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Identification and functional analysis of ApCtskl encoding cathepsin K in
Acyrthosiphon pisum

MA Rui, WU Yi-ting, LI Yan, YU Zhan-zi, LTU Lei, WANG Sen-shan’
College of Plant Protection, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou 730070, China

Abstract: The aim of this research was to explore the function of ApCrskl in pea aphid (Acyrthosiphon pisum) and
evaluate its potential as a target for the prevention and control of this pest. The amino acid sequence characteristics of
the putative ApCtskl protein were analyzed using tools at various websites (NCBI, ExPASy Proteomics Server)
and a phylogenetic tree was constructed using MEGA 11. The transcript levels of its encoding gene were determined
in aphids at different stages of development and in different tissues by RT-qPCR analysis. The biological function of
ApCtskl in the development and reproduction of A. pisum was investigated using an RNA interference gene knock-
down strategy. In the phylogenetic analysis, ApCtskl was clustered with cysteine proteases from other members of
the Aphididae in the Hemiptera. High transcript levels of ApCtskl were detected in fourth instar nymphs, and in the
abdomen, ovary, and cuticle of adult aphids. Compared with A. pisum in the control group, those in the ApCtskl-
knockdown group showed an increased mortality rate (22.22% higher) , decreased body length and body width

(decreased by 12.56% and 13.22%, respectively) , abnormal body color, and slower movement. In addition, the
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aphids with knocked-down ApCtskl showed the lethal phenomenon of molting failure, which affected their fecundity.
These changes resulted in delayed reproduction and decreased reproduction over time. Our findings show that
ApCitskl plays an important role in the development, survival, and reproduction of A. pisum.

Key words: Acyrthosiphon pisum; cathepsin K; fecundity; RNA1
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A AR AR ) e D T M LA R A I 1 D, e R A R P B KRR A P SR I B R R . AR R
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i 55 (Acyrthosiphon pisum ) J& - H (Hemiptera) ¥ £t ( Aphididae) , f& % 41 45 % 5. ( Vicia faba) . H P b 5.
(Lupinus albus) AL H 15 (Medicago sativa) | i 5.(Lens culinaris) \JEWE 5. (Cicer arietinum) F 111 # & (Lathyrus
sativus) SFAEN I Z R GRHEY) R R ERVE BN EE R F R T I E T A E A 2% XA
I A A T8 D07 M R S0 T (A5 X R AU B TR AR A R o 50 T A ZE RN R BT TR
K5 FHAEY , o AT LUAE SRy A 18] 52 4% 58 ok 30 Bk 909 2% 6245 8K (Cucumis sativus) 46 W95 3 i 32 (Beta
vulgaris) ALK # B8 5 (Pisum sativum ) 4695 B F1 3 5 (Phaseolus vulgaris) M 822, B G0 FEIE %)
B 25T ity RO R A B A R o, 2 e AR R IR T i e s il R VB R A RS KA, B T A
B 174 [i) i 30 3 i X 2 o 40 5 T G R A B O MRV, BORE A 2 L NNt 9 0 430
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BRI INRE S B 202U G L dsRINA Sk ) M5 2 0F AT DL S 30T 2 DR AE T 3 e R S v DTER DT SR E T
RNAG AR 75 B o3 R 2 v 0 RebE ™ . A RNAT Y A4 21 M B 2L R iR, ol DL o 77 E Y4 5
P 7 20 BRI 09 A S AR S DA S T A PR A v O S — S A BV Ll K R (ApCrskl) , 53 Bt ApCskl
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RNAH A, FI I RS dsRNA 3835 2 51 G 9K N W58 ApCrskd 1258 5 0F A1 & FETE H 19 A= ) 1)
AE. WFFE4S R RNA T H AR 5 2 By i T HURT A9 0 AR 2 P46 B 4R 5 o
1 #M#B5FE
1.1 Bk A

AHIEFE 9 S 0 0 R AR R A A PR 2R B RUEE G B IR S g S PRI Sk B G T AR R
Wi LR SROF S PR B SRS R AR TN TR LR (205 1) "CL XTI EE 1 7000 506, e - 16
hot /8 h L% 14A 35
1.2 AR
1.2.1 HZUE i KR 0% e 5501 N B 2 MpF 35 DR 28 v s 1 1 2H 28R L K (ApCrsk]) B2, NCBIT £
ApCrsk1 F [H 1) 8% 3 Jy 51 F1 & 3 1R 17 3] (https://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov) . F| H ExXPASy Proteomics Server
(https://web. expasy. org/protparam/) 1155 ApCrsk1 FE I i) Z2 A~y BRI 2% S 50 (R R R B i 4 F i S BG 5%
ML ) 5 W 7E 2k W 3 SOPMA (https: //npsa-prabi. ibep. fr/cgi-bin/npsa_automat. pl? page=npsa% 20_sopma.
html) % 85 5 A9 G 25 k4 0547 J00 ; 76 NCBIH i B Domain &. Structures i CDD T E (https: //www. ncbi. nlm.
nih. gov/cdd) I & 1 57 A9 18 ST 25 A4 388 ; 3 52 SWISS-MODEL (https://swissmodel. expasy. org/expasy. org) Y
[ 58 AR X 4 SR (1l B AR 1) 4R S5 A AT S0 s A NCBI £ 4 (https: //www. nebi. nlm. nih. gov) T ##
o WA 8 (Metopolophium dirhodumus) . 5 %% B K& 5 (Macrosiphum euphorbiae) M 8F (Myzus persicae) 55 11
v & AR 20 2R P L R A B R A, R MEGA 1150 v i 28 42 05 W 3 R Ge b Ak B, 4% 43 S0 B A B &
bootstrap ¥ #EAT 1000 YA ¥4 5
1.2.2 Wi WAL R E B ApCrsk] 3 H (1) 3 5850 Bt I T 20224E 7 H — 20234 3 A £ H il 4
b IR A R W) DR 7 2 B 10 5 L 255 B TR S HEAT

AN TE) 2 B B B it R il MO B o3 Sl M B T iy L b SR A S [ I 0T (1 ~4 %, R A B S & 20.15.10.5
o FEMAWARHE BT —80 CKFA ML, B4 MM F4REL

NGRS & S S AL % e A R = i v N o =11 IS o & SISO S TSR 2 S SN AN R 773N
BOREAL  BWARRHIE T E —80 CokFifitik, MAMMREARER .

FH Trizol 2 77 57 4 B Wi & 0 AS [ i ) R
A #H 2 B RNA. {fi | NanoPhotometer NPS80 R1 BEY ApCrskl EE qPCR IS5 1 5 5

Touch(IMPLEN GMBH , 7 & ) % RNA ) 5¢ % 1 Table 1 Primer sequence of qPCR for ApCtskl gene of A. pisum
i i vl BE EAT T 9P o SR TaKaRa 55 % 145 WA ST R
N ) ey  with Z i Primer sequence (5'—3") K Amplifica-
% (PrimeScript™ RT reagent kit with gDNA Eraser) Gene Product  tion effi
* [3/% gDNA j‘JF/ﬁ\ﬁE cDNA %4%%5 o name size (bp)  ciency (%)

PL R A A cDNA b AR M, B 3 B S b EFla  CTGTGCTTATTGTCGCTGCT 157 108. 25
ApCrskl(5 35 :NM _001135939. 1) #y CDS 551 , TCGETCTATGCTGOETTCAGT
;F_IJ FH Primer Premier 3 (http . //blOlnfO ut. ee/ RPL7 TTGAAGAGCGTAAGGGAACTG 76 97.89

) o D TATTGGTGATTGGAATGCGTTG
primer3/) #& it RT-qPCR 51 ¥ (£ 1) . i & ¥ (1) . ‘
ApCtskl ACTGGTACCATCGAAGGAGC 153 101.71

EFla (GenBank % 3% 5 : AY219737.1) il RPL7 GCCATGCTTCTCAATCCAAGA

(GenBank % 5% %5 : NM _001135898. 1) g Py Z: FE A .

i Fl NovoStart® SYBR qPCR SuperMix Plus & 7

& (Novoprotein, H1 [8 ) # 17 RT-qPCR &l . PCR J i 4 & (10 pL) : 2X NovoStart® SYBR qPCR SuperMix
Plus 5.0 pL, 1E & [0 51 % (10 pmol-L ") 4% 0.5 pL.,cDNA 0.5 pL., RNase-Free water 3.3 pl.. PCR & W & 14 -
95°C 2min,95°C 155,60 °C 30 5,40 M EFF o ¥ ik it £l B2 o 65~95 °Co AL BRHEAT 4 AR W2 T 52, R AT AH
X i 27 T H bR TR R A X R R
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1.2.3 i W ApCrskl () RNAI PL eDNA b B M, 3t F B 50 ApCrskl 19 7 51, B F 78 28 T H Primer
Premier 3(http://bioinfo. ut. ee/primer3/ ) iTA B dsRNA 519 (% 2) 1 PCR Y"1 H 8+ 3 A B, R H R AR
DP219-02 B A5 1 58 e DNA [ 350) & %8 B 48 PCR =4 [ Wi, I 2 3 5% 40, B0k T/ ¥ PCR , B ik Jo i J& AT R AR
28w SRl A R & U Rk, DL AR A Y vk DNA AR, Al A Transcript Aid T7 High Yield Transcription
Kit i85 & PEAT dsSRNA 45 5, 5 BT A5 79 dsRNA BT —80 IR A7 o

%£2 dsRNA3|#
Table 2 dsRNA primers

B 51975 1] KA R T 51 K
Gene Primer direction (5’ —3") Nucleotide sequence (5" —3") Product size (bp)
dsGFP I % Forward TAATACGACTCACTATAGGGCAGTTCTTGTTGAATTAGATG 436
T % Reverse TAATACGACTCACTATAGGGTTTGGTTTGTCTCCCATGATG
dsApCtskl i Forward TAATACGACTCACTATAGGGTGAATCTTTCCCTGGACCTGG 541
i Reverse TAATACGACTCACTATAGGGATTGCCAAAACCCCAACTGC

K RUJZ VA 7 58 61 2 TR B VA MR (20 %6 ~35% ) +dsRNA (500 ng+ pl ) 5 i 388 3% . REIUCE B 48 B s B A 52
5 MR B R HTZE 54T (HCB-900V , i [) T K B Ab B, i £F b B 70 v TAE & il AT o 37 S DU AR B 12 h iy
WA W AR 2 — il Parafilm BB O B9 304 (B2 : 2.5 em, & B2 2 3 em) W, o5 — I 3t 111 /5 B 100 L 4]
5 FE — Uit (1) Parafilm B i e | 55 B — J2 Parafilm B[ 5 o T 4R)DRE8 50 57 Bl 78 W0 5 22 18] (24 h 5 S A RL) .
88 30 s, PRI E U R IE B2 b o DA B TR SRR IE . U dsGFP X IR 3% 2 41 4b
A BT AR AE Y E IR E R 30 Kkl

FE T B b, 4 12 h G T B0 I AT T 800k . A i URCET dsRNA 48 h i, 43 il Wi 4 g 4 Ab 3 v gk B 2
(910 Sk 25 WEVE M REAS | MR VR VR 5 R AT 22— 80 "CURAR LI o $2 U A S RNA , RT-qPCR A& I #E 5 1 R 114 &
E IR UUBRRCR , AR VTR AR (%) =(1—dsApCtsk1 RE BRI ApCrsk1 #1XF 235 ) X 100, H K A9 7T 2R
KR S AR 3k i B AR OG0 ML T BR RO i i, R H bRk P A 2 5k A S B A, PO G AR
Tk B AR, K22, A M UTBRSCR AR, B AR 5L A 2 2k A B &, oM ek AR X A .
LA dsRNA X F Ht Az 4 36 B 5% i, [ AL Bk 26 45 41 4 28 b A 0K B B OR [ BE AR B T 1A B B B (SZX2-
ILLTQ, o) T W4 B s 3R A0, ORI R K 58 235 S 8048 b . 48 dsRINA Ab B i) 5 10F 7 3% 7% [0 v B3k
W35 AR SE 2 AL B, R A B AT SR . AR B 12 hLgE— Uk, 3 LR L EE 7 d, T 5% I - 34 72 I
1.3 3547

fdt F§ Microsoft Excel 2019, SPSS 23. 0 {4 7 47 £ 4f 5 BA S8 11 43 Hr , 35 1R 4G 96 % JH B0 X 3R J7 22 7 i
(One-way ANOVA) #1728 WAL, Lh P<<0. 054F Jy 22 5 Wb 2 PE AR 4 5 81 Origin 2018 3k F AT 42 141 o
2 RS54
2.1 B2 U ApCiskl 5 B o4 % & B A W A5 B F 0

LT B 500 (1 35 DR 2R R R AR IR T O 0 ) B S R 4 AU A K JE IR ApCrsk1 (OB 55 :NM_001135939. 1) ,
FI ] ExPASy Proteomics Server 431 & L ApCuskl % it 1) 28 H R 4 J& 2 558 aa, 5 F1 B 43 F & 4 63. 5 kDa, ¥ iR
SO 5. 51, JB TR ME R A . W) X ApCrsk] Sm b (4 88 1 - 9 25 W 00 % 9L 32 2 ol o W25E R4 8 L C ML
D) 5 ity DA % S0 e 5 2 1o o 0 R0 A it E S A T o L, BT S AR RS R P A i L s R (]
la). FIH SWISS-MODEL 7 £k % 3 % 2 28 11 i B 25 1109 = G045 18 AT F000 & I, ApCrskl 4 i (1) 2 B 1R 5 L
RUBCHE v e S WF cfaD _ 1 2m 5% 10 7P 4 [R) U 4 91. 04 % (F 1b) o SR SMART 5145 8 5. 4F ApCrskl & 1 24544
AT A B, 45 S IR (B 1), JL8E (45 0 R B I 25 b 6, L 35 5 A IR 1 Rl 0 I 1 o 0 TR 2 11 Tl
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Pept_ C1URSFZ5H9 3 (339~557 aa) , ik & B i 2 75 2] /) H 04 2 1T 51 O B0 5 08 > Joe 20 R 2 1 T 1 L A 6 35 v 1
Pk . (A TEE MR, ApCrsk] 38 ELA — > 20 41 1 B F 40 1 45 7 4% 129(252~309 aa) , I 25 4 B 7 T — 8%
C1 Ik Y N-K 3 , 4 Cathepsin L, #2 & WA K9 VE T . R Ge kAW 23 07 & B, 22 JC K80 I 0 A6 780~ b i 2
1 3-like 5 4% 55 K8 W R i 44 2R 190" W) RN 390 52 05 20 80U A KR — A 43 32, Ul I B 2 8F ApCrske] 5 1R] & 11
22 0 KA I R B B K A W R S OC R (K 2)

. = < AOA2H8TRCSE.1.A Counting factor associated protein D
= ol I‘?F‘I Alpha helix " PYTE Betaturn AlohaFold DB model of AOA2HBTRCS_9HEMI (gene: cfaD_1, organism: Melanaphis sacchari)
= JoMN % i Random coil - 4Ef1%% Extended strand

_ 0.89 - 91.04 AlphaFold v2 monomerv  None

ApCtskl
b
c 057 P~
Inhibitor |
Pept C1
129 ( DL
| ]
0 100 200 300 400 500 (bp)

1 BIEH ApCtskl EEM R G . = REH  EE T

Fig. 1 Prediction of secondary structure, tertiary structure and domain of ApCtsk1 protein in A. pisum

I F WKW M. dirhodumus (XM_060999923.1)

85 44 B KW M. euphorbiae (CAT6353696.1)
\—84|:|?_%‘A pisum (NM_001135939.1) |
F W KAEWF M. dirhodumus (XM_061001007.1)
— \—‘: % A WE M. euphorbiae (CA16376268.1)

B G HF A, pisum (XM_001951137.5)
BRF M. persicae (XM_022304412.1)
H i Sipha flava (XM_025562020.1)

| L&
97 100 \—|: I W Neocloeon triangulifer (XM_059629667.1)
100 YIS Trachymyrmex cornetzi (XM_018520425.1)
96 Wi i Aphis gossypii (XM_050205384.1)

99 1 R WF Melanaphis sacchari (XM_025346392.1)
490|—|: KA 4i & 1 Rhopalosiphum padi (XM_060990984.1)
100 L KW Rhopalosiphum maidis (XM_026960881.1)
2 BIEHALAREBKHNRAZRESN
Fig. 2 Phylogenetic analysis of cathepsin K protein in A. pisum

2.2 B3 ApCilsk] 3 B 84 B = & ik 5 #7

Pﬂ‘z' ApCtsk] SR TE AR % B By B A 2R B W K 3A FiR AR 454 % 3 I B R 0 3 e ik i, FL7E 4 0%
A W ) W R 3RGK W LW ApCrskl FEDIAE A [A) 4 2 rh 1 23R B AN 8] 3B 7, HAE A (W] 20 23 v 34 4 ) 38 3% 5K
A R R JLAE I PSR SRR B 3 R A (P<C0. 05)
2.3 #a¥ ApCrsh]l kB 04 2 e e

Xof 8 LU 3T IF ApCrsk1 FER BEAT 0. 45 R 4A FT7R 76 T 48 hIm , ApCrsk] {58 5 dsGFP %
HEZH A L W 25 A . DTER R R 14 82. 5%, (1—0.175) X 100%=82.5%,0. 175 B & 4A RNAi J5 ApCrsk1 (I AH XF
PR o G5 HEUE I X o 3 PR I T A S 4 ) A S R P Y A
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4.0 201 B 4
& a
.g 3.0 1.5¢ a
il
K &
® S | b
Z o 2.0 1.0 be
E3 G
o)
~ 1.0 0.51

3 BEUAREZENR . ARARMApCrskl RikE

Fig.3 The expression of ApCtskl in different developmental stages and different tissues of A. pisum

A ApCisk] 1650 5 WFAS R W1 2235 8 5 B ApCrsk ] 16 9 50 B R [F) 4 200 2635 i s R Rl 7 1 4878 25 5 2 3% (P<C0.05) . A: The expression level
of ApCtskl in different instars of A. pisum; B: The expression level of ApCtskl in different tissues of adult A. pisum; Different letters indicate significant

differences at the 0.05 level.

T 9r B = JsGFP 0.5 2.0

2 8t - dsApCtskl -

2 Hk sk - _ .  —

g r § l g 04 g 1.5

) 6| = g

S 1.0 g = = —=

= s 5t ] 0.3 E

= a4l = 2 1.0F

& ﬁ 3L §0.2 "?

B 0.5 s 2 R

= W2t = % 05|

=

= ]

m 0}

s | L L L L 0 0 |
dsGFP dsApCtskl 12 24 36 48 dsGFP dsApCtskl dsGFP dsApCrskl

5 /8] Time (h) . = dsGFP

-v— dsApCtskl

F 4y P A
Average number of nymphs
R T N - T R

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

I} 18] Time (d)
4 RNAiApCtskl 4032 J5 3¢ B8 5 0 59 22 1
Fig. 4 The effect of RNAi ApCtskl on A. pisum
A B ApCrsk] BITTEREOR ;B RNAT ApCrsk] X8 & B BET- BT 00 ; C: RNAT ApCrsk] X 58 50 PR MR 58 (9 520 3 D : RNAL ApCrsk] 4b 7 #i
TP A AR, a 28 dSGFP AT b 28 dsApCisk1 AT s E . RNAL ApCisk] X 5 53 80 H S84 77 85F 3 B 5200 o K X 28 35 kA KA 58 5% FH ik
FEAS THG 960 047 22 57 S0 35 PR 20 BT, #3878 .35 22 53 (P<C0.05) , #+ R i 35 22 53 (P<C0.01) , ## 3R R il LA 35 25 57 (P<C0.001) o JE T BRI 37 5f
Bk FH BN O 2200, AR R F B R OR 22 5 1% (P<C0.05) . A: The silencing efficiency of ApCrskl; B: The effect of RNAi ApCtsk1 on the death
count of A. pisum; C: The effect of RNA1I ApCrskl on the body length and body width of A. pisum; D: The lethal phenotype of A. pisum after RNA1
ApCtskl, a, treated with dsGFP, b, treated with dsApCtskl; E: Effects of RNA1 ApCtskl on the average daily fecundity of A. pisum. The relative
expression and body length and body width were analyzed by independent sample T-test, * represents significant difference (P<C0.05), ** represents
extremely significant difference (P<C0.01), *** represents extremely significant difference (P<<0.001). The number of deaths and the average number of

aphids were analyzed by one-way analysis of variance, and different letters indicated significant differences (P<C0.05).
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WE AB iR, 5% BALH LL , dsApCrsk1 4 B3 () 36 G BT A T- 80 i Fh i e & i & 5 T4l &4
dsApCrsk1 R TR I 3 4 45 0 78 4% I 18] 25 A SE T 543 & 3. 33 % (12 h) 7. 78 % (24 h) .10. 00% (36 h) .22. 22% (48
h) o X EEZERLRW] T I dsApCrsk] (158 G 0F 5 PR YR R0 SRk g 4 ), JF H S 3ot T i 2 10 .

WE 4C FroR , 33 B 2838 dsApCrskl A3 48 h J5 IR K AR 834 W /N T dsGEP X IR . BARR UL, 45
dsGFP &b B 4 B & WF A K S 24908 4 (1.479+0.038) mm, 5 Z Mt , 28 dsApCrsk] b B0 Bi o 0F 1A K 4
12.56 % ; i & it dsGEP kb B ) 85 50 R 56 - 3908 0 (0. 43540. 004) mm , XF I A9 96 46 6 13. 22% . X segh
T, dsApCrsk 4 FRXT B 5 W (9 T2 25 KNP A2 T 8 385 A 9 R

W AD iR, T 38 45 WF ApCrskl JEDH 24 hif ¥ R WAL N0 B2 58 4 o dsRNA AL FH 48 h i, F He 3
AR /N IR 5% AT shiR B R IL R 4 X 55 A B B AR . TG X AL dsGFP &b B i 505 58 )15 A
i S KT e, Sk b R R B4 T g R T, ELAC G E H I B AR . SRNT, dsApCrsk ] bR RO JE R
B W R DRI TH 2 i B 7R I 2 b AT E AN R 2T 8081,

Wi IR T dsApCrskl 5 K L5 2 Gt i k3%, B R Gt - . Geit R B, 44k B0 B 2 F
BB )22 B — WS AT I ) RE R 7R e (B AE) o NI IR PRI AE 1~7 d 22 [E], %) IR AR Ak
P2 A MEF . H T2 7 RO B S R PR 1E 1~4 d Z[E], dsGFP 21 B i B H OF- 3497 i ik i 3
wn T dsApCrsk1 2009 BLIF , Wi A6 5~7 d J 18], dsApCrsk1 b BH ) 85 505 77 0 H5 45 7 1l 5 % B4 B T — 3. 45
R, dsApCiskl 520 T i 507 1) B H i 2 .

3 itig

VB The 53 Bl PN 2 9 Al 3t W0 0 I T R A 0 %) I R 7 et A T R L L L T R R I SR W B 3 B
T DAk /D % HOR A R R RO AR R R B R — . AR R AL E AR AR L ek
TN B A A A o AR R R A AN T SR 8 VR O AR IR DA B R R X G R Ap Crsk ] TE B H I A P ) T
i, RGEKE W T &I, Wi 8F ApCrsk 5520380 H IF R RS B 2 bk 2202 28 11l 3 O — 32, BB BT e b X &
I TRIE G R T o AR O I AR P — 28 A K L IF ST SR R A TR L WE T LT AR B O R N I T g, X
AT LLA RNA 4 AR G 2 B 37 5 OB A9 90 b 32 DR 4R (S BEAS AR B o AR B 95 X Ap Crsk 1 7 Wi 535 K [R) 30 1) 2 3%
KA R B, R IR KRB e LA R TR S . MR E AN AgCh-2 AgCh-4 e TR K & B Be iy &
REAW R T R BB W R B, A8V A K AR RIS ¥ (Tribolium castanewm ) ) 38 b 3 A
FE AR IR G s k. Ve (Antheraea pernyi) Ui 301 51 52 v 20 4026 1 1 B AY T 7 00 LA AN R B o A
S5 R B FE AL A 10 KGR B WA, 76 B Hp G T B 21 215K (1 B A AEAE I 20 22K (I B AT Rk AE M A B
R TR v B 0 0 R RO MR WESE ApCrsk 7F B T R K 00 EL 2 B Y L KOs, W R
W AT RE S 5 80 & R (AR 8 B Bl ik R . 3l 0 X 28 dsApCrsk] b B 3 0 5 355 1) 6 3k 7K - HEAT 8 AR I 2 B,
PUF R N ApCrskl B9 32 3K 7K - 52 3 B 5400 1), 3¢ W RNA T3 4 AR X B o 8005 58 B 09 45 S0 TR 8O0 B 18
dsApCtskl b B J5 , 30 T WF 1) BT AT 385 W e JF e 40 10 35 T X IR . FE ISR Wk (Spodoptera exigua) 1)
FE R, 5% 4l L 28 dSRNA-SeCath-D 4b #LJ5 AL I 1 8055 5 HAE T3R5 2590 0 X 4 pE7 78 X #3151 ApCathBO1
SR TG BB, W AR 29 CARUF TN AR R E TR, dsApCrsk] K35, B 5557 1 R RA 5 B i A2 2] 411
il AN L, i G A BT W SR R EOE B S . FEXT IR HE A Tecarl 13 34T T 905 &k B A - —
P& &)y e 3R B HE R AR 58 SR R 1 2R 8L B S K ™ B B e 1S S e AR KR BRI A 45 A BRI TecarL 13 7]
P F i 38 W8 SR K T g R AR K & B . Raufl %5 S MW A F 10 RNA T ULER MpCarh-L 3
KL, Bk B T R 3 BR800, SIS, B B TR R, SRR LR, &
dsApCrskl R BRI 1) 5 77057 B 58 8 10,32 B — 7 52 W, 330k = WF b (1) 4 38 R0 — BLR ] P 7= 05 i o 2b . 4
P52 ) 25 4 ) R 1 W 7 B ), X S AR O S S o R A R ORIE R E A e a2 R aE M EE NN £
TP A T B 28 8 989, (AT AT A 2P0 1 Tt 0% e K T 10 e A #8 Rl BB 5 O ZE B I OR R 28 1 TR Wi I ApCrskl
HREHEE AESEML R R HEEENEM.
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4 @i

AT 5 i e A ) 58 2 00F 2 2L EE A KR IR (ApCuskD) 00 AT AL WAE B2g e b o Rl A 17 ApCrsk1 7
B8 I AN ) R B B LA RO R L SR R S e R 0K IR IE R 7R T ApCrsk 1 TEBE ST IF AR KB A7 FEGE L 72
WA B AR . WEST A R D0 TR B A B A SV Pl K R D D R AR R B R BUAR I R 4R T S %
IEZIRoE- SIS
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