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Induction of salicylic acid and jasmonic acid in cucumber leaves after

infestation by Liriomyza huidobrensis ( Diptera. Agromizidae) larvae
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Abstract: [ Aim] In order to investigate the mechanism of interactions between Liriomyza huidobrensis
(Blanchard) and its host plants and build an indispensable foundation for controlling the fly by use of
inducible defenses. [ Methods] High-performance liquid chromatography ( HPLC) and ultra-performance
liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry ( UPLC-MS) were used to determine the effects of infestation of
larval L. huidobrensis on induction of jasmonic acid (JA) and salicylic acid (SA), respectively, in
cucumber leaves. [ Results] The results showed that JA contents in the damaged leaves were significantly
higher than those in intact controls only 1 d after the larval continuous infestation, and the increase
magnitudes in the light-damage treatment and the severe-damage treatment reached the maximum at 3 -5
d after larval infestation, increasing 2. 01 and 1. 62 times as compared with the intact control,
respectively. SA contents were significantly higher at 3 d after larval infestation, and the increase
magnitudes in the light-damage treatment and the severe-damage treatment reached the maximum at 9 d
after larval infestation, rising 4.66 and 1. 67 times as compared with the intact control, respectively. The
induction of JA and SA was significantly systemic in the severe-damage treatment but not in the light-
damage treatment. [ Conclusion] The results suggest that the larval infestation of L. huidobrensis can
induce the JA and SA increase in cucumber leaves.
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Y #) 4 B (Kessler and Baldwin, 2002; Howe and
Jander, 2008) , HHEIWFZEH, MY BIHE S %
T B, KFMR (jasmonic acid, JA) | /KRR
(salicylic acid, SA) Ffl1Z 4% (ethylene, ET) 25t 5 &
) VE i ( Pieterse and Dicke, 2007; Kazan and
Manners, 2008) . HH, JA G5 REAEMEY TR
B B AR R BE R B O IR A Greelman 4§
(1992) HIRIRE JA BB ESHFI6E, i1k
KRERBAL TG JA FISRFTER H E (MeJA) 7KF
WS, ERRFARPEAHEN K EERART, 5
Pi0a R B AHSC Y 3 AR R K mRNA KSR T .
HYEZEEERRRE)E, AN JA SERHE b
Ft, ETE . AR TR JA F5ESERE, BUE
AHR B R i R ak , TR B e o 3 (Kessler
and Baldwin, 2002) , A% JA ZEFEYiES B F 1
WF5E, ZHEF TR AINE JA KEATAEYIESEY
&P 5 B8 2 F ( Farmer and Ryan, 1990; Bolter and
Jongsma, 1995; Constabel and Ryan, 1998; Jung,
2004 ) AR 44L& ¥ ( Bodnaryk, 1994; van Dam et
al., 2000) R FH A AE £ R B B 52, A BORE R Y
RV Y X KRB R 28 515/ A (Schmez et
al., 2001 ; Martin et al., 2002) , B XRHEEHER BN
FXEF EEYIEN JA S EEW NP RA #
B, B, HHE R Manduca sexta ( Schittko et al.,
2000) F1 55 B 5 & B, Dendrolimus punctatus ( X 3L LT
%, 2009) gy FEAFERHFEH AN IA S &
o) o

SA Fe HAT A W) 2 i A A TR AR N i — 28
HEW G RMAXMES ST, SAFSHR
BREMEY G PURR N EEEZIER, HIE
FM AR FHIEE A REWRE, X HEEY
BIRPLRRNL PRI, B2 TR
M &% B R R (BT, 2009) . # RECHE
RERHE FEUKFENTE SA S EM EF, SA S EEWH
CECHEG 1 h B3 S T AH R AR AR AE AR (£
B4, 2007) o AEYy X F o 45 o X R i B A 2
KH SA #12, WFE)E SA SR, BuEHSnS
Y HTIER K2 3K (Reymond er al., 2000)
75h, SA BB 5 AL A (CAT) 255 1Ml % B 5
P, HHEYAEN B0, M&E LA, XEaxFR
Tl R, S T AR, R E R
FIAREMAEKER, E - XYREERE, SR
FEMEP SA 1 H,0, & & EFt, BRANH T 58
5 P8 ( Zhu-Salzman et al., 2004) , SR, &

RWGHPEE SO FE XA EIRN JA #l SA HFS5Y
[ e FR AT 5 R DL AR

I EBEWE MR Liriomyza huidobrensis ( Blanchard )
e & 2 PR 38 R UL F A W i R 1 E R
(Scheffer, 2000) , H 1993 £ ARE LI, FEE
BEVE MR TE IR E R b 5 X B s U T SR BE
WIS R, A ER A ERE KR
(BREEFIRRSR, 2002) . P SETEVE IR B £ B NS
TEW, 4RI B A 7= 3 L T B R (v %
&, 2005) , IATHBFFERI], B EBERMRL) 2R
FAFEEF EHEY T 5 A SR AR R EE
BB TR, T TR BRI A& Y& & B
MBS E BT (PN AREE, 2012, 2013) , UL, &
13— W58 T B BT W 4l R R %) 3 AR
FNRFHIR KoK GRS FIER, DA R R
TR S A FEYHEERMIE, R RER
PUMEAR I B S BERS 0 1 & A O 3 B e L BB o

1 #MR5ETE

1.1 #ilEY

R FH IR E At T b X IR 2 PN R ) 3R
mAERE 4 5 BERHENMH T, rRFET
W, BHM 1 MM, FEKKE - FEMH
B, BT, ETREPER, FKP7~8
FEME, KT EER, &,
1.2 @i hiR

A SETEVES A ) B R A SR B PR A R T AR AR 4
AR TOA F o e & NS G Ak b, 3%
MRS T A AR IR REN, HIHEFER R
TR SHXNT G KB 70% HiE A My iR & 1
B, A RIE T AN TE a8t REE =40 T Ot A
16L:8D, & 25°C, YR 70% ~80% ) . TE#L
Bk REA UG, B2 Pk, kinsr
TiE S, B0 ARARRESE, PP RE PG %k
i, BRITRIE. KBTI A BK Y
KAWL T, ARET LAZHHATE R
MM, BREDL, £,
1.3 BEHBRSIBAEANAZEEREHENMTH
HIIRF

DA 3 ZAERR T i 1 AR I (40 cm x 40
em x50 em) N, KR RERT 5 1.2 4300
ANTELREFREY ., EREZFMERZFL
HAMEMRPIERNT 5 3 F5 5 FAHAE I RS
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ZEME, RGP RMEAM R, DB IEPER i
PRI E . EREZFENEE X FELHEM R RES
3R 20 XF 1 30 X [R]— RSPk A e 5% BV i
o, BRI | RFRER, T561,3,5,7
O RaHIFRIS FhZ EREA W EINZEE,
HATHEAIER I E . A RAPEZEN A1
KZEMNFoAWERRFEN BMREZESR, &
NFRRENK 3 AEHERIER 3 ANER, AR
JRAERE 15 &L,

A SR DN o AR AR LU P AR HER] 47«

P LBV IR R (%) = BUEHE R (em® )/
M BT (em®) x 100,

B NZ FRREE S FAREI T

ft FREXS B (intact control, CK) : R BB ;

Z 55 %} BR ( systemic control ) : 4R VT 4% FE M EE &
ZENHBRIRZET A

BEZE (light damage, L) : WEMEHA/NT
AR 10% ;

2 FE (severe damage, S) : R HEHAKT
M- AR 40% o
1.4 X1 (SA) FEHIE

% Rasmussen 28 (1991) f 3B SA

AP BOH R 32 FE R E R BRI 1 ~2
B, WUERTE AR T, HERRFRIX 0.5 g BN
HL, A 3 mL 80% ¥ vk Z B B H B S L5 5,
F£4°CT 10000 g B.0> 5 min, U4 LIEWESLRIAL
HEE R IR T - 80 CH A T#—E M. #
g LM A e B TRAOKS 2R IAR B
1/10, filA 4 mL EZEEK, REMAIRBER 24
WEEH 2% (w/v) . FA2 mL ZBRZEEZEBL 3 IR, 4%
BAHAEVAE, B 10 mL E.LE S BHUEE
RAASRIKT, MBI K B R B S MR, EK
A A 6 mmol/L HCl EAWEH 1 mmol/L, %
HET 80CH KM 1 h, RH)E, FFEHLRLEE
B3 K, BHAEE IR B i B SR
B, ARA4ASKRT. 2HEINLIKBHRY
R

K FH By LC-20AT 2 0B 1% AGH T 52
PR &R 524 RF-100AXL, #IH4 A, 2 300
nm, FRPEK A, 410 nm, FHFEER 10 uL, IR
JER, W 1.0 mL/min, @E3EH Cy SA &
BHEAR X = (Cy - Cyy) x V, x 1000 x
V/(mx1000 x V), Hi. X it SA 58
(pg/g); Cy = HW P& SA & & (ng/mL);

Cupy =05 V, = WE AW P B AR T K&
F(mL) 5 V=B Fr AL 3B F vk 2 B 8 25 1 iR
(mL); V, = 7EWR T4 5 rb 20 VRO B 9 1R R
(mL); m =& E(g),
1.5 RHER(JA) EEMNE

R FIBRAE R 45 (2005 ) 14 J7 ¥ X A TR R 3] R
FrRBURAEML, %8 ik5 (2011) ) UPLC-MS ¥
HITER T
1.5.1 WNPERFRERR S 2. 50T
MR ZERBERENM A1 ~2 F, hikREARE
BT, HERRFREL 0.5 g BRM F 441, fA 10 mL
80% HIUKLBE, VKGR PRSI, FE4CTH
10 000 g B5.0» 5 min, WA FIE WG SLEPAL 3Bl % R
BRHRT -80CH HT#H—22 M. ¥ EIFWBE
FEWRAE 2 KAH, A 4 mL BEZRBK, K5 M AR
BERBLWRE N 2% (W/V), FI2 mL ZFRZFRZE
W3, +EEIFANAM, 35C ~45CHEER T,
Ffpgt— P maifbib s, SR 3 MER,

AfkEtE 46 5 mL 0. 1 mol/L ) HAc {5 f#1E
YIRS, ERERTASIH S mL BB, 5 mL 0. 1 mol/L
1) HAc TGP Coo/MEE, SRJEHHE M 734t | Sep-
Pak Cio/ME. Zifbid BFTRBRIERTRT : OF
5mL17% FEE(EHEEFIO. 1 mol/L HAc FEFHLL A
17:83) #kvt; @ S mL 40% HEE(HEEH 0.1
mol/L HAc WJARFR Ll 40: 60) W¥k; @ F 5 mL
50% HAEE( FEEFNO. 1 mol/L HAc F{EFREL N 50:
50) PEfi, YCARVEIR ; @M S mL 60% HEE (R
F10.1 mol/L HAc B LN 60:40) Pfii, Y&Vt
B o B o R @M@ H I, 40°C ¥4 =&
To X E AW P B , 75 | UPLC-MS
AT HTINRE o
1.5.2 WERFARHWE: O &% KM Waters
Acquity 7 & A AH €8 3% 4 (UPLC) . 8 3% 4.
BEH, C18 (1.7 um, 2.1 mm x 100 mm) , i 3h4H
H: A 1% PR WK, B. ZIEMO0.1% H
FRYEW o VA 0.3 mL/min, YRAHBEEE : BIGHA A
B =10% {3472 min, ZJ55J# 7454k, 8 min BFKE] A:
B =50% , X5 BB S A B A: B =95% {4
2 min, 10 min B X [FE|F] 4k A: B =10% {45 2 min,
BAVEB TR 12 min, AR : 30C, HME
WREE: 4°C, HEMEE: 10 uL, @ Ji& &/ Waters
Quattro Premier XE JFfi{i5{% (MS) , HEME: ESI™,
FAFAER: resolution mode, L : m/z (100 ~
600) , filf #& B ( collision energy): 4 eV, F#fLH JE
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(cone energy) : 10 — 30 kV, 4 LS i # ( cone gas
flow rate) : 50 L/h, Bi¥& 5 73 ( desoluation gas

flow rate ): 600 L/h, B F J8 J& B ( source
temperature ) ; 100°C
1.6 BESH

ARIAL 3 2 6] 22 5 B 2 R R 50 R Bl ANOVA
%, ZEWECK A Duncan 3, A St 47
DPS( Version 10. 15) # /4 | #47 .

2 HZREHH

2.1 FAEBEBIRAEXHINA A AKGE(SA) &
A

HR 1A, EFR—ZFEHA, BRE1MS X
Sh, AFRBERZ ELBEE SA SEBEREBE (P <
0.05), REZELMMEEZEABEES I XE
THIBBERKR, 735 FUAd RS HR 38 fin 4. 66 151 1. 67
& MER T REZENREZERGEM M, F—

ZEBRBEAIAEARFRZ FEH N SA SREERK EE
FBE(P<0.05), WEZENEKRS, £2F
1R, RERE . EEXENEEZERREN
MR SA SRR TN, HERARE(F,
=1.5440, P=0.2626 >0.05); 263 K, 4 fix&E
AbFEr SA SRME BT, BREZXEREMEEX
ERGX T SA SR ETUE, HEEZXERS
XA AP SA & B B X IR B I (P <0.05) 5
BS5 K, PrAE T SA S ERE TR 67 X, B
AALE A SA FRIOITIRETE, 4 R FLL B SA
HREER TEEE(F,,, =4.3190, P=0.0276
<0.05); %9 K, PrAZELEF SA FRAET
W2 THIHRIK o 1E58 3 F19 KI, BRI IRL)
MEREZERG S SA & B BE S TRREXE
(P<0.05), XEMIEXPINTZEMN, mERIHE
WA R E B EXRIEM A SA S REA RS
FEM.

®1 BEIEBLHAFENRERNM P SA S8 (pe/2) TR

Table 1 Changes of SA content (pug/g) in cucumber leaves after continuous feeding by Liriomyza huidobrensis larvae

b % ZE i} [A] Infestation duration (d)

Treatment 1 3

5 7 9

CK 0.11+0.01 (aA) aA

L 0.09£0.02 (aA) aA  0.24£0.10 (abA) aA
SL 0.18£0.10 (aA) aA  0.30=0.11 (abA) aA
S 0.04 £0.01 (aA) bA

ss 0.040.01 (aA) bB  0.49 £0.08 (aA) aA

0.11£0.01 (bA) aA  0.04 £0.002 (aA) bAB
0.09 +0.04 (ad) aA
0.11£0.03 (aA) aA
0.24+0.08 (abA) aAB 0.13 £0.03 (aA) abAB
0.11+0.03 (aA) bB

0.10 £0.03 (bB) aA
0.18 +0.03 (abAB) aA

0.03 £0.002 (cB) bB
0.17 £0.04 (aA) aA
0.14 £0.01 (bAB) aA 0.10 £0.03 (abcAB) aA
0.26 £0.03 (aA) aA 0.08 0.01 (bcAB) bAB
0.15£0.02 (bAB) bB  0.13 +0.03 (abAB) bB

CK; fit)E%t I Intact controly L. #2F3Z % Light damage; S: HJ¥ 32 Severe damage; SL: 13 3% 3 i) R 4 X It Systematic control of light damage;
SS: HEZH K RGEN I Systematic control of severe damage. K HBHEE N FHMHE + AUk BREES A FRFRMFER F N AR 32 4k
BRI 22 5 M, RS 15 SRR AR AR R 32 3 A B AR R 32 3 S i 22 5 B s ARVNE AR E F R R R ER B (P <0.05) Fl
W B3 (P<0.01) (X5 KB EMERIY:) o Data in the table are mean + SE. Letters inside brackets indicate significant difference among different

treatments at the same time while those outside brackets indicate significant difference among different time in the same treatment. Different lowercase and

capital letters indicate significant difference by Duncan’ s multiple range test at P =0.05 and P =0.01, respectively. T [f] The same below.

2.2 FEBLBRAEXNEINMFARAR(JA)S
A

MR 2 AAl, FER—2FEHN, 4 FARREE
32 E AL JA SR RS E = TR R
(P<0.05), TERf@REX RSN, Fl—2 FERELHE
EARZERNIA SBREBK EZREBE (P <
0.05) ; #2BE3 AL B AN T B2 52 F AL 40 5 7656 3
TEE S K EFHBEERRAK, J3- ELARRRXT 3 A0 2. 01
BRI 1.62 f. BEE X FH W E HFLE, X FSH 1

Rit, BEZENEEZELHEPIASREER
TR (P <0.01); 53 K, RERXE. BE
ZEFRGNBHNEEZFERGE BEES JA STE
HEEFA, MEEZEREXMNBHIAGEANRT
K, B4 Fh3zE kb3 JA & B fd B Xt REAT 3 fn
B8 (F, , =44.58, P <0.001) , %% E b3 h
JA HEETE MR R B B K ME, ot 3T
2.00M%; 355 X, EEZELE S JA FERHE L
Fh, BB KAE, BRI T 1. 62 £%, At 3
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FhZELES JA FEWE I TR, BEREEZE
MEEZER RGN BTSN, HAb 2 Fh 32 E 4k
e JA SR EER TEREX (P <0.001); 5
TR, BEZELHEF JA SBA TR, mHAM3
FZELES JA FREWE I LT, W R EZ
ERGX AN, HAeh3 Mz FELIED JA FRDE
F TR (P <0.001); 569 KX, BRREZER

GEXTIR JA S BT B, HAZFLLBH JA &
BRMANE, HRREZENEEZENRREX
MRAh, Hopth 2 Fhz FEAL B F JA S BB T
FEXTIR (P <0.01) o 7EZFEIIH 3 M7 KA, RE
ZEMI A JA TRBE R TRFEX (P <0.05),
7 B R SEBEVEE 4y H Ay K 1 1 30 P o I
R JA S REAREFEMEM.

R2 FEEBLHRFEMRERLM FP JA S8 (ng/g) HEML

Table 2 Changes of JA content (ng/g) in cucumber leaves after continuous feeding by Liriomyza huidobrensis larvae

b B %25} [A] Infestation duration (d)

Treatment 1 3

5 7 9

CK 6.00+1.07 (bB) aA 6.32+1.27 (cC) aA

L 11.81 +1.33 (aA) bB  18.97 +0.59 (aA) aA
SL 6.46 +0.41 (bB) cB
S 12.03 £1.79 (aA) beB  9.32 +0.52 (bBC) cB

SS 8.43 +0.43 (abAB) abA 10.18 +0.50 (bB) aA

7.66 £0.39 (cB) aA

7.09 +0.68 (cB) bA

7.24 +0.17 (cC) aA 7.12+2.01 (cB) aA

11.59 +0.85 (bB) bB  14.65 +0.58 (aA) bAB 12.47 +1.36 (abAB) bB
9.35+0.28 (bBC) aA 7.73 +0.44 (cB) beAB 8.78 £0.22 (beBC) abA  6.49 +0.51 (cB) ¢B
20.09 +2.33 (aA) aA  14.27 +1.02 (aA) bAB 14.57 £0.40 (aA) bAB

10.36 +0.48 (bB) aA  9.91 +1.33 (bcAB) aA

3 itig

— PRI A AE A o e S R X R A B AR 25 SR
F SA &2, WG SA SR, BUE T SHEMH
PEAE G L K ) #R3K (Reymond et al., 2000) , 7EXT1F
B RS BB BRI B S, B AP
A Mi-1. 2 B T B ZEAE  (Rossi et al., 1995;
Nombela et al., 2003) , Z WS Diuraphis nodulus
hEFERPEERN SA FE LA ALY S
(POD) 35 14 3% 58 ( Mohase and van der Westhuizen,
2002) , AWFREEREKH, BINTEZ B 56 BEIE
YRuIENEE, EREFESTHFH SA S &
B EF . X SR RREERY RN EIFERER
MR N R R E R B (PAL) . £ B AL
(PPO) , POD J i A AL AL (SOD ) 45 Byl B I
P BT (Ih24AESE, 2013) ZRAE—B, HHTIAN
SA TEMMRIE N AY) & — R EFERERTE, PAL
& SA Gl R B GBS, MR ERRE, PAL
WA, SA & EFA(FEBMAR, 2002),
IRGE IR, A RE I A A B A A FT
KHI SA &2,

JARMEY IR M —REZNFESYR,
AMUAT LAE S B B B 3SR & S — 2
B, BT A A LR 32 O ER AL Ak B [
Do ABWFREREY, BB BL A E

IREHFNIA S8 BT, THABEMRZFH
AN JA SRS, HAL R E Wk T 2RSS
S (Schittko et al., 2000 ; XPILLLEE, 2009) . HETIA
A B R BB IR 1 s A i B R A 43
W A PRI T RN NE S SRR
12 (Halitschke et al., 2003) . {40, E #h 57 7% ik
Spodoptera frugiperda 11 [543 W) GE R LA EH Y
ET, JA #1 SA && b, H-SBOAF FHEYRRIE X
Y 5| K& (Schmelz et al., 2006) . SR, HHY) =
IR R EFS U R R A 25 THEY W
BRPUR RN, HEGE TS MRAD . RITWIRER
B, BRDOE ML SRR E R A EHEYIAN
SA FiJA SFES YRS & B, HimisE T p S
PE(IMAESE, 2013) | IRAEALE W& B (AN,
2012) R EEHM G RIS (B 30RR) EFF, A
P UM I B SR PRV R 1 O SR AL T L B R
Bl (HJ2, HAF LI LIS R 45 5 R 36 B v
HHAEE R RMMAERKKE . fAEMEHEEATT
T — 2T
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