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Abstract: The infection of pregnant animals and women by Coxiella burnetii, an intracellular bac-
terium, compromises both maternal health and foetal development. The placenta is targeted by
C. burnetii, as demonstrated by bacteriological and histological evidence. It now appears that placen-
tal strains of C. burnetii are highly virulent compared to reference strains and that placental injury
involves different types of placental cells. Trophoblasts, the major placental cells, are largely infected
by C. burnetii and may represent a replicating niche for the bacteria. The placenta also contains numer-
ous immune cells, including macrophages, dendritic cells, and mast cells. Placental macrophages are
infected and activated by C. burnetii in an unusual way of M1 polarisation associated with bacterial
elimination. Placental mast cells eliminate bacteria through a mechanism including the release of
extracellular actin filaments and antimicrobial peptides. In contrast, C. burnetii impairs the matura-
tion of decidual dendritic cells, favouring bacterial pathogenicity. Our aim is to review C. burnetii
infections of human placentas, paying special attention to both the action and function of the different
cell types, immune cells, and trophoblasts targeted by C. burnetii in relation to foetal injury.
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1. Introduction

Coxiella burnetii is a Gram-negative bacterium that infects numerous animals, includ-
ing mammals, birds, and arthropods [1]. While the infection is inapparent in certain
species, humans develop Q fever, which is a zoonosis with worldwide distribution. The
main C. burnetii reservoirs’ are sheep, goats, and cattle, which are sources of human
transmission [2]. The transmission pathway for humans is commonly respiratory from
contaminated aerosols mainly during the delivery of abortion of infected animals [2,3].
The clinical presentation of Q fever [4] is asymptomatic in about 50% of infected people,
whether acute or persistent. The manifestations of acute Q fever are atypical pneumonia,
hepatitis, or flu-like self-limiting disease. In immunocompromised situations such as can-
cer or corticosteroid treatment, C. burnetii infection may become persistent and result in
life-threatening endocarditis [5].

Pregnancy is an extraordinary situation in which the mother’s immune system must
tolerate a semi-allograft, the foetus. Consequently, this environment of immunosuppression
secondary to pregnancy causes increased sensitivity to certain virus, parasites [6], or
bacteria (such as Brucella abortus or C. burnetii) [7], impairing pathogen clearance and
increasing disease severity [8]. Indeed, C. burnetii infection in pregnant goats leads to
abortions, and Q fever during pregnancy presents important risks for both the mother and
the foetus [5]. The placenta is a nutrient tissue at the maternal–foetal interface involved
in both foetal growth and foetal tolerance. It is rich in a large number of immune cells,
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including uterine natural killer cells (NK cells), macrophages, lymphocytes, dendritic cells
(DCs), and mast cells.

This review first summarises the impact of Q fever on pregnancy and the emergence
of obstetrical complications. Then, this study proposes analysing the infection of major
innate immune placental cells by C. burnetii and the dysregulation of the placental immune
response, leading to the pathophysiology of Q fever in pregnancy.

2. Natural History of C. burnetii Infection in Pregnancy

In 1958, Syrucek et al. isolated C. burnetii organisms from aborted human placentas [9].
It is now known that placental infection by C. burnetii mostly occurs during the first and
second trimesters of pregnancy [10]. Women who are infected during pregnancy are at risk
of miscarriage, stillbirth, pre-term delivery, low infant birth weight, and foetal death or
malformations (omphalocele, hypospadias, Potter syndrome, congenital hydronephrosis,
and syndactyly) and growth retardation [2,11]. It has been shown that women who
contract acute Q fever just before pregnancy do not present an increased risk of abortion or
premature delivery. In contrast, infection that occurs during the first trimester of pregnancy
leads to abortion and during the second trimester is more likely to result in prematurity [12].
C. burnetii infection in pregnant women increases the risk of maternal chronic Q fever
endocarditis [13,14]. Q fever during a first pregnancy favours spontaneous abortions of
future pregnancies [15], suggesting Q fever reactivation during latter pregnancies [12]. In
women, a silenced immune response and the production of antibodies have been reported
in response to infection [16].

In recent decades, outbreaks of Q fever have been observed around the world, includ-
ing in the United Kingdom in 1989, France in 1998, Germany in 2005, and the Netherlands
in 2007 [17]. Seroprevalence studies in pregnant women show highly variable rates in areas
of endemicity: 0.15% in southeastern France, 3.8% in Canada, and 4.6% in the United King-
dom. In Denmark, a seroprevalence rate of up to 47% was reported in pregnant women
who were occupationally exposed to livestock versus 4.8% in unexposed women [2]. More
specifically, a seroprevalence of acute Q fever of 1.2% was found among women who
experienced spontaneous abortion in the first semester of pregnancy in Denmark, with
a significant proportion of asymptomatic patients [18]. In France, the seroprevalence in
women who experienced spontaneous abortion was 0.27% [18,19].

C. burnetii infection is particularly deleterious in goats. C. burnetii infection is respon-
sible for metritis, abortion, stillbirth and the delivery of weak offspring, which are the most
frequent clinical signs of disease [20]. The placenta of goats is very rich in bacteria, and it is
often through the aerosol route that farmers are contaminated. C. burnetii organisms are
present in different organs such as the liver, spleen, lung [5,21,22], kidney, heart [5,21], and
muscles [21] of goat foetuses and their mothers. However, to date, the vertical transmission
of infection remains unclear. Bacteria are found in the stomach of the foetus, indicating
that they contaminate amniotic liquid [22,23]. Alternatively, the inhalation of contaminated
aerosols during parturition or lactation may be another source of contamination [1,24].

3. Coxiella burnetii

Several C. burnetii strains isolated from animals or humans including patients with
acute or persistent focalised Q fever have been used for research [25]. However, the Nine
Mile strain, isolated from the Dermacentor andersoni tick in Montana in 1938, is to date the
strain mostly used in host–pathogen studies [26]. The lipopolysaccharide (LPS) structure,
plasmid, and genotype have been commonly related to the different disease manifesta-
tions [25,27], cytopathic effects in cell cultures [25], and immune response [28–31]. The
repeated cultures of C. burnetii Nile Mile strain result in a truncated LPS (O-antigen mod-
ification), which is associated with virulence decrease. This transition from phase I LPS
to phase II LPS is related to a ≈26 Kb chromosomal deletion of C. burnetii genome [32].
Despite their frequent use in studies, phase II C. burnetii are not suitable for pathophys-
iopathological studies.
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Generally speaking, placental C. burnetii isolates appear to be more virulent than other
isolates. It has been proposed that the virulence found in the different strains could be
due to the variation of LPS but also to the genomic content. Correlations have been found
between C. burnetii genome variations or LPS chemotype and clinical presentations of
Q fever [33,34]. The C. burnetii RSA493 strain genome was the first strain sequenced in
2003, which led to significant progress in understanding of C. burnetii pathogenicity [35].
The genome contains a 1,995,275 bp chromosome and a QpH1 plasmid with 37,393 bp. C.
burnetii virulence appears to be correlated with the expression of certain plasmids. Four
different plasmids have been identified among C. burnetii isolates, including QpH1 (Nine
Mile strain), QpRS (Priscilla strain), QpDG (wild rodents), and QpDV [28]. C. burnetii
Nine Mile strain presents the plasmid QpH1, MST16, and GGI [28]. It was reported that C.
burnetti Nine Mile strain with QpH1 plasmid is the cause of severe C. burnetii infection in
a guinea pig model [27,29]. Moreover, QpRS and QpDG plasmids have been associated
with moderate infection and lack of virulence, respectively [27,29]. Three of the plasmids
identified among C. burnetii isolates have been found in placental isolates from France and
Spain (QpH1, QpRS, and QpDV) [28]. Obstetric complications are likely to be related to
the QpDV plasmid [28,36]. Indeed, this plasmid has been found in three of six placentas
and in placental bacterial strains from abortive women [28,37]. However, the presence of
the QpDV plasmid has also been reported in a healthy woman, and other placental strains
of C. burnetii harbour the QpH1 plasmid (Dutch strains) [28,38,39].

Despite the links between C. burnetii genome and virulence factors, there is an urgent
need to develop genomic studies to better understand the pathogenicity of this bacterium
during pregnancy.

4. The Placenta, a Target Tissue for C. burnetii

The placenta is a complex tissue formed by the chorion and the decidua, corresponding
to the foetal and maternal tissues, respectively [38]. Due to its intrinsic structure and
plasticity during pregnancy [39], the placenta is essential for foetal growth. Chorionic villus
units are composed of mesenchymal cells, decidual macrophages (maternal macrophages),
Hofbauer cells (foetal macrophages), foetal vascular cells, and trophoblast cells (Figure 1).
The decidua is rich in immune cells, including NK cells, macrophages, T and B lymphocytes,
DCs and mast cells, with an over-representation of NK cells and macrophages [40,41].

The examination of infected placentas from goats, cows, or mice using immunochem-
istry reveals the presence of C. burnetii organisms in this tissue (Table 1). A direct detection
of C. burnetii using the polymerase chain reaction technique has confirmed the presence of
bacteria in the placental tissue of goats, cows, ewes, calves, and mice [1,21,22,42–44]. The
bacterium is found at the extracellular level, mainly in necrotic areas, or in placental cells
through immunohistochemistry [43,44]. Immunohistochemical investigations show that
C. burnetii bacteria are found in both the maternal and foetal sections of the placenta of
aborted goats (Table 1).
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Figure 1. Placenta cell responses against C. burnetii infection. (A) Schematic representation of a full-term human placenta
showing the maternal (decidua, myometrium) and foetal (intervillous space, chorion) parts. Placental cells are represented
including extra-villous and villous trophoblasts and immune placental cells such as dendritic cells, macrophages (decidual
and Hofbauer), and mast cells. During infection, C. burnetii was found in the placental tissue. (B) Ex vivo experiments
based on in vitro infection of isolated primary cells from healthy at term human placentas reported the infectious capability
of trophoblasts, dendritic cells, and macrophages by C. burnetii. In this context, although trophoblast infection leads to
bacterial replication, the other cell lines present a specific anti-bacterial response promoting bacterial elimination. Thus, ex
vivo experiments allow evaluating the level of C. burnetii infection at the placental level. Adapted from [42].



Pathogens 2021, 10, 627 5 of 12

Table 1. Placenta histology and C. burnetii infection.

Species Placenta Histology and Cellular infiltration Coxiella burnetii Presence in Placenta References

Human

Sy
m

pt
om

at
ic

w
om

an
Maternal part:

• Necrosis intermixed with disintegrating immune cells, neutrophils and plasma cells

Foetal part:

• Necrosis on villitis and perivillitis (nuclear debris)

• Placenta positive for C. burnetii

[36,45]

A
sy

m
pt

om
at

ic
w

om
an

Maternal part:

• No foci of necrosis or active inflammation

Foetal part:

• Fibrotic chorion villi, loss of capillaries, stromal karyorrhexis and haemorrhages

• Not reported

Goat

Maternal part:

• Necrosis (severe placentitis) with neutrophil infiltration (chorionic area)
• Ulcerated trophoblasts of the chorioallantoic membrane
• Infiltration of neutrophils, lymphocytes and occasionally of macrophages
• Allantochorion: necropsys and yellow/brownish exudate

Foetal part:

• Necrosis of the chorionic epithelium and placentitis
• Placenta vasculitis
• Ulceration of chorionic villi and suppurative inflammation
• Inflammation of the cotyledon
• Trophoblast layer with necropurulent inflammation and dystrophic calcification
• Inflammatory exudate of neutrophils, eosinophils, lymphocytes and macrophages

Maternal part:

• Trophoblasts positive for C. burnetii
• Extracellular presence of C. burnetii in necrotic areas
• Endometrium and stroma negatives for C. burnetii
Foetal part:

• Cotyledons positive for C. burnetii
• Increased number of trophoblasts in cotyledons
• Trophoblasts negative for C. burnetii

[5,22,46]



Pathogens 2021, 10, 627 6 of 12

Table 1. Cont.

Species Placenta Histology and Cellular infiltration Coxiella burnetii Presence in Placenta References

Cow

Maternal part:

• Infiltration of mononuclear cells in the stroma

Foetal part:

• Chorionic villi: necrosis and neutrophil exudation. Swollen trophoblasts

Entire placenta:

• Necrotic trophoblasts
• Stromal infiltration and oedema
• Necrotising placentitis
• Vasculitis and inflammation
• Infiltration of neutrophils, lymphocytes, macrophages and necrotic trophoblasts
• Cytoplasmic granules within swollen trophoblasts

• Cotyledonary trophoblasts [40,43,45,47]

Mouse

Maternal part:

• Diffuse necrosis
• Infiltration of neutrophils, monocytes and macrophages in the decidua basalis

Foetal part:

• Labyrinth: inflammatory lesions, necrosis and infiltration of neutrophils and macrophages
• Chorionic: single-cell necrosis

• Not reported [48]
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The anatomopathological examination of animal placentas reveals significant dam-
age to the tissue (Table 1). Inflammatory response and some injury as a consequence are
identified in C. burnetii-positive placenta from goats, ewes and cows [42,45,47]. Necro-
sis yellow/brownish exudates are found in C. burnetii-positive placentas from abortions
and non-abortive pregnancies [5]. Necrotic lesions are observed in chorioallantoic mem-
brane (cotyledonary and intercotyledonary), chorionic epithelium, chorionic villi, and
ulcerated chorioallantoic membrane. Leucocyte infiltration is also detected within inter-
placentomal areas, chorionic and allantoic blood vessel walls at the base of the villi, and
in allantochorionic stroma: leucocytes include neutrophils, lymphocytes, and occasional
macrophages [5,21,44,45,48].

In women infected with C. burnetii, two main histological profiles are observed. In
symptomatic pregnant women, the placental tissue shows necrosis, villitis, and periv-
illitis with abundant nuclear debris, necrosis intermixed with numerous disintegrating
immune cells, neutrophils, and plasma cells in the decidua [49]. In asymptomatic preg-
nant women, no foci of necrosis or active inflammation are found in the placenta, but the
placental tissue presents fibrotic chorion villi, loss of capillaries, stromal karyorrhexis and
haemorrhages [45].

5. Placental Cells and C. burnetii Infection
5.1. Trophoblasts

Although the placenta can clearly become infected by C. burnetii, it has yet to be deter-
mined which types of placental cells are affected by this obligate intracellular bacterium.
Based on histological studies, it clearly appears that trophoblasts, which represent the
majority of placental cells, are targeted by C. burnetii [5,41,45]. Bacteria are found in tro-
phoblasts from the cotyledonary region: the chorioallantoic membrane, intercotyledonary
region, chorionic stroma, and chorionic villi (Table 1). C. burnetii may be also detected
in trophoblasts at the base of the cotyledonary villi [5,41]. It has been suggested that tro-
phoblasts from the chorioallantoic membrane represent the first target of C. burnetii before
the bacteria spread to adjacent erythrophagocytic trophoblasts in the placentome [46].

To dissect the cellular and molecular mechanisms involved in the C. burnetii infection
of trophoblasts, trophoblastic cell lines may be used. It has been found that C. burnetii Nine
Mile 1 infects the villous trophoblast BeWo cell line and extra-villous trophoblast JEG-3 cell
line, but C. burnetii intensively replicates within BeWo cells and is unable to replicate within
JEG-3 cells. The mechanism that allows C. burnetii to replicate within BeWo cells has been
elucidated. Confocal microscopy reveals that the early presence of 27% bacteria in the lyso-
somal compartment increases to 80% at six days post-infection [50]. The intracellular life
cycle of C. burnetii Nine Mile 1 in BeWo cell line is based on replication in phagolysosomes.
This is distinct from monocyte-derived macrophages in which phagosome maturation
is impaired [51]. It may be related to bacterial traffic in non-microbicidal cells in which
C. burnetii was shown to reside in phagolysosomes or autophagolysosomes. The entry
pathways for C. burnetii in myeloid cells and trophoblasts may be distinct, leading to
distinct intracellular traffic [52].

The C. burnetii Nine Mile 1-infected BeWo cell line presents a specific transcriptomic
program as shown using a whole-genome microarray technique. Of 340 modulated genes,
82% of these modulated genes are up-regulated. The gene ontology (GO) investigation also
reveals that modulated genes are involved in apoptosis, cell motility, cell–cell signalling,
immune and inflammatory responses. In inflammatory GO terms, modulated genes are
organised around the interleukin (IL)-6 and IL-13 networks. Interestingly, genes involved
in the development of pregnancy, including early growth response protein-1 (EGR-1) and
N-Myc downstream regulated 1 (NDGR1) genes, are modulated following C. burnetii
infection [53].
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5.2. Immune Cells

A large amount of placental immune cells suggest that they play an important role in
maintaining human pregnancy through the regulation of the local inflammatory environ-
ment. The study of the functions of placental immune cells has been mostly investigated in
mice. However, murine placentas present important differences in terms of the structure,
composition, and function compared to those of humans [54,55], necessitating research
with isolated human placental cells. Our team and others have developed specific methods
to isolate innate immune cells, including macrophages, DCs, and mast cells using enzy-
matic digestion, density cushion centrifugation, and positive selection based on specific
antibodies [56–60].

5.2.1. Macrophages

Macrophages represent 20% of the total number of leucocytes found in placenta
tissue. During C. burnetii infection, macrophages infiltrate placentas of numerous species
as shown by immunohistochemistry method (Table 1). To investigate the role of placental
macrophages in C. burnetii infection, a specific isolation of these cells from healthy at
term placentas were realised [56] in order to evaluate their response against Nine Mile
bacteria [61]. C. burnetii Nine Mile 1 is able to infect placental macrophages in vitro
but that bacteria are progressively eliminated until nine days post-infection, as shown
by bacterial DNA copy detection and immunofluorescence. Interestingly, it has been
previously reported that the spontaneous in vitro fusion of placental macrophages results
in the formation of multinucleated giant cells (MGCs) and that placental pathologies such as
chorioamnionitis leads to an altered formation of MGCs [62]. When placental macrophages
from healthy placentas are infected in vitro by C. burnetii, their fusion ability is preserved.
Moreover, bacteria are present within MGCs [61]. The role of MGCs remains unclear even
in Mycobacterium tuberculosis infection, which is the most studied model of infection [63].

The key characteristics of macrophages is their plasticity related to their polarisation
into inflammatory and microbicidal (also known as M1) or immunoregulatory and non-
microbicidal macrophages (also known as M2) according to different microenvironmental
stimuli [64]. The proportion of M1/M2 placental macrophages changes during the three
trimesters of pregnancy, mainly to maintain a foetal–maternal tolerance [42]. An M1
profile is observed from pre-implantation early in the first trimester, encouraging an
environment favourable to the onset of pregnancy. During the second trimester, the M2
profile participates in maintaining a local foetal–maternal tolerance. In the last trimester of
pregnancy, the switch towards an M1 profile reflects the process of delivery [65]. Using
isolated placental macrophages from healthy at-term placenta, C. burnetii infection was
found to induce an M1 profile that is different from that induced by LPS, the canonical
agonist of M1 polarisation of macrophages, and bacterial elimination [61], while it was
previously reported that C. burnetii infection leads to an M2 profile in associated monocyte-
derived macrophages and persisting infections [66], suggesting a specific role of placental
macrophages in the immune defense against pathogens. This M1 profile may be involved in
obstetrical complications observed in pregnant women with Q fever, such as spontaneous
abortion [67,68] and spontaneous preterm labour [69].

Isolated placental macrophages from healthy at-term placentas spontaneously pro-
duce low levels [61] and secrete high amounts of interferon (IFN)-γ during C. burnetii
Nine Mile 1 infection, although the secretion of IFN-γ by macrophage populations is the
subject of significant debate [70]. This inflammatory cytokine is involved in the clearance
of intracellular pathogens and is implemented as treatment in response to infection by
intracellular pathogens. Interestingly, a significant correlation between in vitro IFN-γ pro-
duction by placental macrophages and C. burnetii elimination was reported, suggesting a
key anti-microbial function for IFN-γ [61].
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5.2.2. Dendritic Cells

DCs are essential sentinels for the host’s adaptive immune system to detect its envi-
ronment, especially during infections. At the foetal–maternal interface, uterine DCs play
a key role during pregnancy, but this population remains poorly investigated. Isolated
placental DCs from healthy at-term placentas do not respond to intracellular bacteria with
placental tropism, including C. burnetii Nine Mile 1 and Brucella abortus. Indeed, decidual
DCs stimulated in vitro by C. burnetii Nine Mile 1 remain silent in terms of activation
and maturation markers studied by flow cytometry (HLA-DR, CD80, CD83, and CD86).
Moreover, Shannon et al. reported that in contrast to virulent C. burnetii Nine Mile phase I,
the infection of monocytes-derived DCs with the avirulent strain led to a Toll-like receptor
4 independent maturation of infected cells [71]. The absence of maturation and activa-
tion markers is associated with the inability of decidual DCs to produce inflammatory
cytokines [72], suggesting that they play an immunoregulatory role favouring the foetal
graft but also C. burnetii pathogenicity.

5.2.3. Mast Cells

Mast cells are innate immune cells that serve as sentinels of innate immunity and a reg-
ulator of adaptive responses, but they are also involved in allergic reactions [73–75]. They
are located in various tissues and present both phenotypic and functional plasticities [76].
Placental mast cells from healthy at-term placentas are involved in the regulation of tissue
remodelling, angiogenesis, and immune response during infections [77]. Following in vitro
C. burnetii Nine Mile 1 simulation of placental mast cells, CD36 and Toll-like receptor 4,
which are involved in bacterial recognition, play a role in the formation of cytonemes,
extracellular actin filaments. The expression of antimicrobial peptides (cathelicidin and
neutrophil elastase) on cytonemes suggests that cytonemes play an important role in the
destruction of entrapped bacteria before their entry into host cells [78].

6. Conclusions

To date, the analytical approach of the response of each type of placental cells to C.
burnetii infection has contributed to a better understanding of the placental response to this
pathogen. However, this approach is insufficient to study the complexity, plasticity, and
specific properties of the placenta. A more integrated approach may consist in the study
of cell populations in infected human placenta by single cell sequencing [79], culture of
each placental cell type with supernatants of the other cell types, cell co-culture, or ex vivo
perfusion of the placenta and to study the modulation of C. burnetii infection. Combining
these approaches with the analysis of placentas from women infected with C. burnetii may
allow for a better understanding of both the normal functioning of placentas and their
dysfunctions observed during infections such as with C. burnetii.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization and writing original draft presentation S.M.Z. and S.M.
S.M.Z., S.M. and J.-L.M. revised and validated the last version of the paper. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: Sandra Madariaga Zarza was supported by the “Fondation Méditerranée Infection” doc-
toral fellowship. Soraya Mezouar was first supported by the “Fondation pour la Recherche Médicale”
postdoctoral fellowship (reference: SPF20151234951) and then by the “Fondation Méditerranée Infec-
tion”. This work was supported by the French Government under the “Investissements d’avenir”
(investments for the future) program managed by the “Agence Nationale de la Recherche” (reference:
10-IAHU-03).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: No new data were created or analyzed in this study. Data sharing is
not applicable to this article.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.



Pathogens 2021, 10, 627 10 of 12

References
1. Stein, A.; Lepidi, H.; Mege, J.L.; Marrie, T.J.; Raoult, D. Repeated Pregnancies in BALB/c Mice Infected with Coxiella Burnetii

Cause Disseminated Infection, Resulting in Stillbirth and Endocarditis. J. Infect. Dis. 2000, 181, 188–194. [CrossRef]
2. Eldin, C.; Mélenotte, C.; Mediannikov, O.; Ghigo, E.; Million, M.; Edouard, S.; Mege, J.-L.; Maurin, M.; Raoult, D. From Q Fever to

Coxiella Burnetii Infection: A Paradigm Change. Clin. Microbiol. Rev. 2017, 30, 115–190. [CrossRef]
3. Maurin, M.; Raoult, D. Q Fever. Clin. Microbiol. Rev. 1999, 12, 518–553.
4. Tissot-Dupont, H.; Vaillant, V.; Rey, S.; Raoult, D. Role of Sex, Age, Previous Valve Lesion, and Pregnancy in the Clinical

Expression and Outcome of Q Fever after a Large Outbreak. Clin. Infect. Dis. 2007, 44, 232–237. [CrossRef]
5. Roest, H.-J.; van Gelderen, B.; Dinkla, A.; Frangoulidis, D.; van Zijderveld, F.; Rebel, J.; van Keulen, L. Q Fever in Pregnant Goats:

Pathogenesis and Excretion of Coxiella Burnetii. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e48949. [CrossRef]
6. Kourtis, A.P.; Read, J.S.; Jamieson, D.J. Pregnancy and Infection. N. Engl. J. Med. 2014, 370, 2211–2218. [CrossRef]
7. Baud, D.; Peter, O.; Langel, C.; Regan, L.; Greub, G. Seroprevalence of Coxiella Burnetii and Brucella Abortus among Pregnant

Women. Clin. Microbiol. Infect. 2009, 15, 499–501. [CrossRef]
8. Sappenfield, E.; Jamieson, D.J.; Kourtis, A.P. Pregnancy and Susceptibility to Infectious Diseases. Infect. Dis. Obstet. Gynecol. 2013,

2013, 1–8. [CrossRef]
9. Syrucek, L.; Sobeslavsky, O.; Gutvirth, I. Isolation of Coxiella Burneti from Human Placentas. J. Hyg. Epidemiol. Microbiol. Immunol.

1958, 2, 29–35.
10. Melenotte, C.; Protopopescu, C.; Million, M.; Edouard, S.; Carrieri, M.P.; Eldin, C.; Angelakis, E.; Djossou, F.; Bardin, N.; Fournier,

P.-E.; et al. Clinical Features and Complications of Coxiella Burnetii Infections from the French National Reference Center for Q
Fever. JAMA Netw. Open 2018, 1, e181580. [CrossRef]

11. Ghaoui, H.; Bitam, I.; Ait-Oudhia, K.; Achour, N.; Saad-Djaballah, A.; Saadnia, F.Z.; Kedjour, S.; Fournier, P.-E. Coxiella Burnetii
Infection with Women’s Febrile Spontaneous Abortion Reported in Algiers. New Microbes New Infect. 2018, 26, 8–14. [CrossRef]

12. Raoult, D.; Fenollar, F.; Stein, A. Q Fever during Pregnancy: Diagnosis, Treatment, and Follow-Up. Arch. Intern. Med. 2002, 162,
701–704.

13. Ghanem-Zoubi, N.; Paul, M. Q Fever during Pregnancy: A Narrative Review. Clin. Microbiol. Infect. Off. Publ. Eur. Soc. Clin.
Microbiol. Infect. Dis. 2020, 26, 864–870. [CrossRef]

14. Boden, K.; Brueckmann, A.; Wagner-Wiening, C.; Hermann, B.; Henning, K.; Junghanss, T.; Seidel, T.; Baier, M.; Straube, E.;
Theegarten, D. Maternofetal Consequences of Coxiella Burnetii Infection in Pregnancy: A Case Series of Two Outbreaks. BMC
Infect. Dis. 2012, 12, 359. [CrossRef]

15. Stein, A.; Raoult, D. Q Fever during Pregnancy: A Public Health Problem in Southern France. Clin. Infect. Dis. Off. Publ. Infect.
Dis. Soc. Am. 1998, 27, 592–596. [CrossRef]

16. Nielsen, S.Y.; Mølbak, K.; Henriksen, T.B.; Krogfelt, K.A.; Larsen, C.S.; Villumsen, S. Adverse Pregnancy Outcomes and Coxiella
Burnetii Antibodies in Pregnant Women, Denmark. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2014, 20, 925–931. [CrossRef]

17. Alemneh, T.; Melaku, A. Q Fever (Coxiellosis) in Animals and Humans. Biology 2018, 5, 4.
18. Nielsen, S.Y.; Andersen, A.-M.N.; Mølbak, K.; Hjøllund, N.H.; Kantsø, B.; Krogfelt, K.A.; Henriksen, T.B. No Excess Risk of

Adverse Pregnancy Outcomes among Women with Serological Markers of Previous Infection with Coxiella Burnetii: Evidence
from the Danish National Birth Cohort. BMC Infect. Dis. 2013, 13, 87. [CrossRef]

19. Quijada, S.G.; Terán, B.M.; Murias, P.S.; Anitua, A.A.; Cermeño, J.L.B.; Frías, A.B. Q Fever and Spontaneous Abortion. Clin.
Microbiol. Infect. 2012, 18, 533–538. [CrossRef]

20. Arricau-Bouvery, N.; Souriau, A.; Bodier, C.; Dufour, P.; Rousset, E.; Rodolakis, A. Effect of Vaccination with Phase I and Phase II
Coxiella Burnetii Vaccines in Pregnant Goats. Vaccine 2005, 23, 4392–4402. [CrossRef]

21. Oporto, B.; Barandika, J.F.; Hurtado, A.; Aduriz, G.; Moreno, B.; Garcia-Perez, A.L. Incidence of Ovine Abortion by Coxiella
Burnetii in Northern Spain. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 2006, 1078, 498–501. [CrossRef]

22. Bouvery, N.A.; Souriau, A.; Lechopier, P.; Rodolakis, A. Experimental Coxiella Burnetii Infection in Pregnant Goats: Excretion
Routes. Vet. Res. 2003, 34, 423–433. [CrossRef]

23. Abinanti, F.R.; Lennette, E.H.; Winn, J.F.; Welsh, H.H. Q Fever Studies. XVIII. Presence of Coxiella Burnetii in the Birth Fluids of
Naturally Infected Sheep. Am. J. Hyg. 1953, 58, 385–388.

24. Rodolakis, A.; Berri, M.; Héchard, C.; Caudron, C.; Souriau, A.; Bodier, C.C.; Blanchard, B.; Camuset, P.; Devillechaise, P.; Natorp,
J.C.; et al. Comparison of Coxiella Burnetii Shedding in Milk of Dairy Bovine, Caprine, and Ovine Herds. J. Dairy Sci. 2007, 90,
5352–5360. [CrossRef]

25. Stein, A.; Louveau, C.; Lepidi, H.; Ricci, F.; Baylac, P.; Davoust, B.; Raoult, D. Q Fever Pneumonia: Virulence of Coxiella Burnetii
Pathovars in a Murine Model of Aerosol Infection. Infect. Immun. 2005, 73, 2469–2477. [CrossRef]

26. Public Health Weekly Reports for DECEMBER 30, 1938. Public Health Rep. Wash. DC 1896 1938, 53, 2259–2309.
27. Long, C.M.; Beare, P.A.; Cockrell, D.C.; Larson, C.L.; Heinzen, R.A. Comparative Virulence of Diverse Coxiella Burnetii Strains.

Virulence 2019, 10, 133–150. [CrossRef]
28. Glazunova, O.; Roux, V.; Freylikman, O.; Sekeyova, Z.; Fournous, G.; Tyczka, J.; Tokarevich, N.; Kovacava, E.; Marrie, T.J.; Raoult,

D. Coxiella Burnetii Genotyping. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2005, 11, 1211–1217. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1086/315166
http://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.00045-16
http://doi.org/10.1086/510389
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0048949
http://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra1213566
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-0691.2009.02779.x
http://doi.org/10.1155/2013/752852
http://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2018.1580
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nmni.2018.08.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmi.2019.10.024
http://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2334-12-359
http://doi.org/10.1086/514698
http://doi.org/10.3201/eid2006.130584
http://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2334-13-87
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-0691.2011.03562.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2005.04.010
http://doi.org/10.1196/annals.1374.095
http://doi.org/10.1051/vetres:2003017
http://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2006-815
http://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.73.4.2469-2477.2005
http://doi.org/10.1080/21505594.2019.1575715
http://doi.org/10.3201/eid1108.041354


Pathogens 2021, 10, 627 11 of 12

29. Russell-Lodrigue, K.E.; Andoh, M.; Poels, M.W.J.; Shive, H.R.; Weeks, B.R.; Zhang, G.Q.; Tersteeg, C.; Masegi, T.; Hotta, A.;
Yamaguchi, T.; et al. Coxiella Burnetii Isolates Cause Genogroup-Specific Virulence in Mouse and Guinea Pig Models of Acute Q
Fever. Infect. Immun. 2009, 77, 5640–5650. [CrossRef]

30. Abnave, P.; Muracciole, X.; Ghigo, E. Coxiella Burnetii Lipopolysaccharide: What Do We Know? Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2017, 18, 2509.
[CrossRef]

31. Honstettre, A.; Ghigo, E.; Moynault, A.; Capo, C.; Toman, R.; Akira, S.; Takeuchi, O.; Lepidi, H.; Raoult, D.; Mege, J.-L.
Lipopolysaccharide from Coxiella Burnetii Is Involved in Bacterial Phagocytosis, Filamentous Actin Reorganization, and
Inflammatory Responses through Toll-like Receptor 4. J. Immunol. Baltim. Md 1950 2004, 172, 3695–3703.

32. Hackstadt, T.; Peacock, M.G.; Hitchcock, P.J.; Cole, R.L. Lipopolysaccharide Variation in Coxiella Burnetti: Intrastrain Heterogene-
ity in Structure and Antigenicity. Infect. Immun. 1985, 48, 359–365. [CrossRef]

33. Hendrix, L.R.; Samuel, J.E.; Mallavia, L.P. Differentiation of Coxiella Burnetii Isolates by Analysis of Restriction-Endonuclease-
Digested DNA Separated by SDS-PAGE. J. Gen. Microbiol. 1991, 137, 269–276. [CrossRef]

34. Hackstadt, T. Antigenic Variation in the Phase I Lipopolysaccharide of Coxiella Burnetii Isolates. Infect. Immun. 1986, 52, 337–340.
[CrossRef]

35. Seshadri, R.; Paulsen, I.T.; Eisen, J.A.; Read, T.D.; Nelson, K.E.; Nelson, W.C.; Ward, N.L.; Tettelin, H.; Davidsen, T.M.; Beanan,
M.J.; et al. Complete Genome Sequence of the Q-Fever Pathogen Coxiella Burnetii. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2003, 100, 5455–5460.
[CrossRef]

36. Téllez, A.; Sanz Moreno, J.; Valkova, D.; Domingo, C.; Anda, P.; de Ory, F.; Albarrán, F.; Raoult, D. Q Fever in Pregnancy: Case
Report after a 2-Year Follow-Up. J. Infect. 1998, 37, 79–81. [CrossRef]

37. Angelakis, E.; Million, M.; D’Amato, F.; Rouli, L.; Richet, H.; Stein, A.; Rolain, J.-M.; Raoult, D. Q Fever and Pregnancy: Disease,
Prevention, and Strain Specificity. Eur. J. Clin. Microbiol. Infect. Dis. Off. Publ. Eur. Soc. Clin. Microbiol. 2013, 32, 361–368.
[CrossRef]

38. Pinhal-Enfield, G.; Leibovich, J.; Vas, N. The Role of Macrophages in the Placenta. In Embryology—Updates and Highlights on
Classic Topics; Violin Pereira, L., Ed.; InTech: London, UK, 2012; ISBN 978-953-51-0465-0.

39. Mezouar, S.; Mege, J.-L. Gene Expression Profiling of Placenta from Normal to Pathological Pregnancies. In Placenta; Ahmed,
R.G., Ed.; IntechOpen: London, UK, 2018; ISBN 978-1-78984-598-3.

40. Hansen, M.S.; Rodolakis, A.; Cochonneau, D.; Agger, J.F.; Christoffersen, A.-B.; Jensen, T.K.; Agerholm, J.S. Coxiella Burnetii
Associated Placental Lesions and Infection Level in Parturient Cows. Vet. J. Lond. Engl. 1997 2011, 190, e135–e139. [CrossRef]

41. Muskens, J.; Wouda, W.; von Bannisseht-Wijsmuller, T.; van Maanen, C. Prevalence of Coxiella Burnetii Infections in Aborted
Fetuses and Stillborn Calves. Vet. Rec. 2012, 170, 260. [CrossRef]

42. Mezouar, S.; Katsogiannou, M.; Ben Amara, A.; Bretelle, F.; Mege, J.-L. Placental Macrophages: Origin, Heterogeneity, Function
and Role in Pregnancy-Associated Infections. Placenta 2021, 103, 94–103. [CrossRef]

43. Bildfell, R.J.; Thomson, G.W.; Haines, D.M.; McEwen, B.J.; Smart, N. Coxiella Burnetii Infection Is Associated with Placentitis in
Cases of Bovine Abortion. J. Vet. Diagn. Investig. Off. Publ. Am. Assoc. Vet. Lab. Diagn. Inc 2000, 12, 419–425. [CrossRef]

44. van Moll, P.; Baumgärtner, W.; Eskens, U.; Hänichen, T. Immunocytochemical Demonstration of Coxiella Burnetii Antigen in the
Fetal Placenta of Naturally Infected Sheep and Cattle. J. Comp. Pathol. 1993, 109, 295–301. [CrossRef]

45. Munster, J.M.; Leenders, A.C.A.P.; Hamilton, C.J.C.M.; Hak, E.; Aarnoudse, J.G.; Timmer, A. Placental Histopathology after
Coxiella Burnetii Infection during Pregnancy. Placenta 2012, 33, 128–131. [CrossRef]

46. Sánchez, J.; Souriau, A.; Buendía, A.J.; Arricau-Bouvery, N.; Martínez, C.M.; Salinas, J.; Rodolakis, A.; Navarro, J.A. Experimental
Coxiella Burnetii Infection in Pregnant Goats: A Histopathological and Immunohistochemical Study. J. Comp. Pathol. 2006, 135,
108–115. [CrossRef]

47. Sobotta, K.; Bonkowski, K.; Liebler-Tenorio, E.; Germon, P.; Rainard, P.; Hambruch, N.; Pfarrer, C.; Jacobsen, I.D.; Menge, C.
Permissiveness of Bovine Epithelial Cells from Lung, Intestine, Placenta and Udder for Infection with Coxiella Burnetii. Vet. Res.
2017, 48, 23. [CrossRef]

48. Baumgärtner, W.; Bachmann, S. Histological and Immunocytochemical Characterization of Coxiella Burnetii-Associated Lesions
in the Murine Uterus and Placenta. Infect. Immun. 1992, 60, 5232–5241. [CrossRef]

49. Eitan, K.; Howard, A.; Danny, A. Q Fever in Pregnancy—Case Presentation and Literature Review. Int. J. Clin. Med. 2013, 04,
364–368. [CrossRef]

50. Ghigo, E.; Capo, C.; Tung, C.-H.; Raoult, D.; Gorvel, J.-P.; Mege, J.-L. Coxiella Burnetii Survival in THP-1 Monocytes Involves the
Impairment of Phagosome Maturation: IFN-Gamma Mediates Its Restoration and Bacterial Killing. J. Immunol. Baltim. Md 1950
2002, 169, 4488–4495. [CrossRef]

51. Ghigo, E.; Pretat, L.; Desnues, B.; Capo, C.; Raoult, D.; Mege, J.-L. Intracellular Life of Coxiella Burnetii in Macrophages. Ann. N.
Y. Acad. Sci. 2009, 1166, 55–66. [CrossRef]

52. Barry, A.O.; Mege, J.-L.; Ghigo, E. Hijacked Phagosomes and Leukocyte Activation: An Intimate Relationship. J. Leukoc. Biol.
2011, 89, 373–382. [CrossRef]

53. Ben Amara, A.; Ghigo, E.; Le Priol, Y.; Lépolard, C.; Salcedo, S.P.; Lemichez, E.; Bretelle, F.; Capo, C.; Mege, J.-L. Coxiella
Burnetii, the Agent of Q Fever, Replicates within Trophoblasts and Induces a Unique Transcriptional Response. PLoS ONE 2010,
5. [CrossRef]

54. Dilworth, M.R.; Sibley, C.P. Review: Transport across the Placenta of Mice and Women. Placenta 2013, 34, S34–S39. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00851-09
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18122509
http://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.48.2.359-365.1985
http://doi.org/10.1099/00221287-137-2-269
http://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.52.1.337-340.1986
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0931379100
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0163-4453(98)91034-9
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10096-012-1750-3
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tvjl.2010.12.021
http://doi.org/10.1136/vr.100378
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.placenta.2020.10.017
http://doi.org/10.1177/104063870001200505
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9975(08)80254-X
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.placenta.2011.11.012
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcpa.2006.06.003
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13567-017-0430-9
http://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.60.12.5232-5241.1992
http://doi.org/10.4236/ijcm.2013.48065
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.169.8.4488
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.2009.04515.x
http://doi.org/10.1189/jlb.0510270
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0015315
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.placenta.2012.10.011


Pathogens 2021, 10, 627 12 of 12

55. Schmidt, A.; Morales-Prieto, D.M.; Pastuschek, J.; Fröhlich, K.; Markert, U.R. Only Humans Have Human Placentas: Molecular
Differences between Mice and Humans. J. Reprod. Immunol. 2015, 108, 65–71. [CrossRef]

56. Mezouar, S.; Ben Amara, A.; Chartier, C.; Gorvel, L.; Mege, J.-L. A Fast and Reliable Method to Isolate Human Placental
Macrophages. Curr. Protoc. Immunol. 2019, 125, e77. [CrossRef]

57. Mezouar, S.; Ben Amara, A.; Vitte, J.; Mege, J.-L. Isolation of Human Placental Mast Cells. Curr. Protoc. Cell Biol. 2018, 80, e52.
[CrossRef]

58. Uren, S.; Boyle, W. Isolation of Macrophages from Human Placenta. J. Immunol. Methods 1985, 78, 25–34. [CrossRef]
59. Wetzka, B.; Clark, D.E.; Charnock-Jones, D.S.; Zahradnik, H.P.; Smith, S.K. Isolation of Macrophages (Hofbauer Cells) from

Human Term Placenta and Their Prostaglandin E2 and Thromboxane Production. Hum. Reprod. 1997, 12, 847–852. [CrossRef]
60. Tang, Z.; Tadesse, S.; Norwitz, E.; Mor, G.; Abrahams, V.M.; Guller, S. Isolation of Hofbauer Cells from Human Term Placentas

with High Yield and Purity. Am. J. Reprod. Immunol. N. Y. N 1989 2011, 66, 336–348. [CrossRef]
61. Mezouar, S.; Benammar, I.; Boumaza, A.; Diallo, A.B.; Chartier, C.; Buffat, C.; Boudjarane, J.; Halfon, P.; Katsogiannou, M.; Mege,

J.-L. Full-Term Human Placental Macrophages Eliminate Coxiella Burnetii through an IFN-γ Autocrine Loop. Front. Microbiol.
2019, 10, 2434. [CrossRef]

62. Ben Amara, A.; Gorvel, L.; Baulan, K.; Derain-Court, J.; Buffat, C.; Vérollet, C.; Textoris, J.; Ghigo, E.; Bretelle, F.; Maridonneau-
Parini, I.; et al. Placental Macrophages Are Impaired in Chorioamnionitis, an Infectious Pathology of the Placenta. J. Immunol.
Baltim. Md 1950 2013, 191, 5501–5514. [CrossRef]

63. Lay, G.; Poquet, Y.; Salek-Peyron, P.; Puissegur, M.-P.; Botanch, C.; Bon, H.; Levillain, F.; Duteyrat, J.-L.; Emile, J.-F.; Altare, F.
Langhans Giant Cells from M. Tuberculosis-Induced Human Granulomas Cannot Mediate Mycobacterial Uptake. J. Pathol. 2007,
211, 76–85. [CrossRef]

64. Benoit, M.; Desnues, B.; Mege, J.-L. Macrophage Polarization in Bacterial Infections. J. Immunol. 2008, 181, 3733–3739. [CrossRef]
65. Zhang, Y.-H.; He, M.; Wang, Y.; Liao, A.-H. Modulators of the Balance between M1 and M2 Macrophages during Pregnancy.

Front. Immunol. 2017, 8. [CrossRef]
66. Benoit, M.; Barbarat, B.; Bernard, A.; Olive, D.; Mege, J.-L. Coxiella Burnetii, the Agent of Q Fever, Stimulates an Atypical M2

Activation Program in Human Macrophages. Eur. J. Immunol. 2008, 38, 1065–1070. [CrossRef]
67. Tsao, F.-Y.; Wu, M.-Y.; Chang, Y.-L.; Wu, C.-T.; Ho, H.-N. M1 Macrophages Decrease in the Deciduae from Normal Pregnancies

but Not from Spontaneous Abortions or Unexplained Recurrent Spontaneous Abortions. J. Formos. Med. Assoc. 2018, 117, 204–211.
[CrossRef]

68. Yao, Y.; Xu, X.-H.; Jin, L. Macrophage Polarization in Physiological and Pathological Pregnancy. Front. Immunol. 2019, 10.
[CrossRef]

69. Xu, Y.; Romero, R.; Miller, D.; Kadam, L.; Mial, T.N.; Plazyo, O.; Garcia-Flores, V.; Hassan, S.S.; Xu, Z.; Tarca, A.L.; et al. An
M1-like Macrophage Polarization in Decidual Tissue during Spontaneous Preterm Labor That Is Attenuated by Rosiglitazone
Treatment. J. Immunol. Baltim. Md 1950 2016, 196, 2476–2491. [CrossRef]

70. Mezouar, S.; Mege, J. Changing the Paradigm of IFN-γ at the Interface between Innate and Adaptive Immunity: Macrophage-
derived IFN-γ. J. Leukoc. Biol. 2020, 108, 419–426. [CrossRef]

71. Shannon, J.G.; Howe, D.; Heinzen, R.A. Virulent Coxiella Burnetii Does Not Activate Human Dendritic Cells: Role of Lipopolysac-
charide as a Shielding Molecule. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2005, 102, 8722–8727. [CrossRef]

72. Gorvel, L.; Ben Amara, A.; Ka, M.B.; Textoris, J.; Gorvel, J.-P.; Mege, J.-L. Myeloid Decidual Dendritic Cells and Immunoregulation
of Pregnancy: Defective Responsiveness to Coxiella Burnetii and Brucella Abortus. Front. Cell. Infect. Microbiol. 2014, 4, 179.
[CrossRef]

73. Krystel-Whittemore, M.; Dileepan, K.N.; Wood, J.G. Mast Cell: A Multi-Functional Master Cell. Front. Immunol. 2015, 6, 620.
[CrossRef]

74. Varricchi, G.; Rossi, F.W.; Galdiero, M.R.; Granata, F.; Criscuolo, G.; Spadaro, G.; de Paulis, A.; Marone, G. Physiological Roles of
Mast Cells: Collegium Internationale Allergologicum Update 2019. Int. Arch. Allergy Immunol. 2019, 1–15. [CrossRef]

75. Abraham, S.N.; St John, A.L. Mast Cell-Orchestrated Immunity to Pathogens. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 2010, 10, 440–452. [CrossRef]
76. Galli, S.J.; Nakae, S.; Tsai, M. Mast Cells in the Development of Adaptive Immune Responses. Nat. Immunol. 2005, 6, 135–142.

[CrossRef]
77. Woidacki, K.; Popovic, M.; Metz, M.; Schumacher, A.; Linzke, N.; Teles, A.; Poirier, F.; Fest, S.; Jensen, F.; Rabinovich, G.A.; et al.

Mast Cells Rescue Implantation Defects Caused by C-Kit Deficiency. Cell Death Dis. 2013, 4, e462. [CrossRef]
78. Mezouar, S.; Vitte, J.; Gorvel, L.; Ben Amara, A.; Desnues, B.; Mege, J.-L. Mast Cell Cytonemes as a Defense Mechanism against

Coxiella Burnetii. mBio 2019, 10. [CrossRef]
79. Suryawanshi, H.; Morozov, P.; Straus, A.; Sahasrabudhe, N.; Max, K.E.A.; Garzia, A.; Kustagi, M.; Tuschl, T.; Williams, Z. A

Single-Cell Survey of the Human First-Trimester Placenta and Decidua. Sci. Adv. 2018, 4, eaau4788. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jri.2015.03.001
http://doi.org/10.1002/cpim.77
http://doi.org/10.1002/cpcb.52
http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-1759(85)90326-6
http://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/12.4.847
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0897.2011.01006.x
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.02434
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1300988
http://doi.org/10.1002/path.2092
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.181.6.3733
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.00120
http://doi.org/10.1002/eji.200738067
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfma.2017.03.011
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.00792
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1502055
http://doi.org/10.1002/JLB.4MIR0420-619RR
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0501863102
http://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2014.00179
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2015.00620
http://doi.org/10.1159/000500088
http://doi.org/10.1038/nri2782
http://doi.org/10.1038/ni1158
http://doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2012.214
http://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.02669-18
http://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau4788

	Introduction 
	Natural History of C. burnetii Infection in Pregnancy 
	Coxiella burnetii 
	The Placenta, a Target Tissue for C. burnetii 
	Placental Cells and C. burnetii Infection 
	Trophoblasts 
	Immune Cells 
	Macrophages 
	Dendritic Cells 
	Mast Cells 


	Conclusions 
	References

