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T A% E MED (27 BtabCSP6 3Ri%
X 2 Ah &= AL # I R B B =2 i

w2 Al B, b Y, PTER, kR
KR, RER, TR, ERRY

(1. RILHRAE, Ao U B 5 PR WA TREORDIFE e, WAL 434025
2. IF A AL Bl A BT ST, 1D 4101255 3. WM A AR B2 BEdi SR S 0T, 1K) 410125)

WE. [ 8 4) %5510 vt 9% & (tomato yellow leaf curl virus, TYLCV) A& 3343k 4 7 3% % s 69 £
B EZ — RS T iR R R IBH 2 Bemisia tabaci 3%, T BF 50 F B A BB R K 1
Motk B BRI KESEER D . AR B ARV S B F R 2 & B (chemosensory protein,
CSP) & B BtabCSP6 #.ik 5fJk s A5 3500 %ok, A 42 2 A A FRAT %2, [ Fix 148 TYLCV 42
Fe vk e T vk RAT R A AR HLAR R R MR R A A 2L MED R& A A & B 2 A B F TYLCV 84
F ALk et K 3K 48 h; A A RT-qPCR 3 KM & 5 5 LR B 4 Fo R B F TYLCV % 76 M bk 69 Y8 5
2 MED [&FF # 2 2%, & 4k W BiabCSP1 — 8 35 B F ik 3 K AL ; i@ i3 49 "R ik A Al RNAIL 24 J8 4 20 MED
R& AP %, & BtabCSP6 B #4745 48 h J547"& TYLCV & 2 649 % A Ak, ) 2 084 &0 MED [ A
W RO AR At AR [ 4R RT-qPCR %] 45 R £ 90, 5 K43 69 )8 % 8 MED [&4F 8 &, %
A 42 He TYLCV 643 5k & 4k ]9 BiabCSP3 #= BiabCSP6 A At X S TR AR E, R, £
123 TYLCV 844 % %k 4k 1, BiabCSP4 #= BiabCSP6 %% %4 £ R A 2. 47"% dsBtabCSP6 48 h
J& , JBAy 2L MED [&Fh ¥ %, & 4 1 BrabCSP6 % ik % AR BUR B 3 TYLCV & 36 AL AR R F) B 18] IR 4
2 MED F&AF e i, 2k 69 3K 7 5 o R B S0 M, R 3t R B TYLCV 69 & e Ak 09 45 & 5 5 2 AR 1L
BB EVAR, [£#] TR A MED FaAPME s Rk A BiabCSP6 3k I/ & F ik | 7T B 25 AR IR By 2
MED F&#h e ik, & 9 3% & F Aotk &5 50 BlabCSP6 T 4t %% TYLCV 4346,
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Influence of down-regulating the expression of BtabCSP6 in Bemisia tabaci
MED ( Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) on the transmission of Tomato yellow

leaf curl virus
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Abstract: [ Aim] Tomato yellow leaf curl virus (TYLCV) is one of the main viruses that threaten

agricultural production and transmitted by the insect vector Bemisia tabact under natural conditions.
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Studies have shown that female adults of B. tabaci have stronger ability to acquire and transmit virus than
male adults. The objective of this study is to investigate the influence of the expression of the
chemosensory protein (CSP) gene BiabCSP6 in B. itabaci on virus transmission, and to find a new way to
control the occurrence of virus. [ Methods] Infected tomato plants were obtained by the TYLCV infectious
clone, and uninfected B. tabact MED adults were collected in micro-cages and fixed on leaves of the
TYLCV-infected tomato plants for 48 h. RT-qPCR technology was used to measure the changes in the
expression levels of BtabCSP1 —8 in female and male adults of B. tabact MED fed with TYLCV-infected
and uninfected tomato plants, respectively. The BtabCSP6 gene in female adults of B. tabaci MED was
suppressed by RNAi for 48 h through feeding method followed by feeding with TYLCV-infected tomato
tabaci MED were
determined. [ Results ] The RT-qPCR results showed that the expression levels of BtabCSP3 and
BtabCSP6 in TYLCV-infected female adults of B. tabaci MED changed most significantly as compared to

those in the uninfected female adults. Similarly, the expression levels of BtabCSP4 and BtabCSP6 in

plants, and the virus acquisition and transmission rates of female adults of B.

TYLCV-infected male adults of B. tabaci MED changed most significantly as compared to those in the
uninfected male adults. After being fed with dsBiabCSP6 for 48 h, the expression level of BtabCSP6 in
female adults of B. tabaci MED decreased. The virus acquisition rates of female adults of B. tabaci MED
after feeding with TYLCV-infected tomato plants for different time and the virus transmission rates of
female adults of B. tabact MED in different numbers to uninfected tomato plants were significantly
decreased as compared to those of the control. [ Conclusion] Down-regulating the expression of BtabCSP6
in female adults of B. tabact MED can significantly reduce their virus acquisition and virus transmission
rates, suggesting that BtabCSP6 may affect the transmission of TYLCV.

Key words: Bemisia tabaci; Tomato yellow leaf curl virus; chemosensory proteins; RNA interference

gene expression

2 Ak il v 9% B (tomato yellow leaf curl
virus, TYLCV) 2 @il i 2F K iy F 2R 82— (X
BRAE 2015) , K@ T WAE K B B ( Geminiviridae ) 3
T4 WAL MG 3 JB ( Begomovirus ) ( X AF B 4,
2021) , J& B A 28 A UKL 2 1Y SEE PR DNA 9 55
TYLCV B & ARAER 32 2R BB it S A hs , i 4l
A7/ ) Al g Al AR AR K SR g, vk
TE R TFAESE ST HR2 i SR S A5 | FURAVE IR )
02 30 14 il B R R R AR ( E B 4%, 2021) , AT 3
MEEAE" Z FK o TYLCV 7 H a4 5 5 2 ifi 4k 43 96 7
(tomato chlorosis virus, ToCV) & &2 4% (I8 %45,
2019) , 3 8 B 7™ B A O 1, i 1 FAE I SET,
AN BB B IG5 2 A M A 7 i B R O (B R AR
8, 2021)  AARZRAETT TYLCV H A8 i 45k ml
Bemisia tabaci {64 5 212 WEAE AT F1 BE & S A B
REK, DA A ) AR by R R E 0 Tl DAY RO 2
e

Mk 2 JE T 2F @ H (Hemiptera ) #y B B}
(Aleyrodidae ) , & T F i 8 I UL Al H
AN A TAEW AR 2 Rz — | FLUEG A

i R, O N PR R DR, AT DA A AR B (4R
M, 2020) o ARORY BURT DA IEAL 4K (0 A 9 97 B
gt 200 Fifr, S 600 Z A FAEY) (BRSOR S,
2021 ) , W B A B[] )AL BE AE 0 95 75, 365 L A
FAEM AR GNG Tovk I 4558, )™ E I BUE Y5t
To(XNEEE S, 2021) o ARy B LA APE AL 3R PR
1% TYLCV : W% £ 35 2 40 A bR S5, 98 1 A 38 aod
R A6 P T 2R 98 B8 T3 38 LR 2, 5 P OO T 0] e
WM FEAR NI (R DR B o 25707 B MR U 7E A SRR e
TYLCV Z Atk b IBCET IRy, 142 N 1) 95 5 B it 2 e
WO R F A — AR, S EOR S TYLCV
TSI o AT, MRy EUBCET o R v o 8 1) 5 %
PTG T by 2 T U5 A TS e O LB 4%, 2021)
PRI, 7E B4R T B b BOZ A A B SR Bl e, DI
1Rk mAe (FEMRSE, 2016) .

A2 5% 3% % 11 ( chemosensory proteins, CSPs) J&
— NI L, A 4 RS R E TR
TR B0 G B, BB U145 & J) [ PR 45
H {5573+ (Calvello et al., 2005) , Fif% i 25 AR
2z, H B R RN A U5 5 o X R H R TE
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N KWk Periplaneta americana B)F-A B AT E),
Bifi J A B0 T 22 1R S Drosophila melangaster Wfiliff ,
ZJGE 5 B W Adelphocoris lineolatus () A [6] B8 #%
R il AR R VORI W AR A AR R BT X R AR
(Gu et al., 2012) , F =/ EHAA TARRGE S B .
NI BEAL R 0 £ 5 1 A, PR TE 5 i B 15 46 I 4%
VERIRY R Ak 2 B R ), R AR A 1 23 B, 7]
DI S e S . B, ph b2 sz s ]
DIAE R it R o 2 i B S g 114 B 7014
#~(Zhang et al., 2016; Wang et al., 2019) , AHF5E
5 TESR B I I T 852 2 1 B R 7 el e %
BERT PR IR 22 7, AR W] 22 S Rk R s T AL HR 1Y
SO, e R R A SRR A

1 #MRl57AE

1.1 #iXEH E MED 2 fif

ARSI A MR RS BL MED bl i i g 4
PN B2 BEAE Y OR3P T 5T T B AL, ] MR AE A AEAE R
bIFHZERRYA  F7 B IR R R R 26 £2°C#H
XHRESE R 60% = 10% , 56 RHE 14L: 10D,
i CERZL S0 ) FiAe I 3 25  JRLBE 26 +2°C 4H
SRR 75% +5% ,YeJ& ] 16L: 8D,
1.2 1A#E MED [ Hix S

fdFH TYLCV =g P i [ Jy vk 3R 4571 25 7 il A8
PR TYLCV {2 et 5 B Wi VLR~ A M B R W 5%
iR T R A R IR AL, Sy 3 TYLCV 43
Btk (TYLCV-SH2) , ¥ TYLCV {2 4e P se i i)
KK Agrobacterium tumefaciens TR AE YEP [E{A& R
Frbt FEAT R ARAE 28 CE IR 15 T A8 (el R A=)
PHEABRA A, ) 38 5557 48 h; PRI R
R T & A R R (50 wg/mL Kan™ ) 15 46 F-
(25 pg/mL Rif ") 1Yy YEP WA B: 57 Hrhr, 28°C fH i
FEIK 200 v/ min S RCEG SR R ARAT T WK 2 50 mL
JC LA Y, B0 HL (Eppendorf, 785 ) % 3 i 2=
4 000 r/min, FF .0 10 min, R EIE R, B E
RFHTC I 2 B /K FOBE R 20 6 BT Y
ODgo g 1.0, Z iR FHE 4 h J5 AT desh, H—0E
TCRE ST mL e e S 22 A il L B =25
Fre,8 h BRGNS i R s Ak Lk st SR, 29 3 i G
WSR2 R Rl 3 PCR AR e 1 100

Tl U M AR B e B 114 AR Ry L MED B2 ik
W, JeAEC B Yy TYLCV (1 36 fili A AR it 7 1 1] 1R 48
b W BR SBCRL J5 ) AR L, 2 P il KRR AR i R
IBCE Sk # mL MED & f DNA, AR 4§ Tag DNA

Polymerase (Mg”* Plus Buffer) izt 5 £ ( g 57 15 ME %
AR A AT BR 2 L B L) YR E UL, )
TYLCV Rtk W) (B ERESE, 2021) (R 1), i 47
PCR §"1# , Je W& % : 10 x Taq Buffer (Mg2+ plus)
2.5 pL, TYLCV IE& a1 5[4 (10 pwmol/L) % 1 ulL,
dNTP Mix (10 mmol/L each) 0.5 pL, Taq DNA
Polymerase (5 U/pL) 0.5 pL, # A DNA 1 plL,
ddH,0 18.5 pL, PR 95°C 3 min; 95°C 15 s,
56°C 15 s, 72°C 1 min 30 s, 35 &KAF#;72°C 5 min,
PIE P EAT 1% 3 W BRI F VARG T, A6 ) &4
IERARY PCR =153k 20 w0 Y 53047 77 91 Heoxt, 45
£ TYLCV,

AR FE R4S B MED [ b BEA LM 20 3k 3F
FIFPRESEsE , 1 Se TR A K A A v 3 IR Sk
A5 EL MED &R DNA, fii | 2 x Taq Plus Master
Mix Il (Dye Plus) 1205 £ (R 5 i ME S A= M L
A B2 w50 ) JF 456 e S B 1 (X305,
2019) (£ 1) #£47 PCR ¥4, PCR S pifR £ 2 x
Taq Plus Master Mix II (Dye Plus) 10 pL, [ FiiF5]
Y1 (10 pmol/L) £ 1 ML,*%*},Q DNA 1 pL, ddH,0
7 wLo ¥ B . 95C 5 min; 95°C 15 s, 53°C 45 s,
72°C 1 min, 35 KAE¥;72°C 10 min, 9" 34 7= 4 3t
TTHE], Ase 1 B REC ARy B MED A PCR 74
Mg U P 254 , MRy B0 MEAMI [ PCR 747 10
ARERLYIIF (XI55, 2019)

1.3 fA#E MED Bafhp BE R CSP EFE &
KEME

T A i U 70 S SO Sk R Sk g R e
TYLCV fyMky Bl MED [z i i it $2 HC RNA,
FR4 HiScript® T Q RT SuperMix for qPCR ( + gDNA
Wiper) G0 G AU 45 (R st MERE A M) R B (7
AR A, B a0) W 55 cDNA JF5E 2 2 200
ng, i AceQ® qPCR SYBRGreen Master Mix X &
(R MEE A DR Ry AR A, F ) &%
CSP £ X 7 % (Zeng et al., 2019), {fi i Primer
Premier 5 {43271 qBtabCSP1 - 8 HF 7459y (£
1), F qTOWER'G %7 it PCR X (HB% {8 ) if
4T RT-qPCR, PCR J% Jij #& %& ;. Nuclease-free Water
8.2 pL, IEMEIH(10 pmol/L) 4 0.4 wl, ¢cDNA
1 uL, 5 x HiSeript II qRT SuperMix [ 10 wL, $ 1%
FF: 95%C 5 min; 95 10's, 60°C 30 s, 95°C 15 s,
40 KA #; 60°C 1 min, 95°C 15 s, LR & Y
TYLCV ) e Ji% B4 N BtabCSP1 — 8 L[N F ik
B R R R SR B vk (2795 THE AR A
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MED [ e i AR N BtabCSP1 — 8 Jk [H] ) AH Xf
RKiki,
1.4 RNAi & RillE

B 100 sk ARG TYLCV AMRFY El MED B al
gt RNA SR AR, e BB 1.3 35 (9 7 pe i i 5 &
cDNA, £ dsGFP ( GenBank % 5%% . U70496. 1)
(M REA) B IE R 1 519 (Lu et al., 2021) , i ]
Primer Premier 5 ¥4 1% it & i dsBtabCSP6 ( b B
H)WIER MBI (F L) ,{jiiﬁﬁ Phanta® Max Super-
Fidelity DNA Polymerase &3] & ( g 5005 MEHE A= W B}
BB A R, B at) EAT IR, AR &R
ddH,0 10 pL, 2 x Phanta Max Buffer 12.5 L, dNTP
Mix (10 mmol/L each) 0.5 uL, iERMBIH (10
pmol/L) 4 0.5 L, ¢DNA 0.5 pL, Phanta® Max
Super-Fidelity DNA Polymerase 0.5 wlL, # #F)¥ [A]

1.2 5, 7 18 7= 4y 4 Ak 18] 0k 5 6 B pEASY®-T1
Cloning Kit 371 & (At 5t 2N &AW HE A KA A R
v, A0a) i 4ES] pEASY-Blunt 5w B4R A 1R 5 41
¥ 5 AR Transl -T1 B2 28400 (b X a 49
FARBARATIR A B, AL 50 th A3 2 AL 7, S I
Jiki, ] T7 RiboMAX™ Express RNAi System iz 7]
& ER (dLaD) W HEOR A RAF ¥ H s
DNA F B il dsRNA . oK 7366 R [ 388K
CHRBHE (P D) A BRA ], B g dsRNA 1Y
WA . & A dsRNA 5 15% /Y ERHE & Bc
a5 B T ( dSRNA. 52 45k 400 ng/ L, BE%5 200 L.
TRIMEWE ) , W 50 Sk R by mL MED 3R M Bl He 4] i
dsGFP (W HRA1) il dsBabCSP6 ( 4h 3921 ) 48 h BUkE
HE4T RT-qPCR, #:9 BtabCSP6 1 3 35 2 ( J5 1 [
L3 79%)  FoRER 3 WK, AEYFEE 3 1K,

®1 5¥iER

Table 1 Primer information

514 ST EI(5" -3") ik

Primers Primer sequences Purpose

TYLCV-F GTTCACGGATTTCGTTGTATG TYLCV foAG

TYLCV-R AGAGGGACTGGCAAAGCAACA Detection for TYLCV
TS ol

C1-J-2195 TTGATTTTTTGGTCATCCAGAAGT J:LH% ﬂﬁ]ﬁi%“‘

Population identification

R-BQ-2819 CTGAATATCGAGGCATTCC . . .
of Bemisia tabaci

Actin-F CGCTGCCTCCACCTCATT RT-qPCR

Actin-R ACCGCAAGATTCCATACCC

EF-1a-F TAGCCTTGTGCCAATTTCCG

EF-1a-R CCTTCAGCATTACCGTCC

qBtabCSP1-F CGTGGTTGTTCTGGTCT

qBtabCSP1-R TTTTTCAGGATGCTCTC

qBtabCSP2-F TCGAATTGGTAATCGGTCAT

qBtabCSP2-R ATTGGAAAGGGTCTCGTTGT

qBtabCSP3-F GCTGATGTGGCTTGGTTCT

qBtabCSP3-R TTCTGGTCATAGGGCGTTT

qBtabCSP4-F TCCTTTCGTTTCGTCGTCTC

qBtabCSP4-R TCACTCCGTGGCATTATTTT

qBtabCSP5-F ATAGTGATTGGCGTATTCG

qBtabCSP5-R TTGGAGTTTTGGCAAACCC

qBtabCSP6-F CGTTTGGGCGTCTTGATG

qBtabCSP6-R GCAACTCAGACCGGGGAC

qBtabCSP7-F ATTTCTTGGGAGCGTCTT

qBtabCSP7-R CCTCCGTCGTAGAGCATC

qBtabCSP8-F TTGCCGCTTCGTTGTCTATCC

qBtabCSP8-R CCCGTGCCCTCCAGTCTTATT

dsBtabCSP6-F ATTCTCTAGAAGCTTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGTTTTTTAGTTATCCTCG RNAi

dsBtabCSP6-R
dsGFP-F
dsGFP-R

ATTCTCTAGAAGCTTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGTTCTCATTATTTCTGGT
TAATACGACTCACTATAGGGTTCAGTGGAGAGGGTGAAGGT
TAATACGACTCACTATAGGGTGTGTGGACAGGTAATGGTTG
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1.5 BtabCSP6 RNAI J5/H#} & MED [afhik &%
ML FERMNE

1.5.1  FRESRMIME : SEREA YL TYLCV (1) i
B HE IR 14 20 IR A W dsGFP (X BB 41) Al
dsBtabCSP6 (RbH4]) , 27 1. 1 45 )7 ik 3k 7 A ]
AHa] (6, 12, 18, 24, 48 F172 h) , 4/ Af{a] EE 4% 30

Tk LB B e TYLCV [ 0 P 5 5 4 B L 22 1)
BtabCSP & [K 215 5 22 5 3% 1, RNAL 4 BERijf5 A
(][] Bt 22 A AR 238 AN (A Bd A% R 10 25 57
EE s FER 4 SigmaPlot 12. 50 #1 Graph Pad
Prism 8 1ER,

¥t
S, AGH IS [ B ) B8 A S o ok Eh AR AR 0, AR AR A 2 &X
) B 2R R B T R, SRR =B 2.1 B TYLCV 548 # 8 MED & % ik &

TYLCV AR5 B 250 A 20 F 1 52 56 40 83 B )0 (30
%K) x100% . A=Y= 3 IR,
1.5.2 (L2000 WH 1. 4 5N dsGFP (X}
WEZH) F1 dsBtabCSP6 (b TR 2 ) J5 48 h Ay 4 Hy mL
MED s, 225 1.1 Wik ks e, B
AyRIEEL 1, 5, 10, 25 #1150 SLmmyEl, 4k 5 4, =
TS G L 8 v, A 8 e 7R K AR [R) g oA Jk e
TYLCV 5 ¥R F i AE Ak DAL 5. A3 2 90506 2 i
Bk 25 #k,— R G B 20U, T in AT R 4k 2 1 %
PR (T 1.1 35 B iR AR TYLCV it
MRECR THE R IR S5 A BRZH AL TR, (TR =
YL TYLCV 2 it bR/ R 2 1 5250 1 26 i A
PREEL(25 BR) x100% . AEY)FEE 3 IR,
1.6 HiESH

J IBM SPSS Statistics 21 ( SPSS Inc., Chicago,
IL, &) #7500, RS AEAS T K55 53 A

BtabCSP1 -8 HEEREETK

RT-qPCR Z5 5 R B, 5 R 3K 5 i B AH LE, 3K 55
W B P BiabCSP3 N BiabCSP6 323k AR fb 5 A W]
553 1 % HL BrabCSP4 F1 BiabCSP6 433k A5 Ak ik
UG, BRI 25 8O 5 TYLCV A G 1) 25 5 Rk 5
N, 53RFFMB A MED SRl sl A L, 370008
A\ MED [&ff sl A 4 AL (BabCSP2 , BtabCSP5,
BtabCSP6 i BiabCSP8 ) 323k 1% i (P <0.05) ;
53R B MED B g A L, B A 3 A4
FE M ( BtabCSP1, BtabCSP3 il BiabCSP7 ) Fik i %
(P <0.05) , HH BiabCSP3 5 BiabCSP6 33k
SRR s ] 25 S . (P < 0..001) , BtabCSP6
P S R ) 8 i TR R Y (P <
0.001) , H5H£2YL TYLCV (M1 5 Al 1L, 76 42
Yu TYLCV HyMEMER AN Rk 2 R B (P <
0.05) , &Pkt BrabCSP6 HAT/52L0 K (B 1) o

O #iFemale W HEMale
A 8 BtabCSP1 B 8- BtabCSP2 C 8+ BtabCSP3 D 8- BtabCSP4
6 6 61
4 s 4 ns . 4
- 3 i ’ ‘ 3 3
g 24 ’7 2 21
_'_‘i 14 14 14
0% .S
i‘{_{g NV V NV V NV ¥ NV ¥ NV ¥ NV V NV ¥ NV V
g,
Z4E 8 BtabCSP5 F 8- BtabCSP6 G 81 BtabCSP7 Hg BtabCSP8
= o
= =z
= 61 6 61 6
4 4 4 4
3 s y 3 3 ns ns 3 « ns
2 W 24 2 [ 24
1 1 14 14 14
Ao m ol m ] e 00 mm
NV V NV V NV V NV V NV V NV V NV V NV V

AbPHTreatments

El1 TYLCV {2445 BiabCSP1 -8 (A — H) ZEAEA B MED [ il ji o b A9 A X 3R 35 5
Fig. 1 Relative expression levels of BiabCSP1 —8 (A —H) in female and male adults of Bemisia tabaci MED after TYLCV infection
NV. TYLCV FKAz2 44y @ TYLCV-noninfected B. tabaci; V: TYLCV {24440 #3 B\ TYLCV-infected B. tabaci. & W5 R E-YME + frifiiz 45 E4F
BERMARMNE S BEW(*P<0.05; * P<0.01; “P<0.001; "P>0.05) (7 BEA T#:3) . FEE, Data in the figure are mean
SE. Symbols above bars indicate significance of difference between two groups ( * P <0.05; ™ P <0.01; ** P <0.001; ™P >0.05) ( Independent

samples T-test). The same for the following figures.
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2.2 RNAi Fit BtabCSP6 S EEFIEET

gERL R SR dsGFP (1) % B8 41 4, b me
dsBtabCSP6 48 h J5 M i {4 M BiabCSP6 1351k &
WETFE(P <0.001) (K 2) ,uEH] RNAI 5255 152
AR T 3R 238, TR R 47
2.3 RNAi F#i BtabCSP6 X1 4H ¥ E MED 2 7 i
BRI ERMESENII

gEHRLER | SR dsGFP ()X B8 41 4, b me
dsBtabCSP6 18 —72 h #y ik L MED [ uig 4R
BER(E 3 A) S5EFER(E3: B) B RERIK(P <
0.05) , Hirr 3R 85 R bifi 25 B 0] 19 48 K 5 b T 3,
XTHRZH N 48 h K752 75% 31| 72 h 3K 5 % 82% ,
RNAi T4 BtabCSP6 J5 48 h 3578 K 53% , FL X} R
2H 24 h BYARBER G 4% 16 72 h J5HEA BURK R R
59% ,FH LT HE S 2 BEAR T 23% (P <0.05) . &%
RBEZ AR IR ARk EL MED B2 B a0 1
WZ R IS M 1 Sk aUE s, X 4
AL FRLA AL F: R KT 10% 5 5 Sk My Bl 4% 5

fif, ok RN b FLAL 2 75 3 53531 08y 29% 1 16% 5 ]
10 3K M4 T A% 7 I, b 3020 1) 4% 75 256 HE X IR ZH IR
23% 5 F1 25 S MR BB T LTI , X M f R ik 3
A 100+ .
e dsGFP (CK) o T
. 80- O dsBtabCSP6

£E o0

t% 40-

= 20-
OLF T T T T 1
6 12 18 24 48 72

I ZNINE

Hours of virus acquisition

92% M L AL PR A i 25% , K = H AR
(P<0.01); 150 S Am mUE a0 X AL 5 %R L
SRl IRE) 100% |, i Ab FREH AL 35 AU 80% , — % 2%
S (P <0.05),

1.57

sk

o

e
i

AHXS Bk
Relative expression level

iy B

dsGFP (CK) dsBtabCSP6
Qb P Treatments

P2 A dsGFP il dsBtabCSP6 J5 48 h {iAy & MED
FE A HE S L R BabCSP6 AH X ik 1
Fig. 2 Relative expression level of BtabCSP6 in
female adults of Bemisia tabact MED at 48 h
after feeding dsGFP and dsBtabCSP6

B 100-
o dsGFP (CK)
0] O dsBabCSP6
2
Sz 60-
E
20
Ol T T T 1
I 5 10 25 50
K

Number of whiteflies

B3 (S dsGEP i dsBiabCSP J5 48 h MBI T MED Wb Lot fFEHE 5 (A) FIGHE(B)
Fig. 3 Virus acqusition rate (A) and transmission rate (B) of female adults of Bemisia tabaci MED at 48 h

after feeding dsGFP and dsBtabCSP6

AR RT-gPCR KU AR 5l MED [ Al
HUBEGL TYLCV J5 /AN BtabCSP SN ik, 45 i
NAN[F] BlabCSP LM g R ik i 22 R K (K 1) ,1X
AIRE AN Z 5 AR D ge s e ny. Flun, csp
TEXRA Bl A b3R8 5 12 548 L Py E ) A
AR MR 2 DL R E TR Rk 5 R E g ik B
K (Zeng et al., 2019) ; 1bAM, RNAL SZEHIER] CSP B

TZH5RMBGEERASNE 5 B RUREA KL, IFEAT
DI S 8500 28 1 flh 2 /L ) A B A s I A Ay i 3
FIAR A W R 5K J7 (Liu et al., 2016 Zeng et al.,
2019) o AWFIEE K BUA[R] BtabCSP e P 7 ME 1t A
Bz E 2R (E ) X 2ER E RSPl =
AR BELPR 3R 4552 T i, PR Ay ok e L A B B Y
e s ELR AR R LGB A Y I R R 33, #% DNA
C SUL IR S iy e e SUNT RN CE i)
PEREA SSTEME R R P 5 3R5K (Guo er al., 2014) fHA
SR 25 R T 1] T i e TYLCV J5 BiabCSP £ [H 3R
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AR L . B AFSE W, AR EUME R A
T %) R B ] g T Al g e (P 4855 2015) , HJE
1J& MED ok MEAMI JgoRf, 0 pig At i 35 1 6 1 240
T B AL, T A B R L MED S el E B BB 7E
TYLCV [)3RA5 L4 75 T8t 5 45 24 (Guo et al.,
2014) . UL, AR LA G TYLCV A9 4 #5 mUE
IE B AL BtabCSP 2 [H] ) 26 38 A 0 2 1R, 20 B I
YeJ5 BtabCSP SR FA w22 5 (K 1), i 8 ke
TYLCV J5 ol iR py FeR B i B, H S5 R >
[ A5 25 5 Ak i L DR, 4% B HC o B A% 47 2 75
BN, 259 R BrabCSP6 TEMEME 1, 1 22 18] 1 35
R HAT B2 A b S Rk (B 1)
PEAEN BrabCSP6 TH AT GE B R MR Bl MED [l A
HFRAG SR TYLCV 1 7 v & 4 F Y SE B IE A
Ry T A e AR A RE ) AL R RO 3 38 W SR
Dy AL e, HA KR 2 B B R W R R
JE X TYLCV 23R Mok mURR Ak b ik
TR EER , BRITME RS ARG T e T R 4
YR L, X LR T 40, DT/ R A T
FREEEE , B S AL B T IR B 4, W TR
T H AT A A B AR I, (B N AE A T
PLHIT T BR AR 5T

KR5TSN dsGFP F1 dsBtabCSP6 315 15% 1
TR VS T Ay ] WL Y 1] PR A9 TEL MEED) e f i o, +
PLALFRIL I BrabCSP6 [13R3K (K 2) , /b T4 /G
Hiky B TYLCV B3R R (18 3: A) 558 (K
3: B) AYZE AL AT 0, JEAS B MED e e aig e 76 A5 [H]
FREE I 1A BEAY R TR R LA W dsGFP AT IR ALK,
HLAE 48 h f77E i 35 22 53 AN AN b, 3R 35 54 4 A L
MED [ i 5% 75 1A W dsBtabCSP6 48 h J& , A [l
B HA S TG 15 75 R e B R R BRI, AR T
P BlabCSP6 J N RE5E 2B 21445 , (R385 7% 18
BtabCSP6 X5 5k 51 i T — 22 RE A, S 06 25 SR 4F
AU, UE B BtabCSP6 1] LU TYLCV [ 14 #%
BiabCSP6 Al figj& 5 TYLCV 14 8 4K 8 AH G (1 L A
IR —E R R N . Z RIS B, TYLCV
(RGBS a1 1T AFE R NG PR 2 M ik L
HAFE T HA A A, ARG TYLCV J5 Bt
LB, 75 75 A5 A0 B AR B2 i 5 R R R R
R B, R B EE 2 d PR R R Y R AT
PLAE] 100% (T RS, 2021) o kAR ) RT-
qPCR 43M 5 & B, J A B MED Beoff i H 2 o
A ARAFFIERE TYLCV A9 BE 134 834 = T MEAM1
Bkl , R U AR RE 22 AL S YRR,

2 5 B Wi (Guo et al., 2014) , A HF5E R
BtabCSP6 Xf 15 B AR BRI L T — € 2 W, P54 18, 7
B R S IR SZ 5 v e BE R IR ) CSP FESR & rhi] LA
Vet K P 3 37 0 o 10 384 1 700 L K 0 85 2 T 17
), U0 e W o B v Y [ 77 ( Séanchez-Gracia et al.
2009) , 7% JEA S 35 B 8 F0 4% B 3 19 FEAIR, H 5
A BB T BrabCSP6 J5 15y mURI I Y S0 /b 12 1l
Mo AW RY], FERHSR K Spodoptera litura th
Wb RIA B CSP AT BEAEF5 A0 FTE A [F] A2 25 &
GErh RZAREIRE(Yi et al., 2017) , Pl 2 EE7E A N
12 i Y — T 5 R AR R RE A AR B R A
BRI A, PRI BiabCSP6 ] LA R 45 76 v i 55
FIk, HE S W B MR AR B S AL R AR S0 I
BtabCSP6 J 5 TYLCV 1% 35 48 8 AH 3¢ 0y JE A, HA
Tl B 1% 76 ML ELE A FR R A28 . BrabCSP6 5
BN IR G s B AL R RO BTHE PR ALY RN AL L n] DL 2%
JE AR il KA B MED e 035 73 ok A% 25
ARl ELXHE ) o F VR

PUAE E 80 1 AR RS B MED g v (1917 22 3
K] BE % RNAL f94E AR AR , U0 Hormone-receptor-
like in 78 ( BtabHR78) , Uliraspiracle (USP) , Nuclear
receptor subfamily 5 group A member 1 ( NR5A1l),
Hormone receptor-like in 39 ( HR39) , Estrogen-related
receptor ( ERR) #1 Pannier (PNR) (He et al., 2020) ;
TRZ LD RN RNAL 1 38 B Ao 156 & PR : £ 1t IE B 52
T o WA o 4 TR /KGE E 3 1 VR R
VR AT Tl R V6 30 W 0 2R 1 BE Y S (Vyas er al,
2017) o T4 BtabCSP6 ik W] L AL 15 it 72 BH %
9o BE AR IBURIY 1, PR b 27 852 2 B 1 ] AR
FEG5E TR HI PR EE rh 455401 LA AS S AR 1) s
AN, 30T DL ARy EUAAR PN AR I 9 52 AR A AR T 4%
HRFREAAR N YL o ARSLH A B BtabCSP6 521
T TYLCV M1EHE, Aok T LLE i 5 BtabCSP6 #f H.
YERIRY S A, TR CSPs 5595 5 Z [ AH B AR FH 9 231
B, TF 5T i A4 2% R R B i AR L
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