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Abstract: Symbiotic microorganisms,such as bacteria, fungi, viruses, and some small protists, are wide-
ly distributed in insects. They can provide nutritions by synthesizing small molecules (e.g. amino acids
and vitamins), decompose cellulose, and degrade pesticides and phytotoxins. Furthermore, symbiotic
microorganisms can also indirectly regulate the host immune reaction to block the pathogens replication
and proliferation. Thus, symbiotic microorganisms have potential power for the pest control. This re-
view advances in the biological function and functional mechanisms of insect symbiotic microorgan-
isms. We discuss the interactions between insect vectors and symbiotic microorganisms and the poten-
tial application in pest control.
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IR RERSC B AL MR T LRSI RIE ST
Ji& , DR A G AR R Bl 5 SR A S 52 21 1 Lk
TARE M) 2R . AR T R R R A
Yy URe 5 1E AVERIBL | B HOH R A ) (0 1
HLA AR AR B iG P AT, O 2R T A=)
B 36 35 HL A AR R A SRR A A KB TR

1 EREAEMEMHENFINRE

L1 REEFRMKR

B A e YA B 2 TR K I U Rk
FEHIE R T A EARAA AR G R . RO AE R
PP bR AR AE A, Rz A A o R g
Pt — S IR T A0 AR TR AR S L1 3K T Rhodo-
coccus rhodnii 15 £35S ¥ Rhodnius prolixus 3
#4471 & B(Eichler & Schaub,2002) . #f Hi{k L
P A B AR 4N EQ TR Buchnera RENE ST A N Se &
IR, A A K R B IR BEE TR, DLk R
HIREZ (XSS, 2013)
1.2 MRS

FEH AR A B A e eT 5 B AR
S FR, R BRI R R SOR A s LA, i fig
% 53 AT I A A, B e g E XA SRR B A
DRI AZ 77 W12 A% Sirex cyaneus T LA HH:
PR Py A BB A b ox-2T 4k 221 FILA SRB | (5
3% Amylostereum chailletii 220N W £F 4 &, e i H
TEIFSEAB MR [ 1% 5H (Kukor & Martin, 1983), Be-
rasategui et al. (2017) 38 i FL KR AR K2 52 H Hy-
lobius abietis E-1)- 5 X AN S AL, FE(E 1
TSR TR 80% , F= BRI FAR K 52 B BB RS I
fEBESEYI ) . Boone et al.(2013) F1 FH i AE M1 iH R+
ARAGESE T BRI e G RN LA e 2 5 =
AR HeAh, KA B2 52 AR N 6 B v o IR
W Serratia marcescens 1 RENE A FLm I , 1B S %
BA NI B Brevundimonas vesicularis 1] VL F& it —BE#
T
1.3 AT AR

L R P e A B RE A PR 15 1 T B4 T N RN,
PEE LIRS WV R o AN, B el IR A A
BRAT R o WF B U B AR T Regiella insecticola VI LA
R 551 S8 Acyrthosiphon pisum TEEF 58 5. A9 F=o0
i, AR BT S AR R = R 3 A
% (Tsuchida et al.,2011) . M3 & 5% Megacopta
punctatissima TESFHEY) & RAF, Ml #E U o

% Megacopta cribraria FEAEY) L 19 BRI AL RARAIK
(Hosokawa et al.,2007) . 4[5 5@ 8% (1) 18 L1
A T 5 0 5 f i A AT G ARME ) R
IRENARSR AR S, B3 R Rh i BRI AL R 52 1 8 5
KRB R, PR, B A T Re g i 1 IMIBE
AR TR AR AT AR A aE e DR B A 4 = B
FIREAL . BEAh, A Wt v R E R AT
Fo FEE MR BE AR /N A ik Phyllonorycter blan-
cardella W5 AR P& A A AR (e A7 ] BB IR R EL 7 [
), R K S AR o LR AE P I A 8L R
PRONEF A 0 A BEHLEE , AT P A R i " A
A F B U BT T (Kaiser et al.,2010) . E2HUA
A T AT ER AR P 0 B AR R e, B e R AR AR
s R R AT . FORAR B i Di-
abrotica virgifera P 3EA TR (R AT BEJ& IR /K B2 3 [
)it B A5 T EREZAPE RSN e
JIf TV (Barr et al.,2010) . Hh48 228 fi K&\ Bac-
tericera cockerelli #1575 B (FHHE 85 g 9% 7 Liberib-
acter psyllaurous % & ) 55 15 & W4 5 HURN AR HL (A
T B R B 1 2% B ) M L, BBAS Wl 2505 S B (A R A
f2 (jasmonic acid, JA) Fll/K#% R (salicylic acid, SA)
JLH 35 (Casteel et al.,2012) . S B B4 WAt
17 R T R B ) 1 15 5 7 S RN B A8 S
DIk R 7 AF A E R .
14 REFRE

ER R SEURE EAE D, AWl L
VEFT o 3tz im0 sk 2 1) A2 o, il siss L0
P, Bl C 9% B (Drosophila C virus, DCV ) J& 2
W Drosophila melanogaster Y R 5 , B HIEA
R SR g A IR S 8 R TR 4~6 d N S EUR IR
BT SR, AnSR Y DCV (R YL B YL IR /R B v FR AR A
FRJE S, AT AEIR Y A B I, HEITR R L 5 IG
PR 55 5098 FEHLHI A 5 (Osborne et al., 2009) ., Cara-
gata et al.(2013) Joiik TR UL, 38 1 7E IR B 1G9 A
FRES AN [R] 750) 2 A [ s B, L [T B S5 0K 7R B e [
S 5HUREILEIA C . RERERE SRR /R [ 5
IR XS i AP AL, i 4 = 7 DCV B0 TE -
WAl IIESE IR /K B g [R5 DCV 54 SR i 186 N
(4 1R 5, AT RELIST DCV YA il e A S A AR
PYEFHRERS A1 32 B BRI SE P I0 3, DA 4+
HILA R,

2 EHAERGHAEWRIR B
R 22 e L i B 1 FUA R A
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PRLH R P T o 5 e A Rl (R 1) . g ib iR
FCER HR-3 BRIk AT 7000 — b 42 Ja 25 11 il Pr596, X it
HOEA R B (Tao et al., 2007) . BEE BT
FOR K , Z2 R St A= 9 73 W 0 25 3R 90 B A
Y R IR RE R O TN A, e angn
4 MUFT I Bacillus thuringiensis (Bt) X —A4- ¥ %

HFPJUA R —H TR 3 R, BT
FHHPFIG SN W50 I DR W EE R 0 R 5
FIAE ) R 2H HPE BT 26k 2% U A BE PR
T, T i i B AR 3 R A4S 48 B Helicoverpa
armigera, PG, FI A YK BT G % duds 5o 5t
BRI Z —.

R1 BEDHRBRGIR BEEG]

Table 1 Specific example of microbial against diseases and insects

A TR Name 1 = Host 953 JFL I Pathogen IJJHE Function 227 ik Reference
FPDTEIEEKHR-3 SR / Sr U I Prs96 , B Tao et al., 2007
Serratia marcescens Myrmeleotettix palpalis &G
strain HR-3 Secrete protease Pr596, with

insecticidal activity
BUP TR EARDb10  SRIE S / s IMD {5538 Nehme et al., 2007
Serratia marcescens Drosophila melanogaster Activate IMD pathway
strain Db10
RV BRT A B JiAi8 NALAE ARG AR JpfR B Cheng et al., 2017

Serratia marcescens

RinFri

Escherichia coli

WL O AT IR
Xenorhabdus
nematophilus
LRMEAT A
Pseudomonas
aeruginosa

LR AT R
Pseudomonas
aeruginosa

ST R BRI Bk CHA

Pseudomonas aeruginosa

strain CHA
A RN TR

Buchnera

RIR L FE A
Wolbachia

B T AR T
Manduca sexta,

Helicoverpa zea
TR

Spodoptera exigua

TR SR b

D. melanogaster

P
Drosophila sp.

EaL
Drosophila w1118

A5 L

Bemisia tabaci

FEYH 5T 85K

Spodoptera exempta

BRI
Culex quinquefasciatus
SEEENS

Aedes albopictus

B KA
Aedes aegypti

Beauveria bassiana  Intestinal symbionts

transform into pathogens

T BT H5E Cry R IAMEYE Chen et al., 2007
Bacillus thuringiensis Enhance the insecticidal
activity of Cry toxin
/ m ?ﬁﬂ?@%ﬂé% A27E M Park & Kim,2003
Inhibit phospholipase A2
activity
/ SRR AR R Y 23k Apidianakis et al.,
Inhibit the expression of 2005
antimicrobial peptide gene
/ SYIEER ExoS, s st Avet-Rochex et al.,
Secretes ExoS, affect the 2005
differentiation of blood cells
/ 7 pead v AR A Fauvarque et al., 2002
Inducing the death of
phagocytes
Fae Ll EE 20 GroEL [RlJRAR 1, Morin et al., 1999
Tomato yellow leaf 4 F| TREEALHE

curl virus Secretion of GroEL homolo-

gous protein is beneficial to
virus Htgapsmission
P e X RE A SR

B TR 7% e A 754 Graham et al., 2012

ES LN TS Increase the host’s

Spodoptera exempta  susceptibility to the virus

nucleopolyhedrovirus

VYR T IR A Glaser & Meola, 2010

West Nile virus, WNV Inhibit virus replication

RPN PR, R 5] R Blagrove et al.,2012
Dengue fever virus, — 4HAEFAIEES
DFV Inhibits viral replication and

causes cytoplasmic incompati-

bility
TR | 0 7 A Moreira et al., 2009
FFLE W 7 Inhibit virus replication

Dengue fever virus,
Chikungunya virus
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473K 1 Continued

A P Name 15 3 Host J7 I Pathogen I Function S Wik Reference

ROREL SR bR BT SR MG, ey Schultzetal 2017
wAIbB ., wStri Mosquito Zika virus JAER ] st
Wolbachia strains Inhibits viral replication
wAIbB, wStri and competes with viruses

for cholesterol
A PR 2RI R i1, A T B Y U Belliure et al., 2008
Tomato spotted wilt virus Thrips Be beneficial to the feeding

of predatory mites

— S [ AR A LA R R AT AR S
MR R, D EE Rk R RIS , 48 R AR P 2R
KL RIE R R, 2 e SR RPN ZEEA

PG PR RAK, A SR b s 4
JEE B AR, S BOT I A K R s EF
AT TR 53 WA Y Cry 25 & —JEFE AL I U 53 1A 1)
WEER B, 2R R AT AE 5, FEm 7
B D, W 1 N 2 I 1 RN 2 R e 3L AR 1 R A
KA E ARSI BE R, 25 51 18 ) 240 A
FRE ZARRE LS A IR BIE LI sl 2 fL, E I
A% HLfE F (Chen et al.,2007) . Chen et al.(2007) #l]
R 145 Gl A 0, MR B Kk Manduca sexta Wi
Rz 4N A5 %R 1 Btrl J2 Cryl A # R 45 A2
E A, 40 59 Bt-R1 X 38 (CR12-MPED) 42 Cry
B 28 1Y BELE 5 DX 1 — 20 43 W L0 SR o 52
R A P9, &K FF @ K EA CR12-MPED
ZEREL, RS Cry RE R4S G TR R Bl iy, a] 3R
Bt X} 5 4l g A dUE . BRI, $R Az R
A, SR TE £ S REER GG T, AT A R R
Jir B BT

o B TR AR HHLI 2R 2 (B 1) 0 — 2895 i
DA IE 2o RO A SRR, IR B R k. L
A S R A Py 2 e 1E R A K, 3
THALE SR ;A Lo IR R AR i AR b, S8k
I R A4 A PSS T 200 ST N AR R IR RE S | W
/AT 25 045 (Nehme et al., 2007) 5 A L8505 Ji7 78 HL
LW 3 b R A M Y B 2544 (Bravo et al., 2007) o
T S Ji TR 1 e o O B U T A R RRE 1
B AE FACZE AL, g 1 AR R B KF.
BRbZ Ah A P vl B AL R e i AR B
g 28 1 BUWR AT 5 Xenorhabdus nematophilus 30 1)
it 32 % K Spodoptera exigua B Wi NG B A2 UF 1k
(Park & Kim,2003) . {49yl #e 5l fa) 4% 7
A FAE RN, S R A A K R F K
o A, UAE YRR TS AR N . AprA &

Vg Wi I PR B8 Pseudomonas entomophila 43 W W) B
FIHF, A IR S 5, AprA 5878 (K BE WS 1E G i ik
B o SR i rh A SR AE AL 45 R — 3 (Liehl et
al.,2006) . X WINE B I ER 3 A5 1 TR 1
fi A R 95 27 1) R A B A A DX, A, 30 B 20 i
PRIPE AT ] SRR e 52 el 8 v R4 T EEEAE A

S B AR WD E i AR AR T A 2 5 g ki
TSI e S TR O M 4 e LB R . R R
B A W S I, A P B (immune deficiency,
IMD) {5538 P& 9 RE S R 0 o A% 5% S R F Relish
Wi J YA TR AR R P 2 S, AR DR TR AR A o
{FLJ95 L TRT REAE 1 32 A PN et e 8 B I, AT 48 5
ok, B, DR e A LA SR P
aeruginosa W] % iR $T B AK (antimicrobial peptide,
AMP) FE [ &35, B4 5% 5 32 0T 500 04 B0k
(Apidianakis et al.,2005) . M ZHMI M HF
LRIHAT I P bR CHA BB = A W i ny 3T fe M B
HUAR PO R B9 AP AR (Fauvarque et al., 2002) .
AN, SRIAT Bt T R 35 22 ExoS 7RI 20 AL 1 531k
R EAE L, 52 0 A WEAE A (Avet-Rochex et al.,
2005) .

B, B HUAR Py s o3 e A TR T3 a5 A
AW B EATE DT B v A ) i B P (3R
D)o $5r#r, i 2ot A T 50 I G2 A AL )
FEA 3 (1) AT W AR, PR Be 5
FEAE EARPNAERE . WK Bl Bemisia tabaci {4 N 3L
A B A RN EC 23 GroEL [RIVREE (1, A A T & i
T - XA 5 5 (tomato yellow leaf curl virus, TYL-
CV ) WMEHE . W0 A AE FR A3 35 07— 117 1) PR A7 6
WG TE I , 7T TYLCV 75 & Mk S bk b a9 1%
L 80% (Morin et al., 1999) . [Al i, th44 B4
I35 7% (potato leaf roll virus, PLRV ) 54 i Py H A4
WM EHAEAREMT) . YRS, ik
&N % 0 2D T 70% (van Den Heuvel et al.,
1994) o () TERFE S5 F T, HeAE TR AT % AL R B0 AT,



224 i/ AN S 494

AT 3 539 i BT Y B0 P o 4 ER A B B Beauve-
ria bassiana FEAEWT , BTV By TR HEA LI [0 2140
DA, DI T A A3 A Sy i 9 B 4D T, 394 it
FLH A EORPE (Cheng et al., 2017) o T 7E JC T
RN, BRAE B R R IR BURROR . #—2
T &I, KA AR RS AT T 78 e ik
FUBUEAAL R Y 2R35 , B2 1 EXT RGBT vb o IR 1) 28
5, WITTHIESE T 8o B a5 A4 WAH AR, 25

HAE FICF AT (3) A TR S g F00 e B Ak
YR BURE . IR FEAR AN 1F Spiroplasma poulsonii
P T R SR X s 22 [ B 28 B ) 0B (Her-
ren & Lemaitre,2011) . IK/R B FR AR A TR
TR IFAZ T Z 1 /A5 7 (Spodoptera exempta nucleo-
polyhedrovirus, SpexNPV ) 7£ {E P 5T 7% ik Spodoptera
exempta Vi PN 52 1), DA T $2 e ST 27 14 B50R%
(Graham et al.,2012) .

Secrete toxin, prevent virus

infection

RHFRA, MHREE ]
Competes for nutrients,
inhibits viral replication

ZRH, KTFREELHE

Spread horizontally or

R Vi
f:lmsb NEBTB
B Invasion
N
5 BRI B
i-% t> Infection
BoNILAEMEY
Insect symbiotic
microorganism TR B |

NN

Transmission

vertically by insects m ﬁ

- - E H Insects )
L AWER. & : WI\JLF
Secrete toxins and proteases B Bt A LA T 11 % UL A "
2. B 50k R The insecticidal S
Participate in immune escape meghanis'm.of' symbiotic ’ 8%
reactions acteria in insects
4 L::} CER

3. SREBE BTN $ . R i e

: : - Insect synjbiotic
Actively interacts with pathogens /mism
4 B3 R R
Attract natural predators E W Insects

B 1 RS mALE

Fig. 1 Mechanisms of microbial against diseases and insects

MRS BF  WUEE Y RE M R R R &
X ERECEAT (R D)o 5 T, b 3200
FH 2 R A2 e 4 R SR B BT R, W | R
B AR B KR R BeE M than, 7RI g i
BE 15 25 45 9% £ (tomato spotted wilt virus, TSWV) f4
T b A ] S AR AR YA ) b A A A gl T
K oh 57 B NEE 26 Neoseiulus cucumeris T2
Iphiseius degenerans i £ (Belliure et al.,2008) , >
T CCTA AT X 9 L A BB R E ™ A B TS
AT TN T WA i KB — AL B Adalia bipuncta-
ta I 5 W) 1] GE P (Polin et al., 2014; Skaljac et al.,
2018) . I EA R EYE TS YL RO S e
PRSI, AT S AU Y R R RS M
FHRPHARCR .

g LRk, e T LG T4 1E 32 A B

JO7 AR5 S 7 i e LT M A il B e A R K
FRTREE TR, 2R M R M R

3 ERILAREYMRIFTURYLE

& AN 3 B Ay I e s R S ™ i s e A
Wy o RN T LA S — S A e B ) FE A
FEEAAR , BROS (L RE Z P 3 , TR A A 1 B
(45 o DRI RELRT S SR A s B Al 2 5 2E
YIBG W LA RN ES . B s, B A A 1
) de e R S A, —E R R e R R
T4 o QIR IR T e [ SR B4 2 B Culex quin-
quefasciatus . [18UF L Aedes albopictus F1 S AL
A. aegypti, BEWE 1 ¥4 J& & J% 7 (West Nile virus,
WNV) 2l & # H05% 2 (dengue fever virus, DFV)7E 2
R P ) & 4 AN 4% 3% (Glaser & Meola, 2010 ; Bla-
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grove et al.,2012) . Schultz et al. (2017) i} 5% & #K,
TR IR U o AR 3 5 4 240 P L T st o) 2 - 2
(zika virus, ZIKV) f 5 il o ZE Db s fin JIH [ -

B AR , ] LIRSS ZIKV B IE 5 G 7  (H 2
AR AZ ZFh 2R 520, L AnIR ZR B v LA 1Y)
AR (Frentiu et al.,2010) &Y (Chrostek et al.,
2014) LA K5 | 2 1 32 09 40 M AS A 25 (Blagrove et al.,
2012) , P\ gsk A B AR A SR B0 7 A 2R . I
I, 7 v B PR B IR R B v ERAAR IR N 25555 B 22
RIZ . Ak, IRR B 5 FOAR L BRI RS feie ) N, 1
FERPUA ML, L4 99 55 AL #E (Moreira et al.
2009) .,

B A G AT DU O B A I R T A
WE D) fan, BgRvb R R Serratia ureilytica Hkk
Su_YNI1 F1 5 % B v I 9% B Wickerhamomyces
anomalus BE53- WM , FXHE J5 dL HAT SOt E 1k
(Y155 ,2022) . TARYIESZ W Euops chinensis
RENG KRR T M 4L IR 5 4 Penicillium herquei 73 W5 1)
PrA: R WAL N TR TR AP A2 Sk A Y Y =
Y& (Wang et al.,2015) . IWEE Sk YR Philanthus tri-
angulum VK N BE 55 1 Streptomy #E A B4 J5 , L EENE
SrPtAE R MR LE PR 9y, 45 1 4 i fEis
K (Kaltenpoth et al., 2005) . 5 4b , Kroiss et al.
(2010) F1 Kaltenpoth et al.(2014 ) 7E X K Sk Je 14 & Fil
AR V%R 21> B B 5% v A5 B B E , 558
Streptomyces spp. N] U471 B 4% P 1) 4y HL 4 57 ELTA
Ry, eAh, AR Pt R g iE o e 300 A
PE RGN FIR ARG . I, IR AZ IR
Hu A Ay A T B S s A ) B VR TR AL, X
TR YR B 1 s B E 0

bRk, AL R R R iR, S AR
PR, A 5 H 5 A 2 B R AR R A i 22 sl 3 )
SRR, B R A DRI, BELOT T R 2 R 4 2
Biif & R EEREZ — T YRS SR
R T H AR B 5Y 2 A v TR A A e B
o I, ARG DR RN A FAE R R ish
Vi B HE 7 T R FE R B AR DA g i 5
TR PR PR ISR

4 EEHNG AR YR E R AL Hl

R s (A YA R WA . o, R
A A U SEIR R 36 8 SRR, R
AR R HUR) 6, B2 1 0 PR A3 44
HSZYE T (R R S A P B 0, i HE

etk (R BTSRRI R IE R — &
A3 AL, DA 48 e Az A= ) ) e R 45 ) A = %
FE o FER AR, T2 3 Fhad L] - (1) 9% 4
I 7E 5 (2) S5 T8 % , 73 4 Toll 3 #% | IMD
{5 5 8 [ RN % 22 92 4 B (Janus kinase-signal trans-
ducer, JAK-STAT) ifll f# ; (3) RNA T4 (RNA inter-
ference, RNAi) o
4.1 fREEREE

3 JEF A T A2 200 L XoF B T R 240 742 % 1 S i
RAET AN, IR A WA A A T Aok
YEHT o 38 S 07 134 B T [ o D A, R s 7 4
PRI IR o A 200 BRI I B A X e RS
JE AT, i s g e e IS P P D T Dl B AR
S B P (B . I 4 2P WA R Y 22 R B
A0 45 7 18 K 32 7K % (scavenger receptor family,
dSR-CI) | % & 4= K A 7~ 45 ¥ 38 24 1 (EGF-domain
protein, Eater) , 52 BR 8 #4544 35 5 1 (IgSF-do-
main protein, Dscam) | 7 CD36 Z5 48 85 H LA S35 47
FR AR £ H (peptidoglycan recognition proteins,
PGRP) Z J#5 i 51 (Lemaitre & Hoffmann,2007). El-
rod-Erickson et al. (2000) il Kocks et al.(2005) #] /H
BE R G R R R B, e = A7 U B 1 I SR e A
Toll F1 IMD {5 538 #% h R B, (AR 240 T R s
RINFWEIREZ 0, F2UE EAEFRE T TR, 5200
HAANG . dAM TR 7 B UL B R Be AL 2L [
FAEHS i 20 A P 2 R 2 Ak AT 5 e i —Fh
FEFPEAEEAET . R MU DFV B B, XF
P A1 R A 0 BB R R NPT B RR R AT LU, R T
PR TR v A T A DG R R 2R 38 B 5 (Ocampo et al.,
2013) . FEHEN, 4 T2 5% A PURE R L
il o [z, F53 BE 5 AT Ga A 200 F6 8 140 ) 56 )
1], e — R Y3 e, Frh R i g
AT RIS 0 g T AR MR e T, NI T AR
FERE . UL, A0 R T B B R N i 2
Tl FIAE R AR SR . A, —LL 4 T IR b
5 PGRP 4545, I Z 1y 8 {L i i 7% (polyphenol ox-
idase pathway, PPO )i %, M1 5 2 11 32 AL 0,
Wi AV I B A 4 1 b BE %% B (Hussain & Asgari,
2014),
42 RREESERK

955 B A AR, Toll . IMD 1 JAK/STAT B Ht
PR Sl PR Z WG . X T Toll il N 7 , 3
o JEAAR TR SZ A, 3 30) 2 L TR i 4 AT 1 R, EC R 2
R oSt 2 18 A4 T R SR , T LATCTS T 9% Toll
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o XFT IMDAE S B 5 L 52 GBI T B e o
HEE TG BHPE AT B A DAP 75 20 B IR SR AR AT L )
JE3Z {4 PGRP-LC FN4NEL P 5% & PGRP-LE, 43X 2 Ffi
o (5 5 0 B BTG I Y RETE S A T TR I, 41K
AN o T A0 SR S Y TMD {5 538 4% A7 7
B, i 5 52 BN R v o IR A IR I 1R e .
PRI FFEE IMD {5538 1462 S 35 AMP Y
Fik, X AT RERE LT M I A RS A, 5 R
Sy O A AR e 2T BUR AUS BB T (Bai et
al.,2021), P, B AURNAEAEME B , 7 ST 4EERE
B R NI R RS . W PGRP 2 B L s
JNE ) SCEEE A5 IR F BR T IR P Toll A1 IMD
{5 538 B 1) PGRP 4, Hbg FL R 4 A gt T 6 i A
A 5 bR IR A RE 11 1Y /L PGRP, H: b, PGRP-LB
HEMS 11 842 IMD {5553 [ (Paredes et al., 2011) . %5
4, IMD {5538 B A5 18 G N .37 Caudal 5£
AR 38 S0 A% R - kappa B (— R0 i JIREE AT
e HAE R R E A A, RNALINH] Caudal =
IR, 2 PR F KA ek , P AR M i P 1
E PP RELE R, T B0A 25 3L BE R AT BB Aceto-
bacteraceae [F Fk EW911 58/, i —Fh g iE A &
WA W) - EIMEFT I Gluconobacter sp. 1k EW707 i
R AR R, e 2 R B AR TR A
T, HEHGIA Caudal WG, LM IEH A K EFA
HLIKE (Ryu et al.,2008) .

JAK/STAT {5 5l BB IF S 2 5 R s .
HAR R 2280 AMP 3 3 Toll 38 % A1 IMD 3 J& 15 5 36
ik (HA A /DKL AMP 52 JAK-STAT 18 J& R ¥ , dndi
HL T ik drosomycin, Ryu et al. (2008) #ff 5 22 B , iX
L6 AMP B BEAT BUAN B 16 (0 AT BU LB T M. %

A AR T A s ] LA R R R Y AR S B
— BB R P SE N A5 Socs36E Fl Pip61F , 25
T JAK/STAT {55 i@ B 1 F I
4.3 RNAi &%

A PR Y IIE B ] DLk 2R 7 ) miRNA %,
T I AL PR/ 22 1 B R ik . Bilan, ik
R B FC AR F FH A5 3 aae-miR-2940 3K 2 4 15 &
DNA F L5 Rl 5L TR AaDnme2 , )T A3 %0 i fH Wy
DFV 1942 #1(Zhang et al.,2013) . 44307 , BTy
DFV 5,55 T AaDnme2 FE R 335 , N4 F) Tk
B RAEAE 15 AR R EL 5 FRMAR S, RT3 2 30 il
IR AdaDnme2 W335 . HE—B 058 A B, ik
IR T8 [RARTFETERT , age-miR-2940 8% 175 5315 , HEL
1] 25 & AaDnmi2 3L R, BEAK AdaDnme2 3635 &, 1T

i DFV 19 #il (Zhang et al.,2013) . 2R FEEK
IR B 58 FCAK Wolbachia pipientis F| FH 45 F aae-miR-
2940 P45 4 Ja B LR 1 238, T 4Edp3R K
BN AR AR A o RISk (8 G R 1 (green fluo-
rescent protein, GFP )/ A4 5 3 AHIESE T aae-miR-
2940 AT 5 4 J@ R A L R SEA TR I A EAE . A
BRI E: , FEBR IR 5 [GIAR R YL, aae-miR-2940 F1
4 ) B i DR TR B A A i 2R rh 3 S 3R GA
FETR IR B v CQAARAR G %) 240 JfL R s, 3K 4 )i
P I PR AT ol 2 R AR R 2 p FOAAR S B R4 i
) miRNA 18 58 1 3 FRARIR R v [RAR S i . 25
iR, aae-miR-2940 38 1 P85 4 J& B UL, A
R 5 WO A A 3 A= TR b A 80 d (Hussain et al.,
2011) o AP A 1E £ miRNA WA SR AMP
FE A 235 . MIRNA (miR-8) it ] i 45 5 i o
AMP LR 2R 7KK o AR S (T IR AU 24
O RIBEEE T, JoA A miR-8 77 A4, AMP JE[A 5
735 (Choi & Hyun,2012) . MiR-8 Xf /NFE Wk Plutel-
la xylostella %) A& P AMP [ 1 JH ¥ 8% 1IE 52 (Ete-
bari & Asgari, 2013) o /NI A miR-8 1E 7] 45 22
IR B 1 B 1 77 Serpin 27 BY%FE S5 /K-, 18] 42 Hu i
P 22 IR M0 & o T2 2R R g AT DL
W55 R BB N AY Toll 38 [ A 480 Ak i IR A i
15 , A, miR-8 7 1 45 /NS i AMP 6 [ (19 3K
Blan , /NS b gt 2 A 25 R U % Diadegma semiclau-
sum AT, miR-8 N HFRIA , F 3 Serpin 27 5% 558K
- d 2T B DT U8 A TR B g R 7 A R
AMP HTHEHI SR IZA

5 ERIEEMEYEETHETHINA

DFV &t A2 N 5 2 — , AR
2 3.9/ N, Hit 9 600 J3 A H B[R] AL 1
i, AL 394 N IGERG AR . B Rifk2#Bi
TBBSRE B IR B B e, (H S A R
L QTR @ e R e Q3 TS e s e S 1 Y1
A ) R0 2 B 9 R BT T A% 1 A A
Peo HLUIEBRA 5 AR TR ] LI e HOE # A K &
B NG AR ST P bR R RN
A B, SRR IR ES R = JEmRER
HREEE G . (2T A AN R A AT TR RE,
R B ] P AR | PR B SR R, I AR
IZIEHE BT HRACR . PEHRE , SRR IR BOR R AT L
F LR AR R RIS, AR HIRR E
i, PR Y35 R B, ] 4 L s i , e B 53



140 ik WRRE . R IR R EYITE HUE B IR TR 227

A i 352 B BRI ) A L SN SE RS, 1 T R AT S e
P (McMeniman et al.,2009) . FIRIZIEMG HAT
T A8 RE S AR A (HA AR AR S /NS B R
I B e AR 1 A N LS B, 38 e B2 LA
IR A 15 FE A TR IS LA, SRR TS
21g EIRME, B RS ER S 1Y 5 AN B A% HE (Aro-
ra & Douglas,2017) . I, W AERER B % B RIS
HReBIHH oL
5.1 FHERRELEEFEEAR

Il DR R A AR AR — PP R A AR )
B ¥ K W, 30 e A R o e e A TR T A B o T R
R S REPR HAE LA AR AR S 1) B SR R i At
AR SRN, &) TG #4E o T R fu i) %
i, UAE ST R A8, . BET, 20k F 2
2407 (D) SRt By 2 AR o g
Cecropin AFER (—Fpx} g FCHE B Trypanosoma cruzi
A IR ) B35 S5 5 1) N A2 B N, Cecropin A %
75 3Rk, S8 EAR P o LA He it B i 2%
% (Durvasula et al., 1997) ; il 5 W Glossina morsi-
tans W) I T Sodalis glossinidius , 235 A% B 5 9
WAHTHE B R BTA, BHIBTHE AR T BRI P14k ik
##(de Vooght et al.,2014) . (2) ;57435 dsRNA 3t
AW AN ERA SR I 21 23R 456 8 1 A 4
LS dSRNA 19 K #T B HT115 (DE3) f 138 B4
Ay ORISR, AT A A5 L B i, M e
HEHE# (Taracena et al.,2015) . AN, Feilf @ T
—FET AL R & TR RN 8 ] 1% 3B T 7%
RN BB N R T Ty R R A S
JHt: (Arora et al.,2015) .
5.2 EREIRZH

TEFARA T SR IK Sl —Fh i B 42, S 46 H
AR RN R A FBHH i I T P-4 it fL )
sz, TS I AE 5 AP B AT T A3 % (Wedell et all.,
2019) . Jaenike(2001) 5T A B, — 463k P g Bl JE
T AR L7 KA, DA A T 7 E s s 24
Ja YIRS IR Z B e, — L RER AR B AT
RS EAEIE AN X G fhk Y G R F R gk
o, SR F B G o AT L PR AR 2 7 3 ik 1R
T ELAT T 0, ek R 4 ) e i Al 3
AR o AR, G U R R 3l R G I A
K ZOTIE CAECR BTG T O BUSERE , s SR 3
— ZRANRN R, A% R N OIS BRI 5
T RNA | 20800 H R A5, T4 i e P o Al
(Wang et al.,2021) . 5 _FiRJrEAH LG, AKX B4t

AR CUNIR IR B 5 FGA ) B L2 ek il iR R L v
[CAARAR Y352 S APist i 38 o A i Jo AN AR 25 1 X7
LG i A R £t O S 3 G L G 5 3 = A e
#fi) A\ 2K ) 44% (Ritchie & Staunton,2019) . & [H
KSR Ry —Fh T Bedss il 3 AR, 920 R A4k R
I (1 JRUIS: o {ER) R R 90K 20 7 3 5 HR A AR K1 R
Wz , 3R TR R AT Re ) IR B ARFI RS
5.3 BHABE A (sterile insect technique, SIT)

A F K (sterile insect technique, SIT) J&
— P EAG YRR S R IR A L 0 3 ORI
SARER . EEAUFLU TN AR meRERIEE
FRPAh, SR G A AT A T IGO0 T R M sh ) 5 91 52
JEHEVEA B R 5 78 B OBk . 75— Bt
[P B R A AN B 5 B A e 2R A T
LWL, KB T IE TR & BT, 28l = A
ANF O, DT B A e AN (Klassen, 2005) .
R , Bl B ] P4 RS , H PR AR i & N B, sl
AIRESWARBR . SITHOM T Kie BI M AT R A
ERB . MR AR UM T Al n, &
TR S EON b B S AT B H S AR T
SIT Zeat JL AR et , iz B AR T A9
A B HUA AR ] (Bourtzis et al.,2016)
54 AHEBERHREAR

AHIZE R 47K (incompatible insect technique,
IIT ) J2 38 o B85 7 TR 21K O v ERAAR R I, 375 i 24
Jitd J5i A A0 %5 (cytoplasmic incompatibility, CI) , 5 £
WEPEAN T, DAFE 3 A R A4k . AR T &
JeAg T BRSO bEMETE o PRI IR R T 5 IR
AR B SR ) RSB TRORT R 5 B H AR R R B Y
TRIR e PO R AR IR . A SR8 TIT AR 3
WP 5 B A AR S, TUT 18 D 2T & 32 21 43
% (Bourtzis, 2008) . [H M, 5 B & — AT 8 11k
TS T, DM P RS2 R i R R . ot
Hb R %5 R T W0 H bt se 4 g, B o Al
2332 BN 5| B IR IR T 5 DA TR Bk 1% 5% i) (Niko-
louli et al.,2018) . DX, H IIT 94 A 2555 41 Uy vk
AT, WEZPTAR R ] 7 9 B A ZR R R B e G
PRI BT AT T AERE I
55 SITANNT4A

— R, MR B TR AR S AN T L
P B WU AURK (Zhang et al., 2015;2016) . F L, 1T
fu] B MBI B IR IR L o [RAR A e K AN T
Mo TERXFMEOLT B E AT AT R g T
BRI, WA A AN E P RE 2 TR IR R B s AR
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R4S (Lee et al.,2015) . TS E I RES
Wi B OHEVE I A W i, BN B RAG, I,
SIT M T W45 G ] RE S PR fh— P Inik: , HAE
WU 2l A S ] R AT 1Y) H bR
6 B2

R A A 518 BRI AR AT R
KRB AN )5 R EEAEH A5 5E
PIAEBT R AR EANE R B 2% SO e T e
A A 2 ) SR R Y S 1 2 R
YIS RKEE R Z LN SR Z 22
W YR HAES T 70 7% 18 B R 5 A i
PUHRALE] . I, AR SCR G R LS T st Bl
il B BB A 7T i, A5 Bh T OF 48 4 iy G
(AL Wi 39, R A T R e B 4 SR s
()2 ANt . A, 38 0 7 3 HU Y AT R ih B 2L
KT o A AR AL RE DL B BIESE , IR
1 33 ORI EFECFE AR, JE B RAY £
FEME A HEREAER R DA EE ST fa 4 1 2k Pnih B A
R TFREE AGRBRAH T
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