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Abstract: With the rising frequency of diseases in aquaculture as a result of high-density and intensive farming, as
well as antibiotics limits, biologists all over the world are investigating alternatives to antibiotics for the treatment
of bacterial infection. Bacteriophages can precisely kill some bacteria while having a little detrimental impact on
animals, plants, and the environment; they are thus emerging as a promising option for non-antibiotic therapy to
treat bacterial diseases. This study briefly examines the research status and major challenges of phage therapy in
aquaculture at home and abroad in terms of specificity, safety, shaping method, and environmental impact. The

successful application provides a theoretical foundation.
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