MASHIREYER  1999,5(2):215 ~ 228
Chin. J. Appl . Environ . Biol . 1999-04-25

[ EARCAREAY
2'} ~ 1>
R

<
SeAa s en eadS

ERAWNEERE BHIEMHRERESEX R
# K OBNE LET

(FER*EEPTRA JEE  100093)

5

A
R

8

H E Z4Hi,.CEH6HEYRIBEAT REEOER, CNHENBERIRETERA B
YUREMBERNBEEAWTEREL. EAN BBEAFARENNNCET Y RB A BEANH RBRE
Wt HESEERWDRARNHENREREESFEPMEREEEXN KW TP A  EEEXN K
AFEBREYHREEAZSITIRMER BBEARHAERRB BARREMEBRERFREUTBEERTRES,
EMNMRER#MEN . Kb, "B/ BEFNREZA ZHEN. B2, XEREXABELRFRUNTRE
B AAREMNBEARLROGRFESTH - S HTE.

RER B fEY; BeiutE; NS WE

REESEES S$433.1 Q789

PESTS RESISTANCE TO TRANSGENIC BT CROPS
AND THEIR MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES *

WEI Wei* *, QIAN Yinggian & MA Keping
(Institute of Botany, the Chinese Academy of Sciences , Beijing 100093)

Abstract Insect pests are a major cause of damage to the world”s commercially important agricultural crops.
Till now, 26 species of plants have been successfully transferred with insecticidal genes from Bacillus
thuringiensis (Bt) to control insect pests. One of the potential risks of commercially release of Bt crops is that
insect pest may well evolve resistance to Bt pesticidal proteins. The resistance mechanisms include behavioral
avoidance, physiological and biochemical mechanisms and their genetic properties. Successful management for
Bt resistance depends on the initial frequency of resistance alleles and genetic stability of resistance, as well as
other factors. Based on genetic mathematical models and experimental data, several sirategies are suggested to
delay the insect resistance to Bt toxins. Among them, the ‘high dose/refuges’ tactic is paid more attention for
managing resistance which depends on the assumption that resistance alleles are recessive. These tactics need
further assessment in the field.

Keywords Bt crops;resistance to Bt toxins;resistance mechanisms; management strategies of Bt deployment
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W, E P RE T 5= & A8 (Bacillus thuringiensis) AP R BF (BB FHE MR, NABEXEHFAHAE
Ze BEGZEFRMMEXE FH. EEBAEFNEEERBE  IHAEFANAFTELEIFR; EANAT
BRIV ;B MERKE-RAFEEERES TK, KHEFTLUEMR Bt RBAARRG;EKRBAKSH
PR WA REA, TS E B A BRI AR ED B4, 70 ERBEF 0 ERFH,AMNEHA—
F 50 Bt 7= & X By 36 M8 SR R ( Heliothis virescens ) MM FE HMR A AT, 2305, B E R Bt HI 7 L fEm
EMET , MXKRERELARLABEENNPRBER, FABREEARERERERAEAAER.
EERNITBREAMNCRAR EBBEECEEZ AP N ERTMERFROFR,#E B HAENA
HRERATINE. HE, A S ENFELRITBEAT BIBEELERN A S FTENEEAREYDE
AR BAESELEBHEHATNTS.

MAE RGN GE R, BRXY B R BEABREFAT =L THE £ HIE, EHEMTRER
RPBZERAETEHERN B A REEASETHRESY AT B EYRSREMHE K TEREE KR
HEEQ, AW BEYHERESMER ST AL. 8 AR F 49§38 4% TREY 340K R F
FEXREVHEREEERBRT AT, % B EEAMEARENSFMEDS KRl B R e BT, E
B BiEM IR AT R AR, H e R AT A TR X R ST EE F 0 B ik p g4k . 7
REEHENHNRZAHREEREVNHREELEN. BA, ATANRENH AR EEENE <A EH#
7T %58, 10 McGaughey 1 Whalon(1992)[%!  Tabashnik (1994 )1} Bergvinson % (1997)161 % % {H &, X s T #k Y
MELAEEAR . FEZ BERNEYHMAERRE M, HREYHERERM 1996 £F 1997 FHMT 3.8
B Hh R B EFEEY . 1996 4F, £ E B 38 8 000 hm® Bt 4 4 3 Xt & 8 85 %, B 4R Mansanto 4 7 1A
AREFEEN BIEELATA THHEERAEMNZRKEN, EAMNTFHREFEE S RO — D&, 5
MEESEAMEAREE L RN A ERRBE TR X — AR EEXERAN . B, AL ER
EHFUHEBRRFRN B ELAETHRUAEH AT EN RN EXTEENRR, AF RO T
RHUHEHRAI RGBT AETENRERLENE HERNWEBKE.

1 %% Bt WHREFEEYHL

HTHEYMENAR, EFRRE=ENNH AR EME RN RERTREEYHNERHENARTE
BrAR . BUARXERTERXN BiEYRIERNE X EEENRZH, EERENBHAAENE B ER
YRS .

X#HF,—BACy ZERB - HEEEENRERE, oy ERAREXNESNERE BEEBSMEMN
HEEN—BESIOE .y (BB AR Oy I(EBEANAERR) Cyl(HFE/FR)M Cylv(RA
B4 5 )13 Feitelson 4 (1992) X H TH X Cry VA Cy VI Cy VISR B MBS R B R MR A BER, Gyl
Xt 4% B 5, Koziel 45(1993)5 i T HETH Bt 6 - WEX ML R TATM 5 Bl

%5 — ) %% Bt A2 4 B 5 B K M ( Manduea Sexta ) B 56 5 M B 16] & 1997 4E R SR & , ZE KW E L B ED
BHEMELTHSOMBEREY P, FA HEEZBREY EF UUHERERE oy IAD)F ay I A(e))-5
MEEBHEH oy [A(2) BASHEREGFE oy IA(DR ey I A()MN . HERH 20 KF R B Y
RAFERLD,EFHIEHRKR, AN ERS THERER, BMNMWET R E— e H RE, ZEid
BHAGBERREBREHEINMNNE. RIANETESHIEFENE BEDLU XEMNVEGRE R, A ETE
B BtEV MBI T H R

2 FEHXEEER B AEYRIBIME
2.1 Bio-AEREEHRANE
H T E AR B WAL, R T R B B R A AL
% 3 B A S o 9 2 5 88 44 2 B (imsecticidal orystal proteins, 1CPs) JE 76 B # 4 4 F — 4 4T
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FEBEREABNAER THEERABEOBNEERL N B, A AEES EREREET W TESE
RRE,TEANERBRSIBWN, TRXEN BEEORCHEBEALNER Y EHERSFH EAMN
Ji 4R 2% B% 3% (brush border membrane vesicles, BBMV) F I a2 E L4 6, A RH , EEXEH 5HX BBMY
ZAMEEH B EMXS.

Bt EA ST ERHARESE AREN o« - BEFZBHARFEELR —IEFEE) K pHB R
A, Xl BAEEEMK TED)MESEEN AHBEFTED) A THI AR RO T HREBEN,
EMXEARATREK' BR, XNEEFEERATHEA S ARBEKARSE, SR T HIRE, BaEM
EERBAEE GEZHE,PHENEERSBHNSYHEALE, OXE pHABMSRBRKERT . FHR
EHRE RS T 48K m Ao

1 EBEEHEWER"
Table 1  List of Major Transgenic Plants with Bt Genes”

ey | BLERE B & & & L2 Bt &£H B & & B
Crops | Bt genes Target Pests Crops Bt genes Target Pesis
cry I A(a)| A2 X ik ( Manduca Sexta)[lﬂ BE= M 2oy I A(b) Ortk:mmbu.sﬂexuosellu.s[“]
. cry 1 A(b)| #H3E7% ¥% ( Spalopiera exigua) (15,18~ 19] White Clover| cry I B Porina moth ( Wiseana spp. )[41]
AR 8 & ( Heliothis ma)[15,18~19] A6 4E Peanut|cry I A(e)| B2 F KB BEUE( Elasmopalpus lignosell )[33]
Tabaceo| ™ LACe)| MMIFBIR(H. virescons) 120~ 21 #EHE | aylAle) | MG Pluells xylmtella)m]
cry 1 C(a)| 3 R ( Spaloprera exigua) (22] Bracoli
eyllA | SHEF & (Lepiinciarsa decemilineasa ) 13 BiIE
cryIA(h) +B B K i% ( Manduca Sexta) , B B (H. za), Cabbage
fmﬁo % 1 38 4. Keiferia Iycopersicellla ) %421 HEE | ovlAe) | MBB(H. o), BB Dichoplusia ni),
ay 1 A(c)| 849 B B i (Lepidoptera) [26] Oilseed rape MNP, zylostella), HFERIM(S. exigua) 3]
DaE oy I A(b)| T4 2 % i ( Phehorimaea opemulella)[zﬂ /canola
oo ™ lory T ACO)| 88 0 Manduca Sexia) EETE | oyA() | S8 B Pieris rapae) ™
cryllA | B EW & (Leptinciarsa decemilineata ) 122 ~ %] Rutabaga
#F |ory TA(D)| 3 B3 38 BF ML Leucinodes orbonalis ) 13! #8 | avIA(b) | 868 B % A (Lepidopiera) ]
Eggplant] cryITA | %558 B B 8 ( Coleopiera) %) Apple | enyTA(c)
a1 A(b)| HBZEFW (Heliothis virescens) , W44 B Heliothis zea) BRE | cylA(a) | 8850 B E s Lepidoptera )]
Cotton |~ TA(e) &89 B (Mﬂldoptem)%ﬂi[zs’n“”] Cranberry
ey A | #4359 B % H (Lepidaptera) 126] HE | oylA(e) | B4 B A (Lepidopiera) ]
ory I A(b)| E B £ K ¥ ( Diatraea grandiosella) , Grapevine
NBESE(D. saccharalis) 6] [ITE: 4 Bt* * 3 5 W48 Laspeyresia pomonella ) 1]
ﬁ:zke cry T A(b)| Bk E K 88 ( Ostrinia nubilalis ) 1>*] Hawthorn
Jcorn [ TAG)] THERE(O. mmacalis) %) B | B | BB E(Lepidopiera)V
prA | 30 B % 5 (Lepidopiera ) 126 Juneberry
ey IH | 88 B % & ( Coleoptera) %) 3! Pear Bt** FEEIR(L. poronella) ]
ery I A(b)| = AL8R ( Chilo supperessalis) , Ha eryIA(e) | /NEEER(D. saachmulis)m
75 4\ 42 ( Cnaphalocrosis medinalis ) 1% Sugarcane
KBy TAGR)| = AR Sciophaga inoarulas) BB | oplAc) | BB E B Lpidoptera) |
AR Y B HIEA Marasmia pamalis[sﬂ Strawberry
cry T Ae)| #4390 B % 5 (Lepidapiera) 126] B | eyIA(a) | TR M (Malansoma dissiria),
B |oyICla)| BRBERR(S. lorolis) , HERB(S. erigua)?0] Poplar B8 B (Lymanwia dispar) %5 ~%6]
Alfalfa | oy VIA | %588 B % 5 ( Coleoptera) (%! Witk | eylA(e) | B8 B F S (Lepidoptera) ]
_ |ery I A(b)| B T B (Awsicarsia g Jis) [39] Walnut
So’y‘hfm oy T AS)| TEBR . iveoens), BT FI(A. gormasals), BZE | oyIA | AEBR Coriomeua funiforana) )
T4 8 (H. zea) , K T8 8 Pseudoplusia includens) 1401 || White Spruce

* W8 Hofte 71 Whiteley(1989)(31%t Bt B f94r%  According to the classification of Bt genes by Hofte and Whiteley(1989)[13]
* % —Fp Bt B, ZRKHA A Bt gene whose name is unknown

2.2 EBEHXHEE B EWHORME

Pt — RN — i 3% 23R R B PRI, IR R R AR A5 S B R B . e (A R B o S R B A R
A A, B AT BARE S — R AL TR 4210 | 1983 4B, Georghiou % B 46 M T 49 8 €2 BE U ( Culers quinguefasciarus ) H i I 51
TEXNBICP MERAHAMRES R RARB, RALHRGERN LA 8 M ryig kI 1985 48,
McGaughey 7635 30 % &4 F BEATHL MR 1% , R PLEN B 28 48 ( Plodia interpuncrella ) %% 0 AR5 HL 3 46 5E 30 45,15 AR LA
J& HXF B K 100 51 Tabashnik (1994) M4 TE LB E 8 &4 T4 0 B =it g sl . g9 5 —i@%
TR, FHSRTR, B B TR 0 SO, /D3RR, 3 o 5 I UE (Anagasta Fuehniella ) , 1Y BEUE ( Cadra cautella) , 6] H 2 5E
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Y& ( Homoeosoma electellum ) , F}l FEAS R , 9\ £, 3 MR ( Choristoneura fumiferana ) ; $§38 H —— &4 Mt B ( Chrysomela scripta) ,
LER WA H——I8 KA B (Aedes aegypri ), T ¥R 60 FE B, 38R 18 SR 98 ( Drosophila melanogaster ) , 7% W8 ( Musca
domestica) XM ERIEFERR FHBELA T WRIE T Bt Wit K, R —Fh % b — /N2 o7 B 8] 3840
Xt Bt HL LS, 3 BB B b5 B3k A0, B SRR B R E A TR T T A EE (R A RE LA B B A B IR 2 R P R
BT /SRR Br BT b3 N BN SR EE DR B 3ROE T X Be AL B 15 MR SR E R R E SR
AT RIT X Bt BHiHE . T H Tabashnik 4£(1990)IA%, B T Bt B EAMAERRHKMER TR R, B B #i
PRI 4 R Br WA B R R 3R, AR R E T A B (k23R 25) i 3 UL L2 dn itk 2 19 5 AT LU
X Bt REFI LT, MAAMNRAERSBRHEE BEYTHSAEAREANNR. E BB EZERTNEL
WU B T AR XA LD B R —TIBR SR, 3 Bt AR B AR 40 B R AERSHE By Mt A H e

5 B A MFAIM, BERRNEERABY B SSHRMNEEEAT B TE R R R NSRRI, B
HEYMEFEEHNEZL B ARFEER, HMELEENEFEESN T, F 1R E 7R LI i 3 B #k & % Bt i
itk HF B Bt MR BL it — B A4, A E Bt AR F Bk R, T ELAR LR Br A HUR W A ETTAME.

3 FH X Bt GUAERIYLER XYM BTG

— ROk, P AR R DL B B FT 4 A B AR AT O = T Ry B S (BB T R ML B R
R R RHRR N Heckel(1994) A% Bt e S LM X RAEMABNER AR, BALEMUTEYS
RENYZ 8P RS AR YT RS AL — B BT A b 22 B AR O B SRR R B0, MR RS A RE 6 7 A gt
BEAL, B — R B R R AR S s R Y RE R LT B R B R B R SR
EWARE B AL OB R A S S MABERNST HF R B EPNXR SRRESYR-Y X
RADRIW , HH BT ROTEBAIFHF RN B Y E TR ILH
3.1 FH B HEHEREELNH

S AR EDHEX, B RREENHE—ETE. AR EHTANERETERBRAKRER
MG AR R R0 S BH AR MRS BBMV T RS S EREREESHREEXT-%. 5
S, BL BEREAREN T SL R EMA LR eI KR ETEXRRT B R AR GEE B3R
Stk TR, TR B 254 5 09 M P WL 8 A 283518 R A4 Heckel(1994) 7 1 th i FT BE = AL MM BN B B R
A MR B B UL B it v AR B AR AL WL T B et R T MR S B AR RO RERL I (R 2). BRL B R
RS T B RPN AR EXRERN AW, X T B EYRE, A THEAN B ERRELIBHRAT
BARE ERBFY T RAAFRERE AT EZSEZRE S MEAESR. ARME, 3 THREA MR EEH
IR, RATE K R R AR A B/ R R 2.
3.2 FH B HEMITANH

Gould(1991) & 1L i AR S BB I T HER ), MRRE E B BENKEALR RATHNERE
B BB SR — RIS . 2R 2 8 10 D HLEI BN — R AT A B X I U B AR RYSR BRI, B T LA
LR R R A BERE A BHHS . Gould 78 1988 SERE H— MRS, A R RUMENRE AR, MRERE
XX E AR B BB 45 S 3L 80% FET- R T HEMIE (LL 40 Bu A1) , M 6% BUR 7E A B b 7 A 0 Y O 6E T ME AR (B AR R E M H,
ERAT N EENHETEUAT AR, WX REMRENSFEBRCMR LI B S T H0 3 AR A E
KB b A P8 A ARG L A0 AT o B DL R T BB IR B AR A, WA DL O B BB LT AE . 7E CIMMYT B9 Bt £ 2K
L CylA(a) R ZFBEANEFH PEPRABE A TR AT oM R0, FRRTEESEZIKERZN B
R RRA, T B — AT LR A E

3.3 EH B RENEENS
POHE B =2 R R D A o R ) o By BRI R SR AN BB R Y B TS
ML R SR A B AR (R 2,08 5,6) R MBENH R EENIER . 2T R AR Eils
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A RBR—F AT ISR, A IR PR R E .

Tabashnik % (1997) B KB /N RIR A — D PUPEEE B B 772 7T DUR (U0t 0% Bt R ML, SREFEAL -5
MBI R EREIHBERAENBREERE— M BRI BEHEE A S,BA19E B X MHERHR T X
B A — X B R W B RS E LA BS AL BRI FEnt /N M i K 25 S0 B 2 R A D
HIBFL R R, B X Bt MUFiPE R fa e R e & B 10

F2 ERBHGATENEEEANH RIS
Table 2 Some potential Bt resistance mechanisms in pests and their likely properties

FR WG B EiRed:nk S RPEE IR RERE A6
Steps affected Nature of interference Protection  Cross — resistance  Recessive  Cost
1.7%54&° .
Solubilization KEMRR Fuilue M * * "
2. %iEe RELEARKE
Activation Deficient proteolysis M + + H
3.BE E B R EAR M
- . + - M
Activation Over — proteolysis
S BEWE G EHLnH
Access to target ompetitive M - - M
inhibition
Ve Ak
sBERES LRSI
Target binding hange in primary H - * M
& structure of target
BARBmORELER)
GM{ﬁ)ﬁ%% Change in target modification H - +/-Ff H
Target binding (elycosylation)
E G ” ;
. . + +
Pore formation Hindered
8. LM TR BE u R _ L
Pore function Plugged
9. L BB f ]
Loss of midgut Physiological copi L + ? ?
epithelium ogiee coping
0. ARMENET R . ) .,
Self — dosing Behavioral changes * *

HiaaMBMEEFINRE 4 LUR) M(F %)k H(E) . Relative degrees of protection conferred against the primary
selective toxin:L(Low), M(medium) or H(high). b MR EERXXIHE? +  ARXXHE, - ERXXHE. b
substantial cross — resistance to other toxins also conferred by the mechanism? + :cross — resistance; — :no cross — resistance. ¢ &
A RERE? + R - JERE,7: RFRH. Is the resistance mechanism likely to be recessive? + :recessive; — snot
recessive; 7:Unknown. d 5 F/EHUEENL S HAHN B RAM H(B) M(PE) K LK), 7:F 5 K5 . Relative fitness
cost of the resistance mechanism in the absence of tuxin:H(High) , M(Medium) or L(Low);7:Unknown. e %F Bt fE#) 3R {56 ] &8
A#EfEM. It may have no function for Bt crops. { MR BIEFWEELERAWRBMSIEREZRE, WRA—FHHE
FAbfE Sk R AE BS 4 - Recessive if due to failure of a normal glycosylation pathway; Not recessive due to prescence of a novel
glycosylation activity. g X Bt {E¥IR Y, E R FER LR L2518 0 5 . Pests avoid toxins by shifting hosts spatially
and temporally for Bt crops.

* 3k B 3CBR[46] BRI 3).  According to reference [46] with a litle modification.

5 o R R — 2% ) U 2 A I P A AR e B MD SR B S 2 R R () B 2 I R A
FRR 1072~ 1072, EREFRE—HHEEILH— MEHE' . Crow A Kimura KX MWK A A E 8, (4T
— AN R AR A R TR AR R T S A R IR 2R AR A B I 9 AR A R R SR
BL AR T ol M, E i TR Crow #1 Kimura(1970) 2 B A3t 48, EBRB SU3E A 2 AT B S AR T
W AR . Tabashnik 45 (1997) & B/DSEM F MRS A EE R K 0.12,10 5T B RIS 1251 A B B R i
VIR Pie % A 2 BAR 2R 1 £ R . Gould % (1997)i@ 3 R B 2 H 4 M BB 3 BUR B REPE 5 L0 2 WO HT B A EUR
3L, FEME F, M, A0 Bt BEAMBZEEH M52 E B HT RS AR E W R AER 1.5x 1077, 335 B 118
BOFIEE R BE 5 38 B I R 1 2 R R R 1 B8 7 (2] Tabashinik (1997) 131 BE SR T 3 MR A Btk 4
A MEFERBERE PP(P ARERSESHEERRAR) BT/ D TREMEERBE 2x Px (1- P),RRBH HE
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BOASEEHREHBERRT T 2 000 £5. X AB #E R ES MR EN R ERIEEEEMN . FIA W Cow
A Kimura(1970) ] | #2358 & 2 SR8 S50 B R RO W SR AR SR A 00 R B 2 A R B S R 3 X MR R BB T
B P 4t 2 7 e R AT BE AR R

BB E B B LA RSP R R 22, U0, BR B Bt CyllA Mt S — MU MR E A XS AT
EEER AL, ABTH TR AR - A EH— AR AN RSN EREH VT EFBHAE N B
PR BAENIH L B L SHRIEN AN ESERRE - MR EE RN TR RN T AESERRHRERN
Bt FiE WL . B I T AR 1) SR B B 6 1 R R R T AL 52) FRAT DR BE B A A RO L AR, X — R
Vit R e LM RN R EEHERIE S 3) T DL A A R 55 B R 1 PRAG , th BR R 50 P A AR M B Bk 4) B i
TS DT X AR T DR B AL X A 2 R A0 AR B AR PR AL BT 09 55) F T LI M 404 56) T4
P 5 A7 B B 5B AR (fitness cost) VISR . B THFRBAHTE 31 ZEeaf B ENANEHEES
S, BT FHEATAR TR0 8 A0 Br PL o 7 84 L i R 22095 . Heckel 25 (1997)0%0 58 13 BF 55 M 2 B0 MR Bt CryTA(c) Y
PRI, EYRE 9 AR TE MPL A ARE, REFEFRB T RN MITHEME 4 MR, 0 BR -4, 2B %F
BORTTHE & R (YHD2) X CrylAc 80% FBLHE . XM R EE R KM E L P R YHD2 257 5 H B 3RE#,BR
-4 fi B PR S A ERERAMREES A ARNIE, M BT BB AR T — Bk 2) Bk
EATREF—MEER BR HMAS S DBEREHES, BT MPL 5 B Hukk B M E 82§~ BRI HE
RS (B RH RS —2;3)BR - 4 WEHN TESLFEFRR T B WM ERREEN—£.
3.4 EH BT

HEl, AN APEELRERHTHN MEPEAFEREEFENEHRAEL SR LB EH
HESAEERSHAM L EEARN, TR SRR EEEREA T ERENNEBA G T ORAREN R
Al ROBE MR T ER AT RE R R E BT RS R, 3% H R T i 5 KU 32 4 5 . Tabashnik (1992,
1994) F BATHRAE T AT LU SR 3P0 0 H:0 R (7 06 480 188 B WAL B2 P DS 75 Sl — A3 B £ 307 157 SRS i 4%
H KR

K2=R/S (1

XE REEFEWE,S REEE K,

ML CES RSN

B 1 REE o RUBERMBEEETIERE, LCLR n REFLUMTEFR RN G EBICRE;
S=ig, (3)
XE i REFEGEE, ARSI R A BEFENFAEE P EHEL 0, RREGEME
op=[1/2(K + K) ™! 4)
KFHAER)VA K(REME)FHREFMESM o AEFEFREREPRPHE.
B (D) BU#e— T /T BL RS TE M b X e 98 F ) B SORK
R=h%S (5)

LH A LS R F B R (R a8 )X Bt iR B A AR A . 010, X B A IR 8% 9 S, Tt
BRFAI B BRI SR 7 MR PR EE TR, RUREEE T NS RELS R, BEREFRRE 4
BEMEREAFS

TE/NSRIR A, P42 ki, L Br M EREES TN T DR B sk LS ik 5 MERLUS Bk
KETRE, 12 MER LS MK T R T RS YR 8B E NG, Pk AT T R R E T SRR R4t B i ms
THERSE BHEFRAETRXAFTRER—TEMNAH, YEFE LN, MO RESHBEPFRENT
REL10 SR T, 5 R O A i ARk ) | 50 A ot % TR A IR & AR IR R BE AL R R
2@[69]_

FTAH RN S8 R TTLUAEE B EFE LS LM B, SRR X, AKX Q)M
LCL 1 LCL 4 BIAR R B Ik n RIS » BT Ly, R RAMENRR LMY R, NPT K P I T HE. R A BI%

@
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£ LCxl0 B TR A AR

4 3o Bt EWHiME B BN R

BISCE YEid, % BT B R MO0 R R AT G0 h0 , AT A R R — R B0 R S W B SR A SR i,
FEK 5% Br AEHIER Br 2% 5 O] BRI 1) .3 SR Bt AR B A TR X S A o — R AR SR A B A B
PSR RSN, — REEAT B R R AIE SR .

RHEENREEEEAE R EE(PM)ERFEN—ANE, G ERERE LM E R RS RE TR
KB T, R R RN b M A BRI T RS SRS A TR W . i SRR 4 M ERXE 1)
R {5 A — R BBE WL S B3, 1 BOPE IR R S Ak 52) MR 11K 45 3 B BE AL S 9 0 B U A 53) 3 i R BT
(refuges) B A S 52 BB 54) T 3 2 FTIL 0 T L , M0 A0 488 20 SR £ 3 A0 00U 0 1k o 07 4k B Sk TR UYL 3 3R
F N B MR EEER I EE U TILA B MR TR WEXEE B F S XENERE B
BHBRE BASFHRAREEYRERENZ F WSS RE, BIE SRS %R AT, AR AR .
4.1 BriEHROEEIE

McGaughey F1 Whalon 1§ 1) Bt R S5 HEHE, % SIS HE HHE B 2R 4 20425 5 SR 09 581 2 #e 7T L) A
EETHE. BRE B R AFAF,B Y —BREEFENBEEREELE BEYNRE DS SEFR B BXER
BRI RN FLEN T ERRENER X MERNER R T YEEENREERER
L B 5 —FhEE A, B B R REN % B4 ) BUR M R . TR R B R 30 (3.4 B4 B T AR iR,
ERNEREERFEEEENWERT AR Ra s BEXSHER T, 28N EHRELERR
L UBBAEEN AL TR B4, SASERRAREREENEY AT BEN, B A XN
. AR A E RS BRI E R R B R R R T AT A BOR A R
4.2 BEBIBMERTREE

WM RS TE RS Be AR R — AR IR R A R HE R B RS, 3 S LM
AL, O T o 7 4 5 R A0 3 6 B T B/ 20 B0 R 0 1 OO E B , 3 7 BB 5 6 5B 3 U Be AR 7~ 771
RARE ORISR T X7 i g L1679~ 10,781

BAEFTARE FRASE LW, BN E R SEWAE A RR D AR MR BT LA T — e M b
(FRBAFMARETHE) E, 0T AR T A R R AR T ) B AR 7 A o 1557 — s, 3ok 3 7 0 6 71
By B R A1 — R I P B9 . Peferoen(1997) 13 401 58 5 T 18 771 2 58 W L BE XL 7 S M B 45 A WO B A SR B8 R
EREBERNTERE BREEEHAAMEEENE R E RRAEME T RS HERRURARSAEE, 2
AR AL A R B B ER T LA R B AR Br AR AR T R R B AR — MR AT,
Sl B A R B Y S B BB 2R AR AR PR A, T ZR B )5 AR X B /R4 AU A9 BT A, A B R
VAT — AR BT R 8 0 B MR B A B MR B AT B FE R SN T, i TR BT e R R B
M, ERNEETHRSLETE ER—ENSFHSE H TH#IX 50, Alstad F1 Andow(1994) B3 T —Fi itk 2
BRI B/ R BT S MU A PR B AR A T — R BRI FORME S 51 7 9 Br oK F, R3] 6 A M3 Bt
TR B0 T R T R T IR R R R M TR R A5 R T % X B A Ak Be MG
o E AT, R FE IR E A T MAEAT h b= A kMR W5 7 89 Be AR BB o, SR O B B L R R R —
BB

RIFMTHTERRME, EXZELTHS A BEYEHTEENREFTWR/DER. AT, 196 EFER
Monsanto /2 7l HI i 76 7 35 U B AR 42 I M0 40 m #1120 e AT o3k ol e e 7 4 B 7= 2 T MR {H 2 Monmsamto /4 7
HRBEANNBRAEDRENE RS THE, BRWARERESATRY TR SR . McGaughey 15 1, 4 B A
BREKRENESN, P 0% X EABHLEEER,FENERECLSEM B EXNERMEEM.
Monsanto i Bt ¥ ) H #7 2 B R A8 2 B0 RISV 048 4148 811 Gould A ,4 % B 8 3 57 (B 20 9% 1 VB 25 1 38k 3 ) %o
FEREAREIENE R —RERRE AZ0,XFE B Br IE% SUR . AT, 40 Bxt Br A 8% i BUB i, 7 DAY



222 MRAEHRBEEY ER 5%

R H P BB/ SRR T T SR AR R Y X T B R EURIF B BB RO E AR TR B

®3 FF B EWhERAMGRINEERTER
Table 3 Minimum refuge areas for different transgenic crops to
delay the likelihood of insect resistance!!!
AL 7= BT Lz FEE ¥ BT T AR
Company Product Crop Minimum refuge areas
5% WM RN EFREERBEWRRBE, TUAEMASRA,
ERRIESHERGHE K B R HAE) R 4% K EEE
B M 7E (F R AR 93 B i)

25% of unprotected cotton(non — transgenic)as a

W

Cotton

Bollgard™
refuge using conventional insect controls if
desired or 4% of unprotected cotton(non — transgenic)
as a total refuge using no insect control whatsoever

Monsanto 1 PR R B SR 999% L Bk RO BUFE B B 5
FHBEWHEHS~0%EHRWIEFEREX

Nature Gard™ fmﬂ; High — dose strategy with levels exceeding the LCy
for European corn borer; proposing to plant
5~50% of unprotected corn(non — transgenic)
oay 0% WEFRZEEDHE(ERE, T REMR RH)
Newleaf™ Potato 20% of non — transgenic potatoes as a refuge using
conventional insect controls if desired
T B B RIEE 99% BIER KT B R B X %
- St HBEUAIE 5~ 50% E R FERE X
Novartis Maximizer™ Comn High — dose strategy with levels exceeding the LCq
for European corn borer; proposing to plant
5~50% of non — transgenic corn
X 5% MR B AR B R FK , B B o R R AR TR B
Mycogen Yield Gard™ Com 5% of non — transgenic corn as a total refuge using

no insect control whatsoever

EREFELT, EAMERLRNTE E, ERE T LI B i B i, Y Bt EXRWLALUE X5
BOARTTREAERFET . FEt, 5 TR B iR, XEEZMRR B S 1E Bt RS Bt ERBEFE.
4.3 BASIMRHEER

ERERAAEYTR T RTIHEFHN B - NEREOZRS, BTN RAEENRRER, NEQ BT E
B 6150 5 B B R )57 (CpT) 2 B . B2 2 & 0 B 150 - [(PinlD) 2 B AR B R EE 0 B HH £ E , T8
BRI RE SMNREEREES S T ENS B RE—REAEY AA RS A S WAL R B
W] R R EA R — Y, AT RE 2 5 R R & T A R AR T SR W B R 75 2 e 3 BT B B
B2 Hoeh— AN R B B LR X T

4.4 BRRFZE

BAEFEREFEEFAEEYNBERRZIBE—-IEKTFL(RT LGy, BT 9B E) EER B
BREMEXHERREMREHNE XA TEREASERSBORER BN TRENMERS, HFERSHK
BT E RN, EETOMH A A RSB K TRANEEAR R, BH B %5 R
e AR R VR BRI R R, AT ESARE 6 Ny AR B D EFRsE TR 2) kR
FHRIAED RN ;3) F B4 SUR R BT R AT IR ;4) 40 B ZE R vk 2 1B B 35 5) IR B B RIS BE AT h56) 3R
BRARSXEEREIERNAA ™ YEH B YR SHERNFER—BE, 3 BEMSRHEMHUENE
HABRE MXIHEANEENHBREETAR, FRR SRS U EMLY EWEDENE 6, HER TR T
BER EFRREMETHN.
4.5 EFAREFTE

— i, BATA ISR B, — MY EE FREEEIYEN N B E AR, S EYENIMEREFH
REART BHENEERBNENERGAERE TRENHBHLSBERERFHHOTEMER, FAFES
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M EFRS TRAeAFLE AW WRRERATAREETRAENERZT, R 208 o Milkila—6
BEWPEEEBIBE  RATRER FEABILNAERE, BRNEERREFANEYHR IR
2 HEXHTEEREELAAFRAN.
4.6 Bt BEMNBERRTE

EMEBREERDE -2 BEDRENEER PR ELS B ER HEARY  REFENPNREEE
WARGRE ,FHEEFNESHS T RE, GURSIRBE TS, FRROHBAET XA EE LGRS B
BHRIEFMARMEN, BmEN T EIMNEEEMEEEWEE, R, £ EHIS AR SN B S R2HR
% AT, A ARERL NRARERERH SR B E— AR PR ERE, B —BARFKERE, BA
FHNREE ST METARER, X R E R F USSR R AT B BRI R S R R o e

FEEN EFEENRATH#, X — R R T AR R R A A T SRR 2 2 H.
4.7 BEXHFERNHEEENITMS

B T A B b R S W b AR A , T DA BLE — A P S 0 28 SR T i e A 700 s A0 SR 7T S

Mallet F1 Porter(1992) FA S 3 2 b 42 T 30k e 7 SR B (A BB AR S B B AE YA E RN R AR B )R F
RAERB(EERAESEEERMEER —RE F)RARFERRZRBCGREFER —HA L)X TERER Bt
Ptk B9 A1) Tabashnik (1994)1771 0 ) Mallet 1 Porter(1992) 38 44t ity 8 BIS1 I 4 7 b TR A REXE T b TIRA + ¢
P S s B Rk 3 B A A R

XMERFIAMBER:DER B EENHEOE N AER2)RRGREH MBS NE, S M0 B L5
PR EBERMS ) ERMEENE L BERASERERGANBEGER LOSREFTMETLRENEZ
6] R AT H BRI 55) 3K B S B RN A ST TR R B L) B AR R H 2 R 8 22 6] S Bl = REAL Y, Rk
B RAARFTRE R R B 50 REEHLE T

B R PAR N EMER Ay A ESNER A ARESHER. TR, FAHBRPA=MERA,
A Ak B s AgAp——PUBE BT s Ag Ac—— 4 BT HY .

HERBRREEXNEHSH M TFRANKT ARXEZHBNLOAIESCH V.4 AHB 1 FIBB 2, A—
WHEDE S —REDNEBLOESCHY M BRI P RRREFZERNWEAE N C.BBEESE—MEE RN
E.BEB M RMEERECH S, B BRI by, HT AsAs AgAs A ApAp, MHISHESERSI N 1-§,,1-
(1-h)S;, A0 LR, EE - AMEE SR B LB A B WS B R AAs AgAs BT ApAp IE A BB N 1 -
Sysl= (1= hy) S, 0 LANSRAFBE AT, Ags 1 A BB A ERHIA .

Wes=1-(1-V)(S+8,)+i1-V[1+ M0-V)]}5,8, (6)
Was=1-(1-V)[(A-h)S;+(U-hy)Sy ]+ [1-[1+MU-V)I(1-hy)S,(1-h,)S, @)

A BEEER LLEMNEBRE S=1- Wy, SHBHERB H=1- (1 - W)/ S, XHERB B — MR BE

A,

Wes=1-S,Wes=1-(1-H)S, Wez=1 @®)
0 SR PR T
Wes=1-(1-C)S,Wes=1-(1-C)(1- H)S,Wgg=1 )

RIEHE R RAR RIS A Ay AR, DL E R RADER (o) AR )8
P, 1')2+ P, Ps,nWas

2 (10)
P, +2P@& 1P, 7y Was + Ps, ) Wss

EH,Pg ok T+ LR IHBSNEENIRE; P P 330 THAT SN ERABESAER
HIFE .

LHEFMNERNREN Py o, SR 0.5 0, HBFMEX Bt EWHEL D THME, (T + DU AL #
Br Bt AT AT DA LR AR SRS T BB R B AL BU i I B AR AU L BN S B EER B ik MfE
H.

P(R,T+1) =
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5 i1
5.1 HREEmHENRE

FEEH Bt BREME, EXASK/EN LT AEE YR ANREERTENER EL, F81% B YR
HRHAEMEERERELZR . BTE B ZEREDRES EMERR AR R LR F RO, B E#T
BERBARAT - LEHE, WASKFRMERENRFERRBUERA-EINFERBEEN N RER, WE
F W 47 % (L BT ) . Estruch %5 (1997) 4 X 2655 2 B AR AR 55 — R R Hui 4120

Bt A2 2 B 2% U AN B A A o B ST VR 5K B 50 ~ 500 ng/ml B AT US| T 3 5 M 400500 L T W R
MRSHIEENERE mg/ml FEEHSEP AIENAREERAEN,EENEEBEN, BENAREOSS
TR EEY F BRI BERET AR AE 5 R R

AELAACHE B EREANRAREANEEEFRUERFLR. TR AERNNEIRFHAREL KA
Bacillus B34 K B 5% B B H (vegetative insecticidal proteins, VIPs) IR K B ERH XYW BB S B A
(cholesterol oxidase, CO)EAMRFHR B R REXARRALEANE _REEREYE N FRNEADHE
L3 B Dy ik N SRR
5.2 Bt {EMRIREEIES

F RN AR MBI SR, B BB DU SR A T R EEAS . BN TR
HREMR— M KRPTREERTS . B, BREC LA T — it B B RS, /5 X 4h SRS 78 B A3 4 ok B e
A T A B MRS XN RAREASHERE A TEHE SRR AT EER2RERN, A
AT B B 15 B TR L A B T A /A i A8 ok A B0 A R S R E SR RATEAAT E N Z W /DA
WA, —EBERERFEEGARE MR G EEENERRIRESAEEE MR SH ML, THER
REB R AR IR ATE LW E t 8 &4 T RA TUMR B, 35 R SR HEES () B4 7= A o T g ) T L, S0
FEHRFMHE R EERENEENEREANR, EREREESERNE X, MHRMENTT R SR ENERE
9@[63]_

WMXQ.2BETESHILHENER MREBERA T BB =AiEmN 7HER EXLEd 574
R—AREHMEEEEYHERERGE D). AERSE09) R, ML B B AWK 55 B BKEFES
REGHE,HIE N ERS R B R AE RPN N A B, TRSEEERIAER AN EMERAE
fir B, RIOERKE A E RE LB WRER B8 B3t REY, B 000EE, FEAMa AT
BHERRE.

Bt B A R % T & itk XSS RS Bt A BB R A TN NG B EEEEFNEIER
T3l k3% B LT A SR R b B IXURS: DA Bt R E AT A R I 50 TED S TR A XU . Stewart 48 (1996) TEXE eryTAc EEFE A
H 3% 2 i 38 ( Brassica napus L. )R EE AN , MERT B BEEE 7% B EKNE S E RS #HERTL
AR, FE B ERTRESERHENZERNHEAME# AN ETEFEGHNERA, ATRE BT EEEM
REAES FE R ERERRERAAKES O EHEEREL™ A% EREIERRIHEA LTS X%
MR REES, RIS TROTRS0, EXRRFELR.

Sims F Holden(1996) & B, Bt EK Wik )5 , KRB AL F R BEH CylA(b) BE 1447 d I B8 [8] (dissipation
time, DTyo)!™) Ik BinE MR A THREMIXLRBEN R EEL. AR, B HA B ERENRAMBEAN T
BaAM—FRPGEES AR TR ER, B RABANEE YRR EE RS AR AW . 3BT RDL
EAHSRUBRIHAEFIBIZ T B EXM— 535 51— B8 ( Chrysoperla camea ) ) [ EE IS 521 2 DIRK
WERE &K, FREASIRE B EXTEZEEERMRMNERERSRER, AAETRARE B EXRNE
KIBRRE IS S0 B, R T EE R, KB HHERER.

O 3 80%, IRV HEFEEYSHBFERGHEOERRS HYERERS)
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