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I R T B . AR R R AR
#(World Health Organization, WHO)HJ# 5, g HifE
NN BEAERRIE R . 22 HUR S 27 A2 i, ki &
G B ZE R 2B A S 2 P M R,
Horh, DA I A% R IR 906 A2 f 7™ B 1) 2 AR A
B, JEWHORHR S, 202084t F 24— A L
I IE G AR, 292.4 10 N BIERR, EH62.77 N
B A B AL 4 1 5 B R o B R
B35, FEWHOSH R, FHMHERTEEER1002
ANEF X FAT, HIE20/2 NAETRTE S HRRAT X
B, BB LN R BB, (H LA 53 (1 5 A
B IR TEEAR ),

WAEMBR, W R-MEN T, BUEE 3R, 3 & J T R

X T4 o3 IR e, BRI G R AR 1 B
FERLZS. AHTICEE R vE 2 B 2 R R, Bk
e e 2 i) R A g AR, ISR AR
VR I LA R A, AR R I R AN TS A
AEHEAFE. Tk, TR R R KR
SR FE A 1R BH W 4% #1) (symbiotic  control) 5iHE, #EiAA
S BEL T A 0 6 3 T T 2 R Y, % sk ot
O s H A PR 9 A ) B R, AT BEL T iR A
pc s AL NI, R, b IS U R 2ot i
A BRI i R e 3R B 2 i S5 AR LA, X T4
Ji TR FH 2% Sk s 22 % B L

I AR AN B R 2 AR, FEANTAR AL
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RIMREE R, i TS 3 N Y08 (microbiota, &FEAENE
TEMC AR Y FIAR SR I8 AR L AR s B AR I T A R
MIRIEE S, OIREME . BEE. oY, RS Feft
T R R RIS, (ERAERE A 2 AR
[, fEYRE & (microbiome, A& F8 A2 1 7RI AR Y
ANV A J s AR 15 B S HAE R R)E RS
5. AR S L MAEHE TR E s EEMAE, W
YeFFICR I TE NERAS . (i ipiE s =Y R iE A B
THURACH . W EZ DR AR =) 1% 3 R
ST B R E R AR S (i A8E
B, iRix st F5 5 35 5 e i H AL SR I LR 9 1
Reae™. ik, SRR R Rt — AN R g
B, WCRASR— AL SER, Mzl — Y
AR R B SR AR A A5,

T I AR PR R ) EE B T e R FLAE [ g
I SR AE R N A, SCRTEI R R OO E N
AMIFFUR . IR I I TS AR A R AR R AR 3 T
RerVE R, Rl s FRART . R, 3
BEIE R I SR AR SR e A 5 55 7 T 2, KA R
THE 7R T A YDA 2R -5 i RS s iR A 1 e AR B AR A
AL, AFF AR R SR B IR BOR PR AL B R
W&, PR, AR SCORE RIS R AR MR R BT Sl R AT
Mg, BT E S R AE R R 2. AT
R S AR WU AL G s 77 4 v (0 S AT SedE AT 250, I
X AR TR H e B8,

1 G0 A A ek B 2 ol % L5 i R 3R

IR TR ARSI R R, HAEE L5 NKAER
BN, #hdy, )RS AR R B ). RO AN R K
BEr B, HBAYIRE R A SN S i 2 52 B 2 Fh AR ) R
AR R e, 3R A SR A(EIL). BT
HARR . MpiE . Az 5 AR e i AR 55 2 23 98 B AL
LR ZE e, AN FAHZAEE B oA ) S P AN R AH ]
().

L1 WA W) AR K i BeAw 2R R ) 2 A

BRI AR R B AR H, G4, A
AR RIS FERFIRWE R 2 5, A S PR I AE W 2 i i
Br. ABFICRP, it X PRI (Anopheles  gam-
biae)ib 2 1R KA (Aedes aegypti), 240 L H B P40 i
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IS, T I 90% MM AR VI REE B, X AT Be S A
FAHR, H— R N\ & P ) K A B e
B, H R ORI S i ) 254 LAt A 1 T S HE
I PN IE A & e ST I R Lo RS e R LN O 7 a2
A I 25 1 T . A SRR T KR I B R, (E A
AR I ¥ i T A3 4 AT, AR B R (Pseudo-
monas)~ N BNF# B (Acinetobacter) N % FKT 1 J& (Ba-
cillus) . SO H, RIS 5 PR 558 2 25 BT, s
Ji73& T HH AR FE B ] (Proteobacteria) 5 EL 34 n, 1 & B B
I"J(Firmicutes) (7 U BFA, W5 7E BAELN A AETE, (HARTE
e % B,

R, %R (Anopheles). FEIUE (Culex)Fl
ISR (dedes) B AED FE AR TR, B8
Z KB IEE: o-B L ] (a-Proteobacteria). B-AZ
['J(B-Proteobacteria) fly-Z5 £ 1 | ] (y-Proteobacter-
i) 7 R R A T R (Serra-
tia)~ MNEH N JE(Comamonas) ¥t 1% J& (Entero-
bacter). PS5 HHIH JE(deromonas). FLHA1Z H (Pan-
toea) M JE (Pseudomonas) FEH I ¥ # J&
(Asaia)ZZ10 W5 I 50} B (Sphingomonas) 4
B8 (Cupriavidus)F1 £ 50 -2 45 1 (Escherichia-Shigella)
FE FRHime e s L, P I T A 4 R T BR T (Staphy-
lococcus) 53 F5 A1 i (Klebsiella)F 7 FF i F 31",

L2 ORI & BRI A 53 A

bR 7, AR AR i A 28 B 2 e
T Eln, H W TE R AT B YR IR AR
P TR R LT M S ) A/ A B A
XTI T T, AR A R AR R e e S A A%
Tod SRV B LR L R S AP L SO L (Aedes albopic-
tus) A B BB RE 2 R o Tl A i, o8
TETE 2 I AR T A8 B b i E MR R, IR
IR B30 AR (Wolbachia) /& FA SUH LGP i 32 B
Uy A T A M A R LR R,
IRV E REE . RA /R IKH B JE (Eshilbacter). &
IR H R MBIz BHJE . BT 7 8 (Acetobacter)
AR A, BH R I, RS RI(A. culicifa-
cies)MER IR AN T 2 A T, T HAR R A e
£ 11(Chlorobi)™. A HFFLHGH, HII g o 5
IR i A AR B R . AN AT B JE R
MR, mpEEAGAERER. DERER. )
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Figure 1 Factors of influencing mosquito microflora diversity

BRI TR AP e B J A U B 1R (Brevundimo-
nas)m]. ANFEA B P RCE Y R R R B A — e 1k
PR, WA AT E AT R . R A R
JE& A M B 8, X T R S I ON B F R R O
S01516)

U R e B T fE s
o VEGRRAN AR AS B A R e i
T8 B OB RER, WIS ERTE (Candida) AR
¢ BE(Pichia) M & T 22 IR L (1) 75 55 B (Penicillium),
X =AN R B CAE R R b R B s pk g
WA JEE RERAEY), FEAEME M. bk
T A F R FEE N (Coelomomyces) 15 5 H
5% 4 (Aspergillus sp)~ B (Beauveria)~ “F{E P
(Metarhizium)*ﬂﬁfﬂi[zo]. I AR R 25 AR LR AT N
ORI BORPEZE, Hor B AU SR R A A
SRAR B ERF AN AR R D BARAERT, — ARG
. FEEFMA TS EMASRRREEENELT, |
AR T R ¢ AR T T O A 3R 1R Gl i R A I A O A
BH, A SEu Rt

1.3 S e g A MR A S (R 2R
WU O L 4l O 2 AR AR K A IR, L

A JRAE SR AR e, R EE A b R
YAV H I SMER 2. B R REIE . R
FE. pH. FREEMPUAE RS MG VLR BTN 3 &
PRI R M 2 R E R R, RE Rk
(RIS KT 36 A A IR AT ) . A I O A BH ' HE
WA ROK AR, TR A ISORA 22 50 ) 5 42 3 & A AL )
VIR, BRI I T KRR A R TR
BE oo AR B, (AR IR )
A e AE IR T P e R, Ak, e
2 RS2 32 B TAE Y 2 TR AR R sg e, i & fr
IS A A 2 T VD ER EQ B (Serratia marcescens) R W F0 il
S B B AU o IS B (Burkholderia) 41 14 1) €
>,

HAr ST PR 22 S A s e i AR i A 0 2 s 1 L TR
. HENE B CLAE YT ORI A 2 A, WEPE RIS g T
DRI E, T2 B L LAE =
5O, DAL, ISR N S 22 o 1 R s R AR AR M A
MR, AUFEIEH, 3R OR Rk, BES
(v B KB 8 BREA AT TR S A T 3 e A A
4y, R ZS MNTTI RE WS X KL (A W REVE 47 6.
[FI, BEERAT G W WSS AT 1% )8 (Gluconacetobacter)
AR B S5 1 T8 R 32 BERUR TR A I R S A
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SF, FPEAIEAT R AR H O B TE A E R S IR
IR s DA Y, S ERE RN derococcaceae)
AAE M BB K A s b R IR A, 7 S0 E s (4.
stephensis), AT B J& (Chryseobacterium) i #. i
B @ RN VD B TRBE 8 A A 2 L B A M
iz O, T e R ) T T T R R I 4R,
FEHIEEREE . FEATE . KF AT B (Paenibacillus)
FERE (Micrococcus).

s RO P A 3 I 9 2 3 35 R i B M 2 2 )
FEAEM A A, A = IR 1) el 2R LT A R e ™
A K5 PE 4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS) ] fE /& §2
B TR M AR IR 3R s R I S, 70 R A
P kT e T = 1 S 3 1 7, R B R A, AR
N5 1 8 B A AE W 7K i o R IS, 6 (X B T 4%
b, R A B A MO I R R, e
M [E Y, A BHE R L (Plasmodium) FISEE )9 75 (arbo-
virus) S5 AR 23 il 2 E NI U . G R B
(ZIKA virus) 132 J2 AFHIsC R 6% 5| A2 41 4F B BHRhodobac-
teraceae) FH [ it B ffd 18] A} (Desulfuromonadaceae) 1
AR, RS 2, W AR R B S [ S
P, T8 T A e R A R R UK.

BRIEER R AL, AN A 1A% S5 A& A A4
Hpt B 2 . AR, AR b g
A G R P A B R X L Az nr, b R A AR T s R R
B RRAR T Y, A ek I A A P 3
R, MR B IR (Wolbachia)™. TRIK BT R AR E
SRR AR TE A B R] DL EAR R ROk, 2 TR E
e, PR B i o 75 3 4 5 AN AH 5 (cytoplasmic  in-
compatibility, CI)f#t LA SUR e A RIHGE.  H AT,
TEEFAM M, AR (UER(Culex pipiens)s H
SUAPHISOR K] BT F2 b o R R B R AU, e e
TR ZANHA T, BAEEESEE . AR, K
e LA A,

2 WORER YRR AR

R 5 i A A KR TR R T R IR 2 R
MIEAFR AR, BURTE WIS 7RI R 2L, R
Ao SR A P AR R 2 A I R A B T RE A SR )
AR R A4 4.
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2.1 B R AR AR SRR

LK EEAL, SR STAEYIE T A TR
A EAI QR AR R, SRV i 4ERr 1E % 1) 4
KKENEFREAEEEH. kI, TR
BEF, Igh ORI A, BRAE SIS I ARG
. B R R R S el e R B RS
DERAEY), X0 R 5 MARIE S R i iE i S R
FTA K. TR RIS 1 A O T 4 T
SRR A% 3 20, M O e o K Ry A
fZ(flavin adenine dinucleotide, FAD)FI3 & HAXH R
(flavin mononucleotide, FIMN ) i [y i 4251,
AN, R4 HUk B I FE A, 20 0T Re i e kR 1) A
W PR B I R R i A T R A A

SR, A LT A 2 5o g i AR K = A AN S
Khampang§ NP WK BH (A, dirus) %) i i b4
2RI K B A R (E. amnigenus), 1% BE 1 T4
i, it R IAcrylVBE 2 3 HU S HAET . Fi
VYo IR (Serratia marcescens)NMCCA6E I 7= 46 5
PR R T 41 2575 55 07 EC H AR 4% % i fg &)y e %),
shab, R AR N TR B bR T S EUR K PH R
RN (Chromobacterium), VEEIZEE WK N B A7+
BT ZRIE80%. 03 A B = B30 43 WA K 0 o 1 Al
e Nga sy 70 s s A BES B N X [ Oy N =) /7P = K 3 G = i
NI bR B, s e gE T,

S Ao s B A B A P L SR AS ST T 6 TR Y
BRI, Rt B e A BRSO A g R R T
HEAEH. W5, MESUIE R TR RN, i
B RTHA, A BT MEROR S i b B E R, AR
25 R0 TR R T AP M T Y Y A T P S A,
FE X EE MV 4% b, 2 WO A Y 1 T8 (Elizabethkingia an-
ophelis) ANy 1 LB HE LT 4R BV AL, IEREFRIE S
M AE KB R, fEk e gEdch, EHAT
BB BEEKE JE (Streptococcus). FHEFKE & W
B S5 KT B AT 14 & 35 R ik g o If
BRIV N, T T e R A s Y g
B i, LA R VD TR QB JE AN AT R e 4 R e i
I3 WAV I BRI S 21 4 B RN B 1 ) o AR AR, kT (i ik
Wi B 2E SR SO R, 60 S ST B (Aci-
netobacter baumannii) 12 [RANBIAF 1E (A cinetobacter
Jjohnsonii) ] 5 B g 46,
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22 JHIEG Y R i SR SRR

W B R T A A, R A B, EXTT
o3 S A IR L T T R 4 B A . W TR B, iR A
3 R R O e i i e S R i
T 42 WG 9% 2R G AR PU 5L I e 1) B AT L5 ),
PRI A B TS . AH B2, AT CRIUESS H IR A
HIIRE. AR, eI E WARAERS, T EIRIA
K 2% E (cecropin). i1l & (defensin) Al H # &K (gambi-
cin) Z5E T B IR IR R, 3X 5 7 8 B R A AE A B T4k
TR SR NAR . e, PR R R BT A
B R IE AR A, B B R R
e R R B 7 ER At TS 2o R A R AP I A
SR T VOIS Tol LI B, 17 5 Bl g o 4770 ok 8 20 75
(dengue virus)EZE ™, JAb, IRIR T K AGEA BT
ISR HT AL 7L B #1995 B (chikungunya  virus) 1 2E KI5

BB
2.3 R A SRR R

WIS, HE A B R s e g e T
&2 e b g, i e S R A LA AT, 4A
A T R AR R A T — AN R
J TE AR A i ad 7 A & AR P B S e R
HURAEAEH, b2 185 f e i A PR A TA] B X i 5
RPN AR B f ™ B 1 2
RN BRI, A S TE B AR R T HRURN B A A
TRGAL RIS B+ B R, e oA
P TR HORIE AR A

— RINMBE TR, 20 IE AR AT L A BT
JEACH ) BN HE SR B . 20114, Cirimo-
tichZs N\ M3 BT 1 (Enterobacter)Esp Z W] fgid it
FEAEVEME R IR . 20214F, GaoZs APIBE T R I,
R & 3L A R R IR VD 8 IR (Serratia  ureilytica)Su_YN1
R W HTE R A AR BFAmLip R KB R B, BN
Jor T8 3 A B S P SR R T BRI 2 RS, Gao
2t NI T I8 o LI Ja A [ o s ) A A [ Bk 1)
T LA 2 B AE DU D RE A AR T AL - A7 A B 3 22
S MeAh, J7iE SR AR A AR I S T S, TR
PO R R Y. i, FRYWEKEHB3C,
Sm_ YN3PRIY 150 B 24 7 S e I e B A
P8 S N RAM RIS IR B Ak, AR, — RV

¥ (Enterobacter cloacae) R 75 S &0 i 7= A2 22 4
P £ 11 A ) 751 SRPIN 6 38 5 32 Ui e e 2 S N SR A1
R R BT,

I SR IORIR B A ISR 6 A B AL R I Y. T
FUAH, BPHinC T Al A A 5 3 S Ve S i T SR
fE%. —FR A B (Chromobacterium  sp.)Panamajf it
53 W UK Tl A i s 7 B B 1 R OB R AR
GeB¥ S R T B Csp PRI S O BB 7
P8 S N TTT A R ) 2 2 2.

SR, WA TEARIE, s A Mk a] DA i3 s 25
PR Gy, s FeER B, B0 QR 43 1 Enhancin
I B s b i R R (Mucin) B8R 1 B0
BB B ZE RN EE 0 B B, DT B SR
el s, BTG, R RID & KE(S. odor-
ifera)iid 4y Wk 2 JIK -5 950 iz 2 1T PO RS 5 £ A T
g4 TR 3 B o B R Y, SR e kB, 1%
PRI R I8 23 WA PAO £ 1 SR A H S gs, T 1 5
FAL MR SRR XS R, A [E B iE
TR RIS B 1 B (R R B 2RI, S ™
T AR TE A DI RE I 2 e A R

3 WA B P
o3l

3.1 i P A A L O % 1

Fuc e e IR B AR R S I, DR R R R
JE IR B OGRS, & BRI R R S
Rl G Y — R ) A 0 9 4% SR I8 ——Paratrans-
genesis, R0 R A AR B EAT 18t s, L AE T
FAR A R IL B AR RN 7, B 0fE B
IR, AT BELIT S0 SR A e A 151
Wt 5838 R A 38 1 K B+ B (Escherichia - coli)fF MR
R, R TRERA HUE B SO 73 U B A
PEREFR A BN IR SR PH L i R AR A5 i Y K
B, WU T 58 HI R R, K AT AN
IR IR AE R, A BRSSP . BeAh, A
BT 5 S EE IR B AR i, O TR
I 7, Wange NP bR s et WAL A B 132 1 (Pan-
toea agglomerans){FRIKELILA R, &Il T — PR
Ak TR A 73 b LA AN R THE AL A AN A R I TE 2K
25yF-, SEEL RIS g 9 E TR U A 98 % Y B 2
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T BOR. SR, FA T e 2H R 2R HOE RN R
A S PRI B AE I TE A& & B BT 2 e
BRI, Shane N ot 1A T AT 1
BEAT AR S, AR MRS 5 2R B T R Eh R Ik i
JERUN ¥ 6B 3 8 F (scorpine), Z5ARKH], FIL K
TCREAN G AE A RO E AR E, IR RS e
JE R PR AR 2R

G R FH M 3 A TR R BT RANE 73 AT 28 R
P R g AU 457, 20174F, Wang % A1
MALISCYR B 53 B BB D R IR AS T, B UK
B, ASTREREE I e ST BT SEILK P14, R4 Ik
BT ELAL AR WEFCR M, FEOHE R SIS %I
ASE R, £ — AU ASTRIAT ik 21 5 i
h, SEBLESSCRE P AACARAS. BEAh, R & BAE 8
ARFAS1HUE BEA Z R PUEA S AR i+, &
F AN LI IE N AE IR B, IR Sk A R I R
U YRR,

20214F, Gao% NP i JF [ 25 b #2057 (4.
sinensis) V& PN 73 B 3RAT SR R IR PUIE AR Bl g
(¥ o T8 3 A T AR IR VD IRTE Su_ YN B U R 3L,
Su_ YN LI i 73 WA T 75 P4 i T i AmLip ELHZ #2175
e i B, BAT SRR R AR PUEE PE. B4k, Su_YNI/E
SCHE e EL /KT T B A 0. IRl R v
Su_YNTE A FEHE X B A 2 5UR R A BRI BICHE R
2R SR SRR AL RR B Y. R RARTUES A A
MBEERBRERRAT RO T ar gl as, KA
FHEZH A FH 32 T BEL T A 4 (14 17 42 S 5 17 1

(1) WrE3LAwRs e e i T dUigIE, BA R il
FRARIIRE ST, SO 1 OR8] AL B b B8 AR ()
J 3 LA T AN S IS RO L A BRI i 45 2 A A
ThRe, X T8 G A A (fitness cost); (1) AHEL
T DAL, X P i e A R AT 2 I e TR AR 2 AT
(iv) WrEILA R A SNE P ARRR, TR R KL E
FNH; (v) %3RS S 2 AT T B R
IR RIS LT

) P B A 4 R Ay

AT T 4 R R 25 55 U A ) s T AT
fRGLER,  dUE R B R N AR T AU G

3.2
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du, AR S ) ST v A MR A, R
3% [F) A 200 o7 K U IS AN 2 PR R, m B 25
ARSI 2 5 PRI 3, DRI 2 U0 e AR 40 B 4 R BEL W 92
fE3% ERABE RIS, A ARG
A R 22—,

BT AR R AN SR AR B T A A R R
IS AR FURH, R0 B 2R T ] R L 2R K 22 i
O BRI KT AR R S 1) 2
F. Lovett2s N**120194E 7 Science b 413E, 3@ id % F
WEARTE (M. pingshaense) AT HE R MG RIE R HE R
(hybrid), F8 3 5 98 FUE )R 0RE /), IRAE U A 2k
PPER I IF R T R A, A TR, B
RN R4S KRG, BT PR kD 1799% A
I b, BT 45 4 Paratransgenesis 5B R B R 1A 4T
JE RGN G i B R AR TR, A R R [R] B R K
g e P PR B . Fang5 N0 &0 7 GHE 0
TR TR, (R ASMI(—FhFHIEE R B &
N RIS i B RGN IR ) R 7 2R R P R pUE
RUSLA, G5 B3 B P ok IR B0 R SR e s 3 355 PRI
ISR P R T B

RNAJTER(RNA silencing or RNA interference,
RNAi)E BAZ AV IR R IE IR R sE L. WFFiR
B, small RNA(sRNA)FEiE 3= -1 i B [R5 AT XA 4% 328,
FEAESZAR AR T R 4 e DR s s R . o Do B AR
i A AR R A microRN A (miRNA) fJsRN A (milR-
NAYVEN -, FE¥ Hi s 2 g F4nfed, RIS F
RNAi RS T t, HlfE E o iLi. [,
18 F 0K B B R F B miRN A 2 31 AH BE 195 R
] 4t L 1) 350 e DR ) 2k, s 00 . S5l X AN [
TR S E 32 S FA ELAR F R SR I B 748 1
Y1 ffl AhFE 3 (extracellular vesicles, EVs)/E NEEY)FhEk
5 FERNAIT SRNAS A A, Cuide AR 78R,
BRAE 18 B A R G i U R R B R A — Fimicro-
RNA-like RNA(bba-milR1), il id % iz ik H itz 3
e A, JFE I P RN Al(cross-kingdom  RNA1)
HUAHITER IS 0 B S e B TR, o T i U 4L 1)
FLml. [RIFEHL, dsr A e DK B R SF I miRNAs
(Let-7F1miR-100)i# 15 B H MM, TTER A B
5775 B AR A 2 B Y, Laids NPT S48 s 2 1
IREGFABE R (Metarhizium robertsii)iBiTHE A BN 5
(45 58 B KMT2-Cre 1 -Hyd4 8 1% E W12 Y45 1)
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B ML P A 7 o3 A T i 35 AR e BT L. A
R, oAk HR R T S 0 ) i A e SR A5 2 i
TP R A AL R3S ANy A EL A
528 3 B AU ELAE IR AU L], 10 H o s ReR O
PR A% A IR S (AT A A T s SR

4 RKmE

245, A4 RBURMEMIRE R I Z AR D) RESE )
T A7 S 1 s e, AR SR WU R
YIRERAERMURE IR L e AR K SR A S e A
feifSE 2 MBIl RE L E A

W TR 2 BIEMAEMA GRS TR, R
ISR A A 2 FEPERIE AT S Z S8 — B TR
Pr s RIpPO AR R, TSGR R 1 dr kA g
LN RBURETE. A, SR R TE R E Y
EILHRRCEY, SMEIERM A TR 2 R A
I ZE A DO RE AR AT AR, XM 52 2% I R B 454
ZO0 B E AT IR Z AL B, RO
TS R B A P A Ay B B SR A T AR E R
F I B W RSN DRE T IR TE, AT BT B IR
AR G E R R I M 2 AR S BRI T g
L.

2R BT SR N EATITOT 7 R, HET

S5 3k

I ORISR AR SV R 2 R, HR, R
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Mosquito microbiome and its application in mosquito-borne
diseases control

JIANG Yong-Mao, WANG Li-Hua, HU Wen-Qian, GAO Han & WANG Si-Bao

Key Laboratory of Insect Developmental and Evolutionary Biology, Institute of Plant Physiology and Ecology,
Center for Excellence in Molecular Plant Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shanghai 200032, China

Mosquitoes are physically colonized by a complex population of microbes, which constitute a diverse and dynamic microbiome.
Mosquito microbiome plays an important role in mosquito physiological functions including nutrition, metabolism, and immunity,
and is indispensable for mosquito development and propagation. Meanwhile, the mosquito microbiome significantly affects the
infection and transmission of mosquito-borne pathogens, thus has important application potential in the prevention and control of
mosquito-borne diseases. Therefore, a comprehensive understanding of mosquito physiology and mosquito-borne diseases
transmission cannot ignore the critical role of the microbiome. This review summarizes the advances of mosquito microbiome and its
influencing factors, the influence of gut microbiome on host physiology and mechanisms underlying gut microbiota-host-pathogen
interactions in mosquitoes. We also provide an overview on the use of microbiome in the prevention and control of mosquito-borne
diseases. Finally, directions for future work are discussed.
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doi: 10.1360/SSV-2022-0093

646


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-6851(00)00387-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-6851(00)00387-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpara.2006.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpara.2006.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06580-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-23
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1108639
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaw8737
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1199115
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12323-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12323-1
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2023802118
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2023802118
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aaz1659
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1703546114
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1703546114
https://doi.org/10.1360/SSV-2022-0093

	蚊虫微生物群系及其在蚊媒疾病防控中的�研究进展
	1��� 蚊虫微生物群的组成及其影响因素
	1.1��� 蚊虫不同生长阶段微生物群的多样性
	1.2��� 蚊虫不同器官的微生物分布
	1.3��� 影响蚊虫微生物群组成的因素

	2��� 蚊虫肠道微生物群系的主要功能
	2.1��� 肠道微生物影响蚊虫生长发育和营养代谢
	2.2��� 肠道微生物影响蚊虫的免疫功能
	2.3��� 肠道微生物对蚊媒病原体感染和传播的影响

	3��� 蚊虫微生物在蚊媒疾病防控中的研究与应用
	3.1��� 利用肠道微生物阻断蚊媒疾病传播
	3.2��� 利用虫生真菌控制病媒蚊虫

	4��� 未来展望


