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# ZE [ B8] IWH ACKE2 B7& ZH4 W Helicoverpa armigera VRN 2% B A FEAE AT [ ik ]
FIFH qRT-PCR 5 AR HrA 88 Uk P 2 BEAB R BE S RE N acel 1 ace2 W28 61483 ; %1 CRISPR/Cas9
FNEHAR RN ace2, FFIERMRM R acel FEHNPFAE | ZBEABIREREET /7 %% 6 Flak dis)
(FHimE. BALME, KZEl. BidUdl . DIRAGERME R EEE ) mfusti ik, [ER] ML H acel M
ace2 FENAEL BAFBIAFIA R AL YE £iE, H acel MFRZET R ST ace2; F| RN 4k 14>
FRICHBI e, IR T ace2 F£IA 1-5 541 .7 ~34 000 bp K H BH 4 1Y #5144l 4 5 & Haace2-KO. 4
Kb T A X IR &R SCD, Haace2-KO f§ R AY acel IERFTAEEA L& (P>0.05), ZEIHESTE
TR B ZR SCD 11 0.88 5, H-F LB E2LER (P>0.05); Wbk ace2 L, M4 A EHiHE . #5E
WK Z . EHUE . TR AE TR RN S ORI i BRI AT B 22 5 (0.5-1.9 1% ). [ 48] ace2 SEPH
F14Y 53 XoF A8 B, 2 T P i T 0 R IR R A Hh 5510 P Bk Y e 5, BB AChE2 RNJ&5 S5 H4d
HUR N B 2205 S 10 DGR G
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Effect of ace2 gene knockout on AChE activity and
insecticide sensitivity in Helicoverpa armigera
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DONG Rong-Rong  GUAN Fang XIAO Xin YANG Yi-Hua
(College of Plant Protection, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract [Aim] To clarify the role of the HaAChE2 gene in the cotton bollworm (Helicoverpa armigera), and more
specifically, to determine if it is the main acetylcholinesterase gene in this pest. [Methods] We first used qRT-PCR to
investigate the expression pattern of the acel and ace2 genes. We then constructed an ace2 gene knockout (KO) strain using
the CRISPR/Cas9 system and compared the expression of the acel gene, AChE activity and the toxicity of six insecticides
including phoxim, chlorpyrifos and methomyl, between the knockout strain and the wild-type SCD strain. [Results] Both
ace genes are expressed in different larval stages and tissues. Expression of acel was generally higher than that of ace2. A
homozygous knockout strain (Haace2-KO) with a ~34 000 bp deletion from exon 1 to exon 5 on the ace? gene was
successfully obtained using CRISPR/Cas9-mediated gene editing and molecular marker-assisted selection. There was no
significant difference in the expression of the acel gene or AChE activity between the Haace2-KO strain and the wild-type
SCD strain (P > 0.05). Bioassay results show that there was no significant difference in the toxicity ratios of phoxim,
chlorpyrifos, methomyl, indoxacarb, beta-cyhalothrin and chlorantraniliprole (0.5 to 1.9 fold) between the Haace2-KO strain
and the SCD strain. [Conclusion] The results indicate that knockout of the ace2 gene has no effect on either AChE activity,

or anti-cholinesterase insecticide sensitivity, in H. armigera. These findings provide direct evidence that AChE2 is not
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involved in enzymatic reactions in the nervous system of H. armigera.

Key words Helicoverpa armigera; ace2; CRISPR/Cas9; AChE; organophosphate; carbamate

L AEAREERS ( Acetylcholinesterase, AChE )
ST H ) 22 Kl , TS A
2 25 G0 N LB RE 2 fih ()44 Ao 22388 Jo £ Tt FIEL BB 7K
fife Sy TR FNRBR , AT 4E 5 1E 5 1) #h 28 vh 3

( Toutant, 1989 ), [RIFMESIY)—HF, R APtk
T AChE TIREMZHEME, R — LR pli 2 R
GO R RRE , IS5 AERE | e A
KK MZ a8 T15 (Ye et al., 2017; Kim and
Lee, 2018 ),

B XU H PR 2 H oy b 2 R R
Drosophila melanogaster . ZZ8% Musca domestica 55
HA 14 ace2 FEHSN, AhREZERBA acel F
ace2 2 AR CIHEBRERBEERE P | 23512 I 1L
AChE1 Hl AChE2., #EALMHTRIIX 2 4> ace ZEIN
R T RRN, 5L RA REt
[F#H%% ( Cha and Lee, 2015 ), FEHUH ace FEPRE
M2E5, AT 2 Tl IERRBREERE D)6E 1
R T I lH IR acel TERFR/TE AR E
T CMENER R, Hmt & a2 5
RGN RN, FEURYE 2 R SRl
acel WFIKTILE T ace2. fH Kim il Lee( 2013 )
HA T 18 1 H 100 FhELHL 2 Fh L ISEARGRAR B
fEiEPE, AChEL 7 2/3 MR BRI I
AChE2 BEEiistE, M7EHE 33 FE R rhlE
AChE2 KI Ny 22 5L SO 1Y £ 1 AH B i
fith, HA A HA ace2 FEH BB FIREH H At 2
PEE RIS, A HE 11T DHBR L,
HEAFEERNRE, AVFIERME A Bombyx mori
W ace2 FEFRYF iR E R (Chen et al., 2009 ), H
24> ace FEHM SRR ITH W LIAEL, 2 A5
AR/ NT 40%, REEAE SR SRR 1Y
FERIF AR T 80%, KAl LISRAR 2 Fh
ST NIBTRRERGEA A] LA AN RO RE /) (Cha and
Lee, 2015 ),

LTEREBR R AT LSS ( Organophosphates,
OPs ) FIEILHRMEZ: ( Carbamates, CBs ) ZxH
IR EZAE RS, X255 5 AChE AN AT
G562 TE R BB SN S B 28 vl 1 1 3

ZBH, AH ace BRI 5AE  2x T O 245 10 1y
Ao — A FRER R HAR DG E B
acel FERZEAE (Baek et al., 2005; Cassanelli et al.,
2006; Lee et al., 2007 ), {HHEZEH L Leptinotarsa
decemlineata £ BAHHIESEHE H ace2 11 S238G 2
AR 53 MU R BTEASE ( Zhu et al., 1996 ), Guo
G5 (2017) BEET 440 AR, 1EH LA
FTA % R 54 H 30 2R SHTHAHCH &
BENA R ERAESE R 2 A8, acel W) 10 NFEARH7 AT
AAE 14 MPEIEBRRAE , ace2 1Y 18 NNERARA S H
TFFE 22 FREFER AL, 2 AN EAJLAN LY
RAS I, AR 5 ANIR[E] g S AR A AR LE R
TEPEWeL TR P R R it 119 DG B 2 R 2R
A FHGER A . BER 2 4 ace BRTEARF R
M RAE SRANSHSARR, TR ERR
HRFFEIX 2 AR BT RE Ak, IR B A LA
S5 THAERGMR N AChE, AfefABIT
0 A FL RN 2 5 FH R 2SR ORI A VR RO
48 . Helicoverpa armigera A 2 4~ ace %
. AHE ace2 N2 FEMR S AL 5 HNT AR
PitEA 5% (Ren et al., 2002 ), 76N T4k 0
siRNA 7] AR #5 s ) i 4l e, W58 % PR IE 25
SIRNA V& B, A4S £ 5k IR Bl g il 55 141 1Y)
FIRW D | WG TR SRR R 2
B EEAR D, HEMARAES HUEY 2 4> ace FEPHI B
T, KREEX AR B acel Tl ace2 ()t
S( Kumar et al., 2009 ), HHi, #] CRISPR/Cas9
FORXIARES RS AT I e ik © 23k %
B, AR A AL R R 5% CrylAc
P 550 fEPiME (Wang et al., 2016 ); XA B
AN (5 3P4SO LK CYPOAE JENFEME ATkl ,
P& TR A T I 2 58 48 T R B R Y T 32
P (Wang et al., 2018 ); H4% B nAChRa6 FEIN 5]
ANBRRGREAS , BT Z R W R NPk, ikl T
a6 WIHIEZRHEZWIERHLER ( Wang et al.,
2020 ). ASHF5EH CRISPR/Cas9 Hi AXHHR4L H 2,
FRAHAREREGSE I ace2 PEATIAR N R, BN JE
SR AIG AR, R I R R R X 2 B R A
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T 7 1R 5 M) B A 5 O AS T 3% M5 AU 1) A
fb, & AChE2 BEZS5HS S RG5 HIRHE
DAL BRI

1 RS

1.1 g HiE

M IZENMAR SCD, ZMAT 20 itk 70
AEACR BAENRMREI EL, FFFEEAFIZE 2001 4F42
it TEZ N MAIEAEAT A2 A ], T AR

( IZZ R R SRyl E AT ) Mg 30 4F
A AR FRIR A (26+1) °C, JERMIH 14 L : 10 D,
AT R R A R R R EE R BN
AXHR R TITE 75% 2547, FFHELL 10% 2K

1.2 FERFANNF

1.2 FEZRXF  HiScript®ll RT SuperMix for
qPCR & fi S it sl &, i MERE A b e 4y
HFRZyH]; TB Green Premix Ex Taq Il , Takara
Bio H'[H; TRIzol Reagent iX#l& . GeneArt™
precision gRNA synthesis kit 7| & . Cas9 HHH
(GeneArt ™), FEERKH/REHE (FED) AR
;3 QIAquick PCR ZlifbiXAl &, BIAN ( Lifg) A
FR 7y ] ; AxyPrep Multisource Genomic DNA
Miniprep Kit 250-prep, 2R AEYHA (FLM)
ARRAF; FiiEHEH (BSA) M Bk
R250, JUmEEERHEARAR]; 2-iHAA PR
(DTNB), iR T AR R A BR A F 5
itk AR A RS ( ATChI ), iR samka= bR
FBRAF]; 40%FhimezLim, WAtk TR A
FRANE]; 40%EEsEMsllh, 24kl (HE) AR
Nl 96.6%IRAIRIRZ, FEHAT]; 97T% K2
2G| 95%EH B 24 B 95% 58 A HY B it
25, AR RIRAE Y B A R AW
1.2.2 FE{UF Mastercycler PCR § H#4{LFl
FemtoJet Wi ESH{X, Eppendorf 2y #]; P-97 #l
PrEHY, £ Sutter 237 ; Bio-Rad CFX Connect
9 IGE = PCR Y, £ E Bio-Rad A ] ; VersaMax
HIEEARY , 35 1E Molecular Devices 23 o

1.3 acel # ace2 EEWRIZESHT
R HEEAR S 4 HUR ] & B B Be S A Rl 2121

H1 2> ace BERIFRIAAKF, 1EHUSCD fh & 1-5 1
SR S WA AARTRIZHZY (SR, Wil B
A ); SHIERES . ace2 FENFEIRFETRXT acel
FERFGA=A5m0, B SCD h A FIERali A &
Haace2-KO 1 5 4/ LRI, B 5 Sk HAHH)
ML —FEa, B 4 MY ESE .
TRIzol Reagent i3 £32H RNA, I HiScript® Il
RT SuperMix for qPCR 7] & & B —%E cDNA,
T - 20 CH-AE#E
HRHEHEE B SCD i & acel #:H ( GenBank :

JF894118.1 ) Fil ace2 H:H ( GenBank : JF894119.1)
f) CDS P8I A et 2 AL R ) g G I 5 49
acel-qPCR-F/R 1 ace2-qPCR-F/R ( & 1 ), AWF5Y
FiA 519 AL R A R A BRA RS o
IS —5E cDNA Jtit, LI EF-la NS HEER
( Yang et al., 2006 ) #4175 FRik i B9 GE B
PCR SV o i 3o T S5 560 ke i o #E bR SE R D S i
SR 51 P SR SRR . VAR RN
TB Green Premix Ex Taq Il 10 uL. cDNA ##g
9.2 uL. 10 pmol-L " fYIEZ A5 #1145 0.4 pL,
A B LA TCAZ BR B K AR R cDNA BEARAE Ry BRI X
M, 2O E R PCR RWFEF R : 95 CHiASPE
30s; 95 °C 55, 60 °C 30s, 340 MEHK; &
Jras g . L BARXT R KRR 274
J7 AT (Schlichting, 2000 ),

1.4 sgRNA Mgt 5 &K

Hi# CRISPR fY sgRNA bR 551353 ) «
5'-GGN;sNGG-3' ( FRIZFE/R PAM ¥4I ), 1
FRES B ace2 IEINAYEE 1 AN T AIZE S AT IX
R B R R AR S (5 1 SR T
5'-GGCTACGCTAAGACAGTTATGGG-3'; %f 5 #h
¥ :5-GACGGGACTAGCGGGCCAGCCGG-3' ),
%18 GeneArt™ Precision gRNA & it & i
BERE W GIY ace2-sgRNA1-F/R Fl ace2-
sgRNA2-F/R, FEARHE 050 & 2R 5 i 4l fk
sgRNA, HIEHET PCR W& sgRNA 1) DNA
Kik, KUBiAZ K : Phusion™ High-Fidelity PCR
Master Mix( 2x )12.5 pL . Tracr Fragment + T7 Primer
Mix 1 pL. 0.3 pmol-L "' target F/R Oligonucleotide
Mix 1 uL ., Nuclease-free HO 10.5 uL, PCR & Jij &
J¥h: 98 CHiAEME 10s; 98 °CAEESs, 60 °C
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Bk 15 s, 72 °CHEMf 1 min, 35 MEFF; 72 °CLE
ffi 10 min J&, F 4 “CH-f7. PCR SMETHIEH]
QIAquick PCR 4iAk izl &% 7 Wy A7 4l ALV
sgRNA G/l DNA #itit, S5 THRIME G
sgRNA, RIM#ZRAAZ K : NTP mix 8 uL, DNA
iz 6 ul, 5 x TranscriptAidTM Reaction Buffer 4 uL.
& TranscriptAid™ Enzyme Mix 2 pL . $f 2 WiA & &
T 37 CHFE 3 h, RISIEFERFIMA 1 L
DNasel F5-7F 37 °CHEH 15 min, FJa XS 5451
sgRNA i#174lifk, fRAFT - 80 °CH&H.

1.5 CRISPR/Cas9 T SHIEELH ace2 EEE
e AR

58 Wang 45 (2016 ) P A TARAS HUBI Y
WCEEFIEST . UEERRES IR SCD fh& 2 h Z NP2
B, 1% SRR T, PR AR oD
TR v o ) SEZSU R TR B ) 80 V- S R i
o TR PR R HER B L, IR R
GURLEE, RIS, BROIPIRZNES | L 1Y
sgRNA (300 mg-L ") il Cas9 &1 (100 mg'L™")
TRAW . K TGS 10 B BCEE IE 7 14 U R 3
W, 2 d A AERLE B RIER R A A Ry, B Ek4h
WAL SR REIRG , Frgl Ul 5 7% 2=\ T ARk}

T 75 Z AR .

ZHE Wang %5 (2020 ) 723 745 AL A
RURGIN o USRS e ol U s 2, A
Axygen DNA $EHGAF S HEBCERIZ DNA, SR HIbR
0 R B R B E L A WO AR R S W
ace2-check-f1/r1 ( ZEf§ 30 s ) il ace2-check-f2/r2 ( ZE
1 min) (1) XL sgRNA ARSI B
PEFT PCR 44 , 3l it VK A J S e S B ace2
FERE AR IR LA S 587825, PCR WA FR
#1: 2xTaq Master Mix 12.5 L, ddH,0 9.5 uL. [
T 1945 1 uL . DNA Bt 1 pLo W51 94 °C
AR ME 3 min; 94 °CAEME: 30s, 60 °CiEk 30,
72 °CIEA# 305, 35 AMFFR; 72 °CHEfH 7 min, 10 °C
TRFE. 1 PCR =ik, HHat%y 200 bp HIY
St WIRT RE R Sl A BEFAHE Pk 2 S5kt
AR FR S w) B, 2 87 s B
B i AR, IEE R G FAARRAMA,
Go 10 MM S5 X R A 2R SCD A sk B
ZRAE, RZINK. R Ef (G ) KEAUS,
BUHJE iET PCR A 2 15 1 bR o8 AR TR I
K ¥ Gy A g M 7258, FaliZsd)q
& (Gy), PREGEEG Yl AL B bR 2 AR 4l
& & Haace2-KO,

®1 AHAREFTAGIY

Table 1 Primers used in this study

H 1 L/ ER S SIPE (5-3") FBRE (bp)
Purpose Primer Sequences (5'-3") Product size (bp)
Pyt ® PCR - EF-1o-F GACAAACGTACCATCGAGAAG 279
qRT-PCR EF-la-R GATACCAGCCTCGAACTCAC
acel-qPCR-F TGATACTCCCGATGTTCCAGG 128
acel-qPCR-R CAGCCGACTCACCGAATAAAG
ace2-qPCR-F GAGTCCGTCATCATCAAGATAAGC 180
ace2-qPCR-R CGAACGCCCCAACCCTA
seRNA 4K ace2-sgRNAI-F  TAATACGACTCACTATAGCTACGCTAAGACAGTTAT —
sgRNA ace2-sgRNAI-R  TTCTAGCTCTAAAACATAACTGTCTTAGCGTAG
synthesis ace2-sgRNA2-F  TAATACGACTCACTATAGCGGGACTAGCGGGCCAGC —
ace2-sgRNA2-R ~ TTCTAGCTCTAAAACGCTGGCCCGCTAGTCCCG
HUBRA SR ace2-check-fl CCAACCATCACGA CACCAC 186
Mutation ace2-check-r1 TCATTCCAGAAAGCGCAAGC
detection ace2-check-2 GGTTCCCCAGCACTTACGAG 661

ace2-check-r2

CAAAAACACGCCGTCAACCG

—FRN S AR TIPS R BE Y3

— means that primers are not for sequence fragment amplification.
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1.6 1% H Z BE O B s 1 W E

RS HL 2 T I B B 05 14 0 % 2% Han 5%
(1998 V5 ¥ , FAE 2R . 43 3 L 5 3k Haace2-KO
i 21 SCD il RIS i WI4h H ka1 4L, mdl
U A 1200 pL 0.1 mol-L ™" pH 7.0 (R R 2%
M (& 0.1% Triton-100 ), 7KI5I3 ;5 5000 g,
4 °CE.L> 5 min, B EJHR; 12000 g, 4 °CH
0 20 min, W EIHBCONERR . LR E 4 Y
SEAE L TR AR BRI 50 uL B
50 uL 0.1 mol-L ™" pH 7.0 AYRERZE v . 100 uL
4 mmol-L"' DTNB #1 100 pL 0.01 mmol-L '
ATChI, TH 3 K., #RJ5H VersaMax AU fifFRr{Y
WCSOEH AR KA F: B 405 nm,
B 25 °C, 8 123k 20 min.
% Bradford (1976 ) 21 52 B 1) 26 1
BrEa, MARIMEH&EA (BSA) HI/EFRMEf
2 TERERMY T, 25 °C 595 nm 408 F BEA 8.

L7 FREFINEEREHNEYE

A& HOAE i e R T A b2 R . B S
10% Triton X-100 HYPIERKE DR SEERIF 2 . K2
P24 | B R 24 RS AR Bk e i 24 e
BRI R 10 000, 10 000, 10 000 F1 1 000 mg-L ™'
I, FEHEA 0.1% Triton X-100 IZEHE KK
TR 5-6 > RIVHREE ; “EoiirLil e FEs
LM B4 S 0.1% Triton X-100 FOZEIE/KH
B 5-6 RIS, F110.1% Triton X-100 ZKA/EXTIR
15 100 pL 28 HOFIVARO N B T SE AT 19 24 FLAR 1)
BRI L, EEIR TR BRI T, A 2
WIS 1Sk, BB 48 Sk, 48 h (4K
HORHIEEGE 72 h) fERedgi st 2, HE
Efbsh Ak, R BTG IERE D), WA H
BT,

1.8 HESH

{371 SPSS 19.0 AR A4xf ik K 2Rk 2 HEA 7 LA
£ )7 %5341 ( One-way ANOVA ), TEMRE )T 255
HSEEIE TR LSD ikt 2 E b i =747
Bro AChE &% W & £ 48 i 40 38 R0 43 B H
Microsoft Office Excel 2019 F1 SPSS19.0 #/4:5¢

B, (L 2 )7 2253 8T Tukey’s HSD #56 ( P <
0.05), VA ace FEH RS R B AChE i J1/SCD
it 22 1) AChE {1 J1VE R 336 7 HeAf o 25 40 2 1)
ZE B Hr K PoloPlus %4 ( Robertson et al.,
2002 ), 43R -0 FIE R (LDP k)
RN . FRifER . LCso (HEAK 95% B FFR. 7
J148 %5 ( Toxicity ratio ) “MREFR M &M LCso (H S
XF B i 2R SCD [ LCso {HAY ELIH .

2 HREHGH

2.1 M Hacel EEMace2 BEEEHHRARE
BREMMARA PR RIEKFE

qRT-PCR Z54M 41 R, 2 4> ace FEITERS
Bl ORFE R BB (B 1), 2 MR
TE 1-4 4 MU RIA BAFE 5 25 5% (P <0.05),
Hrhr acel WRIREITHE ace2 1 2.3, 2.0, 1.5
16 4%, TS R FAR I EEESR (P>
0.05)( & 1: A); 7E 5 B4 B[R4 LT, acel
Ml ace2 fE3kF M FRis i, A E s FHEd
41 (P<0.05), FEFHMAENITRT ace2 HFeik T
WEFET acel (P<0.05), {BLELFRFNZE K by
MEHAMRBERA BEE2ZR (P>0.05) (K
1: B)

2.2 CRISPR/Cas9 M SHIHEE H ace2 BE LB

SCD i R IR 800 Kif, HHAIEALER Ky
22.9% (1183/800), HrpA 105 kghdifhilm (3£
2). FRiEPILZJn, %96 S (9. 49 3 3.
513%) mygniB AL - TR (& 2. A), R4
FL PR I 25 SR 2 39 Sk ace2 B K
B R i i AR (Go) (B 2: B,

2.3 188 H ace2 EERR S W% Haace2-KO
RO%E T

WHHEAT ace2 FER R Fr BHERIS 2828 1Y) Go A RHEME
RS U R SCD BIBEPE BT 2458, ez
IRER o 39 BT HAT 17 X2 AE TR (G ).
UURRAL)E , XSRS ER S AR BEALIRE 5 Skoh—4l,
PEWGERY] DNA, 24000 & 80 A — st At
AR XHZERX R R 200 3k (Gy), fF
G UK ZEMIG , XF 96 kAL B T4, G, 10244
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A 12 B 12 a
a m acel a @ acel
510--1- O ace2 E) 10F %—} 0 ace2
ig § 08F i 5 08
X2 92
RE06r [y RE ool b
® g 04y odd F 204
= de 4 = cd®
B 02r ﬁ m% m S 02r cd ﬁﬁ
1N i D AN I
1% 248 3 4%\ ES K B it EP%
1st instar 2nd instar 3rd instar 4th instar 5th instar Head Fatbody — Midgut Cut1c1e

481 % B BBt Development stages of larva
1

acel 1 ace2 BERERE R BRI EEAF S &

#ZH4H Tissues

R4 HAREAAWEXNRIEE

Fig. 1 The relative expression levels of acel and ace? in different instar larvae and
different tissues of Sth instar larvae in Helicoverpa armigera

A. acel Fl ace2 T£ 1-5 AL A UARXT IR &5 B. acel Fl ace? 75 5 WA RN AL BtEX Rk & Bl Fy
fEspnifenR, FEEARA AR/ NG FRACRA RISV RIE R Z 0] i 225+ 2% (P <0.05, LSD 4543 ).
A. Relative expression levels of acel and ace? in 1st-5th instar larvae; B. Relative expression levels of acel and

ace? in different tissues of 5th instar larvae. Data are presented as mean + SE. Histograms with different letters indicate
significant difference between different tissues and genes at the 0.05 level by LSD test.

%2 #R$4H Haace2-KO Rif m R E T 12 AL R B FE B ST %
Table 2 Hatch rate and genotype frequency in the establishment of
Haace2-KO knockout strain of Helicoverpa armigera

TEST IR Chr)
Injected eggs (grain)

AL Go (%)
Hatching rate (%)

ﬂ? (=] %tt:%: G] %
Heterozygote ratio (%)

AHT ARG (%)
Homozygote ratio (%)

800 22.9 (183/800)

27.1 (26/96)

24 (36/150)

ETIRN 27.08% (26/96 ) (£ 2 ), ¥ G, 1Cgw4H
AMEIFTAAE, MR RIETR, G, fRalis
THAHN 24%(36/150 ). Gy AR GHZEIIIAT 2 Filr,
KO-1 W% 34 029 bp, KO-2 Wi 34 012 bp, i#id
X} 21 Skati A Tl )y, g A KO-1 5 KO-2
Il 3 2 4 (F2: C), B TIRICHE ST
MRS I ace2 FEIH B I54l-5 i & Haace2-KO,

2.4 13 H Haace2-KO H acel BEERFRIEENIE

qRT-PCR Z5553H7 i , K48 1L ace2 FE A
% hh 22 Haace2-KO H acel IERFEIAE S SCD
AR E S (P>0.05 X & 3), i ace2
FEDRIREBENT acel FEPRETETCREM

25 1R M ace2 EERERXT AChE EMERIRMM

FIFIZh S5 T SCD 4 £ Fil Haace2-KO
i &M AChE {4 (3% 3), Haace2-KO fh &M
AChHE 7% J1J& X4 B i & SCD ¥ 0.88 %, Uihd

ace? FEHFIRGME A AChE B TR T
12%, 15 2 A~ R BIEEE e g it o % 22
2 (P>0.05),

2.6 BEH ace? EERRY 6 EHATHH
B

MET SCD M &, M8 H ace2 FEHMFRAE
A & Haace2-KO /i 2 X EHiBE . Bt K£
L BTEUE . DI RAGHE AN G B B 6 Fh A H
FIRE I8 8 1.3, 1.5, 1.0, 0.5, 1.9 FiI
1.0, 2 M Eh &8 6 FlR L] LCso 1Y 95% B A X [H]
EARES (£4), WAL ace2 FFFEEA
S 6 FP A I AYEE 7, AChE2 AJE ik 4% di 7
FIAE FHAA

3 g

PRZBEMIARNA 2 A T AR
DR, 7 figRI 2 ol £ T UL P P ) S A AR R D)
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A s s S
aisF HETF a45F
Wild type Heterozygotes ~ Homozygotes
Exon3 Exon4 Exon5 Exon6 = 3-UTR fl/rl £2/r2 fi/rl £2/r2 f1/rl £2/r2
sgRNAI sgRNA2 20 o
5'-AAAGGCTACGCTAAGACAGTTATGGGCAG 34 kb GACGGGACTAGCGGGCCAGCCGGGCCGC-3'
C
WT 5'—AAAGGCTACGCTAAGACAGT!‘ATGGGCAG 34 kb GACGGGACTAGCGGGCCXGCCGGGCCGC—T
KO-1
WT 5'-AAAGGCTACGCTAAGACAGT¥ATGGGCAG 34 kb GACGGGACTAGCGGGCC’\GCCGGGCCGC-?}'
KO-2

B 2 CRISPR/Cas9 /M S ace2 EE R
Fig. 2 CRISPR/Cas9 mediated ace2 gene knockout

A. R B ace2 FEH A 2 4~ sgRNA B 5 &% sgRNA FURIERIFS1, 2 X514 F 55 o 2 AR P PCR A6 5
B. AR 2 XA ALHE PR SRS [ 9 B ) PCR P2 IR 2 B R A% BN HEST ace2 BEIR 3L
C. Haace2-KO ' ace2 K [H 2 T IS I B DN P U IR . WT . BFAERS; KO-1, KO-2: 2 Rl .
PAM FHIILL G5 s, £L6 = ISR R WAL £
A. Position of two sgRNAs for gene knockout and the target sequence of two sgRNAs on ace? gene, two pairs of primer for
allele-specific PCR detection in H. armigera; B. Genotyping of individual H. armigera for truncated ace2 according to
banding patterns of the PCR products amplified with two pairs of allele-specific primer; C. Sequencing chromatograms of
ace2 genotyping of two homozygotes from the Haace2-KO. WT: Wild-type; KO-1, KO-2: Two editing types. PAM sequences
are highlighted with red, the red triangle indicates the cleavage sites.

T L5 % 3 Haace2-KO #1 SCD S &K AChE &/
3
b a Table 3 The AChE activity of
1i#| © Haace2-KO and SCD strains
R EREUs a
g A AChE % /) (mOD'min "mg ")
E 2 Strain AChE activity (mOD: min "mg ")
= & L
3 E 0.5 Haace2-KO 16.5+1.5a
[0}
Se SCD 18.842.5a
g . . —_—
ci SCD “Hasce2-KO SR T = BRI, BRI b RN R
% Strains EZRAEE (P>0.05, Tukey’s HSD ),
B3 #4$H acel EFETE SCD @ &M ??tta afedtjneein + SI?, g?d f(illdo.\ged by th;:ﬂslan(l)eolso;ver(iabse
N e etters indicate no significant difference at the 0.05 leve
ace? EFRM & RHBNRAR ’ g

Tukey’s HSD test.
Fig.3 The relative expression level of acel of

Helicoverpa armigera in SCD and

ace2 gene knockout strains e, S5 B A s 4 op 3 %38 1Y £ e 5 e
B T AR, A E ARG AR NS 520 fifg, HRAEAHD R ORI AR, X T3F Ry il
FRRAEAE REXES (P> 0.05, LSD K3 ). “EPRA PR EA E I X (Kim and Lee,

Data are mean + SE, histograms with the same lowercase 2018 ). A s H % HE SR ik Spodoptera

letters indicate no significant difference ) . \ ) .
at the 0.05 level by LSD test. exigua ., RS S. litura, /N Plutella
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R4 6FFRAFIZ Haace2-KO 1 SCD REMEF S
Table 4 Toxicity of six insecticides against Haace2-KO and SCD strains
i . A rh ke N
X =) {W'Jﬁiﬂﬁl (n) 0 == 7 -1 3 3% — e ﬁjj*lﬂﬁﬁ
A& RES Number of (95%HEEMR) (mg'L™) &&= frifER Toxicit
Insecticides Strains . umber o LCso (95% confidence Slope + SE oxiety
insects tested () ) O ratio
intervals) (mg-L ")

i Haace2-KO 288 6.400 (6.052-6.820) 7.178+0.837 1.3
Phoxim SCD 240 4.826 (2.730-14.607) 2.138+0.262
RESLIG Haace2-KO 288 3.465 (3.038-4.080) 5.279+0.554 1.5
Chlorpyrifos SCD 288 2.337 (2.185-2.491) 6.682+0.721
K2, Haace2-KO 240 37.906 (35.046-40.530) 6.823+0.898 1.0
Methomyl SCD 240 36.371 (29.828-42.176) 5.32040.677
Bl U Haace2-KO 240 0.873 (0.583-1.284) 3.501+0.357 0.5
Indoxacarb SCD 240 1.664 (1.047-2.464) 3.598+0.376
)R Tig Haace2-KO 240 8.193 (5.155-10.727) 5.209+0.688 1.9
Beta-cyhalothrin gy 240 4.401 (3.056-5.850) 2.796:0.356
R H Haace2-KO 240 0.504 (0.419-0.608) 2.373+0.262 1.0
Chlorantraniliprole ¢, 240 0.507 (0.405-0.636) 1.85440.230

#: J145%=Haace2-KO /i & 1Y LCs¢/SCD fl &Y LCspo
Toxicity ratio=LCjsy of Haace2-KO/LCs, of SCD.

xylostella FVHTE M H. assulta ( Baek et al., 2005;
Lee et al., 2006; Salim et al., 2017; Zhao et al.,
2019 ) LALA SO HRAS (REIBEFR S5 R Bon, 2 Fh
ace BEPATEIX 5 Rl H 3 dugh dUi B A i 1911
ik, H 2 MERTEGRAL PR IA B B35
THEHZ,; HEASR . R . /NS
M 1 acel FERITELIRA LR FRIA G B E &
T ace2 FERMFRIE R, TASCEERR PR d
acel TEAWIAMRBE R T ace2, BAELERH
A RIB BB & 2R, L iriiad il
2 ol £ T HEL BB P 7 ) B S A5 2 B 22 O TIE SR o
RNAi #iARE W T2 E A ace FEFTHE
WIS . fEE /N Blattella germanica 1)
Bgacel WFRIATEWI & T Bgace2, it | 3%
1) C I RRBREE f , {H 20 2138 1% T2 I for 4 58
SIS ZE R R BgAChE2 7P #H 2 R G0 h A &
ik R dsRNA TP A /Nl A N 2 > ace
B, FE T IR RIS LT C I AR i %
I35 R B 47.5%F1 16.0% , BGAChE1 X ik (it ik
HTTBRZAY Y 65%-75%, T4 2 MIEHEERIKG

XTEFERA, HA T acel 252 HX 5
FEMRAHURYE, B TIEE/NE BgAChEL 3
BE 5 TMA(E5% (Kim et al., 2006, 2010;
Revuelta et al., 2009 ), Xf/PNigk . —ALIE Chilo
suppressalis . FHR Mk . FHERRIRFZK RN ace
BERBET T, S serRagmn ARK K
B WL 28 3hfE 132 % (Hui et al.,
2011; He et al., 2012; Salim et al., 2017; Ye et al.,
2017; Zhao et al., 2019 ); FELTF ace2, XTI acel
HE DR ) R 25 7 A S R BT, T ace2
XHARK R B HZE SR E R, X 5K &
H1 AChE2 J2& % Z R AR GR R AG I 2510 AW & o
FIH RNAG EOAR BRI FE R ace £, BFE
PGS RUaE & B 0 R, A K A E 23 E
Pl ZFET ( Kumar et al., 2009 ).
AHFFEFIF CRISPR/Cas9 i AALEARES A
WXT ace HERFAT EAZ RS, SXANCAT DL o Al fif
1 H B H RNAL THERCRARAY )8, i HL i
SHARE ace F SEERIRIBEL, WIHRAH G
FER Y IIEE ( Terenius et al., 2011; Douris et al.,
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2020 ), Haace2-KO JETERIG T ace2 FEH 1 4h
RN 5 AN TR 34 kb HBYE BT 3k
RS TR, ZMmART acel MBI
KAZF W, MPRAA B A AChE 151 T
BT 12%, (H5XTHE 5L &R SCD HH b 22 AN 3
ULEARRES I ace2 FEHIYRIFRXT AChE I 14 520
AR, W H AChE 3G PEH HaAChEL [ 5Tk
FIE 90% , X A-45 5 UT B8 E N B.
germanica W) ace2 R H. AChE {GMETIR T
16% 25 T AL AN 55 25 R FRUGIER T 24> ace
S R AP FE ek, XA 2 AN RIAETE
EINRE ML (Revuelta et al., 2009 ), E& 22k
T BRI L acel M, HARBEMTI, HARJR
A A R — 2 IR 5T

L AR P 5 4 24 1 A O 1) 5 PR A i O
PR AR S % HL 500 0 b ) T ZE K B ( Casida and
Durkin, 2013 ) . 7E$# HRE firh, KRZH5H
BT 1 22 35 HH 1R 1 21 % HRORI T PR A O 7 i 8 7
fEfEF AChEL i, —AbIEHTHE S R AChEL
1776 5 75 50 W B M A G 19 PR — 20 3L TR B
A314S iR UAR T HEAL =B T AH 4B 22 Z R
ARG, R0 AChEL 554 A il 57 2 fal il 41
HAEM (Jiang et al., 2009 ) 5 /NRMEPTIEFRE
SAEMBEZR AP R G227A Fil A298S
RASINLT AChE1 _F( Baek et al., 2005; Lee et al.,
2007) ; FHBFIK S. frugiperda HLPENLIATSE
i, &I AChEL f£7E 3 2 SERE e A201S.
G227A F1 F290V S5AHLEESER BFAHUHEA K
( Carvalho et al., 2013 ) , XLLIARNT 5 A AE £
IR A O S e VA= W = i 1 1 b N SR 0 A 74
EREA . acel JEHZAR S5 MBS sl &L H R
BRA HFIBIEAA G, 12 Ren 45 (2002) IBFSE
KIS BRSO BT R LC-R KUY ace?
WA O MERMEHR S RA R, HhRA
Ala 585 Thr 2875 0] i 5 X%t A SO i) AU O
{HIX — 275 TR ILIHIE B AChE Ay B 5
Lt 1 3 P s B A R T S A A aX— AR
T 5 RS UG LB I BT R T —
RS, FEARTFIE AR L ace2 SEIH ELHER
Bk, AR AChEL (K361, B8 R H T

OPs il CBs M H- B 2% B i fUsi:, i AChE2
AN ST IR 8 7 S R0 BV AR AR R AL T B
UEHE, [FIASREFEIESS T AChEL j2 A4S s
2R filA% T 1 S B

HT, & ECIIFH Bt MifExTHi 44 it
i, (AR A B SR e FERNGEE, H
A SR AR LT I EOR e EY i fe
FHWOINE , fh2 ok BRI X AR R E
HFB— BN (RS, 2018, 2020,
Zhang et al.,2019; Lu et al., 2021 ) . BSR4 I
— B A BB BRI SRR (B h 21k
A0 %5 S 2R B K ] P ) A 4% SRORRORE XA BLIE IS
ARRF—HAEREPEAREYE. Yang 5
(2013) BT Bt MAAEAERIE 15 4F )5 4R 4% R
FIPTYEKE, 78 2011 4EJUE T 16 /> H (R FhREXT
VB ABUE , A i s 5 SR W B R RR R 2
B Bl Ak AR/ P o fo %) I $cdi 26 B 2020
A P TR K T AL SR B Y A AR A SRR R X 2
WAL T P ST (PTtERE SR 29-68 ) (ki
2021) o FRESHUHRIFEE T acel HH SHitEA
KGR 5T AL T BNk . CRISPR/Cas9 A 1]
PATESEARIE PR 5 AR #2878, 16 AR S0 X 2%
HOA PR sE R, AT A5 2 5848 5 R P = A=
A EREIEYE . Zuo %5 (2017 ) FIHX—F ARAERH
SR JE T ZAR TG I G4946E A%, 58
7 it ZR 0T G R P T e A G RSB 43 i) 7 A
T 223 f5AIKRTF 1000 F54THE, IE T e T
Z AR GA946E 245 5 WMt RS A R PiPE Z A i
KFR o MBS HUAR N 2 i 2 Tk AR AR F 7t 174 2
RS, @HE— S IT AR U R A acel
J [R5 A8 B ARG K2 R CRISPR/Cas9 7 AR XA
KGEAFHEATIRAIE , LA 58 AR RO AT AU A 3
H R PR AR HURIPTE ML A5 o
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