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2. HEREBAE , JLa 100049)

FZE: RNAI Z B AT A TREA TERZEH AR, 2017 F6 A, £ BRI E (EPA) Lk
T B &L F —f ik R k4% RNA (dsRNA) 9 3¢ & 45 3L B % K MON87411, 4% A& 7 #) A1 RNAi 3%
RHEATE RO S A RAT A 422, B AT RNAL 25 R 0536 P 89 B2 38 A 42— 30 1AL, 4 do 7 2K
Je AR A B 0 A A R wk, 5530 B &t RNAT 69 808 A R R 4% RNA ESRIE P a9 A8 2 L 5,
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RNAL 3 AR R 69 5T 47 8 R 7 ik B AP A B AT 6 — i e ok 34T T i m g ik, i@
LA B AR R L R AR AT A I, dsRNA BEANE L8k 5 B R R P R ok s, wﬁaﬁm@&
W fig o7 A2 H- RNAL R0 4 2R E :V:JT dsRNA AT g RS A , 2h KA T Q32 T A&
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Application of RNAI in insect pest management. important progress and

problems
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Developmental and Evolutionary Biology, Institute of Plant Physiology and Ecology, Shanghai Institutes
for Biological Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shanghai 200032, China; 2. University of
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract; RNAI is regarded as a green pest control strategy most likely to be applied in insect pest
control. In June 2017, United States Environmental Protection Agency ( EPA) approved the first
transgenic insect-resistant maize MON87411 expressing insect double-stranded RNA ( dsRNA) in the
world, and this brought a new upsurge of research of using RNAi technology in insect pest management.
However, there are still some problems to be addressed in the application of RNAi technology in pest
control, e. g., screening and application strategies of effective target genes, the sensitivity of lepidopteran
insects to RNAi, the stability of dsRNA in environment, etc. In this article, we summarized the research
and application of RNAi technology in relation to pest control over the past two decades. We also
reviewed the feasibility, application methods, existing problems and some current solutions of RNAi
technology. We found that the degradation of dsRNA in the midgut or hemolymph of some lepidopteran
insects may be the primary reason of the low RNAi efficiency through a comprehensive analysis of recent

research results. Through dsRNA modification or embedding by liposome or nanoparticle, it is possible to
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solve the problem of dsRNA degradation to a certain extent, thus improving the RNAi efficiency.

Key words: RNAi; pest control; gene function; dsRNA; liposome; nanoparticle

RNA T4 ( RNA interference, RNAi) & Fire ¢
AT 1998 4E e Ry, A AT 7E 55 N KR FT £k R
Caenorhabditis elegans FHEB] T dsRNA GE#E 5| 5E %t
PRITTERBOR , I X Fh B 4 4 44 ) RNAQ (Fire er
al., 1998) , 4 dsRNA #F AT 405, 298 40 i
W) #% B2 N VI B Dicer 5Y U] % /) T 4L RNA
(siRNA) ,siRNA P15 1A N — e 45 5 JE il RNA 5
S UL B & 5 ¥ ( RNA-induced silencing complex,
RISC) , Bif5 &3 — R AEH], 55 € mRNA 254,
5 | ¥ bR 35 PRI T BB 30 2K ( Tijsterman and Plasterk
2004 ; £ AV, 2017) .

RNAQ & B 2 1 F L DR 2 5 R PR 4
T AHESE, JUHE X R B e A T e A 0T 5
RAET 0y ERIHESNVER] . RNAL GRS T 5 [ HE
HuBEARRE AR BE R 1) 23k, O HOR 2358 2 B H br it
PRI RNA, (R, T 25 5 AR 40 B ol e 78 28 Ak %o
H#5 3% B 3 17 21 68 4 7 ( Bernstein et al., 2001;
Bartel, 2004 ) ,

RNAI [ 7 7] DIE Sy B ek R B R 9 i) o 22
BORT-BON W2 B mir A ol 8 H T 3 Rpia rY
BEOR . HHE RBA 0 £ T BURIHE ek
2 F, i T HAFEAME N, F g A, B
XF A& MR P AT 2 PR ) 2207 A PR - B i i
BEAE 3G 58 LGS 2% U RE R 57 5 1) BRURR M AR
FIF RNALFAR, FATAT LA 8 I T B duhi 24 1
A SRR DR figp phe [ T 235 A 5] A e 24 A )
(Guan et al., 2017), MAb, FAT30 7] PLiE & RNA
TRy T5 =, ik v LU S 3 7R 4R PR L I
e T A

UTAEK A 20 2R AN [R) £ BE X RNA 7EAE
Yyt W R 5 AL Bl A Sk A 5T AN R LA T TR
%% ( Huvenne and Smagghe, 2010; Zhang H et al.,
2013; Christiaens and Smagghe, 2014; Joga et al.,
2016 1/ RIS , 2017 ; Zhang ] et al., 2017 ;
Niu et al., 2018 ; Zotti et al., 2018) , H.H1, Joga %
(2016) %5 1 520 RNAL HLIAY R 3R (dsRNA 1 5
Gtk K mT T dsRNA A% 338 18 J7 125 45, JF X 4
RNAI 8030 J5 ¥ 54T T/ 435 Zhang 55 (2017 ) J&
45 TR S0 RNAL FEVEY CR 4 75 T B B N H
W), U H A S b 3k dsRNA [y — 247 55UF
Pedhe; Zowi %5 (2018) F GEM fA] 2 M S 45 1 3k 20 4F

oK RNAi FEA MY R g K 2 BB 3 w9 49F 5 e i
FAMEDL o AR SO AR A RNAL 7855 By i Hh i H 2L
PERE AFAE R R LAY — L B Ik AT T R 488
(25, 1B M I B A 24 3 HL Bl ¥ A [N )
REMTTEIR IS %

1 RNAi R E REGE MR
ITIES R IR

MHRRARK LTS B EE R RE, W]
PIRER Uk B W E £ 26T ( Bettencourt et al.,
2002; Whitten et al., 2016) ., 424 RNAi fiix — 4%
P 5 & B 2E TAEE K RNAL £ R B T3 HUBh
BIRE . W ZFE RS, 24 RNAL BT
FHRGFE AT W 7 2 SRR A AT TR
HIRR, UG — LR,

1.1 RNAi & A FERBENAITHERE

RNAi AR IS IR 2058 40 I 1A oy T
FHHRPFAEHIBIIE . Bettencourt 55 (2002 ) fic 44 1% 4%
AN T 658 H B O AT, ARl bR A i
Hyalophora cecropia [% Wi 3] 13 55 410 1 1 28 B 6% 42 2%
FEH Hemolin () dsRNA, ST — R IR W5 JE F1 4K
o, Wim, B oE N 5t — BL7E AR RNAL B0R
TEAFEFPZE R B b b A7 2200, JF IS 1 — 28 fr
EAUESE (152 W HABLE IR Zhang et al., 2017 ; Niu
et al., 2018 ; Zotti et al., 2018) . FFHIMFFE W,
Bt RNAL 1977 R K K KA Laodelphax striatellus
TERAT ARG im FER AR IA &, RBOK CEURL R
BT HEZEL(Jiang et al., 2018) , Santos-Ortega I
Killiny (2018 ) X} #{ #% AR H\ Diaphorina citri Jif ¥ /K fi#
B 2R LD DeSub 34T T %5E JFE 1 RNAT H0R
XF H: I 68 AT 3 B BT 43 S K A TR 5 S Y
dsDeSuh % 3f 2 A B AR N, 4551 & B 100 ng (Y
dsRNA gEES EAR B A RAET:, 75 dsRNA 45 1Y
4 HHAA PR RGN 1) A 7K A Tl T AT, T 8 e D)
BT EKAER) LG . Deng 55 (2018 ) & il 1195 R
ZAK KL A Ldchico f) dsRNA, % & 4 2 Solanum
tuberosum W £ dsRNA B PRl Je iRl 4l e, &%
I HAKN Ldchico PR 235 5T R [, 40 H 3
THAKETRZEMNIG ., Ellango 55 (2018) #il 1
INSE MR Plutella xylostella 1 2, g 72 {4 Wi ( tyrosine
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hydroxylase, TH) £ [A{E )y RNAi $EEE R T Al
i1 dsRNA 153K E #0038 Brassica oleracea WM 1,
/NG a dUBCEr . S5 R R, BUR dsRNA J5, 4))
HOPR N R DR B S K- B SRR A, 4 IR TR R
KA.

XS AT IR A5 R R I B A KR
AR EEERNRE, TUGRRERER
BERSELE T, VR RNAL 4% 1E S 391 50 B v 7 vk
BT A .

1.2 RNAi EEHMPEPHIN AT EBESIT

RNAL HORTEF Ha 7 v Hh 0 107 ] 5 vk faf B A
FE, I 10 24 1Y R AR IR i — R AR,
RNAi FAR T B B7I6 0 a4 P 5 2k ] I3 90
PR — o2 DL R UBCR g SR AR e RO —
JELUR AR , LIS dsRNA Z5% HUR S B AR i
VAR o IX PR 125 4% A ik

MR dsRNA fY 6 B DRAF bR B 5 R 2 R 3
FEXTREAREE P Y dsRNA , BT DAFE — @ B2 B 410 i 4
PREE AR . Mao 45 (2007 ) K ik P45S0 K A
(CYP6AE14) dsRNA I 3+ Arabidopsis thaliana
FUHH B Nicotiana tabacum 17 W2 i 42 B Helicoverpa
armigera , 1% HE R (1) R 15 1 I 35 WAL, T ELAR 42 s %)
I3 FRTIRS S52 P DR R D 5387 , 5 BB 4% HUR F B3R 5 [
i5f, Baum 45 (2007 ) (9 0F 584 3% B, oK AR 2 i
Diabrotica virgifera virgifera 15 BUE T $2 3k V-ATPase
P dsRNA (156 e T oK 5, 4 & & 32 B EAE
Too XIS BN 2 RNAL AR LR HLBs ik 4
R I B TAE, S dsRNA B 56 A 40 5 AR Bt
R R TR RE . B, i TR R N AP AE
RERS BT D] KA dsRNA [ Dicer [if AL BESS , 237E
—EFEFE 520 RNAT Z0%

2015 4y —IRIFTE 45 R 3 B, R Sk e 3k
ELHUAY dsRNA, 7] LLkE o dsRNA B A7 9 AR 5 1
Dicer 3§ 4], 1M HiX4E dsRNA 7] DL B #5294 B U,
M 8 A% HUCR (Zhang et al., 2015) o i BFFE4
FONF RN T 09 RNAT JE47 3 R Bia #2488 1 35
A ARFNTT 0] Khan 45 (2017 ) I3k T k5400
Wy Phenacoccus solenopsis PsBur FlI PsV-ATPase 3% [H
dsRINA (18 i i) W 40 ey, 45 2R 4 3L, IO TR0 o 2
FEPUHF R 4 AR KOk B IR T HARE R A T
FE. Yoon % (2018b) 7 M Fi b 3% 35 — B - i
Tetranychus urticae /A~ [R] 3L K A dsRNA | A M- 22 fa] 1
FRI 77 B A AS [ R A RNAG &3, Al 14390 36
IRORAITER W R VR T B RS i A5 B P dsRNA

(R IR R AR IR &Iy L, 43 BB S /S 35% ~ 56% [FE
T-%, X LE B 5E 7 o Uk B, A AR 4 3 ik Rl
dsRNA (735 T LLH T3F B PG . EHAFEENE,
[ b 55— £ oK 3Rk B2 L dsRNA A9 FE LR £ oK
MON87411 B4 F 2017 4F 6 H k18 T X HF 1 B
(EPA) fRRAE VAT, 0K — A AT B A LY
FEFME A TREIFRE T K RNAL £ R 3 F 3 #
B 16 B ( Zotti et al., 2018)

B, O A MR Es SRR 38 FAE L LR Y
L HOPE RS i PR R B L i A A s o R A e B
R IL DR B, B U 4 h 2235 19 dsRNA AT X
HAR LB SR, X2 dsRNA 2454 P s fE
o AEhip R r 2N, RE T 47 B M iH b 72
HEAREE AU R I T E i — L UE

W 1) 5 v T Sy MR PR, BR A8 B X AN [R]
AR & B BB R E 1Y dsRNA 17 H 1 6
i[RI L Z2 A4~ J5E D5 R A, TR 5 oy P k3 22 5 v
PR T BOERCR, B2, XA ki AR
L% B e Y 7] B, ) G0 dsRNA - [ 38 38 80 %
dsRNA 75 FF 55 v /) 7 76 B[] 45 [7] {5 (Joga et al.,
2016) . DA, Qo el 7E 506 P K Y R 3 PR 2 ik
I SR FBR LR X SE B AR SE R (1) dsRNA 4 faf ifF
AU BN TR 59 K 4 B R R0%, AN TR R bR 6 R e
& B A T A VE LB LA S A )2 M2 — R 51 )
R O 2 BZ AR BB B v FH 13 A .

UEAh , Hunter 45 (2012) £t T —F = B2 47 = 1
FR M RS A ) 1 B A 3k dSRNA 1Y 35 b B 36 4 g
(HiSPeC) o AT 43 5138 1k AR 322 96 LA S A% 3 5 1Y
5 AT ARS R 2 R R dsRNA 4b 3R 7 S
TERTTE AT BEARS I 3 dsRNA . 1/ FLERE TR 1
AR EURR I Py Al BEAG I 2] dsRNA [ 7778, AT
(1) TAF 25— IR AE SE PR AR A 7 1% dsRNA (133
27 SOARRE M TR . Li 55 (2015) 3l 1 AR W=
WA 7 AR AR AN T KRR PIREE 2 T dsRNA 1
WA B B Wl dsRNA AR AR 23 5] Al e R LA &
KR FREE R T 4 BB TR S B4, U Il
TAR WU dsRNA [ 77 20 n] DUAE S —Fp 3 OB iR 1
g . Dalakouras %5 (2018 ) /& BHL 7% 1 44 1 7 o] DL
TR A DR AR A i) T 0K dsRINA % 5]
R P, FEA T Ab 3 a3 4 FL A 5 200K siRNA 7 5
FIEPIRN 1 d JE SRR AR T 5 BRI 5] siRNA
(AFAE , I I AR R S 9 =X, Ab B 10 d s T0E
A BE A 2] sIRNA [P AF7E , UG WA AE 1) e 6% |
FHI A 7 27 S0 I siRNA I 152 3% 3 H At
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A

IR IR TRATE B T AE RS B
Biive b I RNAG Jr ik i al e vk FeATTAT DA% jE G
o VEE TR G 1)y XA R U dsRNA i A%
128 B4 B 25 A e ) B R R AR A
FfE i dsRNA H Fii & 2 90E W &0 52 170y, (2R
R AL A7 b Z AT FA A AR 22 [l B
8, ZT R FEE KR dsRNA | B 858 A S5 iR
dsRNA 2 ffi A KRG 0, AT 175 Z 4R 2] — A~ e b
A dsRNA A= 7= )53, Whitten 5 (2016) 7E K
ZLAE % Rhodnius prolixus 134z T Hh 3k B X 4L AR
FEH Nitrophorin 1) dsRNA (dsNP) |, o 5 il e A 1
YA IS 5 2 5 R A A TSR A AR A AR
ARG FER AL R T R AL, 12 & X R 7
KAEPIRIA A Fh oy B2 o ST RNAG &R, XA
1 A T AERE R B RNAT B EEMEE R
SCo it PERE R AR R B dsRNA b ] LA g —
i dsRNA pif&36 240 384T RNA T4t ( Murphy et al.,
2016) o XFPF I AE Y KI5 dsRNA By J5 ik, AT L
YER AR, HEEm e Y R R BRI,
SRR ANZHAR AT FH RBR AL T — R
1.3 RNAi ZE Rt E &3 R EEENANE

FH dsRNA ZbFHEL U5, BEAE 1 — 5 I 18] A A )
FAHN ) RNAL ZOR . BRitb =z A1, B98N G id 2 81
FERERE B A 0T B R Y O S L R 4T RNAL 4b
B, AT DR ROV AZ B B T AR, IR E R U R S
PERISZIR , WF 50 E WX FPAE dsRNA Lb I i) 25 ) 4
JE AL S 2 B FE AR L R T BB G Bk 548 RNAG
( parental RNAi, pRNAi)

SIRIAA ¥ Tribolium castaneum W M JE 5 Te’
DIl F map FEF Y dsRNA | B, K BLRE 2T —1%
JVRJIE X I B PR AR TR, O AR 2l Bk B R v R 8
AR ATIRAL (Bucher et al., 2002) , 332 B R KA
RNAi £, HuEifEF# H (Paim et al., 2013;
Coleman et al., 2015) F1#4%# H B # ( Shukla and
Palli, 2014 ; Khajuria et al., 2015 ; Fishilevich et al.,
2016a) LS T pRNAI &L

BAE 2004 4, Liu Al Kaufman A A pRNAI £
ARGE o S dsRNA - HE A B B B4R Y, BF 5T
Hunchback J:RTEFLEKAE Oncopeltus fasciatus 1=K
KA E R, JOF A5 20 AR B A9 45 R (Liv and
Kaufman, 2004) , KZEUHEH T, pRNAL 1 L FH 52
AT 7 AT Y, {H 52, Coleman 45 (2015) 7
WEEF Myzus persicae H i a5 1 AR FAE 9 5 Jk IR B R

WALLH] T pRNAL WL, MATHA Y N F 1
RNAL H AR5 i B i) FE P Dy g, IR 3k dsRNA iy
It R DR A0 P ) DR AF HRL R B MO i DA R TR 4L e
IF EREBRZ 5 , dsRNA X i o I PR i) T PR g 8
Y76 d Z A o TEICE e FE PR 0L e I 0 f o 7 2 1Y
JaArh, BAREER KA = NI R A AR AERFLE 12 d,
A, J5 AR B BA el R R T 40% ~60% . At
ITHBFFE R, RNAL R0 A Al gt b2 T — R
BRI, IR A 35— 1Y B HIVE AL

TEFFH H B FORAR Y b pRNAG S
(A2 | I 35 P S/ S ey ol R R S e~ |
Hunchback(hb) F1 brahma (brm) 5 MG 5 T A >,
Khajuria 2£(2015) 23 3& 8 T brm FI hb ] dsRNA
1 dsRNA Fa] MR 25 T R AR I FPBEE g e, dsSRNA 45]
W HURL AL hb TN brm e S AP W] W A, AR
YR A 32 BB A2, (H IR dsRNA S5 (9 30 R
JIET (R O L 4 F0 A Ak, 31X 26 45 SRAIE S T
RNAi 75 FRMRE M I oh B R0, Beg LI sy
TR dsRNA %3 2] N — 48, 2 T ax s 45 41,
pRNAT B Ky & —Fig 7E AR BB iR I vk . B,
Fishilevich Z& (2016b) % E >k # & i FF b 52 i
pRNAL R AR R 4T T HFSE, K dsRNA (1 J&
N WA 22 I [B] 4 23 52 0 pRNAG R0, AT 1A% 4%
ok pRNAL £ AR TE 35 5B 36 T 24514 v 227 10 A9
PR HE T — A R SR w] DL [ I R
dsRNA Fi Bt £ [ % % 5E PR W) > B AR B o™ A= it
PEAYRS . SRT, H AT A TG A W 223K 1) dsRNA
Jef ] L pRNAL (977 2006 T — A4 R k154
Rz o

RNAi 7EA [m] 4 Ffr B o b i) tHEAR A% 3 B, %)
RNAi 7653 B H (0 I 90 R0 B A B 2 1 4
B, W T RNAL £ R 78 E R R iG
ek

2 RNAIHATEHBBREEFEN
X2 8] /3

RNAi HA R4 B #1755 e A%, e fs 50
Xof HaAh R U Fh 2R L — PR IA . RNAG 9 )7 20
XF AT B G H AT E S HBUS 1T AR KR i R (Joga
et al., 2016; Guan et al., 2017; Mamta and Rajam,
2017) o {HIZ, T 20 SRAFRYMTFE L5 R W], RNA +
WHBCRIRE 5y Z B Z R R 520, o2 B Bl
RIEWRE, TTAE EAH— TR R e R



510 B 244k Acta Entomologica Sinica

62 %

Horpfig 4% 2 Wi LA SAS [6] B 1L dsRNA 59 4] 77 20%f
RNAI 8310
2.1 FBARERIEFEI RNAI XK

TEWE 225 RNAL Z4R 1 RLER oy, S A i A i
HEEERCEEZNEN, X7 BEE2A1RZ A
AT THESE . Whyard 55(2009 ) FIRIESE R, 45 Fh
B HURE 51 V-ATPase JEA 1) dsRNA 4351 ] M SR IR
WG Drosophila melanogaster , 7% 1 4 %5 . B & 4F
Acyrthosiphon pisum F1HH 5 KM% Manduca sexta 3§/
REFEOX JLAP R 3 JE T, Terenius 55 (2011) Xf
%3 5 B RNAL B S L HEAT 1 2554 . i3 %t
Kot EL R RN K 3% B S 30 B 047 230, AT
AR H B dr, K A R R HU) RNAT 2L
FAART R s FH LT3R B AR A SE PR U, B R Ay
FHOCEED BAT B4 () RNA TR . AT #r 1
130 2[R A9 RNAT RCR, A B R AT 38% 114 32 P9 X
B AR AL LB A T BRAACR, , 48 % 1 KL H LT 1%
A UURBCR BUORAR 55 . R 45 SR B AN ]
LAY [R] 5 I H: RNAG R R A7 e AR W o 25 19 22
S, XA FRATIR A R0 RNAL BEARFE PR 3G i T
HMESE o

TATEM R LR b & B, A S 5L AU fig
P dsSRNA S0 3], 75 % B 1] P £ 2 38 25 # dsRNA
P BRERGA U HJE S AHOCRE Y . PR, 3R
TR AR — L2 5 B ol A2 500 0B L Y B P, 2 41
I3 dsRNA AR N IS, BRSO w5 1 |
P8 2 0TH HAE I T 48 AR (Guan et al.,
2018¢) o 3X — & B DA — /> 00 TH 56 Yk PR A By %o
RNAi RCRA RIS,
2.2 EH#EsT RNAI R0

B d A 25 2 52 i RNAG 23R 10 — > 56 i [
R, LU SR BN, B3 H BRI RNAL R
Ry TR i A8 A S 25 i 3 H L iy RNAT 2%
REAAKIEAE (Zhu et al., 2011 ; Scott et al., 2013
Palli, 2014 ) . #F5¢ A 500 8938 H Ak H B (A
(1) RNAI Z0% 22 5 it 47 TARZ 058, B AiTIA R 52 e
i H B Ht RNAT 2503 (9 7] g J XA LT JLF
dsRNA % 20 A W WA 119 250 3R B AIK, dsRINA ¢ [ fii
RNAQ SCHEER RN L, DL RAEZERRIA Y RNAI
FEAH DGR 4545

Kobayashi 45 (2012 ) % B33 H E& 1 i) 40 i %
dsRNA 0 W R R T3 B B de, B de ik
dsRNA = 5058 35f P AR R4 « Sid-1 5 P A0 P A7 38
o ZBFENE B RS A Sid-1 R,

MAE LR H R R A A 2 AR 3 A4
Sid-1 Z5IFE A (Miyata et al., 2014 ; Cappelle et al.,
2016) . Sid-1 25 HAAALE R e 303 H B duxt
dsRNA W 4% 3 09 Al Shukla 45 (2016 ) & BH
figh 30 H L Mo 20 MO BB X dsRNA HEATA 80 Wi, (H
PR A A RNA J5 204G DA BRI Y siRNA F Bt
il 3 — 3 i 9256 & PR, dsRNA 76 B B it
A R R i ) R I 2 v TR H R R

EA BRI, A1y dsRNA 3 AR Bk
PN 523 B 2 1 L I L B8 o i b A A ) A TR g
fife AHIARRE A RNAL 35728 & #4100 BRI bm 55 R 1)
Wit XKL MEAFTEBON N L5 RNAT 8505
Ao ( Wang et al., 2016)

AR 3 - SR MUY FE A Eri-1 28
AR, 2k HGF RNAL () SR PE 1 3R ( Kennedy et al.,
2004), Spit 4¢ (2017) 7F 544 2 B 01 Leptinotarsa
decemlineata WL T PN HAE IR 5 3R 8 1B
PR Tt 5L A, AR TG ) R fofe 2 1) B % 25 TR LX) dsRNA
TR Song 4 (2018 ) %5E B WS 1E AR K IR
Locusta migratoria Lk L 5 2RIA A dsRNA %2 il
IR LmdsRNase 1 I LmdsRNase 4, 1 7p 3% ik 1
LmdsRNase 1 RE % 75 pH 5 B9 35 55 F = 20 F% i
dsRNA, 7 52 5% % 76 X W I K K ¥€  Osturina
Surnaculis BYBFSE R BT —AMUAE LR 853 H B
HURR S RIR AL TR B RE A REase, *4 dsRNA g A %
KRN S %R R B, IR Rk, &
KSR BE 8 '/ 42 B0 2 1Y small RNA, 31717 7 A= T8
R RNAT RV (Guan et al., 2018b) o FATTHEN
XA e B A H L AL RNAG R —
AN PRI, D A A o ok A TR
Ml (22 3k , AT BE A2 H i 53 H B AL RNAT R0 —
TR

BRULZ A0, el H R btk T —2K45e 7
(2 1 StaufenC, H 7] 5 35 P L R R 38 H R d b 77
fEo X dsRNA AN B Y B 2% 25 1ol 20 Jifg
StaufenC KPR F ik 1AL, [ I, 9 122 266 DR 7 200 i
WA 2 P B 2 B T A R X RNAG 7
AgitE, TESAER R RrpJe i dsStaufenC [
Z LA R ik i, dsGFP TE&) HUR A RE B 5 1)
FAAE SIRNA L IZ A58 45 R 3 3 B B R = 1
StaufenC HEPRZ 5T dsRNA ({55450 2 , 3% 7] fE 2
P E B AU A TR H B A RNAG R g Y Jit
K 2Z—(Yoon et al., 2018a)

25 FRTIR, S M R Bt RNAL SR A E 5
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— 1Y, XA R A PR R AT 43 A m] LASR R T80T &
PRI S 7 58, LAY RNAL RCR .
2.3 dsRNA EARREBHAMETI AN

dsRNA #E A 40 g J5, & 56 B¢ Dicer 5 D] ik,
siIRNA | siRNA U147 5 1) 5E KA 8, 2545 JF BHL it 25
PRI ) Btz 5 3R 38 e 26 S B0 X0 B8 A ik R 19 T B8R AE )
(Starega-Roslan et al., 2015) , [A tt., dsRNA #{ A 5%
PO VIR 20 RNAL ORI SRR 2R, (2T
TIX%F T Dicer ZAnfaf PU3] dsRNA FFHYUI 7 A 4 e 1<
JERY siRNA X — i BB o0 F LI AN TG

Dicer J&—/™ & BEORSF (1 ATP 481 1A% 1R N 1)
ity , J& T RNase ll 5 M . AU Dicer 2 H— M0 &
JUAMRSF Y Z5 R . — > N R U8 e 4 14, DUF283
PAZ 45i# , i)~ RNase Il 454380 F1— > XU5E RNA 45
& 45 # B, ( dsRNA binding domain, dsRBD )
(Hoehener et al., 2018 ; Sinha et al., 2018; Zhu et
al., 2018) . WARZ Dicer £ [ /DR LLZEHY
FEANHEE t Y Dicer figsl 4075 PAZ Fl RNase Il 45
¥4 ( MacRae et al., 2006)

HRTE 28 % Bl PAZ FI dsRBD 4544 35 & Dicer
HEH YU FIE5 5 dsRNA JIE W) 19 D E X 48 ( Anand
and Sanjeev, 2016; Alagia et al., 2018 ; Suarez et al.,
2018) , Dicer [~ RNase Il &5 ¥4 38k LA 4> 1 P9 — 5
RAIERIE B — >89 D) dsRNA 193 P47 55 ( Zhang
et al., 2004 ; Aguado and tenOever, 2018), 4
FUAZMERZ R N VT 2 A0 5 U057 s BT 1) — B
JUAREE A BRI R E AT BT VIR

2015 4F, WF 5% N B TE A B ZF f A I Bacillus
subtilis HLF T BEAE XS dsRNA FEAT 77 51 K 5 14 57
VIR A M A% TR B Mini I ( BsMini [T ) , BsMini Il L)
ZRIRRIE R R T B3 Y] YIS S 5E X
FREY 25 4, BsMini I — 5 44 B {5 [a] T #F ACCU/
AGGU {7 & Xf dsRNA #1785 4] ( Glow et al.,
2015) . Glow 45 (2016) X} 8 /> [a] 4 14 >k I 1)
Mini- Il 575 (04 4% 45 4% 2 1l 1) 59 U0 0% 9 o5 S 1k kA 7
T oM. MR B, X e L TR I S IR B A5 &
775 55 60 5 U4 8 52 1 AN R, A ) 1) s % 1
Sy F SR S YR BR T U E Y o flt 19— IS
SERRY] AERLE W Paramecium | 58 3o 1A 4 i
UEM] 3 /> Dicer-like g3 5 A7 B 2 1Y 5 51 fi 45 1
(Hoehener et al., 2018) ,

AHFFE A BAFIFH /N RNA IR H A B R RE 3 5]
(4 dsGFP 135 3 P28 B HUiR I, 28708 RNA Iy B
FCBY I s 00 3 A, & B H B U FE dsRNA fin T

b AR b B BT UM S P 2 GOU ARy i3 H R e
MARER , TE DR L4 H5 v I A & B Im) A B AR A, A
Bz, HoXf dsRNA (85 U fi 4 1 A2 1 BB 2225 ( Guan
et al., 2018a) , TEf HE B, dsRNA AR £
(9B D) i 4 PR 07 A, 35X A) RE 2 S B H R R
RNAI ZCRBIE & T 853 H B R iz —, da]
B S EOR R P Ah B HL RNAI R 28 1 09 J5 AR

N

Z—,
3 1S RNAI R BUA X

i B 3 5 3 1 BE AR PR, O ELRE S 7 A R
RNAi 20, & RNATL HORBEAS T3 H Bl ia 19 ¢
B, AHJE, AE LU A7 S04 dsRNA E A B LA
PN, 7E A A B A RO Z T, dsRNA — B A T
Hf i 9 L B P R AR 2 B Bl P T AL A
JEHIER T RNAL R B i3 B L dOk gl 372
Nt ( Garbutt et al., 2013 Lim et al., 2016; Mamta
et al., 2017 ; Peng et al., 2018) , [N, $& 7 dsRNA
HEAR AN Z 5 09 ke e P, W] Be A Bl T 4 xk
dsRNA U 2L RNAL 23, H FiTs ) B
9% FEE A TE LG PR SO KR+ X5 dsRNA 217
A2 DRI N1 T A6 3 G0 N 19 45 T B 2 £ (Joga
et al., 2016)

3.1 ReRkiEin

276 R I BT AR 2 H ET R AT 2 1Y
dsRNA i 3% £ 4, XT 7% & /N Blattella germanica
T 4T dsRNA 1R 25 55 77 A= RNAL 200, {H 2 1] iR
dsRNA HIRZ55) 5280 RNAT 200, Tin %6(2016) %
AR BT 8% dsRNA BEHS {1 #F 20 il X dsRNA 1y
WL, I ELATAR L P -tubulin BT BE % 5| 7 [
/NI 100% (FET= %, Huang %5 (2018 ) HIfE BT f4:42
B dsRNA (754, A I H 75 B0 dsRNA ERETE
TR /NI P S BT B A B A S T BR AR . Taning
Z5(2016 ) 7EBEH F 08 Drosophila suzukii % F| FRG 5
RSB T AERR B TR RO . AT 205 &0 T 3
MY dsRNA, B H2K dsRNA 540 78 1) ) B 5]
ML, Y59/ BE T TAE S SR 1 Ay A 8 FE A BE DR A TR
4 dsRNA 55 iig 57 44— 2 5 o 21 Gk B 7 e 1) 75
DU, BEASIN 2] B I iy B AR L DRI ITC R, (] g SR 1 30
TEE R R A, X Ul U] GE o B R AR S i S Y
dsRNA HA B S EE M, BRIEINZE dsRNA A% IR
fi At 72 . BRI Z A, B TR R 5 40 i A
SRR E AR A, LU BT dsRNA E47 60 8 fE
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4 2 L XT dsRNA YO8, PRt , i o 4
VER B MRS dsSRNA 2 —FiA 248 5 B H RNAI
HORBYTIAT )75 (Wu et al., 2009)
3.2 HRRFEE

YKL — B T A TR T H R
S 22 RARIORL, DAGKAR T 4547 dsRNA 3F#E A
B APy, T Dt 2 4 B U dsRINA S Y 4
PRITTERSCR o 7EE b i R AR KL T RE A 2 =
RNAi BRI S8 AR X LAV 42 L Anopheles gambiae
HJEFTHY o Zhang 45 (2010) 7 R0 2 S AR 74
ZE11) dsRNA 5] X] L6 4% B, % BLRE 8 A &5 UER
FEARIL R ATk . He 55:(2014) LT — M REASE
LR ZARHE T dsSRNA JEA S I 2B K R T,
LYK XA TC M I B BAT B i s
o AT K 5 Ot R L R 4N K KL - F CHT10
dsRNA AN A G et L A R R K B, 52302 R OK
5 CHT10 LR 335 5 R 35 WA, i L du i 3 7
ARG R g L R BB LG . A AT TS 2
URAE RS HUPR BT X6 K 7 A DG 0 G B R T, D Al Kk
FAE R AR IS B4 1 RNAL &R . Christiaens 5§
(2018) JF ¢ 1 —Fh b & AL BL A I g Kb 1 % 2
R T REMS PR dSRNA I3 Bl FR BT Hh A ¢
WA , B AR LB Y dsRNA 43 RERSTE pH 11
PR AETE 30 h, 17T LA 4 A W U A80R LA B
WIGER . AMATE XS FHSRA ML T B O B R K
G dsRNA , 25 3 4] MR S0, T 30 20 K hE 1~ 40, 9
(1) dsRNA EA TAF Y RNAT 0%, % 4y Ui 30t 32
PEm B 53% o AATHYZE FAEN] T g4 Kok A] DAAE
H—REn iz =, 45 dsRNA 7E6EH H B du ik
AR E P, O RNAT 783 1 By 16 S0l i iz 2 1
T

4 NEHRE

RNAi BAT m R0 e s S50 a5, Il iz
LT B R DR D e S Ui ST . RNAT [ 7
M7, HATE T AR AR A Tk AR
Z b B B PR R T DT R R B IR B R BCR
AR BT T3 SR R A T B . AR,
FI AT RNAT BORLE T BB7Ia P 09 0B A7 A — L
FDRE, AN ) $0 AR L DA LA KA (] B He 22 3] RNAG 2%
ZESRARK, JEHAE A R A S AR o FE A0 3 Uy
PR H B, 2B X RNAT RSB 1 X Fh
RN A Z 0, © A BBFFE RV, dsRNA #EA

B2 H b sk L2 v s R i 2 Y S (Song et
al., 2017; Guan et al., 2018b), H ¥k, Dicer X}
dsRNA #4787 Y12 %4> RNAL o #8219 G HE 20 B8, i
dsRNA 75 A [] 9 F B e v 1 59 U1 B Xt 2 5 3
RNAi 25 %R [ (19 )5 Rl 2 —o H T, — 2857 /Y
dsRNA 46 75 =X, 40 g Joe 1448 i L 48 Kohs 1~ 40 38 55
T LAZEf# dsRNA Y REMRAACE, E T B2 R RNAT R0R,
MR i B B RNAT HOR A S AR F B piif
I
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