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Bt A5 BRI B R 1 & e, BE IR G iR R 4
W A R R 2R S R A ) TR, 2
BRSO R 8 i R 2 F- Bt . 2013 AR5 — AR
FEH g+ R Clustered regularly interspaced short
palindromic repeats/CRISPR-associated protein 9
(CRISPR/Cas9) B4 U HIAE EAZ AR ML P A
TR G, B 2R DRV E R R
AR i S, B N T A4 el 4,
/I (Mus musculus)™, K (Rattus norvegicus)®®
Bt 5 i (Danio rerio)”, i1 (Saccharomyces cere-
visiae)®, S0 (Drosophila melanogaster )™ Fll1 5 %%
(Bombyx mori) " ZE I o . AR RF L5
T CRISPR/Cas9 HiARTEAERBIA R Az E£A . R
WU R 24T R 2E S b B R L AT Ak
MR TR, BEN R B 2= IR AR AL
FhpygREp RS

IS HER: 2022-10-11
EeWmB: FEEKARPEES (31872298)

1 ERERERAREIHER

£ CRISPR/Cas9 J [N 2 i £ AL AE 2 11, F
16 ¥ R il (zinc finger nuclease, ZFN )4 AR HI2&
T SRS R 130N W) R R 8 (transcription activator-
like effector nuclease, TALEN )£ AR 5 F ) 5k
PR i T H, ZFN Rt B4 28 1 450 8l =
TR A PRl — PAE | %) — B0 5, FokI AZTiR V)
HEEgEAT ) E0 15 TALEN £ R TALE 85 H
F L1 ] DNA, —RALHY Fokl #EATHIHIM 17,
ZHBET RPN DNA ),

CRISPR/Cas9 iU Ffl 5 ZFN il TALEN (125 [
JT-DNA PRI AN A, 32 AR X DNA BEARA 55
FTEU B N AERf . CRISPR/Cas9 ZR 4L & J& fie
JET 1987 4F, Ishino ZEU8 fE KA1 K12 gk
R —BeE 29 MR S . BE 2002 4
Jansen S5 I TS A4 i 44 A R (] g ok i Jt [l
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SCHEE FP3] (CRISPR), JEIA N ¥ FIAF AL Tty
A TR RN T R, TR LA AR W) R B O AR TE .
2005 4 WF 58 % & B AE R = O ORL ol B AT
CRISPR J741, 0 H: 1] 68 55 40 BT 17 14 e 2 T g
AHOGPO 21 )2 G R e T A JR e W A il ok T
(Streptococcus thermophilus), 2T % LT 41 B il
AW TR AL DR B4 A B 8 B B PR ZH LR,
UESEI% 2R G 2 40 b A0 18 W 1 e R Bl
2008—2012 4F, BTN GiHH4E A BL T CRISPR/Cas9
TP 2 GE M AE FHHE 45 & CRISPR RNA(crRNA)
S 2 B 7E crRNA (trans-activating CRISPR RNA,
tracrRNA) Fl Cas9 815 S 5501, IR RS
AL R T B D 2, 2013 4F, gRAE AT A 52
BT EARTE B A P S OV
CRISPR/Cas9 Z 4 & — > I T i e % 2R 1
(Streptococcus pyogenes) ) Cas9 5N & H , 1% &
F1 7F — 4% sgRNA(single guide RNA)zZ¥, gRNA
(guide RNA) 5] 5T BRI AT 52 %5 48 HL A 1) 5 5
PESTU] . AR DNA J7 Az XUE Wi 2k 11 (double
stand break, DSB), 7E H:Wr 240 &5, 45 3 A 3%
2 ML, BPAE [R5 R v % 4 (non-homologous end
joining, NHED) 5§ [A] 5 4 5 1Y 35 DNA & &

(homology-directed repair, HDR) ., NHEJ J&—Fli %
Gy R A AL, Ao R v 3 v 300 e e R
A, FEEM AR, WA B 0y 3 R I AE,
52 B L A % B (gene knockout); HDR & &2 #IL il 1]
NG, 851 A SR DNA VE & E Bk, 5t
AEAE S P A A (gene knockin )

2 CRISPR/Cas9 AR % & R E F e
KRR A

1R UL H T RE g b, i AL 2 T B B K
SERA AR ALY, 1982 4F, P element 7£ 51
H S e S T (5 S R T BBt O o AR T AR AR AR 2K
B, B3 21 242 90 4F 4% 4 F il Mariner,
piggyBac 455 R R STEL, (HEB L I RAK
HARILF WUEE RNA 3L R TR AR A R
2 AH ], A HAF R 3 G ORI L AL AR S
Mo H M 2013 4E5REE AT Church B4 A BAAH 24k 4
il CRISPR/Cas9 FRGLAENFI/IN B r s 2y 52 8
LR 58 SR LR, IbEE AR BT N TR
BT Y, Hh 2R R &
(1), XS T R B2 58 10 R R

%1 CRISPR/Cas9 HARFEIRRAEY R BFEIERT N

H Wkh BEH i R/ FAEK 275 30k
. SRR . vest WEERE 513 Cas9 RNP [28]
Leptinotarsa decemlineata
. MUER/AE U6-sgRNAJTHL, Cas9

EGFP SENHEH B/ U6-sgRNAJTAL, Cas [29]

Wi E FHs T A mRNA/sgRNA
Coleoptera  Tribolium castaneum cardinar aRIE R Cas9 protein/sgRNA [30]
vermillion BRIE MR Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [31]

SR « .
Harmonia axyridis nAChRa6 A A MR Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [32]
PHYHDI iR AN "Bk Cas9 protein/sgRNA [33]
tim BRATHH R U6-sgRNAFTAL [34]
e . . Cas9/sgRNA ik
EXS BLOS? e STe g O COOSERNATR
Bombyx mori ——— i b. Cas9 mRNA/sgRNA

a. NHEJ-related genes, a. 4} HER a bR -

’ ; e 1 Cas9/gRNA kL
. b TUDORSN b, 2 SRIBIEIDA b. i oo ERNATR [36]

g 8 o s
Lepidoptera ggnbp2 [V SR U6-sgRNA JFihr [37]
R ik SNMP2 PEAF B FE U MFR Cas9 mRNA/sgRNA  [38]
Helicoverpa armigera  ypcco, ABCCS A bR Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [39]

¥
X - i~
Patizzzlfius yellow, spineless BRIE BN Cas9 protein/sgRNA [40]
JNET et

Vanessa cardui yellow, spineless

BRIE MWiFR  Cas9 protein/sgRNA [40]
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H Ykh B Trfie FBR/RA SAEX SHO
P WAy N
Spojﬁfﬁ v Ebony BRIE MR Cas9 mRNA/sgRNA  [41]
R K , N
Bacil%zf tlhu:li.igiensis ABCC2 ARG MER  Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [42]
—AbIE - .
Chilo Sug;rem s Ebony BRIE MR Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [43]
JINSE ik . N
Plute l;ajrﬁs wolla ABCC2, ABCC3 MG REER  Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [44]
T gk - .
Tﬁnj Zf uta cinnabar BRIE W Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [45]
EfI 2 B . .
Harpegiii Es fa Hator Orco fF R REmM MEER  Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [46]
Mrjpl HEEE MR Cas9 mRNA/sgRNA  [47]
. [ipiE: a. Mrjpl, a. MR E I .
Hyfi%oiera Apis mellifera b. Pax6 b. AR B IERRE FUPR - Cas9 protein/sgRNA — [48]
yellow-y BRIE MFR  Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [49]
T R i 4 /N e cinnabar ORI MFR  Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [50]
Nasonia vitripennis —— jppgpar [ STES 13 Cas9 RNP [51]
L CSAD ok ik iR Cas9 RNP [52]
Nilaparvata e N
lugens InR1, InR2 TR E M A R Cas9 RNP [53]
e TR A white [UESE PR Cas9 RNP [54]
Hemiptera  Comioie tabaci TRP L BB Cas9 mRNA/sgRNA  [55]
jula gl - .
Homalodisca T\fm'pennis cinnabar, white ORI MER  Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [56]
Apolygus lucorum white R AR Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [57]
AL Or35 IR AR MFR  Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [58]
HHH  Locustamigratoria  gpargse2 / 3 Cas9 RNP [59]
Orthoptera U
Gryllus bimaculatus Ubx, abd-4 RS EIVAER A, BER/EA Cas9 mRNA/ sgRNA  [60]
Ku70, lig4 DNAEH GHRFIIRE MR/ Cas9 mRNA/sgRNA  [61]
BB i PR S .
S H Aedes aegypti dsx, sx| PRSI & A FIFR  Cas9 protein/sgRNA  [62]
Diptera Opl, Op2 LR R U6-gRNAFHL [63]
X 1y . - ,
e e TREPL  SENRSIMENANERES W UCsNATE (o4
21 HEFMBREARERREENEMARPE B cinnabar F1 white 5P A TTE 23 5| EE 5 75 B
N F 2T SRR 1 €5 52 IR T 3% 9848 . Khan %5190

211 EARXEXRANRETEMN LY E A
LS PR e A e AR A v o R AR, | TR €5
AR, X TIRRE R kE A A H
HE X, A (Nilaparvata lugens)'', Chen
AP g B R R AR R CSAD(cysteine sulfinic
acid decarboxylase)ifs & GOt 19 %& 48 , ik M
CSAD J& R IE F A 5 FE s Xue 451 i)

A CRISPR/Cas9 £ K @ & # 2 H (Helicoverpa
armigera) A 241 il 1Y) €4 2R UT 4 LR white. brown,
scarlet Fl ok, 455 KR white BIREBEXTEN . —&4h
HAE AR A A 52005 scarlet Wb G = T —1BJC
B2 RN B AR brown BRAS I A K UTE
Y 5 ok 1 5 A 2l 1A o 23 742 075 B R R 28
Bo B R O R 2R E R . FIE
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N 53 i I e FIR 8 (bicyclus anynana) B9 R (3517
W 55, & B i id CRISPR/Cas9 & 4t i Bk TH.
DDC. aaNAT. yellow F ebony 3£ R 2 5 i) FL38 %
PR A5 FA 2 B 217
212 AFRARMARLGHEA AR AT
A HUFA A BRI 0 By 36 FF A AR
2016 4F, Wang 551" 38 12 J [A] 2 @i B 150 AR Uk B AR
# W CAD FE A & Bt(Bactospeine ) 7 H 7] CrylAc
BEZR ALK, 2017 4, 2 AT A S o 5 DRl o 53 il
ST 1A ABCA2 FERSE A+ - 2 bp SRR
RAF A1 AR 12 RAFH 5 bp B SR, IE
W TR B ABCA2 X Bt 5 H7] Cry2Aa 1 Cry2Ab
RS PUES, FE X E K B (Ostrinia
Sfurnacalis) B 58 H & B, ABCC2 A X} CrylFa
HAT B KEBURE, X CrylAb F CrylAc Hiikss
IR9, B H 5% % 1K (Spodoptera frugiperda) ABCC2
JE IR B R B X Cry I F Ao Bs A 118 £5170,
XU R 2 A% R B A 18 B AR, X H R Ly
TR, (/N (Plutella xylostella) T H %
B RE 7 5 ] S0 0 R AR A T PR,
Troczka S &I BT 251 5 68 T 32k G4946E
M9 &, BfiJE Zuo %7 F| ] CRISPR/Cas9
e ARTE T 1k (Spodoptera exigua) HiE W £ Je
T 24K G4946E 5872, Rl MR H Mgt fie | Sl R A
G HORUE i (4 BT 23 il 4 & 223, 336 F11000
iAo
213 ERRMEZAAFHAFTHEA  ¥(E
BREES @ RN A7, a2
ZH 2R3, ST AE i S R e 2 2R 4 R R H: A
Az E I F T R R R, CH . AR,
Garczynski 55 7 38 £ 32 H AR $ 1] g B3 377 SR & 1k
(Cydia pomonella) W) ORI 3, & 30X 58 28 it HL
LHH IR AR R (Manduca sexta) IR
WA ORCO B a8 17 R & ARk, T
FEORAT R ARARTT, Ye % i iF CRISPR/Cas9 fif
R A% He g it (5 B 2R 455 81 (Pheromone binding
proteins) 3 K PBP1, UESE PBPI1 TEME A ME(5 B
SN ELAT S AR, PR R B S 3
AR MERFIEUR AR B R G & E A EEK PBP3
5 R BASATPEE B R BRE T & R,

DI R 1 o R o S I Y A N G I
Tl AN BB . AN ser2 BRI RFR T

HEPE AT, (A AN 22 AR ) AS BEA TR, B
LM EAR T RAUGH G 5 R, FER B RRILL
B T, osp F PR A e B3 87 2 A% fE 4 1) 38 B AT
RANAE BT = IR & B B, Markert 555 )
Fl TALENS #l CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t {fi F 3 B it
(Danaus plexippus ) 8 AH 5C HE A cryptochrome?
(cry2) ¥l clock(cD) 57, K3 clk 2T Z PEYL
A P I A R W ek 2SR P S
T

22 EFEMARAREERERERINGEMR PN
FA DA AOUE T 55 R e, i B R FH 4 A
55 1) HDR & 52 AL i) 380 4o 40 (] 2 4 22 90 44 0 U5
PRI 5 B S R A v R v 5 PR e A T
BZ., W, Xue F5K sgRNA 50K DNA {4
TSR R R AR, BT ST )5 5 2 A J A 2K
FeIER B A Zimmer 2804 {#i ] CRISPR/Cas9 &4t
FIAT R nAChRa6 AR B[R] PR A8, & i
SR G275E AR WG T R 2R R AIBT
P ;5 Fifi 5 Lamb 55550 Fi F 2 4% AR AE R0 00 H Aoz
RO TR . BRI A TE AR B A rh
WA — LA CHGE . 0, 2015 45, Gillies %2 K
AR A i 452 7 A I 228 5 | AR 85 ( Tribolium
castaneum) , UE LK Fh o2 AR REAL 1 25 T —18, FFAE
14% 1 1 5F A R rh 0 22 31 bR ad 1Y 1w
2021 4, Matsuoka 551 3 3 4 A4 3 471 A BUEE
¥R (Gryllus bimaculatus) 3 Ubx . abd-A4 WiAME -+
SRR IR H Ar R 0 T RE, 4 L 8 T Hox AHG
FEI T RE ST -

3 CRISPR/Cas9 H#AMMUEN R

%5 1) CRISPR/Cas9 %k [H 21 4 i 4 RS2 1
51 DSB #4735 K 2 48 A9, {HL R T4 08 2 AL I
()52 2= A 2 AR P, 78 S G HAE rh 5 #8500 (of -
target effect) Fl 4 B ACRARAIIR IR H BT #: 2% 1Y
ME@L, Cas9 {1 . sgRNA 551 3% 11 Fl1HE DNA if
SRR PAM T3 371 18 ) 45 00 2 3 058 8L 2050 7 B8 34
TR R RS R R R . H AT 24008 TV 24T
X 12 B AR B R A DR T 3 TR 5 8 2 SR G
22, kB R R 9 Cas9 R U5 2 11508, 4k
sgRNA #1551 15 11 - b, 7] 3@ 3 £ 16 Cas9
RNP (4% 77 A R sgRNA-Cas9 & 44 1 e
FECT S I AR R AL
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3.1 Cas9 REZE B CRISPR/Cas9  HF5E A
FUk 9875 5] A Cas9 %5 Y D10A B H840A, BN {ii
—> HNH %5 Hy 3 5% RuvC 45 #8826 22 3% P 5% A
B 2C TG, DA B LA 454 58 1 0o S g 15 1k
o AR EL 2 35 P ) dCas9(deadCas9) 7% 5 dCas9
7E sgRNA T [6] F 5 DNA 45 & 19 3 fE A % 5%
M2~ %31 CRISPR/dCas9 4t AE 1% i 15 L [ 1 5%
SR A A SR 0 04, A0 Liu 58206 dCas9 5
P45 K+ DNMT3A fil 5, O'Geen %5 dCas9
58T FOGL @G, i H By X & (i 3 A
BESEACEAS RG] . 1A Cas9 B H I A RIE T
PRIREEBR A 1) SpCas9 [, ITAFERIE K I Tk A
4 W0 B BR I8 (Staphylococcus aureus) i) SaCas9
H . SaCas9 7E Fh RS F 5L R 41 4w 2003 5 T
Fl SpCas9 AEH ML, (HIHAF /)N, B ik PAM ¥
G124 5'-NNGRRT(N M {E B H R ; R=A 5{ G),
BT RS SUINARE R, 2017 4, Ma S8
i 3 ] SaCas9 #i 4 SpCas9 i i 5 41l A4 7 2 14,
e B BmKu70 2y 88 85, B 20 49 UE T SaCas9/
sgRNA /)88 CRISPR/Cas9 RGAERK A
N, B AR R5OR IR B 11.9%. BRI 2 4h, Hu,
Guo ZFU0 10U 37 58 T —Fh Cas9 )28 &k —xCas9
3.7, EZARE PAM FAI AR K Cas9 A,
B0 RIEGRH LA PAM 51, X JEH E1219 #4:
A FEEAM AR E T A, xCas9 3.7 K TEIE
SEAE RS A SR S AL Y S0 AR R AR R
) PAM iR BIFE 251 F DNA BB a2, Ay fife e 2 P
YRR IR AL TR 2

3.2 sgRNA # =% it £ CRISPR/Cas9 i 5¢
R, sgRNA A g 2% 5§ DNA PAM J751
FFHIE 10 ~ 12 bp BFEE GC & & E i, H& &
TE 40% ~ 80% HA VI EIZCHR IS, Gagnon 5516 &
B, 5'-GA sgRNAs MYIEIZ% 5 5'-GG sgRNAs 1H
FEAFAERR T R % . X sgRNA AU 33, P9
HAEAEF L, WIS 1T 20 METTR)T
FI|, Fu 8 DA AL F 20 4 R ¥ 51 Y 48
SgRNA RBME 752 M B PR SR AR I A5 1F T BRI
JHEXURS:, T Kleinstiver S50 DA S TG v 34 i #
A7 s RS RE S, FA S REAREE R g 300, Rt
) JA T E— R R . Zhang %5009 H3 45 8% 38 H
E. ) CRISPR/Cas9 $ R #F 17 T B 45, #
fii ] CasBLASTR web T. ELiH 5 {f — 8 5% 1y

GGNgNGG 1 N,oNGG J#41, LIHiE sgRNA {7
s JFEEBUEE R A & EGFP 8 F 4t 1751
[T 5V () AR BB R DEE Cas9 for s A 371
3.3 Cas9 RNP & % 75 X L £ CRISPR/Cas9
Rodriguez %5 17 22 B ¥ £ H Al {& (Yolk Protein
Precursor ) il 52 A T 1 A FE A BN S5 e
IE K, TR T —Fh 52 6 S 1 50 503 1 iz
(Receptor-Mediated Ovary Transduction of Cargo,
ReMOT control) £ A, {H B AR P2C k5 Cas9 & A
254, M Cas9 #Z M #% 8 1 (Cas9 RNP) Mt
PRI I 5 3 2 R B A R REAR A, ST
A g5t A 4 I AR Y R R 4 B, AR 8 B 30%.
2020 4, WF5E A Dt SCF ] ReMOT 42 il £ A Filt &
EGFP X} [ W 0 45 4> /)N 16 (Nasonia vitripennis ) %&
cinnabar AT Y, W) L5 2] B S 2% 1Y ¢
JEFRICEY, Shirai 555 H FHIZ SO TE 1 1] 25 U4
S AT WO, L T T cardinal 575
%o Heu 55 A HIZE AR LL BEKV A B S
] IKBCAA, BN 588 1 AE X0y B\ (Bemisia tabaci) I
Y HE R i oAb, Wu S50 TR T — R B Y
B A T RGO ——45 50 SR E A R
A, H1 Cas9 RNP. ZHKH7 4% .00 F 5% L A4 AL 1,
AL | mie e AR AN s S A
3.4 sgRNA-Cas9 8 &I/ CRISPR/Cas9  fix
FFFEIA R sgRNA 5 Cas9 25 1 A9 L4155
PRI B UIAROGCO, 52 PRI v B2 s v I, A TRC D
i %A 7E PAM X 54630 PAM [X, DNA PI #4554
URSEHEAT, X R B AR B N A 25 1, PR
T S 56 R W e 1 B BT AR ] sgRINA AT
Cas9 FRIL T, AL, Svitashev 51 [ 57 B
TEAR AP S5 K Cas9 1 sgRNA 2H 3 1% 52 454 Cas9
RNP 5 -5 ASZ AR st A7 1) T REARBEAE RO

4 R E

CRISPR/Cas9 Gt A1 1 3 [H G B B AR S 3
AR A IR R R Z — o LS ]
JH CRISPR/Cas9 $5 A G e HO 0 AN 8E R A58 7
BTN, fER B IR A fE™, 7R
Perrimon 2 #% 4] BA JF & 19 SR i S2R-+4J1 g 4= JE [H]
CRISPR/Cas9 3CFE LA 1", #E [ 282 A1 BA T &
T — R FORA S0Y sgRNA SC GGy | 38 3o 7 15
PR EACHRE RS, PR R R, R
JE A v R I8 1Y Vsg J& & CHT T (Photorhabdus
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Iuminescens) Tc ¥ & B FEFPEAZ K Vsg miBR iR
g i A X T R BB AT AR B e
LA G B R [ B 2% 0 D T ) S48 2 A3t
TARFMMIR TR BONTERI R A 2R
A E W4 ST T CRISPR/Cas9 3 H 45 4
R0, (05 5L KRR AR L, i R AT A 4
i, 3X Al fEJE A CRISPR/Cas9 & 4t X 3 [H 41
DNA # [ Y # 5, EAR ) [ )5 8 248 5 R g 5
BH By = BryAd A (H RS BRI ) R AAKIRR
%, AR B HE DR A R GEid s EAR SR R

CRISPR/Cas9 F [X| 41 i # 5AAE T S0 4T 2 Ji
O, T A S Al B R Y 3 R OK B (gene
drive) REAEIIE FRESR BN VAR S fb a3, PR
A PH T 4 T OB R B P b, R Oy ia 4
HEF RS Al oAk BRI AN BT R AN S S
NGB RR, Wi 17 22 3 HOn Ak 2 4% JUR) 7 AR s 21
FOBTEA P, DT S A0 B 494 24 500 P, 36 o
PEPG IR . R 9K 5 SR 2 — > B 2L & 7 [m] .
B DR AIX )y SR Mt 415 A o B PRI A o i o) 1 b 5t
L2a T — AR LR, fc i b [ BT R 22 s A% 2
7 Austin Burt 7F 2003 446 H 1, H R DRI TIH
SEANYIREEN TR M A IR S R 5E . H
HijHE T+ CRISPR/Cas9 #4# f) HE P 8K 51 % 5 7R i
X ¥ W (Anopheles stephensi)™™, X [t V. #% B
(Anopheles gambiae)"" SE W iU T HS
AL, SRR SRAL G XU B RO S 4 . R,
HY T3 B H AR 0 B AFAEAS AT 54, — BAEF R
HTIZ Y H AT REXS A R0 RE R AR A B UBR,
PRI, BESr 224 TR RO AR E Y BE A 3R 5l 2R
G TR ARSI

E 17, FFH CRISPR/Cas9 T.HJFJi& iy Bt AH
SR T 24 TP 7R 58 5 T RE A PR RN S 3G T i R
SERLARESY b BT AL A ZHE CRISPR/Cas9 1A & 1y
AN S AR A, B S e Bl Al U €5 Bl 45
AR 3 g B E LS PUsHEE, BT CRISPR/Cas9
i A () 3 RO B R 48 0 2 A vE R A B R A
Kt
S0k
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An application and optimization of CRISPR/Cas9 system in

functional analysis of insect genes: A review and prospect

LIU Lulu'?, LIN Zhe*), ZOU Zhen**
(1. Institute of Life Science and Green Development, School of Life Science, Hebei University, Baoding, Hebei 071002; 2. State Key Laboratory of
Integrated Management of Pest Insects and Rodents, Institute of Zoology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101; 3. CAS Center for Excellence in
Biotic Interactions, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: In addition to gene overexpression and RNA interference, it is also an effective strategy to use gene
editing technology to explore the function of insect genes. CRISPR/Cas9 technology is a third-generation gene
editing tool that has developed rapidly in recent years. It is widely used in diverse areas of life science research
due to its simple operation, low material cost, and high editing efficiency. A review was made of the
application of CRISPR/Cas9 in the pigmentation, insecticide resistance, olfactory transduction, mating, and sex
determination of Coleoptera, Lepidoptera, Hymenoptera, Hemiptera, Orthoptera, and Diptera insects, including
gene knockout and gene knockin. And recent optimization strategies for the CRISPR/Cas9 system were
summarized, based on which a prospect for application of the optimized CRISPR/Cas9 system in insect
functional genomics study and agricultural pest management was made.

Keywords: gene editing technology; CRISPR/Cas9; gene knockout; gene knockin
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