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YRR, 4R B BAR BT, KRR
(1R RAE =g SERTIE B, 1 =1, 572025 s 2. Mg R SvirAphasbe, emg A5, 571737 i)

W E. Z0RB0EN [Liriomyza trifolii (Burgess)] & EICE EEBEARERZ — t—H85=nt
RV R XL M3 1 3 R AL, Xk = i BB T R 1Y) 1 48U {k A B ( Catalase, CAT)JFFIFHIE . S5 MR G
BT T S B0, FEASE 9862 it PCRAGIN T LeCAT JERAE AR & B R B . 15 A T
TGO MR RS T =M BEBERENE CAT B 79, HAF R EHER B 1 542 bp, M4t 513 P4
R, RELEWERE, = BB S545/NCWE (Bactrocera dorsalis) . RS2 (Zeugodacus cucurbitae) . Hi
G SEER ( Ceratitis capitata) CAT BEFUEG ORI, RN —3Z, B 90%. LiCAT FERAEL AL, I, sl d
YA 22 35K, TEM 2 kit e s TREE B AL TS, LeCAT RN F ik BB IR T AR AL ARG i b . SRS M fe

IRARFIE = BBV E CAT 5K D) B P A4l

SRS BT USRI IR A RS AT A

FESES: Q966 XHERFRER: A

STEHRE: 1674 — 7054(2025)04 — 0570 — 10

WEAE, GriREUE, 121 30HE, S, I ROREIE I S A SR R G TR | ek B HLOUHIR B R RS [J]. i R
#i%, 2025, 16(4): 570-579. doi: 10.15886/j.cnki.rdswxb.20240033

— B BRI [Liriomyza trifolii(Burgess)] 3
J& X H (Diptera) | 7 M Fl (Agromyzidae) . BE 7%
W8 J& (Liriomyza ), 72 16 % 4 M A AAE Y A be 25 4E
Yy o R e v A, R B [ R R AR
T Gz AR IE TR 3EW, 20 titad 70 ERUE,
bifi % [ s 57 ) 1) B8, iV AE A BR Y HE, 2005
AE 12 A, = REREE AR P E AR LT R
FEHD B IR HGES, WRAE 4 H 7R r 8 i T 45 4 4
M X2 R BRP, = BRE AT I, A
20 B} 300 ZFEY, &l HUR R A Y RE XS FF 3 AE
Yyt AT 16, g R ™ IR S ZE AR R B
TP L, FFAEAEYI N 7 R T B8 B A 4l
TEZF FAYM 7 IS, R R IE R — 5 A
DUy P, < iR SR, B R i PR 2 SRS e - S
RIVIEH A B, B A 1EH, ™Sl S
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W, —Fh B TR PGS, SR T A 4 TR TR R85
KRl 2 — 18100 i A A PR, — P B B g R
M HR BB faEIL G 22)NEICE, 1 5™ 815
KB, Kigfee sy LA G 280 —
I BV e AR T2 P, Tt 3 il £ vt 2 4
RIS YL AN, DRI, R R — I R BT R ) 2 £
Bi A H A PR e R Sl B F g 3L
1o AL U (Catalase, CAT) & B P A AL il
R — R LA R, 2 E RO A
Y9 AR A v = A 9 PR 4L (Reactive oxygen
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ERA AR = R TR SR S A TR T R % T IR B i 571

2L (O) 455 [ A AR I 050 & FPEREE M 3a
M, AR . AN A 2 R ERE A A
ROS (7=, SR A2 BN T g AR B A1)
B H Ay W T 3 S 33 45 A 3 2 Al — e 1, G
b 2 2 PTG R e, g o A A S |
Ak W15 4 T (Superoxide dismutase, SOD) fil i & 1k
Y (Peroxidase, POD) 45, :[m] #p [5] 15 B ROS!MT,
— R OL T, B R BUA LA R 5 ROS &b F B
AR, DA AESr 1E 5 AR 3 o), R N A Z
H AR FHY, HATHEFEIE], CAT 78 B Hid i
U 2 E v AR E . IR RS e CAT BE
YA AR 1 3818 O, 76 51 X 35 BT 15 (Heortia
vitessoides Moore) CAT 3 PR Xt i 15 p 360 ) w17 A
e, I I (35, 37 °C)fkA 2 h 53 H,0,
Hhm, B4R R HvCAT HE A K36, il i RNAL T
o HvCAT FEPIUES: T HZ: 5HGT AT | Y
A", K R (Mythimna separata) %) HUTE 5
(33,35, 37 CHMpif 2 h i CAT IR FIL A,
1M 39 °C frif 2 h Rk T IS, %45
< BRG HUAY SR B 28 52N T LR X — R 1) e
{HRN e AL 3T g IR CAT FEAE R if ]
T BE W38 1Y R R 1E DL, Bk BF (Myzus persicae) TE
27,30, 33, 36 °C /3l %% 1. 3. 6. 10 h, #4jiia
T CAT B e soKF BP0, R, B IR
/N2 0 (Neoseiulus barkeri)TE 36, 38, 40 °C 1T
2. 4. 6 h iFE R, R CAT & K 1 4
R G R = R S - L G U O 3 il
(Bemisia tabaci) B 58 & B, CAT 2 A Al L3 £
THBRI R ROS A Bk mUE I B F- 2
I (30, 35 °C) A A A = i (39, 41 CH)™, 7R
35 °C S L FBUIREE, CAT 1 PERHA ST T 34
¥ (Aphelinus asychis)Tif P, DLHKPT 0 am 19 24
VAL G

VE T H T R ) s FRAST E R S AR
FRIZH X AR AR i T E A X AR IR
1) BB ia T B AT DR 2, R 2 &
T 5 JURN P A4 K iy ROSU 2, AT
ISP SEUNBETS I | T SE BEVE MRS, — BB
e EL AT A0 0 Pl B O 2 A 2 R, B Y
B AT e 5 AT A 1 28 R E A OC . H TSk
Z = RLEES T A LB 1 B S ROE, L cAT B
PRI ) ) 0 25 A R DI e g AN B A, DRG0 =

FLREVNE CAT MBRALME T . 38 4544 Fn ek pii =X
B BT T iHS FOIRERRIE . BT UL, ARBF5E 5
e T =M R B CAT JEIH, 30047 T AR5 B
SRAFAE AT, I SR 2O 5E Bt PCR H2 AR E
T LtCAT JEH A = B BE v i AN 6] & B B A
[vi) 385032 Jolp 6 4 BT 1 2R AR, B AR R iE— 25 AT
G — I R v i e A Sl I PR A A B R A
LSS

1 #RERZE

1.1 #RBRIE AR S5 T = R T
2023 4F 2 A 7E G R 4 = Wl HE SR B (109°14 °E,
18°37'N)HL &Ll R AEARAS . A R AR A AT — I
LV W A R EL L R, TR R R AR
WA, I ORI AR FH BT 2028 1% 1193 K A 7 1]
MR, FE S TR YRR IR 200 HZPIRIEERFE (K
50 emx%E 50 cmxE 50 cm) i AT = N 4K AR 1A
It o BNEIRFAT ML (26 £ 1) C . AMHXREE
(65+5)%, JGI 16L : 8D,
1.2 @i F & RNAE BB A Trizol
Reagent 157 14 5 5 [=1 28 B3R CH/RBHE 24 |5 2lifl
PCR =¥k 5 & (E.Z.N.A® Cycle-Pure Kit) g H 3
[¥] Omega Bio-Tek 2\ wl; J&3Z 25 4 il DH50, 538
cDNA & 1% i ] & (PrimeScript™ 1l 1st Strand
cDNA Synthesis Kit) #17¢ 5 ¢cDNA % 55 &
(PrimeScript™ RT reagent Kit with gDNA Eraser)
¥ A 5 H BEAEPEOR (JE 5047 FRZ 7] DL2000
Plus DNA Marker, 2xRapid Taq Master Mix, 5x
min TA/Blunt-Zero Cloning Kit, ChamQ Universal
SYBR qPCR Master Mix 4014 [ B 5t i e A= R
BB A R W) dr b 5B A R A IR )
Gy GIEY/B
1.3 LiCAT BEEBI5E  FIH Trizol {7l FEH =
I REBEVE B 50 Sk B AU RNA S T 4340 1% 3
g WHE st L K RSN RNA J5 i, Miicro Drop 43066
JE TR RNAVE B2 FN4ERE, fRAF T80 C & H .
Fig 0 S s U B 3 52 7 cDNA & i, IRAF T
-20 °C & H.

i1t NCBI (Y GenBank #4572 T 2% 7 Fh |22
1) CAT K 7 51 A4y £ ) ¥ %1 (query), #) H
TBtools 38 i BLAST 7 = M- BEV e % s 2
Hlfs (R k) A7 Hext, I Hal i NCBI &R f
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2R 2025 4F

<P 45 F 3 (Batch CD-Search) % 5 S = I H BE 1 i
CAT R P30, M4 7 A B — i RERE T i 4
I (R 1), DL =B BRI S 5 5% cDNA AR
M, & F 2xRapid Tag Master Mix 3 77 PCR §”
B B Z (50 uL): dd Hy,O 19 pL, FFiiF514
(10 umol-L™")#% 2 uL, cDNA 2 pL, 2xRapid Tag
Master Mix 25 pL. PCR #/%: 94 °C Hi4E 1 3 min;
94 °C A4 155,58 C iR K 155,72 C #E{H 2 min,

I 35 ANEIR; 72 °C IEAH 5 min, X PCR =ik
17 1% BB W e Jie i vk k0, 1 F1 H Cycle-Pure
Kit Zfifb 50 & B bR 4544 19 PCR =it A 744k,
4lifk, PCR ;=¥ i% % £ 5 min TA/Blunt-Zero #% &,
EAk3] DHSo B2 A A0ME D, B E S A 2N IR
TR (AMP) 1Y LA BAREFR3E Fa- 4537, Jfaad
PRBE ., B, LW PCR 8\ b S, WEE
A TAEY) TREABRA AT .

®1 AHRFASIMER

Tab. 1 Primer information used in this study
Gk B4 SI¥F51(5-3") 7K op FHi&
Primer Primer sequence(5'—3') Product length/bp Use

LtCAT-F F: ATTCAGCCAGACGGATCAGC SR T
LtCAT-R R: ACTCAATAGACTTGCTTTGCTGG 1731 (RT-PCR)
qLtCAT-F F: CATTCCAGAACGTGTCGTGC
qLtCAT-R R: GCCCACAGTGGAGAAACGTA 148 YL
p-actin-F**"! F: TTGTATTGGACTCTGGTGACGG (RT-qPCR)
p-actin-R™?"! R: GATAGCGTGAGGCAAAGCATAA 73

71 i FPrimer Premier 5.0%K {4151 1514 .

Note: Primers were designed using Primer Premier 5.0 software.

14 LICATERMF 24 F 72 ™ ok
ProtParam(https://web.expasy.org/protparam/) it 17

AEXT A3 . A5 F L S SRR A% L A HAL e b
7 s ] H 7E 28 M ¥ ScanProsite(https:/prosite.
expasy.org/scanprosite/) 17 PR IR 5 #%0
S5 K 3. 3T v T PR A7 835 43 A5 {8 1) DNAman
9.0 FR A AT e 51 AT WA K 22 )5 9] L X s A1) AR
28k SignalP-6.0(https://services.healthtech.dtu.dk/
services/SignalP-6.0/) HEAT 15 5 Bk . N=BHIEAL A &
B T80 43 4 5 38 A 7E NCBI 8 J& (https://www.
nebinlm.nih.gov/) £ T £ ¥ 51, R H 48 £ 1%

(Neighbor-joining, NJ)7E MEGA 11.0 #4473
2553 Hr (Bootstrap 1 000 ¥X ) 21l R4 & & W ;5 F
H SWISS-MODEL 7E&: i https:/swissmodel.exp
asy.org/)PEA T Th R 1 >4 R 22 ) RN AR 1 T — 4E 4
AR RIS

1.5 LiCATERBRZESH T LI 2OLE
& PCR(RT-qPCR) FHE fit R A (R AR BEAS 20 3k,
W3 NEYFER) . AR PRFE S =R
DEE g 2 HOR M AR 13, 17, 25, 33, 37 C AL B
Lh, 75 17,25, 33 C /34 B 1, 6, 12 he A[A
KA W BbE e BRI 3 4R 2 Hig
Bf. 1 HB AR A S R A R, AT

—80 °C 1. & RNA $2EHRAER] 1.3, #i2 28
J2 ¥% 5% (PrimeScript RT reagent Kit with gDNA
Eraser)#£17 ¢cDNA 45 i, ¥ cDNA #i B 100 £ 1
J KRR . AR 2 (20.0 uL): cDNA B4R 2.0 pL,
DEPC 7K 7.2 pL, b FE5147 (10 pmol L) 4% 0.4
pL, 2xChamQ Universal SYBR qPCR Master Mix
10.0 uL. PCR F2£FF: 95 °C Ak 30 s; 95 °C 784k
10 s, 60 °C i k5 FEMH 30 s, 3 40 MEFR . MR
TEREARAT I = I BB CAT R 81 Sk s 119¢
JerEmT W (5 1), Pedt =M BRI B-actin® 1
NS . LA 25 °C E AN AR A XTI, R
2 ABCT PN JE LCAT F AE = M B BEVER I AN []
KB Wy BOFAS [R5 B e A B AR X SRk i,
MRERIE 3 MY FEEM 3 AN ARES . SR
P BRI Excel 2023 B4R 55
#r, I3F ] I GraphPad Prism 9.0 2 14F1E I, | H
SPSS 26.0 # /4 H HLH 2 ANOVA K56 ) Duncan
ICHT R 2575 (P < 0.05) #4145 b BE 22 ] () 22 57
EMESHT

2 HBREHH

21 LICATEREWRERFIISH Rys =5
BEVE R K T W AT PCR ¥4, i 40 8K 1%
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BB AR R I F VK AT, RIS PR — 2R, B RYEEH
BER/INFFA BINES R (K 1) B Fe RS 1 7 51
TE NCBI $048  Hh E4T BLAST 047, 15 1 i 51
W CAT B [R5 fe s, 15 84.57%. — M HRLBEWE
W CAT FERFHIA0 A 14 1542 bp (TF R SEHE
(Open Reading Frame, ORF), H: 455 513 4~ 2 3
Ro WP B ORSF A 33 B 3R W, LeCAT
[N EA catalase FIERST L5010 (22~504 Z LR
RO, HP s 1O S (26~411 IR
), Z XA 6 4 CAT F R 43 ME 7 15 (39~62.
102~120. 123~140. 142~160. 307~334. 339~365
REETR AL 8 ); T3 AR B 1A I i 0 M A AR
(62~78 G IR 15) LA K 1 A3 vy 1L 21 2R P A4
fIE(352~360 2SR 7 1) (B 2) o

Marker

+ —

2000 bp
1500 bp
1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp

250 bp

100 bp

Marker. DL 2000 Plus DNA Marker; +. = M & B 7 g
CAT E[N RT-PCR 745 —. BIPEXF R (dd H,0) .
Marker. DL 2000 Plus DNA Marker; +. RT-PCR product
of CAT gene of Liriomyza trifolii; —. Negative control (dd H,O).
B1 =MEBEE CAT ZEE# RT-PCR =Bk E
Fig.1 Electrophoresis map of RT-PCR product of CAT
gene in Liriomyza trifolii

1
1

ATGGCAAATCGCGATGCCGCTACCAATCAACTGATTGACTACAAAAACAATTTAGCTACACCCAGCGGTGTTATCACTACTGGTGGTGGC 90
MANRDAATNQLIDYKNNLATPSGVIETTGGG3O

91  AACCCTGTGGGCATTAAGGATGCCACACTCACTGTAGGACCACGCGGTCCAGTTTTGCTGCAGGATGTGCACTTCCTCGATGAGATGGCA 180
31 G K D [ AV G DA R C R P VAT B L O RS DI VAR R SRS T, ae DI RN MRS 60
181 CACTTTGATCGTGAACGCATTCCAGAACGTGTCGTGCATGCCAAGGGCGCTGCTGCCTTCGGTTACTTCGAAGTAACCCACGATATTACC 270
61 [FEE R R A e e s e e e %0
271 AAATATTGTGCTGCCAAAGTGTTCGAGAATGTCAAGAAGCGCACTCCCTTGGCCATACGTTTCTCCACTGTGGGCGGAGAGAGCGGTTCA 360
91 KRR N R e A L R el SR G R E s Gy 120
361 GCCGATACTGTGCGCGATCCACGTGGATTTGCCATCAAGTTCTATACCGATGACGGTATTTGGGATTTGGTGGGCAACAACACTCCCATC 450
121 DR R G E BT KPS G T DD G| SNl DR LR G N ] 150
451 TTCTTTATACGTGATCCCATACTCTTCCCCTCATTCATACACACACAAAAACGTAATCCTCAAACTCACTTGAAGGATCCCGACATGTTC 540
151 [EEEESrsREpe T Ly | SRR s kR el o o E 180
541 TGGGACTTTTTGACTTTACGTCCAGAAACAACTCATCAGGTCTCCTTCCTTTTCAGTGATCGTGGTATTCCTGATGGTTACCGTCACATG 630
181 EWEDIFER TN RS DT N HER OV SN E ST B S I DI R G & DD G SR HESME 210
631 AATGGTTACGGTTCTCACACCTTCAAGTTGGTTAATGCTCGCGGTGAAGCCACCTTCTGTAAGTTCCACTTGAARACCGACCAGGGTATA 720
211 EREEGENYIGE SERHETESEASKESLINY SN SVAREREN G B AT R R KRR HERT I KOS DO G T 240
721 CGTAATTTGGACCCCAAACGCGCTGAAGAGCTCTCAGCCACCGATCCCGATTATTCGACACGCGATCTCTACAATGCCATCAAAAATGGT 810
241 BRIENETISDE DK R AN E SUE ST S SR A ST DI P D T S TGRS D I L VSN S A S E AR KON G 270
811 AAATATCCTAGCTGGAAATTCTGCATACAAGTCATGACTGTCGAACAGGCCAAGAAATTCAAGTGGAACCCCTTCGATGTGACCAAAGTT 900
271 BREY PR SRR TR oR VM NV E 0 AT KEIKEERE KRNI PR D VD RARVE 300
901 TGGCCACAATCTGAGTTCCCACTCATACCAGTCGGTAAAGTGGTGCTTGACAGAAACCCCTCAAACTACTTCGCCGAAGTAGAACAAATT 990
301 RN ESEENE |2 i eh v e K Ve i D RGINGEPISIEND S B AT ER VA EIoIT] 330
991 GCCTTCAGTCCTTCTCATTTGGTGCCTGGTATTGAACCCACTCCCGACAAAATGTTGCAGGGACGTCTCTTCTCCTATGCCGACACTCAA 1080
31 [ChErsee) sENr v (PR G T e P P DK MO GRSV T s RS VA SOV 360
1081 CGTCATCGTCTGGGACCCAACTGGTTGCAGATCCCCGTCAACTGTCCCTACCGCGTCAATGTTAAGAACTACCAACGTGATGGCAGCATG 1 170
31 [R_ B R L G]P N WL OQTIGPVNCEPYRYNTYEKNYGOQRTDGSM 390
1171 ACTGTCAATGACAATCAAGGCGGTGCTCCCAACTACTACCCCAACTCCTTCGGTGGACCTGAGGAGAGCAACATTGCCAAGAGCCTCATC 1260
391TVNDNQGGAPNYYPNSFGGPE]ESNIAKSLI420
1261 CCCACCTCTTCTGTCAGCGGGGAAGTTTACCGTTTCAGCAGCGGCGAAACTGAGGATAACTTCGAGCAAGTTACCAACTTCTGGGTTTAT 1 350
421 EERTE S SV SH G ENVEEY R R NS s e E T NEN DN R EER ORI EmE NI RN Y 450
1351 GTTTTGGATGATGCCGCTCGCAAGCGTTTGGTCAACAACATTGCCGGTCATTTGAGCAACGCCAGCCAATTCTTGCAGGAGCGTGCAGTG 1440
451 ENGEDEDIATAN RKEERIEDIVIENIEN T AN G L SENCEAT SN QI EAN T S oa VRS RIFATRVA] 480
1441 CGCAACTTCACCATGGTTCATGCTGACTTTGGCCGCATGTTGACTGATGCACTCAACAGAATGCCCAAGGGTAACAGCGCTTGTCCTGCA 1 530
481 ERIENE EN M NH S ANDIEN G REM L TD SANT N SREMIEPIEKNGI N S A C P A 510
1531 GCGARAATTTAA

511 A K I

2 =SMERESE CATERFEISH

Fig.2 Sequence analysis of CAT gene of Liriomyza trifolii

TE: KA DX CAT ZE05 XA A7 (22~504 B AEERR v a5, He P 2L @7 HEDS CAT ZE R AE A 45 (39~62. 102~120,
123~140. 142~160., 307~334, 339~365 ZIEMR N7 1) s MR OAE 5 IXIECH CAT #2025 H I (26~411 ZEERR L5 ; T (LR N
CAT JToit& M 1 (62~78 IR AL AL ; Wi (U HBL Ry CAT L i 21 2K BAFFAEAT 25 (352~360 Z LR 45 o

Note: The gray area is the CAT family region site (amino acid site 22-504), and the red box is the CAT family characteristic
site (amino acid sites 39-62, 102-120, 123-140, 142-160, 307-334, 339-365); the black bracketed region is the CAT core domain
(amino acid sites 26-411); the blue horizontal line is the proximal active site of CAT (amino acid site 62-78); the blue dotted line

is the characteristic site of CAT proximal heme ligand (amino acid site 352-360).



574 Faitd

22 LCATEERBEANEALER %
ProtParam X4 Fiii| = I B BETE I CAT & A X
STk 57 762.19 Da, PRiS4EHL 5h 8.40, 1F .
1 FL i & LR 7R JE (Arg+Lys) . (Asp+Glu) %35l 4
59. 56 4>, NEaE RZECh 26.72, I8l 250N 69.94,
PSP 30 h, 735N CasgoHzos0N7210756S 150
SignalP—6.0 TN &5 5 7R, = RBEE M CAT %
PRI TCAR 5 AR, AR 7 WA 2 1, N-BE AR A
P F 319 Z LR 1 -

1£ SWISS-MODEL 7EZiilA 3re8.1.A Catalase
AR, XF LtCAT B8 451 3D BRI, 741
FHALHE Ry 68.95%, HE7E1 T B P4 {E > 0.85 + 0.05,
it L R A = [ 0 A (1 4549 3D AR HE A 7 ot i
TEAS, 45 3R B8 (1 0 3D 25 AR R TEAS ot
T S H SR A R RPN — (A 3) .
23 LICATEEMZRZAES #I7E NCBI
ERIFTEIHAE | B E . CEHESF T H

y

I

XP 049314061.1 Bactrocera dorsalis

54 XP 050560428.1 Spodoptera frugiperda

100{‘\[' 180853 1

96 XP 0153¢ aphis a
I_XP 052124228.1 Frankliniella occidentalis

01(

180°

B3 {EH SWISS-MODEL Fiilll LtCAT BEE K& B R4
Fig.3 The predicted protein structure of LtCAT gene by
SWISS-MODEL
TE: A3D S5 TR A B. F7 SR 22 A
Note: A.3D structure prediction model diagram; B.
Ramachandran plot.

28 Bl [A] B U CAT JE N gt i S LR 591, 5
LtCAT 5 Gt () 2 B 7 9 LRI T R G K E
BERF . S5 R, AHFE H R A cAT LAY
DL R B AR R — 37, UL R L CAT L AE R
HE B 525 o AT R ORI (E] 4) o Horh,

98 XP 011190153.1 Zeugodacus cucurbitae
100 XP 004519106.1 Ceratitis capitata
1V S @ Liriomyza trifolii
100 —XP 005180638.2 Musca domestica
33 _EN’ 536731.1 Drosophila melanogaster Diptera
84 100 XP 016937998.1 Drosophila suzukii
XP 314995.5 Anopheles gambiae
100 _I:X}’ 001663600.1 Aedes aegypti
78 70 XP 038122076.1 Culex quinquefasciatus
NP 001036912.1 Bombyx mori
XP 021187541.2 Helicoverpa armigera
100 : P
——AEP40969.1 Spodoptera exigua Leoid )
92 g .epidoptera
100 XP 022832670.1 Spodoptera litura

Wyzus pers Hemipte

Thysanoptera

]OOI—-\ P 034255410.1 Thrips palmi
J—A0C21082.] Locusta migratoria manilensis

Orthoptera

IOO;XP 049833242.1 Schistocerca gregaria
—XP 045462937.1 Harmonia axyridis
75 L—xP 023014020.1 Leptinotarsa decemlineata
NP 001171540.1 Apis mellifera

‘WEX]’ 016905913.1 Apis cerana

100 [ XP 014295250.1 Microplitis demolitor

99 l XP 039302234.1 Solenopsis invicta
100

XP 012540327.1 Monomorium pharaonis

Coleoptera

Hymenoptera

4 ZHEREBREREER CAT EAFIHNREREN T

Fig. 4 Phylogenetic analysis of CAT protein sequences of Liriomyza trifolii and other different insects
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S REREE U CAT RE K 54 /N S (Bactrocera FVHEXS (18] 4) o = BEVE -5 BB AE 9 Fif

dorsalis) . J\N5ZM8 ( Zeugodacus cucurbitae) . H it
SEWE (Ceratitis capitata) BN—32, BAGE 90%, 1
J5i 5 G R (Drosophila melanogaster) . HE 3
1 ( Drosophila suzukii) 158 (Musca domestica) 3t
B 1A, BERE 100%, 70 H 5 HAb IR0
CAT B FFE R,

24 LICATEREMSFIEX RIEREEEFR
1) [ U Ak 43 B, e R R o 1 R AT 2 )7

AN

&

A
1I:mu 1[0111( estica

Drosophila melanogaster I 3
A

Liriomyza lr}'/hlii
Bactrocera dorsalis
Zel ugu{[ur us cucurbitae

Drosophila suzukii
Anopheles gambiae

Ae «1{\ aegypli

Culex quinquefasciatus

Liriomyza Ir;ﬁﬂ/u
Bactrocera dorsalis
Zeugodacus cucurbitae
Ceratitis capitata

Musca domestica
Drosophila melanogaster
Drosophila suzukii
Anopheles gambiae
Aedes (m,upu

Culex quinquefasciatus

Liriomyza Ir;/u/u
Bactrocera dorsalis
Zeugodacus cucurbitae
Ceratitis capitata
Musca domestica
Drosophila melanogaster
Drosophila suzukii
vln / eles gambiae

s aegypli
inquefasciatus

Liriomyza lr/iﬂ/ii
Bactrocera dorsalis
Zeugodacus cucurbitae
Ceratitis ((llulum
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s JNSEME Zeugodacus cucurbitae (XP 011190153.1)

(XP 001663600.1)
(XP 004519106.1)
(NP 536731.1)

s BHBFENL Culex quinquefasciatus (XP 038122076.1)

X H R CAT & T HiE4T 2 175 Hxt, 45
SR, = I BV AN O AR XU H B U E A
A — B ik 84.38%, Horh = M- B BEE R S5 b
rh S AR DU B 5, P9 — B IR 82.85%,
HUIEAT /NS 7 51— Bk 82.07%; — I FHE
TR i A X)L I 2 ISORH LR B A1, T 51— B AN
70.04%, 1 -5 45X Fh BRI S e 2E 1 7 &R T A
Fu, MU R 76.61% (& 5) .

fdreripervhakg afgyfewt di

Y KAPUSL Aedes aegypti
; i&*@;&ﬂ'\% Ceratitis capitata
5 WL AEIL Anopheles gambiae (XP 314995.5) 3 HJE S Drosophila melanogaster

;5 WG/INSEME Bactrocera dorsalis

(XP 049314061.1) ; FWE Musca domestica (XP 005180638.2) .
E5 10 MIGBEEHESR CAT EEFINESFILEXT

Fig. 5 Multiple sequence alignment of CAT protein sequences of 10 Diptera insects
TE: B SR ORI AR XK (100% ), 2T AR AAAIX IR (= 75%) , ORI A UIX (= 50%)

Note: In the figure, black is marked as a highly conserved region (100%), red is marked as a similar region (=75%), and

blue is marked as a similar region (=50%).

2.5 LiCAT EREMRIE 5 R E X AR E A
B LtCAT FEPRAE =it FEBEVE I 40y 1L | Eﬁ\ AR
B BBA RIK, RIBKOEESE AR TR G
B FLIR 3G R i ey, B R T 40y O R i e A
(P<0.05) (K 6).

= EOBEVER A 2 H A4 BIAE 13, 17, 25,
33,37 °C 5/ RL BE LI | P38 1 h )5, LeCAT
BEPR kK- S A2 (L 7)o ZEARIR 13 C
FlmE 37 C B, LiCAT Rk H e, HWEZ
(] TG 19 5 26 5 WA I R A KT 1835 5 T 17, 25,
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LCATHE IR ek
Relative expression of LtCAT gene

ZiHiLarva  BfiPupa AU HLAdult
RIR%E B
Different developmental stages
Bl6 LICATEFERE=MERERARAEENRIFRIE
Fig. 6 Gene expression of LtCAT of Liriomyza trifolii at
different developmental stages

T AN b RR #5 4b B ) A 35 1 25 = (P <
0.05), SRR AT 240 Mean + FrifEiR 2 SEM.

Note: Different letters indicate significant differences
between treatments (P < 0.05), and the experimental data are

expressed as Mean + standard error (SEM).
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LICATHEIN AN R ik 1
Relative expression of LtCAT gene

13 17 25 33 37
i JEE/°C
Temperature/ °C.

7 AREREERAE 1 h B LICAT EERIX
Fig. 7 Gene expression of LtCAT treated at different
temperatures for 1 h

T AN b R R 25 4 S BA 1 3 1 25 = (P <
0.05), FEHEE KR H P 1% Mean + B2 SEM, 25 °C
PERx B

Note: Different letters indicate significant differences
between treatments (P < 0.05). The experimental data are
expressed as Mean =+ standard error (SEM), and 25 °C is used
as a control.

33 C R EKF(P<0.05), KR 17 °C FlE R
33 CAHEL T 25 °C X IR, LiCAT Fe K 235 553 )
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T 25 C, =M EBEEMAE 17 °C

33 C Ab BEAS [R] B[] 1 e iR AR AN R) (T 8) . 7
17 °C AhHR, LeCAT PR B i [a] f SE e, Hege
KKFRELTHE FREMBES, 17 C4H 6h
B, LiCAT B R K IR B sy, W& 10 m T
AL PR (P < 0.05); 12 h I i 5X R (R 25 °C) .
Bm1lh

EN6h
15F [_BVA

20 a

1.0
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LICATHER AN ik
Relative expression of LtCAT gene

17 25 33
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Temperature/ °C

B8 17.25.33 C AEREREGEH LICAT EERIX
Fig. 8 The gene expression of LtCAT after treatment at
17,25, 33 C for different hours

T AN ) B 3R 25 4b B ) A I 35 1 22 5 (P <
0.05), FEHEE KR H P14 Mean + B2 SEM, 25 C
PERhd B

Note: Different letters indicate significant differences
between treatments (P < 0.05). The experimental data are
expressed as Mean =+ standard error (SEM), and 25 °C is used
as a control.
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RFE5%E R 5 (HSF) Y, /N SE 2R 1 (sHSPs) 2,
PR 1 (hsp20., hsp40. hsp60. hsp70. hsp90)=!
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VR, B N e A SRR LU N, B AR AL T
TEAROERRTG AP RS 2 EEENR, o
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5], ORF K &l 1 542 bp, 4% 513 N LR,
50 AH X 43§ Bk 57.76 kDa, 5 T ALIE CAT
(56.76 kDa) . & %t CAT(56.89 kDa)fll K& CAT
(57.49 kDa)J7 %1 AH AL 2 %5 =5 H 43 F 1 K /A
P, LiCAT B HA 1 AR CAT Kk
PRSP L5 IR (22-504 EIEFROI ) . RGR T W4
W, =0 REBEVE MR /NS | NS L
WIS R AT, CAT S [R5k 90%.
Ivi] Ff 72 22 7 371 HE T 2 B = I 2 B s e 5 2L g O
Mg K] GRS 9 R B R AU CAT RN
G| — Mk 84.38%, KHH CAT K&K AE A6 Py Fh
Z AR RST

SR BRIV TE L L W R 3 MARFERE
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e, LU Al A, B BRI (B 6) . iR
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CAT 5 P 7E AR % 4 Wiy 2238 25 K 7 1 01 5[]
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Molecular cloning, expression pattern of catalase gene in Liriomyza

trifolii and its response to temperature stress

PENG Xiaoying'*, JIN Haifeng'?, YAN Wengian'?, XIAN Limin'?, XI Yu'*, ZHANG Baoqin®
(1. Sanya Nanfan Research Institute, HainanUniversity, Sanya, Hainan 572025, China; 2. School of Tropical Agriculture and Forestry, Hainan University,
Danzhou, Hainan 571737, China)

Abstract: Liriomyza trifolii (Burgess) is one of the important invasive pests infesting melons and vegetables in
China. An attempt was made to further explore the adaptive mechanism of L. trifolii to temperature stress. The
sequence characteristics, structure and phylogenetic analysis of catalase (CAT) in L. trifolii were analyzed by
using bioinformatics, and the expression of LfCAT gene at different developmental stages and under
temperature stress was detected by real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR. The CAT gene sequence of L.
trifolii was cloned, and its open reading frame length was 1542 bp, encoding 513 amino acids. The construction
of phylogenetic tree showed that the CAT gene of L. trifolii was closely related to those of Bactrocera dorsalis,
Zeugodacus cucurbitae and Ceratitis capitata, and hence clustered into one branch with a confidence level of
90%. The LtCAT gene was differentially expressed in larvae, pupae and adults, and the expression level was the
highest in pupae. After temperature stress treatment, the expression of LtCAT gene responded positively to
temperature changes. This study provides a basis for further study on the function of CAT gene in L. trifolii.

Keywords: Liriomyza trifolii; antioxidase; temperature stress; sequence analysis; expression pattern
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