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Abstract With the accelerated development of global trade, invasive species seriously threaten agriculture, forestry,
ecological environment and human health. Genomic study provides novel tools, platforms and big data for elucida-
ting the molecular mechanisms and ecological adaptation of the invasive alien species (IAS), and developing new
prevention and control technologies. We reviewed the status of invasive insect genomic study, systematically sum-
marized the important roles of genes, gene families, transposons and repetitive sequences in determining insect in-
vasiveness. We also analyzed the potential of genomic study in facilitating the development of novel pest control
technologies or products such as RNAI, sterile insect technique (SIT), chemical ecology and physical methods,
and envisioned the prospect of the application of genomic study for the integrated management of invasive pests.
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Fig. 1 The statistics of the assembled genomes of invasive insects
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Table 1 Published genomes of invasive insects

H 4R BT 4 Scaffold FEH ZH %[ﬂﬁ[ B/ FEHCF Genome publicalio‘n
Order Chinese name Scientific name Nso/kb KA/ Mb Came Ll SN
Total length number Journal Year
A 5 8 =] /N g Blattella germanica 1 056. 07 2 037. 20 29 216 Nature Ecology &. Evolution 2018
Blattodea PIAETA T I Zootermopsis nevadensis 751. 11 485. 02 14 610
8 H 7N T F Aethina tumida 298. 88 234. 34 14 076 GigaScience 2018
Coleoptera AT Agrilus plani pennis 1113.42 353. 07 11 605
IE B RS Anoplophora glabripennis 678. 23 706. 97 13 907 Genome Biology 2016
FORAR R0 Diabrotica virgi fera virgi fera 489. 11 2 418. 07 NA
S Harmonia axyridis 1 616. 39 422. 83 NA Current Biology 2018
I NaE: Hypothenemus hampei 39. 21 151. 27 NA Scientific Reports 2015
ILAA B Leptinotarsa decemlineata 414. 17 1170. 24 14 000 Scientific Reports 2018
XH H Y R AP Aedes aegypti 409 777. 67 1278.73 15 796 Science 2007
Diptera bioRxiv 2017
Science 2017
Nature 2018
LI Aedes albopictus 3303.94  2247.31 17535  ©roceedings of the Nationsl 2015
Academy of Sciences
Pathogens and Global Health 2015
GigaScience 2018
TS Bactrocera cucurbitae 1 399.02 374. 82 12 655 G3: Genes|Genomes| Genetics 2017
g/ INSZ b Bactrocera dorsalis 1 206. 00 414. 98 12 415
PR SL Bactrocera lati frons 974. 43 462. 51 12 759
TS SR S g Bactrocera oleae 139. 57 471.78 13 211
[ . ] Bactrocera tryoni 69. 55 519. 01 NA BMC Genomics 2014
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H HSC A4 R RT4 Seaffold E-JiSE %[ﬂ%ﬁ(ﬁ//l‘ %éﬂiﬁ Genome publicali’o‘n :
Order Chinese name Scientific name Nso /kb KA/ Mb Gene T KA
Total length number Journal Year
WiH H i AR S Ceratitis capitata 4118.35 479. 05 12 287 Genome Biology 2016
Diptera BlgE Clogmia albipunctata 13. 08 256. 25 NA
SR I L Culex quinque fasciatus 486. 76 579. 04 18 965 Science 2010
— R Drosophila nasuta 5. 69 137. 22 NA
— R Drosophila subobscura 91. 13 117. 29 NA
AR SR i Drosophila suzukii 388. 97 232.92 16 335 G3: Genes|Genomes| Genetics 2013
LR K - Hermetia illucens 3.53 890. 46 NA
LRI Liriomyza tri folii 2.21 69. 70 NA
ReFodIIyig Mayetiola destructor 756. 04 185. 83 22 024 BMC Genomics 2013
Current Biology 2015
— PR Scaptomyza flava 112. 95 214. 84 NA
VBFE R Tipula oleracea 3. 39 541. 70 NA
Bl bRt Zaprionus indianus 4. 86 123. 67 NA
FEH i 1% Acyrthosiphon pisum 518. 55 541. 69 18 611 PLoS Biology 2010
Hemiptera Fe g iF (afodis sllogetizs 174. 51 302. 92 19 12 [nsect Blochemistry and 2017
Molecular Biology
HR R EL Bemisia tabact 3 232. 96 615. 02 13 914 BMC Biology 2016
GigaScience 2017
TR R Cimex lectularius 7 172. 60 650. 48 12 656 Nature Communications 2016
AT Diaphorina citri 109. 90 485. 71 20 082
EF-% Diuraphis noxia 397. 77 395. 07 12 390 BMC Genomics 2015
Standards in Genomic Sciences 2017
K% Euschistus heros 2 463.42 1 325. 16 NA
PN B Ry Ferrisia virgata 25.37 304. 57 NA
Pl Halyomorpha halys 802. 42 1 150. 11 14 501
B - Homalodisca vitripennis 915. 38 2 246. 37 NA
PN Y Maconellicoccus hirsutus 50. 28 189. 24 NA
g Myzus persicae 435,78 347. 31 15 006 Genome Biology 2017
A Paracoccus marginatus 6. 54 191. 21 NA
KEH Pseudococcus longispinus 9. 89 284.99 NA
JEsH H a2 e Apis cerana 1 421. 63 228. 33 10 621
Hymenoptera JNE Apis florea 2 863. 24 230. 49 10 876
e Apis mellifera 13 619. 45 225.25 10 740 Nature 2006
Genome Biology 2007
Genomics Data 2015
Bombus terrestris 3 506. 79 248. 65 10 581 Genome Biology 2015
Cardiocondyla obscurior 3 105. 81 177. 89 17 552 Nature Communications 2014
Cephus cinctus 622. 16 162. 25 11 223 bioRxiv 2018
0 L . Proceedings of the National
[ R A I Linepithema humile 1 402. 26 219. 50 11 610 . 2011
Academy of Sciences
JINEEZEML Monomorium pharaonis 18 352. 40 340. 36 12 648
BB PO A i Qoceraea biroi 16 888. 28 223. 88 11 614 Current Biology 2014
T 2 e Polistes dominula 1 625.59 208. 03 10 179 Molecular Ecology 2016
EE Rzl e Pseudomyrmex gracilis 317. 68 282.78 11 572 Nature Communications 2016
27 Y Suftazorits buaien 621. 04 398. 99 16513  Lroceedings of the National 2011
Academy of Sciences
JIN kY Wasmannia auropunctata 1175. 37 324.12 13 668
g F i s L Amyelois transitella 1 586. 98 406. 47 13 520
Lepidoptera SR Cydia pomonella 11 013. 20 836. 71 NA
HREL L Helicoverpa armigera 1 000. 41 337.09 17 086 BMC Biology 2017
FEINFRES B Helicover pa zea 201. 48 341. 15 15 200 BMC Biology 2017
[ Hyphantria cunea 1126. 41 510. 51 15 799 Nature Ecology &. Evolution 2018
I Operophtera brumata 65. 63 638. 21 16 912
SEfgy it Pieris rapae 617. 30 245, 89 12 484 F1000Research 2016
JINSE i Plutella xylostella 737.18 393. 47 18 119 Nature Genetics 2013
L BRI Spodoptera frugiperda 601. 13 514. 23 NA  Genomics 2014
Frawid s Spodoptera litura 915. 47 438. 96 16 182 Nature Ecology &. Evolution 2017
R WA Medauroidea extradentata 43. 05 2 593. 36 NA G3: Genes| Genomes| Genetics 2018
Phasmatodea
ZoiH VU AL Frankliniella occidentalis 948. 89 415,78 23 356

Thysanoptera
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K2 5RO FE B G0 & A T 45K, dn
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GEH R CYP6A, CYP6G Fil CYPSD WHEGE XA T
Yok, MED # f1 MEAM1 % i #3 &\ Bemisia
tabaci FEH H P450 A1 UGTs 5 HoAth fi 0 = O 2%
B HUM 8 R A Tk s Mg U SR R 4 P450
A GST FEHFEE S ZK & Bombyx mori FHHE K K
Manduca sexta FHICEAE T Y 5K s FIARZEBL Linepi-
thema humile P450 LR Kk d CYP3 WKk k4
ookl g ar i Aedes albopictus FePHZHH P450s
M ABC ¥ 32 85 (1 R &L T K5 RO iRk

Spodoptera litura % PH 2+ P450s. #& IR Fig B Fl
GSTs S HB FZWE¥ K ETH %508 A R4
Anoplophora glabripennis F£H 4 A P450s (CYP4
1 CYP6) \UGTs Fl B 2 AL f) 52 BRI 4k X 5 &
A REYIKEY . AN, R R AR B R R R
FEAEBUZGE A Jin AT 4 0 R 2 G 1K 43 AT
CRISPR/Cas9 JER i HEHA » M 1] A5 ] 38 4% 7
FEIER] TR#E dL Ha TSPANT JEH T92C i 87%
5 Bt ARSI Z F IR R .

ANRERTER 55 MY B SR,
KRBT F 0 S GE B 2 R 27 32 BRI b 595 &
FENL AR Y AR A R A OC 1 L A
IR T3k H A A A 2R R S O R DR A%
21 K Solenopsis invicta F1 0] H 28 0 52 4 Fif 22
PSR B AL, 53T G AR AR W LG5 e B AR
BT SR SRR B AT BB 0 X A5 38 FE AT
BELRIZH AR B2 AR R R A 48 DL, A0 2T RS PR 28
AL 400 AR SZ A B 42 4 WKL R 4 v U0k
ZARWEIE 367 >l THEZHME, ZEHMA
fR B HUE H BAT R IR RS 2R 5 LRI A [F] 2
FAED RIS PILSY - 0 2 B PR RS RS ik
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(GRO Z A KA Y5k, 73 5l O 213,237 Al 147 4>
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AN AR R A ST A O B A A
KRR F D IA R 5 — 28 A B HU 27 3 3 P
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Xof B JAE Y- AT 5 2 B O B 05 1 T 5 T A AR 1T
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LN 2 AR M 50K o 2385 3 356 DR 20 A 2 3
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JAET- (BB T o R B Y B AR T B v B e T B RN
LB O i AR RN R 91 22 R % B TR A
FRH JAE 1~ B DX ) 6 DR 5 DL 30 S O A B kL B
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27 TR AH DG 1) 55 DR A8 S A B 1 X A 45 11403
PEHE AR BEIEF PG 5k FECRE . )
1253 AR B SO G AT H T E JsoR R e
IR AL, T2 R R A & 6801 T
ST s HB P 5 5 kA b R ) 1 A1 A X B T
WL Anopheles gambiae B 10 5, X Pl 5 & 18 5%
JEFROA N 5 H AR A S, RS 1S E
SIS e v R SN N SN & e T
IO T AR R AT A B 5 100 A A R PR AL L X 140
ANk 18 R AR b RIS Al 18 1 S0 I o
PEAT i S o 23 B R AR 3 A R A I BRC
FEELA B (g (0 A 14 AR L e AR ST 1 3
PEEAR 45 TR XT3 8 3 A3 0 e 47 A DX I R A
OIMT B SR T IR R DR A R A AR 5C F) ik
PR R] BB 55 ARG TRLE (38 Ry P AR AR DG

3 EFEAMRBAERGEFRAR/FH=m
Fx&

T3 53 B B DR ZH Kl T ARG AR B LAY 42
AR R A2 S L SR Y R PR AR S A S I i
R AR B 2> THLH . H AT, (s R 257598
e H WA A E BT B AT INE - AR B IRTETE

FAAR g ) 38 7 1 A BE ) T AR T 2
I TR R 2 (0,42 2 i) LB IR B A I E
3.1 EFEAHR S RNAI AR A
FH RNAG SR FH RPGEI & —Titr 2 A
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AUHE RNAs (dsRNAs) A S AR F HL T KA -
M Diabrotica virgifera virgi fera N T.falf}lrha] g
ELRLIR B WRIE LT BT A5 R R
B 2 (T4 SR B W L Leptinotarsa
decemlineata Wi K AH 5 (1 W56 2 3 3% 32 (R FE D X 1
SEH B BB, a) B > R
AL E Y . ERT . EORAR AL R B 4 5
BE PR A 247 D00 P AP 5 B e BE PR 2H A FRAT
RIS R 2 0] FF RNAL 8L A, I & £ %
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AR AL TN A e R AR R X 3 e PR 2
PEATIRAL G » ARAS B — I ALY, i 5 5 52 PO 3R
F AR tet-of { BN ek 28 Gk by v v S il 1
5 5 BUO0E 25 G0 T S B P S 0 0 R B
BT N F AR 15 2 i i i BOE AL
e ik BE PR ZH 53 AT o IS8 N G338 R e v T S e
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grim) AL I, 7] T 48 Sz H A 1
WA, S L STT HAR bt i 3545 5842 1
A DX Al O R T AR P 8 A2 2 i R AR 58
7S P R i AR BRIV FEIH  Hst % 3 HIL R AN
THAE  BEN A A0 50 A i X — B2 (] R AL 1 4
AR SR ANBIFTE N 533 3k e DR 2 000 7 20 2B AR A g o
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[RIZH L A A 22 B 3 850 M 1) A 7 5 T 3 S e
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