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B E [B&)] N7 ERNEME Tuta absoluta (Meyrick) 41y Ht 71 40 1 19 2H i 45 14 B2 ZKEE,
S HLEA BRI RIS RIE . [ FE ] RABSFIEHUTFH A (SMRT Cell ) X/ 35 & A ik 3
W4 M ATEANE 16S tDNA SR IEFTIT M. [ SR ] MrEEF gtk 3 #4) kg E R h 35
25903 % Effective- CCS, SN 134 4~ OTU, FLyEREE| 14177224953 H 75 FH 103 J& 118 Fiivdip . H
o, A5 1E 1] ( Proteobacteria ) SHOLFVEITT, i 93.95%, EXSCIGHIE (Erwinia) ILH @R, 5 91.82%,
Erwinia iniecta LR, 1 91.82%, HARAFIIEAMIT EEIMET 1%, BEEFMEME 3 440 dUpmE g0
P ZHPEHEEL ACE. Chaol . Simpson I Shannon $54453-54 77.308+13.489, 77.821+12.771. 0.156+0.039
M 0.835+0.190, [ & ] mEFmwgntik 3 W4 d B A AR DA N FES , Hb Erwinia iniecta
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Diversity of the gut bacteria biome of Tuta absoluta
(Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae) larvae based on
single-molecule real-time sequencing (SMRT Cell)
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Abstract [Objectives] To investigate the community structure and diversity of the gut bacteria of Tuta absoluta larvae.
[Methods] Single-molecule real-time sequencing techniques were used to sequence all regions of the bacterial 16S rDNA
gene in the gut of third instar T. absoluta larvae. [Results] A total of 25 903 Effective-CCS and 134 OTUs were obtained and
annotated into 14 phyla, 22 classes, 53 orders, 75 families, 103 genera and 118 species. The main phyla, genera and species
were Proteobacteria (93.95%), Erwinia (91.82%) and Erwinia iniecta (91.82%); other species comprised less than 1% of the
total. Ace, Chaol, Simpson and Shannon indices were 77.308+13.489, 77.821£12.771, 0.156+0.039 and 0.835+0.190,

respectively. [Conclusion] The gut bacterial community of third instar T. absoluta larvae has high species diversity and the
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dominant species is E. iniecta. These results could provide a theoretical basis for investigating gut bacterial function and for

the comprehensive control of T. absoluta larvae.

Key words Tuta absoluta; gut bacteria; diversity; 16S rDNA; single-molecule real-time sequencing

& T i -k Tuta absoluta ( Meyrick ),
B T5# H Lepidoptera 22 F} Gelechiidae,
N A FEARTE 0 At A S T e SR N AL
HATCAEr IS . BRI . JED . R SE A 1
80 Z N EZFFHLIX &4 (Desneux etal., 2010;
Biondi et al., 2017 ), ZHRFEMEW Z, A9
B Ciieh, S8, #2ER, iRk, 2R 48
TEAERE T AERFFIRAEL )24 40 Fi/JE( Desneux
etal., 2010; 5KHE:IF4%, 2020), 2017 4F 8 H,
EFR EHT IR B /R B A XA ALIG B 0w F IR M 67
Hbfif B 20 B R B CIREESRAE, 2019 ), 2018
A 3 ATE R IR R IHAGH (REESFSE, 2020),
T 5 T 0 T I 0 D 4 R b A e e L E
B2z —, AU HEEE N F 5 % s K7,
AT AERE R R 5 | RS [ B4R 3, 15 ™ =
™8 N, SR AT 50%-100% (
JE4E, 2011; KIEE, 2019),

EL H 1 38 o S A A A A A i L
K, GFE—SOREE . AN . AN R AR
HEEEE (MEREE, 2018), HAR4IEZ 90%
A, BATSE EAHEAR . A E R I A
1k CJRIMLAE, 2020 ). B HA I8 nT A A vk
ARG S 37 BT RN IS SRk, T R AR A el B B
HfE EH AR E Y Ry DL G it
Lo A 7Y TR A E SR B ( Salem et al., 2014
KSR, 2017), JE2518 ERERHE . fE
FHi25 1 (Kikuchi et al., 2012; K= HE45 | 2019;
Chenetal., 2020), MWifE 3 kT FHW .
15 EWACHL S BHRE )2 518 M3 Ek
( Mclean et al., 2011; Storelli etal., 2011 ), [
I4E £ 0 % F R 15 E BB RE 1% (Chen
etal., 2019), MIAFT1E ENELEN . W
MY S RS B2 AR R, d
i BB SRAE T — TR B R S . ]
I, BRBEMAEYC 2ZRRZHEENT 2
K

155 i T8 T A I 5 1k R R AR RSN

FEA T 3 BRI B — TR PR, 235 3R e A T 588 oy
B, SRS TR R BE RIS Y A B A o5 F SR 2
B —/NER Ay, ARAEG T IE W R R A R
SN B A TR 7 Z2 AR T (MR SE, 2018 ),
16S rRNA J&KUEAA7E T A Iz A Yy i v

HFBR/NE T, 79 EAT ORI R A8 PR )
R RS E N — R IR, TR
BRI EITIE (L5, 2014 ), BEE @i
T BBAE AT H R R €, 16S rRNA LA
PG FHEAC LM TR Z B U 8 41
ZREPEAESY, Wnigs H /e Plutella xylostella,
LA 22k Phthorimaea operculella 15 1 7%
i Spodoptera frugiperda ( BB, 2014; 1R
KAFSE, 20205 Zheng et al., 2020). AUHHZF
2257 Procecidochares utilis ( 383145, 2016 ).

33 H R4 ¥ Tribolium castaneum FIFA 52K
2k Monochamus alternatus 25 ( 425, 2020;
PR(dS, 2021 ), 4R, 7EH— U AR
Dy By EEAl b, 28 =ARIFHAR (H5rF DNA
WFHAR ) B & R IF 2 9 fd ] ( Treffer and
Deckert, 2010 ), B3-SI P HoR BAT B K
BER L N SR O AR R A A
NRAG AN 5 A5 a5, T L 200 7 5 o 2k A v D g
KRB E BIFKE | X LR H A BT B
BRI R (WIREFESE, 2015),

PRIt , ASBIE G FH B3 S B AR X g
LA ATE It 3 0B L)) U 18 A R ARV 4l i
T3 538, Rtk — 248 7R B 56 2 T - gk i 1 4 TR
FEAE A4 B A A 0 VR I BIL I A LB I B it 2
WA

1 MRERE

11 S HiE

BT M4 bR E T EHTIRE =
B 2F (102°74'89" E, 25°13'16" N, T4k
1 937 m) FAMEIREN, ELBETERFA
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PEE, B “HARKE” FAEARE T 1 mx1 mx1
m Y Je e MR R, FER bk AR UR SR 3 4Q,
AL NS E R

1.2 [piEfRE

EBUA R 1) P 2 Tt T i 3 iR L 50 3k,
BwHE 3K, 150 3k, & TREEEFR I YUk
8 ho TEMIG TAEG AT, ARl SoRs
ARG G HIE P4, T s as 2B 75%
WOREIE T, PSRN BG4 3 30 min D) |,
it 0 TR e S5 B 0 U IR 4 T - 20 CH¥ R
2-3 min, FFHBREE, HICEK e 2 K, B
1 min, 75%AETHE 20 s, )i FHICH/K ik 2
X, HK 1 min ( Zheng et al., 2020) . Hi 57k
BT IO EFE I, HICE B ke
ERICH IE , NP TR 1 mL T PBS
MR ELET BT - 80 CUKFETRAF&H .

1.3 DNA REFZENF

Wil A9 5 DNA #EHL, S8 QlAamp
DNA Stool Mini kit {7 & Ui il4T. $2H
DNA HE bR A% e, SR TR, AR AE
16S rDNA 2K 514G Miatk A Barcode HFES 7]
Y, #E4T PCR ¥ HIFxt Hr=#yiktralifh . a
FE—ATE B3 SC%E ( SMRT Cell ), #E47#)SC
VSR AT SR TR, A A A% 1Y SO ] PacBio
Sequel FEATIF o W AL HEF A WRHEA
B2 R S8

14 BESH

JR A T HL subreads, {8 SMRT Link v8.0 %X
1, ¥ B8 minPasses=5, min Predicted Accuracy =

0.9 HATHUIR IERFR]51 i CCS 1y 3( Circular
consensus sequencing, CCS) %] ( SMRT Link,
version8.0 ), SRJG{HH lima (v1.7.0) %4, E
i barcode JFFR A FRIFE LAY CCS 741, fH
cutadapt v2.7 (451%% 20% ) HAIEM 595 &
MY, EZFEEALE5IMN CCS P, &5
Xf CCS KBEHATHIE, ZFAWLKEBE
(1200-1 650 bp) HJJF¥F, ffiH UCHIME v4.2
B, I EBRmAIRTS, 153805 R
CCS 741, f#iFH Usearch 44 Reads 7E 97.0%
LK T 7R3, 4 OTU, LA SILVA
R 275 A P A AN 2R DLt B 4 28 28 25 5 LX)
XS OTU #EAT/r 285 TERE, A QIIME2
AR Z AR R TIHE, AU R EF geplot
AL 22 B A s A A T

2 HREHH

21 MFHERETEM

KT SEHHMF (SMRT Cell ) 1751k
Xof B 7 0 1) e 28 TR v ik 3 g i iE
WEEYEAT TIF 500, FE3845 29 321 4% Raw
CCS J¥4ll, VBRI 9 773 45 CCS 75l
(£ 1), X Clean CCS 17 Barcode 15, K&
HuE, ERmAWE, 3 AR IR 25903 4
Effective-CCS. #:T Effective-CCS JFFHT T
OTU myXI5r, 3 MEmILFRE 134 4~ OTU,

MFEBEZA S (K1), 3 R EF
1% A S AR OTU B0 Fiti 25 I e 28 im
K, BTVLE, BRI ASSREN T4
SIS R 2, SO BT iy, My
P 12 BB S WLRE A rh 4 K B A AR B

x1 EEEMEBMHELSH 3 M FEHERNFHEST
Tablel Sequencing data of 3 gut samples of Tuta absoluta larvae

FEdh JIR P IR RERTIMIEIFAIR ARUTIIEL

PRSI EE (bp) ARPBI L] (%)

Samples Raw CCS Clean CCS Effective CCS  Average length (bp)  Effective sequence ratio (%)
TUI 13013 11571 11487 1 465 88.27
TU2 8 185 7 195 7100 1 466 86.74
TU3 8123 7 390 7316 1464 90.07

# 1P TUL-TU3 fRRME Y 3 DA
TU1-TU3 represents 3 replicates of the sample.
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Fig. 1 Rarefaction curves of the observed species
of gut bacteria of Tuta absoluta larvae

TUI-TU3 fUEHARY 3 M EE
TU1-TU3 represents 3 replicates of the sample.

2.2 Alpha &S

Alpha ZFEPE ( Alpha diversity ) J2& X BANEE
i IR ZHEPER 9308, ACE. Chaol . Shannon
1 PD_whole_tree 508K , Simpson F5E8 /)N,
UEHARE S P R s 2R thak 2 v, B
AT 3 14l HU i A0 T P A B Y
FEBEMZREE, HAEA SRR w5 BN o

23 WEBMEMHEFEAEANKEERE

FET SILVA $dlla e, HHES h b =F B AR
T 0.1%M R A5 JF  Others, 7RI 1K I,
19 5% T AV I 3 I 4 Ul AR AT Y 16S rDNA
JP 3 SCPEALE RS T A8 JE 1] Proteobacteria , 5
BEH 7] Firmicutes. JTZE ] Actinobacteria. 1
FFH ] Bacteroidetes, #FT [ ] Fusobacteriota ,
BET ] Tenericutes JEfH I | ] Verrucomicrobia .
W 40 @ ] Cyanobacteria #1 %5 fli #T & I']
Campilobacterota 55 14 M), H, AL ETHh
T, 5 93.95%=1.81% (K 1: A).

TEN KT b, T WAL IE W N

Gammaproteobacteria, FfFTE4X Bacilli, R
44 Clostridia. JiRZEE 44 Actinobacteria . fUFT 24X
Bacteroidia, #2FT 24 Fusobacteriia. o-Z5 1 2K
Alphaproteobacteria, FMR 2N Mollicutes . Pl
W4 Verrucomicrobiae . £1.1% % 4% Coriobacteriia .
FEEOG A 99 Oxyphotobacteria . # #4H  4X
Thermoleophilia . %5 [fj T % 44 Campylobacteria
24 N, HPNRIASE RN, HAH
Xt ERER 93.50%+1.98% ([ 2: B),
EHKFLE, £ERBT B EH
Enterobacterales . ¥LERFTH# H Lactobacillales
& H Clostridiales. #4715 H Fusobacteriales .
{A7e S H Burkholderiales , #1415 H Bacteroidales
Propionibacteriales . f#EKE H Micrococcales. fB
i H Pseudomonadales, Mollicutes RF39, &
2 H Oscillospirales . XUEFFH# H Bifidobacteriales |
Thiomicrospirales . H Z£EKE H Methylococcales
SRR KRR H  Rickettsiales . Staphylococcales .
PEi# H Verrucomicrobiales. Chitinophagales .
2105 H Coriobacteriales, Flavobacteriales, 2
JeT# H Rhizobiales FIZ5 [ H Campylobacterales
% S34H, HPAiF# B Enterobacterales A1
WH, HMXFERER 92.14%+£2.11% (F 2: C),
ERKE B, BT 75 MR, H
HERSCIRTIE AL Erwiniaceae S AEHFL, HAHXF
JEh 91.82%+2.10%, FLIT A+ Lactobacillaceae |
M E Bl Ruminococcaceae. WH H H
Fusobacteriaceae . H#EEKF} Streptococcaceae . A
R T # Bk Propionibacteriaceae., IR R}
Lachnospiraceae . {H 73 K F#} Burkholderiaceae
uncultured bacterium o Mollicutes RF39 ., f#EK
Bt Micrococcaceae I #F ##} Enterobacteriaceae ,
R E Rl Pseudomonadaceae . XU FT B B
Bifidobacteriaceae . Thioglobaceae . &7k [C &l

*k2 EEEMEMEBREENRSEEEY
Table2 Diversity index of gut samples of Tuta absoluta larvae

i ACE #5851 Chaol 5%k - RRIEEL FAAEEL  PD_whole_tree $650  BE (%)
Sample ACE index Chaol index Simpson index  Shannon index PD_whole tree index Coverage (%)
TU 77.308+13.489  77.821+12.771 0.156+0.039 0.835+0.190 8.165+0.740 99.800+0.100

TU 3% TU1, TU2 H1 TU3 A9F21E.
TU represents the average of TU1, TU2, and TU3.
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z z zZ z z z
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|"] Phylum %4 Class H Order #l Family J& Genus #F Species
AT BEHA HFFHE [ Pl [ e TR TS
Acidobacteria Actinobacteria Bacteroidales ! Akcke i Akkermansia muciniphila
W%ﬁf] . AT . . FUEFFE H . ‘i?f?/]\ﬁiﬂ— . AU ERER . Candidatus Vesicomyosocius okutanii
Actinobacteria Alphaproteobacteria Bifidobacteriales liop 1l
Bl Actinobacterions FRF I [ foan JUTHR [ Bt AR
ST ?;;l;@ Burkholderiales ey Bifidobacteri Cutibacterium acnes
i i i B AT
. Bacteroidetes Bacteroidia . ?lﬂ]rﬁ‘ﬁ‘ . iaceae . Candidatus Vesicomyosocius Enterobacter cloacae
[ S [ B [ chisinophagaics Eﬁmﬁﬁi [ Christensenetiaceae R-7 group [ Ervinia iiccta
S REA H#E SR RARERY FIRFFHIR KIGHTE
%hlg;%f;gjxi Clostridia Clostridiales . ;ﬁﬁﬂ . g#gg i . Escherichia oli
. LN pa s | F RAFEZEAT
Cyanobacteria Coriobacteriia Coriobacteriales . t i . B b Faecalibacterium prausnitzii
sl BFFE [] mrs BOCK MR BOUCER [ e
ii: rwinia i is
AT - g;:‘;;;;ag EmmhM% iy B R . Gardnerefla vaginalis
Fusobacteriota proteobacteria . Flavobacteriales Fusobacteriaceae Escherichia Lactobacillus acetotolerans
AT P
, By TR RAITEE . FATHIR HL R
Patescibacteria Mollicutes Fusobacteriales Lachnospiraceae Faecalibacterium Lactobacillus helveticus
s st AR A ArEH R B sctvioprafind sedimenti
Others Lactobacillales ceac Fusobacterium
[ seesn P AR F [ o [ ] St
Tenericutes Oxyphotobacteria Methylococcales SREE Gardnerell Others
|:| TEWOETT |:| Eﬂiﬁiﬁﬁ " PR H ) Micrococcaceae . Lachnospiraceae NK4A136 group D Pseudarthrob
leophilia Micrococcales
[ Vemcomierobiora 7] sesith [ Molicutes R0 [ Muribaculaceze SRR [ P
Verrucomicrobiae - it Lactobacillus Pseudomonas fluorescens
aﬁguﬁ iral |:| Others D Methyloprofundus Z(E;*??f‘?fﬁ‘ﬁl
scillospirales ’sychrilyobacter atlanticus
Kt (5 ietaldd s [ Exewmnm
B Others Prevotellaceae Others Ralstonia pickettii
[] eropionibactrial [] prres (] Preudardhrobacter AR
N 1ale Ny Staphylococcus capitis
[ e [ s [ iR [ Meres
P dall N ' Pseud Streptococcus sanguinis
WABE | i [ e b jum £ Muri
Rhizobiales Psychril
. HHER A v It fum g L
AR/ BRI ER g
[ | Rickottsivles g ;xélg;mm Rolstonia B Ncanss gou
. Staphyl . . Ruminococcaceae UCG-014 1 g
) UCG-014
. Thiomicrospirales . Thioglobaceae . Staphylococcus . Uncultured bacterium g

b e

Verrucomicrobial

uncultured bacterium

o Mollicutes RF39
es

. TR

Streptococcus
. FEI/NRUEIR
Subdoligranulum

W
[l Uncuitured bacterium o Mollicutes RF39
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B 2 BT niE i 4h A 4 E R B AR X S

Fig. 2 Relative abundance of the dominant gut bacterial communities of Tuta absoluta larvae
A, TIKCFRARRTEEE ;. B, UKCFRIARXT R C. HIKPIARXS 2585 D, BAKE B AR B
E. JE/KPRYAXT R Fo FoK-F AR 5,

A. Relative abundance of phylum; B. Relative abundance of class; C. Relative abundance of order;
D. Relative abundance of family; E. Relative abundance of genus; F. Relative abundance of species.

. Uncultured bacterium o Mollicutes RF39

. Wolbachia endosymbiont
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Prevotellaceae . I EL LA F} Methylomonadaceae |
JCHE/IMAR}L Anaplasmataceae. Muribaculaceae ,
Fil 5 & [C I FF Akkermansiaceae . WEJL T AP
Chitinophagaceae . #j % EK # £l Staphylococcaceae
e I BE AR E RL Christensenellaceae 258}t 4H
XHEEH/NT 1% (E2: D),

R b, HERE T 103 MR, K
t Erwinia AULEE, HAHXTFEEN 91.82%+
2.10% . FLFF % J& Lactobacillus, % Bk 1 &
Sreptococcus . N R AT I J& Cutibacterium |
Psychrilyobacter . uncultured bacteriumo Mollicutes
RF39 . % UL /N 3k & J& Subdoligranulum .
Pseudarthrobacter . %'/K i 4 )& Ralstonia. fi
¥ fl B J8 Pseudomonas . Candidatus
Vesicomyosocius” . 25T J& Faecalibacterium,
Methyloprofundus. ¥K/K I 5 [ A& Wolbachia.,

uncultured bacterium

“

f Muribaculaceae
Lachnospiraceae NK4A136 group . 1 #T & J&
Enterobacter . #1135k #J& Alloprevotella, £
FF# & Fusobacterium B 7 & [ & Akkermansia.,
Ruminococcaceae UCG-014 . XU B #F & J&
Bifidobacterium, 75 [CFFE & Escherichia, il
T4 % Gardnerella, #%§3K# % Saphylococcus
1 Christensenellaceae R-7 group Z&J&@ A
JEXINT 1%,

FERPACE, HEERT 118 Fhaim, Hrp
Erwinia iniecta L #Ff , HARXT R 91.82%.
JEIE AR AT Cutibacterium acnes., Il £14% BR#
Sreptococcus sanguinis . K 7§ ¥ 0E % IR FT B
Psychrilyobacter atlanticus. uncultured bacterium
Mollicutes RF39
Subdoligranulum . Pseudarthrobacter
chlorophenolicus. iE £z [G % /K i (4 Ralstonia
pickettii . Fi+¥LFFE Lactobacillus helveticus,
PR E Pseudomonas fluorescens, Candidatus
RV i
Faecalibacterium prausnitzii . Methyloprofundus
sedimenti . TiFRFLAT I Lactobacillus acetotolerans,
KR B3 R RJE N 3k A f& Wolbachia
endosymbiont

uncultured bacterium g

Vesicomyosocius okutanii .

uncultured bacterium f

Muribaculaceae uncultured  bacterium g

Lachnospiraceae NK4A136 group. FHI4 T I
Enterobacter cloacae . & % & 1 i 72 = K B
Akkermansia muciniphila. uncultured bacterium g
Ruminococcaceae UCG-014 ., KA#FT 5 Escherichia
coli . /{4414 Gardnerella vaginalis 3%k %
BRH# Saphylococcus capitis 25 Fh 2k i AH % 42 B 43
BN 1%,

i bRk, IEWI], WEVRIEWAN, T
WH, BOCKRER, BOCIRER R E. iniecta M
ST g A

3 itig

I FH B 43 SR 7 B2 R B A 8093 BT e 26
TV I 0k g 3 A R AL R A, ARG R B
PR HEME AN FEE, HFERE 14 17 22 H
53 H 75 8L 103 J&@ 118 FhAY4NEE, LR 1 AR
TV I i E AN P AT T, ! 93.95%
S N = R e M I ] e L SR AN
Solenopsis invicta, &R Ml AS % Andrena
camellia FIHE 4 i T HpA B8 KA i 1 A B A A
P TR (SRS, 20165 BRZMESE, 2021;
AT, 2021; #REMAE, 2021 ), {HIE, %
S5 54 S R A IE R RS I BT AN ],
WBRASTE BT TR A TR A1, 5 e 55 7 i s i [+
()0 0 3 L A% S M K 0k &y g 3 P AR
1A A B2 ] ( Zheng et al., 2020 ); fis
FRE BN AL s i T8 PN A DS RE TR 1D R 2R T 1)
WHAHAETT (ERHAE, 2020 ), AT,
AN TR FP S B A H B T8 i A ) 2 R AR T 1Kl
FETERRZESR

AR 9 e 3 R ) R S A i s - i 4y o g
M 103 J& , H P BCCIGEE Erwinia L#JE ,
hi 91.82%, X 5O HRIE M ARG DS P 2R i
WiE S B AEEAR K2R, Zheng 55 (2020 ) 7£
B 2 MOt B 1) D88 B H LR 4 A g
1 % 1 Escherichia Shigella 534 o i1 st 7l U,
AR LT T Ik S A B R A R
RN . S T BRE. R, pEE
GrEYMAR R ( BIEITS, 20135 KEF4AE,
2018 ), HHGEMBIRAERKES, X6k
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5 HARWE T A E 2 FFRE, SRR 3 FAY AR
R B i A AL [R5 5 ( Douglas, 2015 ),
5 2 B RS FC B 8 A 40 s A R BOR B, %
3 fi B A ) & A K9 e T i ™ O
( Dagher et al., 2021; Sapiretal., 2021 ), %J&
A LA L R AR N AEAE, 2 H L Ips
typographus FI/N15 55 Skrodenyté-Arbaciauskiené
et al., 2012; Z3CL0%, 2015), #RTM, RROCIG
B Erwinia AR TR e 56 2 i T g ) A R
R AR WA, (i —P o,

AR, DLR A O AR A 2R B 3
KAz 2 R2EZ ) E A (Sinno et al., 2020 ), H:
AL 3E S F TR S A ) 2 ) B R A A
Az G ZR B A RO A HEA AR Y
ILAETA Y, NI R0 4 3 L, HE St A DK At
EHRA TR IVERE ()5, 2012; Arora and
Douglas, 2017 ), A5 &M, BXSCIREE Y
E. iniecta >4 Fg 26 7 i T i 1k i 3 DI 345t , JHEAR YT
FHEEHN 91.82%. LN G TEAR D Wi/ Nz if oy
Diuraphis noxia {& #5325 2, Hn] F| HZ Fhik
TE, WEERE . TR . D-ARBE. D-
HEEpE . BB £F4E . 220 MR
FUBE4E (Campillo et al., 2015), HENZETER
TRV g A BEAE ALy TH R R E B Y RE , (H
BRI RE RS 2E Oy b A Rtk — 2D b oe . itk
Hb, 38 e IR 5 2 At T - A AR TR R T 5 IR TR Y
TG R o IR oA B2 ) — 2
WA, BRI Z 3 (Turelli et al.,
2018 ). MR BAVR R I 5w QTR Al 451 32 R A
AR gE 7 3, AT s T R AR | 2= 29012
EHC . S S AT A 7 A —E 5 (Bi and
Wang, 2020 ), SR X RS 5 7 v i gk A B
Diermr s b A i . HAl, EF Wolbachia 7F
RINEBATEAME RAHERA, O —L
A B RO F A R AR LA, S i
Aedes albopictus ( Zheng et al., 2019 ), FE# i
Drosophila suzukii ( Nikolouli et al., 2018), JK
"\ Nilaparvata lugens ( Gong et al., 2020 ) %,
PRt , i — 20 i A I IS A TR R P 56 7 i v it
W% A= 3L g B AE FH 5 SR R i B 2 e B s

AR S AR BIE K o

AR5 R T3 S 1 AR X B
it FR) P S 7 it PR I i 0 L T AN R v A R
AT T 00T, MR T I A A, R R
it TS P 0 g T 4 TR D RE B2 i S A T —E RO T
FEEAM . B AU IE A W I 2 R RR T S R Rl
FA RS, e G EY) IR Z A M
B, 2008 ), Nitt, T BBk A A
() 2 32 AN [ I S F0AN [] 3t b A P9 28 71k ot g
4y HUR) B B A M 2 R, LR e e A
ST TR Uk )y M i 3 A R B AR
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