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PRI IR AL, kst 100193

WE MR GEHORTE R B B AT T AN Sk G E FIHLE] ST AL R T | R R
PUAPER T IEE DL ST | B R B BEAR DG A R PN 2~ TS 5 07 T, £33 1 2017 4F R R 22 B
PR RIS IR T R AR B AR ST AR T ) | B PG B AR SR

KR R R R LR

. L FEH2% (Insect toxicology ) J& B FR2Z 1 — 1~
3, FEAMFA BEY) BOM B L EE AR E FIPL L B HOx)
BEVII SN N R 5 B A A R 50 45

2017 4, B MUEE AR BF ST AR ) BE AR B B AR A
TR PE R R, ASUPE SR BRI Y B R ) TR AR
TEE AR, M EAEA BN A VE AL BT L A5
D7 RS TR, o X R 25 VR AL RIS
AL AEEAAZ AT T, i B R 2
AT T R AIEOR TR0 T 2 AT TR A,
AT TARZA SR . BB B X SE 5 R,
TFRFHARZ X R A VE L] 48 B 25 AL
A H S S T HE RS E AR S B ORIy
2 TEF RPHA A RO D R IR B
4 W 2FEH N AEAEZENE, LTX20174ER
RPN S B i R — TR A

1 BEERERAERBRSEFHEPH
R A

J IR J i R RE A X E bR L R b AT G, S BR
X4 € DNA F BERRBR  in A ZF . CRISPR/Cas9 $ A

BEMSTEE 20 P A R (B SEM g " LY, FEMF 5T S
AR N DB T EA BRI TER Ao,
fdi ] CRISPR/Cas9 B A i fH-HOR AT TR Z TR .
1.1 FCRISPR/Cas9 EEREH AR T EERE
Drosophila melanogaster ABC iz E B ER H
£ = E R
ABC #3285 H (ABC transporters ) 7 £ 91 25 W1 4T
P B A0 L RN ZH 2 rb R AN ) B T A AR T
EH . R4, B HL ABC #4212 285 76 4% HR) B 2 b Y
YER SR T HE 2S8R, (0 i T 5= ZE P D Be 5 18 A
S g T 223 7 FH#% . Denecke %" CRISPR-
Cas9 FE H g H R RALE T HBHE SL g ABC Rz RS
A A VR, 2 SR T 5 L3 ABCBL
(P-H 2R 1) R VR 19 3/~ SR ABC J5 8 R S ——
Mdr49 . Mdr50 M1 Mdr65 , I 5E 1 Fp— GBI Z Fif
ANTRIR S R B TPE . F9E A0, Mdr65 LD RRER 1 52
A T B S B B A HOR R T e AR
11 Mdr49 F Mdr50 R 94, 0 — 8653 HUH 8 fUd:
A7 FTEG TN, X O — 22k RO BT B, &
X Mdr65 @R 98 AR E— 205 T XA s R AR
YR S, % B MDR65 1 Z R0 I P A7 BH fnb i 25 4 22
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5o T E Mdr6s B bR 5 ABC il 7l ——4Ehr
MK AU EIAE FHBE 71, LRI 2 R R T Mdr65 (1) S {4
P B8 ) BRI A 7K $53IE 5K Mdr65 78 8 B % iz v
RIETVERY, 4550200, ABC 55 ia 25 11 0 By 2 ) B
SRBE I % BRI 52 B8 A 2 Ve
1.2 CRISPR/Cas9 7t S HI#%$& 2 Helicoverpa armi-
gera B E&IBHIZR I ABC HIEE B & E HaAB-
CA2, BH M H =& FHTHE Cry2A SXZ Ml

Xt 95 25 4 ZEHAT B (BU) 8 2 Cry2Ab 19 /& K 4L
Ve, S H B s —Fh ABC #1281 3£ X (ABCA2)
RAFFEIWYIBEE R ARG, i —2PESE ABCA2 SE[A
(HaABCA2) 5Hi%% H1 Cry2 Ab HiE Z ] B & &R , Wang |
ZEPIH] FH CRISPR/Cas9 3 [H] 21 4 4 5 AR, M\ SO 1
SCD H1##: 37 T 24 HaABCA2 R i &R o — N &
(SCD-A2KO1) 245 1, 238 ik i1 3 [ V5 R o % 2
(NHE)) B RTE HaABCA2 1AM i F-2 L& L T 2-bp ik
PN F=H ) 5 55— &R (SCD-A2K02 ) 423 1 [R5 58
)46 52 (HDR) 3 AR 7E HaABCA2 By A1 i 1 18 Ab 3 il 1
5—bp &R AR R, ALK B R R E] Y
Cry2 AbPUPHERREE ) r2 U SEA LR . 5 R ah P AUE
Z SCD AH L, 2 4> PR R 55 i R % Cry2Aa (>120 4% ) 1
Cry2Ab(>10015) B A= T 7K it HXT Cry1Ac
WA PGSO A T AR H A R AP (<4£%5) . 2
AN PR B R 1 s B % Cry2Ab B3 M R Bk 1y, T L
1L B AN IR S, 76 2 A & P Cry2Ab B i 45 3
R T [ —JE R (B HaABCA2) & K B 24wk
FEIR 3 R i RIR % B 5% 6 (BBMIV) 322K T 45 &
Cry2Ab Y RE 7, AE O 47 T 5 8BS & SCD AR A A 5
CrylAc 255 R, WS ARAT IR PN 3 R D e UE A
UE B @ B HaABCA2 i #if 45 3R 48 T XF Cry2Aa F
Cry2Ab 1B 7K FHUPE IESE T HaABCA2 TE4 5 Cry2Aa
F Cry2 Ab X AR BRIk A8 T GBI
1.3 F CRISPR/Cas9 & F 4748 75 ;x5 55 RyR #E4R 1L

S RIS N R g Drosophila B X B RR LI RI1E A

XU e A% ) B 1 5 AR 67 S5 £0 8 T 32 44 (Ry-
anodine receptor, RyR ) 2&78 (G4946E/V Fl 14790M ) [ i
BA K. Douris VAEHIFSY T 2R B A I 10 7 i v - ik
Tuta absoluta HLPERNHE I 58285 % (G4946V~T9 % il
14790M~21% ) , M 3E T X XUIE L 3% AR A HTPE K, &
PR G R e (9329 % ) 138 e WU IBE R (4969 1)
MIBTHEACE AR5 s (R R e (1914%) b &bt

PRV N T it — 2B W R S8 A e B R 28 rp 1) 51
Mk, 38 3 CRISPR/Cas9 /17 i Jk P 4 B 12 R 8 3 i v
Mg 71 JE T 2 1R 1Y G4946V 5875 5] A2 B i B i R
W ARAS T o AR AV TR 2H A 1 S TR 2 A8 M 1) R
B, X 3 RO R HE T T AR e (| )Y, 5
5.AFE I IR AR BT A H , B G4946V 28745 11
PR 2 A6 P SR i, XoF 30 HROBUE Gz (9113 7% ) R 4 A A Y e
W (194.7 F5) ¥ 7= A T R K itk . BAT 14790M 28745
(1) R BK B A R0 o R, X SR ORI i A b A B (15.3
) AE 58 A 2 Bz (7.5 4% ) R L ke (2.3 4% ) 1Y
PUPERARY . X Pk N FEP D RE AR , IESE T RyR %8
P E S R 1 v ) VR R X BTk, O H R A 28 4
{8 RyR 25 1 A 45 A 57 5 A0 %o 3 Tl AU BBt frig 1) A X6 55 g
T HEHAEMMESR

Diamide resistan
mutati
> ‘
| R
S )
3
...... "y
CRtSPR Cas9
Genome Editing Resistarce Ratio:
G4946V 14790M
Chlorantranilipcole 194.7 75
Flubcndiamide 91.3 15.3
Cyantranilipcole 5.4 27

K1 CRISPR/Cas9 JE[H 4 7L 7S RyR #EAR(7 AL
G Nof SR Y KU P e M A 1
Fig. 1 Investigation of the contribution of RyR target—site
mutations in diamide resistance by CRISPR/Cas9 genome

modification in Drosophila

1.4 CRISPR/Cas9 1\ Sy & X & i Spodoptera ex-
iguaa e T %4k G4946E RIS T X W B 5%
HFIE A TR

3Pl H E INSRWK Plutella xylostella Zg i

Wi Tuta absoluta 1 —ALYE Chilo suppressalis X} X5k

i BRI BT, 58 T 32K RyR 111 G4946F %8

A K, Zuo Y Y UM H CRISPR/Cas9 # A |, 75 %2

(R H F RO T 5] T RyR G4946E %€

A5 5 TS ik Y B AR RURRORE WHS LS, SRR 1Y

SeRyR G4946F 4li45 5875 ity & 4946, Yo} G HUA H i hiz |

L T B AR SR R BT e 73-531) Sk 7w 14 223,336 F1>1000

fERBbE . IE S SEH & IR, 4946 iy 2 B AR 1 XF
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AP I e R BRI R e Y R e b
FA) R A AR T X R R OBUTE e 1) e 1 D 2 5 4 B ok
PR W B TR N TESE , 7R H 35 5|
ARyR G4946F 527 | T EUT X XU A% H 77 1 v 7K SF-
PUlk ; 84875 T SeRyR G4946E 58758 S & ity W 28 2 — ik
e 24 3% TR S R PR T e AR S5 R B R i et KO 5
XoF 6 BB I () BT 7K P 2 () B T N 22 57 o

2 FEFUEANHIRREHNHITRER

4 R SR O I T — 2R R
HIAE R BILE, a7 AILeE AR BORE S f i B 2 R 5
1 C e BT R A AR R A ERVE T T Na 25388 SH
B2 A% HUFR 2 AR B 78 2 T L 2 A %) 38 sh 391 T
PP EMEH TR R CL TS LR RER . (BX)
TR R MERR VR FH LS RS 20 WA, 2ol
R anfer 55 B o rb AR R LA A T A HE R AR T4
PHANTE HE | T3 75 22 57 0 0 AR 32 1R 10 2 1 i AR 45 4
S5, A, BEAE AR HR A B e A R Y
PR ZEE M BT 2 HOR A A s A RO 7 A5 A i
AR DS P N 3 e o 1 i O = N | DO SN 2 2o e )
HIIESE , &2 MARHLHITR A E1 53 TP
2.1 XERRRZE R RABIE A HLH RN FI A Rt R

XUE R AS HRIE M R A0 2 T 32 (RyR) A 2L
BOER 5T TS BRI, 5 R IWL A W4 -
ZFEBOT, AR BB T Hiia R 5 3
AN B R AT , SR T SR T AR FH ] B
BT WU BERE A HURIX B IR RCR PR, 2017 4F
PRI A I HTHENL BT — R A
2.1.1 BA#A T/N3EWK Plutella xylostellat 8 T 44k

N-IH IS M B, 1B R T 2NN B ENY
Fhs S R R SBARGL

)8 T Z 4 (RyRs ) J2 XU e 25 2% HUF A 1 R
bro XA FEAE Y RyRs BT ALY 3 B 2% HUR——51
Ha R e | SR HOBUE e SR R TR R, B A 1 B R
HIT 20123500, (HI2 R B RyR (I ZEAA AN T 48 , Slufdi it
DL RyR A EEAR Y AS H5R) B VE FHBL I LA SO AE 564 Ha 7
BUPERLR 5 AR BT

Lin L Y Z55558 T1F 2.84 A3 HERT , 7 RHE
Py e R ——/N 0% (DBM) 9 RyR N-
AIHEEF L (NTD ) (BRI 1-205) () iR Zs 18 (E 2) . 5

HIRFL S R 25 2L, DBM RyR NTD HH g-4r& 2
JP RN o—IBHELH A o ELZ NTD H (1) 2 A X 37 S5 4]
LS WA EAE P R T AR S, B T
DBM RyR 5MFLsh¥) RyR Y225 it FH [R] 5 A A oy
T F12 R0 A T N-oR i 3 25 AL Sl ) 25 A A AR
R HHA 3R S A4S X T RE S S B A AR
SePEA R R RR . A SEE P78, DBM RyR NTD 1
Fee Mk EL i 7L 3h 9 RyR BB e Mk 5 , X AT RE 2 T
A A2 ) Fp IR SR 2 A B Sk P R R S B . A
FE2RW], DBM NTD A2 B AR oy i HOBUBE R 1) S 2245
AL 35 LARTHRE (19 DBM NTD &3 it 2 4~ S
DX 3 ) — > 5 i HROBUP e 2 A A A FH R 5 25 21
Y NEIRE

K2 (a) DBM RyR NTDIH) 2 AR B~ 5 40 5
a~SRTEFI—A> 310 BHEHI A G 7 s BRI F 6305 (b) JHTUCSF
Chimera ZE B9 DBM RyR NTD 3% 2 4 [F] 9 i o 26 e Il iy
R IR AN AR AL E R A R
Fig. 2 (a) Two different views of DBM RyR NTD domain. S-
strands are shown in purple. a—helix and a 310 helix are shown in
blue. Loops are shown in white; (b) Two different electrostatic
surface views of DBM RyR NTD domain generated by UCSF
Chimera. Negatively charged, positive charged and non—charged

surfaces are colored in red, blue and white, respectively

212 BRTZUHNERTSH TEMBMHIEK Tuta
absoluta (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae) Xt X it i
ERAFIR P

R IRAE — L RRUH 1) 2 4 75 P B A B v A B 1 Rk
-1 U i Bt SR BT ENL R =S IR AN TE R
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Roditakis E 25 F 1 47 KA B4 XUk R o B 1T-
GELA-SD4, D) Bk H A i P8 BEZF FEL P4 i H ) Ao
ST T it ik Ao L o il IT-GELA-SD4
TR U B IE S 5, P9 T HhE s fe 4, R T
TR P 8 X LB A P e 2 2 8 G (8 A 58 A Bk Ay st
R A T SRR /NS & B RO S AR B A
e o1V I g 118 R e B ke v 8 1 X 45 A i vk
WP RER e T SZARFE R AT T Y, 76 IT-GELA-
SD4 FFEFIELAT AN RGP AT (1) FH B Rt v, SR L 43
BT B /R FELE G4903E F1 14746M Wi J8 T 3244 RyR 1t
FRE s AR o 31X 2 N R AR 4 30l 5 78 XU e 4 v
s gk rh e IR A 2 B R X G4946E i1 14790M AH X
Mo BEAR, fE— SR R BT 2 N A
GA4903V FI14746T, i FHURH PR RCARSS & 07 ik, 58 T
IT-GELA-SD4 R i) 1 JI5E i 48 v 5 XU B 19 S A1 0T
AR B, RyR X L 5848 218 T RyR 5 B i 119 24
177, I B Bt RyR H G4903 (/N gk P 1) G4946) 17
S TEHRE L B R 114 fUse b v HLA E A
22 WBRHFERMEEXNERNEFRERTHS
FHLHI A 5% 3 R
221 BRHNEIEIIS6 FEMERRHN2 M ERERE
R, 3R R F R ERENER

FEZ Tl Ay 35 BRI I B R v B 3 1 Y 58
AR BT X UL LA TR R HUR) (AN S48 TR A A8 TR )
M BT, TER S NP #2 B Helicoverpa armi-
gera FIVH 2502 1% Heliothis virescens FFE A, Kl 1] T XX
ZRAF DV ME™G, SR, 33X 2 A~ 58 AR 7 $U bk HL A TR T
PEFRVE RIS ATE R . Chen M L 28T 9875 5| A B i
BN I BeNa, 1-1a 9, 002 T 2878 X JE P TUIE BB
£ 6L m 4 T T UL A PR SRR s, Y
KB, HAS DV ZAR LA B ZEAE DY V/IE™G , $4 8 F Al
A6 1] B 3SR B T 15 mV AT 20 mV, 2R 1T E¥2°G
RASVCA 77 L, D™V AR T & Z6 s
NRDC 157 (1 BILLER 12T ) LA K Y5 5044 T A 58 5L T
(1T AL OB TR ) 375 5 04 R 300 TS 5, T B 7 9°G 1%
ArErEsgm . Hord TTEURR HUAE TR X D V/E™G il iE
JB S HL VR AR, 5% BgNa, 1—1a 38 B SEMaAH AR, {EL 1T
RUFABR H 4 T 75 A H 0 0 R8s X BT e . 7 1Y
PIBR HAGER A S, A P A X SR, BT
L A58 T ) U DL 2 TR A7 AR Y Y AR 4y
B, T HE DV R E2G S i AR A AL 0 i G T

FUBR HAG e 1E ™ AR s e i R AEAE R T, X SR,
D¥V/E2G XA X 1A T RIS B 2 16 HA R
[ 1) 2 F A FH , 9 L3 A P F 0 8 R 0k, A 7T g e o)
11 AU H A 1 ™ A= B A A AL
2.2.2 HelE Bombus impatiens BiNa,1 /18 & % & AR
FHOE IR FE R S FEM

PR H A PR VR T B U R TR A G R A
HFFMEAE T o 58 04 RN AE B X 22 B0 AUL I L 44 16 v 3
JE B XS U R AG IR LA Ptk o RN, B 04 X U 48
BEIHTHENLHBA ARG . Wu S Y 2RI TOME 5R £
A1 R AE T AE 8 (1 430 3 BiNa,1-1 B9 3k, & PAL Bi-
Na,1-1 388 X% 6 Ffgs FUI5R B 44 g = B fgs , (D R
TR EADINE . RGEAT MR R, 7rRe i
PIESTEE A 3R SRR AR b T 12 R A A
T PR ST DX, 2 R %) A W6 ) 3 T 0T SR e 4G
BRI DA SO A DL B B 4 P AU ) BE Al S A AR
MUEA RIS | 75 RE W40 25 730 18 M HULIR HL 24 TR A2 1
AT S5 SR BT A HABFR L, EAT I P RE G 13
TE X U A g 5 LA AU H A TR 0 I R BE Rt &
T HEHIM,
23 INEBAERRINERETFEEMIEENRTET,

Bt 2 AR LR E=E T AR

BT 24 ) 2 2 Al 3 U IR T )iz i A A
Z— AHAERIE B P B 2 1 i Hh R R g Y
SR AT AE TR B I B RO A R ] 45 S
T (GluC 1) A 7 JHAth (%) 25 730 30 174~ e 208 248 1T &
FEHABAER . 7ER B GluCl B 25 M3l b & A 1Y
3 GEAF——/ Nk GluCl(PxGluC1) ) A309V , —BE I}
§#% GluCl1 (TuGluCl1) A9 G323D A1 TuGluCl3 ) G326E,
2 50T BT A4 P 2R ) RO T s AR DG . A T HRERGX
LGS A, Wang X L2 A309V/1/G Fll G315E %8
% (FH 24T TuGluCl1 H Y G323 Fll TuGluC13 H1H G326)
A3 5 IAE] PxGluC 1338 H A R TOWE 5R-BF 41 it 2
FFIIBE AT, SR A300V Fl G315 28 748 fi Xof bif 4 14 %
BB FR AR T 4.8 45 1 49348 . A , 3091/G 28 7% %of
Bo] 2 17 2R 174 I 36 i o7 0 A 7 AR S RS I, e A3091
AP R U RR & T 1M (~124%) o
XF PxGluCl #E 77 [FIR A4 4387 , R B G315E 2848 & ik
23 [HEBEALTR], T8 T BT4E B R 454, 1T A309 =45 1)
SER U IR AN FE (RS2 5 57 o5 A AR R 1B 2 A T
BERYHLEI, BFFEFEEI, A300V A1 G315E ZRAS# Al RE
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FOGT AT Ak T 2% B REAR AL UM , 00 TR | )N gk
AHA 3 Herp Y BT 4E P R Uk B
2.4 YR ZBERARFSZ 4 (NAChR) B1 IEEHY) A R
R R LK F 5 th [E Bt #8 H B9 HE YT Aphis gos—
sypii( Glover) Bt Rk 1A %
Chen X W ZF"EXS A ALK E 7 £E T >1200 151
(%) A B R IMLI=-R v, A D00 380 A0 Bk 7Y 2 1 Ok 32 4%
(nAChR)BI MEAE A7 3RO 578, Horh e ds 2 4k
TH % 55 A A A0 b BT A DG Y R81T 5872 , iZ ik
T UGN B R Y VO21 I K264E 2878 o X H58 A8
W AFEAE TR FH )P A b, 2 BB A TR AR B A itk
HOmRpe b A8 TAERT . eAh IMI-R R b 4 6% 81
V. (4 5 s R K- B FRAIG, 22 nAChRB1 .3
SR AE NIRRT IS5 1 AR 08X ik bk ) 40 PE AL
s
XF T B LA AR B R 2 e IRz A4, B T R R R
Ik RIE T FR ] T IS HEHEZN ) nAChRs I9BF9E . L BEIH
A | Acetylcholine binding proteins (AChBPs) , J&
B ) 2, B AE B 37 14 (nAChRs ) L 225 46 35 1 [) 22 400
Bao H BAE"IF5E & B, Ik £ BENHGSAS & 25 ) LIE
ST B 3L n AChRs FIHT AR B A B 50 22 18] (4 AH BLAE H]
R R AR B 3R R BT 53 00 B 7R 2 g I 2 A
(nAChRs) Y HIRESR ML T HEA
2.5 RNAi Mdr65E BB N T &l HFIXT BiE Rig
IS 7
RNA T3 (RNA interference, RNAiD) 8 7E 34k 5L 72
s AR ST L A AUEE RNA (double—stranded RNA,
dsRNA) 5 % 1) . [A) J5 mRNA 52 8508 S i i B4
i RN AT AR AT LURE SR 591 B3 380G P s o 66 BT |
ik, HENZEORE#12 HTRER B i 24 PR DGk
KIHIRE RIS
ABC #1285 A 7E N ZE 2 251 25 P (multidrug resis-
tance, MDR) J5 T E2 8% ) 2 58, (R T ENIER &
(1432 i A/ECHEE TP VR T R 2 b R B 56 1
ABC ¥z AL, Horbr 81~ 5 A28 Mdr 2 [K (ABCBI
AR AL, Sun H NAF"HFSE T4 T ABCB1 i1k
e Y ABC B 32 285 AR IR A AR OB R
I FH B ISR 6 P B9 GALA/UAS R G5, ULER T Mdr6s .
Mdr50 . Mdr49 F1 ABCB6 (13235 K- K BLULER Mdr65
By AR 9 AN ) A% HUR R U . AN, 1A
Mdr65 1) 578 it Eh R AR B | b U R IR HURE 199 LCso B

Ay PIREAR 1945 2.1 %5 F1 3.9 4% , F W] ABC %38 25 1 4
I Mdr65 FEREE 1) 4508 Z2FE 0 2% U R R SR i i
BEMERE IR R R HE T O E
2.6 BEHMFEEHEFZARFNKREIERAMINGEARER
B h Z I G AL PA50s FIR RS CarE A DE H
RS- B Wl GSTs S5 7E B MUK HL 25 - A M i vk A AR
FEY L R A WA B A AR L e R T SR AR
o TE2017 4%, —S6fF 5% RAF T L A i il xof % 51
H e A QR T S 5 i 2 R sl 25 ) R
2.6.1 CYP6B6S5TZAM4EHBEERBE R He-
licoverpa armigeraX$ = & X H B HUfR 5
Pan J ZE AR 44 d1 1Y CYP6B6 F11 NADPH- 41 ifd (4,
F P450 10 )5 (HaCPR) 72 K W AT i h s L3638, JF:
FHEE 4 CYP6B6-HaCPR N4l 52 & Wi & 1R UK
AT, 45 5 TR CYPOB6 RS KE FU A BR 1N 4 -5
FLEU AR , £ CYP6B6 B AL B R FUR B g 1Y
AEJT, AR U A e i 2 h R 5 T AE A,
2.6.2 S5EYRA G B CYP6AE I K ik
104~ P4S0 EEThEE £ E
Shi Y &FFSE T ARES B b AT g B 2 AR B
TR T 1 CYPOAE MV 2 JE 11 10 1> P450s A A A
e 7o KX 28 P450 5 41 (2 K P450 if il —
7R A i SR DR TR SMR I T R g, K
PR CYPOAE204b, T A5 CYPOAE S5 i bt A BE A R b
B R AR5 AL Ry 4 - R F TR AR , (H 41 CYPOAE
Wil 2 AN REAC AR B . 76 CYPOAE WV 5 i i MgZ 2] 1
IEARRE T, AT LI S PG i 30R B 5% Ak R 2K EG
AP 320 5205 1 7 A4S P40 ik AT DL gk, {5 1
FHA L CYP6CMIvQ AR RN, CYPOAE20 XX 4
Rk A9 LT A ARIERE J1 , (5 AT AR 3 LR 75 5%
WY . W5 A4 U CYPOAE P450s HLAT T %Ry
JEYITE B AR AL 1 CYPOAE 3L R L VR F A
B,
2.6.3 MM THRLHRSBEIERBEHRGELRES
EAREIRE R HENNXER
Fan Y J 4" FH [& 4 % HU(SPE ) 45 & UPLC-MS/
MS B 515, BP9 1 WE HUZE TMX ZEAR S B 4 ik g4
i KRS b g SOk A ) TMX AR AMR I I . R IR
TMX A LAMARAS B 4l R st i B T Bl s ok 4.2
he 5IEERE, TMXACEHOE B TR 8 1 CLO. &
TMX XS H 4y RIS BTG S A4S i 4 b TMX
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(R PR T B A O, RIS pR R S TMX A1 9 CLO 1Y

PRPZKTARMIS AN REXTAR AL R4l de = A= 5

2.6.4 S5ENBERAFMENRITRBRIERERR
TR ThEERE

CarEs fy R i RIS MBI P AR S5 TR

A BB (OP) A HGRIPTER & J . 7R bR Rtk

FA) AR I 22 2 i Tl 5 DAL ) T RS e e v, B T 4B ]

MBRAE FECT AN FIEREFEIUR . Gong Y HAE" K

I T X e G AR A BB AFAE S A AP AE I OL R, % OP

REFPKIEAIIRE . RIS RER, 4 Fh AR 4 A 10

I BAFAE T 92 S 0 e 1 OP HLHEAR b R b, L OP

IK A Bt T A 0 T 24 248 AR R R 2 TR R B

Peo AR DI RENT ST R W], H104R \A128V

FIT333P, Ju HJ& H104R 5 A128V B{ T333P Y44, X4F

B AT OP K fife Bl 15 1 HL A I T A B2 IR 1T K484R 2878

W) B ARG OP 7K i it 175 14 1 CarE 196 1 , ¢ B 3 i 8 725

OP 7K it il 1 1 7= A2 T AR e . DR E , 2549 3L R &

2 S 30 2 S A B PRI 1) 20— Sk

2.6.5 WMERFSHNARBRIERIEASRIIIXTE
HIZKFRAC B BE 11838, S8 T IR M B Z /18
§ HXTIh K BB B BE(R

Mk B 22 A S A o T i A, BT R 2R A A
et Hht 4 P X g A58 S TR T4 R R 1 0 B AR, Chhen

C Y S5RGBT e 2R A A% gt R R R TR

Bl M 2 T . RAMCI I ST I, BOE e R 1

8 R 4y v g o0k ) 9% 3 g K AR BE 1 i T

1.93 % FHE Y Cark BTG5 N4 51 A0 D) R 25 TR /K AR

R T, BRI R AR AL B4 BN T I 4 R 1)

it ZPEFH ", Chen C Y Z5"WA % R, HUEHit i

BT AR JL ECOD TR M B T, I8 I CYP6B6 .

CYP6BS8 Fll CYP321A1 Fik /K i, F WA BUCE M i &

) i 4 Hh T I R 2 TR T A2 7k il 3 m, A R

P450 FLINA A —E X R,

2.6.6 YA # & Bemisia tabaci (Hemiptera: Aleyrodi—
dae) & Bt H Bk S-F B GSTA7 SR E H
Z—/NE 40 T 1 B Fh MEAMA F0 #b o1 35 ba Fh
MED Z i8] % Al R ERE X

He CAF"WEYERE T JRRY EUH A5 JBE H IR S % il

PR T b, BF5E R B0 GSTd7 18 v it e fh MED s

ErgeIk, AR AR A -/ N 4HE 1 B Rl MEAM L Al

TR MED 22 [A] 2% HUFR R 25 57

2.7 Hfthitk

A HOATHERLR OFSEAE AR BT & S o Bl 40, Huseth
A SEFPILLESAITSE T BT AR BBEE AR HR R AT AR ) AR gl
Ly Frankliniella fusca TEAN[R] & & W BOX 22 Fh 4% BRI Y
JZE o Sun HAFPWEFE KB, Z 00 ATPZ5 S Hn S
5 T JK KE\ Laodelphax striatellus B $T 251 . Kasai S
SECIRIEE R, B GRS L BE D B 22 R
PEAT Bl X0 4P 1 4 i 28 A% R0 7 AR 3 M . Pig-
natelli PAFSIFSE T X HEIE AR I ATP 45 5 iz 5 A KK
MRGRE T MALUENL . Bajda SEFPIRFFERD],
T BEM 8 Tetranychus urticae 1 NADH 592 [ 58 L 18 5t
Wi 525 W THY PSST ] R4 B A9 — 5 28 5 G ok
A £ 356 JU 150 MIETT R 050 B AT %

2017 AE3b TIZ I JR 1% 5 HUAG A% HOR BT
N, v I KA UG 8 S R BB AR B
X6 B & HUR BT PEY, #E ST T 7 W Anopheles sinensis
RDL H 5 BT AH RS Y 73 A A S LR G & L T
6 P RDL S A 4G 1 [ ) 9 )2 A RR A Xof 22 Mo 1
FIRYHTIERT, 2k S TAE N8 UM FG RS AL T a5
SRR BE

3 BERMHGMMSFRENGHEER

e S Rl F- R MicroRNA 76 06 5 A (1% R 3k il 2 v 2L
A EEAER 5 F A MicroRNA 2 5 TR i i 24
PRI o
3.1 HREFXEHARBEFERREER
H: 5% IR (transcription factor) J& g 5 FE K 5" v I
Wi P 9 e — PS5, NTTARAIE B B 28 R LU SE 1)
5P BE TR AR A IS ] 5 23 (R R GA 1 &R 1 B4+ 782017
A SRR 2 SRR R YU e AR S T —
i,
3.1.1 Cap ncolarEREFRAEN SN ERRBERN
FAKR, 25 7 HRINEE Tribolium castaneum
Xt R BFI RO iR S5
FETCAE MY, SR SR R 19 — 3R 4K CneC A1
Maf /3 T AR . 78 B s i S 2 (R A 2 A
XS H T REHNRE. Kalsi MEZEE XU R 2
BEHTIE A AR A ¥8 (QTC279) b &, 8 i1 E 5T CneC B 4%
5 1 (GFP, X HR) (1 dsRNA, X HHE1T T ¢DNA
MY, 225 FRBHr R, VI CneC KRR, A
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662 /1 HE R e 3k 28D, [RIATAT 91 N SE R 25k i

FEROM . T 274 PR i —25 H qRT-PCR

WS T HZERRE, X 27N A8 T 212

TOUI 4 Z IR 40 5 A 1 DO RE RO LA .l RNAL R A4

W5E 7 ik gE 7 Hp 6 3L AT RE , K X 6 3L

il CYPAGT .CYPAG14 .GST-1 F1 4> ABC %15 E 11

ABCA-UB.ABCA-A1 .BCA-A1L Fl ABCA-9B, 43 5| %

5T 2R R Y LI AR R i, e %%

ST CocCHHT T 4t 3 5 % MR 0 &R A 58

.

31.2 #FEFcapncollar CifEHE M HEAER
PAS0EES 5T S E R H Leptinotarsa de-
cemlineata(say) 3t B4 B R EWRH
1B Rz A0 X AL B R BT 1

IR S L (CPB) & D% AR 7= v ) 7 o 5 I

TE 554 A YR AP glycoalkaloids 7 2 AU A BHEL )

At ml A, S B H A T AN RS R

8¢, % T PR T A b2 R A B A T —

otk PR AY S 5 B Z AR B b H

X FHAFHURAATERE . Kalsi MAEPHFSE T 14~ H

] R Y EH 5 S B i R A R R AR

Jo %) ik 75 R 0 BT i AR 4 A 43T ML & Bt

WGP 11 T A% Y A ek R AN (e 3P4SO FE A, Xt

THEA SR AR A R A ) SRR SRk A7 T A .

i RNAQ AT 5 TR 93 B, 4 o 240 i €5, 3% P450 5%

(CYP6BJa/b .CYP6BJIvl .CYP9Z25 1 CYP9Z29) j& Ty

8 S OO T K SR B T ) o R B Ak 2 ) S T A

(1), T HLIX 26 P450 A 37 5 5% 5 Kl Cap n Collar C

(CncC) 1 Maf B9 45 o 1 FH 22 ' 2 il i 25 25 A 4 A

CYP9Z25 WA BT, %5 T CneC Fl Maf [y 2 25015,

——GCAGAAT FIGTACTGA®, #5720 , THAR 2 I iy

T 3 S PR 53 T CneC T Maf 2K 3015 24> P450 A

AT H I SN A A L Y I

313 HREFFERZW/FERZEREREF
S 513 T R X R Y R S X A9 4R
% P450 CYP6DA2

21 ffd €2 2% P450 FRLJIN 4 i (P450) CYP6DA2 () 3 1

F 3K 5 0 W X AR R AR R 2 TR T 32 MR oG, i

CYP6DA2 S 55 T . Peng T 25 R 55 75 12 % 1A

5 sk A (ARR) RS T 05 52 R A% 55 IR F- (ARNT) , F

SR ILARR &5 5 CYP6DA2 K FEAI S . Xt ARR BY,

ARNT 47T RNAI, W 25 B AR 1 35 BT K HOGH I 1 7K

-, [l 5B ] T CYP6DA2 493235 . ARNT AhR 5%

AhR+ARNT Yj CYP6DA2 J3 s 3 fk gy W B w1

CYP6DA2 J5 8 136 M, 1 EL ARR+ARNT (1) 3L 75 e 2 e

AR o B, AT S 8 ek 2 T R TE

CYP6DA2 ' 5% | T H. CYP6DA2 323k 32 %% 55 H ¥~ AhR il

ARNT [P,

3.1.4 Forkhead-box protein A (FOXA)%¥ X & Fi@
AP S EZ 4 ABCC271 ABCC3HE E &
X,ATT BRI A = £ F AT E Bacillus
thuringiensis Cry1Ac = B8t

T M (BO = AR 1) Cry B R 2T

EHRPiiamrARiE ., ATP 4544555 % M (ABC) 1

ABCC2.ABCC3.ABCG1 Hl ABCA2 VE WHESE (3214, Bk

INHZHT Cry BRI RIER. A, 25 ABCH;iz

S B M e s IR FATR R . FOXA J2&38

I AL Y e A T SR SRR A B S T, Li ) HAER T

FEUESE T FOXA %% 5 R 38 1 0 19 8 K A2 R ABCC2 il

ABCC3 FEH 335, A T R AU 5 = & AT

CrylAc 8 R I BUSME

3.2 MicroRNA Xt B K% A RS EIE1E A

MicroRNA (miRNA)/Z—2& Hy Py 56 PR 4 i i) 1< B

298 22 A AT IR I AR g5 ik RNA 40T, BT TS

YIS 5 8 B 2 mRINA [ A 0 5% 3% i i TR 3

IR . miRNA ZE& A A Y 2E B e A

WFFEHRIE . 162017 4, MicroRNA % [ 1 2% Bt 530 HE 1)

VEPEAE A L HUS T—E ik

3.2.1 miR-2~13~71 #& 7£ i & FE W Culex pipiens
pallens ¥R & B 14 AI1E F

TR AR 1% 2k RS 3 3T IR R A

BRpT: & e , R T F2 2 et o A lumi-

na UJF , O 5878 T IR 6 R ISR 44 B BUSR (DS) i &

AR F A B PUPE (DR) ff &R 2 [0] 1 22 57 26 35 miRNA

Guo Q ZFN7 I RNAi I BE 58 A= il e vk, R T

miR-2~13~71 %% (miR-2, miR- 13 Fl miR-71) 5{R 5 34

EULrEZ I E R . qRT-PCRII%E T miR-2~13~

TURER R KT . R MiR-2~13~71 2 K 7R IR 555

T P ol 1% M S R e R 3K A O e s A R T

CYP9J35 Fl CYP325BG3 , TE IR S A Me it rh & 4% T &

PAEH . A, R CYP9J35 I CYP325BG3 B T

TRFAGERPUYE DR BT ISE TR THE o X J& miRNA
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LA 5 T P IR A BR DT S A8 1 IR
3.2.2 Dicer-17%1 Argonaute—1 1] RNAI, 125 7 18 &Ff
X HE R A ) R B SRR 1

NAE 7R miRNA TEAR WX AR P 0 A= 0y Joe 3 e 1 v
MVERT, Ma K S %0 RNAUTER T 7E miRNA i& 42
JE 1 RNA-- 3 B ULER A 54 (RISC) Ay H Z 4 Sy ——
Dicer—1 Fl Argonaute—1 . K IRUTER Dicer—1 FAK T miR-
NAs FZ A, FE30T BUE BT RN B AR B AL T
BIE o VTR Argonaute—1 S EIE T IR FET R
B0 T e, (EUAR 057 ) Ay O UM IR AT B B e A, R
B miRNA TEARAEE XA 4 YA ) Joi 118 ity 3 o 7 e LA

VR
3.2.3 HRIFAIMRNAKEE R EXEYREDRN
Aje) 5z

Ma K S ZEF 58 & B, miR- 656a- 3p i i3 5
CYP6]1 1) 3 UTR 454, T T CYP6 ]I WG S J5 ik .
F W miRNA 25 T 5 SHE PR A 9 5 i) At

4 RBEFHEAXHERAFHIHRE

HE PR 2H %7 (genomics ) s AIFFE A= 1) ik PRI A A 2 G 2
PR ) ZEA AR B G 2R SRR A Bl 7 o B 4~ F
FEAT DAFRAE 4 T i i B PR 2 AR B S O, Sy AR
ERRDIE i T S TR B 1 =Y B S R A
ZIFRE . 2017 4%, B HUBE A G 1% 56 PR 41 2 i 9 R
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1) JEAT 1 0k B P Iz 2 A R0 Rk R 4 R
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(/NI B I GRS RNA (IncRNAs ) 23R 4, 1 IR R
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W T /R IAS SRR i RNA JE PR Y 4 PR 41 25 0 I
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R 48 H A R B MR 56 miRNAMY HL /AT 1 R4
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PR LA R AR FE e T o 1 B — NS
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— 2 UIE B 4y R e R — A AT LK R e A A 2
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REJ1 T BB 20,

5 &ip

TE2017 4, B B3 BEs e 25V FHAL] R Bt
LG PERLA A D7 T A S T VR 2 RO 5T R L (H
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EIRAKE AT RGN RN ITTE R .
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DIt , il B R B 2 v ) A R A U AR SO AL T
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Review on research progresses of insect toxicology in 2017

SHI Xueyan

College of Plant Protection, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China

Abstract Insect toxicology research is very important for the development of new insecticides and the management of insect resistance.

This article reviews the 2017 progresses on the application of gene editing technology in insect toxicology research, mode of action and
resistance mechanism of insecticides, molecular regulation mechanism of insect resistance, and insecticide toxicology related genomics of
insects. The future of systematic characterization of toxicology— related genes function of insects, further understanding of the insect
toxicology, and developing new management tactics for insect resistance based on the results of insect toxicology research are also
prospected.
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