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Primary endosymboint Blochmannia in Camponotus ants: a review
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Abstract: The mutualism between insects and bacteria, which is an ideal model to study the co-evolution
between species, is arousing strong interest from biologists in the recent decade. Blochmannia is the
primary endosymbiont in Camponotus ants of Formicidae, and represents the earliest described
endosymbiosis between animals and bacteria. Blochmannia is essential for supplementing the nutrients
lacking in the host diet, and also plays a key role in maintaining the development and growth, reproduction
and nutrition metabolism for the host ants. In our paper, the research progress of the localization, maternal
transmission, genomics and functions of Blochmannia are reviewed, which hopefully will provide
references for the related research.
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WIETE 4 &IN5 WP HUE B P R] 4R O 2R ik
— ) N T,

Blochmannia & 5 - #1538 i 40 1/ 5 3 ) = 1]
N E LR, H 1882 AEH R A RS,
Blochmannia i1 75 5 W5 Ja& 15 1 2 [6] () L Pk 2 A= 4y
fiE, ORI 5 R R R AR 3¢ R i
MR 2 — 2 AR R GO AR P 2 ) 56
RAHTRE G0 BEE I AR
U FE RPN WT R, A 56 75 WU 15 i
W1 NALE T Blochmannia FIRFSY H IR A . A<
SCE M Blochmannia 9070 . &35 . JER 424 DL
KINReFE T HPATLRR, BN T HILECR
5T i e PR b 1 4

H I TR o B 0y AR TR AR REFE A
TR AR, (RS FEYENTBRA
MAELET R ARN, 222250 T I (5T I i
@y T — N8 “Candidatus” F SR il i e ik 1
TR PR b ek A T i iy 4 HEAT T
PRMLAE o 72X SCIR B — S84 T 24 44 B4R
f&AXGEAT UM, fE T H# . Gn“Candidatus
Blochmannia” % /~ N 3£ 4 & Blochmannia ;
“Candidatus

“Blochmannia

Blochmannia ligniperdus” =¥
ligniperdus” #§ & K = #H M
Camponotus ligniperdus #4417 Blochmannia,
Hoph 5 5 BN A R R T2 B E AR R
1 Blochmannia #2485 4E
1.1 Blochmannia 894> %

BlochmantF* 1882 4F:#£ Camponotus ligniperdus
I RIRGE T A 3EAE I Blochmannia, B, 1&
5 WUR 0 HAD RS Th A B T R RN
AT A S O A 1 )
HEALSE R, B E AT T AR A g s e,

i 1 %F Blochmannia 1 16S rRNA FE K 751 ()
G307, B LS 0 AR 2 AR TR Buchnera 1%
HA R RN A —, #RE T RIEET]

(Proteobacteria) y-“*JE 1 44 (Gammaproteobacteria)

() y3 WAHEM T 1E R (Enterobacteriaceae), A#E %
FCBAE ) Schroder 25125 234 T A ] # B
XIS 4 Fs ISa(fEE RS C. herculeanus Fil C.
ligniperdus, Jt 3/ C. floridanus, </ C.
rufipes)3t4: # Blochmannia 1) 16S rRNA J&[K 73]
AT BT X, REKBEWER 4 Fo 8B
Blochmannia J& il B8 4~ /N 19 43 2 (£ M B9 C.
floridanus #1 C. rufipes; #&[E (% C. herculeanus /I
C. ligniperdus), H.A B 0B FE. Sauer
U J 7 S — 230, WRSE T IO A1 SE A ) 13 Fif
5E B HYI R ANILA T Blochmannia 1R 40K
BRA, SRRV, 15 RO N LA E R
e FE B R 20, HA IR Tk ny fa 3 H SR
B ZE4% &4, Blochmannia )3 41 R+ E AT LLVE K
5 A WA — A TR . Wernegreen 1M
—BWF5EHIN Blochmannia )™ {2 4341 55 15 UG
(Camponotini) 3 ~J& Calomyrmex. Echinopla
Opisthopsis H'; FR 4tk & X & iR Blochmannia il
2 H R g L S ORI mL) 1 P S AR TR
E—A0 3, TS EU R G N L AR R 2 ¢
FAir, $ i IS ) A S R R e £ e
H B U % #2171 3545 Blochmannia.
Blochmant™ & v 17 ] 5 5 ¥ B2 4 A, & B
Blochmannia f£7E T C. ligniperdus 55 iz I Kz 21 it
() ) TR A DA B B b, SR AR AR Y A 22 T B
P . Sauer 25 MVEL YR )T 2H LU0 F A A AR B
5% 1 C. floridanus /A [7] & & KBt Blochmannia (1) 43
fi, KI Blochmannia 434 T T . 7 @8 Ab 24 by
J FARFER G v i b R 0 D) B B ML, 3K S R
H o A e 1S F 00 AT M R A s b, A R
MY RESERE s A6 T ORISR AR S Hr, Blochmannia
A AT T BR B M, 55 B B4 AR % Y H At 2
bR LI, ShhaiUsMtk, AFJLED R
W R4S 5P B e 43 A A K& 19 Blochmannia, {H7E
Hrb R B B e R Blochmannia ()4 EL
e AR 2 5 78 B WA B R A b 1 AR A I )
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Blochmannia #4341, {BAERIAZ LIS (1) 52 kG 4 v
HWRLZH, UWEW T Blochmannia £k & I & {4
#; 7E8PH, Blochmannia 3224 T-00 th iy — 4
RS, REEWER B WE IS W 24
HUEE R, BRI E BRI R A S
AM, TRk B B R A AR 2, (R
ST T

Wolschin 2811 i szt 2 S it PCR J7 148
7k T C. floridanus A~ [a] % 7 i Bt Blochmannia AH5¢
LR (dnaX F1 gyrB)¥E DB AR (LA, S50 R
MBI 2 5540 % 7 BB dnaXx S R DL — A
BORGFEAE, N 107 Wi F] 10° A4S, i 7E AL
Joi, HACR R 10 R, RS AE R R ALY
R 30 5 DR DL R BRAS —AS i, IRAE ) P
TR IR B Rl B TWAEE 0, 24
P SE R DUBOT bR /b, 7E4R 28 T WUA N 38> &
1005 7 MR o W B Rl 25 AE 19, 4n
A B IR G AT gyrB BRI 5T
QURTESD B <Y PS/KE 8

Stoll 25 MR F o6 I AR B IMBE ML T C.
floridanus M %l | 57 %] 5 H & & BBt Blochmannia
FR o A AN S AR AL LA, 45 5 & B AR IS 4 s By
BLUNT 2 mm), FininREd i sNE S A KRR
R, T ST R A3 W T 43 A1 5 B e i 4l
(KN 24 mm)Bi B, i 5 20 i A1 J2 10 78 )2 T
fife . T R A F R MR R e AE TP i RE 2 i
], 7EHE I I R AT JE 0 A, X FPARAS —HE
Fre 2L m oI s fefbimrb i, B 4 g
9%, BRMEHEH, B Blochmannia FEii# M, 16
F i o A e A AL AL, AT RO — A
W TEWES, PR S s, (Hd
WL T AN SR R A, 2 0Pk s A By
Br, NS T R R i AT BRI ERE n, BR LY
B A A TR AR IR o I, 7E N4y 28 g i 3]
B AR R, R T G A SUR A R R R

4, {H44 Blochmannia MM — B AEE, H4
A B AT B W sh BB AL, fEaF B
BREPREEZEEM,
1.2 Blochmannia BYEH £&IR 1

Kupper 2501 FIHE G 50 2 5 Fings 5 i 4 4
AWEL T C. floridanus B 5 Blochmannia 11443 11i
AERERR, 258K, OP 84S T A 5l X 1) T
20} R AS I 2 Blochmannia; 24 40,4 4 Jifd /7y 3¢
4-5 YR, OSSR R I AR 17 1A BE 240 RS U
#| Blochmannia; B A4k, Hbh—1 1
T8 A1 2 B H At 40 6 A K BRI A B R 40
HARKRE NEFRMM, XN, T4,
FLREANL . 57 A S AR A A U 1] Blochmannia,
B A IR 40 O %R Blochmannia &4, FBfije it
B8 21 5 BR 41 M R DR B % )22, IR AR W AR K
() OF BE 40 i 5 3 o DR 0k BP R A0 R vE —
Blochmannia J& YL A 4HAE, FifiE DFBEAH L AE K A9 45
., Blochmannia fe 5474 2| O BRI 5, 1%
W52 2B Blochmannia i i J& e U -R: A B i £ T
HAers B TEELE .

2 Blochmannia 3t FHAR
HMEHBICA 375 8 Blochmannia Jt
PR 20 5 BN R DR A 7 3 R A AT B 48 il A
by 1A R DR 2H AR AR ORI T RE . 5 H AL R
d gt R B —#E, Blochmannia o 138 1 g 4L/
A G, LEED A 1 46 9 )y ) 4k . Wernegreen
A U ke S BES HL UK (pulsed field gl
electrophoresis, PFGE) 54155 T C. pennsylvanicus
4N Blochmannia (2R 4 K/, 27E 790-813 kb
ZI), AUE A E AT R NE R4, Gil 2P
(R e v & 30 B. floridanus LK 2H i 705 557 bp
RIFRIR YL B AR 2H 5, 1 B. pennsylvanicus JE [ 24
Hiffr 791 654 bp™, (HEATG K Z NI
FEAL, AR R ZBTRL, (G+C)mol% V-4 it
N 27.4%, 99.3%0 4 i 5 4 6 KT B b B
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F1 HFBEASEBALLEE Blochmannia 5Hfth B B 44 & U K& KA E & F B45E LL 4

Table1l Comparision of genome features among Blochmannia floridanus, other insect endosymboints and E. coli

Features B. floridanus  Wigglesworthia Buchnera aphidicola Escherichia
glossinidia Baizongia Schizaphis Acyrthosiphon coli K12
pistacea graminum pisum
Chromosome size (bp) 705 557 697 724 615 980 641 454 640 681 4 639 221
Plasmids number 0 1 1 2 2 0
(G+C)mol% content total 27.4 22.0 25.3 26.3 26.2 50.8
Total gene number 625 661 553 629 621 4 550
ORFs 583 619 507 554 571 4284
rRNAs 3 6 3 3 3 22
tRNAs 37 34 32 32 32 86
RNAs 2 2 2 2 2 8
Protein-coding region (%)  83.2 89.0 80.9 83.1 86.7 87.8
Average length CDS (bp) 1007 988 996 979 984 950

T VERDRIET Gil 25751 Degnan 451,
Note: Data from Gil et al®? and Degnan et al™®,

PR 1), Williams Z@0% C. vafer &A1
Blochmannia & R4 HEF 77, &3 B. vafer J&Fx
R JFAR S 4 g 11 ME— RE Gm S IR A 7, (R
= 4 R A A A B s AR BE ST . 3 B
55 NI4T Blochmannia K& R ZH45AF H 42 I
2,

3 Blochmannia KjIgB

3.1 Blochmannia BYE 7T &E

C. floridanus ¥ Blochmannia 43 K 2H 751 73
Hr&mI, B. floridanus 25 T R Z K0 5 477
T EIER YA s, HS A S IR

£ 2 3MSEWAELEE Blochmannia BYE FEB45{E
&

Table 2 Comparison of genome features among
Blochmannia in three Camponotus species

Features B. floridanus B. pennsylvanicus B. vafer
Chromosome size (bp) 705 557 791 654 722 593
(G+C)mol% content  27.4 29.6 27.5
total

Total gene number 637 659 631
rRNAs 3 3 3
tRNAs 37 40 37
Protein-coding genes 590 610 587
Average length CDS (bp) 1 002 995 1006
Percent 83.9 76.7 81.7
protein-coding (%)

Percent coding 85.0 77.8 82.9

(inc.RNA) (%)

T EORDIIET Williams 20,
Note: Data from Williams et al®®®!,

FEHE, AT AR TE ER N IR ROK AL CO, i
B4, NG I G A A S T B o e fo A5 B 21 A
., BilkmE ERNE AR B. floridanus it
RAGARED A BOERR EEH S, HAESE
PG IEAE, A BT &R 0 A= 1 & LRI R i 5
B. floridanus A/ B4 T 4 Ji fim R £k 145 4% i 75 1) ity
A cysSUWA #8907, Zifih ABC TR R ER 14,
ik, B LMK EY N, B. floridanus tLAEMS
B R R B R AR A R . b
&k, B. floridanus MY BB G B 18 B i RS il
WhilF A SR, A G A I AR I 1) o8 A SR R
W, S5 T VIR, AT LARE fi R P o 2
HER, BHE=Z 2505 EREn0 iR
(PckA. fhp), ARES SRR,

Feldhaar 2245 F A T 4aDsHAS g A= 22 1l i
C. floridanus T8¢, #53RE/R, fETLHiERAH
4, B A fE BT B IR A AL A R
B, HE LIS S R PR
AR PRZE, GRS I J AR T, AN
Blochmannia £ (9870 I AS 5 i )y e Ak i 4
I, 24 Blochmannia K/l i H W+
AR E = 0, g UL AREIE# b
I, Kk, Blochmannia R LIERAME WA IE =
WEARBRA L ; 1o, EEEFAS N [FE
AL AR IC Y PR 28 1] M A, AT 9 L R A IR T
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GBI PN, AT LB BRI 5 AT
R AIZE N 2R, WEHI MR Z 2k R Ay
BRI T ARG, Bk T B. floridanus
A A AR LR R
Fan 2281 v %) €. chromaiodes 75 75 Wi 14 P4 1)
Blochmannia #47 i & & [ B4 2= 40 A, 00 i
46 NMEILRGIEN, 10 NS 5EAFBR (Er
WERE) YA RS, S50 F AR . 5
075 TR FNAZ T R A= 0 - o8 1 5 ERT DA R i i 6 () £ 1
A IZN AW E AR AR
R, J— 7T Blochmannia g FIHLE 5
VIR T 6E
3.2 Blochmannia BJE fthTh &t

— S5 2B Blochmannia it LA #5815
(14 S 28 e 1 B AR E R e 2B K i Al B 3R A 1w
Bi):

Zientz PR IS E i PCR HARBIFSY
T C. floridanus A [A & & B Bt N 2L A 1
Blochmannia #HOCHEE R g Rak, X SLIE A FE —4H
SRR B 2L H (UreC . UreF. GInA. SpeB)
DL 546 MO5 B R 2 2R (I 2 1R 5L, wF
FAREY]: TERFRFMIPIE, Blochmannia £
A BRI, (ELIE T 5 e A 1% A 8 K T o2 1
T, 5 R AR G Y 3k PR 3k Tl AAE S A i ik
RGN B, 5 P 2R A ) s AR A O I
S e . S Il TN I =
Blochmannia 3= 7 AL 4 b Br 2R 0 1 2 AL 2
fit; MeAb, @E X C. floridanus T8 AY 4 35 iR,
5, DAUSIIE R 1 @ dEhdets, SxTIRZEAH
L, PiA R AL BR 2R A B0 5 A0y TH A R 2 2
REAI, R AR C R R EBHAN KT
YR

de Souza 25 V| 9% 5t J5 i 24 &5 FISH
(fluorescence in situ hybridization) 152} 26 i 1
PCR # R R E I AEKIE C. fellah &P
Blochmannia & it (25 1k S G WSORE & B IR, 45
RRW, MRS AR E 2 BE AR A 3200 0 8

pre
).

Blochmannia (%5, FEX b Fpt i & & A4 i
FRIR , SR BRI T R BRI BT
fiTiAA Blochmannia (1477 1] BE 5 Wk 2 W9 WO6) AT
FIRE RS s B —FaE R, B
AEYRELT, WREfIERENIEE AR, 7
FRRI IR N S s, A E 2 A 1S
A DA TR AR R AE A . SR 2B M P %
DR A5 5 TR ELA RRRR L

de Souza %V o 1R MR BT AR K (FIARF) 11 R
C. fellah T-B A& Blochmannia J&, 7562 1%
BE RO R WA R 2 REM, kK
Blochmannia &t (13l /b 2 KRG Jin T B R B2 e 8
EmMoa, aREMmBARE; XEH
Blochmannia 1515 3= 85 i £ 51 2 10 R A8 R T2 U D)
AHOG, W0 AT A3 Ao 3 0 A J 2 R A 1 A 3R
HeBR#h Blochmannia k2 & B G2 FIRFEAK, M
Tk /1 0 7 B SR AR YL i L%

Fan 2P Bugsksz 18 0 & T Blochmannia 5
WiFP = F5H(C. pennsylvanicus 1 C. chromaiodes)
AR, T SE % 5% PCR (RT-gPCR)
Fe ARG T IR AL FR S T84 N Blochmannia &
BB, ZREBLE 4 377 °C MmiEAL
1, Blochmannia 7 TSR #RE IR Y Y55
WREAR, Hm T I ) R s Bk 3 R AR
BAMMENIMIET R, HEfE&Z3 TR
AT, RO R, TR F e
DX s SR S0 A R Y X SR X B, T
WAERR TR T RSP BN, XEKE
Blochmannia A Z& 3 H GBI LW Tk BE AR A6 1R Rk

AR L A 22 R0y i 5E H AR S 8 WU i
BERE 45 269, Blochmannia J& T 7 iz a4
PREE, AEIRE] 92%LA I, HALANEFIZEAT &
(L ) 5 A P15 R [ 2 N i A Ak IR A
67.1%-98.8%1% | Jf: H % i Blochmannia t1.4>7i T
BEREANE AN oA I IE 26 20 14T 55 75 1
C. fragilis Ji7i& g I WF 52 Hh & B0 T 28 UG 245
B, EPANFIEE T B R BE T Blochmannia 19
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i FUIAE] 100%, U483 P ) 90 o R 2 BT R 4 ™
A —ERZ, BT 7 B UL B #E Blochmannia
P, KRR E L 89.8%0H, T, FRATF
FE BRI A, Blochmannia S35
FHA S W FEgE, i i Am FE
e ST H A A (BRI 2E) . MR LA K
AN FEER M r KA H A b, XEKRE
Blochmannia A &7 76 SRl A% ik A sl 5 R 1 4
fii B, B, HAS B Blochmannia
JFER AR, IT-3RB] Blochmannia MY
SEA bR T A s RE AN, JF HRTRH R
RS E RS, XTI 5 1 U g 1 f

FEEATEEMER, HXPERLHIE NS
4 g%
&2, Blochmannia AMYAE N 5 & BN 5 &)

Hle Z T B SRR, T LR e 0 S A
H . BRI R KIS N RS, IR H
Blochmannia i id A B KK H 4808, FRA% SR
WRE ST . 555 SR I TR R i g MTY
5 FIAAOCHY B, 518 F I BOP B U R 3
HRR
RAEREFE 3705 i N 34 Blochmannia 4

FEDRZE I 1) 50 i, SRR FRAT T RE A8 5L T KA 7 41
BE k0T Blochmannia A4 I R H 5 1 3205 iy
e A SE R, HAHED LA DG T BE o (RN At
KERS> 5 AL Blochmannia & PR 2H %5 H i A1 ke
Z , XFF Blochmannia 75 /] 5 T WUFP S Hh i 14 4%
J5 3% 5 1 F A4 A B R BL R 75 IR
WHFE. BEAh, 5 TP WA A 2 A P i 0 R 2k
AFETFREAMRE# H R A, Blochmannia *ﬂ

TR B G R AR S I T W R S =
' B e R AR R, B2
%%i%fﬁ?ﬁi%’?’fﬂ”ﬁ'@i%\%ﬂT Blochmannia
(3R D RE , (R HS 5 35 U A 56 R il re ) 3
IR A Tt — %i"”?ﬁ%ﬂfﬂ‘}:o

,/\
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