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(A. hydrophila) .2 T B A= ) 4% 5 (BF) A 5 5 1)
T IRAE FH, R Ji v 5 Va7 77 & A Wk B A PZL-Ah1 fig
g Sk 355 R v T e K A B R T D ) A 9 R,
B Ak A1 3R 4T B e VR ST HNASIE 3 4K )5, BE A HOKE
BN roLRE"™ . W LR e,
A BR A, RIS B0 B e £ W B A R AE
o SR E, WA TE 3230 B oA . R AL
B0 il FEE T R R 3 I M B i 2T B AR )
T 5 75 75 % 72 PEAN — > W B A 0 B 1 B B4R A

DALV 2 A 28 EH R T i B T JUA 5 o e i,
KZHAVEEDNA (dsDNA )W B 4438 5 F) F X 2K g
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KL Ao KSR =, AT 75 22 A i BA A A
PRk AR B AR IR AF 90 B, JE R TRESRIA
FE A4k 1 s B A YR P A 2 LysAB1245 %] A 5 i =
ANGFE . K E . R E . st
i TR R 45 B 607 0 K B A P ) EE L B R A B
B AR . T H & LysAB1245Kb F 5, 4 255 20 i 14
FIMRSAFIT I 13510 A= W b i 25 ek /D>, LS B0 B A
HPE . X LR AT 45 BAIE B NI 3R, W LysAB1245,
AR B BB AP AE S BT 4, T
X 55 AR IR 5% R g,

I T AR 9 2 A 1) 5 2, L 1 B B )
ResT-H1E F QSR G, M szt F47 4, 2k
R e e A R e AL BB R I SRR,
Wk TR A P 3 36 P A8 T 5 240 T 4 L 5 T 52 A 1) &5
&, ARSI 1E 3 95 8 s g™ AR AR 2R
B FRVME J 3h FE S MR S 4R 3 5

ST ST, W A AR SR AT T 2 BBk,
T 2 1B A2 5 W B R PP AR PR T RS AL R
F o 15 321 B PR IE HE AL T B 5 B0V R AR Bk AR
PR H B, 75 80 B 25 M W5 0 T T 7 B T X
A, £ B —AN BB E IS 3 SR A 7T g R A
L5 BT, FET3ME R A4 R 22 B 1 R o 1 1 = Y Rl ok
JE [X 15 (Host-Range-Determining Regions, HRDRs),
FEFF R — b v e SRSl I A SRR R AR IX
SR X S 3 AT A R TR OE . WEFE B, A LR A
TEAR A S 56 A 58 38 00 1) 4 T o 1 1 R R, S
X2 B AR B S R, HLAE S A A S8 A SR I
HIReTETE . TUE T A E B I K H RE 8 A
IR YA SN O N AW 4R W | MR g o (A |
PR 1l o 9 Jerl A 0 37 25 R R 3o 7 S S SR WGk T A J2E 7
A A E T o PR 2 AP R AR 2 XU A2 5 TR A
N 025 &, BN, VAR S KR R
(4075 1 5 R el i 24 2 R mer- 1)1 75 5457
W T AR A VR T 7R, AR SR DR KT DAL 22 4
P, HE B EL AT I 5 1 % 4 A O¢ 8 DR (0 8 5 I B
ParA/BHE R BB EA FHEME R R (B R EIIE R
ik 24 35 PR P e 1 ) R, R T AR R 4
2 B B A e A VRO S 5, i B [ BRAZ R 2
P8 FE(WINCBI. PATRIC) AT HE B 485 7 ARG 2 [ fr s
BRTT . g b, WEBE ARt SRR BITA I G
A, TSI S W ) 4 BR/K 7 i B FR AR RIS
FEMEDT SRIE 3k, HORFUE L A B i b biA: 22 A4K
W PRBE K 2 A R HES) P Rk R e R A O B
fRRTT R
24 DREINE

SR PUAR (gY) R R AR ety e tEr .

Dy UBEALAE P S A0 3 o R S 1 OF B P AK, v
S DU R T SN L1 R SRR B B
RN, BB BT R IER .
TR N E PR S O RIEAN N IIE G =2 2 E
TR 25 P B 1 G P s A B R A, 7R R B-EA R
Ko SRR MH[EEE . R mRAON A BT A,
PAORUETEY BV P o 7K ™= b O R F Tg Y A2 5 L
(I Mk FH 732, A AT DASR IR I BRAE St 7K A IR0 1) T
A, 3 P Fh A O QAN 2 06 3l 7= A
BB T T . BRI 7 g 25 ez IR
R B, AR AR EFEATTAT

b ol it e SIS (A X R R A BEZE A E . 9K
PR Tl B 25 R 2 A AR R ) B R T AT T,
CIF & 1gY Fufa™ ™, gk ikt Rt — 4
Ji& B 3 5, 0 76 SR 0 - IR AN sk B B 1Y, S
IR e R, 25 4 v R SR TR A PR
AR EIIPT =", S R T Mk
BTN e R Sk A, T RIS R AT B R R S
g TR R, I LA (g Y)E i
VE 5 5 AE SR AT 61 I v A 2 R I B AR
IgYHUAARALE TG B 6 b a] 4 R, e 4 B AT vh g
R, 22 R R T B IR B LS s 2 L IS R
AN[E], R Fh R R RSO B S R S g
Btz SR e AR, UL AR 47 T I
a%, PrR A oA b bk, 22 R T T R S AT
SEUATTHIE ) R . Rk, BEE & A ¥ 5ALE
HBTHEOR B flE, IR8A . THig gy ™ i A &
I 7 Hh, AR K IR ) S B s i Y
25 EYREX®

MRS R BRI h 2R Y
K. ZE RSP R RIRE . AR5 B 1
2 B8 AR AL, A HO5 B 1R AU B 7T AR R
WF 50 52, 18 9 IR 75 1% A 43 (Phytobiotic compo-
nents) ] I BB R KRB AT 1A 3 Ak
I S 2 B, B3 PR A RN B TR
(AN B  BEER B, [FIIF a2 0k 2 i A 21 1
Wi . FEAE AR IE T7 T, K5 (Allium sativum)
¥ (Curcuma longa)~ 7% W (Melaleuca alternifolia)-
5 (Scutellaria baicalensis) N HAR(Moringa oleifera)
SER I, AN (IR R . R
W AE YD A 2 B A= )36 3 A A D A
RS 1) B ) 8 R 3R AA BT HU AR U I8 2% R HE Bt
HAEM .

TEEL R AR IS AR LR A
RGIE RN G & U AE A s, B PR T 1
i b R Y B o B A )
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TLR4/NF-«Bili i, N € R 1 (TNF-a. IL-1B)%
i, ek A AT i 1 g U R R N B
(Berberine) 1] Y8 58 =i B K A0 A 0 kB 0K 1T 2R B i
RT3 S S s 008 T (v 7K A e )
WuZs R R AL T BRI /N BRI 4 B 0 A A R
B PL TR AL A 2H 2245 S, e S 1) G AR U b
EWPOR, FHERIGE . BEH AR KEEA
W& A A I 13— 25 A 5T /N BERRATT 1 AL ) ) B
] o AEFEREERN RN 1.0%—2.0% /) K 35 74 R 12
H W), w7 T 0 o e S 4, R A 5 T 2 1) 7L THD 52
mi), ik f A A K A, B R A AT S —
T B0 o TR, s AR K M RE, (R IEN LA A
PSP, AR LR S 52 TR 2 ™. Mandalakis
2t ORISR T 12700k VY 504 & T 448 PG 3 i 1 A
K. 45 R TR, o2 il ik 2 5 HAth
KRS0, A A R T A B 2 2R il AP B
A 2R I A RIS B o R H BT AR

78 8RBT b, A B U 1 9 K Ak
B MRERAH EE AR T HARERA T HA
MR HE SR E. B 7 KB, 57 % B (Chitosan,
CS) Je HATT A= W e 8 3 9 22 3 3 (Curcumin, CUR)
(AT .

H AT, P E 2R /K= IR B2 N i A7 AR
—UG A, TR R A U R 2, IR AR
HRTA B R 5. HY A R BT AR
FESZ AR B, AT SRIETT KR E
TR 2, IR MR E e R 25 se .
i, S - (GC-MS) /T & s, 7] — i b 4%
K T o 0 -4 T R T R 2R R P 2 R B
30%—50% 7. 3t A T ik S R (L v )
B B PR S B B A ) JE RS AR A M (AT, 7
I S T W E. S E TR R
FUN 5 AL A Qe B A ML B R AT SR L R 2y eh

(A Ry o 3K AT 250 2 I AL o for gk
—spmFgt
2.6 IEAK

P B K (Antimicrobial peptides, {& FX AMPs)i#
AN NP6 R T 2 G I A S o), LR
0 22 Tl SR AR NAR (1) 58 — T8 Bl 42 o AR NS R
RGN RBERNL 735, P b IR A A i
R PO IR B SRS 1 g% A 2 E ALK
FEAER, H B U e AT 24 1t AR BE AR
A5 3 B K o B R SRS . — RSk, Bt
TR IR B A 22 ERR 1, 491 4 e T S R G B AL
FH 55 At S e A M 28 52 IR 2 21, FF L 4% TR R A
Z P R AR (B HE 40 B . B TR R B )Y 5E K R

SIS A i R e, o2 50 i 3 R 4 2 A
HHEFAFEEARIZ I T 2 M EGTRE k. i, K
1 B 4ifi (Micropterus salmoides) )8 -1 (MsHep-
1) 2 22 P 2 T R0 2 22 LR RE 1 B 3 B B v
P, G e e A B A R IR A B IR A ),
FemE T T 28R T K884 B I (Piscidins) %)
KW #T B (Escherichia coli) IR 34T H# (Flavobac-
terium columnare) £ W) 3522 I H 28 80K
{HL 2 75 401 1] W 7K <5 J9 1 (Aderomonas hydrophila)
FNAE IS A B (A, veronii) AW A K 7 THI A 2R
AT, BRIk T B RS
R 72 B R g 1, 25 S B R A R 1 B R B, 4
Tilapia piscidin 4 (fii#RTP4). SRl &L &4+ —
FAUMPUE Iibis-TP4-16GAC T RILH M REK. £
SE 1 38 i DL AR A0 BRI PR3 T R A AT 3
BHARE, B&E A e K P SRS AT T SRR
N TR RE(ADBAR Y HTR IR A R 1AL 5
PR RER T H . fHBI N TR e, JATREE 5 & o
TR PE R 7 9175 18], AT R B e VR 97
PERIPUE K. B3 A T 5 DRI 7R B bt
AU, 5 1) FE P4 ot A 2R 000 T A P ) 3 A R B 12,
T LG H B s RO 2 A i R g k> Y
THEALAR 27 ) M\ S DR 2H o SR 30 B DL R v it Bk
AR DR AE FR R D TR T K B PR BB K, A
T —ANPUE KB FE AMPSphere, H o K 4P
T IR B 5 8 2 LR VA R B i kg, i
I [ EE X 43 B, AT DL f8 2K g T () o R DR 2H £
f WINPT E A" FIA CRISPR/Cas9 /15 f 3%
DT 25 20 6 43 R, 30 ok 8 5 8 A AR Ak e v ik 2 1A
(AMGs)HEAT i FE DR B A, mT A 800 1 28 1) S R
SREERGE . BRI S, B EH R A KGN RE
(R0 TR DR ik DR 5 A% TRE R4, B E B B8 ek /> £
H L A B ) B VR TR BCRAL(CFU) LR, 12 B g
Ja WIAE TS 2, IF o8 Pt i IR 25 B8R0 4 3 AH O ik 1A
(IL-10, IKB, TGFB, C3bFI TLR)K) Wy [F) %3k, A Bh T
PO O TR AR 1) 9 E /e e R, (HX B 2
FRF e o B AR e 1 DR e R R DR e 1
H 7 Ik (Crustins) & FH 5228 81 b — KPR K,
053 B8 BTG B RR Vi 1, B0 E HE A SR R G
RAERBAEH . AR, JLANEXEF (Litope-
naeus vannamei)+' f] — Fh 14 H 5% ik (LvCrustin 1-
FEIMAEAfL. Mg At S Rk, TIHKRES S
SO 7 T8 TR SRR, F B 7 L R bR R ) RE A IR
HG T A O PR 308 S, IX 487 Y 7 JIK P e it 1
9 Jip A AR R A TR A i B e, R T AR
PUTR IR B B BN FNAE SE, SN AR ATT TG MESh ) e
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PERT AR AL T 3 ", 2 k4 2 A
5 BT BON H N IR 2 KT % 0E e A, FR T
TU TR IR O 2 6T 477 0 2 oA U 1 e o O3 A T T 7
1%, 45 R R Hh — PP IR SC-84M B G i« R
EVEE . TWEILEYE . L deE"". Paracen-
trin 12— P IHT B K, HN A il 7704 ik 52 mp
DA 1) 5 225 3K A R 40 o M1 PR B, 41 1) A= ) e
{55

P TR R AT 2350 A0 PR 82 FH A9 T I o B R, B
FEmtEs 6. WMEAR. XMW, RElR
Y. G EAMREM. B YR HE s A
P ) G ) R B PO Ee kg, 7 2R A% B
LR RPUREIKEEAT 2 R E A, F1 s A dE
RARA LR B AL LR 7 1), 7] 3 o HL gk FE 0
R M, [EI PRAREE I . Jedk i) IEIk RGNkt T
YRR 1)~ 6) N e 5 B i IR PV g B« ARsE 1
DL BB ) ik e it 1 B B AT S R T %R . AR,
U IR S5 e ) B A VR T 2 VD AR B, T T
B FEBRART 25 1 10 7= A2 o ARALPUBE IR 15 T ) B
RAET BRI 1 . 1R i g R R Re 77, [
I K 6 2 O FR o L e 1 SR Ak
P E MR AR SRS 2 S S5 I — N A T 7 )

BEAh, 3T 3G P Z (Surfactin), A AL HE R
(Iturin) F1=E Ji# 25 (Fengycin) A& — 28 =2 2 | 55 = fHPE
AT I R AR PR AR S S A A B B B R
Ik, — M 1A B-FR B R T R 5 7— 10 2 2L TR ik
B DL e S T I I, A LA . PR
W PUREE DU S AEYEE, B RIFMEST
7 PR G 5, B AR K P R AR A A A5 5 —
T
2.7 BHARRSIHDHIF

2 B B A J3% N #1141 751 (Quorum  Sensing Inhibi-
tors, QSIs) e — FS I i TP 4H R I HE A4 B B (QS) &
2 R 0 i) F By DR 1 Ak A AR W Y B AL &
Yo 4 RE AR RON (QS) & 4t K i H 1K 3
AERNETIRE ST —BRIANRFER =K
H A5 S ——N-BE 5 = 22 2R M liE(AHLs), X FR
H &% S 4-1 (Autoinducer-1).  H 1417 5 ik (Auto-
inducing Peptides, AIPs)f H 1 % 5 ¥ -2 (Autoin-
ducer-1,A1-2). Ib4b, B 58 K ILE A HoAd JUA 7+
W BA B SR, AR (QS) i FE &
FEERRERE R, SRR P FR 0 AR R
11 571 (Quorum Sensing Inhibitors, QSIs)f iff 57 HX
1R R, HAE RS A 2 SR E 35 1) 41 TR Sk e
A= PR TE i 7 T R B BRI . B BRiT 7T 2R
FET RINKIE S N T A BAIQSIs, H A il A #il4

FF IR . AT C % I AHL R fig i 3 22
A5 P OR R, B v 22 =R Y B B (AHL-
lactonase)-5 Mt J& 1 22 24 B2 A I It = % #% I8 (AHL-
acylase). HHI, B A B AR SH-2 (AI-2)H 7
S BEEAT) e DL

AN R 240 B A 388 3 R AL ) A i B A A UK
A% 5 4> F (AHLs). B A5 B8 57 28 45 £ B0 1A
K279an] [ fif 2 Fft AHLs, 1M K smit] 5225 R (1) 58
AR R ILAE /7, BN S8 UE 52 Smlt] 5224 42 %
BERR AN . ZF FAT BE 11 ALLAATO6 P I I BE K ¥ 4
PG HA M 1R LP- 11 AHLAS 5, #0013 8 (1 g Vs 1k
FIZ R ) (AR A1), FHd i R 320 A
KEFRIE, # 7B I FA% O . Bhah,
FAE IR AC 5 PR B DLt f2 B0 B X6 %2 i AHLs 11
SRR IEME . XL RIS RNIERT T IAE AR 2
T AR TR RS 3 R s g™ 20

Fe T BRI N 2 8t (Quorum Sensing, QS)F )
B ZR AR AL, X5 QS ¥ K g 3= B AL 45
S5 TRAMNEDL B 5 0 T IEME, AR
FEE 557 FTHP0, R RIS R, ZHAE
B H0 I AR S 5 B R R S5 (R 2). IS B A AR
il IFIQSIs, A T & H s A A 24 1 1038 B P v ok
W& o 50, BXE 8 S 5 0 1 B A g AL S AR FE B,
Al E PR IBTQS R4 2 AN o

SR, IR NS 5 0 T 20 WL E A%,
RN TIRRGIT WA .. Ak, #nHAE
AR A 4R ) A —1E AR AR S S
e85 FIER, K2 £V P v s, KRR
XS Bl T A AR A B 45 S R ROR, AT 5
EIp/
2.8 EYFRmEIEMR

2B W 2% T v M 7 (Biosurfactants) B A $T1 4L «
PUR U R AT R 1, 00 T R R B AR A
S T B LA v B 4 T A 2 TS P A
PSR HEAE W, R B K SRR AR 2+ i
=N, AR T vE PR ] 43 KA R R A
SRR TG AR5 Wow s O %
PEE S SEREAG . BN G S AR IR (R T VS PE 2
FEES), Moy THEaE2ZRE. E0R. FE
H. JE2 BRI EY . (KT 2 ae PR R i 7k
73, w57 I (R AP FL AR ) AT B8 T L AR R 1
WA A A VR, AR 3R T 14 77 ST 43 BB .
fE. MeWilg. BEIE. MREEE . KA LB REE
PEFR, ol IG . B, TR R B R SR G SR T v P
W % o AR WA T s PR R I 32 7 AR B AR
BB AShFTFE . AT E . LR AR
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Tab.2 Targeting bacterial Quorum Sensing: Interference strategies and representative compounds

P& AL RIS LRIt v HEbRAN T/ R Gt
Mechanism of action Types of inhibitor Prototypical example Bacterial target organism/System
SO LIRS, ARG FARF Aol IRARI R, R 2 B LAY 22 PRI T () AP B R T )
SRR, Wl S ety AHLSHIEYD. WGEEIW SR EAERE . BRAERE
iEEyEi3ieY)| Kz, HIER TR
ES T VRN, B R ok P ERE, BEALFE RN, SRR AHLS/AL2 RGN R

1E54> 1, BHWTQSIE 5 1%i;
ZAREGAISESES TN, B
PG Z AR R A ThRE B T30 N5
51
FERFIERIET, B HHQSH L
BN RSB, b T
AR T X

RS E SR, FNERTZ
ANQS RGBS A HoAh BT 3 HL ) 3
F{ER;

Vi) 2 3 45 771

G2l
EReE RS 7 il

PR <Nedn l: Eictri

2 AR 7

Br-LED209; B[S YI(AI/B6) YD1 TIRE A2 B M

LEHIFF B R Heyndrickxia
coagulans( B 4h 2 ¥
LR, WAEFER Y

demethylincisterol Az

FRAKARL; 5 253 U (UK
wi BOESE, FAMEIES 2T
F ARG, £ A G T E)
JETATR; e BEHE BiR 7 (Un B- 781 M)

WITKE
WE KRR IR 2 AT R

% EM 2w

I AR IR B R T O G E) 4
HM41QS

a0 SH AR SR, A M AR T M 0 R AR 3R v B
WE 58 5 80 R LA AR .y M E RN 2 ThiE 1 % 2
KiE o XA AU A R SRS T BT, AH
bt gtk 23R s e, B KB mT R A AN
B TEE S, OSBRI 51 ) B 24
ARI7I . BN, B SLie 2 B, W TR 4 IR
17 A B A W) 3% THTVE P 77 (Curtobacterium oceanose-
dimentum-derived biosurfactants, COBS).E A H. ik [
PLEE R RE, X £ 8 (B B (Chromobacterium viola-
ceum)F1 L TR 4% A Bl #F T (Acinetobacter calcoaceti-
cus)Z I I 2 B BT E 1, 1R IR B 6 S B
(Candida albicans)~ JZ & B8 W8 (Fusarium prolife-
ratum)F ;= 25 5 B (Penicillium purpurogenum)ts B
AR R PR B AUR . X B 45 RAESE, COBS
& PROBURE (1) A2 0 2 T 3 4 77, St BB R AT L R
UG, A T LA AR B0 2 e T e e
BEAN, RS — PR 5L 1 (Pseudomonas sp. H6)H]
PR THT I P AR IE W 0 /N I ot 2% R i R

3 REREARHEH

31 ZRSHERARNNA
MBS A RAE R R, AR
5 ) (0 B RO 25 5 T &, v R E BRI AE
A, mAREHSRESEE. Wik, TRER,
T s B A A FH O R ot L e S e ot AT b, W B A
A A B AE R T o A R BRI B AT R
HAMER M, BT — N A R G, A R
o H H T B A 2 b TR AR R 2 A TR B
Et 4 [ 4h 17 4% b ) InnovixLabs & & T4 £k %5 4 B,
BioSchwartz i 4= &, Natrol % 2 245 ¥ vh 571 55 7= i R

#AN N T 2 [E Deerland 2 &) F & ) PreforPror= i
(B0 5 AT 22 K AT A1 AR W 81 44 - LHO1-JUIL R 10 1A
. LLS-1 R W B A4« T4D-LJ Wik 1 4 FTLL12-
WURBWR ). A7 B, W Wik 1 4k 5 0 Btk
T R A —Fh A BT F B, A—
T 2 i 77 e L SR B R A ROk
FE 1S CARRAI, [ R 1 25 PR =2k . R A
1B BIMLH A 56 4 ) B, {H AT BE V0 S 4 e R B
P IR O (B A AR ARG . AR T R P A L g
A2 W B Al ) DA S AE B AV6 97 I R AR I o s B A i
EZSE B WA K [T2T1 NG X I
32 PAREARESRBARS

AT A AR T B30 H B e 1 PR -
FREGORNL . 2 Ko i 1 7 S 0E 3 2030 [ MRS A
(i PR 42 P PR 28 BR TR ) S E R B o 7 A T R I
Y PR 5 T A ) TR P A 058 T S PR R I 5 ] SR
{140 217 T e DT SR8 T B O H B e AR I, D H R E
A 2R KL MRS A, PIEERE v] R Ui AL E R 1
ek, AR B 24 A 1 45 497 R0 L P MRS A% 3 1) X
B, L PR 20 B R e RV T B LR SR, 2 A
HI P MRSA G lm RIGTT I — P 51 211 B AR
7\5%[145]0
3.3 REAEREDF

gt A A )24 (Green Synthetic Biology)if i
MUY R G, LAl eS0T AR P2 KRR Bt
FPIR . SR AE 3 e sl BRI DR R AR . B
WK G b A R A RS R B A, (HHAEH 2
B A 72 A i A AE WA B 22 BRI o sk 4 R
TR GERAL B A O 5 15 DU B IK(AMPs), 1T REA
B RHVEIT R AR It — 24388 . Geldart& "I &



10 K& A& Y ¥

2025, 49(10): 102514

T ] BT A PR ANy WA TR B K B #3508
B 7B K. EAKpMPES (£ B4k Ik R 1A &
48)K FiMicrocin V (Mcc V)43 Z2 48 FT58 K 1A il
JA BT RIKE AMP (PUEE )B4 o A0 B 77 AR T
24V S Wk TR A T V2 R D A T R R RO
T I B SR FU R 25 4 AR 2 AT, AR T3 Mk T AR 1)
L2 FRAE T 18 F-VEE PUE X 48((Host-Range-De-
termining Regions, & #XHRDRs), 3 & H — &
T TR, 8 I AR AR IX S X AT SR R AR
Ui, R ek b R R 22 B 1 AR 2 R R IR I [R] B
PR T FE W ThRE 2 FENE, AT B R H R B AR R
Uik (Phagebodies). £ ilF 5, X HRDRs# 17 58 4%
AL A O A O B R B AR A B A,
G G TR A AR BB A A AN S A ) 4 1 A G, BT
IR 24 f L 2 R K 2 3 M T B e
A S0 Sk B E A I R A A, R0 f 2R 48 IR
HEIRER(VNN V)P, 75 it 7R 58 k5 v, Fe Ok
PR E90%, TTH P .

XU S I R R BE 55 (AHPND )& 4 38 B AR
AT T, Fod R A B v 1 9 T BOAE 2R ik
90%. 4T REAIRGNKE B T 7K P RN AU, R
Tl b R T SIRNAGR I8 1) = KM 30 1) o 1%
FCIE LS8 ) LGN ST IR (Penaeus vannamei) ] LvPax6
MLvAPNIZE, IESE R 48 0] A RS IR R UK, JF
3 BT BV I R R IR B0 0 R AR R B, A )
15 £ 2 ARLVAPNL ) S0, 0 G | B34 105 9 J5 A4
SECIHALIE J3, AT E R R A
A WL B B &5 15 3 2 3£ (CIP) A%
1L Ak 1) Pt B B Stomoxyn & [K], #4221 & 4H #
TR FLEK T8 (Lactococcus lactis NZ9000/pNZ8048-CIP-
Stomoxyn). SZEG IR, 7£0.4 mol/L NaClif; F6h/)5,
i 2H Stomoxyn (rStomoxyn)3& ik &= 1A )24 pg/L, I
X 2% P B M TR SR I S SRR . N
FLRR ALY I 18 N FF ek RIS BB IRER (i 18
B .

4 ZHip

Wt & DU AE R SR R 254 Je A 2 2 A X
Kz g, K7 IR AR T < TE AR e R Ll o A Bkt
Wo ASCRGREL 1K IR HTE R B AT
BOHT WUt e . WETURW, ai T WA Y
SEWUH DU R S D e Pk DR AN N 770 S A %
FEF B ROR S 3 7 R AR A 2 T T e D s I
F S, Horp AR EACUT H (a4 W - A SR
IR )R DL SRS E O S AR . A T AL )
IR AT A, R A T A T Rl A MR T A

i T G B AN BU T LR 3R & 42 KA AR
Fo R0 FEATI A AE A P ML A AT X, 25K Ak A
PEA R« A aS Bl v RS NP Hd sk =
SEPRAR, AR TR B ()T AR HE R g i
BRGSO PR i EVIAI B Q) L B AR b A
FHRSCR B 22 HEBEVEO A 2R 5 (3)n 5 B At 15 77 FH A
i HABI T P FARAL AT 7T . BEAE SR R P
IR AN SE SCHROR R R &, 042 20 B A 1A N PR
MER—IG I IT i 7] 2 Ge A ik B BT TR R e, oK
IR R AT 5 S SR R T B AR LR T SR
(TE & P WA SCRT 45 AR B 2K

SE Mk
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CURRENT RESEARCH STATUS AND DEVELOPMENT TRENDS OF ANTI-
BIOTIC ALTERNATIVES IN AQUACULTURE

LI Ai-Hua' and LIN Mao’

(1. Institute of Hydrobiology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wuhan 430072, China; 2. Engineering Research Center of the Modern
Technology for Eel Industry, Ministry of Education, Jimei University, Xiamen 361021, China)

Abstract: This review summarizes the current research status and development trends of antibiotic alternatives in aqua-
culture, aiming to explore strategies for reducing antibiotic use and ensuring the safety of aquatic products. By analyz-
ing the adverse impacts of antibiotic misuse in aquaculture, particularly the emergence and spread of drug-resistant
pathogens, this study underscores the urgency of developing antibiotic alternatives. Based on a systematic review and
comprehensive analysis of existing literature, it focuses on discussing the research status, mechanisms of action, as well
as the advantages and disadvantages of various alternatives, including vaccines, probiotics, bacteriophages, egg yolk
antibodies, phytobiotic components, antimicrobial peptides, quorum sensing inhibitors, and biosurfactants. Finally, the
paper outlines future development trends, such as multi-target combination technologies, nanotechnology and intelli-
gent drug delivery systems, and green synthetic biology. It proposes that research efforts should be intensified in eluci-
dating mechanisms of action, enhancing bioavailability, and advancing large-scale application studies. This review aims
to provide a forward-looking reference for the research and application of antibiotic alternatives in the aquaculture
industry, thereby promoting its green transformation and sustainable development.

Key words: Aquaculture; Antibiotics; Antibiotics alternatives; Antimicrobial Resistance (AMR); Antimicrobial Use
(AMU)
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