli G, Scagnolari C. 2014. Interferon lambda 1-3 
expression in infants hospitalized for RSV or HRV associated bronchioli­
tis. J Infect 68:467–477. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinf.2013.12.010

Minireview mBio

July/August  Volume 14  Issue 4 10.1128/mbio.02850-22 13

https://doi.org/10.1038/ni875
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni873
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.2521
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20140995
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1102038
https://doi.org/10.1111/imr.12101
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2010.09.068
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00705-020-04900-3
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0255309
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2017.04.025
https://doi.org/10.15252/emmm.201606413
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30566-X
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20061445
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.00459
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.virusres.2011.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cyto.2005.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00303-10
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coi.2018.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.26657
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2019.07.007
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1007420
https://doi.org/10.1089/jir.2016.0031
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01956-12
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-69600-z
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01241-21
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2016.00652
https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a038414
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2010.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02897-14
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinf.2013.12.010
https://doi.org/10.1128/mbio.02850-22


34. Mordstein M, Neugebauer E, Ditt V, Jessen B, Rieger T, Falcone V, 
Sorgeloos F, Ehl S, Mayer D, Kochs G, Schwemmle M, Günther S, Drosten 
C, Michiels T, Staeheli P. 2010. Lambda interferon renders epithelial cells 
of the respiratory and gastrointestinal tracts resistant to viral infections. J 
Virol 84:5670–5677. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00272-10

35. Pierangeli A, Statzu M, Nenna R, Santinelli L, Petrarca L, Frassanito A, 
Gentile M, Antonelli G, Midulla F, Scagnolari C. 2018. Interferon lambda 
receptor 1 (IFNL1R) transcript is highly expressed in rhinovirus 
bronchiolitis and correlates with disease severity. J Clin Virol 102:101–
109. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcv.2018.03.003

36. Odendall C, Dixit E, Stavru F, Bierne H, Franz KM, Durbin AF, Boulant S, 
Gehrke L, Cossart P, Kagan JC. 2014. Diverse intracellular pathogens 
activate type III interferon expression from peroxisomes. Nat Immunol 
15:717–726. https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.2915

37. Wang J, Oberley-Deegan R, Wang S, Nikrad M, Funk CJ, Hartshorn KL, 
Mason RJ. 2009. Differentiated human alveolar type II cells secrete 
antiviral IL-29 (IFN-λ1) in response to influenza A infection. J Immunol 
182:1296–1304. https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.182.3.1296

38. Khaitov MR, Laza-Stanca V, Edwards MR, Walton RP, Rohde G, Contoli M, 
Papi A, Stanciu LA, Kotenko SV, Johnston SL. 2009. Respiratory virus 
induction of alpha-, beta- and lambda-interferons in bronchial epithelial 
cells and peripheral blood mononuclear cells. Allergy 64:375–386. https:
//doi.org/10.1111/j.1398-9995.2008.01826.x

39. Crotta S, Davidson S, Mahlakoiv T, Desmet CJ, Buckwalter MR, Albert ML, 
Staeheli P, Wack A. 2013. Type I and type III Interferons drive redundant 
amplification loops to induce a transcriptional signature in influenza-
infected airway epithelia. PLoS Pathog 9:e1003773. https://doi.org/10.
1371/journal.ppat.1003773

40. Ramos I, Smith G, Ruf-Zamojski F, Martínez-Romero C, Fribourg M, 
Carbajal EA, Hartmann BM, Nair VD, Marjanovic N, Monteagudo PL, 
DeJesus VA, Mutetwa T, Zamojski M, Tan GS, Jayaprakash C, Zaslavsky E, 
Albrecht RA, Sealfon SC, García-Sastre A, Fernandez-Sesma A, Williams 
BRG. 2019. Innate immune response to influenza virus at single-cell 
resolution in human epithelial cells revealed paracrine induction of 
interferon lambda 1. J Virol 93:1–22. https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00559-
19

41. Klinkhammer J, Schnepf D, Ye L, Schwaderlapp M, Gad HH, Hartmann R, 
Garcin D, Mahlakõiv T, Staeheli P. 2018. IFN-Λ prevents influenza virus 
spread from the upper airways to the lungs and limits virus transmission. 
Elife 7:e33354. https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.33354

42. Mallampalli RK, Adair J, Elhance A, Farkas D, Chafin L, Long ME, De M, 
Mora AL, Rojas M, Peters V, Bednash JS, Tsai M, Londino JD. 2021. 
Interferon lambda signaling in macrophages is necessary for the 
antiviral response to influenza. Front Immunol 12:735576. https:​//doi.
org/10.3389/fimmu.2021.735576

43. Egli A, Santer DM, O’Shea D, Barakat K, Syedbasha M, Vollmer M, Baluch 
A, Bhat R, Groenendyk J, Joyce MA, Lisboa LF, Thomas BS, Battegay M, 
Khanna N, Mueller T, Tyrrell DLJ, Houghton M, Humar A, Kumar D. 2014. 
IL-28B is a key regulator of B- and T-cell vaccine responses against 
influenza. PLoS Pathog 10:e1004556. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
ppat.1004556

44. Hemann EA, Green R, Turnbull JB, Langlois RA, Savan R, Gale M. 2019. 
Interferon-λ modulates dendritic cells to facilitate T cell immunity during 
infection with influenza a virus. Nat Immunol 20:1035–1045. https://doi.
org/10.1038/s41590-019-0408-z

45. Medaglia C, Zwygart A-A, Silva PJ, Constant S, Huang S, Stellacci F, 
Tapparel C. 2021. Interferon lambda delays the emergence of influenza 
virus resistance to oseltamivir. Microorganisms 9:1196. https://doi.org/
10.3390/microorganisms9061196

46. O’Brien TR, Thomas DL, Jackson SS, Prokunina-Olsson L, Donnelly RP, 
Hartmann R. 2020. Weak induction of interferon expression by severe 
acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 supports clinical trials of 
interferon-λ to treat early coronavirus disease 2019. Clin Infect Dis 
71:1410–1412. https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/ciaa453

47. Fallah Vastani Z, Ahmadi A, Abounoori M, Rouhi Ardeshiri M, Masoumi E, 
Ahmadi I, Davodian A, Kaffashian M, Kenarkoohi A, Falahi S, Mami S, 
Mami S. 2022. Interleukin-29 profiles in COVID-19 patients: survival is 
associated with IL-29 levels. Health Sci Rep 5:e544. https://doi.org/10.
1002/hsr2.544

48. Galani IE, Rovina N, Lampropoulou V, Triantafyllia V, Manioudaki M, 
Pavlos E, Koukaki E, Fragkou PC, Panou V, Rapti V, Koltsida O, Mentis A, 

Koulouris N, Tsiodras S, Koutsoukou A, Andreakos E. 2021. Untuned 
antiviral immunity in COVID-19 revealed by temporal type I/III interferon 
patterns and flu comparison. Nat Immunol 22:32–40. https://doi.org/10.
1038/s41590-020-00840-x

49. Beucher G, Blondot M-L, Celle A, Pied N, Recordon-Pinson P, Esteves P, 
Faure M, Métifiot M, Lacomme S, Dacheux D, Robinson DR, Längst G, 
Beaufils F, Lafon M-E, Berger P, Landry M, Malvy D, Trian T, Andreola M-L, 
Wodrich H. 2022. Bronchial epithelia from adults and children: SARS-
CoV-2 spread via syncytia formation and type III interferon infectivity 
restriction. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 119:e2202370119. https://doi.org/10.
1073/pnas.2202370119

50. Plotnikova M, Lozhkov A, Romanovskaya-Romanko E, Baranovskaya I, 
Sergeeva M, Kаа K, Klotchenko S, Vasin A. 2021. IFN-λ1 displays various 
levels of antiviral activity in vitro in a select panel of rna viruses. Viruses 
13: 1602. https://doi.org/10.3390/v13081602

51. Reis G, Moreira Silva EAS, Medeiros Silva DC, Thabane L, Campos VHS, 
Ferreira TS, Santos CVQ, Nogueira AMR, Almeida APFG, Savassi LCM, 
Figueiredo-Neto AD, Dias ACF, Freire Júnior AM, Bitarães C, Milagres AC, 
Callegari ED, Simplicio MIC, Ribeiro LB, Oliveira R, Harari O, Wilson LA, 
Forrest JI, Ruton H, Sprague S, McKay P, Guo CM, Limbrick-Oldfield EH, 
Kanters S, Guyatt GH, Rayner CR, Kandel C, Biondi MJ, Kozak R, Hansen B, 
Zahoor MA, Arora P, Hislop C, Choong I, Feld JJ, Mills EJ, Glenn JS, 
TOGETHER Investigators. 2023. Early treatment with pegylated 
interferon lambda for covid-19. N Engl J Med 388:518–528. https://doi.
org/10.1056/NEJMoa2209760

52. Santer DM, Li D, Ghosheh Y, Zahoor MA, Prajapati D, Hansen BE, Tyrrell 
DLJ, Feld JJ, Gehring AJ. 2022. Interferon-λ treatment accelerates SARS-
cov-2 clearance despite age-related delays in the induction of T cell 
immunity. Nat Commun 13:6992. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-
34709-4

53. Chong Z, Karl CE, Halfmann PJ, Kawaoka Y, Winkler ES, Keeler SP, 
Holtzman MJ, Yu J, Diamond MS. 2022. Nasally delivered interferon-λ 
protects mice against infection by SARS-coV-2 variants including 
omicron. Cell Rep 39:110799. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2022.
110799

54. Rynda-Apple A, Robinson KM, Alcorn JF. 2015. Influenza and bacterial 
superinfection: illuminating the immunologic mechanisms of disease. 
Infect Immun 83:3764–3770. https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00298-15

55. Gadsby NJ, Musher DM. 2022. The microbial etiology of community-
acquired pneumonia in adults: from classical Bacteriology to host 
transcriptional signatures. Clin Microbiol Rev 35:e0001522. https://doi.
org/10.1128/cmr.00015-22

56. Pietilä TE, Latvala S, Osterlund P, Julkunen I. 2010. Inhibition of dynamin-
dependent endocytosis interferes with type III IFN expression in 
bacteria-infected human monocyte-derived DCs. J Leukoc Biol 88:665–
674. https://doi.org/10.1189/jlb.1009651

57. Odendall C, Voak AA, Kagan JC. 2017. Type III IFNs are commonly 
induced by bacteria-sensing TLRs and reinforce epithelial barriers during 
infection. J Immunol 199:3270–3279. https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.
1700250

58. Bierne H, Travier L, Mahlakõiv T, Tailleux L, Subtil A, Lebreton A, Paliwal A, 
Gicquel B, Staeheli P, Lecuit M, Cossart P. 2012. Activation of type III 
interferon genes by pathogenic bacteria in infected epithelial cells and 
mouse placenta. PLoS One 7: e39080. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0039080

59. Peignier A, Planet PJ, Parker D. 2020. Differential induction of type I and 
III interferons by staphylococcus aureus. Infect Immun 88: e00352-20. 
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00352-20

60. Cohen TS, Prince AS. 2013. Bacterial pathogens activate a common 
inflammatory pathway through IFNλ regulation of Pdcd4. PLoS Pathog 
9:e1003682. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003682

61. Lan F, Zhong H, Zhang N, Johnston SL, Wen W, Papadopoulos N, Zhang 
L, Bachert C. 2019. IFN-λ1 enhances Staphylococcus aureus clearance in 
healthy nasal mucosa but not in nasal polyps. J Allergy Clin Immunol 
143:1416–1425. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.2018.09.041

62. Pires S, Parker D. 2018. IL-1β activation in response to staphylococcus 
aureus lung infection requires inflammasome-dependent and 
independent mechanisms. Eur J Immunol 48:1707–1716. https://doi.org/
10.1002/eji.201847556

63. Bravo-Santano N, Ellis JK, Mateos LM, Calle Y, Keun HC, Behrends V, Letek 
M. 2018. Intracellular Staphylococcus aureus modulates host central 

Minireview mBio

July/August  Volume 14  Issue 4 10.1128/mbio.02850-22 14

https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00272-10
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcv.2018.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.2915
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.182.3.1296
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1398-9995.2008.01826.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003773
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00559-19
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.33354
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2021.735576
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004556
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41590-019-0408-z
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms9061196
https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/ciaa453
https://doi.org/10.1002/hsr2.544
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41590-020-00840-x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2202370119
https://doi.org/10.3390/v13081602
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa2209760
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-34709-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2022.110799
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00298-15
https://doi.org/10.1128/cmr.00015-22
https://doi.org/10.1189/jlb.1009651
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1700250
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0039080
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00352-20
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003682
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.2018.09.041
https://doi.org/10.1002/eji.201847556
https://doi.org/10.1128/mbio.02850-22


carbon metabolism to activate autophagy. mSphere 3:e00374-18. https:/
/doi.org/10.1128/mSphere.00374-18

64. Lebreton A, Lakisic G, Job V, Fritsch L, Tham TN, Camejo A, Matteï PJ, 
Regnault B, Nahori MA, Cabanes D, Gautreau A, Ait-Si-Ali S, Dessen A, 
Cossart P, Bierne H. 2011. A bacterial protein targets the BAHD1 
chromatin complex to stimulate type III interferon response. Science 
331:1319–1321. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1200120

65. Ahn D, Wickersham M, Riquelme S, Prince A. 2019. The effects of IFN-λ 
on epithelial barrier function contribute to Klebsiella pneumoniae ST258 
pneumonia. Am J Respir Cell Mol Biol 60:158–166. https://doi.org/10.
1165/rcmb.2018-0021OC

66. Ardanuy J, Scanlon K, Skerry C, Fuchs SY, Carbonetti NH. 2020. Age-
dependent effects of type I and type III IFNs in the pathogenesis of 
bordetella pertussis infection and disease. J Immunol 204:2192–2202. 
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1900912

67. Broquet A, Besbes A, Martin J, Jacqueline C, Vourc’h M, Roquilly A, 
Caillon J, Josien R, Asehnoune K. 2020. Interleukin-22 regulates 
interferon lambda expression in a mice model of pseudomonas 
aeruginosa pneumonia. Mol Immunol 118:52–59. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.molimm.2019.12.003

68. Robinson KM, Kolls JK, Alcorn JF. 2015. The immunology of influenza 
virus-associated bacterial pneumonia. Curr Opin Immunol 34:59–67. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coi.2015.02.002

69. McCullers JA. 2014. The co-pathogenesis of influenza viruses with 
bacteria in the lung. Nat Rev Microbiol 12:252–262. https://doi.org/10.
1038/nrmicro3231

70. Morgan DJ, Casulli J, Chew C, Connolly E, Lui S, Brand OJ, Rahman R, 
Jagger C, Hussell T. 2018. Innate immune cell suppression and the link 
with secondary lung bacterial pneumonia. Front Immunol 9:2943. https:​
//doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.02943

71. Cipolla EM, Huckestein BR, Alcorn JF. 2020. Influenza sequelae: from 
immune modulation to persistent alveolitis. Clin Sci 134:1697–1714. 
https://doi.org/10.1042/CS20200050

72. Jamieson AM, Pasman L, Yu S, Gamradt P, Homer RJ, Decker T, Medzhitov 
R. 2013. Role of tissue protection in lethal respiratory viral-bacterial 
coinfection. Science 340:1230–1234. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.
1233632

73. Kash JC, Walters K-A, Davis AS, Sandouk A, Schwartzman LM, Jagger BW, 
Chertow DS, Li Q, Kuestner RE, Ozinsky A, Taubenberger JK. 2011. Lethal 
synergism of 2009 pandemic h1n1 influenza virus and Streptococcus 
pneumoniae coinfection is associated with loss of murine lung repair 
responses. mBio 2:e00172-11. https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00172-11

74. Major J, Crotta S, Llorian M, McCabe TM, Gad HH, Priestnall SL, Hartmann 
R, Wack A. 2020. Type I and III interferons disrupt lung epithelial repair 
during recovery from viral infection. Science 369:712–717. https://doi.
org/10.1126/science.abc2061

75. Broggi A, Ghosh S, Sposito B, Spreafico R, Balzarini F, Lo Cascio A, 
Clementi N, De Santis M, Mancini N, Granucci F, Zanoni I. 2020. Type III 
interferons disrupt the lung epithelial barrier upon viral recognition. 
Science 369:706–712. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abc3545

76. Rich HE, McCourt CC, Zheng WQ, McHugh KJ, Robinson KM, Wang J, 
Alcorn JF. 2019. Interferon lambda inhibits bacterial uptake during 
influenza superinfection. Infect Immun 87:1–12. https://doi.org/10.1128/
IAI.00114-19

77. Planet PJ, Parker D, Cohen TS, Smith H, Leon JD, Ryan C, Hammer TJ, 
Fierer N, Chen EI, Prince AS. 2016. Lambda interferon restructures the 
nasal microbiome and increases susceptibility to Staphylococcus aureus 
superinfection. mBio 7:e01939–15. https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01939-
15

78. Fox JM, Crabtree JM, Sage LK, Tompkins SM, Tripp RA. 2015. Interferon 
lambda upregulates IDO1 expression in respiratory epithelial cells after 
influenza virus infection. J Interferon Cytokine Res 35:554–562. https://
doi.org/10.1089/jir.2014.0052

79. Fox JM, Sage LK, Huang L, Barber J, Klonowski KD, Mellor AL, Tompkins 
SM, Tripp RA. 2013. Inhibition of indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase enhances 
the T-cell response to influenza virus infection. J Gen Virol 94:1451–1461. 
https://doi.org/10.1099/vir.0.053124-0

80. Chattoraj SS, Ganesan S, Faris A, Comstock A, Lee WM, Sajjan US. 2011. 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa suppresses interferon response to rhinovirus 
infection in cystic fibrosis but not in normal bronchial epithelial cells. 
Infect Immun 79:4131–4145. https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.05120-11

81. Sörensen M, Kantorek J, Byrnes L, Boutin S, Mall MA, Lasitschka F, Zabeck 
H, Nguyen D, Dalpke AH. 2020. Pseudomonas aeruginosa modulates the 
antiviral response of bronchial epithelial cells. Front Immunol 11:96. 
https:​//doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2020.00096

82. Espinosa V, Dutta O, McElrath C, Du P, Chang Y-J, Cicciarelli B, Pitler A, 
Whitehead I, Obar JJ, Durbin JE, Kotenko SV, Rivera A. 2017. Type III 
interferon is a critical regulator of innate antifungal immunity. Sci 
Immunol 2:eaan5357. https://doi.org/10.1126/sciimmunol.aan5357

83. Dutta O, Espinosa V, Wang K, Avina S, Rivera A. 2020. Dectin-1 promotes 
type I and III interferon expression to support optimal antifungal 
immunity in the lung. Front Cell Infect Microbiol 10:321. https://doi.org/
10.3389/fcimb.2020.00321

84. Tobin JM, Nickolich KL, Ramanan K, Pilewski MJ, Lamens KD, Alcorn JF, 
Robinson KM. 2020. Influenza suppresses neutrophil recruitment to the 
lung and exacerbates secondary invasive pulmonary aspergillosis. J 
Immunol 205:480–488. https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.2000067

85. Rodriguez-Hernandez CJ, Sokoloski KJ, Stocke KS, Dukka H, Jin S, Metzler 
MA, Zaitsev K, Shpak B, Shen D, Miller DP, Artyomov MN, Lamont RJ, 
Bagaitkar J. 2021. Microbiome-mediated Incapacitation of interferon 
Lambda production in the oral mucosa. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 
118:e2105170118. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2105170118

86. Van Winkle JA, Peterson ST, Kennedy EA, Wheadon MJ, Ingle H, Desai C, 
Rodgers R, Constant DA, Wright AP, Li L, Artyomov MN, Lee S, Baldridge 
MT, Nice TJ. 2022. Homeostatic interferon-lambda response to bacterial 
microbiota stimulates preemptive antiviral defense within discrete 
pockets of intestinal epithelium. Elife 11:1–30. https://doi.org/10.7554/
eLife.74072

87. Ahn D, Prince A. 2020. Participation of the IL-10RB related cytokines, 
IL-22 and IFN-λ in defense of the airway mucosal barrier. Front Cell Infect 
Microbiol 10:300. https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2020.00300

88. Abood RN, McHugh KJ, Rich HE, Ortiz MA, Tobin JM, Ramanan K, 
Robinson KM, Bomberger JM, Kolls JK, Manni ML, Pociask DA, Alcorn JF. 
2019. IL-22-binding protein exacerbates influenza, bacterial super-
infection. Mucosal Immunol 12:1231–1243. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41385-019-0188-7

89. Kudva A, Scheller EV, Robinson KM, Crowe CR, Choi SM, Slight SR, Khader 
SA, Dubin PJ, Enelow RI, Kolls JK, Alcorn JF. 2011. Influenza A inhibits 
Th17-mediated host defense against bacterial pneumonia in mice. J 
Immunol 186:1666–1674. https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1002194

90. Trevejo-Nunez G, Elsegeiny W, Aggor FEY, Tweedle JL, Kaplan Z, Gandhi 
P, Castillo P, Ferguson A, Alcorn JF, Chen K, Kolls JK, Gaffen SL. 2019. 
Interleukin-22 (IL-22) binding protein constrains IL-22 activity, host 
defense, and oxidative phosphorylation genes during pneumococcal 
pneumonia. Infect Immun 87:1–11. https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00550-19

Minireview mBio

July/August  Volume 14  Issue 4 10.1128/mbio.02850-22 15

https://doi.org/10.1128/mSphere.00374-18
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1200120
https://doi.org/10.1165/rcmb.2018-0021OC
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1900912
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molimm.2019.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coi.2015.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro3231
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.02943
https://doi.org/10.1042/CS20200050
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1233632
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00172-11
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abc2061
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abc3545
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00114-19
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01939-15
https://doi.org/10.1089/jir.2014.0052
https://doi.org/10.1099/vir.0.053124-0
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.05120-11
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2020.00096
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciimmunol.aan5357
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2020.00321
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.2000067
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2105170118
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.74072
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2020.00300
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41385-019-0188-7
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1002194
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00550-19
https://doi.org/10.1128/mbio.02850-22

	IFNλ: balancing the light and dark side in pulmonary infection
	Distinct functions for IFNs
	IFNλ versus respiratory viruses
	Influenza virus
	SARS-CoV-2

	Ambiguous role of IFNλ with bacterial infections
	Gram-positive bacterium
	Gram-negative bacterium

	IFNλ in super-infections
	Emerging: IFNλ in fungal infections
	Unanswered questions in the field


