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K. TR B R AN AN SRR 5 AT AR R
[e] AL 12 48 AN [ R0 0 25 O L i s 7 1 AL L 7%
AR TR AR Y I B B A% B 7™ A T R 2 L T I
SR REIN T L DR G BB B B IR R B
G0 AN S s 18 T 2 A 0 SR e L T LA AR B i A
e 30 B A T T T R A XU e L
RIS R 5 /Y B IR 32 ZAROE o R UG (E 4R
AR 2 o e ] S B T 2 RN L BR BT I
A 2 58 B 4 IR) U A, PR EE R TN AT Y AR T 3R
SRV dh 22 4, DY 8 DDA PR TN B AR T A
USSR GE

PATEWT 58 05 2 35 1 10 fid 7T it L R ol
AR =A>J7 T, 1052 BR 2 500 % &R RO AT Y
AW R TR AV N A T R R A AR A AR
CR R B RS H A o S BR  [R] i s A7 3 22 S0 5 1A
FRALEOE IR R B R R R 24 LA K AR TE A A S e
(B D, AR AR oA A W 4 G065 2% o 5t T
Fgs A2 B A LB AR B R R B S X
MEFEEAELES . R T AR R R AES RS
NN T ZH R G AR AR R B
CHED A B FAl — 2640 51 IR | B3 K 55 A RT3 3R 458 IH 1
Py ook =38 HAR R G0 A L B AR B AR X
Le R A= Wy A AT RLIA Oy = 3 HAR R A & G A
T PRI BF T HOBE A8 B rh o R R A )
X =B A SE AR > A5 S Ko T AL R A
Ji& e Ak (0, 9 5 SRS 1) PR R A L 2 TR R 2 A
AN A W) 2 A FVAR MY 7T 415 25 2 04 A R AR o

1 mE—ER—EY=FE5/FHRAK

VLA B O3 1 AR W) 2 R 2 F 50 G RO R
JE HOULAE ) 27 B2 R A8 % 2 WL AR ) 2 A B
25 5 58 L KR DR 2 G R B OR A P TR o DR B
M A ) =3 B AE LS AW 5 I T i 2
Ji A - H T AT MR R WA A R
JE Gy F AR S AR AR A AL B IR TR R
Ay DT A 3 28 0 1) 45 A 97 48 R & e 4 fit
TR RS AR TR
1.1 EYELZYWERE—BRBR—EY=EE/FH

KI5

FEAI AT LA 7= A Z Rk AR 7 4, Y R ) 52 B A
R AU T 5 2 R — v 4 R S5 e IR
SN A B X SR R S Y S S AR P A 1Y
1% % ¥ (herbivore-induced plant volatiles, HIPVs) 3
BT EARAL AW IR VTR A AW R T B R R 2 AL
B X SO AR  aT LURE TR R ) R4 32 AR AL AT

ZEBE(FRRIPIERINE

RA%RE,
SR,

B 1

ZEEENZC  NEMSMNE

DAREICTE R 52 350 (0 28 B AR A . R Tm) 1 A B o
X HIPVs BA5 4 KW A BT A6, a0, #¢ & HIPVs
Xof 2 Bt R e VR L A0 A5 0 Ry L 21 W ik B
R s TR Sy — e R HUR MW SR L an B R R
B R HOGIAE ) 1) 2 28 A 2 3 BOH A B e i) s A
[\, Flan, 242 i MR 3E (Nicotiana attenuata ) 5% |
B (Tupiocoris notatus) W1Z2E )5, REHY &2 3|
— s AR PE I A E L (H R HIPVs 23l i 7 55 K
il B S TR W % ) — i B B SR A R R A
B Rk (Manduca sexta) WIHEPT S5, Xk 36 B A
RO HIPV's J2& A2 25 2 ¢ vh s A ) iy [a) 15 Ak v 9 G
HEEAEY . MY SR dE X S fE B A SR
0”5 B B A A S BRI A AT O AR
RS DS EE R N A =PUR

TER I — R R = F EEM S Y
PE— RN AL R YR R R AT o
WERE B R B S R, RS A E Y A Y E
R E 2R AL G W W 5T A A 2 AR
il 23 5 Wi B RS IR AT N L 4T () -o R0 L (E)-
BT A 5 A e I n] DL i JEk e Al W O
SO ) A S AR DT 45 DA ) 45 O W %) R R
PR R SR B AT S A0 W 2 AR S X AR
¥y B\ (Bemisia tabaci) BAT B30 B 40 4E L i H A%
&1 v [ 2 i 25 Ak il % B (Tomato yellow leaf
curl China virus, TYLCCNV) K& H g8 T 2= YA
FJ AT LA A 2 5 CED -~ 75 R0 19 A B 33X 3 D8
585 1R 0 R EURY B L A R T R R mURCR R
L DT AR 26 905 2 1 A% 36 . O R R D AR A
B A RY e Rt ), T B i BE 2 o B (Tomato spotted
wilt virus , TSWV) R Y5 8% & 3RS . o7 Lz
A TR T ) 5 T i, DT A R T A A R AP
TEHT R . Ah, K A% R H T X A A AR L
AT 3 AR H AR 1 B e T R AT ARG K
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Mz R Y 2 5 W 0 2 T AR A R IR I R B
SRR (AR T I S | A A AR L,

H A OC T4 45k W45 5 8 IR AE =3 BAE AR
FHBYWTFE AT LU T Al AR 77 o AR 1 3 0 8 A4 A7 — 28
AT A A L IR AR T I ROCR . Rt BT
FE B LA AT I &R 0 B 5 g . (1) AT A
BCHY 4% K AL 2= ) B, Al DL S e bl B B AT O
(2) $RIBUCR SR 04 W) 72 & ) 5 A 22 B R KW
VS B Hy ke R0 =l 5 75 0] T ke A 3 R
BCERE G197 B 4 E A B T8 R O, T b e
WAL R IR AR s (3) B E I A W 42 AN TR 45
/LR G NI A I Sl = R S ol ==
(4 T A P #2 W) T AR A I e A 000 9 ol
F o XLy R Z ] IR vl e AR RO AR 7 R A
A LAZ A Wl RB AR B A
1.2 EYHEERE—RH—EW=FE5/FFHN

R

L) T 2R AT ) IO ) A S A= 0 3 0 S A= iy
Bt AR kR AR BT R 2R AR
5 I 25 R i 1o S [] 4 A IR BRSO, E A R Y
AVFZ YR RS 5 R B B & A
FE AL A5 AW 0 2E K R R T 0 7 AR S .
Tk # R ( salicylic acid, SA) . 2 #] 2 (jasmonic
acid, JA) 12 Cethylene, ET) £ & 5 ¥ XK
JE W B AR R FEOY S T 4R K &K (auxin, Aux) ., TR
% (gibberellins, GA). 40 il 43 24 2 (cytokinins,
CK) . jH 3¢ 2 J5 [# ¥ (brassinosteroids, BR) Fl i %
% (abscisic acid, ABA) 7EAH 9y B 18 2 F2 v 1 2 1F
H.EFESH5HYWERERESE >, Hh
JA SRASAEA W) B5 160 9o it 0 AR £ P B A Y o
RAREEAE . MY Z 80 FH R R TA
TR AR | AL W A S R O AL S MY C
MYB.AP2/ERF 1 WRKY %, M ifif 8 42 H 9 3£ A
M)A — L IR AE ) R KRR R DL SR
e DS AR

SRR B A0 52 A 1 B AR LR L (H A R
ORI S5 A Ak A [) 1 52 977 0 5 e R KA AE W)
YT S B 45 TR 45 VR HT RN 4 VE T . AR o ] 24
T ) 7K A% R ik A2 0 2 1) R 3 28 A7 e 45 PR L S
W (Pieris brassicae) F1k 5& 4 By W ( Phenacoccus
solenopsis) A LI 1 $2 5 SA AR, [0 JA
B AR R, E — 0 R X RO BT R
R HRTE G R Tz R R R A B B
AR IR 0 TA AR 5 3% 42, DO 40 1] AF 90 0% 30 95

PrduUR B . B4, TYLCCNV FERf B L& 4 5 1
BCI A M LLE S JA 55 @4 h iy & 7 5 K
T MYC2 B AR 38 i 10 i e SRR B4 8 Rk 10 7]
ol SR A S DT 1) S 90 il 5 S P R SRk L R
SR FE AR G B R B I | R ey G AT A T R Y
dE— B4R e Ah, 6 DNA TR B 7 i 5 1k il
M5 7 (Tomato yellow lea f curl virus, TYLCV),
ity C2 W LS YIZ R RPS27a HAE T
Ml JAZ1 3 R R e A MY C2-A 5 1Y
B EEIER RN, BR T HIY DNA J5# 46, RNA fi
FWATLLEEEN T JA G SRE PR CHEN.
BN X RNA 58 TSWV 4 it 1 35 2544 8 11 NSs
AL JA fF5 @A MYC2.MYC3 . MYC4
£ (N (=B 7/ DG B i N o i 2
(Frankliniella occidentalis) W HLPE R R, 55 4k,
1IE X RNA J% 3 & K £ M 9% 2 (Cucumber mosaic
virus, CMV) 4ty 2b A ALY JAZs A Hi%
AR GEA NG TAZs A REE I E TA Brik ik,
P CMV 1= 4 A9 AR 40 50 W8 51 G A AR B ol g e
[RI myc234 =278 4R 1) $0L B I A8 7 o o i i 5 | ef
T LL X B R ER W] JA-MYC 5 5 i R 7E
J— B A = B AR A R R R
PE i BLAEA [ A i) 5 2 b %0 S B 2
o0 BE A PR SERE A L B, AT AR 3 B g R
BEREY) P JA-MYC (55 & 48 310X Fh s E 19 5
A O &R TR B BT bt S PR
1.3 BANEERE—BRBH—EY=FEEHH
I

T T I 5 00 A2 R AT 52 18 2 A SRR
AP A ISR D WIS 3 AW VR (A= ¥ R R
TR BE AN BE A5, — J7 I, A B ER BE AT LASE i R ) 1Y
HuPE s, 135 PTI(pattern-triggered immunity) .
RNA TR AR LA A Y B R Pt i 42 o5 — Jr
HP IR I W] LS W D ) %) SO RE T A 3 9 e
WA S B AE 1 B E A ML R FBE R

LR
20 D B st — ) = A 19 S % 51
R O I IR L COL YR L A

e T B R S A YR, A S0 AT L 4 9 4 AR 4 %
Py B S A a DL fR] 2 52 0 G A 1A R R A U
1109 . WHIEER W AE AR ) — 0 IS AR i i A L B
5 2% 1 (Shade) AT UGN 2255 J5L ) 1) 4R 2% BE 1, il
TE A ARAEZS R G b i 5 1 BT IG5 2% T LA Ak 35 3
TR T A 7 R S SE R 4 2 WO AT DL
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SRR A0 6T S 4 B AR RE 0 R Ol AT DL T
Fe VAR AR B B U B AT LASE 3 5 e o J5E
PAEAE Y b B0 RE 7 . ok 8 5T R W LR AR )
B 7 A BN < AR 2R A W) R TS e A 1 B LAY
WCEAT A, B, fEG BT . SRR Y 3
T H. K B MR B (Soybean mosaic wvirus,
SMV) M 5 32 B 8% 9% B (Bean pod mottle virus ,
BPMV) {2 e 1 53 5 B0 0 5| A A B a8 74 F &
H tt (Phaseolus vulgaris)P, [RIRERY , 786 I8 414
T i AR k9% 7 (Tomato chlorosis viruss ToCV)
020 ™ B 4% K8 9 B (Tomato severe rugose virus ,
ToSRV) F G (14 F il o 56 i W 51 A 14 B e ik &L
1B 3k ol B o3 5 i 4 M TE RS SR AR O AR S R A
O R DL IR I — B A = BAE R AR
TR R E AR

NEAE AT HAR R AL BE e 1 R AFR B, bl
KA CO, e 1Y B2 o AL 28 28007 ) 35 42 3K 1Y
B W T X T = F BEAE BT R
BERSE R X T oA i D T T AE AR L A
A —DEAERIR VS . B, 15C RiE & T D%
Ll (Globodera pallida) &Y LA HRiR
B 35°C BB L EE Sl 27°C e A T /K A5 B PP B
(Xanthomonas oryzae) TEIK K L € 58 ; i & AE 26
~31°C 2R IJNFHBE K T (papaya ringspot virus
PRSV) & Y AR fie 3 R . 2 R — Rl —
T =& AR #2 b, I B AT DU S 52 e A 4R B
HUOke F 0 1 A RN /B AR R AN, 7
W0 2 (Banana bunchy top virus, BBTV) il i
TR (Pentalonia nigronervosa) 5% , X Fh 4 o 78
25°C KA et HA s SO AR ) MR ARBE T4, X
T LU BN A4 25°C R 2 BBTV & i ) e A2 1L
JE L HJE BBTV 446 54T iR bl g »Y . X
VFZHYRF i TR A 5 A fE iz 3 B B du b
TF AR A7 RV BB 0 B R B S W T AT AN AT )
PR, 256 25 B8 RS UMY A= 3% T 1k X B AR R AT
FR) 500 03 BT R I SR BB 428 43 il A R

AR CO, e B 2R3 s R K52 i
T AR AN RN K R
(Barley yellow dwarf virus, BYDV)—R & 45 &
WF (Rhopalosi phum padi) H B ILA fd g, 58
{RYL B AR P AH L 38 8 CO, YR B S . A 1R B B g d
1£ BYDV {2 4 (A9 b B A7 15 R M B Ry A
R T a5 AL RE . A, CO, Y FE /Y T Al LLE
1ok 52 e AE DR A 5 B BT R AR O U A R i B

RS B B IR

DL AR SE 4 SR 2 W, FA] b LA 3 ok 4y 3 75 9k 2
A8 IR 2% F (9 LED 8 @06 AT 48D L A0 A3 5T IR
JELL L CO, B DT B0 IR 9 B — BE R — Al ) =3
I O A& Ak R T B — e R S
HEL.

2 HEARHMEERZ[@EM

2.1 HWAEZEA (effector) 3T E Y R H % & M K &
M) % EL 411

T I — B Y BAE R b, A
ST BRRE AR E BB LAY S R R e R, &
B TR R P AR R R 4 R R AT O s 5
TE BRI/ B AR BAE L R TR e/ R R
AR 80 5~ 4 R R A L O A 4 R R e g
N B =T B B o R — B A ) B, R
o S A5 5 A A T U R 4R A RS B SR S G L A
752 W A1 B B I AT Ay e, HATe T
= EAR R SE T B P TR — 1l D R R AR =3 R
B, O T it/ B H A 2880 R 1 e TR S5 A )
Yo S IR AE 0 SCHE B L A AR ) R 00 O B A B
SER IO S Z AR R Ca® AR S A%
S A 3t & UL & MAPK (mitogen-activated
protein kinase) {5 5 2B S i . H H B 7E A [7] Fl 28
FiRy o e S 5 3 — B A RN T 2 L (H R A D
FOERPOEM T 2 S5y By B EL R, 4
i, e Bk 8 b %8 5E B B9 300§ PIntO1 (Mpl) Al
PIntO2 (Mp2) n] DLt i 9F s 7E $00 R o b J . fH=
TE Rk IF v 0 28 H A RON T Mp10 F1 Mpd2 AJ RLFE AR
UgF B AR L A A A R T e VL A B
F (B. tabaci salivary effector proteins, Bsp) H1 %
SE B Bsp9 AT LA il 48 9 08 TSR B 35 v, itk — 20
WF5E % B Bsp9/Bt56 A LI i G s T e 5 R 7 %
SEH T WRKY33 Al NTH202 154 5 18, Al fig il i
T4 WRKY33 1 MAPK %538 45 I+ MPK6 Z
[F) F E A R 0 )RR ) 00 A B R, T A A T
TYLCV Ji 8 (42 Y520 i) B, B U2k (&5 5
M) 5 75 114 52 ) 42 % 30 B BF 9 ¢ B 8 Bl HESH1
(hairy and enhancer of split homolog-1) A] DA 1@ i 4%
# TYLCCNV i1t 5 [ ] DX A2 0 g 7 ik A 2 st
5T S HR B 508 B L B 5T kB R I e T IR K
#H H SDE1(Sec-delivered effector 1) 1] L 5 # 2
Bt & e 8 B B PLCPs ( Papain-like cysteine
proteases) F.AE , 38 12 1 il JHL AR 1 i 0 1 400 0 A 4 9
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B A8 B S I A 5 2 OB A A #E 1 BC1 AR
A LAREAR AR S e ik A% P A MKK2 Al MPK4 38 i
00 ) G R R O M O A A 0 B R . R A
I, T T AN [ 5t B LA B B e 28007 2 i
FE LA R LRI T AT A0 o 308 0 — 20 A 4 R AT T 4 T
TR 5 Jit /B HR 2 G ] ok R 4 A A0 e 9 B
e AR HE T AL B OF LB FH AR SR, S
TUL SR AT AT LR e — 28 5K 8K ok 5 A9 4 i A
T 5 CH AN AR )R IR /N ok TS W 32 AR 2R
Y. Ca™ " A5 5 B0 R0 55 56 SR 3 s A W) 9 Pk L AT
BB bt AL FEH]
2.2 HBEREMENGER(RBFER)ITANRE
e % L 4L
EHREERGETHERBRMFREEL AL
PR FE I A0 A B R WA TR R A 1A B R B3 R K
i, R4 iX e B dUR R 2 i i B A H
B = EAEWE? e 1 = Al X 43 AN [R] 0 B U 5 3
T Z 18] 1 e S EAE L A 0 F B i A2 We 7 FRATT 5K
BE KK E L& O T IR B (Begomovirus) B AR
SR AR AL il M 7 (Cotton lea f curl Multan virus,
CLCuMuV) il TYLCCNV 29 L) A5 F) T H
I A B Ay B RO T A A B R R A%
A O R ICE 2 BT R B TE SR BRI Y 1Y
TP BCT I AEW R R R, I 55 % H 1
WRKY20 FAE i 300 i 2 = 2R A& 92 sl il Fo 5%
SR P o DT 52 Wi T 90 9 42 B PR 1Y 8 3 A1 2 4 3
B SBCEE 5 470 ) AR A A B A 4% He g e Y B
B AN A2 R E R R AW HAE D REHEAN
PR duE il b R 3R AR . XS R AT
FE 75 e 105 15 SR A AR S B AR AR M7 X e
AR Al 7 BIL A A A B AT T Ry BF 5 R B
TSWV {52 G& i BOHUEE fin i 51 A 44 B H 74 4L i o
A SBCED L 2 2 0 ) R R B e R S /N AR (Ordus
sauteri) IR, 3 H b iy B BL ] ¥ A TE R CR &
RBAE) . XM RE L R AR (R AR
PR ) Z 8] A BAE FIAE A SR AR S R G R AR
PAR AR W AT AR AR S RGP R R
R ORI R HE R AR EEEF RN R,
H G F3% J7 A I 5 0 LA 2= T AT HE B 45 T
T 2 5 23 DR Sy A B SR T R T A AN B 9 46
B PrRAFRATN % EE A X 2 R A R R R R R R R
HofE = HAE R AR A AR A L B0 B e T R sk
BRSS9 E— A EE R Yz E S,
XN AT FH JE) AT 2B 4 R e B AT Y 4R

SRS A TS B At O RT A M i R R 2R R
Hs.
2.3 REREY—RE—BEBR—EYWESTEEN

R

HE PR G A: W) 02 8 58 %8 BN T A B 4 S JB0RE b 11
MRS, LM EW R EE R 2. YRR
AR L P T AR AR BB Y (R B R B A (AR
TEEAE) 3 WA R A PR R A Wy Y E SR AR B OR
5, DAL AS TR AL 400 10 A B 3 A 0 2 8 R 5 B
ANTR] 32 B A 45 A0 B R B Y A R UnT DA
Wy W B g TR W AR ) SORT DA I HRUOAR PR - 4
T Wy A 5 A s DR R £ B ol eT DL o A
Yyl $ WOk B 0 GO W, X S A ) T e s
VES e I 5 B e iy %, T RE A 4 T B He Y B
MO HEREECE B YA, — A R R
& HunT DL BRI v a3 v B e W — 2B S 110
A AT LT H - SR W A i AR Ak AT DL B R R
TR N A W Y AR AE SR 2452 e B A AT Dy 3 RT R 2
30 o ) A O e TR S R Y L T BB R
A BB EAEEETRN,

R R GA= , 25 52 W AR 400 1) 26 K R B R M S
N, 5T 2 W 2 i 5 PP Hawaii7996 X + % 9% I &
i W (Ralstonia solanacearum ) B ¥t M, M
Moneymaker & B0 A% 0K . O TR R R BRI
A W) A AR e e P R AR L 2 b T O A R
VR ity 1) R B Gl A= W O B 3 TG o A ) v
() Gl W) T 7 45 R 0 35 AN ] L T LR 0 v A 4 0 AR
B A= 0 e 7% 22 S AR ) ), mT LA ) 75 kG R AR
AR RE R & 33 AR 156 BT AR B B 26 40 1 180728 T DA 48 i Ui
T T RO R H G T AR BR AR P
WHoE HAE T THEY)— B L A — o SRR T o A
R BRI Wy AE s Ji— B o — A ) = & B 0 DF 5% i
AHGESY AR R MR BRI Y AR R R A
T = B A A o R b R R B4 LR A
AT IRATRIIE T i KRB AT 2 A W 7E H B0 3
Rk B P a1 O AR AT £ 1802 W By 45
1L T T RE TR Y 1
2.4 KAZEFEWREY—BR—FEEIENH

=

R4 B e 5 o GB  AF HUBRE R AR 5 ™ T R R
ARAZ T 0 iR 77 R ™ o HE o 0 7 4 R AR 25 1 4
AR S JE X T 3 [ A0 AR 28 T R R R R
WORI AR A R e BAT 2 L, BT T fE A A
Y B Y A B, 2 R S T R R 5] e b H A
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AR B BB AR A 0% B B3 42 B B B A R 1Y
AR R LA 53 9 L v G o 20K 1 By 428 SR BT O TR
A7 B3R R RO PR R E B IR T . X
KEFHBAE TN R AR R G, o 7 HL A
FEMERE IR K, A TR AR op f # T L AT P ) 3K
S T AT N A T S AR SR s (1) BUBE 5 I A
A= W% 22 4 AR 2 R A B [R) B0 R0 5 (2) &
Wt oT BB S ¥ AR Y 2 18] 1 AL S TRL ] 48 R
it e 55k o A 3 Ak 2 38 TR DG B R DR R 4R LRI
ZARE A AW Z 18] U R B 43 5 BL s (3) BIFSE e
1% Z GE P 5 9 JEst AL 22 AR N BE 1 R SR Y 3 1AL
) s A0 AR i PN T A8 B i DX A A e A
JE RIS 7 HARE i T E) X 22 4 A A ERE YT RY
PRRIBCR N 5 (4) %58 IR N S5 AL TR IR 2 5
1L 1 g 7 BF 5 A R 5 3 3 18] A9 Ak 2 Jl TR AL
fil o —F EEAENHF EFFERERNSR LT
oA A TR 2% 0 PR AR 2 ARG L R R
o A RS R O A AT I A DL R R K IR Y S
FS R
2.5 ERARERAERFEREHEFHLEA

H AT T Bk D e R ik PR R R B B IR X e
L9 T B 7 I T R B G AR Ok L Bl A SR
[A 20 % %5 ( Genome editing) £ AR 09 A W & &, Ho gk
JIZ T OB B B IR BT AR R E
W5 N A A CRISPR/Cas9 5 5 18511 955 75 1 /M I
DNA B FE¥E  AEAE Y h 57 T — & DNA 95 5 B 1)
FR . &5 DLl SR ™ & M 0006 35 (Beet severe
curly top virus, BSCTV) R 2% B , 49 7l 148 BUAR
R A A S F0 0L RE 57 O 2F MR AR h A
TORBL T S L R SR s B B A R R RE
), Baltes &5 DL 2% ¥ 5% 9% 5 (Bean yellow dwarf
virus » BeYDV) R i 58 X} 4 #l 1 CRISPR/Cas9 %
GifiiAE W) Ak A5 T S0 PR AR AR R
CRISPR/Cas9 $ A 7EAH ¥ bt 34 95 35 5 1 2 48 3K
i — S i, F 2 ik S 84 B g 1 4 S M PRI R A1)
ity AR EA T PO A0 A 8 Al kA g
BERGEAY PR R E A, Bk
JAG S @A A RNA ffi @ a2l A g
FRE DL B O B B R DA A A5 A ) AR A
JUREHCE ., 7E TR AT AT I B 5 b A B0 e T
AS2(ASYMMETRIC LEAVES2) 3£ ] & — A4
DAL UL £18) 5 PR30 R A0 7] o T LA o AR W 1 B ok e R
KT Bk (Post-transcriptional gene silencing, PTGS),
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Abstract Vector-borne diseases are the great threat to China’s agricultural production, and have caused
serious losses to global economic production. Vector insects play an important role in the epidemic and
spread of vector-borne diseases. As the available resistance genes against these vector insects and vector-
borne diseases are very limited in major crops. At present, the control of vector-borne diseases mainly
depends on chemical pesticides, which leads to insect resistance and environmental pollution problems.
Therefore, we need to further explore mechanisms of virus-insect-plant mutualism, which lay new
theoretical basis for green prevention and control of vector-borne diseases. This article briefly summarizes
the major scientific questions and current research status of tripartite interactions. At this stage, it mainly
focuses on the function of plant volatiles, plant hormones, and the environmental factors in virus-insect-
plant interactions. We propose new research perspectives and raise some of key scientific questions to be
answered during tripartite interactions processes. These new studies of tripartite interactions will provide
further directions and strong technical supports for green prevention and control of vector-borne diseases in

the future.

Keywords  vector-borne disease; pathogen-insect-plant tripartite interactions; plant volatiles; plant

hormones; abiotic stress resistance; green prevention and control
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