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EXREDNEFIE

B85 E 5 b ke o #T

7‘%}2{;’5%1,2,3’ j:% Zj_EEIJ’ i%%l@ﬁ’ ]j%:\jz}iillj’ %&\ ;.""%1,2,3
(1. MR RS =W BWFEBe, MR = 572024; 2. MR K% AR 2407, i 1 570228;
3. BEMVERE I, RS = 572024)

. PR EIZG R Ve FIREAT B U e 738 Nay, SN T #REH 5K 5 (Megalurothrips usitatus )
BTl E S E (MuNa,) R, ATF50R A PCR BEAR SRR 8 MuNa, 175 (7515 MZ043856), %5 H 2K
6 279 bp, 4ifih 2 093 aa, HAT 4 ANRIREEH L, A RITEEAEE 6 MR A B, [FVR L &3, & K#H 55
FRRE] 5 (Thrips palmi )Na, JFAAHBLEE B3k 94.88%, R BN THARILN G KR

SRHEIR): B h; AN B I S R IR A AT
FESES: S476 XHEkFRERS: A

SIREI: WS, W, sk, 2. GRS i) il SN e 2 B (3], Bl AR P4, 2022, 13(3):

249-258. DOI: 10.15886/j.cnki.rdswxb.2022.03.007

T B A TR, T AR R AR, BR PR L
X Ah, £ N 23 ~ 26 C, R KRR E . [FRT,
T P R A0 b DX AF B T B AR 3 1 700 mm, R4
K ISRAT, JEH A & ERAEY AR . R
ST E e B m R E T A Oy, BLEL (Vigna
unguiculata) FSe A U 1) —FC 3, AE i
A R4 7 4 WA A Y B SR L AR, DA 2009 —
2020 4F, 5L 5 AR w1 ARR W R, Ok ] T
2.25 Ji hm?, B R S8 J5 t, 24 I R A B
PR /100, (HKE A B1 0 R AR R Y 2 AR
i, e FE R R AEWBE AN, TR (Megalu-
rothrips usitatus) J& G RHEY) B —FPsSEKPEE L, ™
e HEL L BT, i A AR ]
i R Ty, R S H & DR, Tz A T
R BT Hi DX, FL2F AR ) 3228 RSB,
TR T AR SR A A 5 BB e, AR
i, P, B G 78 K I [E] PN R T R 2
2R g e T g, HE AR R i R S A
SRS U@V ER 7/ R B D AN WA &R 8

s HEHE: 2022-01-15

JUE O AR R, A RS I, K
A2 TR SR SRR B E R, PR
PSR FTEL 10, BEAb, 12 HUA iT LSRR FE P B
Joa, NN OT i il 42 /6% . B, HBG U588
DAbB iR E, B RUAEHE h —2KAEH TR
HUB Sl IE (Na,) 1Y) 3% iR, B b i
AP A, DI e ) 2L 2 R T AR N FH o H o 4E
K Na, FFk i [ SV B A 5, S B0eh 22 40
AR, NI SCER U H W, SEAEk, BiE
FEI (1) FH 2 4t R B3 28 i, 0 K] 2 6 0 ok e 2
RAFNMPLLGPEAR WG R, Hr=Apr 25 vEm £
BRI Z —J& Na, KABUHERAE, DI 2 7
5 Na, 455 e )7, T BCUZAM: AR SE 7 77 A BT
2y B Na, o WHEFD g WL AL, o
SEER 4 A R 25 R 3R B, B0 (R UR 25 4 3 5 A7
6 s 5 BE, Horfr, ST~ S4 Bk Sk H A& JE gt e
1M S5 A1 S6 XIWFR N P X, B IEH B o W FE
& Na, kM9,

A A HT AT R, W R A R s

&M@ HER: 2022 — 02 — 26

ESTH: WA E S AW H(ZDYF2021XDNY190); E 5 HRFFER4 T H (31960539)
F—1EE WEIE(1997-), L, R KPR 258 2019 AR - HF5EA:. E-mail: 1774953266@qq.com
BIEEE: ROH(1980-), L&, #4%, M4 S 00, WF5% )y . B dh £ 35 B 0 A= # 4 fb . E-mail: wsywsy6000@

hainanu.edu.cn
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FET i) Fof A o U 53 M 4 T 2K 2% ORI 2 287 A T 90
P, AN 2R i 1l T A5 4 S DR
TR D, ASHIE X TSI o 4k s 118 1 A [A]
(MuNa,) AT SERERF I 34T, & 160 Jm S 2
OR8] X AU R A R PP AIL A B St

1 MR5EREE

11 #iER T R#& 5T 20184F 12 H X H
T P A8 T 1 T 96 22 DX T R A T A A IX i, I
TESL G = AR 3%, I TRt AT fr 25 7] . 4]
FEN AT < W 57 R il e S U A% &8 240 mL
FEHRE B EEET Sk, VIR 2 5 em U5
JERLA 20% W B K IR 1 min, BT, A SR H
B, BT T ARA (PYX-400Q-A, | AH#H 4R}
FI R AL AT BR A w)) i o o i e i) 1) 5 Ui
FE R 26 °C, JBEHN 60 % ~ 65 %, JEEM 16 L : 8D,
1.2 PCR¥IE UG KA E A 30 ~ 40 3k, @it
Trizol 5 #2HU RNA, 31 FH 1 % M S Bl 017 B
HLUK o WS AT SO 5%, 75122 B Prime ScriptTM
1st Strand cDNA Synthesis Kit( < ¥ 25 & YR A
RS E], ) B, RS NCBI FUEH] & (Frank-
liniella occidentalis) (XM_026422864.1) FIEZ A ti]
5 ( Thrips palmi) (XM_034385472.1) Na, J¥ 5], i
A Primer 5 ¥ {F X} MuNa, #1738 F 51 91 1% 11,
1E 11 51 %} : ATGCCGAGTGTCCGGGAGTCG,
R 15 1414: TCAGACATCCGCAAGGGCCGGAG.
DL iR cDNA Sk, #47 PCR ™3, S ik 5
WF:cDNA 1 uL. dNTP Mix 1 pL. F FiE514%&
2 uL. ddH,0 18 uL, 2xPhanta Max Buffer (Mg*'plus)
25 pL. Phanta Max Super-Fidelity DNA Ploymerase

1 uL, PCR W Z5F U1 F: 95 °C HiZE ¥ 3 min;
95 °C. 155,56 °C 15 s, 72 °C #LAH 6.5 min, 3£ 35 4>
TaFR; 72 °C V5 ZEfH 8 min,

1.3 PCRAE#EIW K FEHEEE 1 H Cycle-Pure
Kit(OMEGA, America) ¥ _[-i& PCR P=¥)i#174li{k
a1z, i NanoDrop 2000 43366 B+ (PR K H /R
B (b ED AR A, i, A ED X R =t
e E, I8 T-20 C & M. 439 Hind1l-
HF 1 X ma I % PGH 19 #E47 XUEGYI, 520 i []
2 h, IR 37 °C, K alifk 155 ) A1 PGH 19 %%
$E, R AE M 37 °C L 45 min, BUH S 7EVK ¥
15 min, B LB W AR AZ S A stbl 2
R bR, J7 SR stbl 2 B A 4 (kB s A
YR BRA R, L) B, KPR & A 22 C
PIPRIRAE Th ISR . 78 96 FLARBEAL P A 200 pL
LA B350 5L, JF PR e pe i T Hovh, % 35 180
r-min', 30 °C & 12 h, H 50 pL BRINA 5 mL
LA 538 F 30 °C. 180 rrmin' 2 YK¥EH 16 h,
{ifi F§ Plasmid mini Kit(OMEGA, America) i 7] &
HEAT ORI, IFHEA TN

1.4 FISMRFARBE 7ERES 2 MuNa,
4K, 3F _F £ &= NCBI(GenBank accession number:
MZ043856 ), ] Simple Modular Architecture Research
Tool T HARSF 25448 . [RIB, L NCBI
A E HAl S8 Fh R AT Na, &K (R 1. BES,
H Clustal Omega %f4: (https://www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/
msa/clustalo/) # 17 £ J¥ 51 L X}, 3+ F] F Mega 7
(DNASTAR, America) # 4, R H B R ABISR 14
RGERKBER, AZAEBE A 1000,

&1 HWUK I Na, NCBI 555

ELR RT3 NCBIF41%5 RT3 NCBIF41 5
Acromyrmex echinatior XP_011061306.1 Aedes aegypti ACB37024.1

CAM12801.1

Anopheles gambiae
Apis dorsata

Apis mellifera
Athalia rosae
Bactrocera dorsalis

Blattella germanica

XP_006613060.1
NP_001159377.1
XP_025602777.1
XP_029407928.1

AAC47483.1

Apis cerana

Apis florea
Apolygus lucorum
Atta cephalotes
Bactrocera oleae

Bombus impatiens

XP_016917417.1
XP_012347662.1
ALF41049.1
XP_012055204.1
XP_036228508.1

ARH02610.1
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FR1
RHEPIT NCBIF315 RHEPITSC NCBIF35

Bombus vancouverensis nearcticus

Brassicogethes aeneus
Ceratitis capitate
Copidosoma floridanum
Dinoponera quadriceps
Dufourea novaeangliae
Fopius arisanus
Halyomorpha halys
Heliothis virescens
Megachile rotundata
Monomorium pharaonis
Nasonia vitripennis
Ooceraea biroi

Papilio machaon
Pediculus humanus capitis
Pogonomyrmex barbatus
Polistes dominula
Stomoxys calcitrans
Tribolium castaneum
Varroa destructor

Wasmannia auropunctata

XP_033202238.1
AJM87404.1
XP_020717222.1
XP_023247004.1
XP_014472738.1
XP_015436344.1
XP_011306701.1
XP_024214489.1
AAC26513.1
XP _012144116.1
XP_012540554.1
NP_001128390.1
RLU19677.1
XP_014357465.1
AAP20108.1
XP_011636355.1
XP_015185094.1
XP_013100826.1
EFA11577.2
AAP13992.1

XP_011689749.1

Bombyx mori
Camponotus floridanus
Cimex lectularius
Diachasma alloeum
Drosophila melanogaster
Eufriesea Mexicana
Habropoda laboriosa
Helicoverpa zea
Liposcelis bostrychophila
Microplitis demolitor
Musca domestica
Odontomachus brunneus
Orussus abietinus
Papilio xuthus

Plutella xylostella
Polistes canadensis
Solenopsis invicta

Thrips plami
Trichogramma pretiosum
Vollenhovia emeryi

Zeugodacus cucurbitae

NP_001136084.1
XP_025269364.1
NP_001303632.1
XP_015109194.1
AAB59195.1
XP_017755817.1
XP_017797362.1
ADF80418.1
AGL91669.1
XP_014298584.1
NP_001273814.1
XP_032685128.1
XP_012272834.1
XP_013169662.1
BAF37093.2
XP_014608498.1
XP_039304541.1
XP_034241363.1
XP_014230252.1
XP_011881693.1

XP_028896326.1

2 HRS50

21 EXREEHENEHEFREEERER
FH ot sikEfS 5 MuNa,, H4 KN 6279 bp,
it 2093 aa (GenBank: MZ043856) (& 1), %A
4 ARG IR, S5k T ~IV, B[] 5 25 44 35
TH 6 NI B, 5 3 FNES 4 S5 Rl S A
“MFM” gi K Pk 2, 776 B 1 Na, (19 8t BURAE
(&l2).

4 MuNa, (2 512 7 51 5 P AR 80 5 | Frh i)
o 2% H ¥ (Apolygus lucorum) . 3% I K W
(Periplaneta americana)Na, 47 [FEM: LT, &30

HEFRE &) Na, 590 AL =38 94.88%, 5
VAL & Na, J7 51 AR UL [RIRE e 35 94.68%, il
5 32 YN KW AN 2% 5 U Na, (19 40 AL BE 43 A R
80.74% F1 80.19%, FHH TLACH I L5 L2 B U
G OCFR B, 5 HAD B B RN A A T 5k (B 3).
22 BAREDHBSTRBERZLZBENHN ik
W5 LB (I 4), MuNa,, 5 A B e —
FEMEG R H, GRS S5 5 (T.
palmi) . {R&] 5 ( Thrips tabaci) F1PY 48] 5 5 Sk —
2, WoRE] 2R R i Na, £06 #E L, B —3&
B REAEAIE A S . RZ, BRE 55 HALH
B9 B H, U0 2R IE SR (Drosophila melanogaster) | 15
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MuNa, :MSECSESVSEEERSLFRPFTRESLAAIEMRIAEQEARHRELERKRAEGEDMGRKKTKKEVRYE : 63
MuNa, : DSDEDEGPQPDATLEQGVPIPVRMHGLFPAELASTPLEDIDNFYHNQRTFVVISKGKDIFRFS : 126
MuNa, : ATDALWlLDPFNPlRRVAIY_PSSPKVE_: 189
MuNa, : _»\RGFILQPFTYLhLGNL& : 252
MuNa, : PGEKTIVGAVIESVKNL F KCIRNFPHDGSAGPLTDE : 315
MuNa, : NWFAFASNKTNWACNDEDARDCPLCGNSSGAGMCESGFTCIQGFGSNPNYGYTSFDTFGWALL : 378
MuNa, : SAFRLMTQDYWENLYQLVLRSAGPW r AMSYDELQKKAEEE : 44]
MuNa, : EAAEEEAIREAEEAAAAKETRRVNRAAAHEAKVHAAAEAAAAEIAAAEAEAAGSVAKSPSAFS @ 504
MuNa, : CQSYELFVGQEKGNIDDNNREKMSIRSDDCAESLSEHHTRAGQTKSRKLSAASLSLPGSPFNI : 567
MuNa, : RRASRSSHQFAMRNPPRAGRWGGDRKPLVLNTYLDAQEHLPYADDSNAVTPMSEENGAIVVPYV : 630
MuNa, : YYTNLGHSSRHSSYTSHASRLSYTSHGDLLGALGGMGKQPTKESRLRSRSSRASQASQTSHAT : 693
MuNa, : PVWTQQPTSLLTQPATYREYEPSSDLGEEQRSKLQDNPFIDSGQVQNIVNMKDVMALNDIIEQ : 756
MuNa, :SQGRQSRQSDQAVSVYYFQQPEEDEEDPTFKEKMLAACLKGIDIFCYWDCCWCWLKLQHYVAL : 819
MuNa, . HHDMDPEMD S ALKSGNYFFTATFCIEATEKIIANMSPKF : 882
MuNa, : YFQ GLEGVQGLS it NLLISIMGRTMGA : 945
MuNa, e KNYYDNVDKFPGGEMPRWNFINFMHSFMIVFRVLCGEWI : 1008
MuNa, : ESMWDCMLVGD T NFGSSNLSAPTADSDTNKIAEAFD : 1 (071
MuNa, : RISRFINWVKAFFMNILKMVKNKLTNQISDQAAHSNRELDLDLGADEILADGGLVFRDKKSPN : | 134
MuNa, : TQLEMAIGDGMEFTIHDLKNKLRKGKFLNNTKSIGNSITGNHQDNRYDSDFMKHRYDDDNISN : ] 197
MuNa, : HSYGSHKNRPFKDESHKGSLETLDGEEKKDASKEDLEGERGETDLEGEAEGEGEGEMDEILIIA : 1260
MuNa, : DNTEDVLVGEYPADCCPDNCYKRFPFLAGDDDAPFWQGWANLRLKTY&: 1323
MuNa, : “EDVHLQSchFRKYFTM&& : 1386
MuNa, : —AGGI%RMQGMRVVVNALVQAIPSI% : 1449
MuNa, : BIEWEIFAIMGVQUFAGKYFKCVDGNKTTLSHEIIPDRNACIAENYTWENSPMNFDHVGKAYL : [ 512
MuNa, : CLFQVATFKGWIQIMNDAIDSREINKQPIRET y DNF : 1575
MuNa, : NEQKKKAGGSLEMFMT}:DQKKYYNAMKKMGSKKPMKAIPRPKWKPQAWFEI“-SI 11638
MuNa, : _HYQQSETF%YHYF& : 1701
MuNa, :_‘VFVSPTLALAMSLP»‘\_ 1 1764
MuNa, VKDKSGLDDVYNFKTFGQSMILLFQMSTSAGWDGVLDGIINEE : | 827
MuNa, : ECVKPNNEMGlPGNCGSST-MENYSQATEDVQEGLTDDD : 1890
MuNa, : YDMYYEIWQNFDPDGTQYIRYDQLSDFLDVLEPPLQIHKPNKYKIVSMDIPICKGDLMFCVDI : [ 953
MuNa, : LDALTKDFFARKGNPIEETGELAEVQPGRPDEAGYEPVSSTLWRQREEYCARLIQHAWRKHKL : 2016
MuNa, : HRGGGVSSDEGGAAAGEDGGSGGGGGGTGGEDGDESSASGGRQTAVLVESDGFVTKNGHRYVVI : 2 079
MuNa, : HSRSPSVSSRLADV. : 2 093

1 G R B s i i SRR 7 4 K]
1 11 1 v
Outside QA O QA QO ) (A LN L0 0 [
12345@6 12345\@56 12345\®6 12345\¢6
Inside [ME
H,N* COO-

2 SORH] S T i A
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M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. Tucorum

M. usitatus

F. occident

T. palmi :

P. american
A. Tucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus -

F. occident
T. palmi

P. american :

A. lucorum

M. usitatus

A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

M. usitatus
F. occident

T. palmi
P. american
A. lucorum

320 - 340 - 360 . 380 - 400 - 420

SKKEFP KAIPRP W PQRIVFEI T EKFCMiIMLFIG NMLTMTLDHYQ

LYFVFFIIFGSFFTLNLFIGVIIDNFNEQKKKAGGSLEMFMTE D-KKY‘I[\P\HK KMG.

- 1700 ‘ 1720 - 1740 B 1760 - 1780

S EC LI K (. B! FVESE ' AL LVE HEIRT
SECLmK FALRYHYF LLEVVEVAEVGEVLELVEGAKCTIRTLLFALAMS LPA
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* 1800 * 1820 * 1840 * 1860

M. usitatus :
F. occident =

T. palmi =
P. american *
A. lucorum =

F 1 A . ) A YL FLIV
LFNICLLL k ¥ FETFGQSMILLFOMSTSAGHDG TIGItFLLSYLVISFLIVI

1900 * 1920 * 1940 * 1960 ol
M. usitatus = [S r5 L B
F. occident =
T. palmi =
P.american : [CEEEE 20 v
A. lucorum - S / i [ 2 I
ENYSQATEDVQEGLTDDDYDMYYEIWY FOPD

1980 &

2 000 * 2020 * 2040 i 2060 W 2080 *

M. usitatus : ART.ICH
F. occident :
T. palmi *
P. american *
A. lucorum *

- 2120

M. usitatus = |8 2 F
F. occident =
T. palmi = |
P. american *
A. lucorum *

2093
2046
2096
2050
2028

q rvvIn SPEw SR1abV

P 3 SR | PUAEST S | ARRE S E | S W | SN U EAIE T =R T 81 L 1A
FHT B 43 BT (0 4058 3 B KL B8 5551 NCBI JF 4150 : M. usitatus (MZ043856), F. occidentalis (XM_026422864.1), T.
palmi (XM_034385467), A. lucorum (MF627838) , P. americana (GQ132119.1),
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[l /N ( Blattella germanica) . S HWE W L4 T
KRR Ak, S22 ARG .
3 it

KEBor A5 1 458K 2 2% Na,, 2L Na,
1T 829 260 kD B o 5L FT 5 4S5 B
INTE IR AL, o W3 ELA Na,, 15, M6 B /N 3%
MIES]I Y Na, ZIKHER . AF5E#E T PCR 1Y
Tk e ] T MuNa, 21 75, & 305 HAl
L Na, 85/ 2500, A 4 A AR AR i 1 i P 2%
Fasak, BPEs AR 1, S5H 8 11, S5 RA 38 11T N2 #4 ok
IV 45, HARA G B 6 B /K 1 5 A 0
A (S1 ~ S6) . 7E MuNa, 1) P-LOOP ¥f I [Flkf %
FE 2 5 HA B AR RIAY 4 AR ST o i iR AR 3
D. E. K. AFI 1 DG E] MFM, iX 4644
R R, MuNa, B4 B A Na, F¢ A 19 &5 4544
FRIE, X IR 4E MuNa, SIFERTFE 25 & 1 Al

ARG T 51 o 25 S B, SR I 5
URESRN N A ESIDNL SR SRS e Sog
Na, [ 750 AH L B ik 80% LA I, 3X k1 MuNa,
DIt TEESH , [EE RN E, B
] T 15 FC A ] 2% B R 8 A AR AU A g, an P
A6 0] AR 6 2 (%) 0 AR AP R ik 94% L |,
FEUA A H 8] 25 R R Na, BO45H) 5 Th e 4
SFo AN, T NCBI AR BUE 289 59 Fh B R
Na, 79, W T RELBER . 5 LTI LEATES
S, A 25 R R BAR R L Na, A — &
DR ST, (R G K8 B 5 At i) o 2 B R Sy —
Z, R H A TE L B P PR sF, Bl & A
AR SRR/, TS HAh R RO B T ORI 43 32, %
e gL T —EREN .

Bt Na, 1] 38 i3 7% 5% 5 161, R 81 5 )
FI RNA g SCUL T RE A9 Z A8, RNA Za
2 mRNA 7EH; SoKOF- Ll i Bl dh AL B st
Befie, M5 | & SRR AR, §7 K T A R A 1S
B, BN Na, 250 5 Dhae i Z ek, Dani s B HaR
PRI N AN RIS AR A, FLAF ST AR i A LA B
B AR B ALY 20 B U Na, RNA i #4776
2RPIE T —Rh R IR A 22 G L AR Ny YR
LHDA % L4, 5oh—F2 U E C 4l Hrp
A % 11 RNA FigfE R mrpJe w0, ol S 80k
BT 25 A R D BE 2 A AR o e SR SR g | 7

FE] /N Mg R 2 0 P A o B, O] 5 ]k L A A
ZoPENLATR 2 BL U RNA S AR 7E 4 28U ek,
A-T RNA Zii 5 32 B2 A Fe it 5 13038 | feid
FTZ RS G A PRI SZ (AR 0 i 28 22 0k DX 7 S AR
R 2] Bl G 7 SR SR A 3 S R SR A R R B
T 1A AT, ERUR TP 23T 34 Al
i) RNA Zfi, 439102 Q52R., C189Y Fll N1260D"7,
T AE 7 ]/ N2 B 1% Na, Pl 28T 2 4>
1A~ A-1 RNA 488220, gb4h, B H Na, 47
15 U-C Jie, %2 RNA Gt b — FBCAr e o0 S5 A1
JTE v, G SR SR i A /N MR A P FOYS A7 R 1)
U-C gt ] P= A RRER L i,

UTAERe, Bl 1] FH 24 6 i 3G, B O 0L
HBE TR B P25 PE AN WG I, Na,, 5 75 188 of B 4t
B ERZ G R R RABNL
Ko B A e WL 2R A8 B A AE 1 014 037 84, %
P TEZ M B R R B, B L RAE R F, 50
XoF S A TR P R ME RRAIR T 20 10 4%, R AN T
P 2 TR 75 5 0 6 R P DA P IR Y, PR T R
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Cloning and analysis of sodium channel of

Megalurothrips usitatus

PAN Xuelian'*?, YANG Lei'?, YUAN Linlin'**, CHEN Weilong'*’, WU Shaoying'**
(1. Sanya Nanfan Research Institute, Hainan University, Sanya, Hainan 572024;
2. College of Plant Protection, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228;
3. Yazhou Bay Science and Technology Town, Yazhou, Sanya, Hainan 572024, China)

Abstract: The strong concealment and difficult control of Megalurothrips usitatus lead to the extensive use of
pyrethroids, which results in continuously increase in pesiticidal resistance of M. usitatus population in the
field. The target of pyrethroid to pest insects is the sodium channel. Therefore, it is of great significance to
explore the characteristics of M. wusitatus sodium channel (MuNa,) and analyze its resistance molecular
mechanism. MuNa, (Accession number: MZ043856) was cloned by PCR with a full-length of 6 279 bp, which
encodes 2093aa. MuNa, is embedded with four homologous domains containing six transmembrane fragments.
Homologous comparison showed that the similarity of sodium channel between M. usitatus and Thrips palmi

was 94.88%, indicating their close relationship.
Keywords: Megalurothrips usitatus; sodium channel; gene cloning; sequence analysis
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