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o0 5 WF B 12 A 55 5B RN A SRR E F 51 5 9 47
FHE F A H BT AU

(1. B A KGR 2B, BT 2100955 2. T ARA LR E BT B IR IT, T AR HD YR
AR, R AR R Ak P E A S0, T 510640)
WE A % % By 32 38 2 3T Acyrthosiphon pisum %9 % 4% RNA T4 (RNA interference, RNAI) ¥e. 47 &
B, i i My oM R BR i3 B4 (arginine kinase, AK) | #8 2L 4 B AL B (superoxide dismutase, SOD) #e JU
T Ji & A B (chitin synthase, CHS ) iX 3 AN 5 56 2. 97 A& K & F 48 % 2L B 49 dsSRNA, T £ A4 ds4K
dsSOD #= dsCHS 4t 2 J& xF L B S 2OR | JF sk 4 #F dsRNA i 1% 77 X aF ML R 0 %o, 5 i 3R AF
By & BOR A 289 dSRNA B R i# i r X, R B =, 4 48~168 h )z, 7 B A& ) dsRNA 4 3 4158 &
BFAg L T R L AT B0 2 2.1945~4.39 4% , P dsAK R 32 20 56 2 #F 09 36 = F K 27.7%~91.1%, %
%3 T dsSOD .dsCHS & 220 % T Pt FE2H 48 A dsAK iB if A AR ik Aevt B 2549 R 0k 40 22 %56,
S A8 hEP T IR FH LR . dsAK BT A THRF R AL T2 h /G, 5L 23 AK A B Rk Bk
6 T PR IEAK 43.2% , FB) B T 440 58 29709 A KEH AR R KL A M 2B ) T 5.9% . & 9A
dsAK %+ 35 355 A B85 0 B0 RCR 3T R 9 4k & 5 45 77 & A ARG B R BT R
KR : B2 ; RNA T AT RGBS EE; A 2L BACEE; JUT G B ; dsRNA; #HG

Screening and analysis of the pivotal RNAI target genes for the control of
pea aphid Acyrthosiphon pisum
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Abstract: To screen for the key RNA interference (RNAI) target genes for controlling pea aphid Acyr-
thosiphon pisum, the dsSRNAs targeting three genes associated with the growth and development of A.
pisum, namely arginine kinase (AK), superoxide dismutase (SOD), and chitin synthase (CHS), were
constructed. By comparing the lethal effects of different dSRNA (dsAK, dsSOD, and dsCHS) treatments
on A. pisum, and the effects of four different dsSRNA delivery methods on the lethal effects of aphids, an
optimized 4. pisum control method was proposed. The results showed that after 48—168 h, the mortality
rate of aphids in the treatment group was 2.19-4.39 times higher compared to the negative control group.
The lethal rate of dsAK to aphids was 27.7%-91.13%, significantly higher than that those of dsSOD,
dsCHS treatment groups and the negative control group. Significant mortality effects on 4. pisum could be
observed within 48 h after ds4K treatment through artificial diet feeding or feeding with leaves injected
with dsRNA solution. At 72 h after treatment with ds4K through artificial diet feeding, the expression
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of AK gene in 4. pisum was reduced by 43.2% compared with blank control, while it also suppressed the

growth and development of aphids, resulting in a 5.9% decrease in body length compared to the negative

control. The results indicated that ds4K exhibited a significant lethal effect on pea aphids, showing prom-

ising prospects for its application in environment-friendly aphid prevention and control.

Key words: Acyrthosiphon pisum; RNAi; arginine kinase; superoxide dismutase; chitin synthase;

dsRNA; citrus

Wi 52 WF Acyrthosiphon pisum -3 B W F} B
W RN EW S Pisum sativum FAE Citrus reticulata
K ETE Medicago sativa 5 Z M EY) . B G i HA %
LI REYE 7 O oy NI s S NS 1B 27 i i
] U 9 v H- 98 46 13 5 (pea enation mosaic
virus, PEMV) M % % 3B %5 B¢ (citrus tristeza virus,
CTV) F1'H 18 4£ M- )% 7% (alfalfa mosaic virus, AMV)
SRR W), 1 A E K 28 5% 4 2% (Jurik et al., 1980
Muniz et al.,2014;Bera et al.,2020) . H 5785 .85 19
Bl ¥ B b2 e 24 (H B T B R 2L
WA IR, S0 BT PEA TS IR 24 5%
R N S e = N .k SN I E IR

RNA T3 (RNA interference, RNAI) & — fifr 3
TR LG , & 2124 R 1 R K LY /N F RNA
PO 45 6 BA B ) B AMNT 51 1 mRNA T 3 30CH:
R S R e e R REL AT (14 1555, 2021) . RNAI
] 3 i B B R R 3K /N4 1 RNA R AR sl &1 ite At
& dsRNA 55 5 AR S, A DIBRACR & R 1k
SRASR AR AT RE S . — 2 dsSRNAXT R UE K &
A OCHEHE P 1) RNAL AT 2 A SRR, PR TE ARl
B 2O 5 B IA rh HAT R A W ) (GF RRUO5 4%,
2019; S&F{@4%,2020; Yan et al.,2021) . i, 7e5%
R E K Zea mays 114235 VATPase-A 1) dsRNA 5 ,
72 A 1 RNAT N 7] 5 850 B K 1) il 5 1% 0k
Spodoptera exigua t.T-(Baum et al.,2007) . 7%t
{8l B4 I% Arabidopsis thaliana F1 {H %L Nicotiana
tabacum " 215 P450 FE K 1Y dsRNA & , ff I A
] WA 25 B Helicoverpa armigera W] + 4L H: %)) 1t
P450 KK 1y 23K | BEAR &I HOGHA I g it 52 M, 3k
HoA: K& B IR 2% (Mao et al., 2007) . 2017 4F, & [H
PR B AEAE T 55 1 A5 T RNAI I FE BB IR ™
SmartStax PRO®, f& RNAi BiiiA £ A 7= b Ak 1) 223k
J&(Head et al.,2017; THEBA,2021) .

AR R A AT Y R I R DL SO (]
() dsRNA 33 2% J7 20 (b GBS ] MR 160 55 ) S50
2352 dsRNA X B HL %) 2 5E 54 4 (Cooper et al.,
2019; M #555,2021) o AHIFSEAESE L WFA N TE RS

SR P4 ¥ (arginine kinase, AK) | 4 %8 £k 9y 15 1k it
(superoxide dismutase, SOD) Al JL T J5i 5 i Bl ( chi-
tin synthase, CHS )iX 3 /™5 il &7 A4E K & 7 A DG Jk
, 1l £ 45 3 X A L A9 dsRNA (dsAK ., dsSOD Al
dsCHS) , M52 3 4~ dsRNA X i 1 185F 1) BOAE R , I
3 4 BN TA] 9 dsRNA 26 2% 7 200 SO 19
SEIN T e ARG B YRR BH d2 1 dsRNA S Hosh 1% 7
=, DU 36 T RNAG AR {9 05 B2 6655 4 B R T
KPR AE

1 MHRE5FE

1.1 ##

A IR | AR S 2R - B R A ARSI A I
TR D WEAG AR SEAR Y b R SR A R
(22+2) C XTI 75% JEREJE M 16 L : 8 D, HL
3 A ADBEAG RS RS B T AR RO R B
WAL . KW E Escherichia coli 17 ¥ DH5a
HT115(DE3) . 2k 1A L4440 ¥ i A8 52 56 2 (577 - 41
fit, L0984 1 (green fluorescent protein, GFP) 3k
R MAR S 2 AR A7 (4 pUCS 7-GFP [Tk L 183545

iR 1% 9% 2 . LB (Luria-Bertani) ¥ 15 37 3 iy
10 gl FR .5 g I BRI (10 g SALHN 1 000 mL
ZEARE KL ) T R IR 15 g BAR A B Ry LB AR B
FEH,pH 7.0,

i ) S AL A < 5 {2 DNA % 4 i . 2xPhanta
Max Master Mix (Dye Plus) . %¢ J6 *E & i 7] AceQ
gPCR SYBR Green Master Mix (Low ROX pre-
mixed) , B 50U MEREAE W RHEL A ] s RNA $2 B0
TRIzol, PrimeScript™ [z % 5% i 7 & . DL5000 DNA
Marker, H 4% TaKaRa /> 7] ; DNA B i [FNSCGA T &
Axygene 2y 7 ; R il £ N U FastDigest Sac 1. Fast-
Digest Xho 1,DNase 1% ¥ . RNase A i K , 5 [
Thermo /A w] ; 5 PN #&-B-D-Hi A 21 ZLHE 1 (isopropyl
B-D-1-thiogalactopyranoside, IPTG) , 4= vd [ 4= W)
AL ERIUA R AN EER FORERHCARRA R
At 350024 0 [ 7= 40 Mr4li . Nikon SMZ25 74X i
5, JE HEREHLAT BN 7 s PH-070A BUE IR G 3746 , b
T —FERF A AT BR A F] s DY Y-6C AURZ R LKA,
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50%:

5 —E Y RHE A RS 7] s T100™ Thermal Cy-
cler PCR{Y, 32[¥ Bio-Rad /A ] ; Nano-Drop ND-2000
43 6 EE AL, 3¢ [E Thermo /A 7] ; Applied Biosystems
7500 System %G E 7t PCRAY , 5[ Invitrogen /A F .
1.2 Ak
121 Al Fedr Al B 0) LS Sk ey Mk

1£ NCBI (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih. gov ) £ 4 %

HR I S (A R BRSE R AK .SOD  CHS %% I 51)
(coding sequence, CDS) {2 K ¥4, it &4 B D)
PRSI (3R 1) o AR i 514034 o e ot 4
5 AR R A IR A R G L. AK.SOD Fl CHS
PHh BB /NGy 1)k 400,245 11360 bp., GenBank
BS540 9 XM_008187305.3 . NM_001162771.1
XM _01680798-3.2,

x1 AHRFTASY
Table 1 Primers used in this study

S BFR SIFHI(5-3") SIYHE
Primer name Primer sequence (5'-3") Purpose

GFP-F CGAGCTCGCAACTTGTCTGGTGTCAAAAATAATA  HE[H vk K #2404 5

GFP-R CCTCGAGGCGCCTGATGCGGTATTTT Gene cloning and recombinant vector iden-

AK-F CGAGCTCGGGATTTGAAAACCATGATTCG tification

AK-R CCTCGAGGCGTGGAAGAAACCTTATCCTCTATC

CHS-F CGAGCTCGATGACGTCACGTTTGTCGTT

CHS-R CCTCGAGGGAATGTGACGACGCGATCA

SOD-F CGAGCTCGAACGTGACATTTATCCAGGCTAA

SOD-R CCTCGAGGCGTGATCGGATCAAGGATT

L4440-F AGCGAGTCAGTGAGCGAG

qAK-F GCTCCTGATGCTGATGCGTACAC S E i PCR

gqAK-R ATCACCAAGTGTGTTCACGTCACC qRT-PCR

actin-F GGAAAGAGATGAGGTCCGTTTAG

actin-R CTACTTGGTTCACACCACGAATA

TR A EEYI T S AR BE3ET 51 . The underlined parts indicate the restriction sites plus protective bases.

B30 3k 3 #5245 ., I H] TRIzol i1 £ A
RNA, FF| H PrimeScript™ Sz % 5583050 & LA 1 pg &L
RNA WA S % s 4R A9 55— %% cDNA . 2R )5 LA eD-
NA WA 158 S0 (1) AK . CHS F SOD JE K Fr Bt
PCR JZ i {& % : 2xPhanta Max Master Mix 25 pL .
10 pmol/L £5-5E R - Boxh iy I FlEs 1491 (£ 1) 452 ulL.
cDNA fXA4% 1 uL, JC RNase 7K #M £ % 50 uL, PCR 2
MR 95 CHUAETE 5 min; 95 CAEPE 15 5,60 CiB
K 15,72 CHEAH30 s, 335 MG ;72 Coe i SEAH
5min, 4 CIRAF. PCRZWIZ 1% S5 N WHERE I HL Uk
o 5 AT 1 DNA B I TSGR0 e e A7 Il A
Sac TF1 Xho TXFiZ B 1 5571 Fl1 L4440 20 A4 SE 17 XL
YIAb B, [D =W e alife )5, FA H T4 DNA Li-
gase BF AR FE R B 5 L4440 4K T 16 Cid i
e | a7 B ) e A 2 K AT PR B BR HT11S
(DE3) . I3 IEAA A B T H Il P AR o
1.2.2 £ XHAFH HT115(DE3) %% &% dsRNA

¥ & F AK . CHS 1 SOD FL[H A Bt 40 K
FF T B R 42 B B S A 50 pgmL B R H H E M

12.5 pg/mL $H R VO R 1Y LB WA KRG 52 A, O T
37 °C.220 r/min i & HE SR . WIS LB WA 57
St FRARBIEL 4: 10018 &, FFAEAH R 25 A8 S 4k 229
% 3 h, & OD,,, M 0.6~0.8 5}, Jil A 0.5 mmol/L
IPTG, fE [AlFE 554 715 3 15 9% 4~5 ho fii ] TRIzol
R R 2 KA T 7R A9 8 RN FF43 51 FH DNase
IFl RNase A 1L Ab P 25 B DNA FlELEE RNA, T
A5 AK . CHS F1 SOD R ) dsRNA .
1.2.3 S0t R resr i R oG in it

2 I8 Prosser & Douglas (1992) J7 ¥ I Ry /E &
U, BE A N TR, 30 Sk B v 3 I I i
A 50 mL .08 R B D MR R R E 3
AbFREH  ARFRZE 1 AERE IS AT 10% (Viv) N T
BEFN 400 ng/uL dsAK ¥ I A0 3 4H 2 7 B 1 iR
A 10% (V/v) N T4 BRI 400 ng/uL dsSOD [ 7%
W5 AL I 3 AE R RIS A 109 (V/v) N T AR EER
400 ng/pL dsCHS (¥, P FH A AR
A3 LA NS5 S A 10% (v/v) N TARRH R
23 U0 BE, DA N 46 5 5 A 10% (V/V) N T kHRI
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dsGFP WA BAPE XS IR ) o 25008 JiC 0 RN 4 B 1
BRURAL I B O T kst 1 BB A 4 15 4540 L 4
B T R B U TR (2242) °C AH X B
75% DGR 16 L:8 D G IR 3240 b i) 37 (24 1)
A — v ) o B3 EY S ES 24 hE
ISR, 0 ST RSB TR, TSR TR
1.2.4  dsRNA RE#i% 75 X3 L BIeCR 69 rmm] 2

ARG 1% B 4 PSR dsRNA 86 1% 05 15, 1 5
ZRTR) Jr A B W A AE T % . dsRNA #8267
K VR 2 B A 10% (V) T AmDEHRI
400 ng/uL dsRNA [ . dsRNA 1% 3% 77 = 3 fr
A4, BEHIA & N TR, 56/ 400 ng/pL dsRNA
(VAT

dsRNA i3 R 1: ATk, #4303k 318
AP 50 mL B0, T RS 25004, Ab s
ZHAERSE N A N TARDERRT ds A K A 200 pL, 7
FHE BB . 40 ) LA N 45 4 5 A 10%
(V/V) N AR AR 28 O IR (CKL) |, DA i &5
A 10% (V/V) N TRPEHRT dsGEP 1 W R B
XFHE B0 A G RN A BE FH B ACEL S, B 045 TR
SRy 1 BRSP4 385 A A8 B O A T i U T
I (2242) °C AHXHRE 75% JEJEHH 16 L:8 D Y
O B AR rh iR SR (A TR — i) L) . BRI
3INEY)AESE 24 h IR, 12240 2 168 h,
B524 hULER ISR BT o, T EIET K

dsRNA #3577 20 2: A TR K 30k#i 5
o 3 AW B T A AR O R R LA, b PRl
TEVEAR L3 0 & A N TADEHRT dsA K YK 200 pl
[) A5 351 A 0 45 1 S 109 (V1Y) N T ARDR R
W RS IR LU A5 5 109 (V7v) N T AR
1 dsGFP BYFR A B X A o B T S AR 24
R UEAR b, HIOR S BB R 55 0L, TR (22+
2) C HIXHREE 75% JEJE I 16 L8 D G IR KE %
FEThIE SR RAB 3N AEYEEE B 24 hTEHE
A SRR, LA FE 2 168 h, B 24 h WLELC s L
FET-H , T EAET R,

dsRNA %% 77 3: if iRk . 76 15 mL &
DB BHPRINE A dsAK IR 200 uL, TR O
A 555 35 KN —S AR R 22.6 mm 1Y BB
A B Rl R VAR T B 30 Sk B
I 3 A IR AN b R EE R A 55, B TR
JE (2242) °C FHXFREE 75% O 16 L:8 DG
FRERFRAE PSR . 200 AT 454 8 RNase /KAE2S
X R B 0 45 S A dsGFP B I WA R I %o

W, BRI EYEEL , 524 hEH Al
VST, ESEAL PR 168 h, B 24 hWEE L SR i BB T
B IFHRIET R,

dsRNA #8325 773X 4 M 5 {3 ) i . ek —
ARG IO & dsAK B9V TR 200 pL VA F
H B 30 Sk B B 3 A IR T R L R TR
U8 A% 1 G B R SR L, A 8 4R i 200 L T
RNase 7K , fie i R R B A2 0L, 8 TR (22+
2) C FHXREE 75% JERI 16 L8 D O s o=
FE PSR . LATRIN A% i TG RNase ZKAE2S XA, LA
TINS5 B 5 dsGFP WIS IRAE DX I RR2 3
W3NS EE 1924 h IR IEAC i FIE I,
HESEAN I ZE 168 h, 524 h MBI SR b T 80,
FHIRIET R,
1.2.5 i ¥¥etr i | AK o9 Rk 202

Bic il & A 10% (V/v) N T FEF 400 ng/uL
dsAK HIIRW . 28 1.2.4 dsSRNA % 7R 1A T
TN o AbPRZ 7R R D AR A OB BRI & A 10%
(VIV) N T A AL A dsAK 17 200 ul, LA 45 i
A N TR A EZS EO IR I s 5 A A
TARRERN dsGFP 1S AR PR XT IR . FEREE (22+
2) C HHARIE 75% JGF 16 L:8 D Ry it 5%
¥ IR (O DR — S L) o A Ak B R
30 S B 3 A, BRI 3 N EYFERE L 4
T HLZE dsAK AL F S 0,48 1 72 h 4736 1 0 5.0 3 i
AW, AT TRIzol 305 £ H RNA Jf 52 5% 5 4k 1% eD-
NA. PIFEE 10175 i cDNA VE Rt A FH S22
%€ 1 PCR (quantitative real time polymerase chain re-
action, qQRT-PCR)HZ A i AK K& PRIAE 30 7 WHA I Y
Feik i, DG G WF AR B 1 S5 R Rpl7 S S LA
(GenBank %55 NM_001135898) . 10 pL qRT-PCR
FWAARZ :cDNA 2 uL .10 pmol/L F FiiE5 ¥ (£ 1)%
0.2 pL.2xAceQ qPCR SYBP Green Master Mix 5 pL,
ddH20 #M % 10 pL. S W F2JF : 95 CHiAE M 5 min;
95 CAEM 105,60 CiR k34 s, 40 MEH . A~
e 3 EYFE R . SR 27k g £ s
1753HT
1.2.6  dsAK 438 3¢5t 2 3F A K K F 6% vl 52

S 1.2.4 B93% 07 2 1T AAMEYE , FH ds4K Ab
T 7 0F 3 A, B 24 h VAR . ELRR IR
72 hJe A AR S A R A B O S5 i L
AR . RERGEIR S S A7 1) B 5 05 |, A b B
523K, FH Imagel B4 2 g s A K
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50%:

1.3 #ESW

K H Excel 2019 FISPSS 19.0 b AN £ 7
0T, R H Tukey VA 725 57 i 2 MR
2 HER55H

2.1 HFHENFREE dsRNA B S RIA
ARIGH B T AK . CHS Fll SOD %5 3 4 H 1y

dsRNA R iR MIFAERAT R hRE . RIEH
KIGHFTHE BB RNA, 4lifb 3545 AK . CHS 1 SOD $: A
i) dSRNA (dsAK . dsSOD Fll dsCHS) . HL K K ) &35 S
LR, 7E dsAK . dsSOD il dsCHS Tt iy 7 & 3
BT WM ISR 25, OF LA KNS dsRNA 3T
B — 5, R W AHEGE BT FH 7 vk 0 7 AR Al
dsRNA (K1),

dsAK dsSOD
oA _OYE C
Abp M T - B bp - — bp
5000 5000
5000
2000 oo 2 000
2 000 2000
1500 1500 1500
1 000 1 000
750 1 000 750
500 750
250 <—248 bp
250 250
100
100 100
M: DL5000 marker, A: L4440-AK; B: 14440-SOD; C: L4440-CHS. +: ¥ 0 IPTG; - : & ¥ 0 IPTG,

M: DL5000 marker. A: L4440-AK; B: L4440-SOD; C: L4440-CHS. +: Addition of IPTG; —: no addition of IPTG.
1 E2H dsRNA FE X 74T E HT115 R RIS Rk

Fig. 1 Induced expression of recombinant dsSRNA in Escherichia coli

2.2 SEIEERBHRERMNIGE

3 A N T ] M b R 5 0F 48 h I, dsAK L ds-
SOD F1 dsCHS Ab ¥ 41 %i & 1 1Y 46 1=K 43 51 Ky
27.7% .6.67% F17.77% , 25 FAXF BEZH AT A %) iR 21 5
GF A FET R 9N 5.5% F16.7% , dsAK 4k B2 1)
T H AL, AbFE 72 hiNf, dsAK . dsSOD Fil
dsCHS Ab PR 55 &2 B (BT8R 5300 R 41.1% .21.1%

SR T H A A B . AbFH 96~168 hi, dsSOD |
dsCHS Fll dsAK 4b PRZH 55 T 0F 0T R I 8 & T
25 PR REZH RN X B2, v dsAK A 3312 55 v 0
MIFET =% 91.1%), i 3 = T dsSOD Fl dsCHS b 3
., AP dsSRNA AbHZH o e b () 258 % 1 B
PEXT HR2H 57 2.19 75~4.39 £, HoHp dsAK 4b P2 X6 15
B A EFCACR I B AT dsSOD Fil dsCHS 4k #4H (1]

F120.0% , 25 X B8 2H RS M X6 B 2 i & 0 A A6 T 2) o P, ARG N dsAK T e T dE— 058 .
L5k 7.8% F119.0% , dsAK Kb BRAH 1) B FE AR
1.0~ wm 25 %4 H8 Blank CK a a
= B PEXTHE Negative CK a {- b I’
_ 0.8 E3dsCHS
= =3 dsSOD ]E . bb b
£ | O dsdkK
E 0.6 b b {
ﬁ 0.4 . c
R c
0.2 c c £
0.0 : : : '
0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168
B8] Time/h

B2 NTIARERIEX B ZHAE S IERAEIRE R
Fig. 2 Screening target genes with high lethality effect on Acyrthosiphon pisum by artificial diet feeding method
E rh i R T2 . AN RING SRR ) — s R AS [] b B ) 28 Tukey ek 3022 5 .35 (P<0.05) . Data are mean+

SD. Different letters indicate significant difference among different treatments at the same time by Tukey test (P<0.05).
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2.3 A[EHY dsRNA IEX 73 5 2 8 R BSERUR R 2.2% .10.0% F1 17.8% , {H 1525 {4 %} R4 11

N T A i FH 48~168 h )5 , dsAK Ab P 2H 5 v
WE A BE TR0 ) K 25.0% . 41.1% .63.29% . 75.58% .
87.77% 11 88.87% , b3 e 145 [ 0T HRAL AN EF %o et
H(EI3-A) . NTIRWEZEAIE24~48 hJ5 , dsAK 4k
PHZH 5 52 F (BB T3 53 501 17.8% F1146.67% , 525
FA X BB 2 % B o B 2 H EL 34 T (8 3% 25 5 Ab B
72~144 h J5 , dsAK 4b 320 3 1 (58 T3 530
58.9%.76.67% .91.1% . F198.9% , 5555 |4 X} HR 4 2 5+
B ASERA R E2ER . P68 h)F,
dsAK AhBRLH B GIF IFET %A 100.0% , 575 X R
ZHAEAPERT LI T i 2 25 7 (K13-B) o

A HE N T AR M AN TRk, e i i vk A
b G W B 3 () S By I O
IR UEALFE 24~72 h )i, dsAK Ab BRZH 56 & B A AE T

I3 P4 XoF 2 L ¥ G 3 2% S 5 Ab FEL 96~168 h T
dsAK 4b FRZH 5 5 0 A AL TR 43R 27.8% . 31.1%
50.0% F1163.3% , ¥4 ik 2 75 125 1O REZH RN P X6 R
(E3-C) o W iE SR ML AL P 48~168 h Ji5 , dsdK
b PR B I B8 T 3R 43 B R 46.7% . 66.7%
76.6%.90.0% .96.7% F197.8% , ¥ . 2 & T 25 14 %t
HRLLAIBAPEXT B4 (1] 3-D) .

25 b i dsAK G i A T AR L A R i 564
MLy b FAEF rhr | G348 h BV AT PR 3 AR ARR
PR 2 SO Y B R A, LA PR 55 B X R
2 ] ) 22 S, FHH X 2 Ff dsRNA 328 16 5 =% if
HBOERCR L. H L, JR 2250k A T
PRI R R 0% 5% dsSRNA, 1 A R A T2
WA iRk

10FA . a 12rB
W 2% EI %I Blank CK O N a aa aaa
0.8 O FAMEXTHE Negative CK : a} ]
Ods4dK a a
0.8F a% b
0.6F { ay
0.6 a ) b
0.4 b a
b 0.4+ b
b b a a
3‘0.2 b b 02F ad
'Té
0 L e ell, R Y
Eo() 0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 V70 24 48 72 96 120 144 168
H
4 08FC 12rD
S a ol . & a
i { . a } 1. z
a 0.8F g %
a
0.4 0.6 ol b bb
041 .|| bol| olf| B
0.2 a,ll T3
0.2+ a
: aa
0.0 |, olaaa AN BEN NP
0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168
Fit 1] Time/h

A NTHRYE; B: AT C MR Dy MRS BB 3 8tnifi 2 . ARV
B [R]— B A AN [ A F ] 28 Tukey 24696 22 57 1. 3% (P<0.05) . A: Artificial diet feeding treatment; B: artificial im-

mersion treatment; C: feeding with leaves soaked in dsRNA solution; D: feeding with leaves injected with dsSRNA solu-

tion. Data are mean+SD. Different letters indicate significant difference among different treatments at the same time by

Tukey test (P<0.05).

B3 470 [E dsRNA 3% 77 AL XS 38 S W RO B SR80 R
Fig. 3 The lethal effects of four different dSRNA delivery methods on Acyrthosiphon pisum

2.4 dsAK B EEREENRIEEST
i FH2% 58 2 PCRERG N T N T 47 M dsAK %ot
WS AR LR AK ODTERACR , 45 R, dsAK Ab

FHA48 h 72 h ), Ab PR AK 1) 635 B b 2s f o) if

I3 IR 24.5% F11 43 2% , HE BAPE X IR 20 43 591 [ A1
20.7% F138.5% , H AL 5575 117 B2 FBH 14 X B
AT 0 E (K 4), R dsaK ] 5 230 i 5 =
UeF A Y SRR L R AK (1) 4255
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B EENE O RETR OdsdK
< 127 Blank CK Negative CK
A a
s 1.0 a
llm—‘ a
2 b 2
o 08 D
w8
Zg 06 b
% & 0.4
o
<.z
E 02
()
m 0 0 1 1
: 0 48 72
Fif 1] Time/h

E4 ANTIRMRESBREDZH AKEFEXRIEE
Fig. 4 Relative expression of AK gene of Acyrthosiphon pisum
by using artificial diet feeding method
Pt - bR i 28 . ARV ING FRER R[] —
(B A [] b 3 7] 28 Tukey 546 56 22 5 i 3 (P<0.05) . Data are
mean+SD. Different letters indicate significant difference by
Tukey test (P<0.05).
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CHS 3% = A~ 547 d AR KR B A G 2 H (Qi et
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&

-
& o
2 (3]

1 000 pm 1 000 pm
e —_

A A1 dsSRNA 997 8 5 B: 16 W dsGFP [0 M ; C: 1AM dsAK (8 HL . A: Aphids fed without dsRNA; B: aphids fed

with dsGFP; C: aphids fed with ds4K.

E5 NTRRELEYHEHIFS
Fig. 5 Morphology of aphids after treatment by using artificial diet feeding method
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M) , 33X ¢ HH 95 5705 AK 5 PR n] g 2 0o e g AR L L
P 4E B e K R T S R A SR il DR AR L
AK WFER)5 B RN A RE AR AN AR K R F MG
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(375 AT A PR L R R VEH o CHS 3 [H 4w
fih CHS, 7 JL T 52 )2 B H 3 1 R T A4 e 1) 2
{IE % 4y (Galdeano et al., 2017) . Galdeano et al.
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2018; 14 f%%45,2021) . Whyard et al. (2009) B 5% 35
HH , fiff FH ] M 75 36 1% dSRNA AR T B8, 5 T3 81,
ARG FRIA 46N TIASE T (19 2 F/ RNA 3335 07 1
AT AR 33 % dsRINA B 5248 5 454 , A 4
U AR, 38 T AT B RNA %1055 . Wh-
yard et al. (2009 ) ¥ 2215 S0 Drosophila melanogas-
ter W) UL T3 B-4 % BETRE IR AL A dsRNA H
S B 7 W IR T ) T PERRAIG 50% . A 5 1Y
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], 990 52 05 58 AR AE R AR T AR A i
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Ji& it 1 RNAG IR 5 (19 25O R 524 (Yan et al., 2020a; Li
etal.,2022;Ma et al.,2022) , Ji Ze(HAG HE— R R
5o BUAGE S AEYI A B dsRNA KB iR
ARy BRI S B A B AT R (BRI RS, 2023) .
ARG T 0 i i A R R o %
/NRNA, G55 BT i S i MR 0 9 2 05 ) B0
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TR 72 Y dSRNA AT DB b 18 A HE 40 4 405
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ST BT S 3 A I TR AR S SRR A VR, TR i
I G B T s S PR FH o Bl 40
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-1 H TR 1 FH A 5% (Yan et al., 2020b; 45F HUAE 45
2021),

2 PRk AFSE LB, AK B[R Y dsRNA X 3
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