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Resistance Risk Assessment and Activities of Detoxification
Enzymes to Chlorpyrifos in Crocidolomia pavonana
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Abstract: Continuously selected with chlorpyrifos for 10 generations, the sensitivity of Crocidolomia
pavonana in the laboratory strain descended prominently. The LDy, (0.486 2 pg/larva) of F,, generation
after selection increased to 10. 13-fold as compared with the LDy, (0.048 pg/larva) of F, generation.
Based on the method described by Tabashnik (1992) , the estimation of realized heritability (h*) of re-
sistance to chlorpyrifos in C. pavonana was 0.570 8. It was predicted that the strain would require to
spend 5. 03 ~ 11. 13 generations to obtain a 10-fold increase in resistance to chlorpyrifos under selective
pressure of 50% ~90% mortality for each selective generation. The results of the determination on the
activities of detoxification enzymes indicated that the resistance of C. pavonana to chlorpyrifos had a close

relationship with carboxylesterase ( CarbE) , glutathione S-transferase ( GSTs ) and mixed function oxi-
dase ( MFO).
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1 #ME5FEZE

1.1 #§ _

HiEHHEE Crocidolomia pavonana:2003 ££9 H
P T EEEXHE FREL R EZENLE
Wt R 4R RASE 25 AL, BN MSC IR BEVE AR
BURGER IR IRE 25 ~28 °C 6 14 h/d, H
JEXTOGIR. B /N2 3 #b4h A,

A2 97 % BICMIRZS , T &M T RA L
;o - CREES, s, BN —T T2k S
BREREN, iR —) ; F DR IE G - 250 [HiK B
£, Sigma A FER SH, Fluka 208 ;0 - 258, L3
g, BN - R RA A K (GSH) , Japan
FHONR1 -4 -2, 4 - _WEF (CDNB), Fluka
o HE] XS FE SR Bk, Roche v 8] R R B EE 1T
(NADPH) ,Roche 22 F].

1.2 FHi&

1.2.1 #ARMEF % SBEERBRFS(ESA,
1970) Fit FHUR AL (FAO, 1980 ) MR 158
Helisthis spp. & MBTZPENE MObRME ). RIME
BHE RS (KR 0.087 L) K 25 W 5 b 38
A, 25NE RS LR S BB, R AL
HMFETE. FF DPS 4k 4 1T HUiE A 3, 5k
HE I EIF 2 LDy & 95% BFIR%.

1.2.2 H#M@dFhx UHEERER3 B8
R RSN E—RE S, EE B
30% ~60% FET- IR &, F Ak AL B Akl &, 3F
PAFFIE T RMMEER T —R %A, 2R AEE
BRFEATIRGE , BB ) H 1A S AE X B B A B e
. M E BICMEX F A IIE A LDy, JELIFSE
MR H I R R AR X U R Y LD, A E T E
AU AR AR X PR

FEXTHLHERE 0 = T 2% & 3R #Y LD/ A8 X U 5
K LDy,

1.2.3 MZHEAHAGE Il L R RGTA

}34E Tabashnik % BR 44751 (threshold trait a-
nalysis) , T8 H 1% #@ R X 5 50 8 P HE BN L 5t 1%
FI(h*):h* =R/S, R R A RN, BN 56 35 A

KFREFEITEN RN EMNEHRAE LR, T
FAXN R = (FikfE5E n A LD, X HUE - fiik
B R LD RIS BUE ) /ns S BB E REH, &5 H
THERESBNFRARZAYFYRABER,
HREALXKS=i5,, i BEFEBRE B i =
1.583 -0.019 333 6P +0.000 042 8P* +3.651 94/P
(10 <P <80,P =100 - FHFIEFLT-R) ,6, BFKA
BlipiEz , 2SR RAR ) BIFL MR R GEBR
) 5 n AR FAFEN EELM R (BERE)
S BRI
B SEE R H WD IEAL IR TN 50% |

60% . 70% .80% F1 90% HI{EML , XTHrEsE fin 10 /%57
& B BT .
1.2.4 HBBEREEEEZEMMZE ZH8 Van Asperen B
S Bk . KRR RE S AL R 0.04
mol - L™ pH7. O B BRZE PR T ¥E T4, #5643k - mL™
ETHAMNBREMRIIE, SXBE
5 000 r/minE 0> 10 min, B FEWIERRE. MR
TmL, H4 0.1 mL B§%.0.9 mL BEEE 2 1h K.
5 mL 1 x10 *mmol/L a - ZEAZEES. 7£30 CTEY
30 min f[FEUH, AL mLE E57], FEFHE 30 min,
M Doy - FIFIBUEIEAERIEE 3K K, FA V,
1.2.5 ZHpirsksEBemiins S8 Clark %{:E}@
FE R, AR B R B 1 0.1
mol + L™ pH6. 5 BER B rhIRTEVE, 4 Kk - mL ' B
T MBERE MR P 513K, WA 5 000 o/ min
B0 10 min, X EEWAIEREIR. AR 4 mL, Hrp
0.8 mL B .1.6 mL BEERZZE ¥ 0.8 mL 5 x
10 °mol + L™ AR JFEI A BEFF AR 0.8 mL 5 x 1073

ol - LBy 1 -5 -2,4 - ZFEF(CDNB). #
37 CTF/K¥ERAL 10 min B, A 1 mL BI¥ B2
iR, T RE 340 nm 4L HYOGEE E{E, R E CDNB HyEE

RRERBOT BN T

1.2.6 % RALEEE )
B E.

1.2.7 BREZEaRESEMNE
.

2 HBRE5SMW

HEHRENFREmmnitEs
PEEAT(F,) H #3104 d X 3 50 45 9
LDy, #7 0. 048 22 g - k7', BEMAHIF BARES
=gl R LD kB E, L F 10 . EEF L
B, R EX RIS AT B BT, fiE 10
HIEEHEKFEF T 10. 13 f5(F 1).
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Tab.1 Resistance selection of Crocidolomia pavonana by chlorpyrifos

s ARRRE

24 hRIESETR  FHEAIE

_ : ) LD,/ 95% BiFIR HK HXTLEEE
generations dose/ correction LD-p line
. . . (pg-3k™) 95% CL ZE(r) resistance ratio
of selection  (pg-3k7") mortality/ %
F, y=4.21x+10.54 0.048 0.04350-~0.05579 0.96 1.00
F, 0.048 0 48.97 y=4.13x+10.41 0.049 0.04026~0.057 04 0.98 1.02
F, 0.053 6 48.72 y=5.20x+11.54 0.055 0.051 04 ~0.06132 0.98 1.15
F, 0.056 6 41.01 ¥y=5.04x +10.85 0.069 0.063 37 ~0.07557 0.99 1.43
F, 0.052 0 33.33 y=3.73xz+9.14 0.078 0.069 29 ~0.08597 0.97 1.61
Fs 0.060 9 37.30 y=2.96x +8.22 0.082 0.07150~0.09528 0.97 1.70
Fe 0.087 0 49.20 y=3.72x +8.89 0.090 0.08050~0.103 10 0.99 1.88
F; 0.130 5 45.33 y=3.332+7.90 0.134 0.11810~0.15560 0.97 2.79
Fy 0.174 0 51.12 y=4.73x +8.66 0.168 0.154 10~0.184 80 0.99 3.50
Fy 0.2610 49.74 y=7.15% +9.47 0.236  0.21960~0.25170 0.99 4.93
Fy 0.522 0 56.37 y=2.86x +5.89 0.486 0.48300~0.52500 0.98 10.13
2.2 HEHUENSREHNAEASEEAR 2.3 HEEAENESHEEERR

& REERTH

TRIBME LR, FHEFERME(R) 0. 100 6,
FHEEERME(S) N 0.207 4, HHE ERAIE
SHEEFCMR I HL B SCR(E ) A =0.485. Bk Ik
HF ¥ IE FE T 2 43 51 R 50% 60% ,70% 80%
90% , LRl ME I EIIHE MR R FHE N 4.3
AT, I ST M 2 H B R A B
F 10 FEHREAL. EHRHTEEREAFAETFES
(B R R IEEE R, IF BB H 15 R AR AR 3 50 1 B
E—IK, S HE B3Rk 50% 60% \70% 80% .90% ,
AEE R PR K 10 8], T4 11.13.9. 15,
7.62.6.35.5.03 {%.

HEHERIERREEER (CarbE ) LUTE 1 FOKIRH
B(K,) IR REMNEE(V,,), BREREBE
(GSTs) fZ ke EALEE (MFO) HY LLIE M E 45 R
AARNFEK?2 ~4.

AEERIER S HE B CarbE XF o — Z585 F 2 H
BhEREZE F, MEEDERMK, H 0178
mmol * L™ “min™' -mg™ ,F, HHLIENES., H
0.875 mmol * L™" « min™' - mg™'. IKESF M Fyo. Fs
By CarbE HiE 15 F, #) CarbE LLIE HE B EZER,
F,.F, ft CarbE 9 K, 1 V.. 15 F, 4% CarbE £ K.
MV, ZREE, RVHEEREXFICE ™ £
YeJE , Bk CarbE By MR iR, 5 R W FE
AR

£2 BREBLFENKRER(K,)MEAREEE(V,,) HLER
Tab.2 Comparison of the activities, the V__ and K of CarbE

e RERERRELLIE

) L t® - Veus”
generations the activities of CarbE ] K_/(mmol - L7") . . .
ratio L™ «min~' - -
/(mmol - L' « min™! -mg_l) (pumo i mg”)
F, 0.178 £0.010¢ 1.00 0.149 30.69
Fs 0.532 £0.025b 2.99 0.200 56.34
Fi 0.875 +0.003a 4.91 0.263 78.26
1) Rzl & F AR AR FBH R TAF £+ (DMRT %) F0.05 K-F LARF£F
R3 AMHEREBELEFENOLE ®4 ZSUREENBEILENINLE
Tab.3 Comparison of the activities of GSTs Tab.4 Comparison of the activities of MFO
. B RH KPR LI S . LR ALRE LTS 1
vl . iy o el . iy &
) specific activity of GSTs/ . ) specific activity of MFO/ .
generations 1 .1 1 ratio generations 1 . 1 ratio
pmol « L™ - min™ - mg™) (pmol - L™" *min™" - mg™")
F, 6.35+0.2lc 1.00 Fy 5.23+1.43¢ 1.00
F; 16.87 +0.35b 2.66 Fy 24.53 £0.47b 2.66
F 25.36 £0.13a 3.99 Fi 40.13 £0.37a 3.99
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IWIEW F o Fs H4h A GSTs {EMHES F, B GSTs
B ZE R BE, /70 Fy B GSTs /7 3. 99 5 F1
2.66 1. VLB GSTs I M3 3% 7] fE 2 H 1 TR Xt
B AT FERRZ —.

KR Fyo Fs H4IH A MFO SEXILGTE 1 54
STRUBANEE R MFO S35 ELIE IHM L E R B Ikik
B MFO S LiE HBAR EF. RAH BB IEXT
FILMBT MR S MFO JE ISR A B X R.
3 g

= NE RYUHE IR ] 9 F BT XU i B 42
HHRYE. H I EEHEE 3 % 4 X B PR BT M A Uk
RFW, Kk 10 )5, HyrEAKF LA T 10.13
f&. IR ZE X B AP EIL A , A AE
WOAH7EH R A ESE MG H I E R, B
50% 60% .70% 80% F1 90% B , H 1 TR IR X 75 3L
MEEHTERE K 10 f5, 47 575 R B SL MRr 4L BTG %
11.13.9.15.7.62.6.35 f15.03 {{. Tabashnik IR
SMTER EE SRR A TN EERE TEN
e, SHEMENRE IS —ENER, BEEA
ENIRETTE MU SSR L ) BRI s E R R
BEZRSHMLRAEAREAEAES WA
. B, FAZE NPTEIRE 7 T E gt
REFMNEE —EMSEZ RN

ERMRAEERHNBINRSEEFRAEEY
PLHENLH]. A CHFSRIERA T H 15 SRR X 3 58 i
R MR R SHAN R RERES (CabE ) (&
B KA B B8 (GSTs) ML T gE A AL S (MFO) #97%
JIEEE R

PER1E, CarbE RE HIANEENKBEBRZ
—  HEXNBVER AN MR EEEENIER;
GSTs ERRENEENRBBEBREZ —, RMHE L&
BT AL EE P RERR AR RS
B EITEMNIERE S48 BHESL; MFO J& B sk iy —
REENELRHER, EREANERAT RAxt
ZF EAEYFIE RV BT R B PR E R E
YERIY . AR S0 5 22 R AT A RS R R 4K
& IR BR TR B LI 7 K BRSO B R R i
SRR R AR R ER B L0 IS 07 K IS A
B R RE AT LB, R R, AR REGRERER
BHIE N2 B EREER, KRB LLTE S Ok
RH B S &R LD, 2 EAEX, XIREHTFHE S
S H AR RN RN R FMERLLET
Anfl, H SR E T B M I M IR R SRR ER A

A BIHEEA K M R BRI R BRI
BEANNESEREN, BRESNERERERE
WENESFHRAMHEREE, HEEHISEN
LDy, 2IEARSKE, B H BB E R BT 541
HIKF A 5 X S BB L s I E SR
R FRENSREACBLENZER LT, 5%
REARNEIEASR, S HEERETER LT
S EBEILIE 1E K. BAH IE M RE R
2GRN, XA 5 e X R PTIE VA B RS B A E
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