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FeAT = BB B B A8 R T A B AR B AR o AR A B T MG 3R T £ 0 S ALE] , M At AR AR
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Research progress in phosphine toxicology and resistance mechanisms in

insect pests
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Reserves, Henan University of Technology, Zhengzhou 450001, China)

Abstract ; The fumigant phosphine has been widely used in protecting stored products against insect pests
for over 60 years. However, the long-term and improper application of phosphine has led to extensive
phosphine resistance among stored product pests. Knowledge of the mechanisms of phosphine toxicology
can provide ideas for the study of the mechanisms of phosphine resistance. Although it has been accepted
that phosphine causes death of insect pests by disruption of the nerve conduction, suppression of energy
metabolism, and destruction of the redox system, recent studies have revealed that the main lethal
mechanisms involve inhibiting the energy production, and disturbing redox system to increase oxidative
damage. Earlier studies demonstrated that the mechanisms of phosphine resistance mainly included active
exclusion of phosphine, protective narcosis, and upregulation of detoxification enzyme activities. In
recent years, with the application of genomics, proteomics, and metabolomics, some novel resistance

mechanisms, such as penetration resistance, decreased sensitivity of the target of phosphine, and
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reprogrammed energy metabolism, have been proposed. Increasing researches supported that strong
phosphine resistance should be mainly attributed to mutations of the target dihydrolipoamide
dehydrogenase and upregulation of antioxidase and detoxification enzyme activities, while reprogrammed
energy metabolism is a possible strategy adopted to counteract the negative influence of phosphine during
the early stage of resistance formation. Application of gene introgression in the study of fitness costs
associated with phosphine resistance mutations facilitates precisely predicting the evolution direction of
resistance mutations. Knowledge of the mechanisms of phosphine resistance and the evolutionary potential

of resistance mutations not only helps understand pesticide resistance development and biological

evolution, but also provides insights into the monitoring and management of phosphine resistance.

Key words; Phosphine;

metabolism

H1 T AT B VA ARG s 5 JCAR 245 B 45
Fi A B S BB 28500 Bl T TR R
Bijvfr o H, KM B — N5 B T T 5 2
it 5 R S e ekl & . EEM
R FE B, UNER A IR Plodia interpunctella . 25 B
J¢ & Trogoderma granarium., 4% %5,
dominica . 2+ % Sitophilus granarius . K % Sitophilus
oryzae . K% Sitophilus zeamais M5 Lasioderma
serricorne IR B Tribolium castaneum 3577 i 4 ¥%
5 A ¥ Oryzaephilus
surinamensis \Wg 4% {5 B\ Liposcelis bostrychophila F11g
1 B\ Liposcelis entomophila Y% B A A T 2
IPTPE (Nayak et al., 2020) . BALEPTIETRBEE K
AR T BT IA A E XA

7R F BB E BT LR AT A TS R
SRR L PR A H R VR TSR A SR A, DL R T
JRBT I E U IR HOR NG E W ST PR g S
PERB% . AN [E] T i 4% 500 0 B 20, ik S0 AR I IL
PR R PR | 3250 i P ZR ek A U VR T4
LAY AR i A AR B R R AR E A O T
1k S0 Y 7 B AT PE P Y Z5 98 ((Price, 1984
Chaudhry, 1997 RJ5 15, 2011) , {H B Hk
PRI ZH 2 2R T A2 A AL 2 0 1 L B Ak e
PERLHIARLR B PR, A S & OB A e 25
AR I3 At A S0 25 BRAIL TR PP BIL ] A kAl v
71, VI it g e iA B R A

1 B SR E
B SO A iU I 5 BB D (bt

FEKAL T, 2000) , AR A BCA A5 5 5w B Y
LB IR IVANE N AL WA A 7/ 19T G AR L O

Rhyzopertha

Cryptolestes  ferrugineus .

pesticide resistance; dihydrolipoamide dehydrogenase ;

redox; energy

U A AR I A Tz 04 BT R e RH 4
2002) . HAT, B S B F B gy PLE A 3 i (Nath
2011 ) (1) 4 @ & Wt JH ok AR A
(acetylcholinesterase, AChE) yG 4, T4t 2 H ph 4%
S5 (2) I AE AR, A B R AR N2 B 5 (3)
T H U A AR 5 R G, T AR Y AR RO T
48 (reactive oxygen species, ROS) , 25 40 @ i % /™
YA

1.1 P Z Bk RE A5 BE B

TER Bph e Ragirh, ph40id it £ BEAR G A AR 2R
Zxpr i A VEREE, T AChE BT AR A £ e AE AR , 38 £
P FFE6AY , DRIE B AR 30T 2 Y TE 5 3R 7. B
A S AL PR , 4 BEME Ephestia cautella B AChE 3514
REAR, I H ACKE 5% 7 5 i H 2 (g HURn&ly o) o
N BUR, RSN, R R (67 ~ 333 mg/
m®) [ W Ak S RE M ) AChE (¥ 7 4 ( Al-Hakkak et
al., 1989) , KT, ZEB; 1A 52 B v, B4k S0 fiff T3
H(0.1~0.5 mg/m’) AL LUEE BB EIET:, I
Ab i I B8 ) = WAL S A B, AR 2 Uy
AChE 1% % A W B 22 /b (Kim et al., 2019a,
2021) , #E—BRYBETE R, B ik S AL BRI, 7E9)
{103 BRI Bl o 31 B B, W1k S RE I ACKE B9 7%
PE 1B B RS T B SE K, RO IR A O, AR N
AChE JTEPEZ ALK, HE 22 M TR K P (bR B
FBRAZ Sy, 2001) o Ff AR vy 700 0 A S 25 A
AChE (136 , T35 AT 58 38 3o ok 20 7% 31 2 1K 1%
Fofr 7 TS 0 (A, 2002)

T SRS, SRR T RE 5 L BEIR 2
G5 G A HIme AT 1 E Ah B ReEH T G
FRIE 2T AR R 5 10 i, AN B B0 AT S %, F5
fa T2k B Caenorhabditis elegans i & B B9 A0 15 3
BAR, M EE RIS 5 P R A S B RN . S R ER

et al.,
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A L, B EGE A ] AChE 35 PR 42 & £ Tt
JIELBR K-, 3 iR 1 B 5 i, R B AR R
e, DA T et e O b S0 B80S (Nath e all.,
2011) o PR, AHDGE T P 4% S 0 25 8L, Wl Ak S04 o)
ST NBHR R A 5 | & A o BLAT BT I 2 i Bt
ROV

I iy v R B Wl Ak S ] AChE 19 23 7~ HL i
A BB 22 A PP R TG 216 3% HR rhondy T P fp P B 141
AChE 7 87 v i 1) 45 5 A7 s 7 AR i i Wi 5 | £ HC 5
VL5 AChE 3 P4 A0 55 1Y) 22 28 R 5k BT i 3 A
(Fukuto, 1990) , i AR 4k [ 14 # Fi B e 1) Dt ), 40
B S P i B LA BE S AChE 945 G007 5
454 o (BTEAEYIIR N, BEAL S0R B E AL AR
AR R E] 7 4 IE B R (H3PO) o H3PO A 4 48 Ji -l
o B0 H Aar, B D Al 20 0F L AT (Nath et al.,
2011) XAl ESs 4 H 5 AChE RY&55 RE T, AT
M CBEAEFR 5 AChE (454, AL AChE Xf £ T8t
JIELRE %) R R TG P o (B, 3 e 2F — 25 (R S 90 A BB IR
SEZAR UL
1.2 MHgeE A5
1.2.1 S rp o 55l R AR ¢ AL
(cytochrome c oxidase, COX) J&Z& iK1 1% 12 5
(electron transport chain, ETC) Hf & SRV, 21l
LLREN . ERRZ PR, B 0 FER
MRS 5 210 2R b i Bk 25 T8 i i o7 5, 41
i COX BYIE M, FRAK ETC A 7188 6 J7, I3
il = #5 R BE 1 (adenosine triphosphate, ATP) f{ 4=
B, A o PRk B RN 2 i B T ( Valmas et al.,
2008) , Bk LA B B, 3 HURY COX i 1
% XIS LAUERA COX mitJemif Ak S0 A9 7 ¥
(Kim er al., 2018) . {RSMEALSIGWAUESE, B LA
LOBZ IR R(UY [EA N e S 1 | A (S N AR S E
18 I AR, IR M R A= 8 Ak, T COX R D't 3 AR P 1
AL, X U] COX TR b 20 IA & A 4
YE (Kashi and Chefurka, 1976)

TRZWF 5 i — D UE S B & COX i PRy
I E A 2B 2 FEZ BB H] ( Farahani et
al., 2016) . JEBLETEARSI KT COX [0 1 H
B (HRAE S B 6 BRSSPk D b
X COX iy VE FH 4855 ( Zuryn et al., 2008) , 1]
an, Bl A BRI, 23 B USROS R AR Y
COX 15 M3 K K& 4 B i 28 4k ( Price and Wallter,
1987) . SR, £ L4070 M R W, Wi Ak LAk B, 3
M COX Ay FaR 3% Tk, Xl flEJE3E i COX i

P AR Y 25 A (Kim et al., 2018)

1.2.2 i) — S0~ Bt i U ( dihydrolipoamide
dehydrogenase, DLD) : DLD 2 E. 4% A= ¥4 4.2 Al
AE A T — o o A0 [R] R SR AW, 2 5 M N
T P2 0t S oo 13 TR I Sl L SR oo TR L
il R H 2 i 22 il 45 28 R O B Tl A 5 1R, T 3k
il 52 5 VR 2 55 PRI I 0 40 . — R TR 10 A0 R S i 2 i
FRHREAR . DLD 415 — A s A rhoo ik
ZA] 5 DLD () s fi b b0 2545, 0 DLD 2
EHe 1l B T 52 5 AR B9 A A6 1% 4 (Schlipalius et al.,
2012) , FEEHIIHERY, 52 2O BRAH L, 30
FH AL AL BE A A OB Wt Planococeus citri 1)
DLD 3Rk i, ixX Al g2 DLD 3& PEREAR A 55—~
JR A 3 i — 2P B e A2 B (Kim et al., 2021)
1.3 FHENERERS

WAL S0 T 28 L AT R T 4i e i S Ak
IR F G, e JE AR B RS ROS, T A B B 1
(0,) RIEH B - OH) il AL S (H,0,) , 1
IARAR R T3 FIRE BT ik A A, 5 S0 M A AR A s i
ET-(Zuryn et al., 2008 ; Liu et al., 2015) . LS
APREEERER (R Y Fe' T iR R Fe? T Fe® T B SR
AN H,0, A R HE A & (Cha'on et al.,
2007) . BEALEGERT L) B4R H,0, SO A R A
H /1 3E ( Quistad et al., 2000), M 4b, ETC 27554
ROS (1 £ %A%, NADH AR R E M 1 (A
[ )7 COX itk =¥y rh 454 ROS, i@ %, ETC
A B ROS kA Ak W B AR Wi ( superoxide
dismutase, SOD) 4k} H,0,, 4R J5 # i E AL A Bl
(catalase, CAT) B it & k¥ ( peroxidase, POD) ¥4
e AR I A AL BEES, Bk Myzus persicae
HEWE T FRBEEE LR, 74 H 20 ROS, H# N
HRR) AL (Kim et al., 2018)

CAT 1y 4 A3 3 ot i 21 A A 2R 58 AU I
REBA M, SRS MR ke
T A e et CAT A97% P ( Chaudhry and Price,
1990) . TEAV &k AT 05 5 o I 4 5 R0 75 T B AT 4%
Ao BEAL S G CAT (3 1%, 3803 Bk N H,0,
AR IR R, 19 0 3 dUiA P 1 S A6 R T (Price and
Dance, 1983; Zuryn et al., 2008) , X7, Bifb & H
A 7EE AR A B X CAT 3% Pk a4 /e, 78
AR R I LA HIAVE . teAh,SOD L A Il 5%
M EE L S F R4 = SOD 1T 1 (Bolter and
Chefurka, 1990; Chaudhry and Price, 1992), X
WAL S5 R T A 25 N 2 A B AT I 2D R
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ol R () AR A TS P ) T2 BE ML, 32 P S H Al
PHFERLE]

BRI EBR T 38 i ST A RIS PR S ES S
il AT A 3 T LA 2ot 400 ot 470 4R e T PR ) 2 38
S EERE N . AE B RS S Drosophila melanogaster
H AL ST AN B CAT JEBH )5 s+, 1 2
REAR 1 1E ] 98 55 X DREF ( DNA &2 il #H ¢ A 5)
FRIZKF-, TR oK P B CAT JE P Y 23K (Liu et
al., 2017) ,

2 ERMBAESHIHIENLS

FHORBEL S WP H A 6 A
(Schlipalius et al., 2012; Kim et al., 2019b) . (1) I
BHEFF (active exclusion) Bk S FPRAE B ik 5 (2)
5 PUME (penetration resistance ) 5 (3) H9ak H H ETE
FRBE ST 5 (4) BEMRBE AL SR FHREAR I RO 5 (5) 3
SRAFEERE ST ; (6) PH R RE AR 2
2.1 FHHFBHUSHRPEETE

F B S P TE S H B S A R R
R R S HE e o WAk SURT DLE 2o A RE
HFEA A (Bond and Monro, 1967) . #IF5E & B, Stk
A &k 6 HON BRI B IR T AR R BB AR
B S A AR L] . Ak, — AR Ak mT DL AE
K AR A (2 AR iR AE AE B B E A 2
AL SR AR — 2D AL, X BRI T T 45 M A g
BEL 11 @Al S0 A HUAA (Price, 1984) o BRIt W A7
TEHA S HE R w4 S AR B LH

SHURG R AL, RIS B A B VIR P
il R BRI B A A, O B L btk S
AP S ARG, RERE A E AR R R
Y SBHME AR 8 A G TR T A R, B L& T
B 5 FRARIRLE , 3 HOABEE R T R, X #l Ak S 32 1
#5m (Pimentel et al., 2007) o 775 0 B P2 du
BRI DTS AR IR S SH AR B T B 70% , ki fAk
FEPR 20 4 D18k e T B AR AL (AU RE T BRARS H DL
(AR BRI N ) o RNAL IR s i) ETC B A5, HA:
AR ATP 7= 5 FP WG A [, WAk =iy it
B 10 4% (Zuryn et al., 2008) . Bt S AL, R
PN HS U T 22 R HURR T 2R 100 I A Sk S5 0TS 2
YA FRREAR, SRS R AR RS & THiPEa & L H
TR T 2 R S AT v T B 1 o 2R 89 (Malekpour
et al., 2020 ) o ZEALLHE, IV 058 ) 2 0 b S0 Ak 21
IF, 4 &k BT A AR 0 € AT B8 0 AR T USRS R

(Pimentel er al., 2012) , XULAH, b AL BERT, 3
HH Ik PR AT 0 A AR AT A ol AT 3
B T2k TS HE R B AL S A E A, DA ITT 4 v Xt i Ak
AT 2

it FH o 7] i W A S A BT, 3 ORI B e T [
MR RFRE , ) B B, AR AL S R A
T bR 25 AU, R ZHO8 RS R 5 3l , X AT
SRR R R AP P Bk (B PSR, 2002) o S REAIREE AL
SR A, HUE A R B 2K T T B 1l SR
POZAR T HURA F HSEPR AR B, 2 BR AL
JE, BURS RMAE TR TR RN
( Athanassiou et al., 2019 ; Malekpour et al., 2020) ,
X A] BE A R B P I 3R A, W AL S
/b3 A (Pimentel et al., 2007) ,{H 5 ] G & A
A AHEAL AR 2 B B AL BT AL, S S
JIE 5 K i AR LR AT BEAC A5 B AR
2.2 FiEHMHE

SRS PUHE LSS F HUl I R fe 4 A 2H O3 anEk
Bz i BT sl 4l i 2 1 00 G ORI TR, 38 e JEEEE  BHL
A MRS . FFEBUE R o3 L 200 e &
M EAEE (A0 (3R P450 i R CYPAGIL6
FIEE W 2) 1 ABC ¥% iz {& ( ATP-binding cassette
transporter ) %% 1) 38 15 & b ¥ ( Balabanidou et al.,
2018) . RNA Ml J» 15250 5E 7 PCR K25 R o,
Bk A B it RR K ERERN LB E LA
(Chen et al., 2021) , WeAb, [ AH A BC-SAH €35
JoT T I FHASH I 2R 404 ¥ RN A% 3 8 SRR I AL I R I
MR AREREMN SRR E S THESRW
(Alnajim et al., 2020) , X283 B2 2509 1 2246 ] fiE
S BEAT WA S i 2 B R A AR, 4 v Hux) Ak
ENN B

29 L 1 HC At ZH 2R S5 R X AL S S R I
RS R B A PirE . UE X B L A
IREAR , 23 D B S A i, O Bt b =
BORCAE WA v T M W J5 B ik 19 AL % ( Chaudhry
and Price, 1992) , Bk REM I BUTFIELORLIAR
HZORAA TN R AEH] o M LR AR Ak 25
BB ( chemical uncoupler) T ATP & 55 Ry 14 i
TG O, SRR TS W da o R 2, A A1) P 7 35 B
INERLAAR B, 75 WU FE AR BIRE RASTR AR W4
BN WAL E XS SRR IR AR . i — 2D B RIESR
KB, SRR A REE N M T 80 3865 S5~ 6 JE ke
AR EAE N & T B 5 iz . E RO
T B RS R0 BE R JE DA | R WAk S 2 R, DT R
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1FEAL S AR (Nath e al., 2011)

S E AT gl I T ShHE R B E B s
A RFEA S M= A (E2 , B SO R AT
PR RS B S, 74 1Y ROS X U £
8 55 T A WYl R Ot 2 32 0 PR iy ok 10 Wl 1k S 4
T FEAR AN 2 R Wl A S A P Y AL
( Chaudhry, 1997) ,

2.3 SRR HMEFREE

5 HOA] LU o 52 5 BT 4 A T A T 1 ok R AR
ROS X 41 Jfl 1) 413 % . ROS J& — o 40 il 25 14 ¥ o o
WAL ST BB 3 Bt ETC, & g ROS AR, DT X
2 7= A= 25 P ( Schlipalius et al., 2018) , 1§ & fk
fify, 4 CAT ,POD F143 Jb H JIKk-S-#% # i ( glutathione-
S-transferases, GSTs) AJ DL J& Bif #i 3 [% ROS, P& fIf H:
Bk WAL SRR , AR HUE A R 1Y CAT % 15
TR & (Price and Dance, 1983) o Z5{0i#h, [ &
A5 B WAL S HUPE K B3, H: POD 375 P 31
Jin B ROS 4 3578 8 4IK 7K F- ( Yadav et al., 2020)
GSTs 38 123 18 15 Mo S0 0 TR i 822 1 30 Dot R P ke 345 Bk
ROS, WAL EUAE BRI KRR S Tl GSTs Kk iy
FJE(Hu et al., 2018)

2.4 RREBMLSIERERMEEYE

H T ARZ AT CUESE , S 3 R #i ik &9t
PEEEZ A LD, 2350 rphl F1 rph2 , H
it A5 K Ry i e 8 AR B P 352 4% (Nguyen er al.,
2015) . rph2 4t iy DLD 2 % 1k A9 1 R AR
DLD 4Ly i) ROS REME IR BTAR . rphl Gty
M52 b5 I8 i i & ( cytochrome b5 fatty acid
desaturase, Cyt-b5-r) AL AR ALY 22 AN FI R 107 1 2
A=Y IE R E B Sy, T 2 AN RN TR & 32 1) ROS
WY, kA A, A A ARG A YR
H: 512K ( Schlipalius et al., 2018)

rph1 i rph2 J5 PRI T M 98 722 I G %% 1) Tk 114) 196 4
BUEES TR E Y. TERH L E N TRE R T,
AP P A A5 T I BE VS bt . DLD
Ptk R B S S HAS G e IR, HHARIG AR
B ROS (il /b, B Z AL BT, 75 0i AT 48 LA
T ZR TR i R AR N FLIR SRR (A AR A
TR & R AEE W3 22 5, T SE AR ) 7E A i
% b e LB oo~ N RIS U | H 2 R AL i il R TN
Vi 2 3t S 25 Tl , X A B 28 8 1 DLD 2 51104
YrE A S 8L S EAE 5¢ (Schlipalius et al., 2012)
380, rphl HUk 58 A8 G i Y Cyt-bS-r 1) fiff 35 M [
I, At A MR Z2 AN RN R DT IR & AR, DT TG

ROS Xf 4= ¥y I& i % $K /E 3 ( Schlipalius et al.,
2018) o [Ht, 24 rphl H1 rph2 5S4 1 35 AT ] A €
S e 0 S ) N i e o I R = 1 .2
(Nayak et al., 2020)

2.5 EEfREEE

Hi CYP %t (%) 240 Jf 2 2% PASO F N 4 i &%
( cytochrome P450 monooxygenases, P450s) J& B B A&
W—REE R, Wil S, RS
PLih B CYP346B1, CYP346B2 1 CYP346B3 H:[H
FIKE W L, AN R TARCEE Tk (1S 30 )
i PAS0s , FRAEIAT F 0 Bl Ak S A B RS i ( Wang
et al., 2020) , #E—LHBFTE & B, Bl S bitE S
P450s YT PRI IEAR G o 20 M AN ] 3t BEAR R AR 404
HE P450s T Pk & BL, YUk il 2 19 PASOs I ki T
TR &, FEh B A &R PASO BE KL CYP345A1 il
CYP345A2 By ik it i 2 5 T HUS M &R . RNAQ 1)
X P BRI TR J5 , 2R 400 ¥ o0 1l T &0 %) s
i (Huang et al., 2019) . 20, 58U 2 AH
Lo, WREDUTE S FR CYP4CI -like K& IR (1) 235 B 2 5
T 74%(Yang et al., 2018) ,,

JAE PASOs W] LR 222 HUR) 4800y 0 2 AR
BB (I, 2008) , {H & H HiJf A #5725 P450s BE
P B SPTrER or F AL . TR R
YA P9 2 B A Ab i R R (POYT ) L IR B R b
(H,PO; ) JEBERREL (HPO ™) 45 Jo#E s IR 3 1 4
(Nath et al., 2011) , FrLIAG AEN P450s Al fES 5
PEALBE AL S Y AL FE Ak ([ 3 58 ) (Wang et al.,
2020) ,{H & HETIF IR SEUESE P450s 2 b AL
YIRS /R
2.6 FEEEEAHER

HT T 23 AR 3 o i P 8, 2 35 ATP
AN Tt 3 AT DL i [ ETC B R A9 3R
R R v IR AL L AR T gk 22l A ETC
Ao KEHL AT R COX P T B
F,JFH COX My 1 5 WAk S o Pk 72 BE 52 1E A OC
(Kim et al., 2019b) . #—2LBBF5E K I, COX 1Y
I WAETE ARG UM &R Bk a2 Budm & iy
15 % (Koo et al., 2021) , 7EZHrht &k B, Bk &
PO it ZR IR FH AR S AT B, T e A 2
PRI ZH DNA $8 DUECHE i, ke £ s SR AL i R Ak K OF
LAl A2 200 M 1) BB B2 755K (Zuryn et al., 2008)

AN K GE A S A FZERLR DNA Ty 45
IR, B R R B R TS R A R
S IRIRAE F 1 A I (Tl 1R SR W 1 4 ) 55 DR 1)
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FikmRETH, S 5EARITENHIRTEE A 90
BELA (hsp90 ) F12 15 B 7K A 55 W A5 4 e R T A
PR Camyl) F3K B WA [A] P2 B T 9 3 B gk
AR P F A B FR AT DL 0 A O R A
AT PR R DR AR AT B o TR A, £ B 2k AR B
FH A/ M, DT R IE DG B 108 5 5 J A o e A
AR JEF- i 0 D Re , LA o s b S ot 1 e
A (Kim et al., 2019b) ,

A S B A 2R A AT LA 2k o R HC A e
6, B ETC 7 B8 , A T a6 AR B3 A S0 K 1Y 171

SR B BEAL E P, mPUKR RIS

T Lok 58 KRN 4w i DLD () 4% 55 B 1) 243k
[] oS AR ZR , T R A A 30 % 8 8 Sy A S
il (LEA SRR, 32 ) 4 2 W 5 T i A 2 2
TEBERRAL K 7 2 ATP) VLR (4 FLME 26 i, 3225
I K- BERR AL 7 B , B2 v 4 0 B35 Ak S 0 T
32 (Kim et al., 2019b) , SEUR AL, 45 25 8%
AP F b DLD | H il 7 -3 - 1 il S i 96
AR S AR 55 5 T T e AT A IR AR TR Tl 1) 3 38
N AR BB ORI e 72 vh A DG B ) 38
i R X SR WAl S 2 I o W P A R A AR R A
W AR R A 5 A, G s i R, T
AE 2 b B2 i AL A 51 9 77 fiE A 2 (Park et al.,
2008) . Zefelth, KR R HUVE S Z b, AR b A B
(oA R O S T =l w0 N A = 2
B TR RPUIE R H, S-1-RH -5 -6 T It S il (—
PR G AL SR A T, 0 I R B A 25 2 20 ) Ay
BRI 2 (AL =RV IR 0YEE 1 20) 3Rk
9, 3 RE AT LA 4 R i 2 1 7 fiE (Koo et al.,
2021) .

SRR U, T HURE S B R AR XY R R T
B E W RE R 9, H il g b AH 7 9 8 A A
Tt £1% 355 1A 590 A v AR B3t A 00 i 2E R 9 il 7 H
DALk, B A 2 T e A BB ) S e A
BEVERT, AT LA REAR B AL S0 5 0, B2 R Rl A7
o WA AR B S LR T, Jua ]
AP LR ARG AR, T A E 14 BE B RIS
FE7E e BT DL BT L

3 EHBASIMERTREL
L S 3 (fitness ) 5 L sh Lt {64 4y il

F PRI N A A A SRR AT RE 1o & A AR Y
(fitness cost) BLPLPEICHr (resistance cost) S8 PL Pk

LAY B BE AR AN . HUPEACHT BRI TPtk A
B 3k A, BUEAA /N BT 2R 78 45 5 7 LA
HEAG(E 5, 2021) o R, BF 9 5 sk S 40
PSS T BE T STt 28 iy #E A Ty 1] . H
DG T WAL SO DU I8 & BE 2 MR A BIFFE 2 Th 7 rphl
i rph2 IHTIHERAE

R Z B 58 >k A F# BE 28 ¥ ( population cage
approach ) BF 5 3 MUY B AL S HT AN o FERDIEE
B, DABURS Z BT i 2R 4 58 0 R R Sy 1 Tk
R AEBA WAL SR )T B3R 240, S
FEPUME R A BT PR 7 FE R 32 (1) 72 4k ( Jagadeesan
et al., 2012) , Pt BB 57 Hk P R ek, 41
PEARIBOR (£ 4655, 2021)  FE TR G L 1O AF
FERW], A 5 BB AL S HUPESRE R (rph2) BRI AE 20 4>
AR DR R AN 22, U B AN A7 7E Bl 16 A BT AR
(Schlipalius et al., 2008) . {H & FhEEGE 2 I AN GE 58
PSR 5 N R VRSP & Ptk %
AT I o A HERR A T SR R, R SR K P
5 (gene introgression ) {9 )7 LA ST, FE A
R S L NN S R AV B N a - A ] BV [
Fe— SRR IR 25— 2R AR R I . SR AEEA
B rph1 1 mph2 S AU R, RE R AR IS
HEHEE O e A 0 R B MBS S8R S
( Daglish et al., 2020; Singarayan et al., 2021) , i
AAEEPEA M, X Wk i B 7 S 4 mphl I
rph2 FERBUIE S AS REAE 23K 12 & 4 (Nayak et al.,
2020) .,

4 NEHFRE

Lk B, WAl S B LA HIL ] A 50 ]
B ACKE, T A 4% 55 41 ] RE 1 04 22 180 T4
LIRS, WA it . F O it S bk
AL E A5 2 shHE T+ DAL A OR Y P Bk, 2P bt
P, 3558 I RIS BRAE T, R b 0/ HTRAR A
SR 1 8 7 B R 0 R B e AR S, He,
DLD %878 | FH Hh 15 B fE 1 Mgk 2 AE 77 4 5 2 2 22
AGHTERL ], e QS o Y 8 38 mT BEJE DTV I
PRI S RS20 A 2 ML o [EJ2 , P450s
5 i X e 1 S ) T AL A, e A Ak B T
RE QMRS A4 70 SIS AL ) A7 5 2 ik —
AT BIFSEH R AL ST L R AT AL
A REACTE AN B T B T T2 PR AT A A
Pyt EAL R g 3 HL A AR DT M A B



428 B 244k Acta Entomologica Sinica 67 %

AEZENE L,

TE AR S0 9 78 ik PRI 22 190 iy I, 3l A
R v SrS [ DG s NS 71 N S D
Uk A B s S A Hle . B FT Tz ] FAO
(1975 ) 7 1Y 07 ¥ R B ok Jr i (B 58 5%,
2020 ) A g Ak Sk HAA R 2 00 Jmy BR A, T 9 it
SREAI I B B A5 70 BT R RE A BT K, i e i
S5 e PR 0 AT LA 50/ I A S 5 A A ) B K
LA N1 T 8T DA I A RS O A E
HURHTE , S AN [a] I 23 I A 8 S A A T A T
{10, DLD 1) PASS 5748 J2& o5 L4 W Wl Ak 0 v Pt ik
PRI v i g ) 98 A%, LA 6 A DR 5 B 1k R
FETERCIR LA G AR, PR I T AR 418 12 TR 1 98 728
23 J BT A DL A 5 R A B0k /KT (Wang er al.,
2022) o ZRflHh, KRR @ S S P & 09 DLD fi
FPAE PA9S G715, AT L) A Y92 598 78 o 45 ) oK 4 i)
Hitk K- (Chen et al., 2015)

3 ) MR PR B AT LA 3 B 04 A% HORIAE
bR, AW ST AR AL E AR . RNAL HOR
SRR SR AN IS, B A AR A
ST HRE R TEAE R T TR BT T B A AR R Y
{877, 4 RNAT 2082 H T 0 5 B i (Koo et
al., 2020) , S#ACEGIVERCAYEE, 40 DLD, CAT,
AChE 1 PA50s ] DLah RNAD (97 HI#EAR, HATE
B R T3 B SR e Spodoptera litura ( Zhao et
al., 2013) FKAE 8 Sitobion avenae MEEF ( T HEZE,
2012) . #§ 88 W Helicoverpa armigera ( Kumar et al.,
2009 ) F175 i f2 AT 25 1t ( Butler et al., 2013 ) ) Fh#f
KE o WA, BT LAE SRR R T T SE i Y 2%
5 WA SR 2R AT HE R B ) 4N, Pk Ak A
( carbonyl sulfide, COS) I PR AL EAE FH T35 B
(R 200 (0 3R SR Al , P A R 2 A e R T T BA
Wb EPirEny DLD SEARAR did-1, Wi 5w ik Ak
FAE B A 2 2 00 38 2 /E FH ( Alzahrani and Ebert,
2019; Lee et al., 2020) ,
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