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Abstract: RNA interference (RNAi) is a physiological phenomenon that endogenous gene occurs specific degradation after tran-
scription, which widely exists as an immune mechanism against the viruses in organisms. The core mechanism of RNAi in Cae-
norhabditis elegans has been determined, but there exists an alternative systematic RNAi pathway in insects which is distinct from C.
elegans. The homologous proteins of transmembrane SID-2 have not been found in insects yet, in addition, the RNA-dependent RNA
Polymerase (RARP) doesn’t locate in Drosophila melanogaster instead of other enzymes with similar function. The efficiency of
RNAi varies not only with the target genes and the choice of double-strand RNA (dsRNA) ,

state and the dose of of dsRNA intake.

but also with the insects’ developmental
With the identification of the characteristics of RNAI in insects, the application value of
RNAIi has been gradually showing. In recent years, silencing the target gene by means of RNAi technology facilitates the develop-
ment of gene function research. Additionally, RNAI is also widely used for the research on resistant genes in notorious pests. The lat-
est study suggests that RNAi combining with the second generation sequencing technology can screen a lethal sequence to non-model
insects, which speeds up the pace of producing biopesticides used for agricultural insect pests control by RNAi technology.
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1 EH RNAi i{ERMLH

WLl Drosophila melanogaster Meigen 1 5 =
B, 55— T RNAL PSS G R Hy, —Su R B
RNAi AT 2 78 Rt v K LY . Zamore et al.
(2000) FH dsRNA %5 YL a4 g 25, & B dsRNA 75
Segk Y El N 21 ~ 23 nt By 5%, Elbashir et al.
(2001 ) i L ARSNE HAY J5 1s , UESE 3" v AT B AR 4%
4 (overhanging) () RNA J7 55 GE = 24 e /1 T 48 mR-
NA (1], F X R g 51 & 0 22 RNAL RO 9 1% 1
HEEFR N /T4 RNA (small interfering RNA, siR-
NA) . Bije AR 4 siRNA 19 33564 2 MHRFESE Y
ZERHFAE , Bernstein et al. (2001 ) #E{l] dsRNA J& #f
— 7t RNase IIDJE], P, M HT RNA 1 il S 86 41 i
RNase [l # A9 3R35 , 5 B IA 13X Fl RNase Il , B
Dicer i R MR RS BE dSRNA A siRNA
(Rt , B T RNAI 95 & id #2

Hammond et al. (2000) 7& %& 4= RNAi J5 1 5£ 0@
JERR SR o B A BN, BT RNA 55 9L
¥R 42 4K (RNA induced silencing complex, RISC)
7E RISC 5%, siRNA iy iz X4 5 58 mRNA 3
PR AN XS T 455, ] ATP fiGE, RISC %
TR N VI slicer U1HE|HE mRNA | 5| 2 #8 5E PN F% 5% 5
K B4 UL 2R ( Martinez et al.,2002) ., Saleh et al.
(2009) & B, #I 14 A GFP ARicHY Sindbis 5 7 AE
RS B B GFP iy ik &, HR I dsRNA 24k
WA e SO ) s B A e i 05 19, IE B RNAL S J5
R AR 0 — B S L, )2 A
TETHYIEN, Tomoyasu et al. (2008) W35 F 0,
E. At RNAL %0 HL 1 5 75 i BaAT 2k 4t Caenorhab-
ditis elegans ¥R, 4 — F #R & /1 Dicer 5 i dsR-
NA FJY)#] (HE8E RNAI 4150 M HAE AR

2 EHHRZME RNAI

ELdU iy RNAL 432 40 i B A XA EE B iR C
( Whangbo & Hunter,2008) , 40 il H J& ¢ RNAi 49
e s S5 HE TR H IR T 51 ABLERIA dsRNA 1Y
YA B, JC A0 R 1] 4% 36 M 5 27 DU BR RO T DA A% 38
B[R] B 20 e w20 2, D R O 3F 40 i A 3 =X
RNAi, R4 F A= RNAL GG FREEE RNAL ISR
Fifk RNAL 2 A2, BR8Pk RNAL & AR 7ERERS I
S dsRNA (4 B4 g A= 5 vh, i) &R Gk RNAG
HAHE T 24049, N 45 U5 5 7R 20 i 51

20 20 [A) (4% 6 3 A% ( Huvenne & Smagghe ,2010)

Winston et al. (2002) W} 982k B #) 22 o RNAI
IF, & SID-1 KAz 578 14 75 i e A 2t H B & A
Y F YA PE RNAL, TR IE A S2 4 i R 3R 1k SID-1
J5 REDS A BE TR rh e dsRNA |, 2B SID-1 J2 4l ffd
1] 45 dsRNA () £ [ 38 i ( Feinberg & Hunter,
2003 ; Joseph & Hunter,2011) , v F£k g BE 10 25
JEEEE 1 SID-2 , J2& & R PR B ME RNAT Jir b 75 (1) ( Win-
ston et al. ,2007) , HHEI, £ B 3 %K & B SID-2
[ H, SID-1 [a] PR F7E 3 B [ R A 3
Tribolium castaneum (Herbst) | #5# H [ X 4% Bom-
fit 2% & MK Spodopiera
(Hiibner) || i 38 H [ 5 K H| & ¥ Apis mellifera
(L.). Wi Mg %8 4 4 /N ¥ Nasonia vitripennis
(Walk. ) ] 238 H [ #8495 Aphis gossypii ( Glover) (K
REEWF Rhopalosiphum padi (L. ) KB Sito-
bion avenae (L. ) Wi 5. W Acrythosiphon pisum ( Har-
ris) | \EH M H [ 3V ENE Schistocerca americana
(Drury) ] FIEBL AAKE Pediculus humanus corporis
(DeGeer) |47 K B, WFFERB, BN #H 1 K&
A= RNAIL B, #0045 35 KT ER SID-1 ] Y8 & 11 3R 36
2= B30 ( Aronstein et al. ,2006) , i Tomoya-
su et al. (2008) 7387 &30, [RIATITER 3 4> SID-1 [] 5
BN, SR EATIIRBE & AR R GEME RNAL, H X 26
SID-1 [R]J5LEE 115 75 1 B A28t & A= RNA I JE 56
AR tag-130 ¢ R HAHIL , KW SID-1 A2 Ar 4
WA R GME RNAL TR YT, RE s 4
Mra, B oy SID-1 [W] 954 1 B A AR 1 R4k i
1 (Xu & Han,2008 ) , {H [ i SID-1 [ ¥ 2& A 16
Zurk RNA g/ AN B

2 HUREY) & A R ge e RNAL W00 5254808 T
RNA f% RNA Z 4 i ( RNA-dependent RNA polymer-
ase ,RARP) ( Harmon ,2002) , X575 5| AL E 1) dsRNA
WURE A& A W W B R TR, EFER furh— &
&I RARP YLELE ( Gordon & Waterhouse ,2007)
Lipardi et al. (2001) % 3, B i IEIGELL GFP Aricd
[ siRNA D955 55 19, #F mRNA 56725y dsRNA,
W R AF7E B A RARP 3G PERY Y B, 1] Duan
et al. (2010) & ¥, RARP 1§ 1 #11 ] 5] Amanita
phalloides 3f: A GEAM ] D-elpl {35 14 ; [A] i, HoKs 75
N BT AR B 2 ASFEIA rf-1 Hil ego-1 73531 e B 31 3
iA# A pUAST-DEST I 4 Fi 20 ook i S S 3 2R

byx mori L. | exigua
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75 245 - RNA THU7E R Hevb a4 FHATLBE K 0 ik Jé - 231 -

WS R T A RE AT B SR A AR B R R 5
BRSNS R T80 R Wi Bl i DR 2R g 114 35 8 I T8 285
RH, LI e A R g 0 R A1 U5 DY Y E )t 3
9o A OCE R A RNAL B{5E 5 HOR ML A 75 1 —
BT

3 EH RNAi WERE

FEREANTA EL H RNAG 9 22 Sk, BF R #0445 51 &
FEPITURR I A W 1A g 22 e ZH 2T 75 19 dsRNA /B
RNAi U i R debn . b SE KAk Hyalopho-
ra cecropia ( L.) . ¥ &% Antheraea pernyi Guérin-
Méneville {H & Kk Manduca sexta L. {5/ H dsR-
NA (10 ng - mg™ "), 5251 & KA LR TR ;
{ERR Sk Chrysodeixis includens ( Walker ) 55 1% 5}
K& dsRNA (1 pg - mg™") o R WL 5 B W 1)
RNAi {5 ( Terenius et al. ,2011)

(7)o 2 AN [ BR FE R f) RNAT BURR A R
5t ISR dsRNA JTERH KB\ Nilapa-
rvata lugens (Stal) 3 ANFEMA, & I H T P AX A 28 22
Gk iy B P NIb2 0 BRAOCR i 2% (B 2 YO A
dsRNA J5, H RNAi %% = 00 2 3 5% (Liu et al.,
2010) , Cabrera et al. (2010) W57 FE0H , 1E 5 F14H
WLl 577 Wk Spodoptera frugiperda ( Smith) %)y B 24
AL dsRNA | BEfS W 25 (R 22 B H A S 5
IR AHALAT OC T M B0 Mk & 2 RNAL JTBRESR
AR IE ( Terenius et al.,2011) , eAh, [A]Fh 5 A
RIA] dsRNA R Bt 25 7=k RNAL 625, Lie
al. (2011) B3t 1 3 A% REL V-ATP 45 B2
E WV $£ ( V-ATPase-E ) A dsRNA, /& 3l dsRNA %
(LT 5" i G X IR R A, T B 5% 3 i G
DXANAEZR A XA dsRNA JUBRBCRE e o A LS
FW], B AU A RNAL IRCRZ 3 5 B Sl is i A
FHOCH R A5, BRIz Ah , i 5 sl dml e A LR b
PRAEFAAR B B rb 1 T4 Ak dsRINA f4 it 3% M, DA T 384
findA&X}T dsRNA A4 #58% F ( Cabrera et al.,2010)
]I, vy 0 B 1 dsRNA H A B K A9 T BR B0 Ar KR 1
AT REME . Liu er al. (2010) SRH 2 Fi S 6 (25 F01
50 nL) i dsRNA 7T ER# K cathepsin-B FL[H , 5 5%
Ja KA B T 13.9% F143.8% |

SRS I RNAL B BT 5 19 S flL dsRNA ¥k &2,
DI/ 3 22 1 dsRNA 15 B %) Bt #8540 07 ( off-target
effects) , 7 HE 37 UK dsRNA 8 A £ FHICBR AR B2 (1Y
5ol ) g i 2k ( Terenius et al. ,2011) , 7EAREHY)

RNAi #fF5% o, 3 3 7t Oy 6 3R e B EAT B 3500
BREGIR , )T #0011 dsRNA ¥ Ji2, & RNAI
FE B A SR — B3, 1X0O6F RNAL R T 3%
HBHIART, ERA 2 RNAL R R EA R AE L.

4 RNAi ZERH PRI A

BE 2009 47 A, C A 50 Fp R UG FE A H 24
A EOEAEN A AR AU Kb A B g 2
DA 1R E R SR R BRI 20 7 4145 B (Xavier,
2010) , BEZE X E HU RNAT A= AL A2 0 BB, 2P
BT RNAL I FHIFIE 5 Rk
4.1 BEHINGEEEMTR

FI AL e 5t A% 2 07 2 047 Bt Th e 6 PR 40 1Y)
WESE, 3G T AT A Y B R E A B e B
55 T T i, AH 52 BR T 56 0 98 A8 B PR 1) BB T A
R A B X6 578 500 i Al e, i e R 5
25, RNAL 5k B He 2y i 56 PR RN D) e 2k R 20 2= 0 5
wyt o TR,

ITAESK , By rp — BB I P ) B 2L ) RE it RNAG
Y E S, Kumar et al. (2009) 3@ 15 siRNA JTERAR
& W1 Helicoverpa armigera Hiibner £,k H 37 {4, H
4l HUE E AR K R F ORI TR L2 B Y
Zhang et al. (2010) B R EE T AR I Locusta
migratoria manilensis ( Meyen ) JL T Ji & % B
LmCHSI 1y 2 A ] 28 5y 4R 4R, I F1 F RNAT A i
— ARG HE R AT A SRR R R, e I
2 {4 g LmCHSIB 1 dsRNA J5 , HifR 3 fe 78
8, NREAS IE W6 A, Uk WY AT AR B AR AN AR K
ER AR EZNE, Hua e al. (2010) i858 G0
YE T AR Z 4K Tork 8T J5 Rk kA 3%
ALY 24 AR K BUH A A — A4S 2R TR TCO04091
PRUTERS , T BOR WS 4l U RE 1E 5 P Ak, % B 5L
HWATRES S TR F 15 20 72, A B
TARICATHCEE W 7 FAE AL . BRI Inte-
grin JEH o Fl B 55T SR A Y — b 4 A 3R T
BB A E A BEAE R . Surakasi et al.
(2011 ) K REHR AR T B 4EAY dsRNA VSRS M 4l
Hu, AL B ) AR e A T N S 5 O R
M ELPEER BE J1 AL, R B Integrin AN {LTE F AKX
W4l U kR AR, T ELAE 20 B G i S R AR
Uifig. ik RNAL IS REHTF 5T A% HOR 9 /R HTEE R, Si-
vakumar et al. (2007 ) i dsRNA §5 5 FiAM04 H ik
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JikB HaAPN1 (%) Sf21 40 215}, & ¥ HaAPN1 [{) 3%
IR N SRk V34 18 2 AT, 5 R N TE S dsRNA
SR HL HaAPNT #6585 LB 45 2R — 20, 45 5
dsRNA 73 5f J5 AKX 95 = 4 2F AT I Bacillus
thuringiensis (Bt) Cryl Ac $iiERI55%, T IR B T
HaAPN1 J& Bt Cryl Ac % Z I HEZ A

Dietzl et al. (2007) F|FH RNAi fiff 5% S0 4 T HE
B2 BILL A GALA/UAS B3 R Gi Rk I
) T 52 7 4, e s B & e 31 45 F RNA- (hairpin
RNA)  /ER M dsRNA, 257 SR 5 [R 41 K- 5%
FEP RNAL SO JE LT 22270 DMERER R E w5 T
SR L DR 2H PP TR Y 88% (Y HE B dm AL R, It
FER KP4 L P RNAL SCIE S R Ge o B AR i 45
ML KRB W BB K T REATIT 171 R By w5t
12y RNAT ST HA B He D RE R PR 20 2 (i 5 28
B
4.2 BHIAEHNHAR

KR 25T, 2RO F AT R &
AAHLI A RO, NTTE it 2otk . B SR B 5 0%
T REAR AP AT 28 305 P s R s o7 B0
TRERE RPN RN, RARRERW
FUPERLE A B THUER A ROA B, RNAL g Hi AL
HlIRTE LM T — PR iR AR

AW AR AR AR A SR 2 TE IR Y B AL
il Z—c Turner et al. (2006 ) & i 1] M 57 P 463 46 1K
Epiphyas postvittana ( Walker ) 212 HE fifd EposCXE1 £
dsRNA, 5| % EposCXEL 45 J5 7K-F-FEAK 50% , S of
GEI A B S IR IR TR G B AR OCHUMEBEE T BLAilh
Bautista et al. (2009) & 3, E A Ha TR EE /NS gk
Plutella xylostella (L. ) 4 I 4 B4 {5 £ P450 3t
CYP6BGI il 3R ik, H = N1 5% i B 4h L 28
A AAIRTE 5, CYPOBG1 ik & 25 i 1Y &,
HED CYPOBG (13 £ 338 5 /N M S G TR P kA
Ko HE— il i M/ SEig 4  CYP6BG1 dsRNA
PEATHAIE , 7O E B AT & B, CYPOBG % 5% /K -
0 RRANR 5 AT b 3 S 1Y) 40 2 47 Sl 3 T A= il
JE, K CYPOBGL JLERJG LCs, W3 FEAR , IERH /X
e o} S AR TR T TP 5 40 i €5, 2R S fL i CYPOBGI
T MERG R A C

LB I Leptinotarsa decemlineata (Say) , £,
2N H WACZG 1 50 Z2 A 2803 77 A P (Jiang
et al. ,2010) , Revuelta et al. (2011) FEREFIF T

LB ) 2 B L BENR AR BR B Ldacel I Ldace2
I3 dsRNA 4 5P T4 Ldacel F1 Ldace2
MIITEIRTE T 2 FhEREEAE PR h A STk, 455
RNAi J5 B3 73 A7 2 B, Ldacel 72 FT WL 3 7Y &L
it 1% v B TR VR T, UA HLIE AR 2 B SE LA BT
557 d S S E , Ldacel dsRNA ZRFRGFET R
(75.6% ) f T dsLdace2 (50.6% ) FIXt HR4H (40.3% ) ,
FW] Ldace2 2 Dy % B W L LA HLBE R 25 0Pk Y
FEHLH
4.3 FHMHEHAR

T JLAE RNAT 5 A7 R VE 4 G4 v %) 10,
BT . — 5Tl 5 SR ) B B ok
A I RR LR 1Y dsRNA |, 24 3 A4 W B il 3
KIEDI , 51 4 Bk Y e Az RNATL BRI o i B
BHESI . Mao et al. (2007 ) J o % B H B i df 4
FoAk B A Lt 2R PASO LY dsRNA, 4 HUHRE
Ja Ik FIRGAER . Baum e al. (2007 ) 444 F
TR B PS5 B . Diabrotica virgifera (LeConte)
TN IR ATP i dsRNA (5% SE A HE Y, S B K
ok BIREMIET T, Zha et al. (2011 )%
#y REP b s RRas Ry 3 AN JER (NIHTL (Nlcar (NI-
try) S AR R, 25 HUBCR SR B PR AR I, B
P R R 2 AP T B AR P AR B . 55—
Jiin, LIk 8 il siRNA AR A=A 2. H i, R
ZHETEH B T 0 1k BA BOERUN ) siRNA, R £
ORI T A= Yyt N o B AR AR A n s B 3 Y 41
N, SR A W r, 4% 13 8 AE Ji ATP 1f 72, RISP
SRR AL 5K bel AY—MEHE, Gong et
al. (2011) &1 X 75 51 24 2 A (7N 32 gk RISP ( Pxyl-
RISP) , &3t T 3 FkE 4k siRNA, 5BHE GG 7
SV M NS 4 dy, e B g AR T A ik 73%
e it PCR A & B, AL T-4) . RISP %% 5% 7K1
B RRAR, AT 4 . ATP AKX BB, 15 UIE
B TR A5 R siRNA AR 2ok A it 4% 1 41
R, BA R —AE YRR T, Zhou et al.
(2008 ) %1 %F 238 H % B (W Reticulitermes flavipes
(Kollar) JH A A 5T £1 4 25 (1) 3 SR cell-1 F14 5
P25 2% S0k () 2B 1 Hex-2 2 ANJEIR, 43 5l kA7 1
5 siRNA FIMEE dsRNA {56, 50 £ 0, cell-1 U1
PR T B WP 5 B AR AN AL TR 3 T
MREL Hex-2 dsRNA BB & B MAPRY i S i (EIE
REJD) o34k I B TR 4l 3R B 1 LCP iy 3Rk
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75 245 - RNA THU7E R Hevb a4 FHATLBE K 0 ik Jé - 233 -

3 THIN (PR AECGR AT AE D)) il Hex-2 1) dsRNA
(A AL B, &) O B T WA, JE Tl . LA
EWFSE AR, H T RNAL BRI &8 B Y A%
FBEA BRI

RNAi Biji6 5 JUR RO T = 20 T4
FTTAE Y A5 o 0 0 K i A B R00 1 T
P W2 RNAL RT3 BUBa A LAt . ofiif o
2B, F| H RNAseq %I N £ 15 1% DGE-tag 4%
ARG AT R RNAL J W2 al A7 i, 2 HX T i b
By 0 AE B R F N (., Wang e al.
(2011) LI E YN £ K UE Ostrinia furnalalis ( Guenée )
HIFFEXT G ARG T 14690 [ Btk (B &l AL 05 |
B RF S R IR BRI, PR T 4 B Be DGE-tag
P& DU i 19 10 AR PR G AR I 1Y dsRINA., 58374
SN RN TR L, R Bigh R BIR G HAE T %
Fhir ;i at qRT-PCR 34, 3 B &)y HUAE 1 6 FIHE AL
PRI R TR VTR AR B HAT AH G DRI i 2R ie dsR-
NA i B A dsRNA @y FE rT AL, B RS IE 1
dsRNA 7] DUZE3 i H B AR REFIBESE , Ry dsR-
NA R BN T3 BUpia 4R it 1
5 NG

WA A % 2 RNAL HLHEE T, RNAI 7E9E
B B R i A I BL ) o 2 i W o, B R R Gk
RNAi 1533 T i — 2058, RNAL (9 1 FH A it i
ez B E A, K5 R, 6225 1 siRNA
I dsRNA, DL R 38 2o e & KA N G i i) & e 25 44
RNA #REATBIER , 3 W 756K RNATL H A T
HRPERA I KW 1. BT, EA X BEHE A
R B AN H F dUr RNAG S SE PR Y) ( Baum et
al. ,2007 ; Mao et al. ,2007 ; Zha et al. ,2011) , H5T
WFFE R B], RNAI 454 RNAseq DGE-tag %5 Je 7f 14
PIBR AT LA | T S bl R B A IR A O A
BB E S| & RNAL (AR 7 9 1R BT 2 %0
AIFEDA . I, OG- siIRNA AT DU T siEs e 14 77) 24
K dsRNA Bef 25 375 30 H 4y i A4 BE i 48, 5 Jm
PT RNAL B T 3 HUB A 1Y 20 £ (Wang et al.
2011) .

H A, RNAG 75 FH 8] 9 52 Bz H Tl ki, A
H T S DR ) (04 25 A ] B R 2 A DY )t Tig
R T K o O R, KR IR 91 ) 2 R A
Prxf RNAL (B EE  5H siRNA 1 dsRNA I
A AR 245, W) 5 2 YA 4 ) 3 e O 3 K 1 o )

FHAL, AT X RNAG 08 BE (%) 741 it S I 5 A 40
B RNAL FiARTCEE Ry Byl 3 s ik MR 4 A A4
BT B A9 B B ( Gatehouse & Price,2011) , RNAi

AR RIS pAE T OB ORI 10 AR ABIFSE A
&% 3k
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