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Resistance of the pink bollworm Pectinophora gossypiella to Cryl Ac mediated by
amino acid point mutation of cadherin
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Abstract: To clarify the resistance mechanism of a laboratory-selected pink bollworm (Pectinophora
gossypiella) strain AQ-R to Bt toxin CrylAc, the susceptibility of AQ-R to CrylAc and Cry2Ab was de-
tected by bioassay; the dominance-recessiveness and mutation sites of resistant alleles were analyzed by
genetic crossing and gene cloning, and subcellular localization of mutant proteins were analyzed using
cytological test. The results showed that the CrylAc resistance of AQ-R strain was 181.67-fold, but
there was no cross resistance to Cry2Ab. A novel recessive resistance allele on the cadherin locus was
characterized, which encoded a mutant cadherin protein with seventeen amino acid substitutions in cad-
herin repeats region, proprotein region and membrane-proximal region. Hi5 cells expressing wild-type
PgCadl-s gene were susceptible to CrylAc, and the produced cadherin protein was localized in the cell
membrane; Hi5 cells expressing PgCadl-r gene were not susceptible to CrylAc, and the produced cad-
herin protein was localized in endoplasmic reticulum. These results indicated that the amino acid point

mutation of cadherin might lead to mislocation, resulting in the resistance of AQ-R strain to CrylAc.
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T 4 5 BT 18 (Bacillus thuringiensis , Bt) BE
724 Cry Fl Cyt PRRZE AR HURA S 1, Cry SR &
R A B P o B A — PRI PR AU S A
Bz T 3 P AE ) F b (Pardo-Lopez et al.,
2013) . HILIEE HAYH: Bt AU C 1t FE
B AR, ok | RAFRY 25T Ao FIAE SR AR
(Wan et al. ,2017;Zhang et al.,2018;Li et al.,2020),
SR, #EFR T HO BEAEP Ak Hh p e, fdi A5 ok 22
g Ao HATE 2R 52 2 R0 dU7e H A6 Bt A
Yyye e 7 i, ™ U B Bt AR ) 0 45 22 )0 H
(Tabashnik & Carriére,2017) . 4N, 76 2224 W
W 21 55 4 53 %2k Spodoptera frugiperda H [8) F R XS
% Cry I F B KM H M 1 000 4%, 76 78 Kk %
Cry1Ab Cry1F KX} 5 Ml 53 7 gk £ 2 22 Bl (=
5, 2019) 5 16 56 [ 52 Y AR 28 1L Heliothis zea X} %
CrylAb.CrylA.105 £ K Fl%% CrylAc. Cry2Ab #if £
7= i T HiE (Tabashnik & Carriére, 2017) 5 £EE[ i
21 ¥ W Pectinophora gossypiella %} ¥ CrylAc,
CrylAct2Ab i 4€ 1y~ 24£ T $T ¥ (Fabrick et al.,
2015; Tabashnik & Carriére,2019) , X 26854 Bt/E4)
FOFFEE I A ok T IR PR

Tl oo 1) 2 R DR VD AT e B PR et A
16, I8 BUIEEAR Cryldce 3B, — Ryt 3=
TEF X LTS ORI S B Helicoverpa armigera (5 =
HESE,2015) o T3 ] BRI | EJJEE S5 b R 1) 5%
BEAARAE I Ry —ACHT AR, B & BN Cryldcet
Cry24b, EZET X AR L ZL88 RN 21 1k Helio-
this virescens 25 ¥ 1 % Mt (Tabashnik & Carriére,
2019). CrylAc 1 Cry2Ab HA A [FBYVEFHHLE , %
— SERIBR T AR B JURN LT 4% th 2 B S IMACR
PRI 7P 2 Y 58 ML 9 52 5 (Wed et al.,2019) o
UTAER , X SR BE PRt HOA A7 vo R0CHS Tl A P 65
H 3 dep [al g, i 7™ 8 AT s ) (Xiao &
Wu,2019) .

RERFTLLAL T Cry 1 Ac BTN , A BT LA
NI Y2048 HL AQ-R Bt i R W BFSERT 4, Fl
P2 N AR R 12 B AL 2458 B I pe R R 2 i~k
5y, K% i 2 X CrylAc., Cry2Ab HYSEUEAE | 4347
PUPEBE DA A J B AN 9738 7 i B SR8 48 1 ) S 4
SENL, BT AQ-RHTYE M Z X5 Bt BYHTHEHLE , KA
B 7 it — 25 RAG DGR O BEVEYHivE Y 43 1AL
il , LA A i 5 5 BB B A PR i S A e AR I

1 MREFHE
1.1 w8

AR R L 2T 4% it QU-S BURR S B R E LA T
TETTAR D, 782 9 PN T ARk 5 ki 10 45, 301 )
KA AR Ao 2 ) 5 Bt & 1 AQRALIEM R T
2013 43R H AL BUE Z IR I, 7EE N4 CrylAc
A WU R I A 3175 s AQAT BLk il & T 2013 4F
N RYAR 2 PRI ) e R A% , JLAG RS 2 1 B R &
Az Bt As T 2B X Cry1Ac 28 B8 77 A4t
P, FER A 13r13(Wang et al.,2018) . Z14% HUfH
FEAFAE IR (28+1) °C A 14 L: 10 D AHXT i
JEL R (50£10) % , LA A (70£10) %

2550 AR SALES . i TR E bR A IR lifb iy
CrylAc Fll Cry2 Ab & B & F1 A1), At s OBk e A
VIR A RN F] . TRIzoliR5 . Cellfection IT5% Y4
71, & [ Invitrogen 2 7] ; Phusion High-Fidelity DNA
Polymerase , EcoR 1l Sac 11 ] U , $E 2R KRB}
e (DA FRZ ) s pie2-EGFP-N1 (pIE2-GFP) H.A%
FRIRERAR Ky BRIk Trichoplusia ni 51 821 9 (His 20
JL) , e R 2 AR B2 2 e B A BT AR AL
KWHF i Escherichia coli DHS o JBSZ 2S5 AR, b i
b A W+ R A BR 2N A 5 Grace” s 4 fifg 55 77 56, 36 [H
Gibco A 7] 3 FBS JI 4= ML , 3¢ [ Invigentech 23 A .
ETC811 FEPHPH44, TR AR BRI B AU A BR A
) ; LRH-300-GSI A TASU5RAE , BG83 7 BT 2
# R\ 7] s ECLIPSE TE2000-S 2] B 2% 56 B35 , H
7K Nikon 23 7] ; ZEISS LSM510 58 £ 1 15 , 1 [
Zeiss /N F o
1.2 Fik
1.2.1 AQ-R & A I MAFH 4 M

KRR A i 2145 HUgURR S R AP AR
IR AT AE I E o 68 Cryl Ac5X Cry2Ab
TR SR R 2 mg/mL AYRER, SR 5 B R
BOIAH R, TAEWREE . 1 Sele il H N TAaR) £
11 2 40~50 °C /i AAH R AR Cryl1 Ac 51 Cry2Ab &)
W, 05 ST e 5 o, PR ek U] sy
K1 em /N, 2 E 24 fLIGFE T . AQ-RHE
P it R 00 A5 D0 A 4 R O (X D) (2.5.,5.,10,
20 140 pug/mL CrylAc, 3t 6 4B ; QJ-S FUE i &
) A 0 5 TR R 43501 SR 0 (X R ) 10.03.,0.06,0.12
0.24 f110.48 ug/mL CrylAc, L6 /MbH, AQ-RHTPE
i 2 H1 QU-S FUR L 2R 1 Cry2 Ab AR Wil 58 ok B 1
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¥ iR 48%:

0(XFHE).0.05.0.1.0.2.0.4.0.8 F111.6 pg/mL, 374
A3 R4 B AR AN TR BE N T AR
24 FLEF TR, BRAL 1Sk R BB T B L, 11
HAT- %, 24k WIANEE , B3N EL,
% H1 SPSS 22.0 %214 Probit [8] )5 53145 AQ-RHi
i Z2 FAHURS S 2 % CrylAc B Cry2Ab (9 LC, {H .
95% ‘i {7 X B LA B R 3 B0 2R il e 1) A 2 B HoA
HER 22 5 FR T PT M AS B, U B L i R 1
LCs, 5 HURH R LC,, B LA
1.2.2 AQ-R &% A 454k % G AL B 2 64 2 [&M 547
LTS AQ-RATME i 2241415 QI-S U i £
HTAQAT Pk R r13r13 4238 , ME AQ-RITME: &
4t AQ-RxQJ-S . AQ-RxAQ47 432 F A4l L L
QI-S HUR T R 4 AE 12 W 1) i (10 pg/mL CrylAc)
T RAERE R IR BB SE h, h=(F R4 HAF
T e — TR 2R 4 HUAE I 230 /(L i 2R 4 A7 T
F-HUR T R Y R #) (Zhang et al.,2012) . hfH
IFE A 0 (S22 Fatk) B 1 (22 Bk o R
AQAT itk R KA S MR i i 4 T AQR 5
AQ4T 238 F AR IAETE 2, H BT AQ-R otk i R Ak
A FE DR 1) S e o
123 AQ-RZZF#HF G L H ) L& S 55 54
43 I BAT 45 L AQ-RPLYE A 2 A1 QJ-S Uk iy
R AL A 10 3k, Mg ) 7 P2 HUE RNA 5 B
cDNA S—4% . ARl AN 2T 48 LU R A5 R 2R
 PgCadl K:[H ¥ %1 (GenBank % 55 : AY198374) ,
B4 5 1k 51 ¥ PgCadl-F (5-CCGGAATTCATG-
GCGGGTGACGCCTGCATACT-3') #l PgCad1-R (5
TCCCCGCGGGGTCGCATGCGCCTGTTAGTGA-
30, G A TAY TR () BRGARAFR S
1%, FI| H Phusion High-Fidelity DNA Polymerase §/ 44
2145 W PgCadl R B FF 3 ) 12 HE T 41, PCR 77 4))
[m] i Jim 38 2 AU (EcoR 1FN Sac 11) il [w] 5 5 2H %
YUk R UK R L I PgCadl SR 5 A F)
pie2-EGFP-N1 (plE2-GFP) # ik 8k , SR J5 7 A K
FF 1 DHS o J8%3Z 5 AL, 45 A Pk 34> FHM: Se R kA T
¥ B UE . 50 uL PCR JZ Jif {45 & : 5xPhusion HF
Buffer 10 pL. Phusion DNA Polymerase 0.5 uL.
dNTP Mixture 5 pL. [ 51445 1.5 pL.cDNA 2 L,
N FE T K 2 50 uL, PCR J W &5 - 98°C T2 1
1 min; 98°CZAEME 10 5,58 °CiE k 30 s, 72 °CHEfH 4 min,
I35 ANEER s 7E 72°C T R IR 10 min, £ DNA-
MAN 6.0 # /6 AQ-R P i & 5 QJ-S U it &
PgCad1 KPR (%) FF T 15 B AE Jy 5] N B2 LR 7 4 6 A 7

FXF, 73 HT AQ-R T i Z 1235 PR 1) 748 S48
124 sty

W BRI 56 ) 2188 T R (N
PgCadl-r) 58U & (44 4 PgCadl-s) PgCad %
PR 4 Bk A3 I e 3 HiS 0. 1 2%, TR B
AT HiS A A 6 FLIG AR Y, TR % B
) 50%~70% i £ 115 75 EP 45 R 2 ng B4 Bk /AL
5100 uL/ALAY T ML 1 Grace 1% 77 FL IR 2) , [A) B 4
6 uL/fL Cellfection 11 %% 4471 5 100 pL/AL A% JC I
if Grace i FR FLIR AT, S IREHE 15 min s f AR Fokr
VWS Cellfection 11 IR 2] J5 PR & 15 min; £
28 6 FLEE IRt a5 R 3, 2 TC ML Grace B5 57
FLVEVE 3 K INATE LT Grace 15774, 800 pL/AfL,
SRIG IMA AR BORIR G, B4R IR 5] s 6 fLil & T
28°C H5 5% 3~5 h, BB AL sk WAk, & 1 v
Grace 75 UE 1 IR, B G A& 10% FBS B 1E % Grace
AU

R BURLE UL 36 h J5 2 BRfL 3537 L9700 PBS
VS TROIE B 2 K, A 81 8 W (4% 22 S H I ) , LN
A 300 pL, ZE IR EHE 15 min; 2555 & WO PBS
VRO VR 3 UK 5 Y I3 1 Hoechst Je (0% , 25 1R REG
Pe, 15 min; ZEBRYL AU, I 1] PBS W 3 1K,
FRURS min; 00 1% BV OGR4 A L B S R
FFEHE A, Rk HIS 4H M Fr ; Ar L 5 A I e g
AP B, 3548 3~5 I ALEF UEFTHARE
1.2.5 CrylAc % &k 4m e & 64 2a JoL 3 1 il 52

WX A HIS 4RI A 24 FLER IR
FR12 W ZJa , o i e d 4l okl PgCad1-s .\ PgCadl-r
55 pIE2-GFP %5 4 Ak (X} ) 5 24 h J5 L BB 3L, 4%
W8 1.2.4 5B AL AT IR G0 DLEEAIAA IR, AR
RN OO ES S b oy [ RUV 0 X 1 R A € P N S
UL B Ky 35 3 i PBS VRS TE 3 UK, BN
2.5.5.10.20.,40 pg/mL A [F) ¥ BE A B 19 Cry 1 Ac i
FEEE 115 1 h e (il R0 B 5O 1 U A R T A
S AR R A 7 8= A5 At /20 A S 20 100%
FE 3. R SPSS 22.0 &k {4 1Y Probit 1] I 23
B OK HURS BUME PgCadl F IR Y HIS 41 i X}
CrylAc 1) EC,, 18 K H: 95% B 15 X [0) A1 b % Je H:
95% {7 X [A]
1.3 I\

IR0 B4 % T SPSS 22.0 B4 #E 4T 881143 #r
AQ-R 5 AQ47 44 F ARMIAETE 2 5 AQ4T Hi k4t
H T WAETE R 2Z 8] K H Fisher’ s e i 7 4 7 W 3%
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2.1 AQ-RFEN CrylAc I EKE

H CrylAc Hl Cry2 Ab A48 HUER [ 430 %2148 bt
P i 22 AQ-R AR 2 QJ-S HEATAE W o , 45
], Cryl Ac & U8 X AQ-RPL I M R BUE
WP R 21.80 pg /mL, 1M %t QU-S #BUEK S & By AL

e AL M 0.12 pg/mL, AQ-R Fi bk i & % CrylAc A%
BB A PTEREECN 181,675 (1), Cry2Ab A%
B T AQ-RHTME: i & A1 QU-S TRk i R L ik
FE 43524 0.17 pg/mL F10.24 pug/mL, 9 & ) 95% &
FXEAES (R, UL CrylAc it & AQ-R X
Cry2 Ab 8 HUE A S BN

%1 CrylAc/Cry2Ab X AQ-RITIEM RS QJ-SHEMAR A RN EMNEL R
Table 1 Responses of the pink bollworm larvae from a resistant strain (AQ-R) and a susceptible strain (QJ-S) to Cryl Ac/Cry2Ab

Bt PFe bR LC,,(95% B IX ) BUPEROR
Bt protein Strain Slope+SE LC,,(95% CI)/(ug/mL) Resistance ratio
CrylAc QJ-S 3.62+0.44 0.12(0.10-0.13)

AQ-R 3.1040.55 21.80(18.10-25.90) 181.67
Cry2Ab QJ-S 2.05+0.20 0.17(0.14-0.20)
AQ-R 2.18+0.21 0.24(0.20-0.28) -

22 AQREEFBHEAEFENEREMESH
AQ-RHTMELIHL L AQ-R 5 QJ-S 7438 F AR A%
4y PR I2 W R B L 9 A7 16 45 ) ok 87.69% .0 10
(62), i H BEBEVES B A E N0, W AQ-R 5 &1
PR S 3 R FE 2 W i T oh 78 A et L .
TEIZW IR T, AQ-R 5 AQ47 2458 F AU AETR N

Fz2 AQ-RTNAQ47

NMRERES QJ-SEHBMAET AQ4T

84.85% (£ 2) , 1 AQAT B Mk 4l & + I 7715 % h
90.91%, M1 % & 1 W & 1 2 55 (P=0.276) ; &
AQ4AT i R HEAHTEG KGR 1 BB S B R 13, 3K
VEAH AQ-R /i R 15 A 5 11 S 1A 38 I IRl AR 17—
ARt 2

MERAZZF,RECrylAc ISR E THEEE

Table 2 Survival rates of two resistant strains (AQ-R and AQ47) and F, progenies from crosses between each resistant strain and ei-

ther the susceptible QJ-S strain or the resistant AQ47 strain at the diagnostic concentration of CrylAc

(TEN AL AR FGR RETESE
Strain Cross Sample size Survival rate/% Dominance parameter
AQ-R RxR 72 87.69 0
RxQIJ-S 72 0.00
RxAQ47 72 84.85
AQ47 RxR 72 90.91 0
RxQJ-S 72 0.00
RxAQ47 72 92.65
QJ-S - 72 0.00 -

RACEMPIPIPEM & . R represents the corresponding resistant strain.

23 AQ-RFBZE PgCadl REMSHLETE
2148 MU BURRG R ARG R 1 2R PgCad I T
[5e) S AE 41 5 205 bp, s Heghth 1 735 AN LR , W
AQ-R it & PgCadl W FF T ) AEAS BEANAR A XS T
TURR T B BRI TR B R AN A (HEAA 374
WAT TR AR S5 o5, e 46 20 T SR AR 17
A SCRAR B, A FEAQ-R i & PgCadl 4wt
E’J1735/\ REfRrh A T 1T A E IR (K1),
X S FL R AR S, E B AS R R X

CRI~CRI12, iz X 3k A & 15 A4 s 548 55, 43 51 R
L123P, T128N, Y376C., K399E, K400Q. F428I,
A453T, V4911, A578T. A660T. D739E. T810A .
L842P \V952A \D1407G, i fif & F X PRO(T25A ) il
PEEIX MPR(T15811) #5601 14> s 28 AR {5 wii, HE T
M2 XA AR R (B 1),
2.4 RikPgCadl BHAREIT Cryl Ac BIBTR S
S TR T 1R 32 14 Cry 1 Ac TG Ak 25 11 4h B G Yy
2H BRI HiS 4 AT HR 40, 25 R R W SRk 21 4%
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HURBURR 5 R A5 R B H 3L R PgCadl-s 1) 40 i X
CrylAc % IR UR , 5~10 pg/mL (1 CrylAc %5 14 7]
T BB Y A M AR AR R I R R, L A
543 200 b0 A S i BRI N (B 2~A-D) 5 3
ﬁél%"\ﬂih‘iun/?%*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ PgCadI-r ()4 i
XJ CrylAc £ F1 ) A BUE%, 28 40 pg/mL = ik J2
CrylAcH H AT 1 h, A & AN L™ A= i A2 G
(1 2~E-H) . 1£40 pg/mL ¥ CrylAc AR, 5%

SIG = PRO

25 IR ORI HiS 4RI SRR BRI K,
’@T F X Cryl Ac 85 HWN U (] 2~1-L) . i
1F GET 3 B 240 2 G 803 R A e A8 R UL IEI
H 5 2, B T 33K PeCadl-s 1Y 8% 40 i, H:
EC;, M 6.79 pg/mL, 1M 32 ik PgCadl-r (¥ 4T VE 4 i
TE $5 i We B 40 png/mL Ab R HR R UL 40 je 5= A= B
AR

§S |MAGDACILVTVLLTFATSVFGOETTSSRCYYMTDAIPREPKPDDLPDLEWTGGWTDWPLIPAEPRDDVCINGWYPQLTSTSLGTIIIHMEEEIEGDVAIA %88

= CRI1

§ KLNYDGSGTPEIVQPMVIGSFNLLSPEIRNENGAWYLYITNRQDYETPTMRRYTFDVRVPDETRAARVSLSIENIDDNDPIVRVLDACQVPELGEPRLTD %88

______________________ y o AV, |, S .

= CR2

§ CVYQVSDEDGRLSIEPMTFRLTSDREDVQIFYVEPAHITGDWFNMQITIGILSALNFESNPLHIFQITALDSWPNNHTVTVMVQVONVEHRPPRWMEIFA %88

> CR3

§  VQQFDEMTEQQFQVRAIDGDTGIGKAIHYTLETDEEEDLFFIETLPGGHDGAIFSTAMIDVDRLRRDVFRLSLVAYKYDNVSFATPTPVVIIVNDINNKK 400

e

——————————————————————— C-====————--------————-EQ

N PQPLQDEYTISIMEETPLSLNFAELFGFYDEDLIYAQFLVEIQGENPPGVEQAFYIAPTAGFQNQTFAIGTQDHRMLDYEDVPFQNIKLKVIATDRDNTN 588
e e e e e e P e e s e S R T i s S e P e S I=mmmmsmes

= CR5

§ FTGVAEVNVNLINWNDEEPIFEEDQLVVKFKETVPKDYHVGRLRAHDRDIGDSVVHSILGNANTFLRIDEETGDIYVAIDDAFDYHRQNEFNIQVRAQDT 288

§ RYTIIPQEDTPEGLVQIHFVTGQITVDENGAIDADIPPRWHLNYTVIASDKCSEENEENCPPDPVFWDTLGDNVINIVDINNKVPAADLSRENETVYIYE 888

P ESsnnonas S R i L R R o U L T P T i DTSR B Promnnanens

§ NAPDFTNVVKIYSIDEDRDEIYHTVRYQINYAVNQRLRDFFAIDLDSGQVYVENTNNELLDRDRGEDQHRIFINLIDNFYSEGDGNRNVNTTEVLVILLD % 888

= CRI11

§ TLLLTQALPEEGKEFEVTIRATDGGTEPRSYSTDSTITVLFVPTLGDPIFQDNTYSVAFFEKEVGLTERFSLPHAEDPKNKLCTDDCHDIYYRIFGGVDY {380

= CRI12

s EPFDLDPVTINVIFLKSELDRETTATHVVQVAASNSPTGGGIPLPGSLLTVTVTVREADPRPVFEQRLYTAGISTSDNINRELLTVRATHSENAQLTYTIE % 188

= MPR

§  DGSMAVDSTLEAVKDSAFHLNAQTGVLILRIQPTASMQGMFEFNVIATDPDEKTDTAEVKVYLISSQNRVSFIFLNDVETVESNRDFIAETFSVGFNMTC 1288

I Gmmm

s NIDQVLPGTNDAGVIQEAMAEVHAHFIQDNIPVSADSIEELRSDTQLLRSVQGVLNQRLLVLNDLVTGVSPDLGTAGVQITIYVLAGLSAILAFLCLILL %288

R L

= CYT

____________________________ Te——=sreteseoomasay

s ITFIVRTRALNRRLEALSMTKYGSVDSGLNRVGIAAPGTNKHAIEGSNPIWNEQIKAPDFDAISDTSDESDLIGIEDLPQFKSDYFPPEDSESAHAAFSD %788
7

s A 23 AR AU

A AQ-R BT &R EI’J PgCadl 3£H . Single underlined amino acids indicate the transmembrane re-

gion.SIG .PRO .CR .MPR . TM P & CYT 43 HIMRER(5 5 T3 B2k (1 X F5RG B (I E A IR B DX L R 3 X5 3T

R4k 2 TOUM ) 45 545 05

s TN R F RS I X, The s and r represent PgCadl gene of susceptible strain and AQ-R re-

sistant strain, respectively. SIG, PRO, CR, MPR, TM and CYT represent signal sequence, proprotein region, cadherin repeat,

membrane-proximal region, transmembrane region and cytoplasmic region, respectively. Double underlined amino acids indi-

cate the putative binding region. Single underlined amino acids indicate the transmembrane region.

E1 AQRERSHREMAGHEORERF IR

Fig. 1 Comparison of amino acid sequences of PgCadl between susceptible and AQ-R strain

2.5 PgCadl £ T%EQHHEFF B %E oL
LIRS 4G S R WY, 2 L 21 % i Rk
wi % PgCadl-s 1 Hi5 4 j , 7 4E i PgCad1-s-GFP fil

B 8 1 FBE NAE AR AR - T A% YL 2148 s v
# PgCadl-r ) Hi5 20 fifl, 7 £ 1Y PgCad1-r-GFP FﬁA
5 T AR R 1 e A e 6, AR g 6 241
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LR 1 (1 3) o 3k R BILIES btk i R PgCadl-r BN &AL TR ASREHERG & (7 2 40l

100 um

100 um 2100 pum 100 um

A~D . E~H Fl I~L: % 4% PgCad1-s. PgCad1-r F125 3% 44 pIE2-GFP (1) Hi5 4 0 2 CrylAc A3 1 h 5 19 26 Y18 i (K ik
PgCadl-s 404 Cryl1 Ac AEFHHE BE N 10 pg/mL, #3% PgCad1-r Fl55 2K pIE2-GFP 41 Y Cry 1 Ac KbBHHE B 40 ug/mL) .
Hoechst 4 (0,1 4 i A% 52 B 1iE (%, PgCad1-GFP il & I 2 4% (0 A B & AR 758 CLE F & MER Rk G, 1) &
JInEG R K. DR A TSk 48 B K4 . A-D, E-H, I-L: Hi5 cells transfected with PgCad1-s, PgCad1-r or the
empty vector pIE2-GFP are treated with CrylAc for one hour (10 pg CrylAc per mL for cells producing PgCadl-s and 40 pg
CrylAc per mL for PgCadl-r and GFP cells) and observed for swelling using fluorescence microscopy. Nuclei stained with
Hoechst are shown in blue and PgCad1-GFP fusion proteins are shown in green. Superimposed images from A-B are shown

in C, from E-F in G, and from I-J in K. Arrows in D indicate representative swollen cells.

B2 RXLOEH PgCadl B R RAMRT CrylAc E B ISR E
Fig. 2 Sensitivity of insect cells expressing PgCadl of pink bollworm to CrylAc protein

PO

20 pm 20 um 20 pm 20 pm

m———. 7 e e B || s

20 pm 20 pm 20 pm 20 pm

e [ e =g || ]

A~D E~H: 434 8 #35 PgCad1-s fil PgCad1-r A HiS 4. Hoechst % (2 i 4N A A% 5 i {5, dSRED AR A P J I 5L 41 (51
PgCad1-GFP fil & 8 (S 48 (0 ; A~C BN ENE R A D, E~G & INEME s A He CEIHE kI8 1M 1M, A-D, E-H:
Hi5 cells transfected with PgCadl-s and PgCadl-r, respectively. Nuclei stained with Hoechst are shown in blue; dsSRED-la-
beled endoplasmic reticulum is shown in red, and GFP-labeled PgCad1 fusion proteins are shown in green. Superimposed im-

ages from A—C are shown in D and from E-G in H. The arrow in C indicates the cell membrane.
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Fig. 3 Localization of PgCad1 protein from susceptible and resistant strains of the pink bollworm in insect Hi5 cells
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AU Bt AL AP TPERL T LR 2%, (H 32
B B i Bt 32 AR R 9 28 AR i e ik i AR AL S8,
B B B PR R i L UK N LA & ABC
Mem MR A 2 B o B 4 2852 /& (Pardo-Lopez et
al., 2013 ; Fabrick & Wu,2015; Wu et al.,2019) . #f
ZTA8 BT 7, E5 5 B 58 K] PgCad 1178 5 52 Xf
CrylAc £ [ 77 A itk a9 3 227 A (Morin et al.,
2003; Wang et al.,2018;2019a) . H i, B4k ML
B 1t PgCadl #7 7% 18 P AR [H] 9 A8 25 r1~r18 (Fab-
rick & Tabashnik, 2012; T 4 ¥ , 2019; Wang et al.,
2020a) ., SEUEIE PgCadl AL, 13 B4 2507 3k
(AR S A 4 S R 91 g k2 S A L AT AR B D) sl
PERTEI AL RS T, TS5 803 T8 10 A5 A 25 1 T
RoEHE MABFFE H AQ-RFiPEM: R PgCadl Y7
55 R 18 Pk S 0 SR A AH ] A 17 44
FERR AR, X I AQ-R Btk i R AT A 2 —Fb
BB PgCad 1 HIMESENISE o FE3X 17 B
B b, AT T X (T25A) 5 45 k5 8 (1 #4 IX
(K400Q,AS578T .D739E) (1) 4 A~ {3 15 S Uk Fh
T s LY =R 37 5 (Fabrick et al., 2014 ; Wang et
al., 2020b) ; A It 55 Kl 2K 11 85 &2 X (L123P ., 1128N,
Y376C. K399E., F4281, A453T. V4911, A660T,
T810A . L842P, V952A . D1407G) 5 it fIi [X. MPR
(T15811) B3X 13 MR 35 AR FHIEA 5 AQ-R T
PR B X Cryl Ac HUtE B 278 0 45

A=A B 5T K B, AQ-R BT i & A5 AL 25
FEE SR N BT b, IR o B A . e T
FIBFFE 2088 L AQ4AT (r13r13) (JL46(r15r15) il
AQ65(r16r16) i Z2 LG H IR 55 B R 1 o oF
1) P 5 4 T G T R o T A LAY B4 (Wang et
al.,2018;2019a,b) , (HFEX L 5 R o, HARAR K A 45
HER A S IR DX G . TTAHIFSE H AQ-R FTE AL R
OREY LR B ERE INY WSS S Ny b R VA P
H AR KA T DR, NS R R A E LR AN
IR 5 IR i 2 A dul e, Lo A0 DX T
XY 13 A2 O 5 T BBt 2 5 T8 F RS iff
SENL . TERRES P g B 2 G . A4
PrE Al 3 96CAD 1854 £ 11 mHaCad AH#K T #Uk
iR R T 35 A SR R e, b oG R
D172G B4 5 3 mHaCad F515 8 5 2 N BT ) 171
ANHEUERA B IA 0 IS (Kiao et al.,2017) . X Legh R
FERH AN TR AN [R) DX 3114 2 2 1 ] R 2 ) H v 1

FENE , T 2 ) Bty ARtk

LA, FE2 W R T, AQ-R BTk i & 5 AQ47
(r13r13) HiPE M R 2438 FARAEIE R 5 5 84.85%,
X 1 W] AQ-R Bt Mk i & #5741 1y B M 5 0 ik A A A
2 PR REME : — PR AT P SO S ] (5
AR R B AR R TR | o) — R ARG A
3 R L [RIAE A —F PgCad 1 BT S5 40 3
o BRI, AQ-RPTHE S R 5 QI-S U R 2428
FACTETE 0 0, 28] AQ-R ik i &2 XF CrylAc £
PR A Y kL, HERR T 5 A A
FEATRE , X 5 2Pt R AZP-R(H54H7 1
r2.r3) (Morin et al.,2003) ,AQ47 (r13r13) (Wang et
al., 2018) . AQ189 (r/4r14) (Wang et al., 2019a) .
JLA46(r15r15) (Wang et al.,2019b) F1 AQ65 (r16r16)
(Wang et al.,2020b) —3(, #4721~ PgCadl-r W2k
A FARX CrylAc B P, WAL 14
PgCadl-r 726 F AR WIXT Cryl Ac BU, ffi F2E
00 W () e S PR R 5 X R fR R B
PR A HE R I 2% B A VR IFAS RE A A I 2], T
DNA F3~H65 0 P e 1 A6 37 35 DA] 178 356 PR30 %6 T g
FO A W0 2 B ARG (Wang et al., 2020a) .
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