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NI RER K S-EBEEEFE 9
\EMEmmﬁ%ﬁ

EAF R OKF¥ER HRR Dk HAEF

(1. NP RN KA 2205, KA 030801 ;5 2. LT my FA M= 0F 55 B, A JE 0300065
3. RN IR ISR 5 TR Vol 55, SCfifl 6913)

HE: K #3028 &k Grapholita molesta 5% H Ak S- ﬁ%ﬁ%iﬁﬁ(glutathione S-transferase, GST) %
vl ok ARG AE R, R T R B T2 B0 R E vk Sk ok AL 2 04 AL N Rl ok 45 SR O B AT T ik ﬂ-:ﬁ:‘i
EWIEEF M FAK A MM E RFALETT kbxf\/\%xﬁ%ﬁuﬁ;\_%éy\*fr kARG R
Rk Rkt A2 P ) X4 GST, R ET 7, EMAFRLIAS R 1ITAMAGSTAR, it P
GmGSTSI .GmGSTD2 .GmGSTES #» GmGSTE4 3 B %ﬂz%% alb ?%%‘ﬁ% Cydia pomonella %) GST
B G R B E W AR AR IR 69.12%~89.66% . AL/ & GmGSTD2 & & G A% & = H A% % 89
e F R AR 548 % & Nilaparvata lugens B B #y 2 Bemisia tabaci X4k £ k48 % GST & L 84 /-7
TA—, kRS F RS & GmGSTD2 % & G A% % 89 ARG-66 F= H A% % 49 TYR-112 7T vA T 1%,
#8E #) 24% ;5 GmGSTE3 & & G 4% %49 LEU-45 fe HA% &89 LYS-123 7T A s A4 2 09 84, FEvk
ROk AL H G, LA R 44: N GmGSTD2 #2 GmGSTE3 A R ¢4 R ik TR % &5 T B, &% GmG-
STD2 #= GmGSTE3 #1 5L /S kAR ol dobk g X 42 GST A B

KR AR R SRRHAR S-35 A B wb Rok; o F 2t SRR L E £ PCR

Sequence analysis of the glutathione S-transferases gene of oriental fruit moth
Grapholita molesta and its correlation with imidacloprid

Pang Qinwei' Guo Ling' Zhang Xueyao’ Gao Lingling’ Ma Ruiyan' Guo Yangiong"
(1. College of Plant Protection, Shanxi Agricultural University, Taigu 030801, Shanxi Province, China; 2. Institute of

Applied Biology, Shanxi University, Taiyuan 030006, Shanxi Province, China; 3. Commonwealth Scientific
and Industrial Research Organisation (CSIRO), Agriculture and Food, Wembley 6913, WA, Australia)

Abstract: In order to understand the metabolism of imidacloprid by the glutathione S-transferase (GST)
of oriental fruit moth Grapholita molesta, key GST genes were screened with bioinformatics analysis,
phylogenetic tree construction, sequence alignment, molecular docking and expression analysis based
on the transcriptome database established by treating G. molesta with different sublethal concentrations
of imidacloprid. The results showed that 17 GSTs of G. molesta were identified, among which
GmGSTS1, GmGSTD2, GmGSTES and GmGSTE4 showed high similarity with those of Cydia po-
monella, with a similarity of 69.12%-89.66%. According to sequence alignment, the conserved amino
acids at the G-site and H-site of GmGSTD2 were identical to the GSTs related to imidacloprid metabo-
lism in Nilaparvata lugens and Bemisia tabaci. Imidacloprid could form stable hydrogen bonds with
ARG-66 at the G-site and TYR-112 at the H-site of GmGSTD2, and with LEU-45 at the G-site and
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LYS-123 at the H-site of GmGSTE3. The expression of GmGSTD2 and GmGSTE3 in G. molesta was
significantly higher than that of the control after imidacloprid treatment. It indicated that GmGSTD2 and

GmGSTE3 were the key GST genes for metabolizing imidacloprid in G. molesta.

Key words: Grapholita molesta; glutathione S-transferases; imidacloprid; molecular docking; quantita-

tive real-time PCR (qPCR)

AU INELUH Grapholita molesta J& 88 HAGHEL
S PP B R B AR E Tz a0 A, E S E A
FUEEIB, JC LABRRLRAR S el e A e, 3 il T EL R
[ 25 55t 2% (Chen et al., 2020; Sarker et al., 2021) .
AUNE L U R A REZ R s R, AE T X
VAR 3~4 4%, B ML IX 1 4 & A 4~6 1R B FERESE
2009). HAET, EPRAHERY VO B FE 2B IR
Jrk AR AL A 2GR SRR VRO HORT
A ABURE (255, 2019) , 1 HL A AL/ NVE O
e AN TR R P 25 1 (Guo et al., 2017 ; Monteiro
etal.,2020) , i ISR AR A A 2558 7 (Pang et al.,
2020; Zhang et al.,2022) . M A BRI B AR Bl 2K 2% Hy
R, BAT G | m ORI EE SR AT X A R
BN AE Z AR @ E T i 2 24010
TR B2 A i 3 b 22 A% 532 BHL T RRIBAE T (To-
mizawa & Casida,2005) . M BBk A SR el i FH Y
AR Z —  HAEARL/IVE O HL AR Ny B AR e A 2

2% W H BK S-%% 7% 1§ (glutathione S-transferase,
GST) &8 2 N Kl , TEsh W) AEY A ™
1ZA77E (Hayes et al.,2005) , /ARG 251 72 Fh 7Y B
EMEMAZ —. RAIENMRGST LIS 23K,
THORAA GST 541 GST, 4N GST rl 4k 64
)% (Delta Epsilon ,Omega , Sigma , Theta £/ Zeta ) il
— A KAPHEF 5 (Enayati et al.,2005) . GST 4 N i
5 1R B BT BR (glutathione , GSH) 45507
ROGHLAD)  FE Cu & 1Bk R 45 6
(HA ) X T HIIRe 2. GST/ER
— PR G T LA AR ) GSH 5 SR 28 Py g sl 1
U5 o ) S L B A S N (A B B SR 25
HE 441 (Hayes & Pulford, 1995) . B4 f# T2 L RESH
HLLE GST i 2 5 R 7> T (R A (Li et al., 2018) |
Wi H2 B 95 i (Enya et al., 2015) LA K S8 AR I 3805
i (Liao et al.,2016) . 72 B GST fEHL 2 M
E % T EAE H (Pavlidi et al.,2018) , HIHEHKY E Bemis-
ia tabaci 1) GST ZEXT T Bk IR | MHk HL BRI E HL IR (1) T
PP AR s A48 B Helicoverpa armigera 1) GST 7E
XTEESEMR AT T A s /N, Plutella xylostella
(1) GST FEXF B AL M AN g UG A Bk ke EH s 476
6\ Nilaparvata lugens 1) GST 7E X} it H bk %) T Pk

HAEF (Yang et al.,2020)

T HRSE GST 7EAL/INVE O HL A ik et iy
YRR ASBIF 9 38 0 7 ) 8 P i R b A 3 S A B/
0 HU G S 2R B0CHE T e GST JE A (] sl s 2o A 4

TR XN R IR TS A i — 2D e T
fE -5 ML PR IR AR S ) GST bR FE A, i BERL /N
O H AR I H bk 2 v A9 DG B GST 2R [, DU Sy ik
— I AL /N L GST S 5 i dmif it i 72 &
HAE PR SRR
1 MRt 57F%

1.1 R

AR A AU N ELO HURSE A LS4 KA ELAk
A, TP AL R A A Y A 5 AR P B i i o ik
MR (2621) °C ARXHEE 70%~80% 6 R J] 1]
15 L:9 DA AR iR 248, 4 N T4
HHCFEASAE, 2010) 4757 , JRCHUT 109 S 23K TR

B AL A : RNAiso Plus & RNA $ BURA ] |
PrimeScript RT Reagent Kit with gDNA Erascr £ [# 3
[KI 2 DNA Sz 5% 541857 &, H A< TaKaRa /A 7] ; ChamQ
Universal SYBR qPCR Master Mix , F 50 i MEBE A= 4
BHEAT BRAA w5 HoAth 550 34 5 [ 7= 3 Hr 4l . MGC-
450HP N\ T/ A, b ifg—fH R A BR 22 7] s Bio-
Drop uLite & 53 66 BT, 9 [ BioDrop 23 Al 5
7500 7 E 1t PCRAY, JE I FEER R /R BHE A A
PDB-R 4= @i , LAttt IR ATBRA 7]

1.2 ik
121 ZL RS kR GST 6 if it A A 13 8 F 547

FETACURBIZE Fi7 AL E A A [ S BOE e i v
bt Ak BRI ) A /0N £ HEU A SR 2 BBOHE P (B R R
), i1t 5 Ne Bl e o B RIS K HE R GST
W, i LB EEENERERNEO R
GST. X e 2 YA/ Ve L GST fd il NCBI ORF
finder T H. (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) 7 $& H.H
Ji% 1% 324 (open reading frame, ORF) , i i BLASTp
T H. (https://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih. gov/Blast.cgi) X} H: i/
1THXT . fdiFH ExPASy-ProtParam T H.(https://web.ex-
pasy.org/protparam/) X} GST £ T BAL P A 75087 o
{ifi F SingalP-6.0 Server T. H. (https://services. health-
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tech.dtu.dk/service.php?SignalP) Fil HAF 5 ik fi
H TMHMM 2.0 74 T H. (https://services.healthtech.
dtu.dk/service.php? TMHMM-2.0 ) Fil| &5 (4 Jiit 6 55 i
X dak ., fifi F ExPASy-PortScale T. H. (https://web.ex-

163.323 F1762.986 pg/mL ) Mt H kb B () L/ N
o B SR LB PR (R 5 B0 Hh 4 331 5 GST
() W 3 O BEE X 91 B e B8 (fragments

per kilobase per millions base pairs sequenced, FP-

pasy.org/protscale/) WU &5 (1 BT A SR B K. A KM) 5T REZH (PN ER) , B b PRI A 3 kAR
SOPMA 7£ 2§ T. H (https://npsa-prabi.ibep. fr/cgi-bin/  YJ2FH &, i1 70 H7 FL K FPKM {ER i BE AL/ N0
npsa_automat. pl? page=/NPSA/npsa_sopma. html) X HUfRigFntk Bk 8 GST.

T R T . i H SWISS-MODEL
T H (https://swissmodel.expasy.org/interactive/) #£1 1
AT =R, M GenBank H' %k 83 455
i FE HLH GST 341, 5 AR B 6 2 i B /N0
GST JP 91T R G & B 4007, 11 MEGA 7.0 #4F
ISR 22 40 % B W (Kumar et al.,2016) , 3L H
S 1 0007%, 1 DNAMAN 4 0AL NV
GST P41 5 A B A R It SR 175G 58 GST
¥4 (He et al.,2018; Yang et al.,2020) #E47 X .
1.2.2 028 & GST Sk Reakey o F ab 4875 ik
i F 76 28 AR 55 %% Swiss-Model % Z4 /N £ 0>
GST AT IR EAR . LA 53— it e bk iy 3D 53750 DA
Pubchem (https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih. gov/) X I 22
k. il pymol B 2 11 R Bk i A St
Ak, 18 AutoDockTools 1.5.7 #4454y T %t
B2 0 0B SO, 8 R vina $EAT 4> T A2, S8 ex-
haustiveness % & 4 100, HAASH03 W BRE , i
pymol VEEIFE AT 45 5 o f 5 LA BRI ik ok
[ 5 4 GST——BtGSTD7 K A i % FL /N £ 0 it
GST A7k .
1.2.3  wbkobkad 3L 20 & GST 893 5 R X 54T
A [] . B HE e BE LC,, . LC,, AT LC,, (17.638

BEH 24 h TR RU IVED L UM K LG,
LC,, F LCy, Y Atk 1 PRI 223 245 57 ) kA b 21, DA
TS Ak 3L Sk %o B, A B 24 h 5 RS b B R AL R
TR AN O (U EY ) R AGE
%, % H . =B RNAiso Plus i B 45 #E 17 45 40 FE AR
ik RNA B3I, R G 466 BE 143 0
SLRNA BY4EFE S5 PE | B A, /Ay [HA T 1.8~2.0 /Y
5. RNA #% 8 PrimeScript RT Reagent Kit with gDNA
Erascr Wi HH 455 % cDNA I VE MBI £ H |, B4~ 4b
M3 AW dE K . FH Beacon Designer 7 #X {15
THRES G (3R 1), DIAYINE L B B-actin F B-tu-
bulin kN 23 K 47 52 B 2% 5 % £ PCR (quantita-
tive real-time PCR,qPCR) . A5 A 53 A=
TAY TRECEE) B A RA RS, 20 uL gPCR
VAR 2 : 2xChamQ Universal SYBR” qPCR Master
Mix 10 pL. 10 pmol/L I Fi#51 445 0.4 uL . ddH,0
8.2 uL .cDNA #i#i 1 pL. qPCR JZ W #J¥: 95 C T
251 3 min; 95 CARYE 10 s, RIRI 5P 7EAHH R R
JET (% 1Bk 305,72 CHEA 30 s, 40 MR
SR 27 SR (] B5AE B e ki R AL
/NVEE U L GST WA TR 3K 5 (Livak & Schmittgen,
2001),

F1 KHARFTASIY
Table 1 Primers used in this study

A SIERI(5-3) RG-S
Gene Primer sequence (5'-3") Annealing Amplification
temperature/ °C product/bp

p-actin F: AAATAGGGAAAGTGAAAGTC, R: ATGTGCTGAAACGGATAAGA 60 228
P-tubulin F: AGTCGTTCCATTTTACCCTA, R: AGCAAGACAGTGGTAAGCAT 60 116
GmGSTE1 F: TTGATAGTGGCAACCTCTT, R: GGAACTTCTCAGCAAACTC 57 129
GmGSTE2  F: GATAGAGAATTGATATTGAACG, R: TCAGAATCGGTACAGATG 57 187
GmGSTE3  F: TCCGTGAAGTTGATGTGA, R: TGCCATGTAAGTCGCTAT 59 143
GmGSTE4  F: AGCACCAGCACCTATATC, R: CGATAAGTAAGCCTCCAATG 59 197
GmGSTES ~ F: GTGGAAGGAAACAAGGAAAT, R: ACAAGTAACAAGAGGCTAGT 55 164
GmGSTE6  F: TGCTATAATCCTGTACCT, R: TCGAATATGTCCTTCTTG 60 198
GmGSTE7 ~ F: CCGATGATGCCAAGATTG, R: TTCAGCCTGTCTAACCATT 59 196
GmGSTS1 F: TTATTAAGGAGACCGATGCT, R: CAGTACCGAGGAACAAGT 59 192
GmGSTS2 F: CGGAGAAGACTGGAATGA, R: CTCTGGTCGATGAGGAAG 60 198
GmGSTD!  F: AAGGCTCTTAACGTCACA, R: GTTGGCGAGGTAGGTAAT 58 165
GmGSTD2  F: TTACCGTAGCCGACATTA, R: TTTGCCCTCTCATACCAT 57 106
GmGSTD3  F: GCCATCGCTTGTTATCTC, R: GATTCCTTGATTTCCGTCTC 59 179
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1.3 HiESR

{8 H GraphPad Prism 9.0 %4 Xt it 56 B s 64 7
AEFR, SR HH SPSS 26 B A AT B 3R 7 22530,
Duncan [T il 22753047 22 57 0 B PEAG 5

2 FER55H

2.1 FENEDHGSTHEYEBREST

308 3 6T E EE bR AL FEE ) A IV B U SR A AR
AT R JLTE S 17 4~ GST JE N, MR A5 Ay 44 754w
% GmGSTEI~GmGSTE7 . GmGSTD1~GmGSTD3 .
GmGSTZI. GmGSTZ2. GmGSTOI. GmGSTSI,
GmGSTS2.GmGSTTI #1 GmGSTUI., BLASTp b %}
SER R A 24 GST R T2 TRV NS D LA
14~ GST F&[H He X 3] 1 ¥ KAk Spodoptera litto-
ralis , FoAx 147 GST FE R 34 X 21 1 3¢ S %% 18k Cyd-
ia pomonella, H T 19 #HBLEE 7E 65.07%~100.00%
2 8], H:tf GmGSTS1, GmGSTD2 ., GmGSTES il
GmGSTE4 5322 1k GST AYAH LR 73k 69.12%~
89.66%(#2). Fif 174> GST [ ) ORF K & 7£
612~903 bp Z [A] , Zafith 1) 22 B R 1~ U FE 203~300 2
(8], 2 5 1 2 15 A 6 53 B i 7 23.25~34.05 kD
Z 0], BARME IR B 25 SR R, 174> GST Ay S 55
HLSFE 7 2640 @ T P sl I s el s ANFeuE AR
T 24~52 Z 6], IR i RE#E 75 LA b, J& T3 ge e
H 5 SR K T 45 5L RS- g K M 43 B 45

7~ , Bk GmGSTES A il 55 8 K 146, HAy 16 4
GST 2 Ry 2K 3 455 BRI 25 5 s /s AT 174>
GST # B 15 5 BK 5 8 BB 45 48 100 e /R T A 17 4>
GST ¥ ARSI 517 1~ GST ) &5 LA o 12
WE K 3, i N 38.009%~54.68% , It A b Hg T AR
BT A = 4R, A28 1 B i 2 A R R A
il

W 8 A Ay LA L A5G GST 1 &
IR P AN AT HEXT, K B GST A G AV A H AV 15,34
HARSF I E LR 51 4% BN N 3 21 C s ()T , G
B PO S L TRA  2R Se AR iR L H &=
PR 22218 TN 2R 5o 2 R R R s HASE A
PRI AR EIR AR RA R 2R 1%
SR T AL R 5 il 548 S AR mUR e
WA DG GST 2R 7 5 AT LUXT, & AL/ IVE O
H GmGSTD2 i G v 5, H 7 5 AR <7 R L R 548
LR R EUAC S AU OC GST 1Y & 3 R )7 51
584 —3(; GmGSTDI1 1) G v s IR SF 2 TR 54
LB R Ry EUAC I AR DG GST 1Y 235 1R )7 571
64—, HAOL R IR SF R R UA 14 552 2R
(2253 ;304 101 GST B AR A FHALAY G A7 5 AT H
PRSP IR (HJ2 54 CEU ARy mUA e
WHRAF O GST B R FEIR 1P 51 A 58 42— 25 it Hofth 54~
LR JC 1 5 S AR ik HOMR OC GST #E4T A 2L L
XF, Ja SN FX HE T 40 HT

£2 FBUNEOH GSTEE /R BLASTp EE 3t
Table 2 Comparison of GST genes of Grapholita molesta using BLASTp

FEPAAFR TTIR B R

NCBI H RS 5% 75 1) 26 FH Best BLASTp match of NCBI

Gene name ORF length/bp 44 FR Name 2355 Accession no.

GmGSTDI1 636 GST 1 AVZ44716.1

GmGSTES 648 GST e2 ARM39003.1
GmGSTS2 615 GST AVX32553.1
GmGSTZ2 651 GST z AYMO1185.1
GmGSTUI 702 GSTu ARM39010.1
GmGSTE3 903 GST like4 AYX80662.1
GmGSTD3 660 GST u2 AYX80654.1
GmGSTE1 657 GSTel ARM39002.1
GmGSTE6 699 GST e4 AYX80652.1
GmGSTTI 687 GST t1 ARM39006.1
GmGSTZ1 660 GST z1 ARM39005.1
GmGSTE7 759 GST e5 AYX80653.1
GmGSTD?2 651 GST d3 ARM39000.1
GmGSTS1 612 GST s2 AYX80656.1
GmGSTE?2 780 GST like3 AYX80660.1
GmGSTO1 723 GST ol ARM39008.1
GmGSTE4 687 GST e3 ARM39004.1

WyFh Species E{H E value #{L1J¥ Identity/%
NI Grapholita molesta 1x107! 100.00
SERE Cydia pomonella 4x10™M° 69.77
AUNEOH G molesta 3x107™% 99.51
WA K Spodoptera littoralis — 4x107™° 65.07
SRR C. pomonella 9x107'% 94.42
SRR C. pomonella 1x107"% 86.22
SERE C. pomonella 3x107 85.07
SERF C. pomonella 2x107" 72.91
SERE C. pomonella 8x107 83.62
SRR C. pomonella 1x107 87.28
SERE C. pomonella 7x107% 100.00
SERE C. pomonella 1x10™ 68.85
SERZ C. pomonella 6x10™7” 69.12
SERE C. pomonella 3x107%¢ 89.66
SEWR IR C. pomonella 1x107% 76.53
SERE C. pomonella 2x1077 98.75
SRR C. pomonella 8x107 88.60

RO B WA RN, A 74> GST 4 Epsilon %
%, 4 34~ GST Jy Delta % , 5 24~ GST Jy Zeta %

J%, 41 14~ GST 2 Omega ZX )% , 1 21~ GST 24 Sigma
KW, H 11 GST M Theta K ji% , £ 1 1> GST J& Tk
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Iy FEF AR K EORLAK GST, I Hix 28 GST 53
[ Delta
[l Omega
[ Theta
[ Zeta
I Sigma
& Epsilon

Unclassified
Microsomal

Bootstrap

< 0.55
0.66
0.77
0.89
1.00

A A A

REIA RGNS (B 1)

2L TR N ASESE R 17 4B/ VO U GST. The red circle indicates the 17 GSTs of Grapholita molesta in this study.

1 EFGSTHFIUSEFMEFNRORSHMYFNRELZER
Fig. 1 Phylogenetic tree of Grapholita molesta and other species based on GST sequences by neighbor-joining method

2.2 FUNEDHE GST 50t BB 5 F 34425 17
DA A AR 5 A o bk 1% OG5 GST—BtG-
STD7 M hr #E , ik H ok 43+ 5 G 7 £ /% SER-9.,
ARG-66 FIH {3 5 (1 GLN-101 1] LA i f& & 1Y 20
(K2), H&5 468 M-6.0 keal/mol, A 6 MNELU/NEO
A GST 5 g d sk 9 25 &5 68/ T BtGSTD7, H:
GmGSTE7., GmGSTD1., GmGSTD3, GmGSTE3,
GmGSTD2 Fl GmGSTES 5 i, i mk (1) 2% 45 &€ 2> 51
h—-6.7.-6.3.-6.2 .-6.1,-6.0 F1-6.0 kcal/mol, 43¥
XL R W ik Bk s> F 5 GmGSTE7 & 11 G i
4. SER-48 . ASP-71 fll LEU-72, GmGSTD3 # 1 H
{57 51 ARG-115,GmGSTD1 %5 1 G v 5 /) THR-71 .

ASN-75 FITH {37 5,1 TYR-84, GmGSTE3 75 4 G {37 s,
Y LEU-45 1 H 3 55, 89 LYS-123, GmGSTD2 # H G
37 5. 19 ARG-66 F1 H v/ 5 /) TYR-112, GSTES 2 H
H {37 £ 09 ASN-111, 40T DU i feoe iy & 5t (E 2) o
AN 6 ANFLUINE L B GST S kY 25 & e KT
BtGSTD7, 4 T-=5.9~-3.7 kcal/mol Z [a] , it 1wk 73
T5 GmGSTE2 & 1 G {v 1 i) SER-24 .LEU-67 Fll H
{7 5B TYR-122 . ARG-126, GmGSTS1 5 [ H {77 15,
) ILE-159, GmGSTS2 % 1 H fi £ ) ALA-198,
GmGSTE!1 £ [1 G fi /5 ) GLU-44 1 ASN-45, ¥ 1]
DU i A2 e 1Y 208 5 11 5 GmGSTE4 & 1 fil GmG-
STE6 &5 [ JoiA T8 Wihe e i 205t
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A BtGSTD7

B GSTE7
p
/ ” —/
v
D GSTD3
i -
F GSTD2

TYR-112
300

2 FUNEO B GST & B 50 I 2 F R R
Fig. 2 Molecular docking model for the GST proteins of Grapholita molesta and imidacloprid

23 FUNAOHEGSTEREESRIESHT

qQPCR Kl 45 . i 7R , GmGSTE T FYARR e 3A
FELC, FLC A BT 25 5 X IR (P<0.05) , £ LC,,
ALHLR B AR 2 GA o AR X IR 22 AN B
H 5% 5% 20 FPKM 43 #2550 7] ; GmGSTE2 Fil
GmGSTE3 7E LC  Ab B f AR X 6k i g 3 i T X
I8 (P<0.05) ; GmGSTE4 1 GmGSTD2 B AHXT 2615 5
TELC b PR T i 35 5 T4 R (P<0.05) , 7E LC M LC,,
AL PR A T REAE 22 S N e, 55 i Sk 4 FP-
KM St S A s GmGSTES (AN ik B 7E
LC AbH N i (H 5% B0 B 24 55, H 555t
FPKM 73 M1 4% S 4 ¥ M 7] ; GmGSTES 1 GmGSTE7
AR X 2 A 7 AN [ SV B3R BV b R b A B 457
IEaE GmGSTE6 AN Fih w7 LC, A BT i
155, GmGSTE7 WA XT3k & W #E LC, Ab PN ey,
(AP 55X R T i 3 22 5, H 555 5% 4L FPKM 43
M4k B ta Ml 6] ; GmGSTS B AR 3k = 7E LC,, Fl
LC Ab BT 35 5 X IR (P<0.05 ) , HL5%% 5741 FP-

KM Z3 #1245 B ¥4 3A1 ] ; GmGSTS2 Fl GmGSTDI 1)
AHX ik i e AR R EAEHE FEE ni H pfAch B 1 S
Se LS TSRS B S X RS U0 R 2
GmGSTD3 WA ik 8 7F LC,, M LC, Ab P T 2 8
S HSXT T E 22 5, H5 5 5k 4 FPKM
rHr el R BEAHE (E3) o AR S0 it ok
R PRI AL INES U L GST 5 57 20 FPKM 43 B 45 5
R, GmGSTDI Fl GmGSTES 1335 Bt i T HiAl
FEH, HR JE GmGSTS2 . GmGSTE3 . GmGSTUI Fl
GmGSTZ1 , Hx Ik R ) Fe 18 s AR A X 11K
3 it

GSTYE ML M) = KR R 2 — , HIIGERY
SRR I B, A 2R R i i mE AR oY
fix 2 (Kameyama et al., 1998; Pavlidi et al., 2018) .
TE#E /N 52 W8 Bactrocera dorsalis ' BAGSTe2 . BdG-
STe3 . BAGSTe4 H BAGSTe9 ¥l 2 38 1148 1 T 17 475 W
Pyt R R EE/EN (Luetal.,2016) . 7EA348 dur
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HaGST-8 25 T XA LA 2511} (Labade et al.,
2018) o FEARV. KU Locusta migratoria ' LmGSTul
M LmGSTd1 25 T XS i #:AC, LmGST3 5
Z 57X SRBE R 2R ACH (Qin et al., 2013) . 48
BLASTp Xt & 8, A58 AL/ V0 L GmGSTS2
15 GmolGSTS5 (Z21il1, 2018) I AHELE k1 99.51%, i %=
U1 (2018) fF 75 25 5 B/~ Gmol GSTS AEFL/INEr U HL filh
farpE ks, A1 Gmol GSTS 3 H HA AL 1-4-
2, 4- " fif %78 (1-chloro-2, 4-dinitrobenzene, CDNB)
M A VR FE R AL AT DL f g QiR ey
5o FESEREE MR T, B4 ) CpGSTs2 Ml CpGSTd3 Xt
A= AR E AR A 45 A WA HE Y] (Hu et al.,
2020a; Wang et al.,2019) ; FLZ1 1) CpGSTd4 .CpGSTe2
M CpGSTe3 ABA 25 4 /- — A FHTRAE S (H)E R

A H 2 1 CpGSTe3 A 15 - = & U T 24 Tk 1Y g

(Hu et al.,2020b) ., AWF5E Y NI 2 GmGSTSI
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R S L B Y GST A 8 19 AH U L AH AL
69.12%~89.66% , =X L6 GST i fES S5/ VE L
HOF AR, PR, GSTIIS5R
At sk g, g an, KRRy L, T BeGSTd7
Je Sk BN T b R A B S KA ELA SE TR (He et
al., 2018) ; 7E#8 KE\H , T4t NIGSTs 1. NIGSTs2 Fl
NIGSTel JEWEHIMRI LC,, 7F 48 .72 F196 h ) i 3 T
(Yang et al.,2020) . AP0 AL/ RO HU GST £ ]
5 33 B AR 5 b LR Y GST 3[R BEAT HE X, BlE T
Epsilon ,Delta Fl Sigma =S5 A9 12 Ak HL bk
() GST i LA, Ji 2 vl o Hatb A 1 IR AR 52 o
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Fig. 3 Relative expression levels of GST genes of Grapholita molesta after treatment with
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ANFEFPZE GST B GO SRS, BUR & EA
DIfer ALY I [ 2R A AN IR] GST 19 HAV s PR ST
At EARRE T EN4 G IR ARy
(Wilce & Parker, 1994 ; Yamamoto et al.,2012) ., 7
WL R R, 12 A58 19 GST FAR St bkt bk 7%
GST ¥4 P-5F 1Y G A 5 F1 H A 5, I/ GmGSTD2
A 5 dUb A OC 1Y GST 96 4 — B R ST T
G, X AR B HAERL N AT il Ak b AT fig
A FIFERPER . HALS S G AL s AHER , AT LA A
— ™ SE AR I PR AL R AL 55T (Luo et al.,
2002) o AHFSE T RES R BoR B hE O R
GmGSTD2 ., GmGSTD1,GmGSTE2 1 GmGSTE3 K
G 7 s HAV AL P SRR AE 25 6 T B B2 P A2 A
HEAER , 1 GmGSTD3 . GmGSTES . GmGSTS1 #
GmGSTS2 (A H v 1 1Y 224 HE R 745 G it bt
HIEAEA AR, GmGSTET #1l GmGSTEL A G fif
SRR AR 25 A W R A e R R AR A E AR AR .
BN G R 174 A A R A 4 e O 7 T R R R
W RE 77 1Y B0 AR (22 K445, 2022 5 Shi et al., 2022) ;
S A REU NN E A SR TS G RE T M
AW A 6 4> GST Stk ALk 7+ 45 &g 1 R
T4 F BtGSTD7, 4% HE 45 5 68 1 M\ i 2K 19 HE P
J GmGSTE7>GmGSTD3>GmGSTD1>GmGSTE3>
GmGSTD2=GmGSTES, 4 & 1] X} 1% &6 5 K] i) i 23
TR Fr T R — 2L IR

AUNEOH GST Wi R RIB I 4 R R 78
St TP T GST 2 N [R] 0 B0 vk Y it
Ha i B 5 AR R W 3 2% 5 5 1 qPCR Kl 25
W & R GmGSTEI . GmGSTE2 . GmGSTE3 . GmG-
STE4 .GmGSTS1 1 GmGSTD2 754> GST it [FI#Ba] L)
Pl nH b 2 B SR A AT Rt S R —
AL PR g ek i B A 8 550 BRI I 3 22
5o DN D PR AT e AL /N O HOGT I ™ A
B AR RE 7, A ek i RO AL /N0 HLU EE N
B ST BE (R AR , DL S HAth R /N0 H
TR A 0 D0 5 ) A T D A K — o5 (O R 55
2019; JBi%E4F,2020)

AAHGE AN [F]E BFE e B T kb R B/ N
o MU SR LB i rh i 16 31 17 4> GST, SAR TR
FIRA 2 AL IVE O HUR RIS TR A A Y B st 2
BHEIE (Guo et al., 201 7) A L&, HA g 54~ A A B0
() GST; I Fre 280 1 HH 1 15 mt R BB %) 8 /i 32 ik
GmGSTE7 .GmGSTD3.GmGSTD1.GmGSTES . GmG-
STE2 .GmGSTE4 .GmGSTSI #1 GmGSTEI , A} 2 4>
K FE ] GmGSTD2 1 GmGSTE3 . & ZLbF 58 o
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