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Research advances in parasitoid wasp genomics
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Abstract: Parasitoid wasps are a diverse group of hymenopteran insects characterized by parasitic life-
styles. Some species serve as natural enemies for the biological control of agricultural and forestry
pests, whereas others serve as model organisms for investigating fundamental questions in evolutionary
biology, host-parasite interactions, and biological pest control. In recent years, the rapid development of
omics technologies has greatly accelerated genomic research on parasitoid wasps. This review provides
a comprehensive summary of progress in genome sequencing and current data resources of parasitoid
wasps, and outlines the structural features of parasitoid wasp genomes. It further highlights the signifi-
cant contributions of genomic data to studies on diversity evolution and parasitism adaptation, focusing
on phylogenetics, genes related to environmental adaptation and parasitic traits, comparative genomics,
population genomics and omics database resources. Furthermore, future research directions in parasitoid
wasp genomics are discussed. By integrating multi-omics data with functional genomics, deeper

insights into the molecular mechanisms and evolutionary patterns underlying key biological traits of
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parasitoid wasps can be achieved, providing a scientific basis for comprehending their biological con-

trol mechanisms and improving pest-control efficiency.

Key words: parasitoid wasp; genome; high-throughput sequencing; genome evolution; parasitoid adap-

tation; parasitic factor

A AR R R H R b B LA A T MR — K
FHE 2 SR I 2R Tz a0, B
TR ) 1 RSB 24 o BR A ) R S Y 109% (Quicke,
1997 ; Burke & Sharanowski,2024), A6 T2 1 g
IS e A R R M, A e e LR R A A B TR
W ——— R J M O ™ T T RS AR N AR R
BRI, 2 UL R 2 IO T AR H
R RaE AN R AF SRS, A AR i 2
FhAF AL SR, ANk 27 AR S A AR S R AR £ R
B e AT, A E R HERIE A £,
o W 7 AR R B AT A T ORI
Jo A 7F (Pennacchio & Strand,2006) . A 1 X125
FE RS RO B W 227 DNA J 7 (polydnavi-
rus, PDV ) FIW TP 41 M 55 52 2= 0 25 A6 PR R R T i
25 A D] I A A e ) T D A I 2
(R HAF, 2017 MEIRARRI 5 85, 2020) . A7 A e Y
YiFh Z2 R 27 A SR A AR DR = 1 A FE AR
R I B R A o e A SR (Y OB i I B 0 N
A AR ARMAEY) b R R B A U
KEL, U E B T RRA AR AR EY) b =255 0, o)
FHZ2 T 715 AR 8 By R M0 e 283 e | 1 P I /N Ana-
status spp. P16 7 K045 Tessaratoma papillosa , F) I
Ji& ¥ Scleroderma guani Bl 16 R4 , | W /N Tetra-
stichus brontispae G B.C M H Brontispa longissima
S5 IZAB A REAT 85085 ) T i e, T L RE IR
A 2 L, TR A= PR (%, 2020)

JEE DR ZE 0 P A ) A JRE AN oy FH TE A
YRR 2 5EA% IRy . LA PacBio HiFi,Nanopore %54
AR 38 i A AT AL T JE R
W A i ELARE T 1 SE DR 20 e 1 Jo e, Kt
TR T A A e R PR 21 BB 1 R R A S AF 9T
(Ye et al.,2024) . A TGN 25 Az 3 W P F 2 R4k
A B A, AS A58 DI e 32 e 5 5t AR | DR 4
TE RS LT BG5S A7 A R AR DG SE IR 45 7 T
ZRIR T A e HL DA A (R IF ST (RTINS TR A
20 2 T R 4 2 B R I BCR , T R 7 A 0
SR BRI, U AR A W 7 i SR
PR

1 FHEEERANF#ESHEIR

1.1 HFEEEFRANFHE

2004 4%, =527 AL eI 5 1Y 8 A B2 R ) 3 [
FEl N7 TR BE 4RSS 1 (A A S RE P AL 1 B2 45 )
(https://www. genome. gov/Pages/Research/Sequenc-
ing/SeqProposals/NasoniaSeq. pdf) - #& H X} 45 2 2
A B T g 0 4 4 /N8 Nasonia vitripennis U e Gl
GRFh T [Q 4/ INE N, giraulti FIH 110 42 /N N, longi-
cornis W4 FE LI 1 H3) , 3k iE =0 hi I 1 7 A i
K 400 7 (1477 %2 (Werren et al., 2004) . 2007 4F,
S5 1R A /NI B PRI 4H (WA 52 Nivit_1.0)
[ 302 B S A AT A A e BRI 2 . 2010 4F, ¢
T T e M £ 4 /N K R 25 1 DR 24 LU 3 o AT
GEAE Science bR IZCEH IR R GAIR 1 A5 A4 b Ak
PRIZH R RRAIE , Ay At 2 £ e 5L DXL 2H 000 0 5 1 IR
JFRARAL T 2% (Werren et al.,2010) . ILJF 1042
Yo ok A A BB DR 0 SR A T 25 0 1] i
f9 TO4F . 3K 10 4F ] , Bl o o 2 0 P A R e
AIF 5 T 18 380 3 KR e e R B T kAR, e
50 Fh 2 Az W I 1 , A5 AE A AR M BRI 5T A A=)
B 62 77 T B Oy LR M A o G e B L e
Fopius arisanus (Geib et al., 2017) . S il 14 b
Microplitis demolitor (Burke et al.,2018) | JE 7 K &
HUU%E Macrocentrus cingulum (Yin et al., 2018) %1%
Jr BB ¥ Trichogramma pretiosum (Lindsey et al.,
2018 ) F1I4E WiH 45 /N8 Preromalus puparum (Ye et al.,
2020a) 45 o {H 1% 1 & 9 /& , PacBio ] J¥* | Oxford
Nanopore il J7> 55 A I 3> 2 AR K M2 1 2
A W T DR 2 40 2 ) R LR RN e 3 PR o B, 2019 4F
N AT B EE T PacBio AN K AL I 7 3R A5 B T MUAS Tl
DR A 4/ N BE DR 2H (RRAS 54 Nivit_psr 1) 19 Scaf-
fold N50 > 7.20 Mb, BT A e (i 5L R 4 AR
(Nvit_2.1) 5 4 7+ T 10 £% (709 Kb) (Dalla et al.,
2020) . Ak, G A Gl A (high-throughput
chromosome conformation capture , Hi-C ) 8% 12 i
FHT e o i F A e L PR 20 A B 2 e LS T fn
J5 AR B AR A5 S 6 35 R 4 2 8¢ 4R 15 19 Contig 1§,
Scaffold it —HE YL IR |, B SCBL Ay A e
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2R e iR e . B KR IE AN P HAR S
BT Hi-C Y Y B AR 2 7 L 25 A0, B0 4 /s
W R 0 Aphidius gifuensis 55 27 A4 1 B YL ALK

FKEFE R 2H T 2020 4F J57 2 ) 1, A e 28 5 4F 5 i
T AT A L DR 2 ) D R SRR AL T E B A R
Y4 (Ye et al.,2020a;Li et al.,2021) (E 1) .

Ry e

RABA R EEERTE /INER i
S/NERIFF A B (Flzy FRE ERARE R A ERE
Submission of the White Paper ~ Genome paper on three Publication of EREARRE HEAHK

on sequencing the model
parasitoid wasp Nasonia

the genome of  Publication of the genome  Population genomics
published in Science Leptopilina clavipes of Trichogramma pretiosum  of parasitoid wasps

| / /

O 0O O o o o o o o o oo OoO oo OoOOoOo o oo o o oo

Nasonia parasitoid wasps

2005 | 2010 | 2015 | 2020 2025
TR/ HoNG MRS | ETFrichR
HEAOfRAEATF HEEARR ERARE Yt i/ PERARR

Publication of a Hi-C
based chromosome-level
genome assembly

Release of the
Nasonia vitripennis
genome version 1.0

Publication of the Publication of
genome of the fig wasp the genome of
Ceratosolen solmsi  Fopius arisanus

1977: Sangerfliff* Sanger sequencing

2005: —fRJFF Next-generation sequencing (e.g., [llumina/BGISEQ)
2009: KK WFF Long-read sequencing (e.g., ONT/PacBio)

2009: Hi-CHllFF Hi-C sequencing

1 FEEERANFXRHE

Fig. | Developmental history of genome sequencing in parasitoid wasp

1.2 FHEEEFE AN FEEIK

#2025 4 4 JT T, C 58 iUl 7 O F b A% 22 56 1]
[ KA Y18 ARG B0 (National Center for Biotech-
nology Information, NCBI) (4 72 A1 v [5] [E] 5¢ 3
20 B} 24 B 4 v 0> (National Genomics Data Center,
NGDC) £l ffs 72 1 25 A 3 A 296 o (& DA 20 20 2 i As
I3404>) , Hvi it 97% MW Fh s T 40T H %74
TSR, B IR R AR RS R S B K A
A AT 9 0 S A G RO R4S R o)
SR ARG R B UMEC A AR A A I PRy
Py, Qs /g BRIESE L TEIK BERE I Y YRl
A 139 AW e 1 56 BT 000 > BB T A A e
AL A 101 AP ) 5 PR 41 e 4 2 28 et AR
TEZFAETS T8 10 G Bk b I P i 22 1 2 1
B RRE A LA YRR, YR /N SRE ) 1 20 e
SVRE B SR R A 20 8 SRR R R G SR, i)
A 82,5435 2 M 1AMl AN, 73 T8 AR SR 4R
B GURE R SRR RN IR e SR H RATS A AR
HRh (B 2) . RS RRH, BAR H & A i ik
PRI 2 B A0 e A AT, (E L3 A 2 L 3 A
Py , Ry Az e i PR 40 e 2 28 P e A gl
B 22 )l e SRR N e R b T At — 22 oA
SR EBIETE FIANE R B0 A SR, AR 4
DU T AR B S i s, ke = AHDCESAE , 1053 I 4 e 5
Bl 1E B SRR i 1% BB 5F . Branstetter et al.
(2018)F1 Ye et al.(2024) 73 5|1 2018 4 F1 2024 44

AT AT 2GR A A S DI AL 48, H A2
A0 o JRE DR A o DR AL I , g et i B 0 )
A BRI ZH AR, A It sl o 27 £ i R AL
Dy LA e of 2 A 1 07 A R S ik PR 2 Rl ) TR B
fift o SR, F 224 H 27 A Sk PR A ) ROMUASE I i
AT 22 PRk A — 7 I, HELERR DR ) H
FETAEMERE R 75— 7, PR A VR RIS IR 2
PAXFERZ

2 FHEBERARE

2.1 EREAKM

REARI R, 76 B R rh 27 A i B R 2 ) rh 55 R/
CFX%CN 408 Mb, FH A %N 284 Mb)  (HAFFE RS 5>
Wi i 00 o 7E C B Py (10 2 AF sy o, 6 PR 24 4
Ry 32 24 rp 7 g SRPBE B p iz 2k e
A T ) L PR 2 R K i R AR
2 B8 Neuroterus quercusbaccarum , 38 K 41 K /N ik
2.6 Gb, HETC MK A /Ny A7 A h I8 240
W R IR AR Scelio sp. , FIE R4 K/IMUA
40.7 Mb., Zf HE W RE TR 20 K/ A JAE 7 3 it 52 W
FAEAHSC , BN [ 25 A i R R 2H i 47 5k 1h AN )
KR o B, B ASF 8 /N Anasta-
tus japonicus W PR 2404 15 5 35 1) 28 & ) 4 K i
B2 R T 5= (Ye et al., 2022a) , 1 2% 58 XUEE
FEWE Gonatopus flavifemur 3£ K 41119 34 ] 5 DNA
P8 A & (Yang et al., 2021) . Xu et al.
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iR 7/ S A S

52%

(2021) XF 4078 B /N LR 2 (129 Mb) 7% ik 22 B e
Telenomus remus YEATHIST , J¢ PRI R 2H Bk e 135
O3 AENE H R H i ORS00, HL

1 SR} Ichneumonoidea
WFELI 43 230

Estimated number of species about 43 230
3 JE 4% SR} Ceraphronoidea
218603

Estimated number of species about 603
i = Rt Cynipoidea
VIR LIRS 157

Estimated number of species about 3 157

I RE4HI& SR} Platygastroidea

VIR ELI A5 385

Estimated number of species about 5 385

2R A Proctotrupoidea

WFh LI R450

Estimated number of species about 450

1 A 41 B Diaprioidea
VFELI A2 109

Estimated number of species about 2 109
/N EAL Chalcidoidea

WIFhELI R 22 784

Estimated number of species about 22 784
i =P} Stephanoidea

WL 342

Estimated number of species about 342
A} Evanioidea

MR ELI M1 130

Estimated number of species about 1 130
48 S A Trigonaloidea
YL 92

Estimated number of species about 92
M B H Symphyta
0 FFAEHR Parasitica
&R EB Aculeata

sequenced species

ﬁlﬂ\]ﬁ?ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ P AT A ek PR 2H 10 4 /N T

B 55 5% A T BR RN N 3 F 4 A G
blJErii EHFAH
Number of Number of

genome assemblies

0 0

s 2 W] L]

soose ] [ ]

0 0

2 2 I I

o ] B

0 0

Co | |

0 0
0 40 8 120 0 40 80 120

L RiSeeSil)sd I RAARKCPIHSE
Long-read sequencing Chromosome-level assembly
bRee SiljEg EG BRI H S
Short-read sequencing Non chromosome-level
assembly

2 FEERFLENR X ERERAKFEIK

Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree of parasitoid wasps and current genome data status across superfamilies

22 BEK-RERESE
A W L PR 4 1) 5 IR (guanine,, G) — ifd 5 e
(cytosine, C) 7 & F-F4{E K 35.5% , (H—LL2f A I Y)
b 3 I AR AR GC & R (IR T 27%) , Horp
DL e BL RN BRI B 0 L 9 1 RO Sl 28
Dennis et al. (2020) XJ & 44 J& %f &% % Lysiphlebus
fabarum IR IREF S8 Aphidius ervi FIFIMIE GC & &
1 25 A e AT IR A SE S5 A B (R GC & i Al g &
FEPRIZH R N B O 4 LA S DNA TRk ik 2k
EP
2.3 EERBERYE
XA TF R R B T S R
PR, P A W35 PR 23 AR5 24 10 000~30 000 2K 14

Gt HE DA o 4 TR 22850 i) 5 5 R B e A v
TE 12 000~25 000 2Z [H] , 3% 5 A 43 HoAth B BT i)
FERBETC B 225 . BLAh, datid ik R R AR R
JE 152 B DR 20 T R R R A 2 R o e s A
WCAE 3BT 5 PR B AR A AR AL, RS 7 A i
T R A A9 R RSB e Al B e 2 S O AN B
E I PRI 20 Vi Ab o3BT 1 F B R, 2 A g At
AR B H B L (g e b e S ) R B
R R R AR S R AR TR A Bl HE
PR IR R . SRR I T 2 A e I
léﬂ tlj% H 4min LR e A4 2 EE’J'%L@W&%T

RE 5 AF AR I 1 Z2 REPE T AL S L7 238 1 PR )
*Haé(ﬂf@?/*,zozl;lieetaL,zozs)o
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24 FeEEHE . EHRIBHF S

Gokhman (2009 )3 iz Xif 8 2f 24 1MBH 400 F 2
A AL I AT R G R R R, XS B A Y (A
BHA T 3~23 2 [0] B AT 1 Hi-C I e
FRBZ N, BETC A 101 Fhar Az i i 5L H 20
PR e B YA Hh A A8 H iR 2 B2
ol fli e A1 4 o £ B8 Wk 405 % Tromatobia lineatoria 1
B AV Y Clistopyga incitator , H:YL K% H 44
215 TG4 B H fe /D 1Y Ry i /NS 114 1 3K A i
/W Eretmocerus hayati, YL RE B 4(K3) .
T S Y e AR K S i i PRI 21 2H 25 B0 o Y Ry Ak Y
Rt 7OCH ¥ . BT, R st
T XA 53] 35 PR 2 ) etk o A e IR A A e e e AR ]
A B FHE S 1 (Li et al., 2021 1873, 2021) , {H
24 i R 2 BT R AF A e e e AR A I RGO
PRI, B IR DO T A T 1 il 2 A e 66 DR 2 i Ao 7
e AR S 1 ELAR D A R ok S S ol g s o7
HACTITEZESZ IR oAb, DU B AR i i 20t b K
e 1RSI R & R DX SR A AT, Ansghr 220
FEGRBEEZ AN G, 7F 5 FCm /g
Chouioia cunea ) 3E R 2400 5 7, Wang et al. (2023)
15 Bl 4 B 44 >K L (Oxford nanopore technology,
ONT) M PR A I L, il br il T 6 A5 UL fAc
1243 X 38 . Zhou et al. (2022 )38 13 i i H B
vk #4291 B (telomeric repeat motif, TRM)
() LA AT 2 PR, e iy i S A A SR
2R Y — BN RS TRM P91 (TTAGG) ; %48
1M, 76 2 AR B2 e vp TRM 31 s R AR ) AR 5
RIFE e SR At SRk A BT S A TRM &
P AR /N SRR U A T RS 8 bp
TRM (TTATTGGG) VL } ¥ F 9 bp TRM ¥ 41
(TTACTTGGG il TTATTGGGG) , b il if 5% 25 S 48
7~ 1A ST kL Y 81 T Ak b R R

3 BERAHEEESNTFEEZFERL
FE LG A I T P EZ STk

3.1 FEERRELE

PR GE )2 R 732 F2 B TR S22 AR (5
Hi Tl AL JEA AT M L SRR 25 S NAEIR 3R
HTIREFEN D ERGMINIEZ IR TR,
DRI e S 2 S 2 0 O R W AR SR Ol 2 A e 7326
FRRTEMAR G A B AR TSR TR o TR,
BFERS T RMARG K E A G A ] A
Yo, gt — et T HF AR RGN

LRI SR o

Tromatobia lineatoria

e R T U1

Diplazon laetatorius o
AR P o
Microplitis mediator

TR BRI o

Cotesia ruficrus

JEEAHR AR )
Macrocentrus cingulum

TR R B )

Telenomus remus

A A i o)
Trichopria drosophilae

IR G /N i )
Pteromalus puparum
IR A /i )
Nasonia vitripennis
VIR A /N o
Eretmocerus hayati
0 5 10 15 20
%2 No. of karyotype
B3 FEBEZBEYLER

Fig. 3 Comparison of karyotype numbers among

parasitoid wasps

LR EE DR ZH AR Sy e I T i) R DR 2 25
T R G kG RN AR A — R
9T Z2 52 Hp T B — W i ) ok AR K PR A 00 )y i i
BT R 5T 2 2 W 06 R 2ok A B e 42 A
PRI RH B TR Y R 48 & B C AR (Tang et al.,
2019; Zheng et al., 2022 ; Jasso-Martinez et al.,2022;
Zhu et al.,2023), SRMARABIREA 7S
LR G IR, 3% A] RE 2 = A R AR I A
JiRIEER% (adenine, A ) -] i % BE (thymine, T) 5 55 |
W-ZRiK DNA B S 28 R R AE T B 45 R (Ben-
sasson et al., 2001 ; Cameron, 2014) . T-FhR % F
2H #E 4k 3 H (1 000 insect transcriptome evolution,
IKITE) i )i ahbr il 45 6 B R 48 & & W98 A8
BB, WA 17X A7 AR RGO ST . Peters
et al.(2017) NN TGS SRAABAIRARAG 13 2564
BRI, JF R T 1 BSH H 548 173
B RSk B KAL), b 5 S H A4 A
PAZHE, A A AR RS H IR B R R, H AR
B ER BB AH AR , 33 0l A T X A A 0 i By 028
KRN, RS EAHER ) 3 R R G 28 T
fiho B, — SO RfF Y T A S 4 ) o o i A A e
FEHEan /i DRSS T TIRAMER i — 58 % T
A HEW) R G K B HEZE (Peters et al., 2018; Zhang
JX etal.,2020) . R, f1 T A 2 0P 50 2 Ad H]
BEEAEAS | DA IHCRAT I 4 BRI AR o WL ) T RS
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FR) P e R N

I, A5G 2R o UEE 1) R G 9 B ik
J7IZ )W . Chen et al.(2021) 3 F 257 5 B4
SR IE e SRHHEAT T I ABT R o
7T ABAFERL . Hearn et al. (2024) B % 35 T L PR 40 Fil
Tl SR 2 2 2 () B 1 T R S A i A T LR R
REREFR RS TEUERIFAE R, PR R
SN 3ANEE A BAARSFITH: (ultra-conserved ele-
ment, UCE ) {E A — i 25 ) f A 35 DR A e ik
AP R AN B M 27 A e 1Y) RS Th R T %
HEVER] . T UCE M 25 AR i ot S Fe O K 3,
b Blaimer et al. (2023) (iP5 e 421, HEE T34
RIE G EAEEE (43 HI42 45 447 765 Fl 1 1181~ UCE {17
ROWESE T 94 BUER T NI R R E B
KR, ZHRAB BN EEN TR RERETLREZ
HIE T IR 220 AR A e 45 SR AR, TN
JE BT N SE S S HE LR, JE T ok S L R 4 24 ik
P, A RN E SR R R W R T
1T 40 Cruaud et al.(2024) 3£ T UCE 345 5 2 A
Mg BB RGE R B RR A RSB FR 1
L1227 D HGINE 500>, WE S TR RS
HERATE . E RIS R R I 41 27 07 vk IR A A
A W A3 I R BORS HE B2 ARG . Rk, B
TR AR BTN RA BRI , 2 4 2 B 3 5 ¥ 2 AR
e R 50 kB T PR T B (45 5 RN = 1 o3 B
T T A 2 A W L A L PR AR R R R
B E SR WIAE R 41 1. (Zhang et al.,2025) .
32 INRENSFERFEEIER
3.2, FAMRE mMAAKEAR

A W PR A 5 Sy 4 T 1T 2R 495 b 2 IS
EIREEE NP EAR G BN B TR . SRS Y
P SIOE S RO i e I T SIS N 2 A B SIS
L ) iy R PRI A ok S R PR A A e A e o L HK
VA B3 S R0 2 A 5 D T A 450G AR, 2
A AL PR ZH A3 PRI AR DGR XS 4

AR 1 b 2 SR 32 AH DG i PR A 4% S0k 32 A
(olfactory receptor, OR) | B 5t 57 {& ( gustatory recep-
tor, GR) . &+ 22 {K (ionotropic receptor, IR) .
2t 4 % H (odorant-binding protein, OBP) k272
1 (chemosensory protein, CSP) 45 . 3t [K i 1
G 7R | E 7 A W T A T R ok S R D] T
P ECE AR B . DL OR FER 505k 19] , 45 R 3%
Y ¥ Cotesia congregata F& R 4 1A = ik 243
OR 2 [ (Gauthier et al., 2021) , ifi £ H A5 /)N

FIFE RN Anagrus nilaparvatae 3R 20 H 43 A
104 > H1 88 > OR &[] (Ye et al., 2022a; Ma et al.,
2022) ., H5ZIE BRI LAY  FER I S AR
15 BIRS 245 BN /N Ceratosolen solmisi F:IH 2H,
AU B 46 1> OR FER X P LR AR AT A5 HA&
PR AR IR AR TS S A OC (Xiao et al.,2013) . 7EC
T B ok e Jm A A 0 0 R N R AR,
Gauthier et al.(2021)# 1 R G & & 74 A A B.9%
HOIERE 5 1 OR JE A AE7E A2 I L 42, 3 SU L [ 42 4l
HAEFEAERENA LT 6 MM f 10~19 P EE A
ANAERY OR JERIAK , i S 5L RAR 1T B 5 4 £k 3 g
PO a8 77 = B AR 4 R W B DA G . A
M, 7EF- /N TR Anastatus P DL R A 2 v i A 0
Diachasmimorpha longicaudata "'t W 2L 2] T ¥ Fh
5 OR 2 A AE AL il B G, X W OR ZE [N 7 7F
A e AL R T 28 Dy T B SR S 2 AR
(Ye etal.,2022; Wulff et al.,2024) .

FSNEP UM =Nk Y kA CI TR e b A A==y
SR OCHE PR ) S e Rt T i A A e LA, AR TR
AR R T HEYEE 79108 LB K
JR () A 3t AR A T, DG T ax S Ak A Jlsz B A g B
TR Drfie S AR HIALHI AR AR TS AR B = AU
HAHCHFEBUR K. Bil4n, Shan et al. (2023 )il i)
o TS S R = a2 A N R 1L TSR
Microplitis mediator W J8 1 (%) i 7] 3 35 SO0k 52 14
MmedOR49 A 4 5Pk PU5I H 27 32 B Hb 38 1% Agrotis
segetum [ FEEEAE B ZE K0 X -5-28 0 5 2 1R
Bt , T IR Bl 2 A G 1 (6 5 E A Lk 4,
Zhu et al. (2024) 7E 2145 4§ BF W5 05 /)N 8 Baryscapus
dioryctriae SR A 531 rh & L T OBP & K 55 K
A A ER IR G i — 2D n 5 s 2 o B
BT e IR AR RS S R R IR OBP45 2E N 1K
45 UESE OBP4S 35 [ e 5 H 25 =3 A2 W BEIE Dio-
ryctria abietella 7= (AR R MEALE VI E5 G o Pang et
al. (2024 ) 7 S i i 30 27 A s = 4 ) 4 85 Trichopria
drosophilae 3 N 41 W 4 58 H— RV~ IR Hom 3=
BRSSP RA A2 2R, 4 OR \GR HICSP
FEH XL BN 2 5 T A AR M A A B B A
BE R DTS B HGEE S R S 4

fiff B A AR O B R 5 3 B A0 45 40 i 5 R
P450 (cytochrome P450, P450) . ATP 45 4 % (ATP-
binding cassette, ABC)¥% 12 85 |71 JR 1T W 1 1 46 b
M 1% 'z #% it (UDP-glucuronosyltransferase , UGT) . 4%
e H Bk %% #% [ (glutathione S-transferases, GST) %%,
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XL DN R AE L R X BRI rR AR R A G
A2 2% R S A T o T AR SR . TE
B A 0 Vo R i QA A DG R PR SR A Ak
LRI E Y SIS X S EOR R Z AR
Y ) o P S BB R TR R R Y SE TR B 22 R 3 . )
T, S /N L DR 2H A0 45 117 > P450 JE A (Ye et
al.,2020a) , 7 HHIF f e 55 T AR P e L R A D 3
BIALAT 59 A4S F1 41 4> P450 F A (Yin et al., 2018; Li
etal.,2021), [FIEF, fifaEf Qi 5 4n P45 0 & S 21
SRR D O HE R BT e e AR S A
(R (P AR, 2019) o 5 2, % i 4 /) e £
P450 JE K Ry S 4 38 £ 7E CYP3 FICYP4 K
J&, T CYP2 Fll Mito S35 1) 3 PR 0o D) 5 H A e 8
AH 2 5 3K 8 P45 0 KL PR 430434 7E SR 4 /N1 5 2%
Jetfk b B R T 12, AN EE A H
3 FER R A, 75 12 D EER A 61> CYP6 2
DRI , 2 927 25 R 7 0 < /N s b 1) 234 FH (e
etal.,2020a), FEIET A FHARMEER FEEE T,
e RV T A A R A 2
JBrie T kAL 5 D)RE . 0, Gao et al.(2023)
WF 58 T 6L IHk PO Rg ) Ak BB S KR M5F 3] A5 %% Binodoxys
communis ) FE R FRIRAEAL | e 2% 57 3R 38 36 N A it
FRARhE b & 4 I LR 25403 5 21 P450 F1I
GST A 3 i, KX LI n] RES SR
)RR TERR B U A e A S R A FE S
PR % Meteorus pulchricornis RN 2/~ P450 &
() ek i R B0 AN [RRE B 1) 0, SR i e
HE—2AIESE CYP369B3 % 25 A W 1 AR 245 52 1A —
EAEH (Xing et al.,2021) .,

ISR AR Ak ™ B 5 L A T Oy 5 A B A A P
TR, BEE ARERASE , B B AR IR I N MY
R, R AR N AR, KT E A
(heat shock protein, HSP ) J PR 25 1%, i ) )i & [A 4% 52
Ko AN, LR 4 /)N e 1) 46 1~ HSP 3
, 6~ HSP R 7E S A 21 T g 25 B, 23l
K3 a i RARER & 1 B (aB-crystallin, CRYAB) %
2> HSP70 KPR 14~ HSP9O JE [ 5 H i v s i
38 °F i B N PpCRYAB-1 F1 PpCRYAB-2 323k i
36 7%, ¢ W H 5 5 1R i 7 AH € (Lao et al., 2023) o
Xiong et al. (2024 ) 3 iz T4 55 ZH Kt g A 1 A
G/ IR S 7 e DR R 4 X 4 & B, XapS K od
JE79 [ -F (Xap5 heat shock regulator, XHSR ) & ] J&
KL, TP XHSR 5& H 25 H #1755 HSP LA i)
I, I Sk 3 4 A AR e U A . Ak, Guo et al.

(2024) 1E 45 52 45 /N Anisopteromalus calandrae %
5L T2 O A S 2 TP M R 4 A S B IR ) 7 7 3 TR
¥, IR IR TRLR 8 5 HSP SE (K] P450 JER 45 % 45 1
JEH EJH. Zhang X et al. (2020) 18 i3 % 55 2H 44 I
iy 1B R IRIR Y Trichogramma dendrolimiifi & 5
e B REL 22 S ARA B, b e i R AR
Homeobox & [ M SCRAEE 485 kT2 5 H
T

25 LTk, 25 A 0 3 DR A A S T o LR IS
PAHSCEE R R AL T S n e, (H H AT %
B T R DR R 1 R M A, Rk R A A T I
RT3 S PR A AT A WA W R b i B ) R R
YEIBLHIMD A o RIS Bt — 2P HE i iX
SEFL A D BR B TE AL PR R , 20K A B T2 s
N T A MR B 320 6 TR AR 24 S B B
2 5 B AL R AR g e R 3 N A TR DG A
B R R A Sk e R AN T e R B AR
PR
322 FASFARTHHELR

A AR R R A Bl T A A e ) A A )
B, FEAE RS H PDV W A0 SS9 5
R 4y R A A (2SR T 85, 2020) . X457
Az DX RE AR A8 I 2 SR SO, R A R R
ik, DI R 28 AR 0 JE AE G S A AR KBRS . 3
Az R RR S 5 75 AR e 1Y) 23 A 2T PR AR F S R
FHOG, TP 7 A e i T A AN T el s . Ak, R
2 Bt Sk 2 RN 1 20 A 2 A A R AR A2 A A A T
FAHOCHEE R Iy T A 45 T B EH .

BEWR AR VR M 2 2R e ) —Fh DR ST 1 25 2R
FH HE R R bt | JF AR A AR e B AR L 2P 3Rk
LB RV R 1 119 S TR O T R 1 T 40 R B
Ji cDNA SCHE e 45 751 , (X 2675 B AR, M
DL R A SRR R L. S 24 2R
ARBVEE, LTSRN, 27 A4 e B I i s A g
W AR A 45 G R s R e 0 T B AR 1 455
AT 4 SIRANI (15 X, 2022) . #0E HHT, 2
2H 2y vk BV R I 30 Fh A A G ) B TR AR I 2.
57 (Ye et al., 2024) . 40, i ] Kamiyama et al.
(2025) FI FH B B 7tz sk 20N B (1 B L Bk A 19 o i 7
2 TE AR &) A AR 0 H AR TR IS i Asobara
Japonica TV € B> DUF4803 254 5 1 23 1
BRI, XS B MR AR 1 AT B T A T R g e 4
) 240 L TR 1 I R g A , I 2
Bo WA, 24 H AR IR 7 X 80 &
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B2t Z AR B . 10, Ye et al. (2023 )2k H
=4 K ¥ 5t 4 (PacBio isoform sequencing, Iso-
Seq) . Ml i ¥ mRNA il J¥ (cap analysis of gene
expression and deep sequencing, CAGE-Seq) . % 5 i
FALAL S5 (polyadenylation site sequencing , PAS-
Seq) M —AREERE A7 s 2H 45 22 40 2 5 Ok, A
SREE <5 /NI L PR ZH P S T 179 S BEIRIE A, Hrp
138 A ERR LRI ZE BE R T LA 2~24 Fh A i i T X 3
KX T SARARTE BRI s . A
Ye et al.(2023) fFF 5% i & B 75 WK 22 52 1% 25 11 Tl Sk 1A
Serpinl 5§ 8 MFEWIE PRd 13 Fe ik A A= 2 HE AL
M REMEE P41, X AT REE— D 5 TR
It , W FERIE mRNA 5% 5% 19 52 22 F 28
(2R, AT A B P 0 v S it 1 o
B, HRERBIE AW R, b S SRR
R 42 4 7 F & ML R % . Yang et al.
(2024) il Ye et al. (2024 )i of HoH 2 085 4 53 &
PR, A A BRI R ) 22 S B 2, BV
G A — W A A AN (] i 3R 2 TR A AR AR 22
S, X AT BE G RO AF DL S A E R AT AR
A BN,k L (2022) % 21 A~ FFAE R 2 027 4
BEWCEE DR FEAT [ 5 R SR SR 2R A BT, R P
o e A 18 T PR MG 51.3% , T TR AE
FIGETE A 25 HE W h 477 7E . Martinson et al.
(2017)F1 Ye et al.(2022a) 38 2 H A8 4 /N FIF-JE /)N
TR A 53 K B, TEAS 3 300 T3 4R 19 43 At 8]
P FEIX S ZERE 1 27 A 88 v 409% DL EAYEEIRAH 73
R FEE A L3 B i S5 Al b, Ye et al.
(2024 ) 38 izt KL A A0 73 B i 78 2 A R IRCHE D A
U577 A ZREE IR 52 i = R Eh g fl R
BERC FER AKCE 46 8 Fin] A8 49445 . Martinson et
al.(2017) 1 Ye et al.(2022a) W55 45 5 R 7 AE e 2l
VL DR (1 A W AR T R DR R I, B 3 ks
()RR, (AR B B U ) RE Y BE A B4R
ST AL Ry T L DAL, DT S 300 2 T R ) P sk
Ak,

Tl 53 A e 1 DAL 2 v 5 2 N R B T
G, Horb PDV S BN BT AR T 1 e R A o
R} B3R 3 Wy A e | o3 R W 5 B2 R Ichnovirus Fl
R B Bracovirus MK, K PDV KRLF-
TEAF A R IN SE AR 4135 2 NV — I R AR
XUEE DNA 73, I 1025 Az 873 A I Bl O — S Bl T A4
) 7F F & P4 (Strand & Burke, 2014;2015; Drezen et
al.,2022) . T IXELEEE 7 A OO 1 B Ay AR e

PRI 2H v, e o e L A ) i fel AT 2 AR AR T
fifF 13X S8 5 T 41 19 U BE (Burke et al., 2021;
Santos et al.,2022) . HHi[,20 Z 5 PDV 1575 FFE
N FLAR 75 A 0 3 A N B A3 A R AE © B AT
(Leobold et al., 2018; Mao et al., 2022; 2023; Ye et
al.,2024), 4N, fEAE R AL FE N 21 rh , 2R e
2| 102/ ZEHYE BEFE A, 3o UL PR 4 R A AR B R
LSNP SIS R NISNIE NS 2 ¢ e Sl =) i D) 7
B %, FEE S 50 EER T 12 2% (Gauthier et
al.,2021) s A 8 v Be o M AE 3 Sk etk I 0y
249 435 S HEIN IX SE RN B 1 BUE BUAY PR JE DNA
B 2 24 B O B R R AL RO EE T B IR
BHIA S 5 X R e 20 R 2 A
(Gauthier et al.,2021) . Legeai et al.(2020) i i %}
IR S % Hyposoter didymator Fl12EJ&5 147 &5 Ui 6
Campoletis sonorensis 3% H L5 A PR, W04 25 m
I BE I HIA 75 7 B AE JE DR 4L 1 9 20 A BB 0, S
BRI A PR R 2 i HES I AE 6 SRR A IX.
B, X o3 A A R R SR IR B
YA T oA LA RO B 2 AR DGR R 9 T2 73 O 1
AT B, DAY ST G e i R e R S
R EETEIT SNSRI AR R 25 5 Ak,
X PDV J¥ 95 B it e sl 1 X Herh 5L R D g
HBFSE . Blan, il IR AT PDV R 4 751 2
ZPUIIEIIE T 2R E R fUL B RSk
F15 /N RNA (microRNA ) , X Xf T4 78 77 £ 1 5
2F =2 (8152 Z= A AH FAE FIAIL I LR 2 Az B o] s 2
S A HAA A E X (Wang et al., 2018;Gu et al.,
2025; Wu et al.,2025) . BRPDV Z4h, A HAl A U5
PR 227 9 9 A 5 B3 AR i SE D 4 b, 4 Burke et
al. (2018 ) 75 Fof HL 11 7 heg B e SR AT 20 0 e v e B0 1 —
RN TR B IZ N TR B 1 N IR FE S PDV
ANTR], FEAE 8 O S v = A () 2 B AN 75 WU

PIANTERE . U EOITEfs 13 A e L D2 N
THTE I AR 26k

TERRE SRE R 20 SRR/ N SR, — L
HAT NP5 A > PR3 A e 4y R A 52 20 2 A
Gk B SRR MBI RS BN, B2
TR AR 20 il —— W JE 40 i (Strand, 2014) o X 264 fif)
HARENEA TGRSR, R =174
¥, RETRIP A ER e AU AR 7 S5 AR L A
SH A 0] W T A0 L ) e SR AL e, 28 5 Hh — 2R
Z 5P EABOIRE BRI IR AT T A OC A
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ML o B an , 2 P 22 54 % 8 1 30 ) 751 (serine
protease inhibitor, serpin ) J& K 7E 52 1% £ 44 H 1 Cote-
sia vestalis Wi JE AR P 3K, serpin FEH BAT JE45 3
FAPE N AENR QY 2 E I RE (Gu et al., 20215
Wu et al., 2023) . [RIFE b, 2R i 7E 6 F A 41 46
W T 20 B v 2 3, DA 5 Bl HL i A6 77 £ 41 21 (Pang
etal.,2024) . IT4EK, Shi et al.(2022) 55 & LA E

P52 FARW G 20 B A i DL B S 2 R e
Wit 75 AR ) 2 HOR K e R B 22 1) 27 A i
) MUY MR A 1 2 0 4 oK (Pang et al.,2023)

gr bk, IR A 2% 256 ok R H
J2H 55 22 A 2E N BK 5 43 B, ok 2 A 0 2 A DR A O
SR ARG HE S e S 2R AR SR T = )
B, Ry ik S R A D) RE 5 VR FHALHT IR AR ST 1
HETHT 758 R B 2 AR W ) 5 A WL R o
AR AL TR
3.3 ILRERAF

LA PR 2 253 1 LU R R sl A4 24
B & 2R EHE(E D, 1 DNA {7 5 R 28 5L 1R
D7 AR S BEPRRAS 5 B e FE Y 1S 504
et R HE S5HAR S  FE 15 2 S Rk i 2 T )
AR S A R 5 R AT AR AR By e R A DG 1 2
PR K [, DT AT Bl TR A B A o e bR ) i PR 24
WHEIEA . AT, A 2T, B IR R 4
B TR — e 27 AR e S R 24 0 SRR RRAE L 2 5
PR e A R MR IRAR SC Y S IR, 3 R i B A M oA
PR RN BT A A P Y A A S R L L o AL T O
WHE -
331 FATHAR

T ) P A AR e R R A 5 A A 2 AR 1 AR
F R LRI, AT DAt 7 A A e PR 21 1) — s g
FEAE , DT IIIR R 2 A > P A U DA 2 A e 22 R 1
AL LA B FRAR . 9140, Oeyen et al.(2020) 3
o UL PR 2H 5B e B, 5 Db R R e B A
e, 2115 R % Orussus abietinus J5& K 2H A1 HAD 27 4= i
FENH BRI T — IR LN RA 7, 1X R W] Rh7
FERTE R 5 B A AR sy e e & %
B o BEAh, Oeyen et al. (2020) it & #8725
Hex70c AU EJE LK Hex110 25 F P A A BEG & = 1Y
el e 5 7 AR S MR AR IR A ¢ . He et al.
(2025) 10X 131 FhBEH B B HUgEA7 KA L A Bk
PRIZH 73y 2 B, 28 A 0 6 R A1 AR A AR MRS H R
RIS TP J PR G T A 5 R B G

PEAR SRR IR R IR T — SR AR A e R R B
TR MY BN G , N 45 a8 2 1 il PR SR M A 2 A e
th AR B 2 TR A AR A AR R b B
Z WA AR I AL 16 1> 4 A SR DY S0 R
By MR AR B UZ KR S U 2 AN 545
I AMZ I DR G E 27 A W rh RS 38 g [ o
FEHNFER R R R m R, R TRES
B IIHE

332 AR E%

3 T P AL DR 20 43T e R — e 2 AR W SR R R R
TR X R T A I A A AR 0 v PR 2H A3
PR AL, BN, A G fAE 2R AE W) GRS O
S 2 SE R IARR 5 B RIS 22 IR SR HANR 247 I )
FE PR AE — AL BE 5% 55 456 Cotesia chilonis | 55l V4 #
B BE A 2 rh R | SO &R A Y6 U I T T
R AP A A 0 AL PRI 2 2 T 2R T B U 2R
IBEJI (Ye et al.,2022b) . Ji5 SEY 27 AR B AR P 57
YRR, AR 3 B8 A A i A S R 1Y 35 97 A
HJCHEAFG , UERRS 20 M 1 27 A e 5 I A SRR 5
T AR o8 G Y A R T AREE Chilo suppressalis %
PRI 2H BA 58 B RS iR 5 & Ae , L2y 2k ey 2 ]
559 R EIERR AR AR A FRIR AR 1k, 39 i ifn bk 2
rhlfE g AR i, AT R A A I R B
FeF7 3k (Ye et al.,2022b) . H4h, Zhao et al. (2025)
T R RFBLAY LU EE P 21 43 F & 30, 76 23 FPoES N F
A A TR A AR B R 2 TP e R T BB R A A
KPR SRS PR —— B B )i 8 1 (vitellogenin, V) 5
DAL, 5 3o o A A g Sl ik 2 B 1) B9 8 25 2 AN A
MG m BEAH G RGEK B TR B, Vg SLPA Y ik
JAEWE I SR N SRR AR ol A T
205, B T2 EE S, Zhao et al.
(2025) W55 K B, TEIX BE T Vg PRI i) 27 AF e Bk
PRI 2 rhad s TR0 Vg B I s K 3 B0 LAY
ZRIEH VgR WA R B b & AE SE R B R R R
TFITIRS S B 1 = Y25 by A8 S S AR Ak 3 S R 24 A
S B R BOX KT EMEAE G K& B IR 27 RN
B IR MORRE B S 2 00, Fe PR B T A A e 3
AT AR A T ) BE R 2H T AL AR AR
333 HRAER

o RZIE TR B2 S e SRNTIE 8 7/E il SRR VN
R, IR NI R P A AL B A
— Xu et al.(2021)3d@ i LE T R B, A/ N 25 A
e 25T A5 I IR e R 2 e L B e ry PR 4 v, 259 L |
14 B DR e B L e 1 B TR e e, Horp
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38 AR [ 7 3 7 Aol /N A8 2 A e 5 D] 2 e S
B AL, XS R S R R A K R
K/IN) Hippo {5 5 18 [ . Hedgehog 15 5 1 i#% Fl Ras
M, ARV R G R B TR
W, AR A/ INEE AL st R v Z2 iy B, JEHAE
B SRHR I A i SRR R H UL (Xu et al.,2021)
) i A5 I MR e R A e R DT e v e S fom R A A 1) 2
FIAR AT B2 J PR AP A 7 A A 28 S s (AR B T G4k
FEDITEAN TR v S SR, DA T 4 20 2 2 0 ¢
FEFRA A (Xu et al.,2021) .
3.3.4 RHE AR R A Hen

2R R 8 G Wolbachia S5 34 A W52
Wi, 2 A e — S LR B T CHE AR A A IS, BN
W7 Ik B A Py e A T g — A 23—
SO PR AR FEAH DG I PR 22K, G e 4 48 52 T A8
BeJE A=A 2 G O A . i e A= 5 U7 U AN [H]
B Ao s R P 6 R A T LA 78 DA 2 2 B 1) T
A B 2 7 %ok 5 DR AL A S i), 328 TR i I A R
FRER MR BT 18 A5 SRl . 911 101, Kraaijeveld et
al.(2016) X} ¥ J& /NFR I8 B8 Leptopilina clavipes W
Tl LB B i 2R 0 A BE R 20 P 9 AT LA e A B, 5
PR 5 R A, TR AR AR R 16 SRR
WA ERAS, Horp 1S AL et AR 7l R G e
SRR, 1A BEPR e ME M S 0 2 v s 3k HE
XA B 5 HARR AL 6. AR, Ma et al.
(2021)7E H A TFRE i 0 e vh 35 Y 15 ST RE S
HHRIBIE A CHYFE R . SR Lindsey et al.(2018)
T AR IR AT P RGE S 2R o & BRA b i 3
PR AL ARAE , O ER B) TCPE & RN E )P 5 =
AR, LRI R, Jot A B X AN [F] 25 A e
FE R 2 I S A A7 AR B S 22 5, X R e T A AR e A AR
B 7 A AR R Y 2R

WAL, ERREE D 38 T2 F T35 A e 21 2t
FEH, T4 75 e PR A R/ IN A T AR DA R g A e
FIHA7 R A5 AE L 55 (Yang et al., 20215 Ye et al.,
2022a;Liu et al.,2024) . &2, ALK 2 2= 78 3F
AR S S T B R AR R T
34 BHEEESAZ

FEARSE D 2 2= 5T 4 T TR [l — P R oA [a) Fof
FEAEFE DR 202 T AR S5, 3l o AR REZE5 4 | SR TR
$F AN T A R 5t A% TR AR A5 OC R PR 2R R B WA
AT B HB PR AR DL 5 R R R A S 11 3
DRI o RS HHTAR 22 25 A I Rl © 3R A5 5 o i
S I I S22 B i TREACRSE DFH

AL BARg5 ARESREAE 22 07 T S B X e e 2 2R
BEE AR 11 4 i PR A B 0 P T 5 A5 /0, SR A AR I
PRI 2 2 7 2 A e Sl i o ARG AT R . ZE AT B 5%
T KRS PO AR DR A 2 e i LA SR I . B,
Li et al.(2024) X A T8 = RS FR T LA KA )
FH R 5 1Y) 542 Sk AR A0F A 0 gk A7 1 4 R DAL 2 o )
¥, B HRASE 5 5 K P[] e TS AR P e A e B AR
AT BT A= KRS A MR () 152 A% Z2 R 7 A fR T R
e, (HL [ SR 65 A R KA FH BB AT AU A 4 BT A R A
SR I8 G AR BRARIT e fh , HAth ¥
A PR S DR 2H 2T 5 32 A A A A e
4E 4 /NI o ) 4, Pannebakker et al. (2020) 1 Xia
(2020 )4 B 358 PR 20 5 5 4 R DR 20 SCHK A3 B AR 4G
B B S E T 55T B A 4 /NI T ) 3 B MR TR
WEIE AR S AL o5, E— 2040 B T X 5 A etk
FEHEAT R AE L] AN
3.5 HFEHIEERIR

H AT, A7 A e 2H 7 B o0 Ui T 25 0 2
i, O 2R B0 ST R S 25855 . NCBLEE
Ve AT, L7 45 ST A W I 2 2R TR] A 2 [
PRl 5] & 5] (Science Citation Index, SCI) 45 &
P EHE LS DR I 500 T TR, £ 25 A 5
Ay (HH: 3 AR S WA A AR B s i s T
DK A0 955 7 A e A 2 A A TR A EL R S A T AT
AT RS ] 5 0 B B A A A A AR B i i A 2
Bl G = 2 R PNE R B BN GE H 4%
FIH o 5 Z X P& NGDC £ dfg e, R4 T 3R 15
P43 SCI A TA T, {H G J 7. A [B) A5 L, 50 e 7 4
IRE v AN e 3 B AT B, A A0 5 /0 1 5 A i
2R AR, R I A 2 A e A 2 5 T rT
Rede Tt

B IR ZRG A RS, InsectBase 2.0 fF
M 2240l e K Y A 2R B P 2 — , B RTISCR I R R
PP BB 2 000 B, 25 R A SR I A e
PR A s et 3004, IS (I 2 11 J5 20 A ik DA LA
KA AR gAY RNA B DR iE R 5 s e B 5 B L 4K
P2 se R | e i m , HOHOHT S, nT /R R 25 A i
A IFE Y B R JR (Med et al., 2022) . T i5k
Workspace AR f& i A8 i (1 B AL 220 T 5 2
— B G B = T 4E 37 (Poelchau et al., 2018) .
JEEER H S5 DR A B0 R A 116 R B R L, T 55
BRI A W R Y e SO A 2R, I PR AR Y
M T H, R AT /E 4 InsectBase 2.0 A4 &0k 78 5%
Ui (Walsh et al.,2022) . IHAh, I AH —LL IR AL FFA: 15
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PG/ VB 13, QiR Al AR 25 R G s
A WE BT 6 09 1800 P2 ParWaspDB L) S 71
KA A 1Y WaspBase B4 2, (H H T4 C 457 1 3 5
FI4EH" (Chen et al.,2018) . 3 4h, 754 M FE R 1
T Y A5 1 BB )% iVenomDB Hl iSalivaomicDB
Bye A, 3 ok ar A e EE R JRORE DG S AR AL T
I H (Chen et al.,2023; Zhang et al.,2024) .
4 RE

UTAEA , BEAE 4 200 P HOR B PR i R T
N, PR A 2E A 5T 2 1805 31 25 28 i A W2 E i 45
SR, MR HESh T ARG & . T LR A 3
P2 TR AR SCAE A 2 iR L5 000 Fl B HL )
THI A R I DR 2 140 B HA AT 20 2 Al e 3t 4
BT, K iR T 1) A e I DR 21 B R e A
LPLBAERE K A (Ye et al.,2024;2025) . R
A B DR A1 B8 1 A AR ) B (B AR
() 4325 B0 2 T Rk DRI 20 5000 1) 7 25 B O T A AE
8 R 7 P 42 (Ye et al., 2024) , ELIRF I Ky 4
RZE T TAESE b Tt SRR N SR )
o, 0T At SRE R e R | e R AR
R SR N AT D o SRR S48 0 Y 43 AR
AMLFRE T XA A e R 558 B G FR W A TH HR A,
TE—E R LR T A A 0 L SR R A 2 5 ) 4
TP, 90 5 A AT R R S 2 A I R A ARl A5 5T
B2 B, WF ST PN 2 VA A U Al 2 N
b, R SRR I R B & S = . Ak, RS H
TP A e e DT 2L 00 P P A ot 8 R SR S A R R
TR L FE AR B, (EG AR TR AR /N LA i e DA 3R
()2 A e, LI LN TAR m s Pk ik . H
i, F ] PacBio F1ONT M 545 AR LA S 4= BE PR 2 7 3
A7k, BRSO DNA 4 =5 o SE R 200 ) 5
H%E AHIX S FE T REAELE DA I A1 DR 3 g
7y 5 75 4 28 XS (Adams et al., 2020; Ye et al.,
2020b; Jia et al., 2023) . JuH & A7 A= i 4 dak , AU A
1 LI ZE 1), 37 AN Ko SR e S A = A ) I AF SR TR A
(Ye etal.,2020b) . AU, i B ARTE Z A 6 v 1% 1o HH
B THRIHBY B, AR d A A AR 9 KRl
30 [, DA sl AR A AR e L DR 41 24 TP B AR
W o

A A WL DR ZH B (AR RN R G kA R ) R
FER AL T B LA . H T, CRISPR Cas9 %5 56 A
2 i R A A W ) 1S TS A F A A B B AU
T /0 KAy A e W) BF A (Li et al., 2017; Bai et al.,

2024) , X FECR ZHA AL D TR —E—2K
SR B S JFFVRHE 0T R G R B T LA Rk
IRBEAGE , 1 H8 40 2 A 4 T fig 2 R 41 2 i BT AR
RAGEE KT IREHLE] 1R A AT A AT R (Ye
et al.,2024;2025) . A, iR 5 #8758 3 (1) 2 A 1
TIREFE R 20 2= AR R, A4 BE R Tt Sk I g
AR,

BEAR , R0 Y 5 A I D 2 0 9% R B A T A S
DR ZH B8 42408 5 L A e i O 1, AT D iR v
TR 20 ) HC R S 24 43 BT, TR LA 2 22 e 5
SERAFHR A TEA R 2T e b . A,
AT L o 3 DR A Bl R B, R B A S 2
FEMILH A 2% AN % R A2 LA )
P F G2 2 AR TR E TR 2
K 241 IR A WIFTE 70 00 R A 2 R BT 1
P, T T 4 IR A MBS 25 A e B 2= A A TG 3
Je 2 REPE AR N ZEBL T
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