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Research progress on the diversity and host interaction of an aphid

symbiont, Serratia symbiotica
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Ecology, Sun Yat-sen University, Shenzhen 518107, Guangdong Province, China)

Abstract: Serratia symbiotica is an essential symbiotic bacterium in aphids. Its interaction with
hosts can be categorized into three modes: Free-living, Facultative symbiosis, and Obligate
symbiosis, making it a significant model for studying the evolutionary mechanisms of
bacterial-insect interactions. This article summarizes recent research progress on strain
differentiation, lifestyle characteristics, host interaction mechanisms, and functional roles of S.
symbiotica. Notable variations exist among different strains in genomic features, host distribution
patterns, transmission modes, and host impacts, offering novel perspectives for understanding the
diversity of insect symbionts and their co-evolution with hosts.
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A, TERIIREA R b, XY S B A TR T AR R R R . TEIB K
LR b, G R S B s L T AR DR R . B T O I e PR A AR
WISFREE, 140 B M ZETE E IR & RoE 7 RNd 2 b R #E EZAE A (Sanchez-Contreras
and Vlisidou, 2008) . 4515 EHAFKREREE, KEHME AT Iy =K, —KEZHH
A23E (Free-living) M, M4 BE o] LABS HF 18 £ 1 S8 7E7E  (Gupta and Nair, 2020)
—R M (Facultative) AT EIREIL Ak, H 51 EMILER KRBV, 15 FRIE
TE 2R 21X A B8 J5 AT RE IE 5 A7 X ST B E T R7EARF 8 B85 T 18 342 £ 25 44 (Gupta and
Nair, 20200 . 75 —ZRYIRILAERS LM (Obligate) FLAETE, 518 £ T &M
HERR, fE B KREXEMEH T EH AEAFEH (Gupta and Nair, 20200
Serratia symbiotica, RV TR IRIEAE B, 2 0f By —Fh s ZILA 1 . ARHE S 0F durs E 10 ¢
R, S. symbiotica W] 5y A H HIAVE . HeVEIL AR AL I =25, BRI RO SR 4H B S R AR
BAE R B A i B B A . AR SCESE T 2% S, symbiotica [FIFR R AN 515 £ HAR BT 7L
BERE . HRWIR S. symbiotica Wk F I Z FEAUFIEERIZHAFIE . SRS HER A FEIRR R S. symbiotica
AT SN . 555 LU S. symbiotica XU HUfE 3210 22 J5 THISE A, 1RGO IF oA i 5
EIRRUN S G AT, DAIHE R G AR R A B A RO T S R

1 BRRRITH

S. symbiotica 7&— P WHIIF BT o i FE 1973 4, McLean ef al.(1973) 5 Griffiths
et al. (1973) i@id B8 7 BB W 2281 50 Acyrthosiphon pisum FIFEAERE R LT X —5H ¢
(E 5 VAV JE R S 4 L N (940 B ( Griiffiths and Beck, 1973, McLean and Houk, 1973) . JE&T
Buchner & X FIAFTE T & B ARGHM BT (primary) 5K (secondary) 354 i
(Buchner, 1965) , FRIX M B IR H LA TR (secondary (S) symbionts) (Griffiths and Beck,
1973, McLean and Houk, 1973) . Unterman et al. (1989) XFiXZE4HEE 1 16S rRNA J7 713
AT TP, RIS AT B RNEZ (Unterman et al., 1989) o X 41 B R W) 1E Hi &.00F
HOR IR PASS, BN “ B G HF IR B I A 4K (pea aphid secondary symbiont) (Chen
and Purcell, 1997) . it 16S rRNA ¥ #I73Hr, Sandstrom er al. (2001) KB —Ff S
symbionts FH3Z T Buchnera J HAth S symbionts f77E—MEA I R250F FEA,  #0fd FH %L K]
ZHE TR ROEXMYIEFRA R-type S symbionts (Sandstrém et al., 2001) . 3£ 16S rRNAs
T FRCHISRG R R, KIS symbionts 5 Iz B4 1 J& (Serratia) 55 4k R BT (Fukatsu
etal., 2000, Sandstrom eral., 2001) . 2005 4, Moran %5 A\ (2005) HR# FH brJr a4 £
23 1E X Hoaw 44 N Candidatus Serratia symbiotica
S. symbiotica HIFk Z AT M FLAVE J7 5000 3 A, AR H I AEVEAR R L St 3R Apk
RAEYEIARR R B HAETEW S, symbiotica ¥k RICIEREEALR, o LAMI BRI S 397
H AT CHRGER) H AR R 5 A eI 863, 868 TSA 5 LB 3775 i dufA
W73 53515 (Sabri et al., 2011, Grigorescu et al., 2018, Perreau et al., 2021, Du et al., 2022).



FeF R 5> Fhic IR 7R S, symbiotica BIkK RN 43 AN &R, HhAr s H B
HEVER RT3 R A (Perreauetal., 2021) .
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Fig. 1 Whole genome-based phylogenetic tree of different Serratia symbiotica strains
P BRI ES % Dueral (2022) o {47 Serratia marcescens ¥k % KS10 HIR:HZ1 (NCBI %35 : GCA_030291735.1)
YENANEE . T T A E JREYI KT 99. Note: The phylogenetic tree was reconstructed following the method described by Du et al.
(2022). The genome of Serratia marcescens strain KS10 (NCBI accession number: GCA 030291735.1) was used as the outgroup. All

nodes exhibited bootstrap values greater than 99.
HeME LA S, symbiotica ¥k R SR IL AR R A HAEEKIKRTERHEH
(Manzano-Marin and Latorre, 2016a) , {HA 2 UF d A= A7 05 75 AL TH (Oliver er al., 2010).
HI TS ESL AL 1 S, symbiotica 50F HAE FAT 25077 NI EAE, BT Kzt R EBN
& HH Ll Tucson Pk &R 5% G 1) HARRT 7 40K (Oliver et al., 2003, Burke et al., 2010,
Lamelas et al., 2011, Burke and Moran, 2011b, Attia et al., 2022) . NIE FTHMEILE S, symbiotica
PR IR S 51 0 LA, Tucson Mk 286 (1 8F K ifiL 48 B4 4 {58 FH Sk 60 3¢ 3 1 ok
%, 3% SAR 55 LSR1-ss (Russell and Moran, 2006, Burke and Moran, 2011b) . Fifs i
PEILAERT S, symbiotica TR FR 5 H HAERR RN S, Y& T3 & A (Perreau et al., 2021).
LHELLA R S, symbiotica Tk R 5EF AL X R N E % (Manzano-Marin and Latorre,
2016a) o HFFLR ], XHKAME 518 £ & H EZILAAK Buchnera TR T B2 DIRE AN R,
W58 SUN“FLE4E” (co-obligate) (Lamelas et al., 2011, Manzano-Marin and Latorre, 2016a).
B, LR R SCe Ml R AL H TR G A B FIAR M AHOCEE R, 984N T Buchnera
BE R LB T BRI BB, T £ 75 1 R ST AH BRI AR 4% (Lamelas et al.,
201D KRG KB TR T B HILER RN R A FISCR B X (Perreau ef al., 2021).
IE4h, Pons et al. (2022) i RGUKE 73 Hr ek OB 3 AR 58 AN R EL 14T AT RE
NEMILER S, symbiotica TR -
P B TR R B, A S, symbiotica Fk Z 15 R 412 B4 2 51 v B K 1



(Renoz et al., 2021) . XEEMRRIRE V2 H BATEANE R ZER HRHE, IR T &
SRR R A R . IR0 W R YE (Type-II Secretion System) % (Renoz et al., 2017,
Renoz et al., 2021) . {HALLT H H4ENE 1) Serratia marcescens, H WG S. symbiotica
PR RAEAEARIE R AR B o AR 10 235 & 4, B EAT I A B R L AE 3B 8 46 /1> (Renoz et al., 2021) .
BEAh, FHECT B VRV S, symbiotica ¥R FR, B ARG S. symbiotica WAELRE V 2453k 5
4t (Type-V Secretion System) [ [FIBF IS PR 1 VF 2 4 B P 19 OCBERE 0 R 7 (1) T B0k R 4
(Type-III Secretion System) (Puhar and Sansonetti, 2014) , A] il id T £ () 7r Wi KT
TifE £ (Renozetal., 2022a) o FEPESLA IR R EEFAAE T A AR R RE D, £
B R FEE (10 35 DR 4 A 3£ A 4E (Burke and Moran, 2011a) o {ESHfePE LA #k R 3
DR A B FE E — AR T LA AR R (Lamelas efal., 2011) . EMREEAETTIH, HePEIL
bk R 51 1 LR FEIE B Buchnera Z [AFAE 2 J7 TR ELANG &R, il T- HE R 4
WENE L JRERBERRZ 2 3 AH G B R B 5 OR B, HEW e 1 3 A bk R %52 Buchnera 1%
() B A%t e SR B e, T AT e ¥ Buchnera £ R IK MR 2 (Lamelas er al., 2011,
Monnin et al., 2020) o Ak, FVEILAEMR R TR RRE T T w800 2
R & i 1% (Manzano-Marin and Latorre, 2016a) o & PE3LA (K] S, symbiotica ¥k 72— Mk F: A
M FEIRFERE K, BRIV B LR BB (Renoz et al., 2022a) FIEE /N3 IR 41 K/
(Manzano-Marin and Latorre, 2016a) . fl#M¥2 LI/ PI-LLN kR A H0 H B AR
Rk R A KN (Renoz et al., 2022a) o L1EILAE S symbiotica ¥k 2% T Buchnera
BRI G . R TR FEIZ S ThREAH OCEE R, T2k T SV BRI A4 & U DG R 2R, HEU
LAEILAE PR RN Buchnera $RABE M ZFERR AT A HAT 45O (Lamelas er al., 2011) . %
PEFLAE I RELE S, symbiotica TR R IRER T Z NG I RE, (HIXFRT AR R T L ML A 13
# A (Monnin et al., 2020) , XWE/R T EVEILA S, symbiotica Pk RAEH A 11701
{E1F KN R LSRR R SCs, HEERAZ T 1T Z M BEEL, vReRR T HEE) T
FREE LR R B e, oV 9 1 R 2008 TR BTG A TTER - (Manzano-Marin et al.
2018) o ME HAETERBLYESER, S symbiotica FEI B N I R 4L 5808 5 ThAg

&, XPIE R AL RE WY S, symbiotica 535 HU1E X155 R MRA BRI S B I ARAL .

2 EBEEPHNHSEE

H B 3L 2414 S, symbiotica ¥k F 347 1E T 5 4 WAL Aphidinae, — M#R />4 T 15 g iE
(Renoz et al., 2015, Renoz et al., 2017, Pons et al., 2019¢, Perreau et al., 2021, Pons et al.,
2022) . CWBI-2.3T ¥k i/ A7 T My Al 11 2% (Skaljac et al., 2018, Skaljac et al., 2019).
H AT 1 S. symbiotica ¥k F AL R 4% £ B /KP4 RS . 4140 CWBIL-2.37 #k 2 7] DLZEH %
G 100 8 i R A I 2, ] AR SR et e /E P N B2 IRk Gt e S AR TR, R T T
A E I S IUERE (Pons eral., 2019¢) o [RII, 7E32 1YL r 1 BRI XA 4 ok ) )
FECE T CWBI-2.3T, HARSZ YL il dU B A X S ) f5 i 7 CWBI-2.37, #i B CWBI-2.37



Pk ZRIE W] LB R NI 54T 3% (Skaljac er al., 2019, Pons eral., 2019b) . [ 1 1F
HCE G AR AL, B ECE 5 SsMj MR R IR RUS, H AR I ZEE thaT kel 2] SsMj, 1fiiX
SR AT DL EEH R G e, BB SsMj Bk RIGREEE N (i Er s Bl K TE, A B S A
&4k (Duetal, 2023) . tthh, fEFEFSIES HB1 5 CWBI-2.3" PR AN B HUR, L8 R
WARRG AT R E) HB1, HIRMIRIGAREIE R K E (Perreau et al., 2021) .

Mt LA 1) S, symbiotica ¥k RAFAE T HWH VAR, 5 B4 T18 3 M4 S & B k40
fii (Fukatsu et al., 2000, Moran et al., 2005, Pons et al., 2022) . Tucson ¥k RiE54i T
B FIGE 8 (Perreau et al., 2021) o Buchnera 3L w4 R S 14 M e 1 FH S B o A%
W, 1 1S kR AR 2Bl 3 FERL 5 S AU BR N & Buchnera WHEENIRRG, Ui 1S #k & v] BE | A
Buchnera WL LI H & 1 EEER (Kogaetal., 2012) .

LY S, symbiotica ¥k & 43 Aii 16 WF WAL . K WF R} Lachninae 5 & F 0 F}
Chaitophorinae. % 3L A1 S. symbiotica ¥k F 38 H A 118 3 & W /& 41 ffd HH (Manzano-Marin
etal., 2017, Monnin et al., 2020, Ponsetal, 2022) . Hrf, PLLLN #k R ANIEAE T & H
PRGN, B0 AG T8 FHIAIE . MRS SO 840 (Renoz et al., 2022a, Renoz et al.,
2022b) o B ORR R DA EAA BRI AETE L AL (Renoz eral., 2022b) .

S. symbiotica AXAFAE T UF i, fEHAB R drh A R . BlmERB P REINT S
symbiotica UESS2016 (Scrascia et al., 2016) , TEAE\. AR 7K 55 0 350t 43 4G I 2] e
B S. symbiotica (Sirvio and Pamilo, 2010, Nakabachi et al., 2022, Sheibani et al., 2023).

ANTF] S. symbiotica Pk R AE 5 AT AL RE 77 B 22 57 el T BAT1 5 18 R A IR B A Ak
FF, HBEEK S symbiotica ¥k F R AEAE i & FLJH Bl X Sk /2 7€, CWBI-2.3T 5 HBI ¥R &
AR AR N R R (E T A6 8 R R A7 3G« ML R ML AR 10 S, symbiotica 55 ML
(11 S. symbiotica W LAGy A T UF HAE 42 10 2 B AR S R B, R DABETE 2 AR R, RIS
6 F RN E R R IWE BAETE . IR LA S symbiotica FATEMN 2 FEALIE
SLERAE, BT AR TR S F AR A E AL ST REAR Bt T FE NS E .

3 XTEEHISM

H AR I S, symbiotica PR AR IB R0 F3& & BEAT SURIEE I HB1 A CWBL-2.3" #R AR VE
S 2 A T R SRR, FRM i R A H (Perreau er al., 2021 . 4 CWBI-2.37
LSS, TEEPE RS (Pons etal, 2019a) , 1fi 24.1 Al ApaSAT &Y )5 S 8U7s 3 &5
I} ) 456 77 f b Ko AR E A (Pons eral., 2019¢) o AHELZ R, FebEdLA i IS #k &R
St EAETE RN, HE T LU Buchnera §2% (15 00 R 364> 4 F7 0 £ 04 K 5 50

(Koga et al., 2003, Koga etal., 2007) . #Rifi, AFEFEHEILAEKRRNEEWEWH LA ZES
P, B0 SAR PRARFETCWEE 03 FRTE ZMRE « B k%Y (Tougeron et al., 2023) ,
T 6 K iy 44 B SHE PR L A vk R AR IR G M 2 RIS Inief dups EAAEMESIE /) (Zhou et al.,
2021, Kangetal., 2022, Wangetal., 2024) o K34 S, symbiotica Pk 2 W57 3 5 0



RNGEE, — B R L LHEK, Kk IERE A (Monnin ef al., 20200 o FH HAETE.
MM 5 LAEIL A S, symbiotica PR ZRAEAE 238 FE 200 b J 30 eh A7 T 30 4 0% £ o A
REAE, SO I 55 7 2 ) A ORI SR BEZR € 1AL 3

S. symbiotica ¥/ [R] ¥k 8 1 1 15 1 E ARG AR X E I 6 U™ £ 2 I 0 . Ferk
Tucson k Z /8% e (1 def s i 8k 22 I HE RS SR 5 42 BRI FE 1 I, T I 22 Popi 2 5 B BRI
(Burke et al., 2010) . HARSErERk RIBIE R ARITER A/ 1 Rk, WERmGE XA
FR& i (Zhou et al., 2021) , 353215 = miR-3024/MRP4 4% 5484 % B6 (Shang et al.,
2024) o WAk, A E AT CWBI-2.3" ¥k R /I 2 FhlgR S & A AAH G, nTEE
R TE EXHEYI R E FEA A (Skaljac et al., 2019) . S. symbiotica 157 354 K7 T ) 52 BE
PRAILAEFR A RIS, B RAEEERIBE WS EN S5 3598, vk RiEd
G E TR B S 1 AR R, T M AR Ak R R RS N A R T ST A,
PN E 3B BB AR R A

S. symbiotica YE1E E M ERIE N . il B FH P e SRS A A &R . £k
W7, HePE Tucson F1 SAR #k RO/ £ 42 m i E 520 (Burke er al., 2010)
LT A5 S, symbiotica T £, SAR #k F G 1RIF d7E il e L T B8 i (R R & R
FEUNE 5715 % (Russell and Moran, 2006) . A7 R IMIFMEILA S, symbiotica LR
Buchnera '] DNA 125 K& H4afidh (1) ibpA 8 1301k, $2 =11 X 4 Wid (R 52 5 71 (Ling et al.,
2024) o BFAMF RN, BYSHRTEIE S symbiotica Wk Z FEF B IR A b 525
(Pons etal., 2022) , JxWe 7 HIERMEMRS . @ EHPITH, HeME Tucson FH A Rk
T RN R . PRI B & A YE (Oliver efal., 2003, Attiaeral, 2022) . M4,
Hett: S. symbiotica AT TREY) A IRPERI 2> T CUISRFTERR AR IR JOg AR R, 1A
PTG I 4 (Wang et al., 2020) « fE5E 57T, HBAEKR CWBI-2.37
SR (175 268 % B 0 U B B, SR e CWBI-2.37T (R0 HUZE AR [R] 46 4F T B & 4% Bl i &
WG, JET-REEWIN (Skaljac et al., 2018) . {HJEKY: CWBI-2.37 (¥ th 75 F A4 T A UK
YLty by, TEIEY% Zoophthora occidentalis Ja 715 R IF AR W35 TP, U0 CWBI-2.3T — &2
& bRk i g SRR S B B IR L Z. occidentalis [AIf£ Y (Pons et al., 2019a) o S.
symbiotica 161 . mlRE N 1 & FHPTU L A 5 2 T I 2R AE -ARIL T S, symbiotica
B AR R AR R BB I A bR R IZ D F AL, S E I AR L R
B3 B S A A ELANIE B A 2 A AT R D TR0 P SR
4 WHRRE

S. symbiotica Ik R340 F 3 S50 b £ HAR T R E T, KB EAIMN A A4S 215k
P/ ML A AR (AL R . 38R S, symbiotica 5 S EAERINLE], 5 BB 3L AR 4n
R 1 2 B0 KL BRI I 5 . JE SRR 2 H R0 A it R F B, Tt —2b
RS S. symbiotica 515 3= HAERI 43T WL, 5] Qnidid B R i H o RIR ST S. symbiotica RS



Kl TR . it ELEL S, symbiotica AFRIMR RIS H IR REWIE S KA e 5, W]

BE— ARV S. symbiotica H3E 77 NIEAR W AR E S, IR F S. symbiotica A [FRIMK % HE

V-t B - U =08 IR R R OAERIFEM . JeAh, RIS symbiotica FTAATTAE FH BRANER

SERR RN B RE TR IR, WS AR X S, symbiotica T SE I HUpzE dl (0 o] REE
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Appendix 1 Clade affiliation, lifestyle characteristics, distribution in aphids, transmission modes, and host impacts of different Serratia symbiotica strains. Clade A
and B defined according to Perreau et al. (2021)
A TR TIOE T T TEHZ A TEH 72k RS A %R
Strain Clade/lifestyle Initially reported host (Mb) Distribution Transmission route Influence to host Reference
Genome size
CWBI-2.37 Y& A/EHMENG  Aphis fabae 3.35 i MEGIR. M S . FOERE. B UI8. f£35% (Reducing Sabri et al., 2011, Pons et al., 2019a, Pons et al.,
(Clade M2 (Gut, AL (Plant-mediated, egg production, survival rate) 2019c, Perreau et al., 2021
A/Free-living) salivary gland, fecal-oral transmission,
mouthparts) honeydew transmission)
Apa8Al Y& A/AMENE  Aphis passeriniana 3.41 WiE (Gut) - M= Op . EhimT ). #y. Grigorescu et al., 2018, Pons et al., 2019¢
(Clade R E (Reducing egg
A/Free-living) production, reproductive time,
lifespan, and adult body weight)
HB1 YR A/HHENE  Aphis gossypii 3.19 g (Gut) F04&5% (Fecal-oral [RAFiE* (Reducing survival Perreau et al., 2021
(Clade transmission) rate)
A/Free-living)
24.1 W R A/HHEEN  Aphis fabae 3.21 - - FRACPZ B8, BHEIN [A]. 4. Pons et al., 2019¢c, Renoz et al., 2021
(Clade WHAKE (Reducing egg
A/Free-living) production, reproductive time,
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