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HE. B ARNRPHEETE NFERX A BT AER  AREE, FFLZAT
WA EE R E AN -FE R LA A3 e ISR A A 6 AR R A R A A
PRAP AR IR BT RO ER A, AR ST ANF FETEAR T F 7426 & R4 T S
PRA TR, LA K SRR KRR P, R B 4L R Ay 2 A T A% ik 2K B A 42 4 25 AL
FFFR . AIAB T BOUR R F AR —GAL4YUAS # AR A HFHIE A —RNAI A F ik
) % 3 3 KR——CRISPR/Cas9 # RiX 34+ A 8 T I B 2 R4 2h Mo F AUl 69 sh ek R M4 K, 4%
AT X3A A RARERELIUF L KRG EAAR PG R EH, T8 T L B A 69 2 BRIV E
KA T By PR, AHAE R & DR A RNAR R I F T AL KRG BHARIIFE S Ratrit &
KW Bk, AR AR K; GAL4/UASH K ; RNA F#H.4# K ; CRISPR/Cas9 # K

Application prospects of functional genome analysis technologies
in insecticide resistance researches
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Abstract: At present, chemical control is still the significant approach for plant protection. Chemical in-
secticides participate in natural selection of insects by inducing hereditary genetic mutations, resulting
in an increase of insecticide resistance. With the wide applications of insecticides in recent years, the re-
sistance has become a crucial problem that needs to be solved in the field of plant protection. It is now
possible to use methods in molecular biology to analyze insecticide resistance caused by genetic muta-
tions. Functional genome analysis technologies have been widely used in the study on the mechanism of
candidate genes in regulating insecticide resistance. This article introduced three functional genomic
techniques that helped clarify the molecular mechanisms of insecticide resistance: the binary gene ex-
pression technology—GAL4/UAS technology, the gene interference technology—RNAI technology and
the gene editing technology—CRISPR/Cas9 technology. Meanwhile, this article reviewed the application
examples for the three functional genomic techniques in insecticide resistance research in recent years,
discussed the current development and their advantages and limitations, with a view to make more
breakthrough progresses in the insecticide resistance research based on the comprehensive functional ge-
nomic technologies.

Key words: insect resistance; functional genome analysis technology; GAL4/UAS technology; RNA
interference technology; CRISPR/Cas9 technology

HEAIE B R E AW (2018YFC1604402) B4 R 21 2470 [ bR 78 %8 10 H (No. D44003)
* 3l {5VEH (Author for correspondence), E-mail: hanby15@163.com
Wk H 1 : 2019-05-20



224 N7/ I Tl S 14 416

H A, fese 25 5 P a2 5 A R4 i —
P =25 AR 22 A ) B BB 24 1 ) A H ™
G E = 1 1) Py =B = A E A o U 7 WP e
PRI ) A AR RO B B ok, B O HRI A HRT
FIB AR 1T 7 AR m B T R BTG LA — K
fit (Denholm et al.,2002) . X HUPr 24 PEJE A HURIR
) 3 L R 2 — (Karunaratne, 1998) , K f# AT 2
BTN T F R A B S S R
BTV o3 AL A B T3 A O n AR .
PUATPEARSE A B AL AT 2 AU AEARTPE |
B YU R T R (Denholm & Rowland, 1992) ,
AWUIETREIE SY AR TIN i 4 b s da s 1) G Kicct
il (Panini et al.,2016) . FEARHTIE R A HUFRIEHI
BBBR I3 I A G AR B R /(i 5 R 25 5 )
RSV A SO O TL 7/ E 7N e[| N = S O N L ]
B 5 i (acetylcholinesterase , AChE ) |\ £} 25 1 i Al
-2 3T W32 1K (Casida & Durkin, 2013) . Rt
P A B I I P A i e RS X R HUR)
A T BT 2y Mg i, H b S0 i BE I AR A 4
6,2 P450 Jiff = (cytochrome P450,CYP) | Fig i (ester-
ase, EST) F14+ Bt H Ik S-5% #2 ifj (glutathione S-trans-
ferase, GST) %% (Ranson et al., 2002 ; Feyereisen et al.,
2015) . ZFEPUIESE R B3 Fr B G540 A oy 4 AR
AR A R A R EGE N SR B B R A
g0/ R N E B N N B R [ e R e
(ATP-bonding cassette transporters, ABC) 34 fill 5% H
FIMAR A AL B HE H GFRaE FHFTXI 2K 2% ,2016) .

Tyt F PR A1 e AR BRI X A R T 55 PR 21 RN sk 4
1P HIME B TR DI Re S IE , W i R b iER |
e 5 R R R AR S DR L, o) B LA AR v
EVEH . CRPLeitey K2R 2 A RA2,
i H B M N7 N A 2% 1Y 2 JR (Ffrench-Constant &
Richard, 2013) . Fifi % A B R 42 9 41 00 P gl
(AT LA K Bt i 28 0 B AR 1387 S, T 2 iF 9 5 DA
I R 2 1 ke A 5% R HUHT 24 M AL (Hemingway et
al., 2002 ; Oakeshott et al., 2003 ; % J& K4, 2020) .
AR, Z2Rh D e sk A BRI H T gtk
FHOCIE A TR (BRI 20k TR AT 1 LR 28
A SHAEZ R LG . DREEE R A A R
Wt 2 AL B 5T P % € (Homem & Davies,
2018) . AR 3 AP HEIL P A H AR LA R A
WHCYES AL S A R AT T 2508 e T
TR H T & SRR SIS FN R R

1 GAL4/UASHATEERHRINZHIERIN A

1.1 GAL4/UASH RFIE
MOCHEH F A R——GAL4/UAS Fi ARk [ —
ORI RS, HEFURR R 1S 3h 1 ool
4 (galactose-regulated upstream promoter element 4,
GAL4) fl I Ui 34 1% J¥ %1 (upstream activation se-
quence, UAS) i /341 il. GAL4 FIUAS J& bk
52U DG Y 4R I F , GAL4 BB 8 5 45 5+
P (1) UAS 45 5 )i 2 T liFFE I 3835 o Fischer et al.
(1988) £ & i S 1 Drosophila melanogaster 1 F)
A BB SE R T GAL4 G T UAS A4 45 3
M2k, I GAL4/UAS FURE N —Fh 2211
BN R S B Ry VI S NG A B s R DIV S 11
Brand & Perrimon (1993) FF /& Hi —Fh a] X} 22 i SR g
RS A D SRR HE AT I 23 9 % £ GAL4/UAS £
AR, B AR GALA A ook JE R SR A 5 #
i UAS 5 B R PR Y 5 JE R A e 58, R AR A
RER IR e RL R (8 1) o A % H AR AT ] T3R5k
T A R AR BOE AL, o LA AT UK IR e
#H H (heat shock protein, HSP) J& 8 1 J&#5 H 19 3& A
Ik, BRI TS 3l i A i s Bt i ]
A R R 5 H A 2R DN 19 %05 (Widtak et al., 2003) .
GAL4/UAS BAFT LA TIPS 18 i il 2 BE D it 26
TR EEIR I 77 AR () F B (Duffy, 2002) , [N G2 AR i)
LI R D R S0 1T A A H R EAT 5E b T
N . Pfeiffer et al.(2010)i8H & T B 5 2% GAL4/
UAS TR il i RGEHE 3 3h 7 FR T e %
TG AR AT LSRG A A I R ek
1.2 GAL4/UAS # AR 7E BB B 254 rh 9 52 A
GAL4/UAS AT PRI R vh 1 2 2230
T E KT, Daborn et al.(2002) 7 5 i 5L g B
FRREXT RO SR I =S BT T 5T v,
HSP /) GAL4 Ji 3h T HSP-GAL4 i & ik 41 il (5 %
P450 CYP6gI IR, 72 30 78 15 SR i X 00 SR 3 —
A ORBEF= P2 . Le Goff et al. (2003 ) | 1 FH 3
& #5 M (tubulin protein, TubP) i) GAL4 )& 8/)F TubP-
GAL4 1f 35 CYP6gl B [M | & IR AR SR Mg XA AL
A% HH TR oy A ol R E DR bt e ORI 75 E P e S5
SRR A BRI AG 28 XHT2h51% . Chung et al.(2007) i
FH GAL4/UAS £ ARTEHE ] E i A 14> Accord 2
e S I A - 1 K K I 2 2 T 9] (long terminal re-
peat, LTR) , Bl F] i Accord LTR-GAL4 Ji3 5 11 %
K CYP6I KN, B TR 2R 0 =6 3L MY B i 1 ik 24
P, W] LTR REHG i 1 A Al 2 CYPogl
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& 1k DA T 7 2R SR X DU SR R = S L e
HLZPERS5R . Bogwitz et al. (2005 ) il i GAL4 J 5l

FUR s 7 S E Sl P i A [ 3R CYP1244
FEDA S 5O A K R 7R mUE IR B T P2

?
- >
GALA-IB3IF ”;
Promoter ;
o X —
) J—
-— GALA-B 31 F—USA-FEARZEE
USA-$E4REE Promoter Target gene

Target gene

GAL4: PR I LUif IS 3 ool 45 UAS: BUFROE T I . Bt & ARERIE R, B ()7 51103 GAL4/
UAS &4, BEFIUERIE ST, 0P ETFRILH . GAL4: Galactose-regulated upstream promoter element 4;

UAS: upstream activation sequence. Gray band represents gene, orange sequence represents GAL4/UAS system, black

sequence represents promoter, and red sequence represents target gene.

El1 GAL4/UAS B ARERF REE
Fig. 1 The schematic diagram of GAL4/UAS technology

AN, PG L GALA/UAS Fi AR nf F T 1 iE
R B ## R N D) BE . Daborn et al. (2012)
) FH 28 R 0 GALA/UAS $ AR B 3IE 7 44 8 Lucilia
cuprina WRTRTEREGIE N aE7 25 T B AL R R HiT
2 X EE P Anopheles gambiae A G H K S-
RSB IE N GstE2 S5 T WA FEARIE = A LIt
2P UL S Ay B Bemisia tabaci 1 21 ffd (2, 2 P450
CYP6cml FEHNZ 5 Tt Mk HT 257 . Riveron et
al. (2013) L A 7 ¥R B0 IE 1 40 i {5 2% P450 11 24>
45 3 [N CYP6P9a Il CYP6P9b 5% Wi A~ 5 4 I
Anopheles funestus H [8) FhFEXT #0155 HL 24 B (4 4T 24
4 ;Riveron et al.(2014) 2 Ji5 X I J7 5 7F SR A SR v
Hh et AN T H A GST 3 R GSTe2 1iF 52 H X %L
MR = FH LRI

AHEE T PR SR b, A e AR A R R GAL4/
UAS EAR MR H He b s AT e 5 AR R B
PRAE K G AR FPRE R A RIME | EE5 AR SRR AN &
DA K 3 PR B i = 0 3 S R PRI R R A E
(Homem & Davies, 2018) . S 4 1 7F 1X 46 [R ¥k |
GAL4/UAS HR O 7E L6 i ih S — & I it
Ji&  FEZ A B Harp SR TP AR B e 1 il 2 P 7 5
otk s A9 . 0 Pang et al. (2016) ] F GAL4/
UAS £ R i % ik 45 &\ Nilaparvata lugens 1941 i
{028 PAS0 CYPGER KEPH , G ik H bk B i
Zimmer et al. (2018) IR i A& W52 F W , CYPGER]
FRTEW KGR R EE B EE MR
e fifivey CEBT M & AR AL, S B0 Rk 25 T Y
JAHE5E . Imamura et al. (2003 ) 7£ 58 & Bombyx mori

ST T GAL4/UAS It 1K R 4, Kobayashi et
al.(2011) 38 1 /A AN 7] GALA 7 AU )55 S 00T b
HE— I 5E R T R A& GALA/UAS ¥ AL 250 5 7 4b,
Hara et al. (2017 )8 15 fI¢ A6 F5 53 Rl B I 1 5 7 35 0=
TRERNFFEEAMRSE, RAED NH GALY
UAS 2 AR i # 2 B #1 Z — . Schinko et al.
(2010) 38 33 AS[6] (1 GAL4 WV R 7E A5 48125 8 Triboli-
um castaneum ST T GAL4/UAS ik R %8, Ko-
koza & Raikhel(2011) 837 T 55 1 MR KL Aedes
aegypti [ GAI4/UAS FE AR, FI] FH I AR KT FL 47
K , 2 )5 Zhao et al.(2014) 1 & 1 35 M ATHISCH ik
fif A (carboxypeptidase A, CP)CP-GAL4 Jii 3l 74K 5l
GAL4/UAS K35 R G0, FIH I R SR 5 1 1B R 7
P 263K . Lynd & Lycett (2012) £ 57 49 GAL4/
UAS A AT 78 X T 22 3504 DR At F 20 245
ST RIS S ik . GAL4/UAS HAR TR
i R i 2 R I R R SR R 0 3R B 1 ) B4 1
R A AAE T 22 L AR O AR B0 UE R PR s A T
FIGTEEMLHIBE T AL T4

2 RNAi AT E BRI A

2.1 RNAifIARFRE

RNA T3 (RNA interference, RNAi) 42— fir i}
Al it B2 RSy Y 55 DR DT ER ML , 3 o 2 T RNA
(short interfering RNA , siRNA ) /1 515 {# RNA (mes-
senger RNA, mRNA) J7 41 - [, HAEAED)  3h
Yy MG W) T3z K& M (Carthew & Sontheimer,
2009). RNAiIGR EIKTE T WFRAT4 . Caenorhab-
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ditis elegans &I, 95| A\ 54 UK & L K741 ) 5
[ X% RNA (double-stranded RNA , dsRNA ) 2> 52
% K ITER (Fire et al., 1998) . RNAi 8 AR & H
RNAi ML (14 35 PR 08K s 2, JHC 3 A% 1 5 02 dsRNA
P AZ R N VI i RNase 111 ( Dicer fiff ) £ % i 21~25 bp
K SIRNA, siRNA 7 i Y RNA fiff fig i i 4 11 T i
B, 7 LEERE G B RNA 5 SUTERE 59 (RNA-
induced silencing complex,RISC) I, 745 F 1245 &
Z ¥R mRNA, RICS 7E45 & A7 V) #1 ¥ 45 mRNA,
5 2 mRNA F% % (8 2) (Carthew & Sontheimer,
2009) . Hig L, HERAFEA LR A8, 8aT 2L
A PN A ) G PR Y 3R O A B Y R S

NAY)

dsRNA

siRN.

Dicer

Y P

(Zhang et al.,2013) . RNAiHI AR A —MMEEEE
AN T AR B 20 M 2 AR R T2 T SE R |
TS U IR (IR ik FERPE AR #EA
B 1% dsRNA FIsiRNA , 25 4% B2 #AE (F B4
2018) ., FEFLL M A , RNATE AR y—FhIh gk
DA F ARAS RN 32 0 A, B IFSE B UL R T fig
() EZH AR Z — I T3 RS R
PLEIBEFE (8K 45, 2018) . 1T RNAI F AR
M 5L P (94 2234 7K F , B RNATH R F 5 TR R
AT AL (AR R 058 % S
SRARSEUR BT

o Y \%

g ' S

RISCx
N\

¥ mRNA
Target mRNA

B3 mRNA
Fracture mRNA

dsRNA: L4 RNA; Dicer: #% & P ) i} RNase III (Dicer fiff ) ; siRNA: % T4 RNA; RISC: RNA I EZ 54 .
dsRNA: Double-stranded RNA ; Dicer: RNase III; siRNA: short interfering RNA ; RISC: RNA-induced silencing complex.

2 RNAI EARHLHREE
Fig. 2 The schematic diagram of the basic mechanism of RNAi

2.2 RNAIRARZEERHIAMHRINEA

Zhu et al. (2012) 7£ & H Cimex lectularius "8
AT dsRNA BRER AR ML 0 3R P450 it J5i il CICPR %
FECHYFAG TR DT R Z A U T2 PRk
I, KB (8 2 P450 S 5IRF 4G FR A . PRk
2 I F (cyclic adenosine monophosphate, cAMP) {5
53 PR G FUIERSZ AR S 0 20 M A58 L
1 cAMP 7K 14728 A6 I8 755 48 B PN A A= 0T 1 S
i P L4 G AR I B 32 1A (G-protein-coupled
receptor, GPCR) | Gs %5 [1 a V. #& (Gs alpha subunit
protein, Gas) MR H R LG (adenylyl cyclase, AC)
cAMP 5 1 B4 if A (protein kinase A, PKA) (Neves
etal.,2002). Lietal.(2014)FILi & Liu(2017)3# 1
TEEUHE I I Culex quinquefasciatus " dsSRNA IT
BREEIK GPCR 5 Gas 5 AC #5435 30T e #% m o
FAHA (528 P4S0 Jai/b , BUH G 2R IO R E 4 R T
2y PEFE K, % W GPCR/Gas/AC/cAMP-PKA 15 5 &
7’2 5 R4 2% B0 A OC P450 LR i R ik .

Lumjuan et al.(2011) & S35 N i MR e A7 7E
GST AH G HE PR i SRR B 42 | 38 3 73 3 dsRNA T4
GSTe2 F1 GSTe7 FE A (3235, 51 T HXF AR 2
Fils B 15 AR AR , K GST vl e S S5 gtk iy =
A= . Bautista et al. (2009) X $ ¢ 52 4 g (14 /N 3% ik
Plutella xylostella 4 % %)) HUWE £ 20 U £8, 28 P450 3
CYP6BGI 1] dsRNA fE -3 BX L6 4) H X6 A5 T 1Y
BURPER N, VRS (2013) A CYP6B7 B A 8%,
CYP6B7 X 5 4 Jifd {5 2% P450 if )5 i (cytochrome
P450 reductase, CPR)/4H }fd {4 2 b, (cytochrome b,
Cyt-b,) A dsRNA 7 G 4b FE 37 14 #i 22 B8 Helicover-
pa armigera Ji , 1= SR TSRO R4S R #5013
P55 IEM T CYP6B7 8%, CYP6B7 3£ [H 1 CPR . Cyt-b,
5 R A8 EORT R AR R A IR Uk o Killiny et al.
(2014) 7EMHE A B\ Diaphorina citri il VES 54
PR & CYP4 HE ] Y dsRNA , 5 250 M Al BE X i
HUR R BURMERE hn. Bao et al.(2016) 746 Km\H 8
if 7 Bt dsRNA R B 2 A4 40 i 8 2 P450 K [
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CYP6AYI F CYPGERI 335, TIESE T 3% 2 BE A 7E
nt ALk 25 I VEH . Gong et al. (2014) X i 15
Aphis gossypii PLHEAN R B CarE FEH 1) dsSRNA
J& , CarE 3 F 0 35 LA SO SR SR ook 2%
M. Wu et al. (2018) HUERPTHEAR BF 19 CYP6CY 14
BRI S, s 7 R e s R A B . Kalsi &
Palli (2017 ) 38 3o X} 4% 2 H 1 Leptinotarsa decem-
lineata 473 FRITERTF ST K& W 4 Fh 4 it €0 K P450 3
CYP6BJa/b.CYP6BJIvI .CYP9Z25 Il CYP9Z29 5
BT w5 i SE A

RNAi # K if it 5 GAL4/UAS $ AR 254 .
U Zhu et al.(2010) F] FH RNAT AR UTER T 2R 4045 &
CYP6BQY I HYFRIE , RIS HE R IR U AG R A
B, P45 G GALA/UAS Hi AR IK 1% 5k K 75 SR 8
SR AR, R I HOSR U R DT 2 P I, R T
CYP6BQY H: N 7E IR S A BR bt 25 PErh i E 2R .
Seong et al. (2019) 7 & i 5 i v 38 & HSP Ji5 8+
HS-GAL4 fll UAS-RNAi 3% 8y 7 4= 44K 50 1% S 1Y
RNAI it F , UER Cyp4pl F1 Cyp4p2 FEH , 5 HAH R
(AR AR S BT AR FL , 35 BE R o 3R W i
XU S A s = G L e B ey A e

RNAiHR C 82 T B e 25 VAL Y
o (HIZEOR WA SR R YE . H AT RNALH AR 5 R Y
Pk A5 2 Ay sk f B HE A% B T A I B R bR B
dsRNA, [ Hu i 25 i 5 5L 3 AT ABC 2 [ b 1 BT
BRI EER K% . TR dsRNA 7] BETC
H ] B A DG EE R ) 3R3A , PR IHOULZ 3 A R0
NI ] BEAALIE: H T HE AR L DR A ] 5 2 1)
TG TP AT Re A URN G 12 85 1 BR S A AR TR A 1L
T, ALTTER 1A JE R AT BEAS 25 S 300 2% U
PR 3 B BUEE (Kim et al.,2015) . AHES THEF )
B BRI PR B A S A AR X8, 200 [ ) mRINA 2
AN 5] 4 b e s BE DR ST 9 0 81 (A acrin 3£ | I
RNAi [lit ¥R % 2> i 3 14 5 (Nandety et al., 2015) .
BB LR 1) B B 2H R 23 W2 35 52 R RNALRUR , 5
W IV 0 e 5 5 i AR SRR, TR 84 (Ho-
len et al.,2002) . 74k, T B B A iz s i 1 i
M2 g 25 3 B0 dsRNA IR, RNATH R TERESE B
o H 2 @5 H p 1 38 80K AN 5 (Terenius et al.,
2011;Grover et al.,2019) . dsRNA [y 26 77 kL &
520 RNAI BYACE , Wynant et al. (2014a,b) W58 & B
VPR Schistocerca gregaria 1% 3 R Rt 5 TR &
ROF, RPN 2 S EET S dsRNA FRERE, M
S5 dsSRNA 23538 52 32 A (0 N AR I s - T A%
Mo PRI, RNAGEARTE R At g o7 Bl a5 o

A EEAE (B 2P m AL

3 CRISPR/Cas97EE HHizh1EdpiR A

3.1 CRISPR/Cas9 i RFIE

A B4 1 ] o it [ S 5 1) S AR DG 2 1
(clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic re-
peats/CRISPR associated proteins, CRISPR/Cas ) 4% K
P TR AN oy 20 T B AR e B A 2R
4, OB T AR W AL PRI 2 1) 4 4 (Sorek et
al., 2013) . CRISPR/Cas9 4% AR J& | HI 2k ) 1k 1)
CRISPR/Cas £ 4t g 5 ¥E AR 17 91 1Y) 5 PR 2 4B R
Cas9 il & 1EB5E BRI Streptococcus pyogenes Wz BRI
I CRISPR/Cas Z iAH G DNA RN VI . %4k
AR FEA DU 28 1 1 4% 5] 2 RNA (short guide
RNA, sgRNA) 43 F, Cas9 i 4 5 P P51 #8245 DNA
A T 18] DX 51 4R 3 45 7 (protospacer adjacent motif,
PAM) (Mojica et al.,2009) , 5 ZH AR 7 5 7= Az W4
724 (double-strand DNA break, DSB) , 755 DSB i@
1 3 [A] U5 2K ity 3% 4% (non-homologous end joining,
NHED) Iy AT IE 5, $EAR 7 4 S AR B e/ 54
Ao DSBL AT L [ 5 8 2 #1718 &2 (homology-
directed repair, HDR) , BV F| FH 32 41 /) DNA HA [A] 5
PR LRSI A 52 BURS 1 Y 5L 1A 2 48 (Tliakis et al.
2004) (P 3). CRISPR/Cas9 £ AT LALEJLF i A A
Py e AT ) R %) 35 R] 2 A R A G
(Hsu et al.,2014;Shen et al.,2017) . SH & ILH A
£ AR AH L, CRISPR/Cas9 H R AN TR HH A %11
IR AZIR NG , K AE H A 5L 7 91 B4y
SPERY 5| 5 RNA 43 F (short guide RNA, sgRNA )
BRIV AT S O BE PR % G 4 () A R BKBE , 2019) 6
I CRISPR/Cas9 HARBIA I HI T I UERE R 2 5 B
M BTN BB 5E T, R i A 0 1 B B2 e
AR FHL
3.2 CRISPR/Cas9 AR Rz RN A

UL 4 CRISPR/Cas9 £ AP T W97 B A%
YRR Z AR P TEILH . BRI, £
i HO Z R W R B EC A IR X 5 H
HIBR A B £, 5k IH 5% 32 44 (nicotinic acetylcholine re-
ceptors, nAChR) [ a6 V. & 2 28 4 5% (Perry et al.,
2015). Somers et al.(2015) F| H CRISPR/Cas9 7 K
55 Da6 P146S J7E UL 22 7% I 2 R R UESE T
P146S R4S S5HiZ)ENLE] . Zimmer et al. (2016)
F 1] CRISPR/Cas9 £ ATE P4 J7 {E % B Frankliniella
occidentalis FUFSE T 1 MEBERAS G275E 5V 7 4k
Bl 0 Z2 TR R A AT
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[ -‘é’i RNA —Cas9
Guide RNA = gk 5 Single-stranded guide
6/< = RNA %1 RNA sequence
TN ~R— Dia
Fan
i PAM sequence
| DSB
NHE] _ HDR
/ N
rd Mg
T
T s o
e B DNA
T T Template DNA
CLLULLLLL L Ll LA T
Insert or delete base FEHEG#R Accurate editing

PAM J¥51] - Hij[A] X @ 5 4RI HE 7 5 Cas9: DNA KRN VI ; DSB: XUEWT 2 ; NHEJ: A [l JUA i i
$Z; HDR: [ JF 5 241 . PAM sequence: Protospacer adjacent motif; Cas9: DNA endonuclease; DSB:
double-strand DNA break; NHEJ : non-homologous end joining; HDR: homology-directed repair.

B3 CRISPR/Cas9 HAREARHEIREE

Fig. 3 The schematic diagra

MERESE ARVER TR A e T 324K (ry-
anodine receptor, RyR ) i —Fhfb== 255, 812
B if i HE d . 290 R SEAE /NS F i
PV Tuta absoluta 7, % AU S 5% B 57 () itk
5 RyR FE[H 2848 A 26 (2275 #5545, 2015 ; Steinbach et
al.,2015;Roditakis et al.,2017) . 1M CRISPR/Cas9 3%
ARAT LS BIF 58 A AP o8 AR AE B A g ot i
AER . SR 1 53 H 3 Filfige % 98 72 GA4946E . 14790M
1 G4946V Xf Bt 25 1 B9 A [R] 52 W, Douris et al.
(2017) | Ff CRISPR/Cas9 % R 7£ J& JiF S i RyR Jt
Hddi AT 3 FPREIR B, 45 5 iR G4946E FE IR I
A BJE A 5| BB, 10T G946V SR i A R IE
SR b et X B OB e A S R P e LA g 7K
PUPE , X TR A HL Pt fle BAT S5 KP4 147900 K&
PRI A SR e ol X 9 R e LA T BE e . Zuo
et al. (2017) i 1 CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ AR 7E i 3 1% ik
Spodoptera exigua Il A\ G4946E FEH A B )i, iR
TRIFARAT XS WA A% H 7K~ e

JUT 21 B s e (Bl i o, 6L
JUT B A pasF nT DA S0Pt s il B A
& H (Merzendorfer,2006) . “FFEIK | 1B W [ Fl 2, 15
WA J LS LT B B B AR R, R
R B /NSE 1 JL T 5 A B 1 (chitin synthase 1,
CHSI) FEIR 9287 15, 11042M F1 —BEH-19 Tetrany-
chus urticae WA 15 11017F A JA] , 33X 2 v 5 1Y
G o5 3 3 L HURE £ 0 e 7 A BT (Van Leeuwen
etal.,2012). Douris et al.(2016 ) 7E 22 Ji5 5mig o F1)

m of CRISPR/Cas9 technology

CRISPR/Cas9 A ¥ 11056 M/F KL K4 A\ CHS JE [
H, GRAR Al AT SRR ST 2 U SR R R R
BAmEYUE, 01X 3 R s A KA 7 2 A
[E] 45 F-VE AL, B AR T CHS 3 . 759
B EWL C. pipiens F, 11043M F 110431 K 5875 5
O R L IR 7= A B, Grigoraki et al. (2017) F)
CRISPR/Cas9 $ AKX 2 4~ 2 748 Jk R iy A P S g
CHSFEH 3O R LR A HbE W E 48 = . Ttoka-
wa et al.(2016) i i CRISPR/Cas9 $7 % il 4 B4
e i 2R B 4 68 2R P4S0 SRR CYPIMI 0, T
SR PR R R AR S A TR B v Sl 2B R
CRISPR/Cas9 7 A i 7] FH & i 3 HL i) 3
21 (PR RE E R R AR A AR R A
Wy B 95 = 4 2F fFTF 18 (Bacillus thuringiensis,
Bt) >R FRIARMEER , RBiAEE H 3 R E Hok
(Tabashnik et al.,2013) . 7Eff# H B B, rh g2
¥5 %% 75 H (cadherin-like protein, CaLP) Fl = % iR A
45 A &2k C2 (ATP-bonding cassette transport-
ers C2, ABCC2) 11 28 48 T B X} B2 € 8 & (crypto-
chrome 1, Cry1) B # K (1 Hi 4 , 1fii CaLP #1 ABCC2
72 Cryl 25 1 W) 32 1K (Vadlamudi et al., 1995 ; Atsumi
etal.,2012; % #%,2019), Wang et al. (2016) | F
CRISPR/Cas9 $7 AR XJ A 48 HAUR i 2 CalP A
(b, BN A LR R B b e A, R
CaLP - —Fh Cryl & 152 R %5 EZAEH , Ste-
vens et al. (2017) 7€ & I AL 0 b i | GAL4/UAS £
RIEHE T ABCC21E K Cryl 5 H Z AR M HEAEH .
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FR4S U0 —Fh ABC #1282 11 ABCA2 [ D) RE SRR
2x SN Bt B 2 Cry2Ab 9 & Hi 1 , % 1] CRISPR/
Cas9 7 R i Bk ABCA2 2K HaABCA2 v] T3 X} Bt
B % Cry2Ab fil Cry2Aa #i 77 AE im Hi bk (Wang et al.,
2017) . Guo et al.(2019) i i CRISPR/Cas9 # A il
B4 /N 3% 8 1Y) PxABCC2 Fl PxABCC3 £ IR, 5 5 4}
CrylAc Bt 3= K T =K FHitE  IESE T ABCC2 il
ABCC3 & FMEN R B P i T fe sz (2 i X Bt 2 %
CrylAcHitt . CRISPR/Cas9 £ A i F & i 2 36 1
G| G SN i i K KB W L s R (Y
It — AR R sl A5 21N

4 RE

1 B RUPU 2 M4 T LRI 98 op | 3 PR 28 AR ml Ak
PR 3k i 1 U ST 2y MR AL A AR G . BRI
PLAMENLRDE RN RS, B DR s R 4+,
AR 8, AT A L A S PR 4 RN S 2 R iy
FEREAT DI RE AT, R 5 4 2 1 SR L 2 TR 7 A 1Y
DRI, 1 T B X L HURE e S A B gy e R AL
I HIREHEAT T

KA T 3FhIIREIE A X 3RS
AHAAEHRARHIR . MOoTHH £ IR HE AR —CGALY
UAS HR B EZAL S A A A 8 T S M0
BF AN kA B SR A ek 5 v] DLl ek BE At m]
i LRI T RB GRS s 38 o] 5y SO0 PR O 1l 3 1o 3505t
SR HSP LD HS B0 e o AE SR SR e L DK T g
LoanRaY o ey C R RS RN BRI ST =y N =
HABHRRA R FEE, EZ YIRS, AT 2
A 3o A A 5 R A S PR A SR, A R SR BRI
A AR A W A S R L B A 2, SO A8
T4 A0 L Bt (Homem & Davies, 2018) . {H GAL4/
UAS FEARAIAN I Sy —Fhase Ay i 24 187 i 9 D) a5 1A
HEAR . GALY/UAS BEARWAEARW#E L, CAE A A&
(Imamura et al., 2003) | # & H{ (Schinko et al.,
2010) 3 K i (Kokoza & Raikhel,2011) AR 48I4%
#5 (Pang et al., 2016) H & 37 F2 4 /) GAL4/UAS £
Ko J3ob, B A RGO R sh T R T 5
STV A5 P S A TR 20 A b 9 42 3 PR 2R3 (Pfei-
ffer et al.,2010) .

H YT R AR ——RNATHE A2 IAE T3 35
MEDIREEE N E A, A GAL4/UAS £ AR 1)
JryBIRAL | i A B AT L 1] 3T 28R L e AT ]
KEIH. {H RNAi LA BBE , RNAL HAE ] T2 KT
B, HE AR B TR, 655 H 19 RNAI
RUCR A 5 (Terenius et al., 2011) , 3563 7 25200

AR AE — L R B i PR 2l dsSRNA FE I
7 R, RIS M BRI | BT DA R 28 TR A 1l T fe
AN TR) [ MR 22 8] 43 R A PR ) S 3 22 S0 AN IR
dsRNA 15t 1) 50 (Zhang et al.,2013) . 7 B iE R
(12 RNALA A] fig 2 A A R A0, i LA dsRNA 1Y
Pt M EE (Li et al.,2013) . dsRNA AJ DU [ 371
R AP 3 PR T 3 PR (A 2 M A e
LY, K RNALTEAL ) /40 5 A & B R
1, FEAKAG Y PR AP SR 473 18 B 22 1 £8 ( Zhang et
al.,2013) . fH75 B 2% () & B HUR A5 23 X) dsRNA
A M o B ] A 28 A (i siRNA TETE A
AU I L DA Y mRNA ; RNA S 1K) 5% i HL ] ik
ARG UL AR g U 7 1k i dsRNA AN R 8
P (dsRNA A4 E A 58 4 A% 0> RNAI B A5k
Fi4e B 2 e 4 B0 BHAS-AB T R BR i FLA% % (Cooper
et al.,2019) ; dsRNA #9382 Jy =t ] Lk it e
i FH 5% Bg 5% G359 ( Taning et al., 2016 ) mi 44 K Jui
#7 (Zhang et al., 2010) al J& PR T2 B0 o 59 3 A4 1
(Whitten & Dyson,2017)#5 Bii# 1%

CRISPR/Cas9 5 AR 2T 4F R A AT THR |, AHEK
TRIPE 2 AR B R: Cas9 Flf i Fs Ml (8 A<
REAR LA R 3 6 PR B IR LT T 5 . B A
B PR (A 5 38 T LA SR b g 4R 6 PR, AT DA i B
AL 38 1T LU A SR HE PR A5 B i 1E ( Ceasar et
al.,2016;Adli,2018) , A] LUHE SR 7E RNATASNIE H
() B U A b I S R T e . e RS T LA
FH CRISPR/Cas9 $ A X 2% HURI ST AR SR T 4
ORI Hpr 25 Pk AU, (HURE o= ek iy
g F T H RZECEAEB R Uk 25T RNAL T L
(Sun et al.,2017) . [AIFEHy 1 3k I #2500, CRIS-
PR/Cas9 £ R 75 2 1147 2L 1 sgRNA (Bier et al.,
2018), G4, X} gt (1) i R dEA T AR M1 52 DA J AR
1A T 356 2 188 I it B8 B4R il AR (Kotwica-Rolinska et
al.,2019) , R, 3hk G I B AL, AR Ak Cas 2 1 AINK
T 543 20K sgRNA 2 & K CRISPR/Cas9 7 R i &
J&J5 1) (Adli, 2018) . CRISPR/Cas9 £ A 1E DNA 7K
S0 B8 AR A PR AT RRR T RNAL H R 3 2 AE
mRNA 7KV _FUTER H AR LR 35, I, % R4
Yok it CRISPR/Cas9 $7 A 1 1 1) 3 PR Ty R Sk 2% &k
ANER, 17 RNAL 5|2 () S 2 hl i . GAL4/
UAS .RNAi il CRISPR/Cas9 £ AR AR 24yl 11 R i
M BTG TENLRI B G h E AR 2 R kS
AR B H AR BE 20 R L AR 1 e e R A
D B 5888, LA K T i S 2 5 il 1 35 R 40 2
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PRI 7 vk ST (B e ®EE,2020) , D I 3 FhDiAE
FE A FARAE HEF Pr2 HEALHIAE 5T i
BRI LR

T REHE PR 2 7 AR X 3 s T 24 AL v i 56
BRI TR ARSI H T AR 3 eGP Y
KTy ], AN w28 ORI R A7 o5 mT AR AR
HEAR 5 R HUR A SE R, o SRR 4 (5,25 P450 i &R
FA e H IR A% il 22 L PR B A 14 2% HU 35 %) R
2 Bz G5 A6 I3 1 28 AL T ABC B3z 1 1 i R 22 0k
THE RS A RBHP R HFB A . TR Ayt
BLHI A 2% , ot L BL I R 8 42 D00 28 () B 9 38 A5 127
275 1 RS SR EgE T JHER T 22 i i D) R S DR 24
FEARXTPUEHLE] 0 OB A0 BRI A TR 4, N2 3L A 1)
AR EAE T B Ao 2 v i Ak e bl . PRk,
T BT R IRDIRESE A, re IRIAE B AKE 15
FIAP AL, WK GAL4/UAS HAR S| AT Z3ERL
b sl s B G IR RS, M dsRNA #4 4
PR PR BETT AN s Fa 2 1, 32 75 RNAL I9RI0CR , s
SgRNA RS o 31X 3 P K19 Dy RE L PR 2H H R BEHS
PR ) O A BB 24 PRI, AT SR B RS 1
YU, LR A PGSR S a g W A G 3
o SN WA G P A TP E AL S T RE B
() SRS X RT AR 2 BB 5 O e B BT (R B A A
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