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Progress on Synergistic Effects of Various Additives on the Insecticidal
Activity of Bacillius thuringiensis
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Abstract: As one of the most widely used and the most effective biopesticides, Bacillius thuringiensis ( Bt) preparations are
widely employed for pest control in the fields of agriculture, forestry and public health because of the specific insecticidal activity.
However, after field application, the further popularization of Bt preparations has been limited due to the disadvantages, such as
poor readily availability, short-duration action and unstable control effect. It is the most fast and efficient way by mixing Bt
preparations with all sorts of synergistic agents and synergistic factors to improve the insecticidal activity and field control effect
stability. Extensive and in-depth researches on synergistic effects of various additives on Bt preparation have been carried out at
home and abroad. In this paper, the progress on synergistic effects of chemical additives, chemical insecticides and biopesticides
on Bt preparations were reviewed, and the development and application prospects of synergistic agents and synergistic factors were
also discussed in order to provide references for developing safe and efficient synergistic agents and synergistic factors of Bt

preparations.
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Fig.1 Pore formation model of Cry toxin action.

KT IR A A Be il TR T i
YEFBLE AR L, BT, #1232 1 Bt
(L T R RV 105 i = W { RV 195 2
AU FEER/ AR E AR RS 7R
E A S M E AR 2 EET &
Ve AR AR BSOS S B TR A R AT
175 [l & B ( peritrophic membrane, PM) , 5 i I
J 2 L RER 2% IS4 760, ( brush border membrane ves-
icles, BBMV) |52 142 F & Ik N (aminopepti-
dase N, APN) S B 1"k % 12 Mg ¥ ( alkaline phospha-
tase, ALP) 254, M 7E N A4S L KE R 4E  IF 555
Kt 11 (cadherin) Z K45 & HA R UUE 52K
IG5 Z RGN S 1R 15 PR 45, T
SRR EE 2R 40 T4 A L B 40, 4t A ™ A
FLIR, B 5 40 Hf 2, R 4 BOR st T
(B 1) B ICPs 52 30 TR 1 0 201 45 5 45
BRI KR GBI SRS IRERE MR
B FERAL AL AR LR 15— R 8
PE R I R AT AT AR E K S MR Bt ICPs 1Y R
HE P [FIEE 3 — 5 F2 A T F T3 &L Be il 57 2
FIRIRFSE 2 Rk, AR Sk H R E N AT R
B2 TR I 7 AS [ 2o 72 vh XF B il 541

A ST PRGSO T B ST AT 253, X L H]
R & I SeEAT S, DU IF & 22 4 R A
Bt il p s () RS

1 UEFMANAZEFHATERRE
PRI 1E

e Bt iR A R R R b, L& A
PLALE PR w220 T 82 5 B i 57 19 4% Hoik
., K,CO,. CaCl,, MgSO, . Fe,(SO,),. MgCl,
CaCl, .ZnCl, MW R 55 TC ML AL & H ] 3 aod 1 o B
Hu g P RO |1 5 UL R 2R RS
£, I 1CPs BT Ak , 2105 52 U6 AN [R] 2 A B A%
RGN0 /NS08, ( Plutella xylostella) E[JEAY
BEME ( Plodia interpunctella) Hi %% T 4 6, ( Anomala
corpulenta) | F5 7 7 Wk ( Mamestra configurata) %
7% (Bombyx mori) 2¥ 7 L ( Pieris rapae) FIH 1
1 ( Spodoptera littoralis ) 55 B 3435/, {H 14 35 5%
FHRREAR, H 'flj MgSO, AIH Bt kurstaki % 4 ¥
FENT U (M. configurata) BB E (1LC,, )
1 95% B AL L (LCos ) 73 A 3.5 4% 3.9

¥ 1 CaCO,AXfH Bt kurstaki HD-1 X E[) B 25 B fH
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( P. interpunctella) BT 14215 2.5 f511.2,4.5,24-26]
HAM , NaCl KCI,CaCO, CuSO, ZTCHIAL & W%t Bt
A A BTG PR IE G VR Y T ZnS0, (MR > 1
g/L)XF Bt il R BiG 3 #E3TF H(P. rapae) H 2K
B B SRR

IR FPBIR ook R T IR Bk O 1% 5
B CTREN AR BEEN | Sl R Hh — gk |
Wiz 2 FR (ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid,
EDTA) FBR 2 55 A AL & W vl i i 48 9 AU
Horh Jl i A8 S5 2 i TCPs 1Y A 5 B3 1
7 IR L A AR, 2 ) B R O A B R LR
e RGP D A 0 ) R T 5 X AN [
AN Bt A KA IS /N3 (P, wylostella) (EP
FEABEML (P, interpunctella) | H 2% 45 6, (A. cor-
pulenta) | £% 7 W WK ( M. configurata ) | % %% ( B.
mori) 1 MU (P. rapae) FIREH B (S. littoralis)
SE AN [ B2 B R B S0fE . EDTA W] fii Bt
kurstaki HD-1 X E[J BE 23 BEUE ( P. interpunctella )
B 100 15 5 PN R XA B il 57 % B BE 23 5
Y& (P. interpunctella) [EE 13 1.3 £F; —HI 2R AN
FHE )z T Be il 550 %) 3 #¥ /N30 (P, wylostella)
O N

H b 3R AT R A R4 2 5 ) (L4 R 2 A
WL 225 ) 5 B il TR I A8 IO [A) 3 L (A2
TR AE TN I 1 22 5 ) B34 S8PE TSR], ot
Hh,ARFL 600 A1 B filFNR A GERIR T
FERL S A HEE ) I R [R) R B Y RRAIG Ak
VAR, S R R xR, B HIF S
A F SRR S N, el A T 3 T
B PR A, A2 BRI 6T Be 8 3R 1Y5%
Mt R, 7R B i A LA A8 R B
FeorE IEAL IR IR N & IR e E SN IR
Bl R AR E PE AR PO s B4R, BITE
PEALS IS INFRAE A Be il 50 B 8 240 I, D0 200 2
PP LE £ | e B BB 2 A ) 07 3R A (A
PR AT 20) |

2 UERBFINAZAZEFATERRE
PRI IERE A

P ok BGR AR 8% 22 00 5 (8 i R
SFDURTEN HUE By 455 | O B bRl = W 25 07 T
AHEARTEE . A T8 ), B

FIHERME 22 FRAUH AL R dug e (HH SR
Honl e sg Bau e, B GR) G p9 427 A% HUORHR
F L ARE SR = A ACR | i8 BE Bl s v A
GHLLE A ETT S AE T R
Bu il 771) 5 A 25 3% HGRR T e FH A 1 it 2 — 20T 4)
SERATAT SR ELA A 2 HURIAE SRy 6 AR 7E
MAME A 2=

VR BEAEM RCECE Eom R SRR
=R £ T T e S A LB AL AR R S Bl
HUBFN K 22 a8 A B YRR 28 A% He ) P o 41 o
EL R BT | 22 D e ST B R IR IR 8 ( carboxy-
lesterase , Cark ) A4 bt H K S-54 8 [ ( glutathione
S-transferases , GSTs ) 45 fif 75 8 [ 0% 75 M, BHLWr B
HURy Pl Al h R FE T S B il 5
B VR /N (P, wylostella) RASWK ( Clania varteg-
ata) K2 B ( Helicoverpa armigera ) . % 20 7% 1k
( Prodenia litura) FIZET . ( P. rapae) 55 BB 30AE
FH AR BGAR SRR EEASR] 252) Be il 5] 5 2R SE A
(0.8% Bt F3 7 5 10.0% # FL MR L, /I 10.8%
B - SR ATIRAER ) TR B X B iR RSO (P li-
wra) A7 W3 WY 3G ROME T, HO3L #E R B ik
184178 ; Bt WG-001 5 Bfi HU i (A B4 L
100.10:0.72) & B {6 /N ( P. wylostella ) 3 1%
gy EE R ¥ 178.05, H WA Z525 7 d, 500
PRS- BIBT RN 84.88% , i E AL T W& B I
1 ;H Bt WG-001 5 ELPHE & R IUN AR N sl 4
PUER

TR TG AR | =R EUAS TR AR RCR
TS T S AU L 35 IR 2 A2 U T o S AL A
AMMLER o Mo 71518 R S8, SCXT B dil5I Bk
K8 L (H. armigera) /NI (P. xylostella) AR
ik ( C. vartegata) | 3 [E H % ( Hyphantria cunea) |
BE/INVE O B ( Carposina niponensis ) 15 £ i H
SRR AL B A R AR

AHUE R HOSURT R HU i S5 70 A 8 R 2R AR IR
FRV AT SE A T B0 RE 2 i, BELiE 22 1E AL i
MITTSEEEXT Bt 650 Bl VG /N8 (P, xylostella) 7K
fi — Ak & ( Chilo suppressalis ) . 7K Ff = 4k 1=
( Tryporyza incertulas ) FEHAE IR ( Cnaphalocrocis
medinalis ) F1 3% B B (P. rapae) %5 W) 18 2 AE
RS SRR, AU T 525 ¢ F1675 g 46% A%
HeEp AT R ) (B iR S A R ) B
R/KFE AR (C. suppressalis) it 7 d B, #5 H
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R DR A 1 K B 23.49% A1 24.1%, G, A
AR ASIREE S AR T K A A HUR S B AR
TN FE 532 IR L2 8% B AR A A

TSR RE R | U TR | R IR K
LR KK 3 -5 1 I A5 B R A A T ) 2
A« HUR AT k4 ] B s LT B R AR A B, B
BCRBEIR PR 53 00 S AR, T S BRI 280 Be il 50 % A
BHU(H. armigera) /NI (P. xylostella) 32 [E [
W (H. cunea) MMk ( Spodopera exigua) 55 1Y
) I AT LI

F—J7 T, AR HUR S B iR TR T RY
Bl AR E PEAN T, TR AR T, 2.5% IR 5 3 Tk
FLith \48% T FEMEFL NN Bt ICPs T2 ; o 5
AR | = BRI G K 2 U SE B ETE 30 d
POt Bt 25400 &% ICPs JCHA R 52mT ¢ Sk i i ad
1%}, IRF A TR A B G BEXT Bt kurstaki 1) 7% H
TP AT A B g ) 4 D K g i 3 5 A
WA A IR

PR, Be 5] 45 A 2 2% BRI G 52 5 i 500 A 4
FHRIARYE B 26 HY 401 5 127 4% ORI R 2k | [
I 5 S L9 TRA AR | B AR e e
) 0 550 28 60 it P = Can e TR L BT TR R
ARG 55 R Z R E 7, Ak, ik
IR R R B IR SR A 5 TR T

3 AYMRBFIMNAZEFATERRE
PRI IERE A

31 AaeFRTESRENERER
AN A Be 0] 57 Az A [6] i) 1CPs, 115 A 7]
ICPs Y TE PEAN[R], MAh, a-fb g R B-FMEE
2R y-HPEER N VIPs SR HAT A% HUiE 4 R, Bt
AN ) B 2R T 3% HU 1 1 AH B e g 5 AR
NG, Bruce B4 I T A [FEE R A 19 B
[FFEH , JFH%E T Bt israelensis (Bti) 27 kDa CytA
1130 kDa 5 65 kDa Cry4 %Xt K IR S A+
(Aedesae gypti) PIIGRAER] ;T Bti CytlAa FEZR 4]
Cry4Aa . Cryl1Aa Cry4Ba, Ll Cry4Ba fl Cry2Aa2
FEREIRE NI (A. gypti) FIIHJE ( Simulium
spp.) HHL, X CrylFa, Cry2Ab  CrylCa #1 Cry9Aa
FERIAM L (H. armigera) SE A EA BRAE
FH 7 AT ol L A 1 A B g i S By
Cyt2Aa2 Xf Cry4Ba % R Bjif 2 H #& 35 LI

(A. gypui) B BA B RIEAE R, LR W]
5 Cry4Ba B,-B,¥F The'™ Tyr’™ 1 B,-BsFF Thr'® |
Phe™ | () 5% 3 47 561, Bt Cryl0OAa # % X/
Cry4B Cryl1Aa R B IR INE ( Simulium spp.) %))
H, CrylAe 3 £ X CrylCa 5 R B i6 i 82
(H. armigera) ¥ BAT . 25 W38 20VE P, B
israelensis Cyt1A98 B R if 14 Cry4BLB $2 {451 4h
A7 s Al 2E SR RAR G5 A Y I 18, L 1%
L i 52 B X Cry4BLB % & B A B K I
(A. aegypti) W B G RLAE AT  TRIRE, JL ik
Bt israelensis Cry4Ba B 2 Fll Bt darmstadiensis
Cyt2Aa2 FER A RICIR SMAPBL(A. aegypti) TN
JEIL( Culex quinquefasciatus ) W3R I 1 BE A HE 3L
e, Horb R E R IRRY CrydBa %35 K A+
(A. aegypti) f8] LCy, A 140 ng/mL , X E0HE R ( C.
quinquefasciatus ) A FEVE ;T Cyt2A2 X 2 Fh e Fh
Y LC 53 31~ 350 ng/mLAl 250 ng/mL, {H 2 Ff
FRILFEKE LC, 25K 7 ng/ml 1 20
ng/mL, SCHL T & (O H R R /E O A
AK Cry3A 3 5OM TGy il g 261411 S 1A 2
51 iz 203005 2 H (trans-activating protein, TAT)
3 T 25 ¥y 35 ( protein transduction domain, PTD ) -
Cry3Aa IR W) 2 W% 28 K H B /NZ I (Cylas
Sormicarius ) A HUMUL R BT 22 SR A 19 2%
VERT, H 18 &4 T 1 B A5 B Hu i 309 % 3 g e
IR, (AR AR WA B KRR %
[ 18 A T ST ik

FRINEEZR Sb, 2 L b3 3 RIES K 8 F AF X
Bt il F A9 3 BRIt A R AE . Bt kurstaki
HD-1 23 A #2 5 CrylAb 51 CrylC FEZR AT ENEEAT
Y& (P. interpunctella) B R (H43K 35~ 50 5 ) L
PEFR (G5 25~ 44 48) BFE ) R , T HL28 %2
SMER(UV) BEHIS , ZEAAC R LTS B R Y
1Ml Bt VIP3 I Cyt #5283 08 ] I 2 52 = XA 42
H(H. armigera) FEFZER I (S, exigua) (EETT,
FLECRAF 5 BB T 3.35 A5 AI4.344% ARG B it
FEUL( Chironomus tepperi ) FIFREY MU (H. armigera)
Tl OAE R, X B E Bz E B (C
quinquefasciatus ) LA TEHAE S . Bt VIP3 %t
Cry # R B I Bl S (S, exigua ) | - 2R 4% 1K
(Cydia pomonella ) F1 KK Y #2 & H ( Dendrolimus
pini.) AP B AT 2 0 8 AR Y
VIP3Aa7 5 Cry9Ca R & A N dighk #: E 41P %
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B A FE 1 V3ACOC M i i 8 L Mg 1 o HE o)
INEIK (P. xylostella) 3 W4 R ) B &0 F 54
—# &K, H L VIP3Aa7 Fl Cry9Ca FERIR AW (R
T 101 BIEE 00 3.2 4%, I R B0k 4.79,
MG N 1:1 #9 VIP3Aa7 Fl Cry9Ca £ % 2H A
MR AW R BN 1.46 ) [FFE, AR
KPS 7 FKAR HL ( Diabrotica virgifera) 54 8 H
DvCadl AJ43% Cry3Aa . Cry3Bb Hl Cry8Ca 2 & X}
IINEE K} (Alphitobius diaperinus ) 2l HUAY 7§ 71, H. 44
#3.30~5.93 £ WRHEERME (S, exigua ) 2555
KR I REAS I 5R Bt CrylB Al CrylC 7 2 %t i i
HE S a1,

32 HiRBEMEYHNAZEFANERERA

PRG3R A

B A AR A pihe L — sk X HEH
PRSI/ FEROHA LKAl b TE RN N 51 & AT
oo T AR A S 4 T A R T (B AT 2 B AR ) SO0
PRI i T84 Be iR 3 0 T oS . 7EARES
HU(H. armigera) it B2, Bt kurstaki FIHRES H
PR A% R Z2 fA AR 7F ( Helicoverpa armigera single
nuclear polyhedrosis virus, HaSNPV ) f i A& TR &
XN (P. xylostella) 2 15 4)) HUELAT B 35 U HSRK
YERT, ELAT A AR K B R A, Al i
IR B AR BRAR  [R] Af He 2 B OAE Iy ] (LT, ) 5
W R U XF Bt A5 B TR 22 2 10 2% JL i
( Ectropis oblique hypulina) , Bt il 5] 5 2% R Az 74
Z A A RE S C AT B R4 v L AE T2 bk L AE
ToRRBE S 2R U £ A 1A 7 1T Y
Bt il 77 %} 2% & HL ( Euproctis pseudoconspersa ) W) B
J1, HPL 1.0x10°PIB/ L :2.0x 10°TU/ L 1 il 4 5%
AR, L1500 mL/hm i FH 7 d, 25 BUBET
FHT79.80% ~92.84% ,14 d Ky 94.99% ~95.80% '
55 Bt il 0 S s HTAH L, 58 ) i A% Y 22 £ A0
# ( Hyphantria cunea nuclear polyhedrosis virus,
HeNPV) 5 H 52 & Al 42 v Ho XS 56 [ i (AL
cunea) WEE ], 4 F 4l AL T-WS 6], IF4F LT, k>
0.5~2.1 d"* TIAS [l 57 d 1) A 455 I M 0 A
Ji 7  ( Cnaphalocrocis
CmGV) 5 Bt #5158 B xS PG RN B IE (C. me-
dinalis) 2 ¥4 B BAT W25 38 88VE L3 R AU
T 124.92~160.47, B A ] CmGV AHEE K 1H
IR G A6 SR YL FE T RN A 0L 3 SR AE T 38 4

medinalis  granulovirus,

5 20.23% , HLAF80HI7E 30 d PLE IR, CmGV (1%
10° OB/mg) 5 Bt(16 000 U/mg) IR& 4525 3 d 11
RHEN 62.68% ~75.16% A E K 65.27% ~
71.19% ;2525 7 d AR HUEN 82.63% ~89.3% f#
M2k 79.53% ~ 85.12%; 45 24 14 d R B3Ry
80.41% ~87.01% LRIy 78.26% ~83.49% ",
Bt i 7] 5 — & HChE 04 B 7 A% B 2 AR 1 7
(Lymantria dispar nuclear polyhedrosis virus, LdN-
PV) IR B 16 5555 1k ( Lymantria dispar) 2.4
[RGB, B TR M A PR L v [
RO % ERMRUBALE NS, N
38.67%' ", AT, Bt i 51 Al B oA 7 (] O A
ST A DI IR R A8 T DR R A 5 T R B I 5
Tt FIC LU 55 B AN [, 3 ] 7 A AR AR T sl 4 4t
PEFM

R E HU 9 B2 4b, Bt BKJE 28 F8HF 3 ( Bacillus
sphaericus , Bs) | WK 2E 79 FT B ( Bacillus cereus,
Be) BRI E H ( Beawveria bassiana ) FIUKS 5 V0 85
G ( Serratia marcesces ) %595 R U= W) & 1 T 1%
WX Bt HRAT R AF BB T, B K55 & %
EIEW Bii K46 £ {90 R AR A B 28 K B T
(silver nanoparticles, Ag NPs) X Bti 4l 17352 M
PBC(A. aegypii) BA 2 EHAER], B UM E K5
43514 3.3(1Cy) L 10.0( LGy ) 5 1.6 (LCy,) (4.2
(LCyo) ™, Bt hurstaki %1% L1530 7T WG % 00 il
FER RISk (S, litura) H W8 ( Mamestra
brassicae) FIEH R K (S. exigua ) WIFE T, X AR
KNFEWE (P. wylostella ) F1 4 M ik ( Adoxophyes
honmai) TG ¥4 RLAE Y L bR A LSRG,
Bt-79007 B R R KAR4AL B (H. armigera) WAL R
1 307x10°TU/mL; M il A 10% & & ¥ Bt-79007
XIRRES L AL S W Y 1.53 £ . IR, B
buibui MR T LI 0] 0 54 & CrylAc BER XS
REECR M (S, litura ) %l WY 2% HOWE M ] A
3 000 pg/g CrylAc B 3= WIRIEUR M (S, litura ) %)
H,7 dBETHAUN 54% 5 MiTRE Bt buibui B K
W FVEWOS .7 d SETS R m K 100% . Be 53
KWE LRI B RE IR (L. dispar ) JoA BTG HE,
RUR 8 1TV P R AE AR Zwittermicin A X Bt
kurstaki 78 REEFEUR (L. dispar ) %) B A B 804E
H, HEERER (L. dispar) 2 HIIFET R Y Zwitter-
micin A A RLIE FEY ) BRIE ZE AL KT 1R 5 97 0
AW FE R ( mosquitocidal toxin 1, Mix1) Xf Bt
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israelensis Cytl Aa ¢ 2 AR KEUE EBL( C. quingue-
fasciatus ) FIHRCE R AL B W35 003 2E
CytlAa F1 Mix1 #ERAEH TEMEEB(C. quingue-
fasciatus) 3 ~ 4 W& 4 HUHY LC,, fH 70 %1 A 116.5
ng/mLF145.29 ng/mL, 1fi 24 Mix1 5 Cytl Aa #%1:3
FEBR A IS, H LCy [N 20.19 ng/mL, 1M 7
J& Mix1 9 2.24 %, Hik, CytlAa F1 Mix1 2K )
LT, /352 7.48 h #118.02 h, A 1EHIAY LT, ¥k
/B4 11.69 h, b Mix1 19 LT 4% T 6.33 h, HAS
A BT AT, LC,, \LCy 5 LTy, LTy A3
PR T 1, £ Cytl Aa Al Mix1 35 K 2Z [AIf7 18
AREIVER, HLERIZBOCRRE Cytl Aa B33 F & (35 M
A LA SR R BT Vb [CEA (S, marcesces ) K
M I W R Bt CrylC 5 R XA SR ik (S
litura) Y% HUTE VRIS 8 A%, (ENF AR K H W4 ik (M.
brassicae) . /N3 Wk ( P. xylostella ) F1 45 M- i ( A.
honmai) TCWI AE . Bs XF Bii CytlA 3 Z P54
i Bs BRI B 18 52 FC 3% B0 ( Anopheles stephensi) EL A
W WREA, B CytlA 5 Bs IREWI(1:4) 1Y
LC,, FL B 0h A Y Bs 5 13 200 £51% 0 25 Bk,
AW A I L3 A R 2 (B LA % TCPs ¥k JEE
HREZMA A S WO B i R RO RE T, B S b
TE B BB B R 28 5 0 A e, R, i
WRZH S B B 1 R T L R A5 AT 5 R — 2P
W,

33 HEMRHRFWNAZEFAFERREF

P B 1 A

i Bt il 351 b, HoAth AR 49 27 HOR) [R] A A7 78 Bl 2%
AFRE | AL 25 R 8O0 20 45 0 Z B, LIk,
ST A 4 2% 7R ) TR DA B RS A%, B R R A
IR R R BOARBGERE, BRI EEY
AWFII BTAR R IR ZRER/ ZRER
FITHR 26 25 4= ) % ORI X B il 500 B 96 AE 9B
W5 (C. medinalis) . FEBF U ( Heortia vitessoides ) A1 /]
Kk (P. xylostella) AT B 2 B4 3 AE [4=36)
BT 24 7 2 A1 Bt il 57 X RN B ( C. medinalis) 3
W 10 4y U LCy, 431 o 0.217 8 pweg/mL Al
372.73 pg/mL, —FIREW(0.1%PTHERF R - 1.00
X 10" 75 2541/ ) B LCy, M 93.17 pg/mL, HILHE &
Bl 1477354 %5k 5 I W EFUE (H. vitessoides ) HY
LCy, 43 %1 A 1.599 x 107 mg/L Fl 6.94 x 107
pe/mL, “HIRAGY (BIERZE Bl =1:9)

B R 1775550 XN ik (P wylostella) ) LC3 7
WK 3.8 pwe/mL il 464.8 TU/mg, — & 1BA W) (B
U % Bt=2:3) B LCy, N 66.47 pg/mL, I =%
PPt Be i 50 A S R AE R Y TR
FH 2R ER X Bt il 35 b5 1A 5 BF U ( H. vitessoides ) B A
WEERSAER, B D E S o 8:2.7:3 Fl6:4
TRECH , 3R ol 7

4 Hft@RmYXnzeFAFERRE
PR IERE A

AEY WS R B L R Ak
AAREHY , LA A e iR ARG A K
PEREYI P T B T R R ) R mT 5] & A A%
fo 8 % 80 L-J) R AT B AR R OR ik
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