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Abstract The long-term and extensive use of insecticides has led to increasingly severe insecticide resistance, which has
become a major challenge for both agriculture and public health. Significant progress has been made in recent years on
understanding the molecular mechanisms responsible for insecticide resistance, particularly physiological resistance (including
metabolic resistance and target-site resistance). This article summarizes both the current state and existing problems in
research on the molecular mechanisms underlying insecticide resistance, and proposes directions for future research, including
multi-resistance, resistance to RNA-based insecticides, high-throughput detection technologies, and the evolutionary patterns
of resistance.
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Fig. 1 Distribution of reported insect species with resistance to insecticides

A HEFEEIN CAGE R B P it R dos; B, ECARE R R H R 2 vk R R e
A. Global distribution of reported insect species with resistance to insecticides;
B. Distribution of reported insect species with resistance to insecticides in China.

A CAn4Di R A RS . A LRSS . BT ImaE 55 )
FAEYI AR BA (NP5 = & AR ). Hp
oM o ™ A F R /DN Plutella
xylostella . Bk#F Myzus persicae il — B M- B
Tetranychus urticae, Z3r3%} 104, 97 Fil 96 Flii
HIEMER AP (£ 1) (Payumo et al.,
2024 ); DA 5 Musca domestica FlliR Az {7
i Aedes aegypti .73 5% 66 F1 46 Fi 2% g P A
A WAL /X

EWE AR K E, B2 1k A8 [F R 258
tho MRHE APRD WATE2GH, RETCA 90 F
S0 200 P 0| FRa o P i s N AP 22 N S I 3 270 S N
FEEEH RS 2 53.3% (& 1: B). #8id 70%
RAOE B, i/ fi4S H Helicoverpa
armigera, —fLIF Chilo suppressalis. #HSCk
Spodoptera litura., %5 Aphis gossypii. KA &l
Bemisia tabaci 7351 X i izt 20 R S Py
Afite (£2) (Payumo et al., 2024); TIEE
B2 d 20%, GNREEELC Culex pipiens pallens
XTHARR A WE 2 PiPE T 2, H S Aedes
albopictus 7EAERFHBIX PP & J il (Lietal.,
2021b ),

F1 HREERERGERFRSH I0MER
Tablel Global top 10 insectswith the most
reported cases of insecticide resistance

AMEPE -
Ak S
. Number of eS|
Species .

active Cases

ingredients
/N Plutella xylostella 104 1099
#e4F Myzus persicae 97 522
T BEM- 4 Tetranychus urticae 96 558
14 B\ Bemisia tabaci 72 934
Hii44 H Helicoverpa armigera 55 892
T8/ B Sk 1 Rhi pi cephalus microplus 50 562
Rl ik Spodoptera litura 47 734
B KAt Aedes aegypti 46 662
Tt =% 1 Spodoptera exigua 43 693
M EE 2 W Meligethes aeneus 15 518

IR [ e o 5 T2 PR L 5 B
2y | st F RERE PG SR D T T
PR, (A THiPEin B = 201k, aBkE
BTG PEAT AW B4
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F2 HERENAMURGREZH I0FMER
Table2 Top 10 pestswith the most reported cases of
insecticideresistancein China

AIIEEE 5o e

Species NL:?tbiS/re of Nug:s):; of
ingredients
/NI Plutella xylostella 35 465
}i44 Ht Helicoverpa armigera 34 172
4k Chilo suppressalis 28 226
FiF Aphis gossypii 28 135
RE % Spodoptera litura 26 216
4 Bemisia tabaci 21 135
Tt =% 1k Spodoptera exigua 20 264
#5 & &\ Nilaparvata lugens 18 338
H 7y K E| Sogatella furcifera 11 163
JK K\ Laodelphax striatellus 10 73

2 EHMZAENHTRGLR

S SO AT o v I e S S o Wl 71
( Behavior resistance ) Iz B4 ( Physiological
resistance ) i RZE (K 1: A, B),
21 fTARHENSH

1T R B PE 4 B U o ol AT B Ok
A 55 24 R fih , A5) 40 E  dg he F4BL SR A g
HEAEAS N ( Excito-repellency ), s @ fi#H H 3=
Bl 2D B IX S5 A OCR AT Bt at
FEM 20 tH2g 40 AEAER . & iR, (Hib R ZZ1E .
M\ 20 28 80 A4 E HAFF Uy , X1 /)N ik Blattella
germanica, MR S e S5 AT Bk
S T —RINELEHE,

AT B T 43 Sy S AR A 78 0 S ) AR
RUPE , BRI BT T R Be v 48 TR dUs
Wy AR B | R st 1 Oy 2R A IR sk SR
PE, 51 & R B RO R g, 38558 6 % HU)
(R ATRE 1 IE et /D H fk, AT Bk S B o ANAE
1988 AF B YOULEE 21 1 ] /)N e B AR e Xt 36t
WORREF A, W RB5ia 8O T %

( Wada-Katsumata et al., 2011 ), #F—Ef58%

B, XTFHURAVEE, R D-A A e g
HOLHTR SZ s 2 o0 5 |5 R s (BAEBTE A
HErh, D-AA NG 1 EHORAZ (A 28 50 [m] s o
TR Z R 2T, BRI A R A T R
Ptk ( Wada-Katsumata et al., 2013 ). H4b, &
MRS A 8 H LmOBP11 RENE B 4R 48 Bl 7=
AR R YR CBE, DT 3 Ao 5 4R T 4 ik
( Zhang et al., 2023 ), Itoh, —SER A, i
WO, M RMAIIE S, vl i@ I AT R
( Grooming )& R A& T F B 5[] A4 3R 14 )5t
A4, I Z2 B0 90 8 R = AR AT o
Ptk (Shang et al., 2023), JERIBIKH AT H
Uk Al eI H 58 R AT AR 2/ A Ak i |
(ZRHEMEHK, 1998), FEER R OTAGEM
AT e AR R R BREE , H AT B2 AL
TP BIFFEARNT B = o A7 At B R F 3l 2 5%
TR e RS, TR A A R
Mo BT, X R AT et KL T
LA GO A FRPTE FSRRA, SR 247 R0
PERHLTR AN, 28R USSR AETT A
FIFEIR, XEFAT ISR . WG58 A LT ik
T A% o 308 [ 0 2 L /D | G i Yo b LR 5]
( Hubbard and Gerry, 2021 ). WA X AE YN 4
%Mk ( Valbon etal., 2022) MFT AHLHEHLAEIS,
XEHES A it — IR AW SY . HOR, 1Trohditk s
A BRBOME A TR R 4 20 . B TR Rl
[ H s Z AT L, A7 AP 5 A B AT
REIRIB A7 7E , (0 38 & S AR 7R A BAE A S E AR
BLRIIATERE o P, ARRBFSE R 75 & A U
MIAT R AT ITHOR , TREERLG 2R W2 5 AR AR
7%, AT RPTTE rFAL SOH AE
otk ry B AENLE]

2.2 SEHEHHENEH

A PR R B SR X S5 ORI Bl P R B
— RIS, % B HUAR N B 2 i AL
i, AR B | AU E AR T =
R (B 2) FEEDIMEE T R R AR &
3 B BRI S ORI B RO T, AT
A ARt R i AR U A R ) e A A
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Resistance of dermal penetration

RMEA . CSPHMIHRIL s 1 g ot e 1 g
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insect integument % -§< HEH R K E % ] Bl 5AR @ %
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= N H :
% | EEAKTHER o4 B Ay ]
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Fig. 2 Mechanisms of insecticide resistance

7 A AR BT D) 308 Ao s 2 1 1) 65 4 8 3 3 o
TR ARG A% HR AR AR A BRI RE A5, 31X = 2841
N LR IS i o e AR o T
221 REFETENSG TR RN
(R ZEL 5y, B M LT BULF 4 ek 4 g
(Ren et al., 2023 ), j&E RUHRANSM ARG IR i A
YRR A EE SR B R SEE Pt R R
$8 110 2 Hz 235 ¥ 40 A T RE DA T Uk 2% B BHL 1 A% B
FIHEA R AR, 2 B O A BRI = AR B L
il 22— ARy T (] b e v Rk R R
CP9 i CP83, ‘FHEUHLFREHMIE, MM
WhR 114 252 375 1) o R, 0 TR s e bR A T
(Heetal., 2023 ), IT4ERMIBIFAI, Bl
S B ETI A D R AR, iR oY
% W% Spodoptera frugiperda SfruCSP1 i
SfruCSP2 7ER MRk, AeA AL &4 HA,
BIFER K 23N T —A~orFBr b, 2Rt
WG | FE SRR BN U AE A HOR Y 2F 75 44 ( Wang
et al., 2024 ), B HUEREZMZERE RAROCT)BE
AR IR P A P A BT R A AR R R Y
YrBE 5 5y B

H A Z 50 58 46 b X B — % | 1 gk
2T R P I BERRAIE , B = XX — & 4% 5 B

SRR . R, BRI 2 R i sk 4 2
ST R 2E AR R SRR, B L i R 4
W28 Z Hb ST 3R B aE Uk B S 4
HAE DO LR B RO F B, X —HLHITEA [F]
MR R BAA S, A T2 i R G
FFERAESE .
222 RigtHrEsE B A R E R
i 3 A AR AR B K ANIR A B A W  A RAR
BEBCTCEE ), DR AR H 50 Y BB - 3%
— i R AR T R R R R R A, AR A
B & P450 ZIIREA ML ( Cytochrome P450-
dependent monooxygenases, P450), 2Bt HAK S
W ( Glutathione S- transferases, GSTs ). &
MR g fitf ( Carboxleseterases, CarEs ). R W
ik 75 75 M % R 7% % i ( UDP glucuronic acid
UGTs ) UL & ABC #% iz H H
( ATP-binding cassette transporter ) %5 ( Kshatriya
and Gershenzon, 2024 ), iX e A AL . 7K fiF
sAEAE R BB BRIy, R HOK T,
T2 0 X6 HEHE A 7 figp B R R o X SOEE A AR A A
FIEFER gty , 4L HRULE AR A
KA EA AR RITIGE . 25 4 B Qi i 2 R e
Prik R A AR Gk, DT 9 B H ) i 75 e

transferases ,
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7 oSBT A A 2 il 22 PR 0o SRk AL 3 22
A IFZ A ( Gene duplication ), sy H40H
( Enhanced transcription ). & K & 4% ( Gene
mutation ) DA MK H 4 ( Horizontal gene
transfer, HGT ) 55 X EEHLHIAUI S, ZHEAEHT,
] REAH B PR, 2[RI AK S 3 R A B2
HE AL
2221 EEEFNTSHRERE EHEEH
e PR 2H R R A DL I, BRI R
A PR] A2 T 308 3 o 5 T R R 1 DL, il H SR
beg =) | A Y N1 TS B e S [ S R R
(Remnant et al., 2013 ), f#aERmEER )& H 2
B UE A A RGP A A R AR AR B
SAERR I o & B B4 5% FE4 R EESE R Y14 S 30bk
SoF A AR | 3 Y TR T FHADL ISt 4 T 55 15 A T
R A R BTHE , ORISR Y I R bty
PER RIS (Field etal., 1988 ), [FIFELERkLF
Hr T P450 LK CYP6CY3 43 % 18 ME I,
FPEOZIEH AT FRIR 22 4%, IR F AR % B
F7= A GO, R IRAEAO A R
P450 JLH P 1 S EHT 2 ( Puinean et al.,
2010 ), (EAFERERR, EflEERW AT LIk
A AR, TR R AR AR, X ORGSR —
A EORUR, R R A N PR T A Y 3 A
( Conant and Wolfe, 2008; Kondrashov, 2012 ).
14N+ K&\ Nilaparvata lugens 141 il €4, 2 P450
BEIN CYPOERL Tt AN b e A= S il 7 A= A
&0l ( Zimmer et al., 2018 ), HgeasRIFE Nl
CYPGERIVA 1EJIEYIIRBIAL L T318S . A375del
M A376G KA, PR A AL HU™
TR, FEfHAERYEE DL CYP6ERLVL R
YIRS T176K (S346A Fl V4361 52745 M|
iy CE & UG A T R KEPLME (Duarte
etal., 2022), fHIXLLfpafgE N e N Py
BEPIBILE AT
2222 BHBFPKFFENSHREGTE 3
T P 3 i R B AR T 1 DG B o - AL
Z—, A I i R T R 1 SRR KT T R
Infg g i aY i, MG 5 B HO0 % B B 4G4 g
73 ( Muthu Lakshmi Bavithra et al., 2023 ), X—

BT I 52 2% () SR 4 I 2% A48 I ol 4 7T
RS . EER TS S 2421

LR ST RIGHAEE S5 T R
Fit 2 DR 1 7 S T4, ) AN SR 1. Spodoptera
exigua MY%E KT CneC/Maf i 454 R sh 1
R E A S IR T CYP321A8 Iy 33k, S
TR X A AL 285 1) B A0 LR 0L 5% 1 2 iR 2 1) 5
FAE R AR R ER Y T AU . R
Tribolium castaneum ( Kim et al., 2022 ) Fiub
-4 Tetranychus cinnabarinus( Wen et al., 2023 )
Hr, K% AZ 1k HR96 BN A HURIE , i my
T U A BRI R SR, S EOX PR B3
BRI T SR i R A B

FAN, — S5 SR AR Al T e s A 7 I
FEN TR AP, I MAPK {5518 %
HEY) ERK A p38 il id %4 53¢ A F CREB 2 111
f 2z skt (HIHEIf S CYP6CML 3
g shFa5a, Iz EinRL, 5
SICHR A T L Hf ™= A= B KP4 ( Yang et al.,
2020 ),
2223 HRFRABENSHKERE 25
PRI R RGBT ) A 2 —, FERAE
£ RNA B8 58 G 2N 2T . AR T4 5
T, SR JE VR A LA oy TR | R ARG R
02 AR A, BB NS I e R SRR B RS i T AME
M, DR R AR R R R ) R RO, M RR
AP . HATE 2 MIE M) FEA LT HA
ﬁﬁ:

—EdESn RNA RSN, /) RNA

(miRNA ) JE—F IR N e &Y, EEAE
B S Ja KO SR R AR 3 R A 63 o N KRR L
Xof Atk S BT PE A novel miR-1517 W2 i,
fff3 HERRE ] CYPECML 35 il Feik, S8t
Nt SRR Frg £ A 7 3 i AT = 2 B 5 Rk A S
fh RNA ( IncRNA ) Inc-GSTul-AS il it 5 /N3 i
GSTul 19 mRNA JE & A #E 454, Bk T
miR-8525-5p LG ALaL, Al 7 HXT GSTul it
PEFE , NI T /N2 e G R Y o e i b
(Zhuetal., 2021 ),
TR A M . N6- IR T R B9 L Ak
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(m6A ) JEEAZAY) mRNA 3 WG, 1
HrEl CYPAC64 LA i 5'-UTR X —> fi 48
ELFAET meA WITRBIN AT, %A A H 2
b330 CYPAC64 (1) 2 5 (e R Ky sUGT 3  k
R HFRIE R P A T hiiE ( Yang et al., 2021 ),
A I 5E #B R E I T 3 26 WLt 14 15
Wi 5 T A DG i 22k R ek i e S e s, (1
A& HUGRI 3 2 an el s maE 4t RNA Y358 2
il sh H A B, HRTiR AE 2.
2224 EBEARTHNEHREME HRERA
S B PRI T v Ak 1 B A AL 2 — ,
SO fift B T 25 W S T RE AR, B i R
HOF AR o S8R B & A A il B T 1 3
B8 RIS A B R AR e ARG IR, 33
it TP R R | AR S 1 AR B R R
73 =/ T e e L EP O o Nt FE 0
WF5E & B, k3 EL P450 CYP6CMI 1Y A387G
AR W 55 0 M G BT IR 2 A AR B B K
RO A E % 2 AR I G A T T 6
CYP6CMI HJEEMIR A AT 5 PRANAIMAR N SE 50 34
HESZ, BB T CYP6CMI1 X M w2 4% it
FURIACIEE M, SOy EUX Nk e bR B e 7
A=A 610 #1211 5K FLPE (Pymetal.,
2023 ); # KEL, FRIUBE RIS 7 FRHRR
FRIEBEA G/A151D F1 W271L 5878 ] i) 2 PR AR
FRBRAGEME, [RIA$2 = A LB K R B TG 1, 23K
LT 35 X6 1l AR A MO J ) 7K P R K v
AT =425 (Cui et al., 2011), Bt X H7E
HE V25 HAEY b RE M B A pr R T Re
EHSE, ABCA2 JEK H T Tntransib % J 14
ABIHEZRA, S5 ABCA2 & 1Al e A5 BB AR
% Cry2Ab FEPEM T AR, SO K 800 iRk
Trichoplusia ni %} Bt X H1 8 1 Cry2Ab =4 E 7k
SEyitE (Yangetal., 2019), JEH 2748 i B 4%
U it BE T 25 R AN DI B, (o R L R Rk i 1y R
AR R aA , (E 5 m] BESE R T Y 1E AR B )
fg,  INTTHE R AH R 1S A AT o
2225 KXFEEBEEBNTSHRERE KT
SRR — AR e ) B AT AL o 7
B, ZKOT-5E RS 04 i B Il 3k R 2 SRR FilE

Vs AEY) o B HGE o B R st R ) B RS AR A
AN iR T3 R Sk LT, AR g 0T 2% e 7 A
Py AR U A A W A5 A T A i g
XML S8 T T s R BRI, Ry B A ik
HALIRAE TR iR is, Wag R T HANEA
Yy 35 1Y BE T

H A K V-5 8 5L X Y D RE (W Ik 9% 2 22
£8P TE B RO A FA A A P T, AR L
Wt HGT M R4S T Byobl S5 5% i 5 [
PMaT1, 123 P Za At 110 Tk FIE 605 11 1 oA 17%) TR — Tk
AR, DT B2 APRATE 40y 975 A e 0 2 A 7 40 T
FEXHR B A ME (Xia et al., 2021), A%
HGT Z5 B B 4% B i A S bt 2451 1)
FFE i A WLARGE
2226 BHBEEZEFNSHRERE B
B A A A R O A PR, — &
i B AR A 38 A A R 5 R R A BT
250, 491120 5 i 2% Riptortus pedestris i i 34
F1F 52 FC B Burkhol deria m] K % IR B i [ A S ot
SRR TCTEY) 3-H BL-4-fS LK Y (3M4AN, H
ARG ), W ILHTeG e S e g )]
SEEPKE 3MAN HE AR AR DLk S A B R
M, BEAERE T A G R, B T sl 27 ( Sato
et al., 2021 ), A7 IE A P 2R A P ]
3 o R A TR R 3 i 3 A v 2k L bt HE bk DA
T 1 i I X Lk FROMR P (Lv et al., 2023 ),
TR I VAR T T A R IR TR Y R A 1 0 T
A HEFNAFCEEE ST, M3 F Rtk
KBS M UF Stobion miscanthi Y R K A B
Hamiltonella defensa fit I ¥ 75 319 GSTs #
CarEs 1T, FARIHOOHR v B ntk doobk . 1 2 pKoFn
TR e O BURSE (Lietal., 2021a ), {H B
K, A RIERS 52K AGRIBTEILE F 5T 8
XA, Fiakh, T RRGERMRE L, W
Z 5 AN R e A i A A AN,
I, X7 ST IR A e — 20 s, i
il e AR B Bl VA BT 2 M AR AR
2227 RMENHHARLAIESHkE 2R
FEAC PR AL T B 52 5 1 © 22 U TR Z E %
PR, (BRAFTEF 2R 24, o8, XFRED
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532 5 AP ) A 75 il 25 DR 1 3R 3 T4 I 4%
v AR T A AR , ALFE X7 SRk ST R I 4 R B H:
PETEMLE] , e 55 BB A% A6 1 PR 1 B Lo
PLTIAE RSN R G, X LR AL AN 7]
TR AR RSFEANE R, R, XFR—R
HFBLE, A 2 M REREN S, 3
FIRF SR K22 U IR A MR I N 2 5 T bk, 1
AN ) 32 PR B 1 %) ik v AN A, R R A
B R BRI 7 X L A I R 2 R)
FEEDEER . #ATRAMIS . Ji5h, B
A A A S AP B E B S , (F HLAE ) Fof
TP R R P | R T L B T e g g s 3
A B DI R, G B PR
223 EBERIUENE  EARPUMERISH T AR
FUVE FHARBR () 2540 S A= e, T 30K HU) S5 8 b
25 AR T I 5 | RS 1 B SR BT 2 1 . SEAR i
FE IR A | B BT Rk A L BT
H, Hp LR AR VALFE SR AR | 2 RAR
B 2R FMBN3 2848 o WHSEARPTYEHL K] A8 A
A B4 7% B O 28 HUFRE I 1 14 401 S A
] Ry e 1 I B SR I 1) AR Ak B 25 F & AR LR
2R

2231 MMIRBEARTNEMRGHE 0%
% ( Single mutation ) JE45 F MR B 4 T 2L
FOPRER (P LR R A AR, B S A
T 3 R BB B T R 25, (250 SRS G e
T TR BT o 55878 2 f i A 2 B
FAG e 2 WAERRPTHENLT , 72646 2 It IR el i
(AChE )., ML T#8E il (VGSC)., y-
RHATM (GABA) Zik, e T 321K (RyR ).
HA B 2, 18k B 32 7K ( nAChR ), &5 101 il 3% &
(OR)., JLT &R 1 (CHS1) ZR M E4
AEFERPELFMREZME, 41 AChE (1)
G119S 2278 S HR 2 JF 15 Culex pipiens FlX] HAE
iz Anopheles gambiae X2 5k H R IR S A% H 5]
B AR m AP (Weill et al., 2004 );
nAChR 1) R8IT ZEAFHENS [ AILAZ A5 itk Hampk i1y
SER ST, S EOWk X At d ek PR A s KO B
(Bass et al., 2011; Puinean et al., 2013 ); VGSC
/) kdr 2€748 (L1014F ) S350 80 % E I Culex

quinquefasciatus X 58 4 I = 4=t 45 K P Bt ok

( Maestre-Serrano et al., 2020 ); RyR F¥J 14790M/K
G 7 S BRI S M Rt e 24 2%t 3 7 A v A F
KK it ( Wang et al., 2020 ), XEEHF5T
VI R AR BN AR B E AR s Pk
2232 BREZRARTHENSHRAYE £
RS (Multiple mutations ) 245 [A]—#E AR &5
(1) Z2 AN RS A A A o 267 i R B 58 A8 1
HEHAMRIEN, &S 808 S d:. #iln,
W58 &, — Ak Chilo suppressalis F a4t 1
BERY RyR [AIRFETE 14758M . Y4667D/C . G4915E
M Y4891F SFZ AN, Hf Y4667D 5
14758M XN 5 78 A G 0 = A M0 G o 24 Y I e

(1542.8 %), WREBEER (487.9 %) U
HmERE (290.1 £%5) PAEREAKCEUE, BES
TR B SHWHPE (Huang et al., 2020 ),
1 B B Drosophila melanogaster H1, VGSC
(1) L1014F Fp.58 5 G 35 MR LG 05 48 TR 1 47t
PEARF] 10 7%, HBZEAE (L1014F+M918T ) AJ
5 B IR 6 VR A R ¢ A A BUSE ( Wang
etal., 2023), HIy=4:B] Super-kdr $ittt. HAf,
2 97X BT P 9 IR W) AR ] 32 22 ¢ A TE [l — B0 bR
SR PR GEAR N A Z ], 2 3 58748 F 8 Bt
PRSP I L — 57, (EX 2 588 PRl AE
FHECOE mKEHUHE R LG B A s = 6151
2233 EBIREREART HARHKRAE (Target-
site deletion mutation ) F&$8 FUARFL R K& A= 340 7
Gk, SR A gt 8 I 25 B RE R AR B
FOAR KR S AR AT figaE A A AR AR ) O B
IR al ARk /K, DI I 55 2% B3k S 41
FRIVZS A RES] o 5 RRAHEZ R EAR, Bt
e GEAR I P S B2 W S R G A A, T BT
BRI BE A o 2 R

B, /MR nAChR a6 WIES 4 4552

Falk (TM4) ) 3 MEIERER, SBERER
AT PESE Ak B/ NSRRI 2 8 8 R Ik
ik 940 1, X CEEZRWERMET 1060 £5
(A2 HHiPE (Wang etal., 2016 ), M4k, $EbRE
G B PUPEAE A BA AT, iR 3
FUE 2500 A4 b TRk, TRl B PR S I T
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L HAHTME o> T W i FE
2234 EEEREIIRT  HARMENAI KA (Target-
site inversion mutation ) J&F5HEFRIE A 10 REE 7
G B, U (A S B s T R S
AT AR AS HRI A 45 G R SR bRl M, R ol
FEAE R KSEBUE B, PRE SR nAChR [ Da6
WIILH SN F 8b S5 1 — B P 51 () ({3 58 74
3 Da6 i HATIRS G X . M1 Al M2
X, ANBEIEH 4ifih M3, MUNIR . M4 KSR
C-Ui 5 X, 3 — {54 2848 SO 2 R R ™
AT 1181 {5 BTE (Perry etal., 2007 ), #E4R
BT 548 IALHIARDG 0L , AR L 30 Bt K7
TEAER 7 o R TR F— R R BN R K
A AR S AR AR L D RE I R GRS, L
SR W D AR R R A T B R TR 9 1 S
THEA
2235 BEFRAIEEIY]  HARATAE YY) ( Target-
site alternative splicing ) J&¥g [A] — A A% 3 DX i
HAFR mRNA Y107 A 2R A, &
AR A s e R A AR =, HE TS R
TR 255 33 SRR T 4 o X — ML A 34 o
VAR TR 2R, Al B HR BB AR DS 1 A H
RS .
fian, A ELR 4% Y VGSC WA TR Y 448

PRV R A 4G T2 H 7] (aniisi g e ) Y Bk
PEAETE2E 5, HELL BT U AR R i /5 25 VT g 5 AR
YitEr =4 5340 ( Thompson et al., 2020 ),
NSRRI A IR T4 A B TliE (GluCl) i
55 8.9 A1 10 SAM R FIEREVESTUIAE ) T 4 Fh 5T
PI& ( PxGIuCI-A. PxGIuCI-B. PxGIuCI-C i
PXGIUCI-D ), iX 4 Flg§ AL [FZ 5 T /N moor
FTAE T Z 80PE (Sun et al., 2023 ), HUbRATAR
SYUIARAGE I T AR R R 2R, o R R
250 AL B AL T B ) o1 Rl
2236 HBRRIZEETHE EihrkilmETHM

( Target-site downregulation ) &g F& HUil i F#AI%
A& HURIE FH AR AR R A0 e SR sl BRI KO-, I8/ H
Fibtr, MIMREARAR B 585 & A ZS A HL
B OB e o V1IN P N e S LS A TP S ]
a4 A PR 3R R SN R ORI Rt . fildn, e

FH 1] >R 2 12 PN T 22 110 M HR bl 3 7 2 % e o
i &P, H nAChRMda2 WIEEAREBET
B, 5 B0 M6 ik HeR T AR T R K Bk
( Markussen and Kristensen, 2010 ); Jij#y KL
nAChR Nla8 V5L Fe ik i B [ 20T Xtk
kAP (Zhang et al., 2015), XFHHTHENL
B wl W PR RN sh A, BT fEi I 28 Mg (& &4
B S R IR S B AR R R AR A
LR F R B TP LS R R xR
ST AL 076 PR SR I P2 L PRI AR o

2237 BIRERUNEAROAEERSE |
%, AR ZIFRERNA S RACRN)Z
T, BUFEARIER 7S | nl AR By U] S ik A8 4k
Stz MR, (X HAUH R,
PRl 5 A5 S A 5% e B0 AR 2R 1 A = 4ESE R SO S
NS A B 12 RE e 7 N [E) n] AR B 1) S 8
Pk HIL TR S bR A P 3R 0K 1 AR b R BB R Y
B SEAT 247 X BEERER Z IR A RGHIIFSY , H¢
WGk = A P2 E S A5 LR A IR SR o LA,
XTHEAR AT AR B 32 | RN N AT, LIRSk
PR AT IR AR o AR T A B 2 2 4
AR GRS N i 5 T B, RGN
FrRbotE R BL ] B L A

3 RE

Wi B URAEAL | A AR 2l K i Ko 1
FIA G B, BT PR A H g5 = A1
HZMAL, RO EIMR A ST
TR EX—T5E, WA &
M f BT SRPTZS PR o0 AL, AT AR B 4
FoR 5o, SCEPTZ P BUR R P ol 2x
OREIEAVIT R . KRBT N HTIENL
il AZRRARZ P | e A AR KA A
MRS AT RGP R Y, il 2R
AhE SEORANE, S birkin B AUR R S
TH.

31 MR HIRARE S AR ENH TR

wnmr AT, RUE R R T2y ERLH T B
WG E e, (HUMPAEARZ A R ZAL, ks i
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— RN HENLR AT AN 8 2T L AN RIS PE AL
XTHUHE A BT R MR A AELE BRIV E AT 28 | itk
AHCEE 38 1 43 AL B | [F]—BEAR 2257 A
RAFY R HESRPUIE A A WA L 45, #RA F
H—IRAMSE . 340, BTG EIG B LS £
B, mARImsE X R 2P ( Mult-
insecticides resistance ) HLi| BUAF5T . 22T 2
5 B RN HE X Z B VR T BIL R AR R S04 [R] 1 2% B
RN = A PUrE IR . B 220 % R A AR
HHEH, RRMZAPrERH 8 &, fln,
FATT 2020 4 W0 ¢ BRI 11 /N5 M ol A o B o
L TRAE . R . SRR . ZRE R
HORTPEERE 6 FhAS[RIVE IS 0y 4% du5a) 3877 4k
TREKPHUME (229-2 881 4% ); XI E T Fe e X 480
W AR TR V7 el AR 2 H TR R S 24559 [T Bk A
T HiME ( Namountougou et al., 2019 ); —BEM- I
XFPTAE R 2 | DUsER | 2 R T SR R Y e AR
it (Papapostolou et al., 2021), [Hik, T
HZ 2550 e pLHD H P R aia B H A
T L SR o AR, HRETOCT R Ptk
MBI 22 SR A T X B — 2 BT AL A AT, i
AT X Z BRI . AR A 24
SRR CANELRSE 22 | F s 22 | B4 i)
AR, S AL GBI ), Rt
B2 VAN =20 2T 71 N 69 a3 W IS 20 1] e e
HOA IR BB (LI LA

3.2 IMEZERARMEVIFIFR

H AT A% R AR 245 BRI T RNA TR
B RNA (dsRNA) K24, 4R, HRAZH
HREE R . B . XA A R A ) 2
AR, TR F B T R B RV T
SR, SR —rE, B A TR AR 25 [k
Zxpee gtk IRl V-ATPase W3 A ) mRNA
JHEFREY dsSRNA % BRI SHE 5 H U4k, |
UL 9 AT S48 2 B Ui ™= A T
ik 1 I HBEE (Mishra et al., 2021); PU#EE
KAR - Diabrotica virgifera virgifera 2834 7 ¥k
YEH , RIEEXTHL [ DvSnf7 () dsRNA 774 7>130
Ry P, HXFHAL dsRNA 2 BAG &2 H Hi ik

(Khajuria et al., 2018 ), PIAHFFE A IE HOXF
dsRNA A2yt 2R 8 X AN fxT dsRNA
4 W SB35 A BT S8 AR ELAARATL ) v A et
— RN SR o

fb=E R 2510 &y s L8 48 T AR ZI 1)
Fl, HbE ) B AEAR 25 A S A B
W, JEEFAEAA S BB E . dsRNA 4k
PN —Fh A VR RS, ook A e ]
RE SR GHIAAIR], Hobirk ks, H
AR ) 2 S BLE . 2R AR 2T,
SRS R TR RIAFSE , 1T DL S 30 R
fe2pge 2 S, JRIRE BERL, MR 2

MY | il B SR B E B ALl . ORTIgHZ
X TR R 2 Rl R R B OCE 2, KUk, Bl
H dsRNA KPR &, AR B X dsRNA
P HUVER A A L BUPENILR e R A
FORSFHE A TS OCHE

33 MEETFHRMENFHPRGESESELNE
REAR

FE GBI | T v A
fekeillk (REFHRINE ) %, fEEERenti | @
B R, M I 2 K LB 0
S, T HUR AT W O e, 0 )
B2 I [ 3 o B 22 AT B i R
Bk, T MEIBE AR, H RSN, i
Gk, IR | SR R
TR IO, Jo LR B 7 A
B A T3k T HL P, ZERTCmInhE o
I FUR S 2R LR -, b A
LSRRI T AR, BF LTI A AL
P | RIS 25 1 3 2 L
KR AR % S 0 52 1 TR W 8, 5 )
P S W sk BB 24 R 0 1 2 2
fo, BRHHITBI T M B wG

34 MERAGERUYHTR

E& T2 M 2 B O SR ORI A B AR 3R
SERIE MR AL , AR O A Y SRR AR
1, T B HPT 2 P SR AL H AT 5T
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A, i, — i R B0 R BE R A BRI A TTE R
SRR Z s AL AT A FIFNE
HOXE A [ % R B BT A i T AR A A 3 2 S
FOBILAR 7 ] Fof s HRORE ] — A% SRR BE P 2 DR A A
7] b DXCPREE B AL 7 AN [) B O[] — Fif ok
HORAGEE A E R AT AR 22 S AL 7 L2
P S AN SR AR 25 AR G B HURIRE (R TR 45
SN ioa wa1V3E B PSR i3 e oe S S EIPS S )
AN T BE A5 BOR RN i At B2 AT 25 PR AL Bl
il , ABOFH2 PR E B R0a BLRA R
S, X T 4B s B O HABAS IR A0 ay A
W 3 LR AL LR R B A S0 (L
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