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Abstract: RNA interference (RNAi) is a gene silencing phenomenon caused by double-stranded RNA
(dsRNA), which has brought about significant changes to the field of biology, and demonstrated great value
in various areas such as gene function research, medicine, and agriculture. The efficiency of RNAI in
interfering with target genes is influenced by multiple factors, among which the delivery method of dsRNA
plays a crucial role. In entomological research, dsSRNA can be delivered through methods such as injection,
feeding, cuticle penetration (soaking or spraying), and transgenic plant-mediated delivery, enabling the
identification of gene functions or other application developments. This article reviews these delivery
methods and analyzes some key factors affecting dsRNA delivery efficiency, in order to provide references
for numerous entomological studies and the application methodologies of this technology.
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1 RNAI AR EZ B S ERLE

RNA T4 (RNA interference, RNAi) J& X%
B ER (double—stranded RNA, dsRNA) 4)54F
S PR L R e DAL 1) B S i 53¢ i 7K 110 i R e 4
ME, BRIEMEY A LB, Napoli S 7E &A%
4 Petunia hybrida " WOWEL S| —Fp “Iegmi” #H
% B HNEA JRER S B (Chalcone synthase, CHS)
FED B AFERRSS , IR CHS JE R 5 56 AR 3R
KTERI A, B R EER ., X 4R
TEGI P “BERUTBRA AL, A0 RNAI 1Y
KI TR (Napoli et al., 1990). 19954F, £
T E DK [ SO RNA FE G E 4 R Y, LA
B par—1 FEH B LKL, KX X RNA (Anti sense
RNA) FIIE X RNA (Sense RNA) ATl iz 3k A
Ik, HAMPRRYR, PIFhREE RNATR G DL
BRI vy T B A P e SCEE TR AR . X —
Tk LG SCHLHI R Y BRGe, EA AT T4 I
HLIE AR A T AR 2 i g6 o 2 rh I SR O Sl
AUHERNA (dsRNA) o SRMIAATT 32 FR T4 X RNA
S5H9 R 4NN RNA S R GENRBYA 2, %A BA
Ke it — 25 R dsRNA AE AR (Guo et al.,
1995) . 19984F, Andrew Fire # Craig Mello & 3 T
—h TR SC, U™ R B ESE . H
dsRNA A" J2 fith s 24 e 250K PRHITE 38R 610 S0 0 Dt PR
AT R AR Hh A LY dsRNA T A LR du ik i, &
0.4 ng/pL ¥ dsRNA B 0] 7¢ -4 i i 90% LA 11
FOEERIDOER, A 0AE RNA LR, R T
AUEE RNA (dsRNA) 275 i AT 2k BUG % )R 2R
UL#R  (Post-Transcriptional Gene Silencing, PTGS)
MBI F, X R dsRNA JZ7E4E S IE L RNA BB
A (Fire et al., 1998), AT X — B G HK N
RNA 4t (RNAD), i FX—EREH, WAT
2006 43R A DUR A BEE 274 . RNA 114 4 BLA R
TAE ) R TR T A N B i ) R R TR R 45 R
IR T —G AW, XA dsRNA 2 3804
P P HE B [ mRINA 3k i A REAIR , AT 5 2L
FERPUER . 20024F, Bettencourt Fl Terenius B K
RNAiFE RN H TR R —AERE Hyalophora
cecropia Wf 1 VE BF dsRNA, I UTER T Hemolin F&
, FECF—{UIRNG 100% 6T (Bettencourt et al.,
2002) . [A4F, Bucher BB . 547 E 4T dsRNA T
PLARPLLY 5 Tribolium castaneum ) Distal—less A,

WL E i U R R B SR, UEB RNAG AT 80
FAEBE H (Bucher et al., 2002) . RZFEHIFA
B3 ELZRIESE RN AT R BERS A 000 ) 4 a2 32k PR ) 6
ik, WGk BRRRRERE . ARG R
RUARAE, REEA R ECMAIET X TR
KT B R 45 7 1% Sk 7 B R SR AL T A Y SR
RNAL F AR B B B 9 2 (8 dsRNA 38
HEATRRICAL I AR M 518, R RNAL ] F T AR i
Drosophila F 7% 48, 4% ¥ v [] U5 4 1Y & A 58 12
(Brown et al., 1999).

RNAi & — A #E4b i B O <7 H I RE 2300 B A
DURRHE B, B CH R A B R R R ORI
05 e 1% 2 . RPN BE 1R AR Y P 3Rk
() —FPA L o Bl XA SR T . KA
SRR R Y RNATIIRARTIE, Bl2ERE A48
/R T RNAL PEIALE], & BT RNAL i 2 v 81 %2
B4 RoT R, Ban . &8 1E A8 ErN T
RNA (Small interfering RNA, siRNA) ; %] dsRNA
774 siRNA 1Y Dicer ilf ;AU TP AT RNA 4K
# ) RNA % & [ (RNA-dependent RNA
polymerase, RdRp) 45 . I fig J2 M, RNAi il i
dsRNA PRI i 7T R 1] o i X K B 1, T A
I 2 JRE T AR L BELIBT S R A2 A0 A O R0
15 EHHFIEML (Jadhav et al., 2024).

HAT, —MIAk RNAL A% 0ol B AT 3Fp . e/
/N4 RNA  (siRNA) . 7% /N RNA  (microRNA,
miRNA) A1 piwi . /E RNA (Piwi-interaction RNA,
piRNA), X463 FE s e L3R NE 1 (Zhu et al.
2020) 7R o MAME dsRNA #5820 i i A 20 i
JoWR A, Bl )5 8% RNase T1T i Dicer ¥ ], 774
20~25 bp A9/N RNA BUEE , % B K8 T Dicer 1)
PAZ (PIWI-Argonaute—Zwille Z5 ¥ 38 ) | fif Jite fifF S
RNase 111 Z5 ) 3k Up [RI R G2 A8 4k, IF-7E ATP 47 1 B
SE A B RO DD B . BT AR R A R Ay Sl K
—JEmiRNA, H N IREEPRIFE Sy hn T e, JIf7e
SRR ACTAE AR R E . A 30 A5 AH G
FAEH (Asgari, 2013); —J&IH H dsRNA 43 F 1)
siRNA, siRNA 5 RNA % UL 2 A 1K (RNA-
induced silencing complex, RISC) 7E ATP fit 58 (1) 1%
MRS A, TR E 5 siRNA ¥4 5 AN mRNA
HEATUIE], i mRNA BEAR, e 245 B B (K mRNA
FERIKEMIVEM (Bucher et al., 2002). {HARE =
(2, A 3Pl B AE ISR L 0 T R AN
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HEHEAEZES, [HYIEE Dicer 8 Dicer FEEEH |
Argonaute Z % 85 11 DL S ATP AR f L] . 31X
— A% O DR ST LA RS T A far DA TR B 3 B
PR R G, BHAIIRESE &1 RNAI R 5L, JF

RNA RNA

ARSI dsRNA A RSGHT . T 5L DX 2 e ik by =
FE B4 (Christiaens et al., 2014) . KREZEEZ
YLLK Eh i), #B B A Dicer i Fl Argonaute 8
1, JF RNAi#LH] (Shabalina et al., 2008).

piwi RNA

a SRNA pathway b miRNA pathway C piwiRNA pathway
/ dsRNA RNA n 5
Exo- or endo-dsRNA s miRNA gene § DIRIA PRIACI
> T * 5'II]:I:I]:III:III:III:IﬂIIZIIIZI]IIZIIIZII[3
@ V PiIRNA v
i PIRNA precursor  5'UTTTTTTITITTITITIT 3
RNA R (antisens)

SRNA |
I I ST ST GUTTE
- l v

w A (Fuiaup)
PremiRNA ]]]]]]]]IO ) Hw./Aut;
5 ;
(LTI
RISC @ 8 l3 end trimming
N IRNA iRNA
mi mi Piwi/Aub
Sense-strand I T duplex 5UTITTTT 3’ \
T = =
Piwi/A Piwi/Aub
& LS 5 5
RISC =]
| >
5 3 EYRTINTNIN Ry 5 ERITNITTITRY 5
> Ca)” S T
RISC &5~ 3 5 Ping-pong
Agol
, , ST [11111FTTTTgS
S"TITITITT TITTToTT 3 Antisense \
5 3 - /
RNA ST
mRNA cleavage, RNA
antiviral infection, ortransposon silencing mRNA cleavage Transposon silencing

El1 BH3AARFE RNAGER AL (B EH Zhu et al., 2020)
Fig. I Mechanism of three kinds of RNAi pathway in insects (From Zhu et al., 2020)

SR, RNAL FBCRIEARR AR (Zha et al.,
2020) . ZH 4! (Wynant e al., 2012) F1 0 5 [
(Christiaens et al., 2020) Z[E]3EH HHE 255
C 28 B RNAT F AR DA 52 56 % 58 1] HH [R) 12 T 0% i
T, —MOkUL, B E R R RS
RNAG Uk, it 5 . XSG H | B H
H B HU6 dsRNA FBUZE N AR X4 (Cooper et al.
2019) o A T4 T F 2 B Ok i B R R 22 1R
RNAI R 22 5. dsRNA FIAFEENE . dsRNA
HEANTE 4 . %0 RNA LI BRE . RNALE 5 104
EHAEAEZ A0 DA M R i 1) 00 5 PR S5 0 e A Ay
PR RNALZICR B9 I 2K (Cooper et al., 2019),
FH G850 H R, 88 H B BRI dsRNA 38 4
PR VE AL A dsRNA $532 (R85 7 38 1 Kz 40 i i
W, SR BB IR 4 A BT b i TOAR siRNA D fisk &
RNAi, MASTENBRAEPRKERE (Shukla et al.,
2016) (E12). Zdi*#ubdda i, PR HUsm:E
ZELRAET dsRNA R N e M. 85338 B i
& 7 G PE dsRNase, AT E 30 min PN R 90% L) _I-
() ¥R 8 dsRNA, 1T 585 #8 H [R] B ] B B i R AN A2

20%; H.8%8 B i rh 77 7E—35 30~40 kDa ) RNA
ZEAIHIN T, A5 dsRNAJE AR ShREME R A,
HE—EHI 55 A E (Wang et al., 2016). ItAh,
R iE e ke & B UTER IR S ——AE W H
M, dsRNA AT FRE £ 7E 24~48 b, Jf-Fifi 1 94k 2
TN B PR SR A e E bk s
N& ZhE45&E M, 75 dsRNA JE i 200~400 nm Y
RAETORL, RN B, SO I 4
F4~6h, (Yoon et al., 2018). [A]}, Dicers 45#y
G 22 5 R R YRS, nTRES SR =
FE AL H dsRNA £ siRNA i3 B2 A7 78 B 3% 25 5% .
E, HIEE A S MERHEIRAR T 20 & GC
Bl 2 T G mRNA X RISC ) #3001
TSR AT 52 PE, ZIRGAE dsRNA 7 2 37 FR A9 AR L
BB R I R (Miller et al., 2012) ., B &
RNAI ORI 22 R EZ 2K . SRR 45
F, RN dsRNA 3 26 AR T L AR mE P )
[ 5% 32 2 1 TR R Ty 90 P Ak 5 4 T R B R
(Caoet al., 2018).



2

MRRIRAE . RNAGTE B BV IS0 7 (838 16 7 1 B s Wi 1 ik RUR A TR R 339
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[l 2 ¥ H AR H R B dsRNA RUEEE . 4R s A LAY X 5] (Zhu et al., 2020)

Fig. 2 Differences in the ingestion, intracellular transport and processing of dsRNA between Coleoptera and Lepidoptera

(From Zhu et al., 2020)

2 EHRNAI AR PRYIEBIE T X

RN A $ A SR A HAE J R0 8K Ty T 7 s 3012k A
SRR, MEREREN R, MO AR R
SR 2 W . dsRNA (200~600 bp) #3861 5]
L B R Bl S B B AR Y, DTS RNAG LY
B, XEHRERAEYFELSF THMNELT, &
B oS S P, Xt RNAGTE R H 2 #F5E
Rz RHRE N Z — . Y487, RIEPFR TS m
SC H MR, KRR T S ML mE
L RIS 2 dsRNA A 25 7 1 o
2.1 F&HE

TR AEAR SN K5 1 dsRNA, 2R 5 I
5 B ASCKs — 2 390 e 9 dsRINA 7 3 a0 A RS HU i)
PR CIRLBRES ), 3k dsRNA 8 i B Bt A AR 3R 2R 45 ik
ABAHL R, & RNAL#FZE N )2 07
T, XFMOTERFEEM TR REFEIIRE SN, A
20 2B = A, K AR ) RE I R R T X
— 7 AT IR o S O S A O A R R
T, BERFERA R A AY dsRNA 7 B HL 7 4y % 3 4%
AR H B B R AR E A8 E (Shi et al.,
2017) . HSHE R BN Ik, W HRZE
WS, S5 e 2 H v B R Y R 58 3k 3 2 i
Hfd dsRNA E A HUf&  (Bettencourt et al., 2002)
B 5, K A 98 3 W Sk i mT AT S R

. A ERM, F4 30 ng dsNICHSA Z 46 K HE
Nilaparvata lugens 2 W4 8, 72 h WJLT & Wil
FIRE P FFE 0%, 4 BB R WORIE 95% (Li et
2017) o i % A 1k 7 Hb i ST Ceratitis
JE WS¢ Culicoides, #y & E. . H 2 K
¥ B B BR B Sarcophaga
peregrina . i 7 (Anopheles, Aedes, Culex) 5%k
R E R %) (Liet al., 2017; Wise
et al., 2022; Fenget al., 2023; Luet al., 2023a;
Ortola et al., 2023; Yadav et al., 2023; Zhuet al.,
2023),

TS O A0 T T Y dsRINA &2 AH X #5070
[ If AT LA T AN 4k 7 O B B B L, B |
U S AN R R A L, JF BT AR Y R B
Xof ) M A A AT BB TE R T W (HE G
2 JC ] e AR — SE B SR IRE RN
B, PR G 2 A A 0 BB i TR S AT, JREL
7 LA OB Tl Ml 9 it T S ASCHS dsRNA
TSR B U P, B B AN ] W 2 R L T 1 5
HOR, TSR B A — g LA, 2
oy R B s g R SE T, JUHAE /NN R
hEA SRR, R EZ 008, S
BESK ARSI B A fedm, ON BT w5 2
AR EORF AN 4R AR+, HERAEFEI G, (GE
T 28 = R/ IE AR, RS T
BRI )1

al.,
capitata .

Helicoverpa armigera .
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ULk, R A Py 0GR 3 2% dsRNA 2] 2 H fA
W, AR UE S — R AT 2 0] AR T U R O v
(Singewar et al., 2023), HIJyikE a0 HZE—
B R ARIEAT B IS, P AR 4EE R
B Ve R4 b Rz B o AR JEH IS T
Xif 58 AN U B i 1) AR W AR 25 AT R AP RN
FAAL TAB GEW 55 1, AW T 10 S0 R T A S BIR B
B O drob e 1% 2R OE , (] P i oA IR 2 e ik
IR TS Qe MUBERE AN . R XS Z R dL (0
TSR 2R HE ) SR R RIBIARCR o
QRSP SRARS T S A 1] SE SR 2R Cydia pomonella JIL
M (Actin) 1Y dsRNA (2 mg/tk), I &5 4%
ZrFik 21 d, SEREE AR A RS T AR
SETET0% LA b HAT, ZEORCTEL EIEA R
AR S (Arends et al., 2006) . {HiZE A HHi
AR BRI, X SRR T3 4% 32 dsRNA 1)
WFFEALBR T2 F ] 200 T I ROR B, B A
P dsRNA 5 A AR UL AL A5 S B0 R s 8]

2.2 fAMRE

75— B HU RN A f5e o {4 19 346 16 7 926 3l 2
TROMG LAY dsRNA 5 B IR B dE AT W BRIR G, B
Jr AR L b T SRR AR Mk A AN [R] B b R fE
A O AR AR B R LR, (HaE ot B F 3
77 XU O S DT (AR EE . O, IRIRIE A
ST AN L EER MU 1, DT I /D 1 4 2R Y
B2, dsRNA SHEHE S5, WA R T 47k
MUBL A OT S EE R D BE . AT R OR 19 2 T RNAG Y
[ AS o 249K, R 7R W o R vh AP A — 2
595, RHICE dsRNAJ5, — AR iE ST,
D] I Ji7 T 248 X dsRINA ) W WSO R B 3 3503 il £ 5%
e T PSR, PRt 22 B IR s 0 T IR AR I T
TS, ] MR U5 2 B 5 1Y dsRINA R 32 1T B
SR BN HURBCR ., AR X SR Spodoptera
exigua I RNAIR B IE ST, B4R AR XE & 2 1
A RNARLY , AT 52 2 R dsRNA A fiE
7oA G U ST AR LY RNAG R (R [ 45
2013) o 1 7E A W K& Locusta migratoria fY) RNAi
o 3 I T G % dsRNA AR B I s T A
W, HF R AT g 2 B 3 v BB AR A R
fiff (dsRNases) 433t A 718 ) dsRNA [ fi
(Song et al., 2019). Timmons%§ (2001) & T fi# Dk
T W % dsRNA BT i 70 d s i IRl , TP 1 —

Fh L T 40 18 F35 dsRNA AU R, 4550 R 244k
AL B A dsRNA B4 I, REAEXT H 13
= AR S HA RO T BeAh, R KR g
Apis mellifera T, B 32 35 DL A8 51 S0 M BRI 7
(IAPV) F B EAKGFTFRB AR, AT#ET d
W TRk i N, ELR AR B T 716 S22
TP AR ;3 Z A Bombyx mori 25 I HE A
WREEBZAMKEE (BmNPV) ie-1 3L B
A T ARG G, 24 h BIATZE i obk 02 rboss ) 380 4 S 1
siRNA, 72 h i & & il /K F B AL 2 %5 B8 Y 4%
(Vogel et al., 2018). AWy RNAL A28 5 391 3
LA v T i T I B Y B R R SR R T R,
AR TR, RERGERR KEERF T, 0
TE AR FE AR 18 7 08 1 A ) et i 5 B DU BR SR,
FRRAL 3 HOA 38 RAT 75 B O 2 o B2 1L T A7
1% (Vogel etal., 2018),

2.3 BEFERAE

TR 7 S AT AT PRI OY L RE S, RNAT AR
AT LS 3 T AR S OB IR B,
F b, ARZMHF5E & BLANIE N F T A P 40 4T
dsRNA 7] DL 5 RNA A5 (14 #8 ) sloof Jist 56 K]
MIUTER . HAT, RAME SR 5 # it dsRNA /977
e, Pl E AL (Killiny ez al., 2014) . B[
R (Jain et al., 2022) . BTG (Avila et al.,
2018) FI4kkmi% (Biedenkopf et al., 2020) %1
A 755 RNAGHE B (Bragg et al., 2022),

Wi %5 %5 5 %t UL K (Spray-Induced Gene
Silencing, SIGS) FIABAMEN A, QAR R
TFRU . TR AR R R A, D
REE A LUk BAR B MR, HORBI AR
2 e T s A AR A R AR S PR R A i = A A T
PEo B, A SN A R AR 7 AR S R )
K dsRNA |, hpRNA 5 siRNA i SHEYI X E 1 . B
HOFIR R BOPPE, X S8 RNA B 7E e PP s 41 3
HOFNG AR ALY . — e R B, R
I8 % dsRNA AT IAE F 340 33k ) 4 40 DX S8 I
Ui A AL PR FR 4, ANAENLAE 55 . dsRNA i i
MY 48 RG2S 0 (Tiwari et al., 2011),
Hunter 85 AW, 242.5 m /5 A9RGB 3 o AL 3035
LR RS U O R R TR b B Sk Y dsRNA B,
dsRNA # iz % 21| #6919 10 3 55 7 (Hunter et al. ,
2012) o W T Mg 25 AR ) A A OK B\ CYP4 R R Y
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dsRNA (200 ng/M ), 7 dJa A E L BIE TR K
68%, ;=BIIE T F%55% (Killiny et al., 2014). iX
LB IE U R WY, A ) At L RT DL 3 Sl s A DR
dsRNA,

H1 T dsRINA 1Y W Wsg 0 50 B 38 AT ) P A B
BRI 75T RNA TR ARG T & o TEILR
R TR0 A U S DR R B DR ) v A 3 T 1 1Y
i, ek 1 SN AR dsRNA B i
Bk ARt AT AE/NERL (Extracellular
Vesicles, EV) &P dsRNA 55 g4 K ks ol 45 H
JT A S A 1 dsRINA K T JRIAE H P 5 56 R Fn
FHM L (Jain et al., 2022), HAPgREAR
A MR (Rank ez al., 2021), B T4MNA
dsRNA ¢ 375 3 H g T8 1Y Ji] 8 F% I R4 B 45 s o
(Saxena et al., 2022),

2.4 BEFEWE

A 2 R i R R ) 1 U R R RS
IZTT 12 M G B AR ) 2 5K dsRNA DL IR B
HURY RNATRLN o 7 ko2 1 Se s e 1) H 2 5 51 e
R B BRI AR b, DA BE N R IR Bk, AR5
B AMURARFT b, R IR A AT 2 4= G
EARAEY, M ER o3 PR 8K st 8 5 3 THE Y
A, HATC&A —Se i Zh %200, an s
FKRAR M Diabrotica virgifera IR M Helicoverpa
armigera FEEAR dsRNA 7 A FOKRFIMR AL, 1538 T
HA BT AR L R T YY) (Baum et al.
2007; Mao et al., 2007;
2013) . WAHBIFHEIT L TIEMY B (ot 4k
) RS PER IR dsSRNA IR L NPT A Y, 7E
W24 RR 55 22 5K Actin JEPH dsRNA 11 Th 88 S5 A ik
AT Of ] W EL A% B Iy, HOBE T R ] A B 100%
(Zhang et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2017),

FEH- WL #R (Bayer/Monsanto) 2 m) e 5L JF &
T SmartStax Pro (Mon87411) F KFFF 2017 4F
Err, JF5 2021 AEAEFRE B 2 VFE, AR
SEBL T RNAG B ARTE e 1 P BT AU 1) B BRI
#EEET, A 5 HEET RNAI BRI 5L K 7™ i
T, 4 B & Dow AgroSciences (DP23211;
2021) ; Bayer (VT4PROTM, 2022) ;
Agriscience (VorceedTM Enlist®, 2022) ; Bayer
(MON95275, 2023), XLE&/ gL BL, HHt—H
HESE T RNAT B[R] AR T BRI AL il A4

Ramaseshadri et al.,

Corteva

3 %M dsRNA B IERNEWXERHZE
S

RV Z P 6 7 2k B 812 W H T B HURNAG
WFoE, AR TR H N 2 R 8l
(EiF43%, 2025), RGEMBXLEZMEAER, A
B FARALS2 B %3t . 452 RNAL RSN, I HEsh
e AL v SRR
3.1 BRHESEZE

MR 2 | R E BB AR R S R
dsRNA 3 7% %R B 8% 0 N A7E I ZE (Tian et al.,
2004) . ASTA]ES HUGF dsRNA R A80% AN BUAIL i) 22
S (Spitetal., 2017). ¥ H (WARPIAE)
A H A 7 1 dsRNA N & F5 iz 1K ) Staufen 25 1,
X dsRNA 1R B BB, LU0 ER &30 ] 3k i 4 = 1Y
80% LA I, T H CAnAR ey du) 0w A g 1A
dsRNase 7% PE 51 . dsRNA P75 R0CR K w7 22 2 e
P, RIAEFRE N UTERRCR A I 30% (Swevers et al.,
2013) . [A)— B HUAE AN R & & B B o 47 A6 6 B AR
b, &y HOE Lk R TR G BRI dsRNA, o
MR 18 B R D o B, AR SR 1 #3407 1
HUE dsRNA J5 L AR 8 e 3 02 5 i 4 A 2.4 %
(Christiaens et al., 2018) . 1 %=k B 7 A 4% £ 152
AE DU AR VE S, AN R )RR e A A 7
RNAi (Samerjai et al., 2021). FCHMABERE | i
i ¢ B K v g pH A ¥ 25 BRIl dsRNA 19 42 B P,
B g b Rz (h s v L G B B A A AE (AN
H) DARAREER LT PR B (AnH s ) ]
HEPHAS dsRNA )4 5381 (Zuhorn et al., 2007).
32 INMEREZE

AR ERBE 25 A 1T 38 1 B2 M dsRNA Fae PE ok R
AT A A A4 A RUR (Cooper et al., 2019) .
HOERIRE SR, RE>30°CH, Nk dsRNA F
fift, WIRLEE dsRNA ZEF R B AR 2 4 h,
1M 70% DL 1 AH XSV BE ] G 35 42 v B i B &,
[ REIE SR RNATRCR (Yan et al., 2020). 1, AE
TR 70% LA I IRETEEIE 1 20%  (Song et al.,
2019) . Hiyk, H[a] %841 2k B 5 T B 3K dsRNA &5
¥, AT FE 6 h B i 50% DL b A 4R 2% dsRNA
(Thakre et al., 2024) . A KBRE (Un7e 0
AL AR E) SR BT A 22 RE A RO th AR
J1, Al A i dsRNA ¥ 84 i 1A 24 h i K &
7d, I HBRZEE R RIARERE T (Luo et al.,
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2025) . MAh, HEWIRE R TE A pHAE QA g
pH5.5) 1] g5 M dsRNA ) W% Fff %% % (Bernhardt
etal., 2012),
3.3 dsRNA FEA RSN R TE E M

FERNALSZEE A, dsRNA 8 5 9 5 81 74 5l
1AM B (Parise et al., 2024). K1, dsRNA
FEAN BRI B 5 e Mk L sl iE i s (Li
et al., 2023). SR, EHAKPN A dsRNase A] LR
P FSME dsRNA, AT BRI B HUMAR Y RN A 193K
%, dsRNase MU 8% TA A J& dsRNA A& 22 116 G i [A]
F. dsRNase iy #iA N ZHME dsSRNAIES . KEF M
BERVBCR S S HE R m, XU TR
il [F—F AR E BB, AR TR,
RNAi F R Z FIR K (Gaoer al., 2024), 7EH-4E
BOLT, 228 TAMEE dsRNA 25 F 1 dsRNase 11
FEPR A, % %W dsRNase 7] GE & — Rl 25 B AL
i, mEHARE L, dsRNase 38 K ik K A= dr By
BERYUER R W1 5+ (Necira e al., 2024) ., 80 #%
i i 7 K A KK ) AL SR AR i B B mT AR R e iR
HUdsRNA A9 AR E PRI, B35 nT DA Hp st 25
T dsRNA 2k 7 iR dsRNA B [% f#  (Leggewie et al.,
2023), HIK, dsRNAZT [ S et 25 52 i H
FasErE, W, B dsRNA 20 T3 % & A 3 £ i
P75, D b % B dsRNA B8 5 g [ 5 1 GC
A A DI PR e 3 A ST BT AR B B R T
X, TSGR T ARG R . BeAk, SRR
W R AR | pH EAE Fol 5t o g5
i) dsRNA A FaE 1 -
3.4 ZHAERT dsRNA BB AN &R

RIfE dsRNA 7640 AN EAF 7R, RE S P 4n
LB AT e RNAG SIS B 56 R . BFSR &
PAEMESS . S H S HMHE YT, dsRNA e 5
FUTH I R Z ARG A, ki fih & ROAK 2 1A 5/
BT AL, 2 L AR AR P A 7 R
[E#EE (Koo et al., 2025). 1% #4EH dsRNA B}
ZH) RSP 5 CFRERTTET WERE: H
e, HBLA K T 60~100 bp, 24K 51 55 A1 Jy 3%
e, JLFRER T, HA B0 R/
(Cordoba et al., 2025); Hk, H£:0 R dsSRNA &=
TE 24~48 h N 1 25 T A 32 R 515 H: 8 A mRNA K
V-, FECRNARCRFERR KA 30 d (Zhang et al.,
2024) . T IREBLH] 5 K L 22 A 1 AR T R H )
OIS ER/ACA VUIGETR ) A, 12 EU A1) 3 o i 2

e RPMESHEEE A SR I I AT R R
Hil 55 57 e 1R 1 AP-2 [ BB PIP.RUZE & 1, i
0] A% R A s i A 5 R B 8 (Dang
et al., 2025). dsRNA IR AT L i 1E
a7 149 2 B M 2 e aR) R g K SO S i, 3 2
R gy oK Uk W] DL S SR A IR N BT I 1Y % i
(Dalaison—Fuentes et al., 2023). K75 00 B AT 2%
HUf dsRNA B5 JRGE 18 Sid—1 [F] P8 1 20 Rk TR
Ty N SR NE 2 B IR AN, D0 AT A st A S T 4R
Th dsRNA 38 £, IR Sk 22 i 85 BURR ) (Dang
etal., 2025),

4+ R

B %42 BN R EAENNEYHEER
FETE LI, SR LR BERHE Y B T BT
fheege 2 ARG, ok T — &4
MG N E S 4 . IRBERR A AE I, b2 —
T B ] R S RN A BT B A AP IR T . RNAT
RKAKRMYK, CFERBIEFIGEIIIE . F 2By
PGB I B R T, R R Y
B RBHE A o RS T X A
2R HORIE ML A ER AR, R S (0 B 4
AL TR EAE . A H AT AR AR — 2, R
oA 2P, (HIE WK B E ST R W AR RE
RNAi 7E£E = EWIBT I, R 2 %o SR AR i b 1
T, XA B AR AT SE RS 2 ik

RNA F AR HE T % 3 A2 A% HURIE A5
MR B PE R I T . fEid R 2548, W
WA RNATE AR, KEHHEER R R
W R AT RER (Yan et al., 2024) . RNA T3
(RNAi) fER—Fhfar s PR i DiER 4 Fh A= B 5L 1
()7, Tz N 3 B D R A s L 2E o . )
BF, RNAQ B & —Flopr AL ) 3 AT AR NS . 3@
oW RLE B . B A SR B8 35 OBUEE RNA
(dsRNA) FIATRLUTER T b g AR SE D4, 1 A M
H R & 3 3% A5 5 ik T P S BR B A (Lu et al.,
2023b) . JSAE RNAi FEAE ) B L5 R A v i 233k
FAA T ZH R R R T Ay, A 5
T, SR RNATE AR SE T JE D) R 4B Fn i
Biia p sk T, R AR FMEGIFE T
NIE ) dsRNA G FH O 58 Bilan . Whisfid i K
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2250 L HORN At 35 o 1) 5 DX B BB AT 9 A ALY
AN R e AL 3R 07 125 ROAS B AR B 5 T
PGS T e i PR O A, X SRR A W AE
A E AT 5E

ALRGLER T dsRNA 7E B i i) 32 2838 3%
Tk (ARG MR | W B A B AR )
AR, o 1R B R ROR I G R
WME A KEHB . W55 LL S dsRNA [
T 2 T A 6 AR A . BIFER W, AN [ a% Uy =X
SHMS, & EASCR WA B 25 . B
an, TESPEMCR S ERE R A, R IR L S T
FIAE. 55 32 0 Al 38 PRIE R, W80 322 9 vk 3 5 T i)
A A 200 TR I B 5 3 A R R, T 2 B DR A 12 U T
SRS U E A A RN MR A T A =

JEEER K, BT RNA AW DG A B Rk
I, ARBEEAE ke, I RSSO
FVEN T S U ledprona 77 i 315 EPA #2480
A, KRR RNA ARG B PR K Ji& o 5 JR BIE 5T
AT SOCELL T Al 1) FFAmRL. e i se
9K 38 3% R 48, 487 dsRNA 76 B o] £ 14 F 45
APERZEERSAR; 2) PR E JUh RNAHLH]
255, JUHAT XHR UM Fh AR F OB B L K A
BIK MG s 3) HESh RNAL S HA 4 (o By 4 K
(AR . REERAE) BRI, ME2
JC. DMEAE HEES IR AR 4) iR RNAL
i P PR 2 A Ve 5 A S KU DA, S B2 R
IR BOR 5 E PR B AR ME . SRTT, BEXS RNAIHL
AR R FHHSRAFAE AR Z2 BRI, ] SR B LLT X 5
W 1) BFXSAE A, VR EA B X Y A
RNA RN K i ik 7 2) $ dsRNA 7R3 B
PR AE SRENE, IR gs2m; 3) #2
THEY R AL He AL, 0 e ot AT AL S5 B AR Y
FHYE s 4) JFRPME B ISR NS, #HEZ) RNAL 5 H
PR R ARA SRS 5) THR R A Z 5
o3 HUE B9 RNAG SIS 5 6) 4 RNA AW 25 B Rl
ST IR IR R (Yan et al., 2024).

ZE Bk, HR RNAL R KSR A7 AE A £ (0]
R, ALK I AR Y R AE AR R R By I U0
IR RAEAE R B E AR, H™ ol LA —Fh 5 35
35 SR A 7 NBGE Y e AR AR i, I
TR Y T 2 WY 1) 4 €0 I 250 b o S 10 37 2k 8% T 3R
SESUE NI LS PN YL S ERE R VAT B S
(Gebremichael et al., 2021).
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