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Yang Jing' Zhang Yuying’ Gao Yue' Liu Zhongfang' Zhang Pengjiu' Shi Gaochuan’

Zhou Xuguo” Fan Renjun"

(1. Shanxi Key Laboratory of Integrated Pest Management in Agriculture, College of Plant Protection, Shanxi Agricultural
University, Taiyuan 03003 1, Shanxi Province, China; 2. College of Plant Protection, Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha
410125, Hunan Province, China; 3. Pomology Institute, Shanxi Agricultural University, Taigu 030815, Shanxi Province,
China; 4. Department of Entomology, University of Kentucky, Lexington 40546, Kentucky, USA)

Abstract: Mites are the second-largest group of terrestrial animals following insects. The research in
acaricide resistance of mites, however, has been substantially lagged behind. In recent years, the advent
of genomics era has afforded researchers with high-throughput sequencing technologies to address out-
standing biological questions. In this review, we summarized the current progresses in mechanistic studies
in acaricide resistance of pest insects and mites and resistance monitoring using high-throughput sequenc-
ing approaches. Finally, we concluded this review by sharing our perspectives on future research avenues.
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U R A B E AL AR 3N O
T« S — , 2R R B 1 2 7 3 T B S B2 1
AR A, TR R T B B O R Rk A Y
PIBELiEL 1 24 50 (4 PR 8 3 (A 4245, 1995; Mat-
sumura,2010; Zhu et al.,2013) ;56 —., E HIA N =
A i G R BT TR A, FEIE R
AH AR B 19 36 3k i | T+ (Bajda et al., 2015; Fey-
ereisen et al., 2015) ; 2 =, 3 HUR N 25 5] BLEAE
RERR 7 A 5872, (45 24 7001 TR AR BURk P
Vee AR G el 2 1R 3% B T (Carvalho et al., 2012;
Cassanelli et al.,2015;Mermans et al.,2017) .
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W), AT 3 BTGP 5 1 AR FR
THR—AEEP LSRN, MOk Z bt R K241
A RZNER 2\ S 50 E Wit
MG AR DR — A — 2 2 R e 50 4 1)
BH 4T 25 ML (van Leeuwen & Dermauw, 2016; Ri-
gaetal.,2017). DI, 20 RS FRPU LG THEAH L
KRG S 55020 AL R A F AW BRI T
TR AR IR, AR B A AR AE R R
R, fe 38 e DU R A A LR A R AL i e e 2 7k
AHOCIE PR AR 2 TR 5T 0 25 PR AL B R P R
FIFHE BRI B A28 K SHUAPEADCAY L, P4
B SR T2 ML D Dy Re ST BT 2 MK
W, BEA AN B B2 B LR (R FRARE , B AT o s
BTN AR

BT, E A K e T 5 a0 F B N H T3
AR PP AR DG I R 32 48 e ik 22 S o AT it
FEHRE , FEAR A F HURT TIAE 35 L, G/ NS
Plutella xylostella(He et al.,2012) . K18 Locusta mi-
gratoria (Jiang et al., 2012) . K & BF Aphis glycines
(Bai et al., 2010) . {8 ¥; B\ Bemisia tabaci (Wang et
al., 2010) . JK K&\ Laodelphax striatellus (Xu et al.,
2013) . & W Cimex lectularius (Mamidala et al.,
2012) X L % B¢ Anopheles gambiae (Nkya et al.,
2014) M % W Musca domestica (Mahmood et al.,
2016) 55 DAL A3, B HUT 24P A G A i Ak DA ki
SEWOR I UG TR 2 9EmPEiE e . 2020 4,
Av Bl B gk AL TR Tk A A5 5 A BA & B0

24 Z4 6 Ak 8 P (mitogen-activated protein ki-
nase, MAPK) {5 5 i 42 BB % S K ¥~ CREB MM
PR DR UM P450 5L H 3Rk R EUR My BUE it )
P (Yang et al., 2020) . Fifi 5, i1 BA SCAE T ST 2K
I Cell 1T W] T TH 548 A 38 B mUR K
R RV 7% SR AR A W 5 B Wl N BtPMa T
il 5 25 E MR T (Xia et al.,2021) . 7341, % 4]
BAGE R BE 55 — > OC B 1y 4 i R (8 P450 kA
CYP4C64 1-Jiit 5"-UTR X 35 () F L A0 R B 5 110 28
AR DR ek R, DA TS S5O R X I AR il A
A& HFR g B = A PibE (Yang et al.,2021) o A LA
Mp K22 S g5 AR B B T A e i e iAok
B EIFR AR Wk Spodoptera exigua 275 HE 4, i it
FEREIA v e i DR i PRSP D BE R IR S 2 PP T
Briw R T S0 00 i 40 A £5 28 PASO S Ak il 3R o B
FABEIR 5270 %] BT A B 5 2828 HA P R e v AL
(Zuo et al.,2021),

W62 R 19 S W 1 28 JRCTV T Wk T 209 B T
N, AR T B R 2 KA 89 #f (van Leeu-
wen & Dermauw,2016) . 2EKT st 2504 HE 4
HIT 1O AL Ay 2 Rt Ja T WU 7 2K, 3 il & —
BEM-15 Tetranychus urticae FVHUINA-19 Boophilus mi-
croplus , H: v — B -1 470 25 PEHE 44 26 1 (van Leeu-
wen et al.,2010) . SR HAHLL, W52 ML
5 — DR AR BN #55 , FLAEAE LA 2 i
WA BN T AR Y R AR
S WRREEN BRI B = . A 2011 4 ZBEH i
HY LR A AN LUG , 22 P25 0 36 DR 2l AN S el A
SABGRPE AR IE , SR M HE B T W22 PE LI 5
B % & (Grbié et al., 2011; van Leeuwen & Der-
mauw,2016) .
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0 861 NP e o I b 9 e 2ip o 7 S X N e A N
JEEAVEAN Y7ERT i v A= WTE- DO & il L e
= TR CORASZHG U0 2 B U , 520G U0 2 8 e
1% ) (Khajehali et al.,2011) , J5 S/ 5% T 22 A & 5
N T IR RARYE . Hoh s 5 R SRR A
TR HLER AN £ 1k IH B 755 % (acetylcholines-
terase, AchE) 1) G119S. A201S. T280A . G328A #l
F331W G HE R A2 i S50 B - A7 ALl 1 2
IR Bk 25 % U5 72 A B (Anazawa et al., 2003 ;
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Khajehali et al.,2010) 5 Hi Hs [T 4% 44 5 38 18 (volt-
age-gated sodium channel, VGSC) (1 L1024V i
A1215D Z8 HE TR 8 e 5 B0 1 HX H U3 1R 7 AR Bt
P F15381 1 A1215D % k1 25 0 ff L 0J Ik 2R 2 T
FEAE T Pk (Tsagkarakou et al., 2009; Kwon et al.,
2010a) ; 2R | 142 F B 118 i (glutamate chloride
channel, GluCl) ', GluCl1 |- G314D ) 4 JE iR #5 4
et — TR 0 T 24 R R AN BURR, R SR IR R
875N F GluCI3 | G326E (& SR B ¥ F 50— Bt
P o) BT 248 TR 2R A T e T (Kwon et all.,
2010b; Dermauw et al., 2012) , LA —LLHIA 5 %
RN T R SRR IR BT 24 R PR, A i
6,2 b(cytochrome b, cytb) i G126S . 1136 T ,S141F ,
D161G F1P262T 8 M 5 20— Bt et e ik
BredE T sm AU PP (van Leeuwen et al., 2008) ; JL
T A R 1 (chitin synthase 1, CHS1)11017F 2& 48
B IEXoF A R T T U0 2 g ) % el
7oA T 3o (van Leeuwen et al., 2012; Demaeght et
al., 2014) ; R AR R &5 4 ¥ 1A PSST W & F
HO2R 58748 2 5 5CH T ik g R Hk 96 fe 1 s il g
AEUPE X BE 250 4 S 2R L TR R 4 1 57 (Baj-
da et al.,2017) . DL BAIFSE 3R B — B v g B AR o7
SR R R BOH A BRI AR Bk, 5 4h T
T 5t PR R EA R ) e A R K
o FEDIZH A A3 B R W, B A 86 44 Al £,
# P450(cytochrome, CYP) £ [A (Grbié et al., 2011),
BRECE PR TR EE CYP2 clan FE N F5 5+
PP ik, BF5E R B CYP2 clan JEH F R CYP392 %
57 Z 5 K 2 B0 BRI R B9 5T (Demae-
ght et al., 2013 ; Riga et al., 2014;2015) . F& [R5 if§
(carboxyl/cholinesterases , CCE ) & K #8 Z¢ Je £ 5
- s S TR /\imtlj 714~ CCEH:[H 415
T2 LT o A EH IR -5 RS g
(glutathione S-transferase, GST) 3 [F# 5K % 78 5
g AR S R LR B TR
delta-class GST ZZ % 4L H A1 12 4> mu-class GST FK %
BN WO RAE e TR HEsh Wik
(Grbié et al., 2011 ; Pavlidi et al., 2015) . ABC ¥#%41z
AR DR A L O A% SR A T 2 P R b 3 T
FEEVEF (Dermauw & Leeuwen,2014 ), — BEM i 5
PRIZH % 1034~ ABC s I BE L, BT A I
A= Sy A2 B e 22 B9 )R (Dermauw et
al.,2013a) . WEEHALZ S dE A ER B 5 R
HAE—ERN2ESR, I EZAE -+ (major facilitator

family , MFS) ZJG A | P 20 28 figt SUN 42 (intradi-
ol ring-cleavage dioxygenase, ID-RCD) %% Ji% %k [A I

B4 2 [ % % 5£ 1 (Dermauw et al., 2013b) . Hi ik
AT UL A AR C B R R iz 4 ik = 3t
W6 AT 24 P ™ EE A A ) AL

725 A1) P vy 308 00 P A S Ao X A el

Tetranychus cinnabarinus 302514 5 43 B 7 %6 H
REP T HT G PEAR SCHE A . Shen et al. (2014) F%
SRS IRE 13 AN ARED -1 GST A, IHIEH
R BRITYE o A P, Herh 30 GST R 1 E 204t

B EERE R U5 5 T RIS TR . Wei et al.
(2016) fif & Hi 23 4~ CCE & A, Jf UE B H: rp 5t s
CCE XN Z 5 1 b it %t FH 55045 T8 A1 T 96U TR
(PP, Shietal.(2015;2016;2017) % ARSI
LA TR o 3R 1 P45 0 JE PR R T 1 %85 I 00 A DG 2k
(R SR HERT T RIESE . Bu et al. (2015) F 1%
SRAMFHAR AL T B-4% 6 B BT A A b i 5

X R Z A A R Rk 22 5, B T %) -4 S I
7 A I AE T N [ 22 A PR

e i R AR N T HAD S B R R Y

WARLR B , 4nSE S 42 )N Panonychus ulmi(Baj-
da et al., 2015) . Wi ME /N TIN5 Oligonychus coffeae
(Amsalingam et al., 2016) . AH 4% 4 N8k Panonychus
citri (Niu et al., 2012) | 2 £ 5 Psoroptes ovis (Bur-
gess et al.,2011) FU¥y 424 Dermatophagoides farinae
(Chan et al.,2015)%% .

3 SEENFEARTERZ PRI

VAR e B R R B ] T AT 2
Rl RIS E QAR A B . Zhu et al. (2013) F ]
T R R ARG 0 T 144 R d %L B 4 R A
UG FFRic, IFRI X L850 hricd M 1 58 [ v
VUL IX 24 A 5 i EH TA] R o 4053 H 4 T 1) e
TR, Ry 5 ] r P 0 b X G H XD H B R 1Y
RTNAERAL T EE NS EHIE . Guo etal.(2017)
HESL T — Bl TR AchE 3 R 01 28 78 1 1
ACE, FIFNZRR P41 T 7 F0 e 136 TFFE 1Y 971
Y RNA-Seq BiE H AchE 12785, 45 KW, 13
TR AR RN BT 241 5 PR 67 s S AR AR 3k
FUAR R 7K 5 /NS0 ) G227 A 2878 5 H X A L
Bz B R 2 A R P /K- 2 AEAOG; Ak
W Chilo suppressalis FUIFE Ay B BT 245V JE K 58 28 A5
AR =7 5 117 10 A8 0 4 4 /NI Nasonia vitripennis 1)
PULGPERE D SRR . e K45 (2020) L) 3 A
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O E RN | S Aedes albopictus F17N5 gk
(1) 8 A~ B P /AR B 1) 2 sk L RE S 42, 18 ]
ACE PRI T A [A AP HE Y AchE $it 24 14 58 48
FERI A5 B 10 7 DA L A i L R ) 3Rk
AL, M 3 R E BN HLEE S R St R TR
R B PTTErT S5, PRAL 2R AT 10 3 Fh 5 fp
HEHC LA 0 5 H 22 i A0 4 EEAAR AT 5 RIS, i
T REAZ AN 4 A% HUR RS 5 AR 1 3 2 A EE A G

Rk m W ZE A K FE Y FastD, 3 A FastD #4274 2
THELDIT & DAL 2 o8 e B 3L T4 S 4 %K

P55 %) 5 G2 A ik AT AAR Gl o e A
LG PRIR L , TR I3 - 5 o o 3 H R 241
WEIFRAL AR R B ]

HRT, 3 A W A v 3 2 00 P B R 0 H 1 3
WG24I A i AT — SRR Y | DX
T B H AT 24 P S PR 5 PR 98 A8 6 e A B i B A R
il , P10 AR FH 32 A W) el e 24 M R BT R B Y
FHe.

RE

XA =AY PT 2 P LBRF 5% A0 e 28 H RS2 o
FH [] 4 245 P v BSR4 1 P (LR R , 7R X4~
b AR g Xof G FE PRI 24 A 7 4 T W T2 r) R
O o AR T FHAAER A A SRR R s/ Ny Fl
M DX e I AR T LS B RS BB P o HH ]
F R T2 R I, AR BT E HGE T
N2 (Zhu et al., 2013; Guo et al., 2017; BE I K4,
2020)  SRIMNZF A RIS T E KA HE 1. FIH
e 38 i U P BRARAS A A2y A G RE
AMUAT LA BE oA, SEB R | ERf s
HHT 24 W, 3 T AT 3504 R e LR 4 24 1k
iP5 PSR R 8 ¢ O i B < s e
B BEAE 38 i AR A — 20 R R A UAR AN
Wi T K%, 123 AT 5 (] 56 o A i e 40 245
PEAILIR DL S A THC 25 PR KT Wl w5 i Ay HH ]t
PG B BT R BRI 5, TR 3 H AN
I RTHFEE R AT A S AR
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