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(1. M EEYA FEYASPEERESALREE, M 350002; 2. LKD) =B, &I 350002)

WE: RAETIEE TR R MR B EEME R B R, SR E R
YiREe Hob, UG R AR, SROMERERE. i, MR 225 TE EREMAERES . Rk
B S a E RS RE . PUEGTERY ™A BRI A7 N S AR Z SR A B R e S — T, B LAY T S &
e —ERE A IR LR AERr i 325 H B R R Z A A 3R SC R o el B BOR 5 2 2 HOR Y S J RN Y
WOCHIAERE 108 B SR PN R R W R A 45 4 45 D BE A DA TR AN B . O W B v 1 Akt B U A W B D R
T RXLEENH T RTRAHEREHAAN RE LIS L EARNUER S R BT 5 IR, IR X R
S 52 5 A b T T AR S A ML AR D I FH A ST TR

R HEERE R AREL FRGERE 4
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Current understanding on the mechanism of the interactions between

insects and gut microbiota and its implications in the pest control

SHI Zhang-Hong"** , HOU You-Ming'* (1. State Key Laboratory of Ecological Pest Control for Fujian
and Taiwan Crops, Fuzhou 350002, China; 2. College of Plant Protection, Fujian Agriculture and
Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China)

Abstract: Insect gut often harbors diverse species of microbes, including fungi, virus, bacteria, protozoa
and archaea, which is defined as gut microbiota. Gut microbiota has been found to profoundly affect many
aspects of insect physiology, from regulating development, immune defense, gut homeostasis and pesticide
resistance to shaping behavior. On the other hand, it is clear that the immune system plays a central role
in shaping the composition of gut microbiota. Furthermore, gut immunity is regulated by intricate and
dynamic mechanisms to ensure the homeostasis of intestinal microbiota. The development and application
of highthroughput sequencing technology and omics methods do not only advance the understanding on the
mechanisms of the interactions between insect and gut microbiota, but also improve the ability to utilize
these insect associated microbes. In this review, we examine the current knowledge on the composition and
function of insect gut microbiota and the mechanisms by which insect hosts modulate the homeostasis of gut

bacteria. Finally, we have also discussed the further dissections on the crosstalk between insect pests and
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their gut microbiota and its application potential in the pest control.

Key words: Gut microbiota; insect immunity; alien insect pests; integrative pest management; symbiosis

BHUEHmE MRSt RZ. ik )
ZHEYERE, R4S RGP O M A,
M HS5 AW REE Rk BTG, B A4S
A2, AR R A E A Bk fe. i,
ARSI« R PR RSk R E T
W Sh Y, AR I i B K rh s ) R K R
AW EYE, SFEWEIT’, AWM EmEA
HEeAY (BIES, 2009) o ME IR Bk
A, AU B Y X 2 W AR A E
AR B IHE SR oK e Bk B 2 19 Tk 4
K, BRSMAMZ R RRERRZH
PEm A FEAL B — A G HE A R, X SR
5mFEAEEF VNIRRT ZS 58 F40
B1Z A~ J7 1 ( Engel and Moran, 2013; Douglas,
2015) o JEbaRAEkR, Bl L R HOR A A
ST HR S5 BRI 98 T B 0y ek i e A Y, X
TR AR R a5 5 D RE R IA R TR R
HIRFE. 5 NIEAHRL, B HLf i b i b s
HEHME M ORNE EEM R EL
A, SRR B R RE, b R R
Hu i i EE A CAE YRR, T R
HIAN R ALV, WG I IIE ERE ( Lee and Brey,
2013) o ASCFZMER T BB BOC T B HuU ) 18 A
HYZH R PhRE M H 5 15 B AEHLIRAE Dy AR
PR, IFAE M ERA b Xk B Ut 52 5 R 4 i 1 R
RERLAS 19 HLBRAIE 5% B HOAH G 19 07 F i St AT T
JEH,

1 EHBpEREBNSHARSINGE

YA I R BARZMT, BARARR P4
REBWAED AT R 35, HIE R w0
BORFNA W AF B o3 T By & AL AT, 24 i %
T B H 7 3 TR A A5 A 00 4 8 R AR R I I T i
A BRI E NS AW A EIVE
Proteobacteria~ Ul #F & Bacteroidetes. J& BE T
Firmicutes. J %k Actinomycetes. 12 Jig i
Spirochetes F11JfE ¥ B Verrucomicrobia %5 ( Colman
et al. , 2012; Yun et al. , 2014; Muhammad et al. ,
2017) o 7ER BN HA B ERE SR T, 8
EREE AR R AR R piE, Hrh iy

—SE PP 2R RE S A B Ul IE R E B, DTN
B MR ) T8 T A R T EOR IR ( Behar et al., 2008;
Blum et al. , 2013; Wong et al. , 2015) . #Ri#Z£
AIWTFEUE R, B Bl TR oA A AR 2
P A B 520 ( Engel and Moran, 2013) o
BN, £IAE% B Rhynchophorus ferrugineus Olivier J&
TR A —Fh S KM A f 3 L, H B R 322 h
Enterobacteriaceae. Lactobacillaceae. Entomoplasma-
taceae FlI Streptococcaceae %5 4 ANRMHHF A R, Hr
FEAE R B R 005 6 fife ML 00 27 4 25 RE o 55 2 ) o
HIThREZE A ( Jia et al. , 2013; Muhammad et al. ,
2017) o WFFEARI, 1% HUA I 1 T RE R IS i
BRECHZH A R 5, g R 2 3] B 2%
ARk B R R (S e § U ) B ER
FETEIZE SR 8 77 A0 B 232 917 80 46 ok 75 v 43 i
B ff 5 ( Muhammad et ol , 2017, 2019;
Hebineza et al. , 2019) . i W W8 Drosophila
melanogaster 7 18 TR B 45 A4 A T LU A fT B, 8
H 5 ~20 FhaE AT . Toig ek A TEFAMA Sk
BT S0 2 RhRE, R R i 09 iyl b AR E A A
Commensalibacter

intestini, Acetobacter  pororum,

Gluconobacter morbifer, Lactobacillus plantarum Fi
Lactobacillus brevis X 5 FZ.CoA0 B, HoA i I A 40
W A. pororum F L. plantarum G AF1E FATA A 15
SR ECRIE R E R ( Wong et al., 2011;
Broderick and Lemaitre, 2012) . 4 i7 8 # £F ik 2
J& PRI S 0 A0 B ) G AR /N BIFSEAIE
S, E T A R T8 A 4 B B AR T ok R
i EMA KA E (Shin et al. , 2011) ; HogrAIBESE
K, L. plansarum 1 F 17 5006 7 38 v A A 1Y
FLR (lactate) TJLIMER A. pororum — Fh 7 &b i) ik
RESORIR, M5 AT A A SR — L8 b T
BILRRMNYE LR, P Z )3 X R rY A 5 A
At W] 52 i 15 32 19 & G ( Consuegra et al.
2020) o HOMAT R SE, Wong 5 (2018) A
TH G RFRE % W 52 e I SR 10 TR B DR SR AT O A
Z B TR S A A AR R, A
AT R duag 5 8 AR G AR B K 4
o ARFTJEA, iR EBRGE T —MAEwE EE
Mk R . P78 Apis mellifera T 31 i 1
FESMAA 9 PP E, H A Snodgrassella alvi.
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Gilliamella apicola~ Lactobacillus Firm-<4. Firm-5 #
Bifidobacterium 5§ 5 41 0 A7 AE T B0 AF T 9% 1) B 18
rh O b k% 8 3 B A% O TR BE ( Engel et al.
2012) o % WERY i R PO B — S0 g AL R A
FERBE FZE Lo R HE R e B ( Engel et al.
2012) , iy HHACH ™ Az () — 20 J5 4% A 15 2 45 A1
Vet e ks FERKAR (Zheng et al. , 2017) .
TEAG /INSE M Bactrocera dorsalis FOAH A9 v & 3K,
WIB AT Citrobacter sp. et i 35 42 1% F WO A
PLBE A H 5] & | L 25 1 ( Cheng et al.
2017) , i HL Rz G R RE 0% 8 o 18 71 1 3 198 FRAR
A R F R PUIERE /) (Raza e al.
2020) o WNWETE A 4 /NG Nasonia vitripennis Jify 18 /1
FIFa AN E Fh 25 Serratia marcescens 1 Pseudomonas
protegens W] LA 1 A 34 5k 5550 55 25 14 ( atrazine)
1977 2P R 1 A A X I 2 R P K P (Wang
et al. , 2020) o HUAHBRIN IS, 8 40 AT DL
SR D. melanogaster Y7 ER - R ENE D)
FAY2H o 32 1717 52 ) G TAC A e 64T 1) ( Sharon et al.
2010) , dpcdfr BF ST I TIE S i 1 TR R 45 44 1) TR0 fig
525 D. melanogaster 7= H: 2N )L 5 IIUREAE AY 41
AT HEERFIE (Chen et al. , 2019) o EUATIE ,
WERERAMU 22 5RRmAERKREE. EHRNA
W PrEGvE R A A B S A B R A L R
BOMEERE . WP ERRE ST AR Z A BT 2,
I Hoad s BA EE A -

2 EHRUERBERFRSHEERE

BT R KB REIRS. EFH
8 VRS FHOIR 285 55 AR 22 PR 22 40 R 6% 522 o) H: g 3 T A
H2H A% ( David et al. , 2014; Yun et al. , 2014;
Bascuiidn et al. , 2018) . 652, sh¥iHiE E R
SER L AN ER R T LABE A A A1 5 R R 3R 1 3 Bl
N[ AT N P 7B =N i S OB TN =0 B ER |
TR S F4 20 B 5 1 6 A B =2 [] Y — ol 3 257 A 4R
A&, I TE A0 T ) SR RS [ S A0 TR Y A
X REX A BEOR EAT#5 & ( Ryu et al. , 2008;
Buchon et al. , 2013) . SESRIHIE R BELE TS R R
R BRI ) i OG0, (HR R oy i iE
WA VT 2 AN [R)R028 0 4i 1R 4R 508 i — 1~ 2
BT, T H X S 40 5 0 T B HUOR B I AN
BB . Flan, B R JE 4 B Pseudomonas
spp. P ESEME Ceratitis capitata 17518 B B A 2H

BCA RN — AT, T ELX R i 18 A0 Y 4
A FE B R v S S T 4 e S L
fir ( Behar er al. , 2008) . AR, FEARH R
AREEH M E R RGN S
marcescens F) A ( Muhammad et al. , 2017) , {HRE
U T LA W H A AR SR A BUSE R T ((Pu
et al. , 2016; Muhammad et al. , 2019) . | iR%s

VA2 B A 04 7 3 4 T X 1 3 R o ke 1 A2
K, Horp Ay S8 iy 8 A0 T A YE ORI ( Lee
et al. , 2013; Kim et al. , 2020) o J4h, 7FEEIE
AT ST T A B, 2 HG g TR %) 5 A
AR5, R N7 b R AR A T KT T R
W, TG R MR ER  K A A A 4R 4 ( Ryu
et al. , 2008; TIatsenko et al. , 2018) o [&FF) HH ik
( glyphosate) 11t % 55 Zb JLRE % H] {30722 %8 06 (1) iy 1
PRIAEZEAL) ,  F T B0 6 2 0 7 ot 2 T J g 1
OUN BYFAE ) B EFEAR (Motta et al. , 2018) o |
IR M8 W i 3 T R RS I AR AL RE S 45 e R
i LR AN RIEES- A R G = T 22
FEO A LA PR AR OAE S5 P 19 77 2B ( Kamada
et al. , 2013; Guo et al. , 2014; Muhammad et al. ,
2017, 2019; Iatsenko et al. , 2018) o FULA] L, Xt
T ROk, A far 4 > d B Y B 1 R
RASREXREZ. CHIEEERY, e, LFRE
HTH W55 AR 22 DK 2R 0 BE A% 52 e 2] B o1 i 18 o FHE A
SH4err. 5HERIEME —F, 4R2H5iE
AN e HOBT B A By o R b AT 2 B ORK 3R R
( peptidoglycan, PGN) FIjg Z ## ( Chu et al ,
2013) , MRRERAEAE Z 0 E R R R “Ra”
MBS H A RGN — R EZY UYL ( Royet
and Dziarski, 2007; Lee et al. , 2013) o [Aitt, XFF
i R ARV, A A 2 A8 HR 3 1 1 R R
TXEAT ) J5 T R S B T G i 1Y) Sk R O SR 4 iy
TR E E RS S AR EZE N O
Ab, e iz T8 20 T RE % Bt B HRUBCR TR A
JAIEN, X EHE 3 R BT SR IR R I R
TG iz T A0 TR 1% ) N 3 7 58 2 1 LA B 1 i
WA . BFSEIESE, 18 E09 M bR 40 Ay —Fh
IR B TR AL R A DX 43 g 1 440 v AR AR B 3 20 R
i, RN i b K A AR % o PR HE
TE 20 T BT A AR R S AR Y - R s
(ruracil) - DT 457 S b 8006 A 2 9 5 R 15 B 3E i 1
M LA gEFifa 2 (Lee et al. , 2013; Kim et al. ,
2020) o SR, SXAPHLH] A A7 T H e R
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FIEAFFMTAL, AEFFE— B RAIRTL . X FIHL
1 B AT A B O B T PSR S T A 2 (4L B4 4
FUARAIRL S KL o

3 EBEHmMZMMAEGEREMEXH
BB R B IA

TE— T, i A B & ( peritrophic
matrix) FIFER)Z (mucus) X MRl BEGE B Al L
WS E AN WA IE NS W b R AN
Fefih T AE — 8 R B EAR R 32 - Il R A
RZ M 4EF: ( Kuraishi et al. , 2011) . big bang 3&
Rt —Le5 45 PDZ ( PSD95, Discs-arge, Z0-)
Sl E R, XEE AR X RER I,
T R SR i 3R I 03 PR 7% 4 ( septate junctions)
AIE R A AR I R S
B 7B A R PR C /N < G B ER 1 G = 7
B 27 375 M7 1 RS S T B 42 32 A - B 0 O D80G
JY 18 G g 7 HE AR IE R, S O R Y A i A
%5 ( Bonnay et al. , 2013) o HIMCR] W, B7iE A Y
RIS R e A B 1 i T TR R A A Y ZE R Pl
WORIEEEAEM. WA, 18 FR I IE R RS
i F - W B A IR R R B E R AR A A X
I 3 A R ) N A ek R v A 2 R R Y A
( Chen et al. , 2019; Xiao et al. , 2019) . N0,
J1E SR F1422 B0 Anopheles stephenst )iz I 5z 4 il RE %
Ay FE A 1% PE 4R ( reactive oxygen species, ROS)
( Oliveira et al. , 2011; Lee et al. , 2013) FIHLE ik
(Ryu et al. , 2008) 45 iz 18 T #F 1) 2H B AL
e BTWHEWRREMEZNE, HERER)
TN EZME SR N R — 4 EHRASE
('superorgan) "o A, MK HH A E 4k M FE R R
i T2 AIE FR 8RN H g 8 TR R 2 TR 3% 2 — o LA
HH1E ( cooperative) TMIAEFSEHT ( antagonisitic) {2
Fo ML SN0 i R 55 1) 0 1 S8 A B R A ok
WHIEAFER (Yao et al. , 2017) o fERMR B
AHCHEFE th o & B0 T ALY BR A, oh i 18 TR A 45
A ZHL oS4 ke 728 T - 00 R 8 R IR 1 M e
FN X HAS B W02 A F A ( Buchon et al. , 2009;
Liu et al. , 2017) o L, & — MR 7 iE
WAERR A, fid 3500 B 18 G 928 S 5 B IO 32 I 2 Ak
B il | - SRR el SN NIR U W 7B 1RSS5 Py
JE ) SRR 005 P B 808 355 ISk I v T 4 AT Y [ i A2
A 2 A AR A NF Y2, Bl i F

G A 2 M 3 4 R AT BE 98 1) AN [+) B SR s ok
AeRpx FEM AR R filan, PRE SR 7 1E 5
JERN 32 B Z2 Fp 4 g 455 ¥+, 4 PIMS - ( Lhocine
et al. , 2008) . Z % ( polyamines) ( Maki et al. ,
2017) . Bapl80 ( He et al. , 2017) I |1 H %t
AL HE KDM5 ( Chen et al. , 2019) , 7EGRERGIA
[7i) 2 250K % 8 4 AT e 97 i 1 9 92 1) o T8 I
HETTRBCIR g B 1) J 38 B RE AR 2 Rl i b B 4 e
UL BEAE 5300 7 £ 3% fifk J s DAY JO SRARE 114 T v o 0% 4
PGRP-LB M\ 11 sk f JIs 38 O 9 5% 48 19 i B8 ST
( Parades et al., 2011; Charroux et al., 2018;
Dawadi et al. , 2018) ; T HHEBAE, TKEFRHHK
TESR B Aedes aegypri (5% rh i 3L 3 240 77 7]
VAFI I fE T b R i Az i C BIBEHE R ( Cype
lectin) ANy “FNAK” T “BRi” e 0 IO H
MYt DT BB 6% 22 SR T 2 b 2E 1% 78 IOk (Y 7 18
PR R A 1B HAFRSAS (Pang et al. , 2016) o

4 BEERBERREERETEFHIN

MR =

Bl Lok, F— B B RO A
A ANKERERER LN EERMHE R KW
W, AT R 20T Ho a6 M 4 ) 3 U AR
RN EERE AP B2 Lk,
it P AR 7 % B B IA SE e B —Rh R E T
Bro AR AN R 2 i BARTE—E B E L
il AR R, RSB T HE it
YA S AR 24 5% R AR A T Y 550 22 ) . X 4t
IENIORE B IR NE TN I P 80 =k A=k
X FRBE AU U B O . R BT,
AEVIBIE S B HUR T ORI E AR A 4 R g
S BT N 1 A T e RN N A2 B Y A A
kihZ, W HAEH RPIE RS T —E 1Y s,
HER AR KA 25 0] ST Le4Ek, FiE B H
HHMA R Z H AR RO, BH2E R A5
R PR B B A= T A U B e B AR DR I v
J3 5 FFAER) AR A ) e R HORE G R S5
TS TR p gk . M8 T IR SR WA B
ME KA TN B EZER, A8 RE—
Fho“i A W W IR S M ( Microbial Resource
MRM) "y & 45 6 B K m
( Jurkevitch, 2011; Crotti et al., 2012) . 15 401,
Wolbachia J&—Fh " Z A7 AE T 19 W) 0 B 3R

Management,
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N, LARE R AL Xk T Gk, irZ
E AR, Wolbachia %% W8 B A 5 5 M A 5%
FUS AIOMEAE B8 4 b R 5 AR BE R A
I REA ] WO 7 AUE S ARGy ( Bian et al.
2005; Blagrove et al. , 2012; Mains et al. , 2016) .
FTF Wolbachia ) B B A M &4 A ( incompatible
insect technique, IIT) J2 247 A FH A= B 4 il 25 ot
PR TN 220 AR AT HORM S, 1T
DL ATE T Wolbachia it HE B 38 e 56 4+ 3 R A A7
FIFEARBA LW ( Zheng et al. , 2019) o Jjil H
REIEEGTER B ENNHEREES, 15
i FEAER I XML S W AE A TR 2
AUESER Y], B Ul a8 b fs 09 40 T 01 3207 A
HORA R, Horp— e R R R BUR R . i
0 T 32 2 o A Y ok A e RS A
T HLx SEA 3 4 R 2 802 BAT 2 8 A4 Wi Ve B
FIRF=Y) ( Martinez et al. , 2017; #RBEEE, 2018) .
PRI, fima 2 2R 17 3 T T 445 A R B0 g 1 AF 98 AN AR
A RE A I — SET 9 A= B R O R, i HLA ] g gk
13— 6 ELA AR W) T M S e VAL i A
PR A A W o BE TR W T B R AT a5t
AR P REE R E LA, R B E Ty
SR AT AR R T — R Y e L e R e -
FEILIR AL A B ( Paratransgenesis) , B[ 15 % B 08
AT AL BRAE, (1 A Bk PR e 5k A4 X
T 77 A R B R AL, ST 5 RN AU 14 B
B (EMSAIEFE, 2017) o KT ARC 24F 8 —
ol bl LI S A B 45 T BT TR B 04 4% 7
it , ks A% i T B R O I A TE Pantoea
agglomerans A1 Serritia sp. AS1 BEWEH| K #T &
VIR T B4y WA R 4L R Gk 7 4 SMILL Scorpine-
(EPIP) , SEZFHUES T, NG AN R A
Y5 | A SR 18 5 R % W i e R i R R
X BT AR Sy 4 ] 9 9 S5 I TR ) ER R 1Y)
FERRARAE T B R ( Wang er al. , 2012, 2017) .
WO M HUR Y Fi A 7 52 B B B IA S0 i 28 3 ol
BBl DL A . SR, 280 2 A R AL B
DAFA M IS8 C. capitata AT HE HUAE T E] (Y
ACHCTES ST AR ( Lux er al. , 2002) 5 HEH 7
i Klebsiella Ja 40 B 1) F B WS A, T 2% 1Rk
HBURE Pseudomonas [)7F FE B 1N MR E K
oxytoca J& . ANEMER PSSR TE S 7 B G 5 ( Ami
et al. , 2010) o XLEAFFEFE ST ML I b N\ il

& U T AR T BOR B IR F VIS TR .
SR, % PR o 22 Mk O 78 S5 96 % N W IE,
TEAR S B b 0 T R i 22 461 B B A o 98 L
AL, S 12 R W B 5 A ) DG B PR 3R A e el st
1R WG 5 Y 38 40 T 7R T R TE N e AROE BT S
i A ILAE ELRETE A SRR RE AL

YU M5 T B U 8 T A (AR DG SR 4l
ANHE A I3 B 4 T B 22 M 3R A T B Ul T TR AR 4
R AT B2 o6k i 0 A BRTTRR . X T R e &2
BUVART 5 R 2 40 JH Akt o 174 i 3 TR AR A 3 U T Y
B a) U 58 S E AR R AR 2D, i HLAE 5 A R 19 AH
Kt FEOkR A TR dURE R X I
WAL BL Anopheles gambiae F135: K i 58 . A T R
M, BEFEEL. A8 T2T70. Hit,
K B TR R B AH DA 58 i B AR ez fb 3] — Lk
HEPRME R HAT, BARC KA ZHEZW
RARE BN/ NSE M Plutella xylostella ( Xia et al. ,
2017, 2018) .
2016) F1 41 ig K /N & Dendroctonus valens ( Zhou
et al. , 2017; Cheng et al. , 2018) ZEHFE A3 E
SRR AN B R R SR, ¢ T F H e i
32 10 T AR - 2 R fidt R J 1 TR AR S B L i A
A, ok A B R ST FEIESE, 18 ERiniE
P2 HC i T TR R R A ) A AR ) 4 o R 4y i O
M (Ryu et al. , 2008; Lee et al. , 2013) o &
R A 2 8 22 R BLAE LR AR 2
PRSP I A e THE— 2P k. 74h, TEARE
WLRER PR, &M RIPGRPLB fE [ fif Ik
ST 8 B2 i 18 9 1) 3k R TG R R 45 i
WiE R UPUIERE, A2 H M mEE
RS R (Dawadi et al. , 2018) o #A0M, MpiErf
(Y20 TR G A5 5 ane] el A% 328 28 B PN O )R 3l
Ff /3 A PGRP 45 i 1 IR ALEE W AN 5 R . LAk,
Vs b i 248 L v R kb DX 53 B 3 A4 R RN A 7 3 4
PR T AR S L T8 T RS S A R, HR
H HTIR B K A ARAREE 5 T 1 a) R (%) A DG 4
TR 7L 2 W) A5 A AR W) 0L, A4 B 1) Mo 1 T
MRS THERNEFAERAEATRECEE, £F
BTGP K AR R R Y ST, BT RN R R R 1) A
5 3 TR A OC AR R 1Y A HUR R
WA A AN (. R, IR AR R
5 WA AR R UL B
FIRFE A, R BA T Y S B S

Spodoptera littoralis ( Chen et al. ,
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