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Abstract: Pest behavior regulators are green pesticides that target the olfactory system of insects and play an important role in pest
management. However, the discovery of lead compounds usually relies on a series of bioassays that are time-consuming and ineffi-
cient. In recent years, with the enrichment of functional data on insect olfaction and the rapid development of structural biology, two
virtual drug screening methods based on computers, machine learning technology and molecular docking, have played an important
role in the discovery of lead compounds for pest behavior regulators, greatly facilitating the efficiency of lead compound discovery and
reducing the blindness of screening. This paper provides a systematic review of two computer-based virtual drug screening methods
and their application in the discovery of lead compounds in pest behavior regulators, and discusses the problems and application
prospects of the two screening strategies in practical applications.
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(KM R % ,2001; THEAE,2004) , F
AR B TR R H 14T i she F gk
BifE FBLZ —, SR, IR &Y
VR I A0 B H AT D R BAT IR A it
PER R ZEG S5 4 i (55, 2020) . HAl, B H AT
PR RER RER Y/ DN 3 e s S O R A el G E B S U
AR A5 R 3R LA B ar EAE Y I BT AL & )
(RS AE 2013) B RS H BAT 47 S el 42 0
IS P B H AT S 5 500 T A 0 DG B i 25 523
X— H W EEAEB T — R A E 1Y I ik, B
i, F A 68 BTk B E R (gas chromatograph-
mass spectrometer, GC-MS) #17 B A s iba G
KBRS R 5 UM €T fil f FRL 23K (gas chro-
matography-electro antenna graphic detection, GC-
EAD) . filt f# H2 % JZ Wi ( electro antenna graphy,
EAG) S5 H R BIE B HO6H e o8 A& 0RO 65 7 A
F A B 1 5 Y B RS (S AT DA 3 T 3 e
HERL & Prxt B AT g s (M IR 55, 2020)
JTCHE DI BRI NS VRN B 400 i LA R i e 2 b 280
R P E IR RS (Bengtsson et al.,2014; Grosse-
Wilde et al.,2007; Liu et al.,2014; Sakurai et al.,
2004) B RNAi, CRISPR/Cas9 % JE [H 4 4 £ R
(Chen et al.,2020; Guo et al. ,2020) FHff & 1 P A
o3 R HAE T o3 T5#8h5 . SR, i T B AR S b i
R B B2 o EA I 5 i TAR AR %
BB FE S, iR K — R O R R Bl L 4t
TIEREATIETEAL S PR T e , 1 T 4 vy B AT D o
THSE LB PR T AR

BEAE T AR BT & e, B TR 2
Py K AU 108 Sy S5 B v O e B 4 0T ) e ke
TR, BERE TSR & R (X545,
2018; XEPTAE,2021) , ITAEkK, B IR GE 4> AL
BT B BIRA | B HO 5 5 B B AL RE BE Y A
Wi e , A LA T B AT I R e
A& Wi e O T RE B R e 5l 1 Bt AT 9
R R SERE . HAT, TR LR B du A7 ey
I HUL 0 2k A LA 2 bR e (X A,
2021) ; — AR T AR , 5 T I (A Fr) R 0L
e, He i Bl i T3 70 & Js A S 0 60
O3 TR SR B GET T 2 4m m A & W) 73 TR Ak

5 Z 18] (9 7 A A AL, B E 45 00 1
* & ( quantitative structure-activity relationship,
QSAR) ; —J& LAy FxF 45 A He | T 4544 1Y 1 40
i , Hs i AR Rl AL AR 5 /N
T RIS A ARG 8 B AR B R IE RS
FI 1 BEFIWTES SR B

e B U g U g R v, AR S 5 8 H (odor-
ant binding proteins, OBP) 1 5K iff A W57 J8R 25 (1)
SRALE W) 73 112 iy 22 W8 B2 il 28 T R T Y R
RS2 AR ( olfactory receptors, OR) FI R k57 & (o-
dorant receptor coreceptors, Orco) ZH LAY E A&,
TS BT SR 231 B0 0 e P U (22 5%, 20215
Zhao et al.,2018) , [, 0BP 5 OR ZKRAER H
e BAHEAE BB 58 TR § o R T, OBP O
KRR ML TERER OR A5 3R15 S ik
454 (Venthur & Zhou,2018) , £ 55 Rif Y B HUAT 2 i
7 70 R FUL O AT 2T Y, OBP A4 TR 8 T 1R A 0000 5 %
FHEE TS5 H Y 156 7 12 (25455 ,2019) , OR R IX
IO ) TR D) 22 SR FH BT AR 14 K U7 e SR

1 BT R RIT AT R E MG IE

BT O K 4000767 128 3 s L — R 91 3 3 S 4
B 2 P B 5 A At 3 3 N7 RE RIS IR A 0L T
T HZRE AL G CR M QSAR BRI
A v v 3 o 0 3 0 AE I TS PR A (X
4 ,2018) , H—m e aniE 1 pis . s —4, B
BRI 5T N DL T5 XA R A 55 M SCHR 5%l 2
5 22 v S A P ML A5 A0 15 . ( Sharma et al.,
2022) , HE A1 AR AR B R AR AR (7 )
fiE (Affonso et al., 2013) , PRI, Wie 46 A9 508 L mT BE
ST HERA 5 0 BRSO R A
BB AZ AR I AR LTI oAb
BB | DR T 00 32 1A T AR 1) B8 Ak R P
TR BRI 2, BRI Re e
RHAC K A 5 B 50 =48 BRI 2 5 1Al | x5
b5 S R A I SR AR AR AR , A BL R 2 ) B
BXFUNGRER AT U iy 52 (RN C A4 43 1 2 o
PR 28, A I A DA A R i 565 DU 1k
BWiE , Y G AR A5 = BT i TR AL 22 S BT
I FE RS T 0 A 0 32 A 5 AR ) 25 5 fig 0 (i ¥
4 2021)
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1.1 HIRRES b

BRI SE 52 AR SRS R 2 TF & QSAR F !
(R OCHE B IEA LAS 2 /N5« 1) MUt {5 S5
J& , 11 DoOR (http : // neuro.uni-konstanz.de/DoOR ) %%
P E RGN T G M8 Drosophila melanogaster JL
- YRS A SN R R 0 K 693 T Ui &
¥ (Munch & Galizia,2016) ;2) K RIGELE L 5L
P AR O 4 38 14 WL SN 23 ( Chen et al., 2020
Guo et al.,2021; Miura et al.,2010)

I3 FRAER AR N o AL AR BB R
fErF AL A5 B A AL BE S S J7 (8, % 1
FAERIR T VR 2 4y THORAE Iy THR 80 ik
T 2 A FILYE (simplified molecular input line
entry system, SMILES) , 7£ QSAR #F 7% o DA 23 T4
RFF 5348 BUEN H UL, Mordred ( Moriwaki et
al., 2018 ) . PaDEL-Descriptor ( Yap, 2011 ), CDK
(Steinbeck et al.,2003) . RDKit, Dragon Fl alvaDesc
(Mauri,2020) 5 T HAR AT S 4 F L2405 B 1l
HA AR B BB IR 2R AR
FRTA], E AR 28 HARAR 2SS R REAT 2, 4 Tl 4 it
IR R LA R DU TR R H AR
o> FRAERCR W 1, SR, Bk T H A 17
FERCPFIC B RS (B4 RO 00, THIRTE LR IR 55
45 ChemDes (http: // www.scbdd.com/chemdes ) 5
BT 2457 FRAAE TR T H il i Chemopy , CDK
RDKit %5, ] 7 FURG 16 4% 0 B i 358 T B I 3 52
SMILES 5 B8 F A% 731454 SO RIAT 45 31 73 14
ik, RV FR A E B 55 [R)8( Dong et al.,2015)

F1 HTFHRARTETIR

Table 1 The calculation tools of molecular descriptor

HEITHR Or TR AT B
Calculation tools Number of molecular descriptors
Mordred 1825
PaDEL-Descriptor 1875
BlueDesc 174
Chemopy 1135
Dragon 5270
RDKit 196
CDK 275
alvaDesc 5471

1.2 #HlEFI5ELFE

Pl > B N TR RERY H 2200 32, RERS Il i
SESTE A BB o N 5 i1, 591
VERBLER 2T AR T By 7 BAT 2
X, Scikit-learn , PyTorch , TensorFlow ( X!l i #F %,
2021) FETF IR AT R I SR, RO FEAR T 4
MERE R T5 8 T RTS8 A o i
ARAE AL BB AL A AN ], LA 2 > SR o0 R
FLGERLAR 2~ AR B 2 2] B ML T Gl
LE RS K CRFIRTNE- R R KR STPOR LKV LT NE L EAYIN
1l 56 RV 0 5 B B R F AR

NATT3E T SR Rk R o B T R AR
WA Ao 2 515 5. , R HTBLAS =5 > J7 i T 58 R
WS A A2 2 TS AL A Y B S il
Kepchia et al. (2019) %% [X] [ A% Anopheles gam-
biae Giles SHRILSZ 1A ORco 1) 83 LIRSS & K d
(58 ANMFEHLFI AN 25 D AEFEHUA ) 1 31 5% 32 He 45 L
(extended connectivity fingerprints, ECFP){E ~/rF
FOE 4 A, JF 28 £ AN 3R D1 3 23 28 535 (naive
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bayesian ) X% A 1)K 46 HEAT A, 7EXT 1280 Fb
SR HEAT RE AR e b T — R B R 4
F SR 53T 2-tert-butyl-6-methylphenol ( BMP) 5
ORco HABUF I 255 16 M, 1 — 20 F 1T vl 2 B 52
Y T BMP B4 4)~A340 5, A OReo $H B #9IF
RARME TR T, SR, 2R T i B 2 e i B e
ARSI LA B W0 BCHE A AT R, B T I A 1 B e
A7 SRy R 500 G 25 S s S 20 T T RU# B (Boyle et
al. ,2013,2016; Gupta et al. ,2021; Oliferenko et al. ,
2013; Tauxe et al.,2013) ,2020 4F Caballero-Vidal
et al. (2020) B YK X — MY e 280 H B ity
PSR Spodoptera littoralis ( Boisduval ) [ bR 32
RTigentgE i H S RE 1) E AL (support vector ma-
chine, SVM) FEEXFTREZ A SitOR25 19 MR S b
B (13 UG PR EE F1 39 AR PR AR ) 195 F
FRIE BRI TG, 4 3306282 A 43F HEAT kg #U0
i e A i A5 i O, e 32 b B A TR T
PR G AT DI RE SR, R T 11 F B A EY)
FAPER AT T,

2 BT SR B 1T AT I A ik

TESSH A2 I HES) T WF 5T N D3 3o R 1Y
ARG (2 T B ENSAUW NG e e Y1 o G M
AR 7 Ak e 3h Se Ak G W 0 K B R e kR
(XUHTA5,2018) o H T4 44 14 K 4ULT e 4060 T AR
B FRIBC AR 5310 = ZE 2548 38 3 25 [ DG e A e
DA I3 B i 57 s TN 32 (A RN AR 25 5 i A0 Aty
g, INTTHA E 5 Z AR 1 B 454 e ) 9 IS TE BT
T PRI 5T 35 4 1) O i 2 S 3o X e
AR AR A -, R B P8 b 10 43 1 RO 3
HUBRER A5 1 1 4% 2o 1 48 R R WAk
¥ 52BN EE HARES G A IS G
FI5r RECPAR S5 5 R APE (T 2) .
2.1 SRR =%HEN

Bl f5 L A R IR 451 A= 12 2 ik
ARSI B TR O A i B R R AR )
WIREM) FE R F W w ) iz K, B IR+
K (nuclear magnetic resonance) X HF&k S A4 81k
(X ray crystalline diffraction) LA & ¥ U L 55 4% R
( eryo-electron microscopy ) 1 A fift BT 5 11 i — 4k 2%
T F BT B (PR URE X %2, 2020) , 3556 T 4514
et B, HETC A 191565 A~ H 4k
FEAENC N T PDB B2 (https : // www.resb.org) o

SN, Bl e I R 1 K R AR R
B s G 38 5 S A A 2 AR S 2 T
0 R S ETRHIT R R R, BHE 50 Otz it
] 3 T 17 91045 21 4 1 5 45 44 15000 ( Deng et al.
2016) , &k 2222 i) & & L Swiss-model |
Modeller Fl I-Tasser A A8 3% [ [m] J5 2 455 F0 LA Al-
phaFold2 Rosetta S 1Y M Sk HEA 5 W 1 75 4 1
JBT 35 AE) FREIN 1% YR B A AROR 32 O T BRUAS: 1 B R
3 —42 A9 , AlphaFold2 7£ 2020 4E45 14 JE [ b
T 5 45 R 10000 BF Al K FE ( Critical Assessment of
Techniques for Protein Structure Prediction, CASP )

B3k 25 (X R4E ,2020)
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ZREASRARE G RE g TR EXR
PRI, 25 R B BT B A i R R 2
—, P TR 7 X I BRI B 1Y 32 AR
CALILTIRE N73  d  2 ) AER A 12 S R N
FIR = 4S50, BCAR /N3 7 0 = e 250 5 5 4175
fneh 38 & B 57 T4 AF 58 BE ( National Institutes of
Health, NIH) JF % (%) b 2% 4> F 25 )& ChemBank
(https: // pubchemdocs. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/) 7% T
1607755 53T A0 45 B LABE T P 4 2% T 24, ih
F [ M K 2% 1H 4 11 437 (University of California,
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San Francisco, UCSF) 25 ¥ 1k % & 1Y Irwin A
Shoichet 54 2 S AL FZES S5 /9 ZINC (htps: //
zinc15.docking.org/ ) L& 2.3 {24 T 37 b o] W SE 1)
fE&4 3D 454,
2.2 SFXESEMURE

F 1894 4F Fischer 4/ 1 3 FRTHC AL & 10 - -
FARCHL” LISk, 73 7 R e HOR K ik, H i, &4
L 60 A Iy X 45 T B, 7l 41 Dock | AutoDock |
Gold ,Glide , Moe Dock , AutoDock Vina 5§ ( Pagadala
et al. ,2017) , JEFE548 i S0 % th F AN 32 H 1y i
o 2 A 2 SR SZ S LA A R R T S e, oy HH S Ry
1Z o 40 . Thireou et al. (2018) FE i 1% X] H W #4245
B RER BRI ST | AR P DR AR R Ak~ AR R
Xt 42755 A~ oy TR AT R, BE T 33 5B
JRBIR SR AR BL B 73, 2 AutoDock KA 47 5
st {557 (Lamarckian genetic algorithm, LGA) ¥
H5 AgamOBP1 S AL AT RHEM R R | L+

XA R 16 A0 5% kA7 T e sk, H
4 MEAYIRE S AgamOBP1 45 4 H AT #a ks
PEo Yi et al. (2015) X RSO M Spodoptera litura
Fabricius 45425 (1 OBP1 JE47 [R] YR 5L I 7
CHARMM J1375 I X AT Uh 2548 73 il AT 466 B2 I
(steepest descend ) F1HLHE 6 i ( conjugate gradient )
RE T dRe /M R o G A BB o B, 7R X 4 0 e v, S
fdi ] Ligandfit T H A9 5258 % 1 FARE & A% X A-
vailable Chemicals Directory $4& % 71 (1) 1536550 Ff
e Wy e AT 1 e R B S ] Cdocker TR #E4T
:{i\ﬁ‘fi,}lﬂﬁﬁ PLP1 | Ligscorel 2 FPE4 pR B
WA ETREEIATHET R He B B 2040
MEEW TR 21 A EA A F 25 S 58X 1 Ak
BWREATIOL S A A5 o0, b 15 e S
5 OBP1 HAT RUFHEE S TG 1E, 70 7 XM 5 TE
B AT 081 700 KDL e T 5 rp i SR H i
HE#E B3 H HE S0, 5k 2 iR,

xR2 SFMEEERITAPETFRHAEPRLEA
Table 2 Application of molecular docking in insect behavior regulator research
fif HAREH W TH
Species Target proteins Tools
X] LE P 4% 85 Anopheles gambiae AgamOBP1 (da Costa et al.,2019) Molegro Virtual Docker (MVD)

AgamOBP1 ( Thireou et al.,2018)
AaegOBP1 (Neto et al.,2022)
OBP(PDB ID; 21.2C) ( Dhivya,2014)

R BN Aedes aegypti

BUEB I Culex quinquefasciatus
FA KA IR 14 Sclerodermus sp.
#5 RE\ Nilaparvatha lugens

SspOBP7 (Yi et al.,2018)

(PDB ID: 3KIE 1QWV 1TUJ,10F 2ERB 3R10),

AutoDock

Gold

Schrodinger

Molecular Operating Environment ( MOE)
Patch dock

OBP1 (Gopal & Kannabiran,2013)

HAESEIE Apis cerana

JEHE AR % Macrocentrus cingulum
o gk Spodoptera litura

e H 25 SE W% Pachypeltis micranthus
LA Ambrostoma quadriimpressum
BB R Megoura viciae

FRKAFWF Sitobion avenae

JE G /N Chouioia cunea

MvicOBP3 (Du et al.,2018)

CcOBP2 (Pan et al.,2020)
CcOBP1 (FHFEJ54,2018)

AcerASP2(OBP), AcerASP3(CSP) (Li et al.,2013)
AcerCSP1, AcerCSP2, AcerCSP4 (Li et al.,2016)
McinOBP1 ( Ahmed et al.,2014)

SItGOBP2 ( Liu et al.,2015)

PmicOBP6, PmicCSP1( Liu et al., 2017)

AquaOBP4 (Wang et al.,2017)

SaveOBP9 ( Ullah et al.,2020)

Molegro Virtual Docker (MVD)
Molegro Virtual Docker( MVD)
CDOCKER

CDOCKER

CDOCKER

Sybyl

Sybyl

PyRx

Schrodinger

Schrodinger

3 Tit5RE
TR T 45 K B 2 iR 0L B 1 g
HESE FALA Y & BHE R, SR T 2 FhOT A AR
25 T TC MR A B 40075 308 T SR L A — 5 10 o TR
At AR5 T TR AR G 35 v, ELAR R i aed B B, AR
RUPE T SIS 7Y N 0 s () 48 K, {H 3 17 3 BE AT
DA AR 2 S AT I 1] P 58 B0 R AR 0 1Y
FOAT 55 5 J2E 4504 (%) R JL 7 26 13 A0 4 Bh T T 4k

AIFTE T WIS T R AR S5 AR, BE A% 78 J I (1) P
PRyg b TN (RIS AT 8RR T 5 T A Y 7 i
Jiks

75 B B AT R 6 5 50 B 5 T4 5 W0 R BT S
BT ECOR A R P IR 2 < 1) M ) B PR IR 5 2
PREE A, EL™ EE RO T W358 2 5% i BT 2 B2, TG 0
T VL PR LA B T BE A T 1) -5 52 A4 2
FIRITSE 5 2) BRAT (S S 1oy 50l A B 5 B PR A 05
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TARBE i S 52 B , 5 B SE N A AR 5
A B[] FORS 3 DV S SCR i 4R 3R 1S
ODORactor 4l FEHE AL T R MZL I OR i
HEAF B, IR LA & T /N F BCAAR BN D fE (Liu et
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