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The environment and species
affect gut bacteria composition in
laboratory co-cultured Anopheles
gambiae and Aedes albopictus
mosquitoes

Sally A. Saab?, Heinrich zu Dohna?, Louise K. J. Nilsson?3, Piero Onorati?, Johnny Nakhleh?,
Olle Terenius(®?3* & Mike A. Osta*"

The midgut microbiota of disease vectors plays a critical role in the successful transmission of human
pathogens. The environment influences the microbiota composition; however, the relative mosquito-
species contribution has not been rigorously disentangled from the environmental contribution to

the microbiota structure. Also, the extent to which the microbiota of the adult sugar food source and
larval water can predict that of the adult midgut and vice versa is not fully understood. To address
these relationships, larvae and adults of Anopheles gambiae and Aedes albopictus were either reared
separately orin a co-rearing system, whereby aquatic and adult stages of both species shared the larval
water and sugar food source, respectively. Despite being reared under identical conditions, clear intra-
and interspecies differences in midgut microbiota-composition were observed across seven cohorts,
collected at different time points over a period of eight months. Fitting a linear model separately for
each OTU in the mosquito midgut showed that two OTUs significantly differed between the midguts of
the two mosquito species. We also show an effect for the sugar food source and larval water on the adult
midgut microbiota. Our findings suggest that the mosquito midgut microbiota is highly dynamic and
controlled by multiple factors.

The mosquito gut microbiota has a significant impact on several physiological processes of the host including the
regulation of basal immunity in the gut"?, the synthesis of the peritrophic matrix’, development*, and transmis-
sion of human pathogens'. It has become increasingly clear that the midgut microbiota significantly influences
the vectorial capacity of mosquitoes. In Anopheles gambiae, removal of the microbiota by antibiotic treatment
rendered mosquitoes more susceptible to Plasmodium infections'”. This phenotype is to a significant extent due
to the role of the microbiota in increasing basal level expression of immune effector molecules active against both
bacteria and Plasmodium parasites'. Some members of the microbiota have been shown to compromise the sur-
vival of Plasmodium parasites directly, independent of the host®. Studies in the major dengue vector Aedes aegypti
also revealed a significant role of the microbiota in reducing vector competence for dengue virus?’.

Previous studies on the mosquito gut-microbiota revealed significant differences in the microbiota com-
position between different species, but also between individuals of the same species, rendering it difficult to
assign a core microbiota. They also showed that the midgut microbiota is usually dominated by few phyla®%.
In Anopheles, analysis of the microbiota in 25 wild-caught mosquitoes of An. gambiae and An. coluzzii from
Cameroon revealed that the large majority of bacteria in adult midguts belonged to Proteobacteria while in
larval midguts this phylum was less represented. In fact, the midguts of newly emerged An. coluzzii and An.
gambiae adults were mainly colonized by four prominent classes: Gammaproteobacteria, Alphaproteobacteria,
Betaproteobacteria and Actinobacteria'?. Similarly, a study by Boissiere et al. revealed that the midguts of adult
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Figure 1. The different mosquito culturing setups. (A) The two mosquito species reared independently in
separate larval pans and in separate cages. (B) The two species co-reared in the same pan (but separated by a net
to avoid predation) to analyze the effect of sharing the same larval water on the adult midgut microbiota. (C)
The two species reared independently from each other, but adults of both species share the same sugar source in
order to analyze the effect of sharing the sugar source on the adult midgut microbiota. An=Anopheles gambiae,
Ae=Aedes albopictus.

An. gambiae mosquitoes collected from their natural breeding sites in Cameroon were dominated by the same
four classes with Actinobacteria being relatively less abundant®. Interestingly, there were drastic differences
between the midgut microbiota of field-collected and lab-reared mosquitoes; the former was more diverse and
constituted mainly of Proteobacteria while the latter showed less diversity and was dominated in particular by the
Flavobacteria Elizabethkingia spp.®.

In Aedes, on the other hand, the analysis of total microbiota from adult field-caught and lab-reared Ae.
albopictus mosquitoes showed that both were dominated by Proteobacteria and share other less abundant
phyla'3. Characterization of the midgut microbiota of Ae. aegypti mosquitoes using culture-dependent and
culture-independent techniques revealed also the presence of a core microbiota, whereby Pseudomonas was the
most abundant genus constituting around 70% of midgut bacteria in wild-caught females'*. Interestingly, the
microbiota structure was similar between lab-reared and field-caught mosquitoes suggesting that the Ae. aegypti
gut might constitute a competitive environment'*. In fact, when lab-reared Ae. aegypti mosquitoes were fed gut
bacteria isolated from humans, frogs, An. gambiae, and Ae. aegypti, the long-time persistence of these bacteria
in the mosquitoes was dependent on host origin. Even the same species of bacteria (Pantoea stewartii) survived
better in Ae. aegypti when isolated from Ae. aegypti than when isolated from An. gambiae suggesting that specific
host-bacteria co-adaptation is a prerequisite for bacteria to persist as components of the microbiota'.

The fact that field-caught mosquitoes generally show more diversity in their midgut microbiota-composition
highlights the important role of the environment in shaping the microbiota®'!. The strength of the environment
in shaping the midgut microbiota is also reflected in a recent study in which geographically diverse colonies of
Ae. aegypti harbored a similar midgut microbiota when reared in the same insectary'®. Bacterial content of adult
mosquito midguts may be acquired by feeding on nectar'’, imbibing water from larval habitats during emer-
gence'8, or transstadially from larval gut bacteria during metamorphosis*'®. Hence, the breeding site from where
mosquitoes are collected is likely to influence the adult midgut microbiota. However, there is conflicting data in
the literature regarding this point. In certain studies, the sampling locality or breeding site showed no significant
correlation with the midgut microbiota composition'®!"!, while in others a positive correlation was detected®!>2.
While most of the existing studies relied mainly on measuring the impact of the larval habitat microbiota on the
composition of that of the adult midgut, the contribution of the adult vegetative food-source microbiota remains
unclear. Male and female adult mosquitoes feed on natural sugar sources such as flower nectar, honeydew and
fruits for energy and nutrition?"?2. The natural sugar source seems to have an important impact on mosquito
population size, survival rates and gonotrophic cycles**?%. Here, we wanted to address the extent to which the
microbiota of the adult food source (i.e. sugar source) and larval water can predict that of the adult midgut and
vice versa in a co-culture system of An. gambiae and Ae. albopictus that also allows for measuring the species
effect on midgut microbiota-composition. In this system, the aquatic stages of both species were either reared
separately or co-cultured in the same pans. Co-cultured larvae were physically separated by a porous mesh to
avoid predation by one species on the other, but allowing the larval water to flow freely. Adult mosquitoes of both
species, while being physically separated in independent cages, were either allowed to share the same sugar pad or
feed on independent pads (Fig. 1). Our data revealed that despite being reared in the same insectary and given the
same food source, significant intraspecies and interspecies variations in the midgut microbiota composition were
observed across cohorts. We also show that both larval water and adult sugar food source contribute to midgut
microbiota composition in adult mosquitoes.
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Figure 2. Mean proportion of the four most abundant OTUs per cohort. The two bars per cohort show the
proportions in sugars and water (A), and in the guts of Anopheles and Aedes cultured as in setup 1 (B),

setup 2 (C), and setup 3 (D). OTUs with a sequence similarity above 95% and correlation in abundance values
above 0.9 were collapsed into a single OTU. S, sugar; W, water; Ae, Aedes albopictus; An, Anopheles gambiae.

Results

Overall bacterial community composition. MiSeq sequencing of the 16S rDNA amplicons generated
5,172,291 sequences after merging the paired end reads. Reads per pool of samples ranged between 681,657 and
1,160,434. After quality filtering and removal of non-16S rDNA sequences, the number of retained reads was
2,442,545; out of these, 230,219 reads corresponded to 27 larval water samples, 293,568 to the 33 sugar samples,
878,838 to the 96 An. gambiae midguts and 1,039,920 to the 100 Ae. albopictus midguts. The total number of oper-
ational taxonomic units (OTUs) identified at the 97% cut-off threshold was 967. Sample complexity for each type
of sample taken across all the seven different cohorts was as follows: 177 OTUs identified in larval waters; 106 in
sugar pads; 708 in An. gambiae midguts and 791 in Ae. albopictus midguts.

The 967 OTUs were assigned to 25 bacterial phyla, except 41 OTUs which could not be assigned to any phy-
lum (Supplementary Table S1). Of those assigned, 81% belonged to five phyla: Proteobacteria (32.8%), Firmicutes
(16.6%), Bacteroidetes (13.2%), Actinobacteria (12.4%) and Parcubacteria (6%). The 3 most abundant phyla in
the larval water were: Bacteroidetes (41%), Proteobacteria (35%) and Actinobacteria (21%). However, the phylum
Proteobacteria was dominant in sugar pads (99%), Ae. albopictus midguts (90%) and An. gambiae midguts (63%)
(Supplementary Table S1). Bacteroidetes was the second most abundant phylum (30%) in An. gambiae.

The effect of cohort, food source and species on the midgut microbiota-composition. Two
mother colonies of An. gambiae and Ae. albopictus were reared separately over a period of eight months under
the same conditions. From these mother colonies, seven cohorts of eggs were collected at seven different time
points between the months of October and May. For each cohort, three experimental rearing setups were estab-
lished (Fig. 1): setup 1, in which the two mosquito species were reared independently in separate larval pans
and in separate cages; setup 2, in which the larvae of both species were co-reared in the same pan (yet separated
by a net to avoid predation), but emerging adults were reared in separate cages, to analyze the effect of sharing
the same larval water on the midgut microbiota of adult female mosquitoes; setup 3, whereby the two species
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Distance Predictor P-value
Species 0.001%%%
Bray-Curtis & altGower | Cohort 0.001%%%*
Water 0.001%3*
Bray-Curtis Sugar 0.001**%*
altGower Sugar 0.022%*

Table 1. Effect of predictors on OTU composition in mosquito midguts according to a non-parametric
MANOVA.

were reared independently from each other as larvae and adults, but adult female mosquitoes of both species
shared the same sugar source in order to analyze the effect of sharing the sugar source on their midgut micro-
biota. We determined for each combination of cohort and sample type (sugar, larval water, or midguts) the four
most abundant OTUs. They were more stable across cohorts in the larval waters as compared to sugar pads,
and to Anopheles and Aedes midguts (Fig. 2A). In general, Elizabethkingia, Sphingobacterium, Comamonas and
Microbacterium were the four most abundant genera in the larval water in all seven cohorts (Fig. 2A). Although
the Burkholderia-Paraburkholderia genus is dominant in the sugar pads in all cohorts, Pseudomonas, Pantoea and
Enterobacter aerogenes were abundant in at least four cohorts. The sugar pads showed more variability for the
dominant taxa as compared to the water (Fig. 2A). The most abundant OTUs in the Anopheles and Aedes midguts
in the three different culture setups (Fig. 2B-D) were highly variable with Elizabethkingia and Wolbachia being
the most dominant across most cohorts in the Anopheles midguts and Aedes midguts, respectively.

Most of the OTUs were shared between the waters of both species. This was similar for the sugar
(Supplementary Fig. S1). With respect to the midgut microbiota, both species shared a large number of OTUs
(540) yet 168 and 251 OTUs appeared uniquely in An. gambiae and Ae. albopictus, respectively.

A multivariate analysis of OTU abundance was used to assess the influence of food source, species and cohort
on midgut microbiota-composition of the lab-reared mosquitoes. Our results revealed that the microbial com-
position of the midguts of all female mosquitoes was significantly associated with all predictor variables tested,
namely larval water, sugar fed to adults, cohort number, and mosquito species (Table 1; P=0.001 for all variables,
non-parametric MANOVA). The significant effect of larval water and sugars implies that mosquitoes sharing the
same food source (sugar or larval water) pooled from all cohorts exhibited a more similar microbiota composi-
tion than mosquitoes reared on independent food sources (Table 1). The significant species effect indicates that
the microbial compositions of mosquito midguts belonging to the same mosquito species were more similar to
each other than to those from different species. Also, within the same species, individuals belonging to the same
cohort had more similar gut microbiota than those of different cohorts (P=0.001, non-parametric MANOVA;
Supplementary Table S2).

The means of the pairwise distance between midgut microbiota of mosquitoes of different species sharing
the same food source did not significantly differ from the means of the pairwise distance between the midgut
microbiota of mosquitoes of the same species, but feeding on an independent food source (P=0.62 for the larval
water and P = 0.45 for sugar, t-test). In other words, food source and host species affect the midgut microbiota at
roughly equal extent. This was true for both larval water and sugar (Fig. 3).

The effect of mosquito species and cohort on the microbial compositions of larval water and
sugar. We used a non-parametric MANOVA to assess the effect of the cohort and mosquito species on the
microbial composition of the larval water and sugar pads. The microbial composition of both the larval water and
sugar pads were significantly affected by cohort (P=0.003 for larval water, P=0.001 for sugars, non-parametric
MANOVA; Supplementary Tables S3, S4). The mosquito species also influenced the microbial composition of the
larval water (P=0.001 for An. gambiae, P=0.017 for Ae. albopictus, non-parametric MANOVA; Supplementary
Table S3); however, a similar effect was not observed for sugar pads (P=0.92 for An. gambiae, P=0.88 for Ae.
albopictus, non-parametric MANOVA; Supplementary Table S4). The latter result suggests that inoculation of
sugar pads by mosquito activities is not a major contributor to the microbial composition in the sugar pads.

The effect of cohort, food source and species on the midgut abundance of individual OTUs. A
univariate analysis of OT'U abundance was used to assess the effect of cohort, food source and species on the
abundance of individual OTUs in the midguts of both adult mosquito species. This analysis showed a signifi-
cant abundance trend across the seven different cohorts for 30 OTUs from 23 genera (Supplementary Table S5).
For instance, Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Stenotrophomonas maltophilia are mainly detected in the first three
cohorts, whereas Ezakiella is more abundant in the later cohorts (Fig. 4A). Interestingly, the abundance of
Pseudomonas aeruginosa in midguts that ranges between 0% and 80% is neither reflected in larval water nor sugar
(Fig. 4B), suggesting the involvement of extra-environmental factors. Furthermore, the gut abundance of 25 of
the 30 OTUs that showed a significant trend across cohorts did not significantly co-vary with the abundance in
water or sugar (Supplementary Table S5).

The abundance of 18 OTUs significantly co-varied between mosquito midguts and larval water (Fig. 5A;
Supplementary Table S5), which further confirm our previous observation that microbial compositions of mid-
guts are affected by the larval water (Table 1). In eight out of these 18 OTUs, the relationship between abundance
in the larval water and in the midguts differed significantly by mosquito species. When comparing mosquito mid-
guts to adult-fed sugars, we also detected 18 OTUs (whereof 15 differed from those that co-varied with the larval

SCIENTIFIC REPORTS |

(2020) 10:3352 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60075-6


https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60075-6

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

—_
'
o | —_
o
—_
| -
' '
' '
oo J
1) o
(@]
c
©
-
L ]
a ™. - . : !
1 N . !
' '
1 : ! 1
' . : —_
© | : : '
S| —- - -
'
'
'
—_

Figure 3. Boxplots showing the mean distances in midgut microbial composition between the two different
mosquito species sharing the same environmental conditions or the same species reared in different
environmental conditions. The average distance boxplots arranged in the following order: A = within species
between water, B=between species within water, C= within species between sugars, D= between species
within sugars. No pairwise comparison showed a significant difference (t-test).

water) whose abundance significantly co-varied between midguts and sugars (Fig. 5B; Supplementary Table S5);
for eight of these OTUs the relationship between abundance in the sugars and in the midguts differed significantly
by mosquito species (Supplementary Table S5).

The most abundant OT'Us in the larval water are more stable across the seven different cohorts than the most
abundant OTUs in sugar (Fig. 2A). However, the four most abundant OTUs in the larval water make up a smaller
percentage of all OTUs in the larval water samples as compared to those in the sugar or midgut samples (Fig. 2A).
An OTU’s maximum abundance in midguts is significantly correlated with its correlation between water and
midgut abundance (r=0.17, P=0.02, Spearman correlation; Fig. 6A) and with its correlation between sugar and
midgut abundance (r=0.45, P=0.03, Spearman correlation; Fig. 6B). In other words, OTUs that reach a high
abundance in the midguts tend to show a similar abundance pattern between midguts and environment. Three
out of the six most abundant OTUs, which constitute more than 80% of the sequence reads in any midgut from
both species, show a high correlation (above 0.4) between sugar source and midgut (Figs. 5B, 6B); however, none
of these six OT'Us showed such a high correlation with the larval water (Fig. 6A).

The midgut abundance of two OTUs (OTU1 Elizabethkingia and OTU575 Wolbachia) differed significantly
between mosquito species (Supplementary Table S5) in the univariate analysis of OTU abundance. While
Wolbachia is an intracellular bacterium and not considered as part of the midgut microbiota, the fact it was
detected in our assay is probably due to its intracellular presence in midgut epithelial cells. Wolbachia is known to
infect several tissues in Ae. albopictus including the gut®. The midgut abundance of 14 OTUs depended on either
sugar or larval water in a manner that differed between the mosquito species, i.e., 14 OTUs showed significant
water by species or sugar by species interaction (Supplementary Table S5). We repeated the MANOVA exclud-
ing OTU1 and OTUS575 and still found a significant effect of the mosquito species on the midgut microbiota
(P=0.001, non-parametric MANOVA). Hence, the MANOVA, which combines abundance values of all OTUs,
could detect differences in gut microbiota between the mosquito species, even when no single OTU differed sig-
nificantly between species. This apparent contradiction between MANOVA and the univariate analysis occurred
either because many OTUs differed weakly between the mosquito species and did not appear as significant in the
univariate analysis, or because the effects of mosquito species on OTU abundance interact with environmental
effects, as shown for the 14 OTUs in our analysis. It is worth noting that the 5% false discovery rate adjustment in
the univariate analysis further reduced the detection of OTUs with weak species effects. Hence, despite that the
Venn diagrams of OTU overlap between the midguts of both species identified several species-specific unique
OTUs (Supplementary Fig. S1), almost all of these seem to differ weakly between both species. This resulted in
only Elizabethkingia and Wolbachia showing significant changes in abundance in our univariate analysis.

The percentage abundance of Elizabethkingia in adult mosquito midguts from co-cultured larval settings fur-
ther emphasizes the species effect. Despite its high prevalence in larval water, the percentage of Elizabethkingia
in co-reared mosquitoes of each batch is 8- to 1169-fold higher in the midguts of Anopheles compared to Aedes
(Table 2). Additionally, Burkholderia was one of the OTUs constituting more than 90% of the reads in the sugar
samples shared by both adult mosquito species. When the abundance of Burkholderia in sugar was greater than
6%, the number of reads in Anopheles mosquitoes midguts was 2 to 36-fold that in Aedes (Table 2); although this
observed difference between both species was not statistically significant, this trend was observed in 4 out of the
6 cohorts analyzed.
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Figure 4. Abundance of representative OTUs across the seven cohorts. (A) Representative OTUs in Anopheles
and Aedes midguts; in all plots, the slope differs significantly from zero with a false discovery rate of 5%. (B)
Abundance of Pseudomonas aeruginosa in larval water and sugar pads. Aedes albopictus (blue); Anopheles
gambiae (red).

Discussion

The gut microbial composition is complex and depends on several factors such as the acquisition of environ-
mental microbes, the gut physiological niche favoring certain types of microbes and microbial interactions in
the gut. Although the outside environment is known to strongly influence the gut microbiota associated with
mosquitoes®'>%, different mosquito species collected from the same locations still show clear differences in their
gut microbiota!®!!, which could imply species differences in feeding behavior and/or physiology. In this study, we
wanted to explore the impact of species differences on the gut microbiota of mosquitoes sharing the same envi-
ronment. A previous study by Coon et al. (2014) compared the microbiota in mosquitoes of three different species
physically separated in the same laboratory environment, but exposed to the same conditions including food, and
found that the mosquitoes still developed a species-specific microbiota with between 26% and 48% of the OTUs
being unique for each species. We wanted to push the comparison between species to the extreme by co-rearing
two mosquito species of different subfamilies in the same environment (i.e. sharing the larval water) with access
to the very same food source, but still physically separated. Thus, as far as possible negate the environmental dif-
ferences in the culture conditions of both species.

Seven cohorts of mosquitoes were taken from their mother colonies of Anopheles gambiae and Aedes albopic-
tus over a period of seven months. Thus, although not being true generations, i.e., that one cohort gives rise to the
next, the cohorts were formed in a sequential manner and influenced by the environmental changes in the insec-
tary. In our study, 30 OT'Us showed a significant abundance trend over the cohorts, but only five of these were also
correlated to the abundance in larval water or sugar. The significant effect of cohort implies that the microbial
compositions of mosquito midguts belonging to the same cohort were more similar to each other than to those
of a different cohort; this effect may be attributed to changes in the microenvironment of the insectary between
the different cohort collection times or to genetic changes in the mother colonies. If the OTU abundance trends
were due to genetic changes, such changes must have occurred due to differential fertility since we did not observe
any substantial mortality. Changes in the microenvironment of the insectary may be attributed to environmental
microbes brought in by human activity or through air. The fact that the seven cohorts were collected between
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Burkholderia-

Elizabethkingia Paraburkholderia
Batch | Ae/An® Water® Ae/An? Sugar®
1 0.19/7.99 12.24 2.61/0.32 6.58
2 0.13/1.03 3.27 0.91/32.31 79.84
3 0.10/19.28 7.31 - —
4 0.10/84.25 20.88 4.36/41.57 28.82
5 0.06/70.80 3.89 0.25/1.64 11.99
6 0.14/38.69 3.18 14.11/33.65 30.36
7 0.07/19.07 17.76 0.01/0.03 0

Table 2. Percentage of reads found in co-cultured mosquitoes and in larval water and sugar, respectively. OTUs
with a sequence similarity above 95% and correlation in abundance values above 0.9 were collapsed into a single
OTU. *Average of 3-5 samples per batch. "One sample per batch.

the months of October and May, extending over three seasons, fall, winter and spring, suggests that between
the different collection dates, the environmental changes that would impact the types of microbes brought into
the insectary can be significant. A similar observation was made by Coon et al.?®, who reported that seasonal
changes did influence the bacterial communities in larvae and their aquatic habitats in the field. We also found
that the environmental fluctuations are not mediated in a straight-forward way through either water or sugar. For
example, the striking change across cohorts of the abundance of Pseudomonas aeruginosa in midguts that ranges
between 0% and 80% is neither reflected in the abundance in larval water nor sugar (Fig. 4). Hence, for some
OTUs, large changes in midgut microbiota across cohorts may be driven by complex bacterial interactions within
the mosquito midguts. These large variations in the abundance of certain OTUs between individuals of the same
species are not uncommon according to previous reports®!!. Pseudomonas has previously been shown to vary
substantially in abundance between individuals; for example, it was shown to constitute more than 80% of midgut
OTUs in certain individuals of field caught Aedes aegypti, Anopheles funestus and Mansonia africana'' and more
than 70% in Ae. albopictus”. It remains unclear what drives these inter-individual fluctuations of certain OTUs.

We analyzed further the impact of the environment on the midgut microbiota of adults. We found a signif-
icant effect of larval water and sugars, which implies that mosquitoes sharing the same food source (sugar or
larval water) pooled from all cohorts exhibited a more similar microbiota composition than mosquitoes reared on
independent food sources, suggesting that despite being in the same physical space (i.e. the same insectary room),
individual larval water pans and adult sugar pads may develop distinct microenvironments. It is worth noting
that differences in the microbial contents of larval waters may be transstadially transmitted to adult midguts*'°, or
directly when adult mosquitoes imbibe larval water during emergence'®. We also observed the reverse effect, i.e.,
that mosquitoes affect the microbial composition of their larval food source. The species effect on the microbial
composition in the larval water is most likely driven by excretions of the larval stages and possibly reflects the
effects of the differences in the gut microenvironments of both larval species (although we did not sequence the
larval gut microbiota to confirm this observation). Inoculation of larval habitats by bacteria selected for in the
larval midguts has been also proposed by Coon et al.?®. The data also suggest that the most abundant OTUs in the
adult midguts are more closely correlated with microbiota in sugars than in the larval water. The microbial compo-
sition of the sugar was not shown to be influenced by the mosquito species, and therefore it can be inferred that the
correlation between abundance of specific OTUs in sugars and in midguts are due to the microbiota in the sugars
influencing that of the midguts and not vice versa. None of the major OTUs present in the larval water appear as
major OTUs in the sugar, suggesting that the transfer of bacteria between larval water and sugars by newly emerg-
ing adult mosquitoes (through imbibing or direct contact with water) is unlikely to contribute significantly to the
microbial composition of the sugar. This is also supported by the fact that the four major OTUs in the water are
more stable across cohorts as compared to those in the sugar pads, which exhibit more variations. These variations
are likely to be imposed by the environment and the chemical characteristic of the food source medium.

Our data also showed that the microbial composition of mosquito midguts belonging to the same mosquito
species were more similar to each other than to those from different species in the pooled cohorts. The observed
species effect may be due to different physiological responses in the midguts of both species. It may also reflect the
different feeding behaviors of the larvae of both species. An. gambiae larvae feed preferentially on surface micro-
layers'”?® while larvae of Aedes spp. browse for food in a water column'” with Ae. albopictus foraging mainly in the
middle or bottom of their containers®. While these different feeding modes might directly influence the larval gut
microbiota (which was not the focus of this work), they could also indirectly influence the gut microbiota of adults
through transstadial transmission®". It is worth noting here that for both Aedes and Anopheles larval cultures,
water was collected at a depth roughly half-way between the water surface and the bottom of the pan (the depth of
water in our pans being approximately 1 cm). Since bacterial communities differ between the surface and bottom
layers of water'?, our collection mode of larval water may not represent all microecological niches present in the
larval pans. Nevertheless, we believe that the larval water microbiota in our samples still represents relatively well
the total bacterial communities in the pans for two reasons: First, the water depth in our pans is small. Second, the
pans were moved from the incubator to the working bench before water was collected which results in significant
mixing of water layers. Altogether, our data reveals that any OTU abundance correlations between larval water
and mosquito midguts can be due to bi-directional effects whereas OTU abundance correlations between sugar
and midguts are most likely due to mosquitoes ingesting microbes present in the sugar.
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Moreover, mosquito larvae sharing water pans may also experience intraspecific competition. Although it
remains unclear how this competition may influence the midgut microbiota of adult mosquitoes, it is known to
affect development time, larval survival and size, and fitness of emerging adults as shown for several mosquito
species including An. gambiae®®* and Ae. albopictus®*->°. However, in our colonies we expect minimal intraspe-
cific competition since larval pans are always maintained at low densities (approximately 100-120 larvae/pan
with an area of 768 cm?) and there is no shortage of food; we also did not notice any irregularities neither in the
size of same-age larvae nor in the developmental times for single-species cultures (although this data was not
recorded). However, in our mixed-species populations (i.e. larval co-culture), we noticed that An. gambiae larvae
co-cultured with Aedes required longer time to pupate as compared to those in single-species cultures (although
we did not record the time for pupation). Interestingly, these data suggest that despite the physical barrier sep-
arating both larval species, the mere presence of Ae. albopictus in the same pan as An. gambiae affects larval
development of the latter. In fact, the superiority of Ae. albopictus as a resource competitor with respect to other
mosquito species has been previously noted***7%,

Our univariate analysis identified two OTUs (Elizabethkingia and Wolbachia) that significantly differed in
abundance between An. gambiae and Ae. albopictus in the pooled cohorts. Wolbachia is an intracellular bacterium
that is vertically transmitted and is not considered part of the gut microbiota; it was detected in our study likely
because of its ability to infect the midgut epithelial cells in Ae. albopictus®. This leaves Elizabethkingia as the sole
OTU showing significantly distinct abundance between both species. By excluding these two OTUs, a MANOVA
still detected a significant species-effect on the midgut microbiota suggesting that certain OTUs differed weakly
between the mosquito species and did not appear as significant in the univariate analysis. The fact that no other
OTU showed significant species-specific abundance may be due to the insectary environment imposing a dom-
inant and selective effect on microbiota composition. In support of this, a recent study showed that when geo-
graphically diverse colonies of Ae. aegypti were reared in the same insectary they harbored the same adult midgut
microbiota'®. The difference in colonization efficiency of certain bacterial species may reflect specific interactions
with other gut microbes as well as with the physiological responses of the host that might differ between both
species and between individuals of the same species due to gene polymorphisms. For instance, data from An.
gambiae show that natural genetic variation in immune-related genes shape the gut microbiota with high speci-
ficity®. In Aedes aegypti, recent data suggest instead that the natural genetic variation in amino acid metabolism
influences the adult midgut bacterial load of individual female mosquitoes*.

Altogether, our data support the conclusion that the mosquito midgut microbiota is affected by food source,
cohort and species. Even though the microbiota differs significantly between the mosquito species, considerable
intraspecies variations in midgut microbiota between cohorts indicate that it is difficult to define a core micro-
biota in mosquitoes. Our study has shown that the situation is even more complex. The midgut abundance of
multiple OTUs showed striking changes across different cohorts that were consistent between mosquito species,
but were not reflected in larval water or sugars. Hence, in addition to the environmental variations and species
effect, the gut microbiota is also modulated by complex microbial interactions.

Methods

Ethical statement. This study was carried out according to the recommendations in the Guide for the Care
and Use of Laboratory Animals of the National Institutes of Health (Bethesda, USA). The animal protocol was
approved by the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee IACUC of the American University of Beirut
(permit number 16-03-369). The IACUC functions in compliance with the Public Health Service Policy on the
Humane Care and Use of Laboratory Animals (USA), and adopts the Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory
Animals of the National Institutes of Health.

Anopheles gambiae and Aedes albopictus rearing. Experiments were done using Anopheles gambiae
G3 strain and Aedes albopictus SARBA strain [isolated from Lebanon*!]. Both mosquito species were reared in the
same insectary and conditions (including diet) and maintained at 27 °C (£ 0.5) and 80% (=% 5%) humidity with a
12 h day-night cycle. Larvae of both species were reared in autoclaved distilled water at low densities of approxi-
mately 100-120 larvae/pan of area 768 cm? in order to avoid competition. Larvae were fed on TetraMin tropical
fish food which was grinded into fine particles, but not sterilized, while adults were given sugar pads containing
10% sucrose that was sterilized by autoclaving. Adult females of both mosquito species were given BALB/c mice
blood (mice were anaesthetized with ketamine) once per week for egg production. From these mother colonies of
An. gambiae and Ae. albopictus, eggs were collected at seven different time points between the months of October
and May to establish the experimental culture setups detailed in the section below. Each of these egg collections
is considered as one cohort.

Experimental design for studying the dynamics of mosquito gut microbiota. The first setup
(Fig. 1A) was prepared to analyze how stable the midgut microbiota structure is in the two different lab-reared
mosquito species across the seven cohorts when each species was reared independently in different larval pans and
in separate cages, but under the same conditions. In the second setup (Fig. 1B), the two species were co-cultured
in the same pan to analyze the effect of sharing the same larval water (which contain larval food) on adult midgut
microbiota. However, the different mosquito species were separated by a net to avoid predation by Aedes larvae
on those of Anopheles. Pupae from the co-cultured species were collected at the same time into different cages and
adults were fed on independent sugar pads. The third setup (Fig. 1C) was prepared to analyze the effect of sharing
the sugar source on adult midgut microbiota. The two species were reared independently from each other as larvae
and adults, but adults of both species shared the same sugar source (a cotton pad containing 10% sucrose solu-
tion). In the three setups, adults of both species were reared in separate cages containing approximately 30 mos-
quitoes each. In all these setups, four-days-post-emergence adult female mosquitoes were anesthetized on ice and
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their midguts were dissected in sterile PBS with clean forceps (sterilized by dipping them in 70% ethanol between
different dissections) and placed in sterile eppendorf tubes. Although we did not surface sterilize mosquitoes
before dissection, all midguts were washed with sterile PBS (1 xx) after transfer to Eppendorf tubes to eliminate
any bacteria carried over during the dissection procedure. We dissected 10 midguts (the hind and foregut were
removed) per experimental sample (as defined in Fig. 1) per cohort, however only 4 to 5 midguts were sequenced
per sample, chosen based on the amount of DNA recovered after purification. Midguts were individually frozen
at —20°C and processed later for bacterial DNA extraction. During the course of this experiment, samples were
collected systematically from the sugar pads and larval waters to analyze their bacterial content in order to assess
the impact of the microbiota of the larval water and the sugar pads on the structure of the mosquito gut microbi-
ota. Larval waters were collected on the day of pupation; 1 ml volumes were collected from each pan from beneath
the surface layers without touching the bottom of the pan. As to sugar samples, 1 ml volume of the sugar solution
was collected on day 4 post-adult emergence (i.e. on the same day adult midguts were dissected) by squeezing
the sugar cotton pads into sterile eppendorf tubes. Tubes containing solutions from sugar and larval water were
centrifuged at 4000 g for 5 min and bacterial pellets were stored at —20 °C until DNA extraction.

DNA extraction, PCR amplification and barcoding. DNA was extracted from mosquito midguts and
pellets, obtained from the sugar and larval water, using the Qiagen blood and tissue kit according to the manufac-
turer’s instructions. The universal degenerated bacterial primers 341 F, 5-CCTACGGGNGGCWGCAG-3' and
805R, 5-GACTACHVGGGTATCTAATCC-3' were used to amplify the bacterial 16S rRNA gene in the first of
two PCRs using illustra™ puRe Taq Ready-To-Go™ PCR Beads (GE Health Care). Each sample was amplified
individually starting by a denaturation step at 95°C for 5 min followed by 30 cycles of [95°C for 40 sec, 53 °C for
40 sec and 72°C for 1 min] and ending with an extension step at 72 °C for 7 min as described*?. The second PCR
was performed following the same conditions as the first PCR, but only for 10 cycles of iteration in the presence of
1 out of 50 barcoded primer pairs, as described*2. This was done in order to make one sequence library for 50 sam-
ples as one sample and later be able to differentiate between them. Appropriate negative controls were included in
the PCR reaction to ensure the absence of bacterial DNA contamination independent of the experimental design.
No technical replicates were performed on samples.

Library preparation and sequencing. Libraries were prepared from 10 ng of amplicon sample using the
ThruPLEX DNA-seq Prep Kit (Rubicon Genomics) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. The quality
of the libraries was evaluated using the TapeStation from Agilent Technologies using the D1000 ScreenTape.
The adapter-ligated fragments were quantified by qPCR using the Library quantification kit for Illumina (KAPA
Biosystems) on a StepOnePlus instrument (Applied Biosystems/Life technologies) prior to cluster cohort and
sequencing. Sequencing was performed by the SNP&SEQ Technology Platform, a national facility within the
National Genomics Infrastructure (NGI), hosted by Science for Life Laboratory, in Uppsala, Sweden (https://
www.scilifelab.se/facilities/snpseq/). Sequencing was carried out on Illumina MiSeq instrument (MCS v 2.6.2.1/
RTA v1.18.54) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Demultiplexing and conversion to FASTQ format
was performed using the bcl2fastq2 software (v2.19.0.316), provided by Illumina (http://support.illumina.com/
sequencing/sequencing_software/bcl2fastq-conversion-software.html). Additional statistics on sequencing qual-
ity were compiled with an in-house script from the FASTQ-files, RTA and bcl2fastq2 output files. All reads from
this study are available at the European Nucleotide Archive under accession number PRJEB28193.

Processing of sequences. Using the program Mothur*? (https://www.mothur.org), forward and reverse
reads generated by MiSeq were merged and barcodes and primers were removed. The merged reads were quality
filtered to remove reads longer than 534 bp and shorter than 394 bp. Reads with ambiguous bases were removed
and also those with homopolymers of more than 8. In VSEARCH (https://github.com/torognes/vsearch) the
reads were dereplicated and singletons removed*!. Chimeras were removed using the UCHIME algorithm*.
De novo clustering after chimera detection was done at 97% similarity. Finally, all reads before dereplication
were mapped to the representative sequences at 97% similarity threshold to generate the OTU table. In QIIME*
(http://qiime.org), taxonomy was assigned using the classification software UCLUST* with reference database
and taxonomy from SILVA 128 release*®* clustered at 97% similarity. Some OTUs were defined based on DNA
sequences that did not belong to 16S rDNA. These OTUs were identified by aligning all sequences representa-
tive for an OTU to the known Elizabethkingia 16S rRNA gene using the function pairwiseAlignment from the
Bioconductor R package Biostrings. All of the alignments that gave an alignment score lower than —500 were
considered non-bacterial sequences and the corresponding OTUs were removed from the analysis.

Multivariate analysis of OTU abundance. All analyses were performed on standardized OTU abun-
dance values. Standardization was applied by dividing the OTU abundances by the sum of OTU abundances per
sample. Effects of different predictor variables on the microbial composition of samples were assessed using a
non-parametric MANOVA that analyzes distances in a multidimensional space defined by OTU abundances.
All analyses were repeated for two different distance measures, the modified Gower distance (altGower) and
Bray-Curtis distance®. A non-parametric MANOVA was performed to test for effects of mosquito species, cohort,
larval water, and sugars fed to adults on the midgut microbiota composition. All non-parametric MANOVAs in
this study were done using the adonis function from the R package vegan®'. Since none of the conclusions depended
on the distance measure, we report in the main text only the results obtained based on the Bray-Curtis distance.

A separate analysis was conducted to directly compare the influence of mosquito species with the influence of
food source (sugar or larval water) on the mosquito midgut microbiota. To compare the relative influence of mos-
quito species and larval water, two different mean distances were calculated per cohort. The first mean distance
was calculated among all pairwise distances between samples from two mosquitoes that were co-cultured in the
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same larval pan, but belonged to different species. The second mean distance was calculated among all pairwise
distances between samples from two mosquitoes of the same species that were reared in different larval pans.
This procedure yielded two mean distances per cohort. After testing for normality using the Shapiro-Wilk test (R
function shapiro.test), a Student’s t-test (R function ¢.test) was used to test whether there was a difference between
these two sets of mean distances. An entirely analogous method was applied to compare the effect of mosquito
species and sugar on the mosquito midgut microbiota.

Two separate non-parametric MANOVAs were performed to test for effects of the mosquito species and
cohort on the microbial composition of the larval water and sugars. In both analyses, mosquito species and cohort
were the predictor variables, but one analysis was performed on all microbial samples from larval water and the
other on all sugar samples.

Univariate analysis of OTU abundance. The effects of mosquito species, cohort, OTU abundance in
larval water and OTU abundance in sugar on the standardized OTU abundance in midgut samples were tested
separately for each OTU using a linear model (R function ). A false-discovery rate of each effect was estimated
using the Benjamini-Hochberg correction®’. Moreover, two correlations were calculated for each OTU. One cor-
relation was between the abundance of an OTU in the larval water samples and the abundance of the same OTU
in the midguts of mosquitoes that were reared in the respective larval water. The other correlation was between
the abundance of an OTU in the sugar samples and the abundance of the same OTU in the midguts of mosqui-
toes that were fed on the respective sugar. Each of these two sets of correlations was tested for a correlation with
an OTU’s maximum abundance in midgut samples using the spearman_test function from the R package coin.

Data availability
All sequence reads from this study are available at the European Nucleotide Archive under accession number
PRJEB28193.

Received: 22 October 2019; Accepted: 16 December 2019;
Published online: 25 February 2020

References

1. Dong, Y., Manfredini, . & Dimopoulos, G. Implication of the mosquito midgut microbiota in the defense against malaria parasites.
PLoS Pathog. 5, €1000423, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000423 (2009).

2. Xi, Z., Ramirez, J. L. & Dimopoulos, G. The Aedes aegypti toll pathway controls dengue virus infection. PLoS Pathog. 4, e1000098,
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000098 (2008).

3. Rodgers, E H., Gendrin, M., Wyer, C. A. S. & Christophides, G. K. Microbiota-induced peritrophic matrix regulates midgut
homeostasis and prevents systemic infection of malaria vector mosquitoes. PLoS Pathog. 13, 1006391, https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.ppat.1006391 (2017).

4. Coon, K. L., Vogel, K. J., Brown, M. R. & Strand, M. R. Mosquitoes rely on their gut microbiota for development. Mol. Ecol. 23,
2727-2739, https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.12771 (2014).

5. Meister, S. et al. Anopheles gambiae PGRPLC-mediated defense against bacteria modulates infections with malaria parasites. PLoS
Pathog. 5, 1000542, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat. 1000542 (2009).

6. Cirimotich, C. M. et al. Natural microbe-mediated refractoriness to Plasmodium infection in Anopheles gambiae. Sci. 332, 855-858
(2011).

7. Ramirez, J. L. et al. Reciprocal tripartite interactions between the Aedes aegypti midgut microbiota, innate immune system and
dengue virus influences vector competence. PLoS Negl. Trop. Dis. 6, 1561, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001561 (2012).

8. Boissiere, A. et al. Midgut microbiota of the malaria mosquito vector Anopheles gambiae and interactions with Plasmodium
falciparum infection. PLoS Pathog. 8, €1002742, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002742 (2012).

9. Gimonneau, G., Brossette, L., Mamai, W., Dabire, R. K. & Simard, F. Larval competition between An. coluzzii and An. gambiae in
insectary and semi-field conditions in Burkina Faso. Acta Trop. 130, 155-161, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2013.11.007
(2014).

10. Muturi, E. J., Kim, C. H., Bara, J., Bach, E. M. & Siddappaji, M. H. Culex pipiens and Culex restuans mosquitoes harbor distinct
microbiota dominated by few bacterial taxa. Parasit. Vectors 9, 18, https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-016-1299-6 (2016).

11. Osei-Poku, J., Mbogo, C. M., Palmer, W. J. & Jiggins, F. M. Deep sequencing reveals extensive variation in the gut microbiota of wild
mosquitoes from Kenya. Mol. Ecol. 21, 5138-5150, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2012.05759.x (2012).

12. Gimonneau, G. et al. Composition of Anopheles coluzzii and Anopheles gambiae microbiota from larval to adult stages. Infect. Genet.
Evol. 28, 715-724, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meegid.2014.09.029 (2014).

13. Wang, X. et al. Bacterial microbiota assemblage in Aedes albopictus mosquitoes and its impacts on larval development. Mol. Ecol. 27,
2972-2985, https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.14732 (2018).

14. David, M. R,, Santos, L. M., Vicente, A. C. & Maciel-de-Freitas, R. Effects of environment, dietary regime and ageing on the dengue
vector microbiota: evidence of a core microbiota throughout Aedes aegypti lifespan. Mem. Inst. Oswaldo Cruz 111, 577-587, https://
doi.org/10.1590/0074-02760160238 (2016).

15. Terenius, O. et al. Midgut bacterial dynamics in Aedes aegypti. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 80, 556-565, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-
6941.2012.01317.x (2012).

16. Dickson, L. B. et al. Diverse laboratory colonies of Aedes aegypti harbor the same adult midgut bacterial microbiome. Parasit. Vectors
11, 207, https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-018-2780-1 (2018).

17. Merritt, R. W,, Dadd, R. H. & Walker, E. D. Feeding behavior, natural food, and nutritional relationships of larval mosquitoes. Annu.
Rev. Entomol. 37, 349-376,, https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.en.37.010192.002025 (1992).

18. Lindbh, J. M., Borg-Karlson, A. K. & Faye, I. Transstadial and horizontal transfer of bacteria within a colony of Anopheles gambiae
(Diptera: Culicidae) and oviposition response to bacteria-containing water. Acta Trop. 107, 242-250, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
actatropica.2008.06.008 (2008).

19. Chavshin, A. R. et al. Malpighian tubules are important determinants of Pseudomonas transstadial transmission and longtime
persistence in Anopheles stephensi. Parasit. Vectors 8, 36, https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0635-6 (2015).

20. Buck, M. et al. Bacterial associations reveal spatial population dynamics in Anopheles gambiae mosquitoes. Sci. Rep. 6, 22806, https://
doi.org/10.1038/srep22806 (2016).

21. Manda, H. et al. Discriminative feeding behaviour of Anopheles gambiae s.s. on endemic plants in western Kenya. Med. Vet. Entomol.
21, 103-111, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2915.2007.00672.x (2007).

SCIENTIFIC REPORTS |

(2020) 10:3352 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60075-6


https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60075-6
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000423
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000098
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006391
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006391
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.12771
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000542
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001561
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002742
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2013.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-016-1299-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2012.05759.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meegid.2014.09.029
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.14732
https://doi.org/10.1590/0074-02760160238
https://doi.org/10.1590/0074-02760160238
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6941.2012.01317.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6941.2012.01317.x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-018-2780-1
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.en.37.010192.002025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2008.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2008.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0635-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep22806
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep22806
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2915.2007.00672.x

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

22.
23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

33.

34,

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51

Yuval, B. The other habit: sugar feeding by mosquitoes. Bull. Soc. Vector Ecol. 17, 150-156 (1992).

Foster, W. A. Mosquito sugar feeding and reproductive energetics. Annu. Rev. Entomol. 40, 443-474, https://doi.org/10.1146/
annurev.en.40.010195.002303 (1995).

Gu, W,, Muller, G., Schlein, Y., Novak, R. J. & Beier, J. C. Natural plant sugar sources of Anopheles mosquitoes strongly impact
malaria transmission potential. PLoS One 6, €15996, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0015996 (2011).

Dobson, S. L. et al. Wolbachia infections are distributed throughout insect somatic and germ line tissues. Insect Biochem. Mol. Biol.
29, 153-160 (1999).

Coon, K. L., Brown, M. R. & Strand, M. R. Mosquitoes host communities of bacteria that are essential for development but vary
greatly between local habitats. Mol. Ecol. 25, 5806-5826, https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.13877 (2016).

Rosso, . et al. Reduced diversity of gut microbiota in two Aedes mosquitoes species in areas of recent invasion. Sci. Rep. 8, 16091,
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-34640-z (2018).

Wotton, R. S., Chaloner, D. T., Yardley, C. A. & Merritt, R. W. Growth of Anopheles mosquito larvae on dietary microbiota in aquatic
surface microlayers. Med. Vet. Entomol. 11, 65-70 (1997).

Yee, D. A., Kesavaraju, B. & Juliano, S. A. Larval feeding behavior of three co-occurring species of container mosquitoes. J. Vector
Ecol. 29, 315-322 (2004).

Gimnig, J. E. et al. Density-dependent development of Anopheles gambiae (Diptera: Culicidae) larvae in artificial habitats. J. Med.
Entomol. 39, 162172 (2002).

. Lyimo, E. O. & Koella, J. C. Relationship between body size of adult Anopheles gambiae s.1. and infection with the malaria parasite

Plasmodium falciparum. Parasitology 104((Pt 2)), 233-237 (1992).

Muriu, S. M., Coulson, T., Mbogo, C. M. & Godfray, H. C. Larval density dependence in Anopheles gambiae s.s., the major African
vector of malaria. J. Anim. Ecol. 82, 166-174, https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.12002 (2013).

Schneider, P,, Takken, W. & McCall, P. J. Interspecific competition between sibling species larvae of Anopheles arabiensis and An.
gambiae. Med. Vet. Entomol. 14, 165-170 (2000).

Alto, B. W,, Bettinardi, D. J. & Ortiz, S. Interspecific Larval Competition Differentially Impacts Adult Survival in Dengue Vectors.
J. Med. Entomol. 52, 163-170, https://doi.org/10.1093/jme/tju062 (2015).

de Oliveira, S., Villela, D. A. M., Dias, E. B. S., Moreira, L. A. & Maciel de Freitas, R. How does competition among wild type
mosquitoes influence the performance of Aedes aegypti and dissemination of Wolbachia pipientis? PLoS Negl. Trop. Dis. 11,
€0005947, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005947 (2017).

Lord, C. C. Density dependence in larval Aedes albopictus (Diptera: Culicidae). J. Med. Entomol. 35, 825-829 (1998).

Baldacchino, E. et al. Weak Larval Competition Between Two Invasive Mosquitoes Aedes koreicus and Aedes albopictus (Diptera:
Culicidae). J. Med. Entomol. 54, 1266-1272, https://doi.org/10.1093/jme/tjx093 (2017).

Juliano, S. A. Species interactions among larval mosquitoes: context dependence across habitat gradients. Annu. Rev. Entomol. 54,
37-56, https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ento.54.110807.090611 (2009).

Stathopoulos, S., Neafsey, D. E., Lawniczak, M. K., Muskavitch, M. A. & Christophides, G. K. Genetic dissection of Anopheles
gambiae gut epithelial responses to Serratia marcescens. PLoS Pathog. 10, €1003897, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003897
(2014).

Short, S. M., Mongodin, E. F, MacLeod, H. J., Talyuli, O. A. C. & Dimopoulos, G. Amino acid metabolic signaling influences Aedes
aegypti midgut microbiome variability. PLoS Negl. Trop. Dis. 11, €0005677, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005677 (2017).
Haddad, N. et al. Aedes albopictus in Lebanon, a potential risk of arboviruses outbreak. BMC Infect. Dis. 12, 300, https://doi.
org/10.1186/1471-2334-12-300 (2012).

Sinclair, L., Osman, O. A., Bertilsson, S. & Eiler, A. Microbial community composition and diversity via 16S rRNA gene amplicons:
evaluating the illumina platform. PLoS One 10, 0116955, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0116955 (2015).

Schloss, P. D. et al. Introducing mothur: open-source, platform-independent, community-supported software for describing and
comparing microbial communities. Appl. Env. Microbiol. 75, 7537-7541, https://doi.org/10.1128/ AEM.01541-09 (2009).

Rognes, T., Flouri, T., Nichols, B., Quince, C. & Mahe, F. VSEARCH: a versatile open source tool for metagenomics. Peer] 4, €2584,
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.2584 (2016).

Edgar, R. C., Haas, B. J., Clemente, J. C., Quince, C. & Knight, R. UCHIME improves sensitivity and speed of chimera detection.
Bioinforma. 27, 2194-2200, https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btr381 (2011).

Caporaso, J. G. et al. QIIME allows analysis of high-throughput community sequencing data. Nat. Methods 7, 335-336, https://doi.
org/10.1038/nmeth.f.303 (2010).

Edgar, R. C. Search and clustering orders of magnitude faster than BLAST. Bioinforma. 26, 2460-2461, https://doi.org/10.1093/
bioinformatics/btq461 (2010).

Quast, C. et al. The SILVA ribosomal RNA gene database project: improved data processing and web-based tools. Nucleic Acids Res.
41, D590-596, https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1219 (2013).

Yilmaz, P. et al. The SILVA and “All-species Living Tree Project (LTP)” taxonomic frameworks. Nucleic Acids Res. 42, D643-648,
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkt1209 (2014).

Anderson, M. J,, Ellingsen, K. E. & McArdle, B. H. Multivariate dispersion as a measure of beta diversity. Ecol. Lett. 9, 683-693,
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00926.x (2006).

. Anderson, M. J. A new method for non-parametric multivariate analysis of variance. Austral Ecol. 26, 32-46 (2001).
52.

Benjamini, Y. & Hochberg, Y. Controlling the False Discovery Rate: A Practical and Powerful Approach to Multiple. Testing. J. R.
Stat. Soc. Ser. B 57, 289-300 (1995).

Acknowledgements

This study was supported by a Swedish Research Links grant from the Swedish Research Council. We thank
the SciLifeLab SNP/SEQ facility hosted by Uppsala University for Illumina MiSeq sequencing and library
preparation. We also thank Kamal A. Shair Central Research Science Laboratory at AUB for providing free access
to its equipment. All authors declare that they have no conflict of interest. Open access funding provided by
Uppsala University.

Author contributions

Conceived and designed the experiments: O.T., M.A.O., S.A.S. Performed the experiments: S.A.S., ].N., P.O,,
L.K.J.N. Analyzed the data: L.K.JN,, H.z.D., O.T.,, M.A.O,, S.A.S. Wrote the paper: M.A.O., O.T,, H.z.D,, S.A.S.,
LKJ.N.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

SCIENTIFIC REPORTS |

(2020) 10:3352 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60075-6


https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60075-6
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.en.40.010195.002303
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.en.40.010195.002303
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0015996
https://doi.org/10.1111/mec.13877
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-34640-z
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.12002
https://doi.org/10.1093/jme/tju062
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005947
https://doi.org/10.1093/jme/tjx093
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ento.54.110807.090611
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1003897
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005677
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2334-12-300
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2334-12-300
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0116955
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01541-09
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.2584
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btr381
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.f.303
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.f.303
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1219
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkt1209
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00926.x

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Additional information
Supplementary information is available for this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60075-6.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to O.T. or M.A.O.
Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International

o | icense, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or
format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2020

SCIENTIFICREPORTS|  (2020) 10:3352 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60075-6


https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60075-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60075-6
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	The environment and species affect gut bacteria composition in laboratory co-cultured Anopheles gambiae and Aedes albopictu ...
	Results

	Overall bacterial community composition. 
	The effect of cohort, food source and species on the midgut microbiota-composition. 
	The effect of mosquito species and cohort on the microbial compositions of larval water and sugar. 
	The effect of cohort, food source and species on the midgut abundance of individual OTUs. 

	Discussion

	Methods

	Ethical statement. 
	Anopheles gambiae and Aedes albopictus rearing. 
	Experimental design for studying the dynamics of mosquito gut microbiota. 
	DNA extraction, PCR amplification and barcoding. 
	Library preparation and sequencing. 
	Processing of sequences. 
	Multivariate analysis of OTU abundance. 
	Univariate analysis of OTU abundance. 

	Acknowledgements

	Figure 1 The different mosquito culturing setups.
	Fi﻿gure 2 Mean proportion of the four most abundant OTUs per cohort.
	Figure 3 Boxplots showing the mean distances in midgut microbial composition between the two different mosquito species sharing the same environmental conditions or the same species reared in different environmental conditions.
	Figure 4 Abundance of representative OTUs across the seven cohorts.
	Figure 5 Abundance in midgut samples of representative OTUs that are significantly influenced by (A) abundance of OTUs in the larval water and (B) abundance of OTUs in sugar pads.
	Figure 6 Each OTU’s maximum abundance in the midguts plotted against the correlation between (A) midgut and larval water abundance, and (B) between midgut and sugar abundance.
	Table 1 Effect of predictors on OTU composition in mosquito midguts according to a non-parametric MANOVA.
	Table 2 Percentage of reads found in co-cultured mosquitoes and in larval water and sugar, respectively.




