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Abstract: Biological control is an increasing important approach for forest pest control. With the technological

advancement in molecular biology, high-throughput sequencing, and nanotechnology, etc., more emerging

technologies have been gradually applied in the biological control of forest insect pests. In conjunction with

traditional biological control methods and innovative technology, more specific, efficient and environmentally

friendly strategies are being developed for forest pest management. Herein, the current status of biological control

of forest insect pests and development and application prospect of new biological control technologies were

reviewed.
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MRS RGN T/AKIGRFE. SAEWH T TR
FAMAES P SHMAEEEER Y. R, |T
i A PP O N Ve 5 AT SN O 7 NS = S = 7 N
MR RS e MR 22 HRAHEPE HL T ) XU A G 55
— LR MR A S RGN AT E B R IR P
DRLtE, R B A 2 T i U Bl R AF AR L 2
T HUE 7 4 b LA [R) 2 () B MR e A B ) 45
FEIPRRZE, HAE i i v IR HEH,
R 52 2 HAERFE I RE DY . 22 Piia F BN
EHRE, BS54 R AP T B IREE &E
AR AEMIAF] DY, M2 T, PG AR E L
SUAFINE S A, R T Mg HENR
FBz— P, BE NI ESEREME %4 HR
AL, EVIBTIE AR U6 B R 3 A R B
HEREH.

AW iE — AR R H R B R L R R A
Fopth & R BhP DA S B S Bk IR R A
A RERWFEYRB R ER DY, R — iR
Rl RIS R ¥ FAE R AL, AR 2 188
Al REAEE P RME R R o QIR R Al ad ao R i e e Ik
AR TR T 51 RSO TSR e A — i
I 15 5 A7 A LA I T A R R A AR ) B 3
e Y. SR, ASFEART AR T H-—4
B R F—F Ry, & K B ] R AR —
F TP e s B/ . W Koller 25 ™ 4i it 1 36 FhaF
AR5 17 Fhos R AR VDB G B IR E bR U
BRI, RIWAE 12% PIH AR B2 14
YiVER . Zhou %5 P RENFAME RE: Monochamus alternatus
%)) R 5 B B Beauveria spp. 7] (e [A] I 5
— KREAE 9, & ' Dastarcus helophoroides 7= — 7€
RGAEF, B A7) i R s st A b 7 A OR BRI,
T R T B AR 1) e A PR AT R AN ORAG . RS

BERG RO MEEME N, WA ZHEERNAE
1 FH AT fig 2 R L s s e 1

AR, WD TAEDFHEA. Sl rE
RFGPOKF AR A Je, 23 REUE YL LA A B
7 FE MBI R s MORPTHE AL RNAI ZED)
A A LR Wolbachia F HPIAHE A TR
BUEFE AR BAE P E AR DL RS T PR EAR A )
B da B A U 12 A 2 Rl B AR 3% S F B R AR
YIBG I AR 8 R R EE A YA 4
&, WK TR AIL A B, A E IR AR — 1
B, SRR . IREE S AU R B A B iR
HAR, EFEREE B REEABER .

1 ZMEREWRRIR

1.1 XEEHR

KR R AR E AR R, s
1 I A At B R AR AR AR R s TS AR AE
A Vs SR e B AR T TA T AR N EUA SR,
RS RE R TR E R R RS, BT,
KT R B R FHAE H B 70 58 2 SR fE L E R )
HY £ % B (consumptive effects) J5 [ U 5 AR 1M, R
HENEHOIUEHAN, RS 2817 78 [ 21 3E
HY £ 2% (non-consumptive effects), [ R H XU 2%
I (enemy-risk effects). JEELFEAL (non-lethal effects)
IR A 5 A HAE F (trait-mediated interactions)!”
(& Do

BTN R, RECE BRI RS0
E U R LT B B RO A 2 Y,
R34y 1B IR B B A IR RO PR AT 58 R0 2 F
PIRET A, A2 R R BB R B 22 R L
EIEEH. B, et RmEdh 20470
PRSI T A A=, Forp Bl S R
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*1 RBEHRRATEEH

KA EES EHEEH EE RGN
ELRRCRRN, AR
MEdE HBEE. FHEE. BEEE. ' Rl 2 MR T AR AR 'S 0, 2 [18-20]
ki H i FEPDOS RN B A R BN, SRS B s
TN HARNAIE T AT, SEVIR SR LT R
WA BUEHE. XCEE. @A, w4 e SAEERRAEIET R RN, EEELIT N £ [21-24]

7S RN S 2 RE!

i FIVAYS A= BE QLR T B R g R (E N il p e
W S N FERE R, B UK A B IR,
T AE—ERE L _E A0 AR

SRR MARTRILN R, oS
TR Z B F I E G HH T HRRE L E
i . Symondson & P! i I IE BT A0 ST £ M
A 5 A 2N = A ESUE . Boldorini £ P
X CL R 3R STHR 4 o 4 T AR AT BB A,
RIAHEE T SECH BMEHEE T HZ 73%. 800
WEERIZ, BV V25 8RB KRR
LHMEF IR T EREEE, U &R
RS ) B — LR S 1) 3% B T OB T 27 2489 -
RABE (HEMFL)-Had =HEFRAF RS,
DA T FL A £ 5 7 R 0 7 P 52 SR R BR A1 0,

TEFTA S I v b A A 7 1 2 A 1 R R
ARHR . WF /N HIE . BN RN i R e SR B
RETHIME, O RERBEIAREH TR ER
Dendrolimus spp.~ 5 & A& Hyphantria cunea K«
TSR ERBE P, 20 4D 90 FFEAE,
B EEH R AR N, A REE ] T AESERX
ZFofy B FE L YL SRR G T 4 30% TSR Ok
ANTHEAEE, AT 30 2N EREMARERM
AWpTiR P R AR 5 AN A AR R R R R
20%, SRTMHAEAEF E— kM. HartllH 2 20
Fhar A d e N TG, HAbvr 2 MR
AR TAFREOR R 7 i R SRR B
1.2 BHFBEREY
1.2.1 B o

B HUR B 2 R AR A 2 B o R e R R
BREACREHEEAEY P RRIL, RBHREE
AN R EAFESHEE . XHE. KEE.
WH. BEWE. REE. KHE. 2480 H Ak E
FIVFZ RS, XL R ANFT BN ERHE R
SRR B A, BN R AEEEEH . B
MO RIATIRE R A2 AR EE . WA 5
JE 525 5520 20 o ot R R R AR SRR B

R, REWRBMEEZ, HIFEAREYERES
LR . BURtEsR. 5T Mg H
TEMEE RS SR, D IRARAT A B AU #3518 H
FIFRAEMGE W P A REwE, R
% ff1449% B (nucleopolyhedrosis viruses, NPVs) Fl1i
HRLAAR R 75 (granuloviruses, GVs) 25 # IR 95 55 42 i 7%
AR B2 2651, HET S RILH X 700 2 4 2 R
e H B RAEEER (R 2), REEER
JeJa (R DURER B 5 A B 5 B £F 2014 4R 5
AV FBHEE R 11 PR A 25 4% 55, NPVs
GVs 5 . mik 80% LA | Y, Grégoire &5 P % 3,
—SEFPARI B TG AR LR R R Dymantria dispars K
k- #50k L. monacha. WM 242 M W& Gilpinia hercyniae
FIFA $5 - % Neodiprion Sertifer 2 R4 i, H
2000 4F PASK, T E XT3 B 5 T /N A ORURE A4 5 7
CrleGV #EAT 1 w4 A= 7= RO AR Bt FH - DA% il 3
BRI N IR Thaumatotibia leucotreta ; 24 HF 57
N G &AM 5 R, % R Rk
30%~90%, R FIRFLE 4 S H LY,
1.2.2 B U JR 4 i

F2 HUI 5L 2 B 4 T o0 B LA R Bl R R
VER IR BB GebR,  HonT it 7 i 55 3R s AR IR AR
AU =) RAN S AR tkAh, — AL
A fik 2 AE W 1) 5 3 ME R Se B (induced systemic
resistance, ISR), 8 ¥4 /i H & HE 180 2 i B8
77 B H AT CUR B B HUE SR AN R o B S A
Bacillus spp.~ K2 AT B Paenibacillus spp.. 1%
FLFfIEE Pseudomonas spp.~ FERE [ Streptomyces spp.-
VSFFE Lysobacter spp. MYV E5 I Seratia spp. &5 1>,
SR, BT3B 40 B HU3 JoR 40 B A A0 R i e, g
otk R A R 2 . KA 5§30 Rt
PR SRS R, DR H AT TS B2 S ) B R
JRAH B AT A D, 2R TR = 4 A T B Bacillus
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thuringiensis (BO™. 1% 5 B 2 vt i i 1A 75
EH. BHREREANEFRARAREASNZ M
FE TR A P 2). 20 4 50~80 FEAY, EE
AU EE RO T Bt 19 KB H AR AT TIRAR
FC, BAHE T LA ZLEEAE N Bt 1 32 BRSO R HE S
TWHE RO . 20 2l 80 FFAUH HILIK, Bt O A
Tt 800 F7 A AR FE B BvE, A HX
75 963 A% bR AR BT M 2 — B 28 e,
Bt 2 W E RAE AR 2 A e i KR AR 2,
BRI EU) 95%, Frs'nlik3 )
W, XF3EE [k, 8 Ak Clostera anachoreta %%
22 AR MR S E ) LA A P B 1 R T
123 RAUpEAEE

B U 5 L B 2 B e B IR B B R E R )
ARG AR (FERAR ), By AR T
ME T His BRATZE, ERERES NRF IR
BESEYIIT, 7505 B Z G B bk e, i
FFEREFRDRNM AR R EATEEST,
H AT Skl i B AU R LB 2995 700 M, SR H
B B8 43 B S AR Tk Ak AR 7= ) 3 a5 B
1B SH1E H Metarhizium spp.. $¢H 1 Lecanicillium
spp. AT 55 Isaria spp. /0¥ 2sRE P, de Faria
2 BRI, ESZBLR AL 110 Ff B chos i L
d, BRI 1B B Beauveria bassiana 4,1 4418
Metarhizium anisopliae & 7> & 5 N &1
PRI (3R 2), W AE T A kA B B0 i 1 B 1 T
SR 40% F1 39%. BEAh, BT A
WriR N, Rt S 2 I ARz T S PN
VF 2 B o JoL B TR A 1B T T Rt SR F T3 Ui
ABiva B BT, XU SR A B AR
B, T AREI ARG SR 50l fa B R, a2 /)UA
/& Ips typographus. HRKILIFA K /INEE Dendroctonus
ponderosae. K% % W Rhynchophorus ferrugineus-
)8 B K4 Anoplophora glabripennis. FHWE % & T
Agrilus planipennis. PEAMEWE Lycorma delicatula 1
}14F Cinara cupressi %55 #, %F H b5 3 R4 HEK
BB IR RRIE E] 45% LA PO,

124 B HUp R4 R

Hr K 2% L Steinernema spp. #l 7 /N AT 28 B
Heterorhabditis spp. #& i W1 T3 b 1) H T By v 7
MR AR IR R (R 2), HARRAE
i~ HRRYESR. BARZE A 5 TR AR P AT it
M, FEEMFEGRMSRRRMEAERR. F
J 5 L RO A BERISG B DL R R B R AR TR
RIEREMERL. HAl, ©fF 10 200 R R4
ST R A A, # T Cephalcia spp.
KA. ¥AW % Hylobius spp.. #8414 Melolontha
spp.~ SRR E MBS DY, B THER
R, G Battitsti®™ BAf, JE Ak 2k B Steinernema
feltiae FI-RARMTIRZL HL S, kraussei XF 8 w1 Cephalcia
arvensis [ FAEE Al ik 50% UL b 5 Eidt 28 P73,
E &) Ve AR 0 it FH /N B ik 0r IRk LS. carpocapsae J&
AR A RS B Hylobius congener %1% 41t 1) 16 & .
SR e BRI A2, TR IR 28 0 BT 4 3 SR A 5
BONBURE, AR B RO IR AR 2 . W1 Kapranas
S DRI, 9 IR 2 HROGHIR B AR S SO U, 4
MRINRFEAC T 25°C, k% LHEREEmER, £
O R AE B B, R R RO
B B, EENMEYRZT T, B 5
28 B o PRI AR X /N B
1.3 RHERE

T E—MINA, 5 B (semiochemical)
FoeAE RG] 23 9/ E FH T A0 N (145 & & (pheromone)
FOAE FF-Fhia] (¥ 4k & (allelochemicals) K2 M,
B A5 TSR, BTN ORIV 2 A0 ) i
BE BT A F TR 9 AT R A TR ), A AR AR X 47
1 H #7F5 pheromone FI semiochemical 4t — R {F
FER. RREERBRAAEN KM T H
AR E A 37 AT R SR BB AT
R NSRS, A EE R BERE
&, mEEERNREGERSE 2. FIXLE
BEY, T8N E MR G E R MEEE BRE
BRI ARMB S P bF B .
LV A RS A, RREERCOHEHT

x2 ENERFRRMEYEEERESR

KA T AP R FEH b FH R

R HUR P2 AR RE . UKL B 8 H

EE R S A Iz e s AT T BEAH. XGHH . . ERE
E& HU R LT BRAGAMEE. ST aER FEH. A, 28, 5EEH
IR SR 2 T ke d, R MTL R BH . BEHE . PUHE
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BRI, R, PEWT A FOAS A o frd i bk a)
FEME ), Jb SRS B D4R ] 1 M B E A S IR
&4 Cydia pomonella FIFRESCE 2 W K/NE
Dendroctonus pseudotsugae 213 K/INak D. rufipennis .
VETTHAR/Nag D. brevicomis %% ML A E R R E
P Th B A% W, AT E AR A
FEEE . AW T WS/ NE Tetrastichus planipennisi
HERMERMEE SR WO EEMANTER, Xt
TR R MR 1) R R B H ) 1 0 23k 2 DA R TSUIS () 28R
PP S B AR Y,
14 EWIREFRF

MR RRFAER T . B A8 2%E
Y8 S A R R, e SR th B
A DRBEANIHE A R, 2R A &
o A ZEMIE. e T R RS T A i 2 3 Y,
i HURIAR LG, AEDUR A R B R sy R
IRV B JRRLSEE 515 X 2 eI IREFR S,
DA] T 7 ok bk 52 3] 25 18] 0 G = T 38 AT HE I A5
J& o [ R MOl B TSR N BRI O i O,
Isman'™ LB, [ 21 LK, B HPIFEA R
R RIE 58 A0 B FH ¢ 20 20 80 AR AR i 10 fi%, 7
mn AR YDA 245 5 G AR AR 5T i EE EL R 5.6%,
b AT AR 2 Ad &1 0.05%. B A ok 25
BRLLER A Aromia bungii W) 15 0% 4 IBT G 7712,
Sunamura %5 ' ¥R 77 7 g HU B RTIG H R 7 Bl IR i
A G ZR A F B s E R, A i A -
T S SRR 1 3 3% HRI AT A R I ] A 4 sl Bk 41
PR AL 2, 1 22 2420 R ) 75 B AR R e R
AR I 301 () A B . Liu 25 7 & BT I H 1
Kk H% 2 Pyrethrins IT 0T A4 #8 R 2 42 H/E . Qu
2 UL BLEN B . AT Rk o SR A A R
WAy 2ok, WAL Mg e A R, H
T DA U5 A HUR B 9T RN R B 2 AR FR A T
IEHTHRIEAEY) b, AR SR ORI T O B T
Bt FEHIMUE. & BOR RS R A E 5T
T DU o g 20> 1%,
1.5 HiER~m

At 7 ORI i Pyemotes spp. 25 HiAth 24E 4 [
FERE AR AR U A B 77 o Sl L P25 A2
TS AN, s R e 3208 FR T
PRE s R A0 1 P, ERiE, H AT T e —
SRR TSIl R A AR =, T H O B E 4
Z MR E B EYIPIG, JEBUR BN I B
OV AR, A AT B A 0 1 7 b A R

¥, P giganticus F1 P. dryas &% PR R E UL
Pl e U e AU P zhonghuajia FNEE
T P moseri S5 35 A RV T R I N T
2 B T35 s AR R B v T

WAk, AR R B AE L n] I R TR AR
. BRIk ARED. KEESREE S~ ERE
HU B 2 R B R A ) G P A AR A I A
VARSN S E S MU I SR T o < o 19577
A, HETA T bA o d i R HAd A DL B 4
ATFBOR AT BT A A B 7= i . N o B RS
BRI TP a8, RSN, Hirkr-
IR RR I AEE . YRR 6 i S T B
TR R B Ak, B RE B B AE T AN I i
Oy in g JCREAR K SRR R A2, R IFA
g, REEBROHIT KRS T HRATE L

LEEBIf -
2 BB E BRI A BN A ET=

21 MARIHEER
WARPILEMIGEE LT B HRE. 4. 7
TP R = WA x — e U B R ANR M E A
RARIRANGE F7, A% SR BT d A B e
FH SIS A AR AT REEEAT BUPE AR R 1 57
W AIE o XA LA AR AR T A R [ P9 A 2 R
FBNIEARI PR AR, X —J7ETEE X
W BRI AR, LK B A BRRa B o B A0 S 25
ihIESTAR VAR L SE PR EC W Y OSLETA i) 4V
BEAh, R A B S CEAY B A BT UL,
454 DNA EEH ) T F B, B IUIERER S AR A
PR A BCHEAT 58 [ IRAR A2, 2 H RTH% RO TR
HARE T BOrE R RARE . TR
m IEFERZ BBOREZ AT TN AT, FERTH
MRV R R, B B B TR R T AR
B, O A U D B A A U
ENIFAEIR =, HrP I T 10 Bt T du s
BB O st S ar g ™ SR, ARG E X
JSLFH AR AT = AT T, R AR AEARIR] SEELR R
FREFANNIHT o WURE R 2 A BT HUHT S Rl L
F T A0t I AN 22 e VEAS U PP, (BRI TN B2
LK L B B DR A 0 22 b S R 4R AR AT
BR. Ding %5 U I 3 Py IR £ B 5 DR A v ok T
flRSe H ikl R R RE 7T, (ESR IR ke Y
T, AXEE B U e 22 DR 0 SRR e A e S
B  dUE AN A AR ], S AT RE 2 JE R
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P HApE
2.2 RNAEHIZRHF

RNA T-# (RNA interference, RNA1) & 41 il #%
S B ) 2 R TR AL 2 —, ATk XUEE RNA
(double stranded RNA, dsRNA) i & [7] J& mRNA [#
fil, BHIEEEFRFE N F AT, RNAL AWk 25l i
RNA LA B AR B PR (1) e 53¢, b 2 A s
MG RIEHE R, BB F AR R o] R
et T, BEERERAMFEABAN LR, K&
5555 i T AH OGN S B RE DR A A I, Oy U BT
FEEGERAE TR E kAR, HESh 7 LI RNAL N
% 0 (1) RNAL £ W) R 25 1 SE M R Ré. H AT,
dsRNA FEA [ R H 32 253 A DY Fh % - (1) HIGS (4%
SLIAREY) ) w5 (2) SIGS (W ) 5K 5 (3) NDGS
(YKL ) TR 5 (4) VIGS (JREEsimE &R
IEHAIEIX ) T .

dsRNA $EARAE A T BB R J7 1 HUS 1R 4
Mttt Re, (RERMNE Rpia N HE D . &
AT, dsSRNA EARXS 77 FA K/ Nk Dendroctonus
frontalis. *E1WFAK/NEE D. armandi. Y6 JE B R4
FEE. A2 B Choristoneura fumiferana. H
Wit A2 35 T AN IS I B Plagiodera versicolora 55 #7 K
F BB BT IR ROR 7. (H dsRNA F AR (1 B #
R SZAR Z R FE0A, AN (R4 T ) 5ok B o e PR 10 5
JEE R R Rt Kyre 28 B DL# 2% 5 HSP.
BEL BT JEA SHIT 1 48 Jfa 98 T2 40 11 P51~ TAP 9 ¥E AR & 1%
dsRNA, 73 il 1] M B J7 A K/ &l e 10 R R 3,
dsHSP #H 1 dsSHI 41 i& £ £ 100% £ 86.67% (] 4t
22, 0 dsIAP ZH A FEIET: ;s Ha2, FHE
JR K] dSRINA ] M s 58 3G F R 1 o K/ & BRER 7 R
R, =4Ik 100% MFET-R ®Y, HhAh, dsRNA
1%y 2t 2 L5245 . Dhandapani %5 *
RIL, VLIAP, W7y 165 F SNFT7 F1 sSJ 5 57 ik
B SSK N#EFR & K dsRNA HME Y E B R4, &
HHCT R A 53 AR 90% 75% F1 80% 5 ifif LAVE ST
J7 AL B, BETCF 705008 100%. 50% H1 40%.
HAr, #ARE L ISRNA KR Z ik R 8RR T
SIGS Fl VIGA o FTA M Fiphidik 7= (B 1), &
FEIET SIGS SIS WIS T SRR AR B,
PLI LT VIGS SEBE (1) 993 75 08 18 8V AU AE W) 3R
KB IEVE Y, Ak, F T NDGS 5 ) 9K 3K
RIBIE # % RS E dsRNA [ 250 ™, gl
o — PP LR AT DUE I AR, R S RAR
FR ST IR S e i AT 1 AR AR T L dSRNA R 243 1 T

o AH T 90K L O UE ST NSRRI S i e
+, HXHESHEE fmpm ™, HibgekEiks
ZIE RGN IE A Rt — PRI
2.3 4 FE WolbachiaE BFfAHA

Wolbachia & TCHMEBI Y ML 8 & 25 £ 1) AT
ZOES N R FEE IR, FEFEAER
AR R R PN, B R AR SN P kAT
AL 3%, 38 B 2R AL J7 AAE B doip o A% 3 .
Wolbachia B.A5 2 Fh % AL, g B s A2 58
Jra. R RE ., e R NS, AR d A gt
Y5 B 45 A ) R A R

Wolbachia £ 55 LB 16 v ) B 32 2282 i 72 DA
NEATTIM. (1) 8 EER g E R, BRI EH
e JJMAAFEBE J1. Wolbachia %1 1 2 4E H 3=
AL HE I P 5 AN e A M (cytoplasmic incompatibility,
CD). M. MEMEAL. AI0ME A= 58 55 A2 E 1 428 A0 HA
VR 3, e rb e LA R 40 BN e B,
B 45 5 Wolbachia W) e 5 %7 41 K #5 5 Wolbachia
(1) e S A2 T S5 P e R O AN e S Ak o il i B At iy
Wolbachia [P HUR 32 il $E AR B U H AR B AR B
B AMZEHA (incompatible insect technique, 1IT)"Y,
/N DE S P Rk N T e Sr R e T A = R
Wolbachia 74 (wAIbA. wAIbB F1 wPip) [ 4 £ ft
I HC ek, B REAHBER ARG G RRLATH
AR T-SIT), KFALAE = HC B 78 a5
R, FEARTERR T B SR BUMRE, JF BR A
A R RRE S 0] B, Gong 25 PO 5@ i IR R A St
FORTE 3 A B dih 230 Wolbachia ¥4k, BLfg4
HERAE, XAePAWmEE /. H Wolbachia ¥
FlfE ¥ B Bemisia tabaci 5, Ky B\ A AR U &
B R F D P (2) @ A R AR A AR
P, $Em AP R B BUR . BRI, S
Tk P38 AT s 25 404 K &\ Nilaparvata lugens 75 il
o SURME L AR T Wolbachia, 3T 400148 % AU B
UTEE IR FRIA, BRI A A 3 0018 2 E4R
W X — RPN E R R AL TR R Ay
2%, BT, Wolbachia 3 B 6 B AR 7t 3 B4
rh T R AL R, AH Wolbachia S5 TR A
AR 2R, 1B — XA G T
B, R RPra b B BRI SR, ok
et AT RAE
24 TIREEZBUERA

AR, V2B R TRE W BT K oAk
ERBEFENEEERMN. HE, TEEHEAKE.
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* ”
. Microorganisms
‘\_}_‘ e R

Virus

Nanocarrier-based transdermal

dsRNA delivery system
& TakBmsEEERG

Injection

[Jeeosssn &

Bl FHIHEHISRNARAR)HE 5%

WSS P, e BRAE . WA, R4
RSN R RN ", EML T TERER
WBFNHET SN Kk, RN R R &R
J7iENGE TR B R R R . T DA ek
I8 AR B TR R FIE AR o

FEPR TR ORI e — PR A AT B S, wT
DL TR W T, sy 1, F
4y T A% 8l 5 240 DNA R 74, w4
&R R R ANREEB RN TEES, N
MRS EA SR mARB IR EK. 72 R
¥ Cordyceps javanica WP 43 7)) ik 22 15 K B AT 1 &
FIBESE R CJPRB. CJPRBI R =JikEEE [N CJ-CLN2-1
Ji » =R IEAR RN S [ (I B AT 2 i
FrFNEE SR FAh, A RAE TR B bl Rk AR
/)N RNA H1 dsRNA FHufE ERBEEE R, [FFEHE S
T IREEMIEE S, NIEsE TR AR E &
AT Hrig s " Be4b, Chen 2 OV R A2

AT BB AR FE AR L R IE B TR B A AL A uras
AN A, FEERFE B P L T — A A
CRISPR/Cas9 /T I B K 8 R 48, O L2 B 0
ML TN EORTFB, ERT AR E T
BHERE ). 525 FEAFEYIEBLAN S
Ao W AR EE AR R SRAMBE AR, AN R
nH#EH T LK DNA 41, fi3F DNA 4
TG T RE . SEAMAAR B TR AN S A8 B R 151
R TR Pk 0] 2 35 R TN B AE R Hypera posticas
MBS, FRA: Apriona germari. WM AR E &
0 7 9 R 1O R A B A AR B AR AT A T 4
BRI IR TAEER. B W) A E 55 1)
o AR R AL B o TR B AT 15 AR
WEFAR, H R ORE AR 4%
W, OB R, UmRME. (Hih
PR NARAEAE SR BORIEH, AESEPbRRH 52
Bl — 5 BRI -
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2.5 EEFERAR

AL F7IE Fe AR & VT A R ARAR T A7 16 A4
MEHE R ET R, HAEEAR R —MA TR R
BB BARRA T, 5IEW RRCRE AN E O,
AT A B AR A D . AT K e R, 5
fEg it 2RI E AL, ARG, H
FRAG AT A Bt R EESENAE
L AN B AR DR TR 7 0035 AT b3

BTN R 5 SR 6 S Rk AT R A AR B,
e R A AN BESIE R, AT HEAH
Tegr e I R RS E i N T R R
AU, ONERBEIRNANFR. S s
2 NS fdi Y 4,90 C/kg 1) “Co-y SR 5% K 25 e duidk
TR, AT H R EICE 9%, HARKIE
s RN E H Dendrolimus punctatus & #AH £
10~80 Gy 75 “Co-y B a5, W e b5 1E 5
R 5 B PR R 236 o 2 S ) R O B R
U Ak MY ] 40 Gy FIE M “Co-y HT4k
SEERRAMS R, IS 5 R AR IR A e K A 2 [ )
e ELAR S R B, 72 1% 57 & “Co-y ST HIIRE T,
HRAME, BHAEFTHEE TR, RBRAFTHEHAR
JIT A58 FH 1) 4 5 A B AT DA 21 B I 3 U BE 1 B
ELTE 1) 2 B RN AR AT A7 A e R MY 24T
CRISPR # A [ )87 1 Ay 38 % 7 96 ) — Rl i@ 1% .
i CRISPR 5|3 K ZE R IRBN A, AT LLSE LR AN
B R AL 3 B BB A R, YT e et 7
B T EAIENS . KT CRISPR #:K, HuETC KL
TR T REHER R A E A (pgSIT), Z R4 H|
FH 22 IR o 2 A e 1 B R PERE IS O 0, AT AN
b 0 41 2 R . Kandul 25 U2 3@ i 78 AQ A Ff B ohy
I Cas9 FHUHE () e PE A7 75 FUME P A2 & 26 75 2
K i gRNA (5] & RNA), £ F AU 4 s, Eid
Cas9/gRNA 4y T [ 5 [K] 9 5 4 15 0fE 8 2 1k B0 A
HMEPEANE . CRISPR HARTRAE 745 o, s H
ARSI TG HERG,  RLERRARTE B (1) B A i
TH, T ARRK A T 23T CRISPR K6 F %
BeFF R HK,  DARIG FR AR AR 3 & G b 3 i) Y
ek .
2.6 ETYREMANEIRARA

YK R E 48 25 1 R SF R 1~100 nm (1R 7,
DAL MR I ) BRA S e M, TR0 HR 55 o 42 Al il s
TR SR AT S GRS R A A R 2 AR A
B IKR R Y], R & b5
15 RIS, AT SR ELVEPE A X R, R

TR ERFFME MY, ERME BB
;%?E‘E [114] .

AL, T GOK BRI AW E B R o
FEL PR T HsE. BHET, BT YUREARN
EPIBTEHAR FEG W T LR (1) Kk i
B HUp 8 DNA, w[f R Epia . A2 Mk
JEE (NPV) BA B0 158 5 BRI 5T A S
s ABBENAER A R A s AR ], B
Brvaig e, PR 7T HBH. MZREPNKEAE S
}i % HL NPV % 3 DNA 1] 5 2 K 18 Locusta spp.-
INHE R Agrotis ypsilop ZEHET, 7K T AR L NPV
Iy iai U ) gekEk i BB G R R S
WA A, AT i 1 o R AR E M 3 EOE
Shangguan %5 "' DL QLS A% E M BE. BRI
TIREE NFEEM L, & 7 B AT 451 1 57 3R
LUK Spodoptera litura THA5 B R WA 4T 48, 2%
fie 7B BRI R BT MR, A RGE
K TR Ta], 7 H (AR R I R R A R
SUR MRS T HE 1. (3) AOK #AR 5 A Bt 5 B
AR A T . BLMg(ON), /E 875 = & 4 fUAT IR (BY)
CrylAc S HMGKE AL, A CrylAc-Mg(OH), &
AR BRI AT R R S CrylAc B EX 7R
U Ectropis obliqua 1% BAE MY, (4) gikiik
7 SMIR dsRNA, w4 g sk U B, %
TR BAE ) AEVIBTE AR 32 BAE RO T di i
BAS I IR B, AERRARTE Hrh R AH DR 7T v i =

3 HEERE

AP IE A AR TE BT R ) A G
5, FESAEPe S AEYIPIE RS SRS
THPABCE SN AT . AREYMPIG EEA
FHRBESR, BRWEGMEY. BRESRMEY
PR BASE MR, BASE, HR. &5
ARG, AR AN ST AS R RRE 2
DA IS 501 4 A ik i, BB T KA
RiFH o W B A MBI E HOR B R & LA 5 A% G A s
BHARMS G, a7 AR . AR
PE AR M LS ROPESE, I H T R B0 2 5 o
{RVF 22 38 BY 7 ¥8 152 AR 10 B 19 A7 7E 22 4 ME DAl 17
IR I R = =1 S S TN A I T 27 S 5 7 NN
dsRNA HiAR. FL4 B Wolbachia T HPiiEH AR,

T FRARFE HAEWP G B At T KR B
FER B R 7T, g K& 636 E 5OR H 2
PR A AR R R KT R A X Rk
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MFEE, (HERRSERIEE ML, iR ZER,
BT E REOTH, BACTHRK 7RIS
i, (HHIFEAERH PSS 7850, H AR VP
AR 20 095 R A A P O 7 5 B 5 T
FE AT EPRETIE KT . 7E B U0 54 3 Ak, 3K
115 E AN LFA T 57 B K-, B a5 A 40
& HUR ) S At 735 Lk NIROK X, R ke KA e A
FEOR s F RAS U E . 75 B HUs 5 3 B A,
WEE P IRE . TR, PudirEs &R
Y2485 77 1 UG EE R, R A AL T TH
LI [ BR A Se /KT o AH 23 o B A S HU R LB AT
RN, AE7E H A B ke e 22 il s A
A5 e A e A TN A R A R T, R A
BRI AR 2 () i BRI = i B B S Rk [ 2 A 24,
FHIR ) L R HCEE R BRASE,  ABLAE 7 i o 5 428 1l A1 L
FA AR T T A sk U, fE RIS R R AED
AR FNATT T, BB ek 2 S
b, T A8 A I R SR AL TAE . (IR E A
PR YEIE AR, R R e AL R B R
J7 T B EAE AT . H AT D N AR R
RN E R EE O, AER. SRk
Paranthrene tabaniformis. TPk, K &%, 4
O 2R SRR R A 4600 Z 58, K
P T W P A A R, HR SR AT E
B4 2 K7 U2, 8 R AR B i BRI 7 5 R
J7 I fEBETE THRFB, #il41 CRISPR/Cas9 #4t .
Medea 7C 4. Killer-Rescue % 4t Wolbachia- 41 5
A ERE R g%, EE. mER. EEEZAE
FOAREDN T AR — A dust 4 By 6 T
H s RETEF HEEPre SURE P B, X~ —K
WAL PG RIS T LR T H, AR EE I
Jeib N, W E KT BT B 2 (AR B i B A AN
oL PR 7

AR BEE B DL 2 2R A X Rl
FME R AEDPE R EASIG . ERRE. &
RO UERTIE M 2 JZIREE G BTa 5T M K J& . Tk,
Fifi & “Next Generation Biological Control” (#7 — 1%
VPTG ) MR, AATEE R BN A gt
g 2 R0 DR 21 2 4 R SRS HEAL A HLE S A 1,
B 0 s 0 R AR T AR By A T Ak, RN BR A U
AETUAE PR B DIRE, IR S A M7 v R A
R RTARAE R E i E Y flin, ERHR
T EE AR BRI DT T, BR OKMUAS  E  LD RE R R 41

I RN RO 2 R A% i, 1 9 LR B AR R A
Fase e, FEMEEAER LB Y AE A
VIR AE AR T Huim B T R L OB 7T, il
LRI B B R E IV 2 A SR AN, B
E LTI R L & SN % o7/ R % N UE
AN R ARME AEYIBGE KRR R &S . s,
FERRMRE LR G B, 03 H B A8 28 R 1 (1 Tt Ul
ANFIFE AR RS H SN HET . EEZARS
WA A AR SRS Byl DU B B A A
B, Y SR TR g BRI Y, R
PR, A B TR fupids T Rz,
2 B R BRSO ANEIUE S, BEE S AR
AR, FRRREME RS, aREYY. RS
AR E N, YA RN E R iR E
AT RATS,  ARRA BT R 2 58 R R
HEHRM i, SRR b SEIL AR MR R R 22
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