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Abstract

Background: The flaviviridae family comprises single-stranded RNA viruses that enter cells via clathrin-mediated pH-
dependent endocytosis. Although the initial events of the virus entry have been already identified, data regarding
intracellular virus trafficking and delivery to the replication site are limited. The purpose of this study was to map
the transport route of Zika virus and to identify the fusion site within the endosomal compartment.

Methods: Tracking of viral particles in the cell was carried out with confocal microscopy. Immunostaining of two
structural proteins of Zika virus enabled precise mapping of the route of the ribonucleocapsid and the envelope
and, consequently, mapping the fusion site in the endosomal compartment. The results were verified using RNAi
silencing and chemical inhibitors.

Results: After endocytic internalization, Zika virus is trafficked through the endosomal compartment to fuse in late
endosomes. Inhibition of endosome acidification using bafilomycin A1 hampers the infection, as the fusion is
inhibited; instead, the virus is transported to late compartments where it undergoes proteolytic degradation. The
degradation products are ejected from the cell via slow recycling vesicles. Surprisingly, NH4Cl, which is also believed
to block endosome acidification, shows a very different mode of action. In the presence of this basic compound,
the endocytic hub is reprogrammed. Zika virus-containing vesicles never reach the late stage, but are rapidly
trafficked to the plasma membrane via a fast recycling pathway after the clathrin-mediated endocytosis.
Further, we also noted that, similarly as other members of the flaviviridae family, Zika virus undergoes furin- or furin-
like-dependent activation during late steps of infection, while serine or cysteine proteases are not required for Zika
virus maturation or entry.

Conclusions: Zika virus fusion occurs in late endosomes and is pH-dependent. These results broaden our
understanding of Zika virus intracellular trafficking and may in future allow for development of novel treatment
strategies. Further, we identified a novel mode of action for agents commonly used in studies of virus entry.
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Plain English summary
Zika virus is a mosquito-borne pathogen, which infects
humans. Here, we present how Zika virus hijacks intra-
cellular transport machinery to be delivered to the repli-
cation site. Tracking of single virions revealed that they
follow clathrin-mediated endocytosis to fuse within late
endosomes. Interestingly, we noted that two compounds
commonly used to block endocytosis –bafilomycin A1
and NH4Cl - have a very different activity than previ-
ously anticipated. Bafilomycin A1 disables viral fusion by

alteration of the endosome pH, while NH4Cl completely
rewires the endosomal hub.

Background
Zika virus (ZIKV) is a (+)ssRNA mosquito-borne flavivi-
rus that infects humans [1]. Although it originates from
Africa, it hit the spotlight almost 60 years after its first
discovery, due to massive outbreaks in Micronesia, the
South Pacific Islands, and South America [2–5]. It is
estimated that, since identification of the first case in
South America in May 2015, the total number of human
cases on this continent has reached 1,300,000 [6]. The
rapid spread and neuropathologic complications
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associated with ZIKV infection (microcephaly in new-
borns and Guillain-Barré syndrome in adults [7–9]), in-
dicate an urgent need for research into the biology of
the pathogen.
The initial events of ZIKV entry have been identified [10–

12]; but data regarding its fate thereafter are limited. Upon
attachment to a permissive cell, ZIKV crosses the plasma
membrane via clathrin- and mucolipin-2-dependent endo-
cytosis, accompanied by formation of LY6E tubules [13, 14].
The dependence of ZIKV on endocytosis has been con-
firmed in a variety of cell models [15].
Clathrin-mediated endocytosis (CME) is initiated by ac-

tivation of receptor proteins, followed by recruitment of
the AP2 adaptor complex, which induces assembly of the
clathrin coat and formation of membrane niches of~ 100
nm [16]. As the invagination deepens, dynamin (GTPase),
oligomerizes around the bud neck, cleaves it from the cell
surface, and creates an intracellular vesicle [17, 18], which
at first is translocated through the actin cortex and then
trafficked along microtubules [19]. As the vesicle travels
across the cell, it matures. First, the clathrin coat is re-
moved; the uncoated vesicles may then fuse with each
other or be delivered to the first (and major) sorting sta-
tion, i.e., early endosomes. Vesicle trafficking is directed
by small membrane GTPases belonging to the Rab family
[20]. Early endosomes are characterized by the presence
of early endosome antigen 1 (EEA1) and Rab5 proteins.
During vesicle maturation, the pH gradually decreases due
to the activity of proton pumps and fusion with other
acidic vesicles. Early endosomes are moderately acidic
(pH ∼ 6.3–6.8) [21], and their cargo can be sorted either
for degradation via multivesicular bodies and late endo-
somes to lysosomes, or for recycling to the cell surface,
exosomes, or the trans-Golgi network [22, 23]. Transport
along the degradative pathway is associated with a gradual
decrease in pH (from 6.0 to 4.8 in Rab7-positive late endo-
somes and further to 4.5 in lysosomes [24]). Lysosomes
act as a storage site for hydrolases and other proteolytic
enzymes; they are the final destination on this pathway. In
recycling endosomes, the pH is maintained at ∼6.5 and
vesicles may be targeted to the outer membrane by Rab35
via fast recycling endosomes (~ 5min), or by Rab11 via
slow recycling endosomes (15–30min) [21]. Alternatively,
cargo may be transported from multivesicular bodies to
intraluminal vesicles, which may recycle to the cell surface
via a Rab27a/b-mediated pathway, leading to release of
cargo-loaded exosomes [25] (30–100 nm, often used by vi-
ruses during assembly and egress [26, 27]). Finally, at any
point, cargos may enter the trans-Golgi network and fol-
low the retrograde transport pathway guided by Rab9 [28].
The microenvironment within the vesicle during its

travel is precisely controlled, and viruses usually fuse with
the vesicular membrane at a certain time, i.e., when the
pH, membrane composition, and activity of cellular

proteases are optimal for fusion [22]. Virus dependence
on an acidic environment is often treated as a requirement
for endocytosis prior to fusion. Consequently, agents such
as ammonium chloride (NH4Cl) or bafilomycin A1 (Baf
A1), which increase intravesicular pH, are used to deter-
mine whether certain viruses are able to fuse to the cell
surface or whether endocytic internalization is required.
Here, we complement and expand the knowledge

about cell entry and intracellular trafficking of ZIKV.
Tracking of single virions using confocal microscopy
and separate labeling of the viral capsid and envelope
proteins revealed that virions that enter cells via CME
travel to late endosomal compartments and subsequently
fuse with the membrane. Blocking endosome acidifica-
tion using Baf A1 inhibited virus – cell fusion, leading to
trafficking of virus either along the degradative pathway
to the lysosomal compartments or its slow recycling to
the cell surface. Similar results were expected for
NH4Cl-treated cells; however, in this case, virions local-
ized to the cell surface, suggesting a very different mech-
anism of action. Surprisingly, it appeared that NH4Cl
“rewired” the endosomal hub and altered virus traffick-
ing within the endocytic labyrinth.

Materials and methods
Virus and cells
African green monkey kidney (Vero) cells (ATCC number:
CCL-81; RRID:CVCL_0059) were maintained at 37 °C
under 5% CO2 in standard medium [Dulbecco-modified
Eagle’s medium (DMEM, Thermofisher Scientific, Poland,
Poland) supplemented with 3% heat-inactivated fetal bo-
vine serum (FBS, Thermofisher Scientific, Poland), 100 U/
ml penicillin and 100 μg/ml streptomycin (Immuniq,
Poland)] with addition of 5 μg/ml ciprofloxacin.
ZIKV H/PF/2013 strain acquired from European Virus

Archive [29] was propagated in Vero cells under standard
medium. After 3 days of infection at 37 °C, virus-containing
medium was collected and titrated. As a control,
mock-infected Vero cells were subjected to the same pro-
cedure. Virus and mock aliquots were stored at − 80 °C.
Virus titration was performed on confluent Vero cells on a
96-well plate, according to the Reed–Muench method [30].

Inhibitors
Amantadine (1-adamantylaminean, AMTD; Sigma Al-
drich, Poland) was used at 400 μM as clathrin-coated pit
stabilizing agent [31]. Bafilomycin A1 [(3Z,5E,7R,8S,9S,
11E,13E,15S,16R)-8-hydroxy-16-[(1S,2R,3S)-2-hydroxy-1-
methyl-3-[(2R,4R,5S,6R)-tetrahydro-2,4-dihydroxy-5-methyl-
6-(1-methylethyl)-2H-pyran-2-yl]butyl]-3,15-dimethoxy-5,7,9,
11-tetramethyloxacyclohexadeca-3,5,11,13-tetraen-2-one, Baf
A1; Sigma Aldrich, Poland] was used at 100 nM as a vacuolar
type H+-ATPase inhibitor that hampers endosome acidifica-
tion [32]. Camostat [4-[[4-[(aminoiminomethyl)amino]

Owczarek et al. Cell Communication and Signaling           (2019) 17:41 Page 2 of 19



benzoyl]oxy] benzeneacetic acid 2-(dimethylamino)-2-ox-
oethyl ester methanesulfonate, cam; Sigma Aldrich, Poland]
was used at 100 μM as a serine protease inhibitor [33].
Decanoyl-arg-val-lys-arg-chloromethylketone (CMK; Sigma
Aldrich, Poland) was used at 50 μM as furin inhibitor [34].
Dynasore [3-hydroxynaphthalene-2-carboxylic acid (3,4-dihy-
droxybenzylidene) hydrazide, Dyn; Abcam, UK] was used at
100 μM as an inhibitor of the GTPase activity of dynamin
[35]. Trans-epoxysuccinyl-L-leucylamido (4-guanidino)
butane, L-trans-3-Carboxyoxiran-2-carbonyl-L-leucy-
lagmatine, N-(trans-epoxysuccinyl)-L-leucine
4-guanidinobutylamide (E64; Sigma Aldrich, Poland)
was used at 100 μM as a cysteine protease inhibitor
[33]. MitMAB (tetradecyltrimethylammonium bromide,
MM; Abcam, UK) was used at 20 μM as an inhibitor
that targets dynamin-phospholipid interaction [36].
NH4Cl (Bioshop, Poland) was used at 50 mM as an
intracellular alkalizing agent [37, 38]. PitStop 2 [N-
[5-[4-bromobenzylidene]-4-oxo-4,5-dihydro-1,3-thiazol-2-yl]
naphthalene-1-sulfonamide, PtS; Abcam, UK] was used at
50 μM as an inhibitor of ligand association with clathrin’s
amino terminal domain [39].

Immunostaining
Vero cells were seeded on glass slides in a cell culture
plate and cultured in standard medium for two days at
37 °C. Upon experimental procedure, the cells were fixed
with ice-cold 4% formaldehyde in PBS for 20 min at

room temperature, washed with PBS and permeabilized
with 0.5% TWEEN-20 for 10 min at room temperature.
Afterwards, non-specific binding sites were blocked
overnight at 4 °C with 5% BSA and slides were incubated
for 2 h at room temperature with primary anti-ZIKV
antibodies (specific to envelope protein (Merck Milli-
pore, Poland) or capsid protein (kind gift from prof. Jas-
soy, Institut für Virologie, Leipzig, Germany) diluted
1:100 in 3% BSA in PBS. To visualize host cell proteins,
slides were incubated with primary antibodies against
clathrin, EEA1, Rab7, LAMP1, Rab11, Rab27 and Rab35
[goat anti-clathrin HC (RRID:AB_2083170), rabbit
anti-EEA1 (RRID:AB_2277714) and rabbit anti-Rab7
(RRID:AB_2175483) polyclonal antibodies from Santa
Cruz Biotechnology, Poland, rabbit anti-Rab11A (RRI-
D:AB_2173458) polyclonal antibody from Proteintech,
UK, rabbit anti-Rab27A monoclonal antibodies from
Cell Signaling Technology, Poland, rabbit anti-Rab35
polyclonal antibody from Novus Biologicals, Poland,
rabbit anti-LAMP1 (RRID:AB_2134611) polyclonal anti-
body from Thermofisher Scientific, Poland] diluted
1:100 in 3% BSA in PBS, together with anti-ZIKV anti-
bodies. Next, the cells were incubated for another 1 h
with Alexa Fluor 488-labeled goat anti-mouse IgG (RRI-
D:AB_2534069, Thermofisher Scientific, Poland) or
Alexa Fluor 488-labeled rabbit anti-mouse IgG (RRI-
D:AB_2534106, Thermofisher Scientific, Poland) diluted
1:200 in 3% BSA in PBS. For staining of host cell

Fig. 1 Co-localization between ZIKV and clathrin-dependent endocytosis markers. Confocal images of Vero cells showing co-localization of ZIKV
envelope protein and clathrin (upper) or EEA1 (lower) at different time points p.i. Respective time points are indicated at the top of each column.
Control denotes mock-infected cells, stained with anti-ZIKV envelope antibodies and rabbit isotype antibodies (control for staining of cellular
proteins). The virus is visualized in green, clathrin and EEA1 are shown in red, and nuclei are presented in blue. Scale bar = 10 μm. Co-localization
parameters: r – Pearson’s coefficient; M2 - Manders’ coefficient M2 (the virus overlapping with clathrin/EEA1)
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proteins also Alexa Fluor 546 goat anti-rabbit secondary
antibodies (RRID:AB_2534077, Thermofisher Scientific,
Poland) or Alexa Fluor 546 donkey anti-goat secondary
antibodies (RRID:AB_2534103, Thermofisher Scientific,
Poland) diluted 1:200 were added to the mix. In experi-
ments focused on siRNA silencing and inhibitors’ influ-
ence on virus internalization, the cell surface was
labelled by Atto 633-phalloidin (Thermofisher Scientific,
Poland) diluted 1:50 in PBS for 1 h at room temperature.
Nuclei were stained with DAPI (RRID:AB_2629482,
Thermofisher Scientific, Poland) diluted 1:10000 in PBS.
At the end of immunostaining procedure slides were
thoroughly washed with 0.5% TWEEN-20 in PBS.
Stained slides were mounted in ProLong Diamond anti-
fade medium (Thermofisher Scientific, Poland) and
stored at 4 °C.

Staining of living cells
Vero cells were seeded on 35 mm glass bottom dishes
and cultured in standard medium for two days at 37 °C.

Afterwards, the cells were washed with PBS and incu-
bated in standard medium containing 50 nM Lyso-
Tracker™ Red DND-99 (Thermofisher Scientific, Poland)
for 90 min at 37 °C to visualize acidic organelles. Next,
the medium was discarded, and cells were overlaid with
BafA1/NH4Cl-containing or control standard medium
and observed for 30 min with a fluorescence microscope.
The first images (“0 min”) were acquired in < 1 min upon
treatment of the cells with the two above mentioned
agents.

Fluorescence and confocal microscopy
Images of living cells were acquired using EVOS FL Im-
aging System (Thermofisher Scientific, Poland) with 60×
oil immersion lens. Images of fixed cells were taken
under a ZEISS LSM 710 (version 8.1) confocal micro-
scope with 40× oil immersion lens and ZEN 2012 SP1
(black edition, version 8.1.0.484). Image processing was
performed with ImageJ FIJI (RRID:SCR_002285,

Fig. 2 Inhibition of ZIKV entry to clathrin-depleted cells. (a) Confocal analysis of ZIKV localization 10 min p.i. in Vero cells. vØ – ZIKV-infected, non-
transfected cells; v + si – ZIKV-infected, clathrin-specific siRNA transfected cells; v + sc – ZIKV-infected, scrambled siRNA transfected cells; v + sh –
ZIKV-infected, sham transfected cells; mock – mock-infected, non-transfected cells. ZIKV envelope protein is visualized in green and nuclei are
shown in blue. Scale bar = 10 μm. (b) Co-localization between ZIKV envelope and clathrin presented as Manders’ coefficient M2 for control and
clathrin-depleted Vero cells inoculated with ZIKV. The data is presented as mean ± SD. To determine the significance of differences between
compared groups, single-factor analysis of variance (ANOVA) was applied. P values < 0.05 were considered significant. One asterisk (*) identifies
adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.05, two asterisks (**) identify adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.001, three asterisks (***) identify
adjusted P values between 0.001 and 0.0001. (c) Western blot analysis of the efficiency of siRNA-dependent clathrin silencing (clathrin expression
in Vero cells compared to GAPDH expression in these cells). M – BlueStar prestained protein marker; Ø – normal non-transfected Vero cells
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National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland,
USA). Co-localization parameters (Pearson’s and
Manders’ coefficients) were calculated using JaCop
plugin [40].

Flow cytometry
Vero cells were seeded in a 6-well cell culture plate and
cultured in standard medium for two days at 37 °C. Upon
experiment, the cells were fixed, permeabilized, blocked
and immunostained with primary antibodies specific to
viral envelope protein (Merck Millipore, Poland) and sec-
ondary rabbit anti-mouse antibodies labeled with Alexa
Fluor 488 (RRID:AB_2534106, Thermofisher Scientific,
Poland), as indicated in Immunostaining section. Propor-
tion of ZIKV-infected cells (corresponding to the median
fluorescence of the analyzed cells population) was evalu-
ated with flow cytometry using FACSCalibur
(RRID:SCR_000401, Becton Dickinson, Poland). Cell
Quest software (RRID:SCR_014489, Becton Dickinson,
Poland) was used for data processing and analysis.

Cell viability
Cells were seeded on 96-well plates and cultured in standard
medium for two days at 37 °C. Afterwards, the cells were
washed with PBS, overlaid with standard medium supple-
mented with inhibitor or control and further incubated for
3 days at 37 °C. Cell viability was examined using XTT Cell

Viability Assay (Biological Industries, Poland), according to
the manufacturer’s protocol. Briefly, the medium was
discarded and 50 μl of fresh standard medium with
50 μl of the activated XTT solution was added to each
well. After 2 h incubation at 37 °C, the supernatant
was transferred onto a new, transparent 96-well plate
and signal from formazan derivative of tetrazolium
dye was read at λ = 490 nm using colorimeter (Tecan
i-control Infinite 200 Microplate Reader, 1.5.14.0).
The obtained results were further normalized to the
control, where cell viability was set to 100%.

Virus yield
Virus detection and quantification was performed using
reverse transcription (RT) followed by quantitative
real-time PCR (qPCR). Viral RNA was isolated from cell
culture supernatant 3 days post-infection (p.i.) using
Viral DNA / RNA Kit (A&A Biotechnology, Poland),
while reverse transcription was carried out with High
Capacity cDNA Reverse Transcription Kit (Thermofisher
Scientific, Poland), according to manufacturers’ proto-
cols. To assess virus yield, DNA standards were sub-
jected to qPCR along with the cDNA acquired from the
isolated samples. qPCR was performed using KAPA
PROBE FAST qPCR Master Mix (Kapa Biosystem,
Poland), ZIKV-specific primers (5′-TTG GTC ATG

Fig. 3 Inhibition of ZIKV infection in Vero cells by chemical agents blocking clathrin-mediated endocytosis. Vero cells pre-treated with CME
inhibitors were infected with ZIKV and viral yield was assessed 3 days p.i. Virus yield (RT-qPCR) is presented on the left side of the graph, while on
the right side toxicity of the compounds is visualized (XTT assay). mock – mock-infected cells; vØ – ZIKV-infected cells; AMTD – 400 μM
amantadine, Dyn – 100 μM dynasore, MM – 20 μM MitMab, PtS – 50 μM PitStop; control – inhibitor-untreated, non-infected cells. The data is
presented as mean ± SD. To determine the significance of differences between compared groups, single-factor analysis of variance (ANOVA) was
applied. P values < 0.05 were considered significant. One asterisk (*) identifies adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.05, two asterisks (**) identify
adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.001, three asterisks (***) identify adjusted P values between 0.001 and 0.0001
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ATA CTG CTG ATT GC-3′ and 5′-CCT TCC ACA
AAG TCC CTA TTG C-3′) and probe (5′-CGG CAT
ACA GCA TCA GGT GCA TAG GAG-3′) labelled with
FAM (6-carboxyfluorescein) and TAMRA (6-carboxyte-
tramethylrhodamine). Rox was used as a reference dye.
The signal was recorded and analysed using 7500 Fast
Real-Time PCR System (Thermofisher Scientific,
Poland).

siRNA silencing
Control (scrambled) siRNA (sc-44,237) and pooled siR-
NAs targeting heavy chain of clathrin (sc-35,067) were
obtained from Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Poland. siRNA

specific to simian Rab35 mRNA (GenBank sequence ID:
XM008004920.1) was designed and synthesized by Ther-
mofisher Scientific, Poland.
Vero cells cultured for 1 day in antibiotic- and

serum-depleted standard medium on a 6-well plate
were transfected with appropriate siRNAs using Lipo-
fectamine RNAiMAX (Thermofisher Scientific,
Poland). The procedure was performed according to
the manufacturer’s instructions and repeated 24 h
later to enhance the silencing effect. The efficiency of
the procedure was assessed by Western blotting 24 h
later (at the same time as microscopic studies on
virus subcellular localization).

Fig. 4 Co-localization of ZIKV with Rab7 and Rab11 marker proteins 10–15min p.i.
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Western blot analysis
Cells were harvested in RIPA buffer (1 h, 4 °C; Ther-
mofisher Scientific, Poland) supplemented with 0.5 M
EDTA and protease inhibitors cocktail (cOmplete
Tablets, Roche, Poland)]. Protein concentration was
assessed with Pierce BCA Protein Assay Kit (Thermo-
fisher Scientific, Poland), according to manufacturer’s
protocol. Samples containing equal amounts of pro-
teins were mixed with SDS-PAGE Sample Buffer (0.5
M Tris, pH 6.8, 10% SDS, 50 mg/ml DTT), denatured
for 10 min at 95 °C and separated by SDS-PAGE
electrophoresis. Subsequently, proteins were electro-
transferred onto a PVDF membrane (1.5 h, 100 V;
Amersham, Poland). The non-specific binding sites on
the membrane were blocked for 1 h at room
temperature with 10% milk (Bioshop) in Tris-buffered
saline supplemented with 0.25% TWEEN-20 (Bioshop,
Poland) (TBST) and incubated with primary anti-
bodies specific to clathrin or Rab35 [rabbit
anti-clathrin heavy chain polyclonal antibody, RRI-
D:AB_10695306, Cell Signaling Technology, Poland;
rabbit anti-Rab35 polyclonal antibody, Novus Biologi-
cals, Poland] diluted 1:500 or 1:1000 (for clathrin and
Rab35, respectively) in 3% BSA in TBST overnight at
4 °C and additionally for 1 h at room temperature; or
with primary antibodies specific to GAPDH (rabbit

anti-GAPDH antibodies, RRID:AB_561053, Cell Sig-
naling Technology, Poland) diluted 1:5000 in 3% BSA
in TBST for 1 h at room temperature. After being
washed in TBST, the membrane was incubated with
HRP-labelled anti-rabbit IgG antibody (RRI-
D:AB_257896, Sigma Aldrich, Poland) diluted 1:20,000
in 3% BSA in TBST for 1 h at room temperature. Fi-
nally, the proteins were visualized with chemilumines-
cence, using the ECL system (Amersham, Poland).

Co-localization assay
Vero cells were seeded in standard medium on glass
slides in 12-well plates. After 2 days, 2 h prior to infec-
tion, cell culture medium was replaced with
serum-depleted standard medium. Next, cells were
cooled down to 4 °C, overlaid with 100 μl of non-diluted
ZIKV stock (TCID50 ranging from 1000,000 to
10,000,000/ml, which approximately corresponds to
MOI = 1.75–17.5 and 7 × 105–7 × 106 PFU/ml) and incu-
bated for 30 min at 4 °C to synchronize cargo particles
entry from the cell surface. Subsequently, after incuba-
tion at 37 °C (exact times indicated for each experiment)
the cells were fixed, permeabilized, blocked and immu-
nostained for viral and cellular proteins, as indicated in
Immunostaining section.

Fig. 5 Cellular proteases and ZIKV. Vero cells were treated with proteases inhibitors (as outlined in the figure) and virus yield 3 days p.i. was
assessed using RT-qPCR (left side of the graph); cytotoxity of inhibitors is presented on the right side of the graph (XTT assay). mock – mock
infected cells; vØ – ZIKV- infected cells; cam – 100 μM serine protease inhibitor camostat; E64–100 μM cysteine protease inhibitor E64; CMK –
50 μM furin inhibitor CMK; control – inhibitor-untreated, non-infected cells. The data is presented as mean ± SD. To determine the significance of
differences between compared groups, single-factor analysis of variance (ANOVA) was applied. P values < 0.05 were considered significant. One
asterisk (*) identifies adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.05, two asterisks (**) identify adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.001, three asterisks
(***) identify adjusted P values between 0.001 and 0.0001
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Virus inhibition assays
For visualization of virus subcellular localization during
experiments with agents interfering with virus traffick-
ing, Vero cells were cultured in standard medium on
glass slides in 12-well plates for 2 days and pre-treated
with a particular inhibitor 1 h prior to infection. After-
wards, the cells were cooled down to 4 °C, overlaid with
100 μl of non-diluted ZIKV stock (TCID50 ranging from
1000,000 to 10,000,000/ml, which approximately corre-
sponds to MOI = 1.75–17.5 and 7 × 105–7 × 106 PFU/ml)
in the presence of inhibitory agents and incubated for
another 30 min at 4 °C to synchronize cargo internaliza-
tion. Subsequently, the virus-overlaid cells were warmed
up to 37 °C. At indicated for each experiment time
points, cells were washed with PBS, fixed, permeabilized,
blocked and immunostained for viral and actin

cytoskeleton proteins as indicated in Immunostaining
section. Identical procedure was carried out for
visualization of virus particles in cells depleted of certain
proteins with siRNAs.
To test the influence of compounds on virus adhesion,

Vero cells cultured in standard medium in a 6-well plate
for 2 days were cooled down to 4 °C, overlaid with 100 μl
of ice-cold non-diluted ZIKV stock (TCID50 ranging from
1000,000 to 10,000,000/ml, which approximately corre-
sponds to MOI = 1.75–17.5 and 7 × 105–7 × 106 PFU/ml)
and incubated for another 2 h at 4 °C. Further, cells were
rinsed twice with ice-cold PBS. The cells were fixed,
permeabilized, blocked, immunostained and analyzed with
flow cytometry, as described in Flow cytometry section.
For assessment of the inhibitors’ influence on viral

replication, Vero cells were cultured in standard

Fig. 6 Endosome acidification in living cells treated with Baf A1 and NH4Cl. Vero cells were incubated with LysoTracker™ Red DND-99 for 90 min
at 37 °C and overlaid with BafA1, NH4Cl or control medium (Ø) and signal was recorded for 30 min with a fluorescence microscope. (a) Images
acquired at the beginning (0 min) and by the end (30 min) of incubation. (b) Mean fluorescence of the LysoTracker™ Red DND-99 based on the
set of xy images collected every 10 s in a 30min period. The data is presented as mean ± SD. To determine the significance of differences
between compared groups, single-factor analysis of variance (ANOVA) was applied. P values < 0.05 were considered significant. One asterisk (*)
identifies adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.05, two asterisks (**) identify adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.001, three asterisks (***)
identify adjusted P values between 0.001 and 0.0001
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medium in 96-well plates for 2 days and pre-treated
with a selected agent 1 h prior to infection. Virus at
TCID50 of 800/ml (which approximately corresponds
to MOI = 0.0014 and 550 PFU/ml) was overlaid on
the cells in the presence of inhibitors and samples
were incubated for 2 h at 37 °C. Wells were washed

thrice with PBS and incubated at 37 °C in standard
medium supplemented with inhibitors. 3 days p.i. cul-
ture supernatants were collected, viral RNA was iso-
lated and its yield was quantified with RT-qPCR.
Whether the procedure was modified, it is described
in the results section.

Fig. 7 Baf A1 and NH4Cl inhibit ZIKV infection. Vero cells pre-treated with intracellular agents hampering endosome acidification were infected
with ZIKV and viral yield was assessed at 3 days p.i. RT-qPCR results are presented on the left side of the graph. Right side of the graph shows
viability of cells, as determined by an XTT assay. Mock – mock infected cells; vØ – ZIKV- infected cells; NH4Cl – 50mM NH4Cl; BafA1–100 nM
bafilomycin A1; control – inhibitor-untreated, non-infected cells. The data is presented as mean ± SD. To determine the significance of differences
between compared groups, single-factor analysis of variance (ANOVA) was applied. P values < 0.05 were considered significant. One asterisk (*)
identifies adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.05, two asterisks (**) identify adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.001, three asterisks (***)
identify adjusted P values between 0.001 and 0.0001

Fig. 8 Increased number of virions trapped in the endosomal hub in cells treated with Baf A1, but not NH4Cl. Confocal analysis of ZIKV entry to
Vero cells in the presence of intracellular agents hampering endosome acidification. Following 1 h pre-treatment with 100 nM Baf A1 or 50 mM
NH4Cl the cells were infected with ZIKV and fixed 40min p.i. Baf A1 - ZIKV-infected Baf A1-treated cells; NH4Cl - ZIKV-infected NH4Cl -treated cells;
vØ - ZIKV-infected inhibitor-untreated cells; mock – mock-infected, inhibitor-untreated cells. ZIKV envelope protein is visualized in green, actin
cytoskeleton stained in red to show the cell boundaries and nuclei are shown in blue. Scale bar = 10 μm. Upper panel – xy projections; bottom
panel – xz projections
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Statistical analyses
Each experiment was performed at least twice in tripli-
cate. Chart bars represent mean ± SD. The significance
of differences between compared groups was determined
by Single-Factor Analysis of Variance (ANOVA); p
values < 0.05 were considered significant.

Results
ZIKV enters Vero cells via clathrin-dependent endocytosis
First, we asked whether ZIKV enters Vero cells via
CME, as reported for other in vitro systems. We exam-
ined co-localization of virions and cellular proteins (cla-
thrin, caveolin, endophilin, EEA1) at several time points
post-infection (p.i.). Co-localization of ZIKV with cla-
thrin was observed at 2–10min p.i. and coincided with

co-localization of virus with the early endosomal marker
EEA1 (Fig. 1). No co-localization with caveolin or endo-
philin was observed (data not shown).
As co-localization rates were not very high (Pearson’s

coefficient ranging from 0.103 to 0.216 and Manders’ co-
efficients up to 0.384), we carried out a complementary
study to validate the results. Subcellular localization of
ZIKV in Vero cells in which clathrin expression was
transiently silenced was examined. In this model virions
were retained on the surface of clathrin-depleted cells
even at 10 min p.i.; by contrast, control cells showed
normal expression of clathrin and were permissive for
ZIKV entry (Fig. 2).
To prove that clathrin-dependent endocytosis is the

main route of ZIKV internalization in Vero cells, we

Fig. 9 Baf A1 blocks virus-cell fusion. Co-localization between ZIKV and subcellular marker proteins in Baf A1-treated Vero cells 15 min p.i.
Confocal images of 100 nM Baf A1-treated ZIKV-infected Vero cells presenting co-localization between ZIKV capsid or envelope proteins and Rab7,
Rab11 and LAMP1 at 15 min p.i.. Rab7 – late endosomes marker protein, Rab11 – slow recycling endosomes marker protein, LAMP1 – lysosomes
marker protein. ZIKV proteins are visualized in green, cellular proteins in red and nuclei are shown in blue. Co-localization coefficients for the
representative presentations are indicated in the bottom left corners of the respective images; r – Pearson’s coefficient; M2 - Manders’ coefficient
M2 (the virus overlapping with Rab7/Rab11/LAMP1). Scale bar = 10 μm

Owczarek et al. Cell Communication and Signaling           (2019) 17:41 Page 10 of 19



examined the effects of CME inhibitors on virus rep-
lication. We selected compounds to target multiple
steps of the vesicle formation process. These included
PitStop (PtS), which inhibits association between li-
gands with the terminal domain of clathrin [39];
amantadine (AMTD), which stabilizes clathrin-coated

pits [31]; MitMAB (MM), which targets the
dynamin-phospholipid interaction [36]; and dynasore
(Dyn), which inhibits the GTPase activity of dynamin
and therefore impairs loss of loaded vesicle from the
cell surface [35]. We assessed the impact of each in-
hibitor on ZIKV infection by measuring the viral yield

Fig. 10 Intracellular ZIKV virions in cells treated with Baf A1 or NH4Cl. Ratio of ZIKV particles present inside cells and total number of ZIKV
particles, assessed from confocal images of Vero cells infected with ZIKV in the absence (vØ) or presence of 100 nM Baf A1 (Baf A1) or 50 mM
NH4Cl (NH4Cl). The data is presented as the mean ± SD

Fig. 11 Influence of NH4Cl on ZIKV adhesion to the host cells. Flow cytometry analysis of viral adhesion to cells in the presence of NH4Cl was
carried out. Vero cells pre-treated with 50 mM NH4Cl were overlaid with ZIKV stock and following 2 h incubation at 4 °C, they were fixed and ZIKV
was immunostained with Alexa Fluor 488. Graph shows median fluorescence normalized to control, which corresponds to the proportion of ZIKV-
positive cells in total cells population. vØ – inhibitor-untreated cells overlaid with ZIKV; NH4Cl –NH4Cl-treated cells overlaid with ZIKV; mock –
mock-overlaid inhibitor-untreated cells. The data is presented as mean ± SD. To determine the significance of differences between compared
groups, single-factor analysis of variance (ANOVA) was applied. P values < 0.05 were considered significant. One asterisk (*) identifies adjusted P
values between 0.01 and 0.05, two asterisks (**) identify adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.001, three asterisks (***) identify adjusted P values
between 0.001 and 0.0001
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released from infected cells into the medium at 3 days
p.i. All compounds reduced the ZIKV yield signifi-
cantly (Fig. 3), suggesting that ZIKV enters the Vero
cells via the clathrin-dependent route, as reported for
human cells [10].

ZIKV fusion occurs in late endosomal compartment
Once in the endosomal hub, ZIKV has a plethora of
pathways by which it can reach the site of fusion with
the host cell membrane. Conditions within endosomal
compartments differ with respect to lipid/protein con-
tent and pH. To find out how the virus is trafficked
to reach the site of fusion, using confocal microscopy
we tracked two ZIKV structural proteins, the capsid
protein (virus core) and the membrane-bound

envelope protein. Co-localization of both viral pro-
teins with cellular proteins (Rab7 in late endosomes,
Rab11 in slow recycling endosomes, and LAMP1 in
lysosomes) was analyzed at 5–20 min p.i. (full set of
images is available in Additional file 1: Figure S1 and
Additional file 2: Figure S2). The most evident
co-localization of the ZIKV capsid was found with Rab7,
peaking at 10–15min p.i. (Fig. 4). However, the envelope
protein showed increased co-localization with both Rab7
and Rab11-positive structures at 15min p.i. (Fig. 4), sug-
gesting that slowly recycling endosomes may carry viral
proteins to the cell surface upon delivery of RNA to the
cytoplasm from late endosomes. Finally, no
co-localization with LAMP1 was found (Additional file 1:
Figure S1 and Additional file 2: Figure S2).

Fig. 12 Co-localization between ZIKV and subcellular marker proteins in NH4Cl-treated Vero cells 20 min p.i. Confocal images of 50 mM NH4Cl
ZIKV-infected Vero cells presenting co-localization between ZIKV capsid or envelope protein and Rab7, Rab11 and LAMP1 at 20min p.i.. Rab7 –
late endosomes marker protein, Rab11 – slow recycling endosomes marker protein, LAMP1 – lysosomes marker protein. ZIKV proteins are
visualized in green, cellular proteins in red and nuclei are shown in blue. Co-localization coefficients for the representative presentations are
indicated in the bottom left corners of the respective images; r – Pearson’s coefficient; M2 - Manders’ coefficient M2 (the virus overlapping with
Rab7/Rab11/LAMP1). Scale bar = 10 μm
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Role of cellular proteases during ZIKV infection
Upon identification of the fusion site, we next identi-
fied host factors taking part in this process. Virus es-
cape from the endosomal compartment usually occurs
upon activation of viral fusion proteins, which may be
triggered by environmental conditions or/and host
proteases [41]. Therefore, we examined the

importance of different host cell proteases. Vero cells
were treated either with a furin inhibitor (decanoy-
l-arg-val-lys-arg-chloromethylketone [CMK]), a serine
protease inhibitor (camostat [cam]), or a cysteine pro-
tease inhibitor (E64) under four different conditions:
(1) 1 h prior to infection; (2) 1 h prior to infection
and for 2 h during infection; (3) 1 h prior to infection

Fig. 13 Subcellular localization of ZIKV in Rab35-depleted cells upon NH4Cl treatment. (a) Confocal analysis of ZIKV localization 1 h p.i. in NH4Cl-
treated Vero cells. ZIKV envelope protein is visualized in green, actin cytoskeleton stained in red to show the cell boundaries and nuclei are
shown in blue. Scale bar = 10 μm. (b) Western blot analysis of the efficiency of siRNA-dependent Rab35 silencing (Rab35 expression in Vero cells
compared to GAPDH expression in these cells). M – BlueStar prestained protein marker; Ø – normal non-transfected Vero cells. (c) Graph
representing the percent of ZIKV particles present inside cells related to the total number of ZIKV particles, assessed from confocal images of
siRNA-transfected and all control Vero cells infected with ZIKV H/PF/2013 in the presence of 50 mM NH4Cl. v + NH4Cl - ZIKV-infected, NH4Cl-
treated, non-transfected cells; v + sh + NH4Cl - ZIKV-infected, NH4Cl-treated, sham transfected cells; v + sc + NH4Cl - ZIKV-infected, NH4Cl-treated,
scrambled siRNA transfected cells; v + si + NH4Cl - ZIKV-infected, NH4Cl-treated, Rab35-specific siRNA transfected cells; vØ - ZIKV-infected, NH4Cl-
untreated, non-transfected cells; mock - mock-infected, NH4Cl-untreated, non-transfected cells. The data is presented as the mean ± SD. To
determine the significance of differences between compared groups, single-factor analysis of variance (ANOVA) was applied. P values < 0.05 were
considered significant. One asterisk (*) identifies adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.05, two asterisks (**) identify adjusted P values between
0.01 and 0.001, three asterisks (***) identify adjusted P values between 0.001 and 0.0001
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and for 72 h p.i.; and (4) 2 h p.i. to 72 h p.i.. Culture
supernatants were collected at 72 h p.i., and viral
RNA was isolated and quantified by RT-qPCR. As
shown in Fig. 5, infection was not affected by serine
and cysteine protease inhibitors; however, the furin
inhibitor led to a significant decrease in virus yield
when administered p.i., suggesting that furin or
furin-like enzymes play an important role during
ZIKV replication, assembly or egress.

Agents that increase endosomal pH hamper ZIKV entry
and infection
We know that for some flaviviruses cell entry is sensitive
to pH changes; therefore, we used two compounds that
increase intravesicular pH (Fig. 6) to check the pH de-
pendence of ZIKV entry. Vero cells were treated with
NH4Cl or Baf A1 1 h prior to infection. Next, cells were
infected with ZIKV in the presence of NH4Cl or Baf A1
for 3 days at 37 °C. RT-qPCR analysis revealed strong in-
hibition of infection (Fig. 7). Next, we used confocal mi-
croscopy to test whether the compounds indeed inhibit
virus entry. Cells were treated with either of the inhibi-
tors for 1 h and then incubated with ZIKV for 40 min in

the presence of the inhibitors. Confocal microscopy
revealed that viral particles in Baf A1-treated cells
were visible in the cytoplasm, probably trapped in the
endosomal hub and unable to undergo fusion (Fig. 8).
Interestingly, we observed a different intracellular
virus distribution in cells treated with NH4Cl. Only a
small number of ZIKV virions was visible in the cyto-
plasm, while ZIKV particles localized mainly to the
cell surface.

Baf A1 blocks virus-cell fusion
Baf A1 is thought to prevent endosome acidification,
thereby preventing viral fusion and protein activation.
Therefore, we tracked viral capsid and envelope proteins
separately to visualize their fate during cell entry. To do
this, we examined co-localization of these two viral com-
ponents with markers of different parts of the endoso-
mal hub (Rab7, Rab11, and LAMP1) in Baf A1-treated
cells at 5–20min p.i. (Additional file 3: Figure S3 and
Additional file 4: Figure S4).
As described above, in non-treated cells the ZIKV cap-

sid and envelope proteins travelled together to late
endosomes, where fusion occurs. While capsid proteins

Fig. 14 NH4Cl interfere with late stages of ZIKV infection. Vero cells were treated Baf A1 and NH4Cl in 3 settings: (pre + vir) prior to + during ZIKV
infection (t = 1 h + 2 h); (all) prior to, during and post-ZIKV infection (t = 1 h + 2 h + 72 h) or (post) post-ZIKV infection only (t = 72 h, starting from
the time point 2 h p.i.). 3 days p.i. viral RNA was isolated from medium and quantified with RT-qPCR. mock – mock infected cells; vØ – ZIKV-
infected cells; NH4Cl – 50mM NH4Cl; BafA1–100 nM bafilomycin A1; control – inhibitor-untreated, non-infected cells. To determine the
significance of differences between compared groups, single-factor analysis of variance (ANOVA) was applied. P values < 0.05 were considered
significant. One asterisk (*) identifies adjusted P values between 0.01 and 0.05, two asterisks (**) identify adjusted P values between 0.01 and
0.001, three asterisks (***) identify adjusted P values between 0.001 and 0.0001
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entered the cytoplasm, envelope proteins were slowly
re-traffic to the cell surface. In the presence of Baf A1,
fusion was blocked, and both components tended to
co-localize with Rab11- and LAMP-1-positive structures
at 15 min p.i. (Fig. 9), suggesting that in the presence of
Baf A1 viral particles do not fuse with the membrane of
the vesicle. Rather, they are destined to undergo degrad-
ation in lysosomes. However, some are transported back
to the cell surface via the slow recycling pathway.

NH4Cl hampers infection inducing fast recycling of virions
back to the cell surface
A very different confocal image was observed when
cells were treated with NH4Cl. In this case, few virus
particles were observed in the cytoplasm (in contrast to
Baf A1-treated cells, in which the number of internal-
ized virions was similar to that in control cells) (Fig. 10).
First, we used flow cytometry analysis to test whether
NH4Cl affects binding of ZIKV to the cell surface,
which would explain this phenomenon. As shown in
Fig. 11, NH4Cl had no significant impact on ZIKV
adhesion to cells.
Next, despite the low number of internalized viral par-

ticles, we examined their co-localization with cellular
markers (Additional file 5: Figure S5 and Additional file 6:
Figure S6). In NH4Cl-treated cells, both the capsid and
envelope proteins co-localized with Rab7 (Fig. 12), sug-
gesting that internalized virions follow their normal
entry route. Moreover, slightly increased co-localization
of Rab11 with the envelope protein, but not the capsid
protein, at 20 min p.i. (Fig. 12), may suggest that, at least
for these single virus particles, fusion actually occurs.
We observed that, in the presence of NH4Cl, although
the virus may enter the cell, the number of internalized
viruses was very small. Because the inhibitor did not
affect the virus-cell interaction, we hypothesized that the
observed phenomenon may result from extensive an-
terograde transport. We did not observe co-localization
with Rab27; therefore, we excluded the role of exosomes
in NH4Cl-redirected virus trafficking (data not shown).
To verify the role of fast recycling endosomes, we used a
different approach. Because it was very difficult to
visualize this rapid process, we examined subcellular
localization of ZIKV upon NH4Cl treatment of Vero
cells in which expression of Rab35, a marker protein that
guides endosomes to the fast recycling track, was transi-
ently silenced. In the presence of NH4Cl, the majority of
virions localized to the cell surface of control and scram-
bled siRNA-transfected cells, whereas those in cells
transfected with Rab35-specific siRNA were retained
within the cell (trapped near the cell surface) until 1 h
p.i. (Fig. 13). This observation led us to conclude that
NH4Cl impairs ZIKV infection at an early stage by redir-
ecting virions back to the cell surface.

NH4Cl-induced re-modelling of intracellular trafficking:
effects on viral replication, assembly, and egress
Intracellular trafficking is important for virus replication,
not only at the early stages but also during virus assem-
bly and egress. The data regarding NH4Cl-mediated re-
modeling of the endosomal hub led us to hypothesize
that the compound may also interfere with the late
stages of infection. To confirm this, Vero cells were in-
fected for 2 h with ZIKV under normal conditions (i.e.,
in the absence of pH-modifying agents). Afterwards,
cells were rinsed thrice with PBS and then incubated at
37 °C for 3 days in standard medium containing Baf A1
or NH4Cl. Although Baf A1 did not affect the viral yield,
NH4Cl led to a 6.5 log reduction (Fig. 14), highlighting
differences in the mode of action between these two
agents and identifying a role for NH4Cl during the late
stages of infection.

Discussion
During infection, viruses hijack the inward transport
machinery of the cell [42–45]. While some viruses are able
to fuse with the cell membrane and initiate infection
almost immediately after entry, others need to be ferried
long distances, e.g., during infection of neural cells [46–
49]. This study focused on events that occur after the
initial interaction between ZIKV and its cellular receptor.
As observed for other flaviviruses and for ZIKV in dif-

ferent in vitro models [10, 12, 14], our findings demon-
strate that ZIKV enters Vero cells by clathrin-dependent
endocytosis. Co-localization of viral particles with clathrin
was observed 2–10min p.i., as expected for CME. How-
ever, synchronization of virus entry was not ideal due to
the fact that the process was regulated by temperature;
the numerical co-localization rates were significant but
moderate (Fig. 1; Pearson’s coefficient ranging from 0.103
to 0.216 and Manders’ coefficients up to 0.384). To ensure
that the observed co-localization is not an artifact, com-
plementary studies, including clathrin silencing (Fig. 2) or
CME-specific inhibitors (Fig. 3), were carried out and con-
firmed our initial observations.
Subsequent to clathrin-dependent internalization, the

virus is encapsulated within the endosome prior to deliv-
ery to a precisely defined location. During transport, the
microenvironment within the maturing endosome
changes gradually; the falling pH, cellular proteases, al-
terations in the vesicle’s membrane content, and fluctua-
tions in redox potential affect the cargo. Viruses are
fine-tuned to become active only under conditions that
maximize the chances of a productive infection; there-
fore in most cases this event takes place at a precisely
defined site within the endosomal hub [50–58]. Tracking
single dengue virus particles revealed that they pass the
early endosomes and fuse predominantly with vesicle
membranes as they mature into late endosomes at 10–13
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min p.i. [42]. Our observations of ZIKV trafficking are
congruent with these findings; we noticed separation of
the ZIKV envelope and capsid protein trafficking routes
between 10 and 15min p.i. These two viral proteins were
seen together for the last time in Rab7-positive structures.
These results are also consistent with the data obtained
with a novel a novel surrogate-receptor approach de-
scribed by Rawle et al. [59]. Later the ZIKV envelope ap-
peared to be transported back to the cell surface via slow
recycling endosomes. The latter observation is striking,
because it is commonly believed that, after endocytosis,
viruses avoid leaving evidence of their presence on the
plasma membrane as this delays detection by immunosur-
veillance system [46].
Multiple studies on flaviviruses showed that to acquire

fusion competence the envelope proteins need to be
primed proteolytically at two sites [50, 60–62]. First
cleavage occurs during transport through the trans--
Golgi network, where a tight complex of prM and E pro-
teins on the surface of newly formed immature virion
undergoes a low pH-induced conformational change,
followed by cleavage by furin or a furin-like protease
[60, 61]. Consequently, mature infectious virions that
carry the dimeric E protein in a metastable conformation
are released from the cell [62]. The second event occurs
during endocytosis into a permissive cell; when the E
protein is exposed to low pH, it undergoes rearrangment
and enters a fusion-competent state [50].
To identify the factors that activate the ZIKV fusion

protein, we used two classes of protease inhibitors.
Inactivation of cysteine proteases (e.g., cathepsins)
and serine proteases did not affect the infection
process. However, furin inhibitors hampered the repli-
cation cycle, especially when present during the late
stages. This observation is consistent with a common
belief that furin in essential for maturation of ZIKV,
similarly as for other flaviviruses. Despite the fact that
ZIKV E and M proteins structures have been resolved
[63, 64] and furin-specific cleavage site in ZIKV se-
quences is present [65], no report showing the role of
furin during ZIKV replication is available (Fig. 5) [60,
65–72].
One may conclude that furin or a furin-like enzyme

activates progeny viruses, while no second protease is re-
quired during entry to susceptible cell (as reported for
other members of Flaviviridae family) [60, 61]. By con-
trast, some results advocating a role for furin during
virus maturation may be due to an artifact, linked to the
low specificity of the protease inhibitors used [73].
Here, we show that entry of ZIKV depends on the

endosomal pH, and that endosome acidification is a pre-
requisite for fusion. Because we wanted to map the entry
of a single virion into the cell, we used two agents com-
monly used to assess virus dependence on acidic

environments. NH4Cl is a water-soluble salt of ammonia
that diffuses into the endosome and acts as a proton
sink, thereby inhibiting acidification of the endosome
[74]. The second compound, Baf A1, is a vacuolar type
H+-ATPase inhibitor that binds to the V0 sector subunit
c of the ATPase complex and inhibits H+ translocation,
thereby blocking endosome acidification [75]. Even
though the outcome of both treatments was similar, the
mechanism of action appeared to be very different.
In the presence of Baf A1, ZIKV particles were inter-

nalized and trafficked to the late endosomal compart-
ment. However, due to altered pH in the vesicles, virions
were not able to enter a fusogenic state and remained
trapped in the endosomes, which seemed to progress
slowly to lysosomes. Partial degradation and, to a lesser
extent, slow recycling to the cell surface are probably re-
sponsible for removal of the degradation products, so
that whole virions share the fate of the envelope protein.
By contrast, in the presence of NH4Cl the majority of vi-
rions are retained on the cell surface, which suggests
limited virus attachment/entry. First, we confirmed that
the virus–receptor interaction was not affected by the
basic compound; no alterations were observed. Conse-
quently, potential causes of such a phenomenon include
limited internalization or re-trafficking to the cell sur-
face. A limited number of virions localizing inside the
cells meant the we could not obtain credible results
from co-localization assays. Because no significant in-
crease in co-localization with the slow recycling endo-
some marker Rab11 was observed in NH4Cl-treated
cells, we tried to inhibit the fast recycling machinery by
transiently transfecting Vero cells with siRNAs targeting
the fast recycling endosome marker Rab35. Depleting
Rab35 resulted in retention of virions inside the cell,
showing that the NH4Cl-mediated inhibition results
from rewiring of the endosomal hub rather than a sim-
ple increase in endosomal pH.

Conclusions
To summarize, we mapped the entry route of ZIKV
using Vero cells as the research model. The results
are consistent with data on ZIKV entry into other cell
types including primary cells, suggesting that the virus
uses a universal entry mechanism. First, the virus uses
CME to enter the cell, and then travels through the
endosomal compartment to reach the late endosomes
prior to fusion. Subsequently, the viral envelope tends
to recycle to the cell surface. While it is essential that
progeny viruses are primed by furin-like enzymes dur-
ing assembly, entry seems to be protease-independent.
Interestingly, we noted that NH4Cl (believed to sim-
ply buffer the endosomal microenvironment) is in fact
re-directing the cargo and ejecting it into the extra-
cellular space. In our previous study we reported
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similar example of virus entry pathway redirection
[76], showing that external factors may affect virus
entry in an non-obvious way. We believe that the re-
sults presented herein not only increase our under-
standing of ZIKV biology, but also provide novel
molecular targets for future therapies.

Additional files

Additional file 1: Confocal images of ZIKV-infected Vero cells
presenting co localization between ZIKV structural proteins and Rab7,
Rab11 and LAMP1 at indicated time points p.i.. Rab7 – late endosomes
marker protein, Rab11 – slow recycling endosomes marker protein,
LAMP1 – lysosomes marker protein. ZIKV capsid and envelope proteins
are visualized in green, cellular proteins are shown in red and nuclei in
blue. Co‑localization coefficients indicated in the bottom left corners of
the images are presented as mean ± SD of at least two independent
experiments; r – Pearson’s coefficient; M2 - Manders' coefficient M2 (ZIKV
capsid/envelope protein overlapping with Rab7/Rab11/LAMP1).
Scale bar = 10 μm. Figure S1. Co-localization profile for ZIKV capsid
protein and subcellular marker proteins in Vero cells. (TIFF 2158 kb)

Additional file 2: Figure S2. Co-localization profile for ZIKV envelope
protein and subcellular marker proteins in Vero cell. (TIFF 2315 kb)

Additional file 3: Figure S3. Co-localization profile for ZIKV capsid protein
and subcellular marker proteins in Baf A1-treated Vero cells. (TIFF 2207 kb)

Additional file 4: Figure S4. Co-localization profile for ZIKV envelope protein
and subcellular marker proteins in Baf A1-treated Vero cells. (TIFF 1894 kb)

Additional file 5: Figure S5. Co-localization profile for ZIKV capsid protein
and subcellular marker proteins in NH4Cl-treated Vero cells. (TIFF 2103 kb)

Additional file 6: Figure S6. Co-localization profile for ZIKV envelope protein
and subcellular marker proteins in NH4Cl-treated Vero cells. (TIFF 1722 kb)

Abbreviations
AMTD: Amantadine (1-adamantylaminean); Baf A1: Bafilomycin A1
[(3Z,5E,7R,8S,9S,11E,13E,15S,16R)-8-hydroxy-16-[(1S,2R,3S)-2-hydroxy-1-methyl-
3-[(2R,4R,5S,6R)-tetrahydro-2,4-dihydroxy-5-methyl-6-(1-methylethyl)-2H-
pyran-2-yl]butyl]-3,15-dimethoxy-5,7,9,11-tetramethyloxacyclohexadeca-
3,5,11,13-tetraen-2-one); Cam: Camostat [4-[[4-
[(aminoiminomethyl)amino]benzoyl]oxy] benzeneacetic acid 2-
(dimethylamino)-2-oxoethyl ester methanesulfonate); CME: Clathrin-mediated
endocytosis; CMK: Decanoyl-arg-val-lys-arg-chloromethylketone;
Dyn: Dynasore [3-hydroxynaphthalene-2-carboxylic acid (3,4-
dihydroxybenzylidene)hydrazide]; E64: Trans-epoxysuccinyl-L-leucylamido (4-
guanidino) butane, L-trans-3-Carboxyoxiran-2-carbonyl-L-leucylagmatine, N-
(trans-epoxysuccinyl)-L-leucine 4-guanidinobutylamide; EEA1: Early
endosome antigen 1; MM: MitMAB (tetradecyltrimethylammonium bromide);
PtS: PitStop 2 [N-[5-[4-bromobenzylidene]-4-oxo-4,5-dihydro-1,3-thiazol-2-yl]
naphthalene-1-sulfonamide]; ZIKV: Zika virus

Acknowledgements
KP would like to acknowledge networking contribution by the COST Action
CM1407 “Challenging organic syntheses inspired by nature - from natural
products chemistry to drug discovery”.

Funding
This work was supported by grants from the National Science Center (UMO-
2017/25/N/NZ6/01310 (KO), UMO-2012/07/E/NZ6/01712 and UMO-2016/21/
B/NZ6/01307 and UMO-2017/27/B/NZ6/02488) (KP).
The Faculty of Biochemistry, Biophysics and Biotechnology of the
Jagiellonian University is a beneficiary of the structural funds from the
European Union (grant No: POIG.02.01.00–12-064/08 – “Molecular
biotechnology for health”).
Faculty of Biochemistry, Biophysics and Biotechnology of the Jagiellonian
University is a partner of the Leading National Research Center supported by
the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Republic of Poland.

The funders had no role in study design, data collection and analysis,
decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript.

Availability of data and materials
All data generated or analysed during this study are included in this
published article [and its Additional files.

Authors’ contributions
KO and KP designed research, analysed data and wrote the paper; KO and
YC performed research; CJ, BM and ZR contributed new reagents or analytic
tools. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Authors’ information
KO and YC are PhD students at the Jagiellonian University; KO is the main
researcher and the current manuscript is based mainly on her work, while YC
supported the research with methodology and data analysis. KO was further
responsible for investigation, methodology, visualization of data, funding
acquisition and writing of the original draft of the manuscript. CJ was an external
advisor on confocal microscopy and data analysis. BM provided us with technical
support, while ZR is an expert on confocal microscopy working at the Jagiellonian
University, who helped us with imaging and took part in interpretation of the
results. KP is appointed as a professor at the Jagiellonian University and he was
responsible for conceptualization, data analysis, funding acquisition, manuscript
writing and review. He also serves as a promotor for KO and YC.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Author details
1Virogenetics Laboratory of Virology, Malopolska Centre of Biotechnology,
Jagiellonian University, Gronostajowa,7a 2.25, 30–387 Krakow, Poland.
2Microbiology Department, Faculty of Biochemistry, Biophysics and
Biotechnology, Jagiellonian University, Gronostajowa 7, 30-387 Krakow,
Poland. 3Institute for Virology, University Clinics and Medical Faculty,
University of Leipzig, Leipzig, Germany. 4Department of Pharmacology,
School of Medicine with the Division of Dentistry in Zabrze, Medical
University of Silesia in Katowice, Zabrze, Poland. 5Institute of Physics, Faculty
of Physics, Astronomy and Applied Computer Sciences, Jagiellonian
University, Lojasiewicza 11, 30-348 Krakow, Poland.

Received: 17 January 2019 Accepted: 3 April 2019

References
1. DICK GW, KITCHEN SF, HADDOW AJ. Zika virus. I. Isolations and serological

specificity. Trans R Soc Trop Med Hyg. 1952;46(5):509–20.
2. Duffy MR, Chen TH, Hancock WT, Powers AM, Kool JL, Lanciotti RS, et al.

Zika virus outbreak on Yap Island, Federated States of Micronesia. N Engl J
Med. 2009;360(24):2536–43.

3. Hayes EB. Zika virus outside Africa. Emerg Infect Dis. 2009;15(9):1347–50.
4. Musso D, Nilles EJ, Cao-Lormeau VM. Rapid spread of emerging Zika virus in

the Pacific area. Clin Microbiol Infect. 2014;20(10):O595–6.
5. Zanluca C, Melo VC, Mosimann AL, Santos GI, Santos CN, Luz K. First report

of autochthonous transmission of Zika virus in Brazil. Mem Inst Oswaldo
Cruz. 2015;110(4):569–72.

6. Rapid risk assessment. Zika virus epidemic in the Americas: potential
association with microcephaly and Guillain-Barré syndrome. Stockholm:
European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control; 2015.

7. Parra B, Lizarazo J, Jiménez-Arango JA, Zea-Vera AF, González-Manrique G,
Vargas J, et al. Guillain-Barré syndrome associated with Zika virus infection
in Colombia. N Engl J Med. 2016;375(16):1513–23.

Owczarek et al. Cell Communication and Signaling           (2019) 17:41 Page 17 of 19

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12964-019-0349-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12964-019-0349-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12964-019-0349-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12964-019-0349-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12964-019-0349-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12964-019-0349-z


8. Mlakar J, Korva M, Tul N, Popović M, Poljšak-Prijatelj M, Mraz J, et al. Zika
virus associated with microcephaly. N Engl J Med. 2016;374(10):951–8.

9. Calvet G, Aguiar RS, Melo AS, Sampaio SA, de Filippis I, Fabri A, et al.
Detection and sequencing of Zika virus from amniotic fluid of fetuses with
microcephaly in Brazil: a case study. Lancet Infect Dis. 2016;16(6):653–60.

10. Meertens L, Labeau A, Dejarnac O, Cipriani S, Sinigaglia L, Bonnet-Madin L,
et al. Axl mediates ZIKA virus entry in human glial cells and modulates
innate immune responses. Cell Rep. 2017;18(2):324–33.

11. Hamel R, Dejarnac O, Wichit S, Ekchariyawat P, Neyret A, Luplertlop N, et al.
Biology of Zika virus infection in human skin cells. J Virol. 2015;89(17):8880–96.

12. Savidis G, McDougall WM, Meraner P, Perreira JM, Portmann JM, Trincucci G,
et al. Identification of Zika virus and dengue virus dependency factors using
functional genomics. Cell Rep. 2016;16(1):232–46.

13. Hackett BA, Cherry S. Flavivirus internalization is regulated by a size-dependent
endocytic pathway. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2018;115(16):4246–51.

14. Rinkenberger N, Schoggins JW. Mucolipin-2 Cation Channel increases
trafficking efficiency of endocytosed viruses. MBio. 2018;9(1).

15. Delvecchio R, Higa LM, Pezzuto P, Valadão AL, Garcez PP, Monteiro FL, et al.
Chloroquine, an endocytosis blocking agent, inhibits Zika virus infection in
different cell models. Viruses. 2016;8(12).

16. Traub LM. Regarding the amazing choreography of clathrin coats. PLoS Biol.
2011;9(3):e1001037.

17. Cocucci E, Gaudin R, Kirchhausen T. Dynamin recruitment and membrane
scission at the neck of a clathrin-coated pit. Mol Biol Cell. 2014;25(22):3595–609.

18. Boulant S, Kural C, Zeeh JC, Ubelmann F, Kirchhausen T. Actin dynamics
counteract membrane tension during clathrin-mediated endocytosis. Nat
Cell Biol. 2011;13(9):1124–31.

19. Aschenbrenner L, Lee T, Hasson T. Myo6 facilitates the translocation of
endocytic vesicles from cell peripheries. Mol Biol Cell. 2003;14(7):2728–43.

20. Novick P, Brennwald P. Friends and family: the role of the Rab GTPases in
vesicular traffic. Cell. 1993;75(4):597–601.

21. Jovic M, Sharma M, Rahajeng J, Caplan S. The early endosome: a busy sorting
station for proteins at the crossroads. Histol Histopathol. 2010;25(1):99–112.

22. Huotari J, Helenius A. Endosome maturation. EMBO J. 2011;30(17):3481–500.
23. Maxfield FR, McGraw TE. Endocytic recycling. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol. 2004;

5(2):121–32.
24. Maxfield FR, Yamashiro DJ. Endosome acidification and the pathways of

receptor-mediated endocytosis. Adv Exp Med Biol. 1987;225:189–98.
25. Ostrowski M, Carmo NB, Krumeich S, Fanget I, Raposo G, Savina A, et al.

Rab27a and Rab27b control different steps of the exosome secretion
pathway. Nat Cell Biol. 2010;12(1):19–30; sup pp 1–13.

26. Fraile-Ramos A, Cepeda V, Elstak E, van der Sluijs P. Rab27a is required for
human cytomegalovirus assembly. PLoS One. 2010;5(12):e15318.

27. Gerber PP, Cabrini M, Jancic C, Paoletti L, Banchio C, von Bilderling C, et al.
Rab27a controls HIV-1 assembly by regulating plasma membrane levels of
phosphatidylinositol 4,5-bisphosphate. J Cell Biol. 2015;209(3):435–52.

28. Lombardi D, Soldati T, Riederer MA, Goda Y, Zerial M, Pfeffer SR. Rab9
functions in transport between late endosomes and the trans Golgi
network. EMBO J. 1993;12(2):677–82.

29. Gould EA, de Lamballerie X, Coutard B, Fooks AR, Outlaw M, Drosten C, et
al. The European virus archive: a new resource for virology research. Antivir
Res. 2012;95(2):167–71.

30. Reed LJ, Muench H. A Simple Method Of Estimating Fifty Per Cent
Endpoints12. Am J Epidemiol. 1938;27(3):493–7.

31. Phonphok Y, Rosenthal KS. Stabilization of clathrin coated vesicles by
amantadine, tromantadine and other hydrophobic amines. FEBS Lett. 1991;
281(1–2):188–90.

32. Crider BP, Xie XS, Stone DK. Bafilomycin inhibits proton flow through
the H+ channel of vacuolar proton pumps. J Biol Chem. 1994;269(26):
17379–81.

33. Kawase M, Shirato K, van der Hoek L, Taguchi F, Matsuyama S. Simultaneous
treatment of human bronchial epithelial cells with serine and cysteine
protease inhibitors prevents severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus
entry. J Virol. 2012;86(12):6537–45.

34. Angliker H. Synthesis of tight binding inhibitors and their action on the
proprotein-processing enzyme furin. J Med Chem. 1995;38(20):4014–8.

35. Macia E, Ehrlich M, Massol R, Boucrot E, Brunner C, Kirchhausen T. Dynasore,
a cell-permeable inhibitor of dynamin. Dev Cell. 2006;10(6):839–50.

36. Ares GR, Ortiz PA. Dynamin2, clathrin, and lipid rafts mediate endocytosis of
the apical Na/K/2Cl cotransporter NKCC2 in thick ascending limbs. J Biol
Chem. 2012;287(45):37824–34.

37. Fujita F, Uchida K, Moriyama T, Shima A, Shibasaki K, Inada H, et al.
Intracellular alkalization causes pain sensation through activation of TRPA1
in mice. J Clin Invest. 2008;118(12):4049–57.

38. Boron WF. De Weer P. intracellular pH transients in squid giant axons caused
by CO2, NH3, and metabolic inhibitors. J Gen Physiol. 1976;67(1):91–112.

39. Dutta D, Williamson CD, Cole NB, Donaldson JG. Pitstop 2 is a potent
inhibitor of clathrin-independent endocytosis. PLoS One. 2012;7(9):e45799.

40. Bolte S, Cordelières FP. A guided tour into subcellular colocalization analysis
in light microscopy. J Microsc. 2006;224(Pt 3:213–32.

41. Earp LJ, Delos SE, Park HE, White JM. The many mechanisms of viral
membrane fusion proteins. Curr Top Microbiol Immunol. 2005;285:25–66.

42. van der Schaar HM, Rust MJ, Chen C. Van der Ende-Metselaar H, Wilschut J,
Zhuang X, et al. dissecting the cell entry pathway of dengue virus by
single-particle tracking in living cells. PLoS Pathog. 2008;4(12):e1000244.

43. Yang S, He M, Liu X, Li X, Fan B, Zhao S. Japanese encephalitis virus infects
porcine kidney epithelial PK15 cells via clathrin- and cholesterol-dependent
endocytosis. Virol J. 2013;10:258.

44. Chu JJ, Ng ML. Infectious entry of West Nile virus occurs through a clathrin-
mediated endocytic pathway. J Virol. 2004;78(19):10543–55.

45. Blanchard E, Belouzard S, Goueslain L, Wakita T, Dubuisson J, Wychowski C,
et al. Hepatitis C virus entry depends on clathrin-mediated endocytosis. J
Virol. 2006;80(14):6964–72.

46. Mercer J, Schelhaas M, Helenius A. Virus entry by endocytosis. Annu Rev
Biochem. 2010;79:803–33.

47. Oh Y, Zhang F, Wang Y, Lee EM, Choi IY, Lim H, et al. Zika virus directly infects
peripheral neurons and induces cell death. Nat Neurosci. 2017;20(9):1209–12.

48. Velandia-Romero ML, Acosta-Losada O, Castellanos JE. In vivo infection by a
neuroinvasive neurovirulent dengue virus. J Neuro-Oncol. 2012;18(5):374–87.

49. Shrestha B, Gottlieb D, Diamond MS. Infection and injury of neurons by
West Nile encephalitis virus. J Virol. 2003;77(24):13203–13.

50. Stiasny K, Fritz R, Pangerl K, Heinz FX. Molecular mechanisms of flavivirus
membrane fusion. Amino Acids. 2011;41(5):1159–63.

51. Krishnan MN, Sukumaran B, Pal U, Agaisse H, Murray JL, Hodge TW, et al.
Rab 5 is required for the cellular entry of dengue and West Nile viruses. J
Virol. 2007;81(9):4881–5.

52. Kimura T, Gollins SW, Porterfield JS. The effect of pH on the early interaction
of West Nile virus with P388D1 cells. J Gen Virol. 1986;67 ( Pt 11:2423–33.

53. Gollins SW, Porterfield JS. pH-dependent fusion between the flavivirus West
Nile and liposomal model membranes. J Gen Virol. 1986;67 ( Pt 1:157–66.

54. Espósito DL, Nguyen JB, DeWitt DC, Rhoades E, Modis Y. Physico-chemical
requirements and kinetics of membrane fusion of flavivirus-like particles. J
Gen Virol. 2015;96(Pt 7:1702–11.

55. Zaitseva E, Yang ST, Melikov K, Pourmal S, Chernomordik LV. Dengue virus
ensures its fusion in late endosomes using compartment-specific lipids.
PLoS Pathog. 2010;6(10):e1001131.

56. Corver J, Ortiz A, Allison SL, Schalich J, Heinz FX, Wilschut J. Membrane
fusion activity of tick-borne encephalitis virus and recombinant subviral
particles in a liposomal model system. Virology. 2000;269(1):37–46.

57. Liu CC, Zhang YN, Li ZY, Hou JX, Zhou J, Kan L, et al. Rab5 and Rab11 are
required for Clathrin-dependent endocytosis of Japanese encephalitis virus
in BHK-21 cells. J Virol. 2017;91(19).

58. Zhang YN, Liu YY, Xiao FC, Liu CC, Liang XD, Chen J, et al. Rab5, Rab7, and
Rab11 are required for Caveola-dependent endocytosis of classical swine
fever virus in porcine alveolar macrophages. J Virol. 2018;92(15).

59. Rawle RJ, Webster ER, Jelen M, Kasson PM, Boxer SG. pH dependence of
Zika membrane fusion kinetics reveals an off-pathway state. ACS Cent Sci.
2018;4(11):1503–10.

60. Stadler K, Allison SL, Schalich J, Heinz FX. Proteolytic activation of tick-borne
encephalitis virus by furin. J Virol. 1997;71(11):8475–81.

61. Elshuber S, Allison SL, Heinz FX, Mandl CW. Cleavage of protein prM is
necessary for infection of BHK-21 cells by tick-borne encephalitis virus. J
Gen Virol. 2003;84(Pt 1):183–91.

62. Stiasny K, Allison SL, Mandl CW, Heinz FX. Role of metastability and acidic
pH in membrane fusion by tick-borne encephalitis virus. J Virol. 2001;75(16):
7392–8.

63. Sirohi D, Chen Z, Sun L, Klose T, Pierson TC, Rossmann MG, et al. The
3.8 Å resolution cryo-EM structure of Zika virus. Science. 2016;352(6284):
467–70.

64. Kostyuchenko VA, Lim EX, Zhang S, Fibriansah G, Ng TS, Ooi JS, et al.
Structure of the thermally stable Zika virus. Nature. 2016;533(7603):
425–8.

Owczarek et al. Cell Communication and Signaling           (2019) 17:41 Page 18 of 19



65. Dai L, Song J, Lu X, Deng YQ, Musyoki AM, Cheng H, et al. Structures of the
Zika virus envelope protein and its complex with a Flavivirus broadly
protective antibody. Cell Host Microbe. 2016;19(5):696–704.

66. Nambala P, Su WC. Role of Zika virus prM protein in viral pathogenicity and
use in vaccine development. Front Microbiol. 2018;9:1797.

67. Lin HH, Yip BS, Huang LM, Wu SC. Zika virus structural biology and progress
in vaccine development. Biotechnol Adv. 2018;36(1):47–53.

68. Pierson TC, Diamond MS. Degrees of maturity: the complex structure and
biology of flaviviruses. Curr Opin Virol. 2012;2(2):168–75.

69. Zybert IA. Van der Ende-Metselaar H, Wilschut J, Smit JM. Functional
importance of dengue virus maturation: infectious properties of immature
virions. J Gen Virol. 2008;89(Pt 12):3047–51.

70. Yu IM, Zhang W, Holdaway HA, Li L, Kostyuchenko VA, Chipman PR, et al.
Structure of the immature dengue virus at low pH primes proteolytic
maturation. Science. 2008;319(5871):1834–7.

71. Mukherjee S, Sirohi D, Dowd KA, Chen Z, Diamond MS, Kuhn RJ, et al.
Enhancing dengue virus maturation using a stable furin over-expressing cell
line. Virology. 2016;497:33–40.

72. Colpitts TM, Rodenhuis-Zybert I, Moesker B, Wang P, Fikrig E, Smit JM. prM-
antibody renders immature West Nile virus infectious in vivo. J Gen Virol.
2011;92(Pt 10:2281–5.

73. Matsuyama S, Shirato K, Kawase M, Terada Y, Kawachi K, Fukushi S, et al.
Middle East respiratory syndrome coronavirus spike protein is not activated
directly by cellular furin during viral entry into target cells. J Virol. 2018.

74. Brindley MA, Maury W. Endocytosis and a low-pH step are required for
productive entry of equine infectious anemia virus. J Virol. 2005;79(23):
14482–8.

75. Bowman EJ, Graham LA, Stevens TH, Bowman BJ. The bafilomycin/
concanamycin binding site in subunit c of the V-ATPases from Neurospora
crassa and Saccharomyces cerevisiae. J Biol Chem. 2004;279(32):33131–8.

76. Owczarek K, Szczepanski A, Milewska A, Baster Z, Rajfur Z, Sarna M, et al.
Early events during human coronavirus OC43 entry to the cell. Sci Rep.
2018;8(1):7124.

Owczarek et al. Cell Communication and Signaling           (2019) 17:41 Page 19 of 19


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Plain English summary
	Background
	Materials and methods
	Virus and cells
	Inhibitors
	Immunostaining
	Staining of living cells
	Fluorescence and confocal microscopy
	Flow cytometry
	Cell viability
	Virus yield
	siRNA silencing
	Western blot analysis
	Co-localization assay
	Virus inhibition assays
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	ZIKV enters Vero cells via clathrin-dependent endocytosis
	ZIKV fusion occurs in late endosomal compartment
	Role of cellular proteases during ZIKV infection
	Agents that increase endosomal pH hamper ZIKV entry and infection
	Baf A1 blocks virus-cell fusion
	NH4Cl hampers infection inducing fast recycling of virions back to the cell surface
	NH4Cl-induced re-modelling of intracellular trafficking: effects on viral replication, assembly, and egress

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Additional files
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Authors’ information
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Publisher’s Note
	Author details
	References

