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Progressin research on the microbiota-gut-brain axis of insects

ZHANG Zi-Jing'” ZHONG Zhao-Peng” ZHENG Hao*"""

(1. College of Life Science, Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang 050024, China;
2. College of Food Science and Nutritional Engineering, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract Many studies of neurological diseases have increasingly acknowledged the significant role of microbiota in
regulating the development and function of nervous system and host behavior, highlighting the importance of the
microbial-gut-brain axis. Recent research suggests that the insect symbiotic microbiome could also modulate host behaviors
through the gut-brain axis, including foraging behavior, reproductive behavior, collective response, and so on. Moreover, a
growing body of research suggests that behavioral dysfunctions in insects may be regulated by molecular mechanisms that are
partly homologous to those of mammals. Therefore, insects can be used as model animals to better understand the role of gut
bacteria in the gut-brain axis. In this review, we summarize recent findings on the effects of gut microbiota on the
neurophysiology and behavior of insects and propose that honeybees could serve as a novel animal model for further exploring
the mechanisms of the gut-brain axis in human neurological diseases.
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iR SRR 5% NNIDIVZ: £5:% N G B 7/ EUSKE )2
JEFNR T, B A AR W i B 5 A W ERAS BT 1Y)
HE IR . FEWTSE R AR TR By fE v, AAT]
R NN R Z WAV 2 M2 AL,
flangE EREs e 51 B PrEE L WA S E
MRV A PEARRE DL e 5 1E £ Z B Z A
HAEM (Engel and Moran, 2013; Perreau and
Moran, 2022; Zhang and Zheng, 2022 ), iIT4K )
Wt R, B U 25 Fh 5 247 2 3 i
AFA IR, SRR TN SZMAT . [RAER
SLL R AE B L35 (Lewis and Lize, 2015 ), It
Hb, *ESe R R R BAT o S T RE 5 NS T Y
FE2AT N Bk B A7 AE [F] P Y 53 7 HLH ( Shpigler
et al., 2017; Kocher et al., 2018; Sherwin et al.,
2019 ). PHtk, X EE HUGAE W - - kit %) BF 5 T
LK RS 1 18 T AR N A 220 v B9 /R AL
il B FE R %) DL A L

1 HEFMEMRIEERITARETLR

SR N AR MB B B LT A
WA . B SR T o B G TRk Py e #
I LA [ B ST, AT 8A R
SR A YT DL I R s AT 1924
4, FEBT Culex pipiens A A5l &8 B H i Ok 1L
2 1 Wol bachia & —~3F H 28 i i1 4] 7 Hertig
and Wolbach, 1924 ), 7ERKIRETAEMAFFEH,
241 % B Wolbachia 722558 i U8 15 AU AS D
Tl k35 HAL R L2 (Miller et al., 2010 ), %
— A~ Y I J& A 4E ELTE Ophiocordyceps
unilateralis X 15 i A& 4% , O. unilateralis 7] LLiE
TSRO T 10 SR R 2 TO RSN, K 37 kg
IS AR B R, e TG RIAR B R
L, JFERA R T HRE -5 T, N
M SE AL H% ( Hughes et al., 2011; de Bekker et al.,
2015 ) B& T ARSI, R A5 S8 AT
Sy RAEARE . B, FRAR I T AR SR ik
Spodoptera exigua 41 AT R, flH A otk
Jfm LICTT, & FE L RESASET, LI
H & m&#%HL42 (van Houte et al., 2014 ), iT4F

K, FENDIT IR R B LAY, e
Jor B T E Y0 i AR 2 AAT 7 R RS

11 BRITH

RE SR E R E R R —, T2
P AT DU R 5 1 ER R B TN SRR
FH B 4 it & 9 AH tL, SR IE SR B Drosophila
melanogaster 14 i HL A4 = 0 gl At g e
My, Koy ey EHEE T4 2 niE
g0 ( Venu etal., 2014 ), TLHLIHEEHIWE
Yrxf i RS HOFA BA WS ), (BRI )
557 FF# Lactobacillus brevis #1TIR & )5 ,
AT DL B SRR i P A . X R, MPETER
Y1 B B A R Y X SRR R B AT R e AR R
Wi, HE—2EWF5E B, X T B A i
WSS SR, Bl an, =Y bR R EE R
Saccharomyces cerevisae I fH ¥ # AT &
Lactobacillus plantarum =4z (4 % P4 SR I
SURME, & ARMRATE Acetobacter malorum
B a7 2 R i HER ( Wong et al., 2017;
Qiao et al., 2019 ),

WAL, TR Pt TR o i o3 A AR LA S AR
IR A Bt 2 R e SR ) SR R AT o 38 R
TEOLT, R8I 4 35 B S5 i oK A6 &9 Le iy
122 [, T G AT SR e DU s 4 v 2 VIR (2R
FE BRI = 2: 1), HREM L.
plantarum [ S B G ) F =ik e (BRI -
RKILEY) =1:4) (Wong et al., 2017 )., FH{L
(45 A 7E 45 J7 i Bactrocera dorsalis W&
I, YRR W IE AR 2 B A R T, B
TR R & i LR &Y, X FhEY
A5 3R4S ( Akami et al., 2019 ), BFFE R, Hig
14 1 18 FLAT B A B AT 1 T ARG &2y b A e
T3 Stk AL G PR L], Rl R N T s s
iR (0 ZA R 1Y 7K F ( Lesperance and Broderick,
2020 ), FHULTT UL, &= R 38 b A el i 8 s A 2R
BLT g2 P EOR B B = 87 1 J5R BE 20 00 7 2 0
iR, AT SR e B i - 1 ol v i A
ML EMEY . SAm, 7ER4E Drosophila
suzukii HABFFE LI, I TE AN T E e
Fr Ry B o w4 ( Shu et al., 2021 ),
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HEPE SRR 04 B B AT AN 32 3l B A AR S T I
o SR Y B9 B E 0 B A v T O TR A
SR o AT RN, TR M R P DL 52 AR R
BAK, R BB AT O S 32 23 ] o f— 20
FERB, BEATAAEZ MR Z A IO R 2
) B 5 22 5, T IE 52 A R SR A T O
R IR RS IC A PSR , 6 M SR A
TR R ARAT B9 BE B AT 2 [ I A B A AR RO BE
R R LUK BR B ok B RE R TH A

1.2 HFEITH

AAT T3 A W3 9\ T A 5847 R 1 3L i
FEPE A T XA ST, Kb s F0 A8
BCAT A i S I AR 1) AR =0, i,
Wolbachia /2% 4 W] DL 3% i i P & 1 SR B D.
melanogaster FI#Ll 51 Drosophila simulans 148
Be 2%, DT et DR 4 T J % S S0 20 B B AN AR
YRR R B B R KT (de Crespigny et al.,
2006 ), 1£ Hypolimnas bolina % #, Wolbachia
SRR 3 T P P A2 AT D, {EL [T IS S
WERIFET (Charlat etal., 2007 ), ASZREYLAHE
PERSDI=Ar, SR EATS 7 B NKE 73, LA
18 S HEME R 2R AE L . LAk, SRR T LAE At
R F RS ICAT R I HAL #E . Bilan, W
W 1IV-6/Cr IV 231 I MEPE R Gryllus texensis
ANE, 052 S P e A i 00 9 B0 1 030 1) oK
TAT R, DITTHE W5 B9 A8 e 5% ( Adamo et al.,
2014 ), [AlRE, BEYLT Hz-2V k2% A M oK IE
1% Helicoverpa zea (VI BRI 3 T R e
£ (Burand et al., 2005 ).

I AR R B 5T 0 DG T AR TR R 1
FACHEAT R A SEI , AR 551 2 i 1 TR A A i
HEVER . TEHT S S Drosophila paulistorum
HHAETE 6 2FF (Semispecies ), K A A4
] A A TE 23 77 A AT & 0 P S AR 3 0 e e
JEAR, BIOMAERNE 922 AF ( Ehrman, 1961 ),
Miller 45 (2010) M D. paulistorum 14385 Hi
Wolbachia &) Rl BT 21 i v e BAL 7R AR 0
LA, FEAETE T8 ERYS2A0. IR SRR
Wharh . ek, A4 R T8 Wolbachia

AT DA TRE A PR R 2, s R ) sS Be P, 34m
NG S =l 11 I 5 L SN 1S 2 B o e
Wolbachia &5 H g AL A R b il & T2
FhZ I A= B PR RS o RS A B, T 1 v R
AT LA AE 3 S BL R 45 ( Sharon et al., 2010 ),
SR PR ZE SR A3 T PR B N TE R , a0 JLARHE IR
Ja , B HIARTE BP0 SR 2 8] A A 28 L A RO
%, Won iR R sg Bl m e o eSS, BFSEA
T HTA R XTI AL R A T AR B, R AR
AR I AN T2 BVERE I RE IR, 3K IESE T i
FEXT SRR AS|OA T R (RS2, 1713 8 S e w4 & A
AL JE R AT BE R R Ik S G ERD
T2 2 T 1 AN AR o 59— T [ R R
MR eI AbAE R T, Sk T miEwE
REX RS BCIHC Y520 (Lizé et al., 2014 ), X
T W45 Drosophila bifasciata 11 5, &7 K [
[ — A= 4 FRBE 6 S BE B s e B Oy 2 2, 9 HL
B R L P B AR SR, iy
— IS HERN T Sharon 45 (2010) mI%5ie, 1A
Shy S e 1 52 T 4 T BRSO [R5 R ) i
BIRE2Z R TCK (Leftwich et al., 2017 ). AR
58 B AR ELARE BT R AN E S R
VAVEAS i 18 TR A e A A b 2 v g E T, - AraX
PR AL S
1.3 &&ITH
AR R RS T e —, £
TUEHE R W, 514 Py AE G B SR AR AR Ak 7T LA
PA T R AR AR RO R ) o X TR A T
Reticulitermes speratus i 75 , Ho W7 @ #E4L AL
AR RE S o 25 OIS TR B R R ) A
PRI PR e A B A AR BT, 25 52 B[R] SRAK AR 1Y
PRI ZIHGE (Matsuura, 2001 ). £ JRZR S
1t&4%) ( Cuticular hydrocarbons, CHCs ) JZ&#f/#E
R SRS W EZEGY (Howard
and Blomquist, 2005 ), %X 4534 Pogonomyrmex
barbatus i —F 5T & B, B0 T I K7 1Y 40 TR
B 23 B e T 0SB Yoy T 002 ORIl g
P, MEREREPUERNSME CHCs 14l
B, A TSP R X Fh e P O ( Dosmann
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etal., 2016 ), X— &k IAERIEA I IS BIUESE,
B A 2 LA T AT R EL BN CHCs FAERR IR,
ol F A3 T CHCs B4 914 % ( Ringo et al.,
2011 ),

WEoE B, 38 AR Wt ] DL o 8 Y
CHCs st 2k B B R SIEE T) ( Teseo
etal., 2019; Vernier et al., 2020 ), F|JHPUFF L
S Acromyrmex echinatior 4738 i 29
A RIS CHCs WAt , IF5 | &I i Yot 7
(Teseo etal., 2019 ), #F— LT EI, RE
FE{SE Y T LA SR W i T A . SR AR R
ISCRE I L P S A L, MRk 1 AN (] SO A
FEMEW 2> g iR IR SR Mk v Ui
T SRS E W R AT e S CHCs A74E QI . 78
I A, ok A AN RS R B
BEARM CHC K3, #5A DAL RSy i)
DL ] A e S 1) SR S 02 15 Sl FE Y ()
SOk HE, XU AR R CHCs 41 e [A] 5
T WA ER B B (S ) ( Vernier et al., 2019 ),
Vernier 55 (2020 ) #E—2L o3 17K A AR 44 51
SR AR S (14 70 JE TR 2H LA CHC [B13 , & CHCs
1) 2H B 5 W i T A TR R AR VT T2 B G
A R B AA IO B Gilliamella apicola
AYFb RIS, UESE T eI B A% R CHCs 1Y
WATVER . HeAh, W iE A Wik r DLy A oAt Ak
SR G B AU R AR SO o, R N
Blattella germanica HYZREST R4 2 BN ZE(E 1 5
RMRIR AT, PrA 2R 5 R I 18 40w i = 25
R AR A B R R IR 1 3 1, DA Tl A ] /)
W) R AP AR B9 5] 77 ( Wada-Katsumata et al.,
2015 ), [AIAE, 24 JC TR S HE ABLDE BRI DA
s s B [ RG] O, OF HaxX R g1 kS
I TR 22 RE AR O, T | SR A R B R R 32
BB E Y AR S R R AAIKE (Dillon
etal., 2000 ), MLAh, TEUINFMY Atta sexdens
rubropilosa 1 43 &5 1% F| B9 4 W Serratia
marcescens, ] LAFI R L-75 200 A B s b
BERERPIMEEAEY, WE s T T
> ( Silva-Junior et al., 2018 ).

Zr LTk, i R E | AR

FAEARAT 9 35 2 Al 5 15 5
e, BV i 20 R R S R E A R B A
BRI T RN, KRBT T Z S MEY
Xt B AT R BLENE  ARSR AT 2 — 2D
V] 1 i T 00 T D oA o 22 2R 4 22 ) Y B 4 i
Mo 55@ i, Ik £S5 RUEY Z mE S
FAEAHEAE

2 BH{EHERDMEMB R
5L

NI AR Al 2= 2 100 RE ) iR R &
RGP R UL P AE AR ( Lamberg, 2001 )
AR MBI IR, Wi U P e E Rk
BEAGER W, FEAARIAEX 18 EINHAIZE 2]
1IC1ZRE JTRE3% ( Vuong et al., 2017 ), DeNieu
& (2019) WURFFR R, JomR SR 7R DO 2] ik
5 v ) 2 IR S A B B R T TR T SR
I %€M Lactobacillus il Acetobacter P/ B
W88 58 K 5 IO T SR NI PERE o ILAL,
F1A Lactococcal 936 bacteriophage AJ LA [
PG 52 2T ICAC A S FE R g Rk, DT R
Pl SR Y1012 RE )1 ( Mayneris-Perxachs et al.,
2022 ), FIRBEFEES A WA S YRR 2518
—Z% (Wang et al., 2015; Vuong et al., 2017;
Mayneris-Perxachs et al., 2022 ), Ui P niE 49
P 1 AT R AR R BL I AE TS HE 3h i Fi
A HESh W B DRk

i Drosophila sp.t2& H AN T 1 25 0%
RPN K 45 AR IR I E R i o Tz AR E
MR BN 2 — o IEAER, VT 2050 o X R
AT A B R AR ST LR ) L W T RN R G =2 [ )
MEAERT, VLS8 BT IA 4 AR L0 | BT 7R 2%
V3 BRORE A B 19 AR T 2 e i 55 1 28 2R G0 95 v A
FAT NBYFEM ( Kitani-Morii et al., 2021; Salim
etal., 2021 ). SRUEHFFE i) —LL I e A B
TR BB RYAE P e P R B L,
un, BF5E AT I 58 AE parkin 5 RS 2 T 42 2R
G SR AR AR | - 58 A8 SR 9 25058 43 S S AE 45
Xof FEZH JE g AN 28 7 BLif ( Parker-Character et al.,
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2021 ), BEFEABL, AL S0 ) 1 18 TR R A A
R, SeHRmEhNrRg R -2, B%
AR SRR ) & B K2 B ), U IR 4 AR G
o e 2R SRR Z M AAE AR EAE .
A, 5 N G ) P 35 R SR i R i v 3Rk A2 B-
TEMPER T (ABs ) tEEBT/R 2L BRIERIR, &
U 1 A1 TR BB 5 O A P 28 R 8 1Y) S E 2
M, PR RN T, SRIE T -k A Y
PRI EZA/EH (Wuetal, 2017 ),
FIFEAS 5] A L IR TR RN ORI AT T T AR T DL % it IR
AR BT R %% g BRORE AR TR v ) — B A SRR, A2 AR
| AN CR Y AN o) B ik (D W A S kv = =4
FITLFR ( Westfall et al., 2019; Tan et al., 2020; Liu

etal., 2022 ), Chen 5§ (2019 ) i@ id F KR MG AY
R WAL LB KDMS L, i mt—
FY [ AEERER, WimE ERES I L S T R
BRI SR, MiAMFE L. plantarum L168
A LAMGE AR SAEIR o LIPS H6E T KDMS 7R
- -l b B OGSV, il ) B T T
AEYIRIRYT RS I BRI H ATE SR T BE SR

3 EBEEWRE-REERIEIN
R 3H

A BT ST E -l - I A P LA A6
A RAZ TS (E 1), B, kS

JG 1B 1A HBF5T Gut microbiota research

IEW R
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TC e i
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1T M40 Behavioral testing

Locomotion
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A e ui
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B 1 EEAEXNWHREG-REERIBIRRE
Fig. 1 Advantages of using Apis melliferato study gut-brain axis
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NEW BRI Z LA, i E5e 5
PEFNE B PEEAL | FE s VAR 36 LA SRR R 22 AR
&, MR EBE S EEEXRRN R EY

( Kwong and Moran, 2016; Zheng €t al., 2018 ),
IR T ot R AR B AL, T H A A A 0T A4
B o AT IO E W , I AT A LAY O T
77 ( Kwong and Moran, 2016 ), 2%
TH DA ZH BT B, AR S M R 5 G
g, 2% J& Gilliamella. Snodgrassella .
Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus #11 Bombilactobacillus,
295w AR E SRR 95%-99%, YIhlAE
SRS T AT B AR, H e st
THNHN TRk ( Kwong and Moran, 2016;
Leonard et al., 2018 ), HFj, BA L5 E T
g 3 T T e T A TR TR R AR SR TR A, TR
TEEE R R E R R
DA K A g Ji A AT A= o 45 D TR AR

( Zheng et al., 2017, 2019; Lang et al., 2022 ),
W, EE e AL SRR R, R R
FINHIRE ST, 220 12 T AT R 2 R A R R
W 5¢ W AE B HEAL X 3 ¥ ( Srinivasan, 2010;
Menzel, 2012 ), HAl, BF —FRH5EH 1T RH¥
T-Boa] TR i A A B e iz sh ATy 4 A AT
R B iA1174 (Bloch and Meshi, 2007; Geffre
et al., 2020; Huang et al., 2022 ), % =, ZEE4
RS SRR, UHEEM S AL+
AEWFSE T, BN T RIS I TR A
PR 2R X 48 DL SR 2805 5 S5 A R ] 280 | 4t
AT A TP R IEEEH] (Ament et al., 2012;
Menzel, 2012; Sinha et al., 2020 ), #5PU, %Kik
RERVAED AR IR, I RET- Y 3-8 J1 Skl
AR, AT DU RAEAS i B9 B 4 7 1 S
MA (Zheng et al., 2018 ).

31 BEEEXEETHREE

B (1) W S N AR TE AR ™ I S I B, et
AR BSCATE: T e 2 AR 4 A7 0 1) 22 R G I o i B 1) 57
oy, ZWFFERM, SEREh AR 25 850 T
T, HoliE T S G A AR B 1 25
( Kapheim et al., 2015; Jones et al., 2018;

Kesnerova et al., 2020 ), Zheng %5 (2017 ) it
P B8 I R M R T B A e, R I W T TR
FERT LA 18 BRGSO Rk, s
JoR B ZAERR L TR R TR ER R R AR T, A
e K AT , I Haox g £t
NrEtE R, BEJE, Zhang % (2022b) FIFH
T A AR AT 1A [F) 26 05 i 1B RO R AR TS
WRLSEAT A TR IR VR . BRI, AN [R] i 2 i
i 3 A% O TR PR T LA 55 15 S AR FR AR R A [
FR I, Ho Gilliamella 3225815 15 19
kK AL &P, 1 Lactobacillus Firm-4 Al
Firm-5 F%2 58 LMW o, WmiE e e
A 2352 M KA o 55 WRUEA T ARG Y y-2 2 TR
22 LA W N 58 A0 Jlig () 7K1, AT S5 Wi 45 P TR
HHURRJE . Zhang 25 (2022a) (95 —I5HFSE KR,
SIEH AR L, Tom e Lk T X TS
WRATIEAZ , 2R W 38 XS T2 0 1) R 2 il
TCRETI B RE 2 . AW RIR, il iE 7T
B Lactobacillus apis WJ LA 4 it 557 7 42 5% % il
AraT, e 31 = AR ER T 0 & 2 iR 5% 1k o s
WA AR, 0RO 1E RIS AR Z R ARR, A
T 2035 2 W 11 2 2T I A RE T o Rl —BeH 3 7 AE i vp
) — 1B & IR, #h e RE 8 i 1A FUAT 1 AT DA S 3
7+ Bombus terrestris AU SEICIZEE S (Liet al.,
2021 ), SR, ARMEN7 8 FLFT TR 3 201 1 2 1a
F Mk EL R AR B ETKOF, X 5 E IAESY
bR, 64N, Leger Fll McFrederick (2020 )
HIRFFE B, Wil R T 2L PN AR P AE % Bombus
impatiens [ AL 2 21 1 AZ B I JE R I 35 X et
5K, W E LR FEAS R A2 i e 2
[BFFAE 22 5, Jf H s A 4 e AR o8 R 50
IR RMAETE2ZE T o FEfI R R — T T AR,
Liberti 55 (2022 ) FIJH HaMbAT HIBER RS, 7
Sk /N8 TG TR e A R I R M R A A s R A T
RiAT AL, FEREARIKOE LSRR T 8 R XS
WAL AT I 2R AR R B, il
DA BRI YT T 8 e Ik £ v Y R SR R AR W
I3 B i T8 AT RE 1T 6 3 o 9 R I A G £ i T
Sk R R AR WG S A R 1S N 1g 3 At
ZH,
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32 EESAEXMSRFNEEREY

NS T e 1 A 2 25 4 22 () ) A ABL P g ke
TR SRR, DR, e e 2
WEAIH B 4 dOSORHRESMEL R T8, B AE At
AT RS, IF 5 BA B AR R A BA A
Y R R 2 IR B ( Shpigler et al., 2017 ), 1tk
Hh, =BT HAH S 28V ERE Lasioglossum
albipes fUffF 55 2 I, i AR 5 3 SRR g v
1 25 S R R A 5 A28 | PTEAH DG ( Kocher
et al., 2018 ). JXLEHIFFE 15 A 2 0 N A E I ) L
SR RN, AT REAEAE [RHR P 4 HL

h TR W N s B R Y [
P, FIF Orthofinder2 %ff ( Emms and Kelly,
2019 )43 5%+ A2 Homo sapiens, & K] 25 i ( &
1) A mellifera, K& A dorsata, /NEE A
florea, mfggig (rhi% ) A cerana LI AEIE R
W AT B R S, A T Z2 A ] A
. SRJ5, FIFH GeneCards Fui (www.
genecards.org ) T Hi B A TR 4L ( Relevance
score ) > 3.5 WY AR G FE A, &7 T HwbRE
B 5, Femibn i 5L R 5 22 b )
R E AT EEXT , 3 A5 2] T 24P Fh 5 br ik
BEREE, b, B REEME . N gl
J R NE R0 5 N8 A ALE FREASE R RTA 28R AT
PR [FIUR A9 3 R H ] 2 B o A2 H HE

7000
6 000 -

5000+

4000 -

FEF ¥R Gene number
P
(=)
(=)

FTRh 28R AT PR B AR 25 3L R H 4390k 6 499
F1 4 536 4> AE L I AR 22 Y P R
BRI H 235110 3 610 Fl 2 594 A4, TTE 4 4235 i
Y43 IR AE] 3 692 Al 2 665 4~ X —&5 R
FEWT, 8 0 A S i EL AT A 7] KT 1Y) e 5 o
DR [R) IR DL 3, Ay % e A Ay A 5 A 2l 4y A5 U
FHANEME RGBT TRtk

IR B W TN b 48 R G 5 e A7 AR 2 1 1Y)
FEDREE , H Al B2 s i 3 R g R v]
DK 38 06 (1) AR B DR R A7 58 728 L S B A
LB B A 5% A S R R A | 245 sl il 5
DI RNA T3t (RNAQ) 553, %R H
AENE A REAIE , BI04 e A R fi 8 P e 3
REFTITER (Ji et al., 2020; Chang et al., 2022;
Zhang et al., 2022a ), {41, Chang 5§ (2022 ) ¥
55 QI M B AH I B B #k Escherichia coli LF82
W g M, T DAE S 0 7 A i R R RURIIA
AT REREAS , AITIERE T ARk 28 18 i S BT
nJHEME, Zhang 5 (2022a) FHIT7 & EZAKM
] 751 i) 39T R 2 e B A b R A R T B R 2
T, Bk T HARE Y -l oS ER
Lariviere 55 (2023 ) if 1 J A T 7% MO is 46 0 fi
/=T Shodgrassella alvi, 75515 TH RNAIi 2
N, (R AR P H AR IR R 0 280820 50%-70% ,
Shy A1) e R PR AR B AR T Y TR

O HFERS RS
Autism spectrum disorder

= RTINS

Neurodegenerative diseases

A% BRI  EARESE  KEE
Homo sapiens Drosophila Apis
mellifera

YyFh Species

melanogaster

IR AR

Apis dorsata  Apis florea  Apis cerana

2 i, RRE5ALXMZERBNEIREELLE
Fig. 2 Comparison of homologous genes of honeybee, Drosophila melanogaster and
human neurological diseases
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4 RE

KWILUR , AMiT— B AeHE i 5 K = ]
(G2, I IR e A BT m o B 5 K T A 5 58 T i)
YERIBLE], AMUEAEY 2O A EEE L, W
TEEE AU LA R . BT, 2T
SRR BRI T 3 E T AT A 9 L Wi Rk
G T AF E A FH B o AR AT 2R, AL
Sl AL HL 2 fR] T BEAEAE R R ) SR - - T
HML, XA BT DR AL i B DS b 22 150
B ML ( Sherwin et al., 2019 ), ZEE/E I HF
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