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FRIGR PR BIRFAR T 80.4%F1 77.7%;  FIAH AR AL FIBATE 7 b 07 0k 224 i i A QI RE IR 20, TR e v il
JETR A A 00 22 S AR S S DR STCYPOB6 . H IR T — A 2 W e A% L [H] (SFUG T2B15) vI 9 25 4445 2
N E b STRURAEEACR s SRR RN BEAALL , BaTZRERXITER SFCYP6B6 il STUGT2B15 AY B I ST ik 4l HUAY 72 h
FFCE IR T 36.7%F1 52.6%.
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Detoxifying function of detoxification metabolic enzymes
in Spodoptera frugiperda against ferulic acid

SHI Zhiying®, HE Hualiang*, WANG Jiantian®, CHEN Jie*, LIN Yufeng®, LI Youzhi®?*

(1.College of Plant Protection, Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha, Hunan 410128, China; 2.National Research
Center of Engineering Technology for Utilization of Botanical Functional Ingredients, Changsha, Hunan 410128, China;
3.Longhui County Agricultural Bureau of Hunan Province, Longhui, Hunan 422299, China; 4.Dingcheng District
Agricultural Bureau of Changde City, Changde, Hunan 415009, China; 5.Agriculture and Rural Department of Hunan
Province, Plant Protection and Inspection Station, Changsha, Hunan 410005, China)

Abstract: In this study, 1, 5, and 10 mg/g ferulic acid were added to the diet of the Spodoptera frugiperda (S. frugiperda) to
observe their effects on the larval duration, larval body length, body mass, pupation rate, and emergence rate. Transcriptome
sequencing combined with RNA interference was used to investigate the detoxification function of detoxification metabolic
enzymes in the S. frugiperda against ferulic acid. The results showed that, compared with the acetone-fed control, the
developmental period of larvae treated with 10 mg/g ferulic acid was extended by 1.6 times; the pupal mass was only 34% of
the control; and the pupation and eclosion rates were reduced by 80.4% and 77.7%, respectively. Ferulic acid treatment
activated the expression of multiple detoxification metabolic enzyme genes in the S. frugiperda, and silencing of detoxification
enzymes SFCYP6B6 and SFUGT2B15 could significantly enhance the lethal effect of ferulic acid on the S. frugiperda. Compared
with the acetone-fed control, the 72 h lethality rate of ferulic acid on larvae with silenced SFCYP6B6 and SfFUGT2B15 increased

WisHHA: 2023-12-26 &EHHA: 2024-04-02

EEWH : HIfA =AU H (2020NK2034); K0T HIARF 25470 H (kg2202226)
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A, L, B, FENFOKREERES YN, liyouzhi@hunau.edu.cn



25 50 %55 3 M

SRRSO DT A T A IR X T SR 114 e R DD REAIE S 63

by 36.7% and 52.6%, respectively.

Keywords: ferulic acid; Spodoptera frugiperda; detoxification mechanism; transcriptome; detoxification metabolic enzyme

5 Hb 57 1% 1% (Spodoptera frugiperda) 2 fif ¥ H
(Lepidoptera) 77 i} (Noctuidae) 7% ik J& (Spodoptera)
My gBRplr A =it i, HoE i, i
T Botifie Jimma, K 300 ZR2F FAEYR, H 2019
A1 A MGG A =R LR, EY BERITH T,
PEACANAEAL LI, T AR AT AR E R
VEF, b ST X [ GO A = e Ay ™ E B
[y 4246 HRTBIG R T poik g £ 8k, 3
IR INZE B2 AP . 2 H BRER AR
G L e 23 VA ot B e A=193 7i acd NS s i3 v S
IR LA FE R,

AU A AR 0 5 mT A B AR B A
ECL T AR AR TS 5 R A g
B AR, R R MR AT A B e,
BTBRER S —Fh T 2 AAE TRAR . SR . AR
YIRS, TR R, KRG BTl
i 5 CEWTIEA G, KRS CEL S A B2l
iRt 3 o T UK A RO, 48 R EUR A B
BRI N TR ] R 4l H R i X i, 4
KEFEH, FRAHLZgE 012 ezt Bk BB
B V] RE R AL 2R A 2 B

h T ARERT T ERERYE, R AR E—2
AR A A g 2 R . S R Bk vk Ak
R, 248 1R PN A B2 L DR AT s
il S S i 7 35 R i % H ) A R RICR B R 4 T
AL T RNA THHE AR (RNAI) R TIRE
FHZHEFE BP0 P S AT B . F S
{6 RNAI PTG — /R B4t HYCDAL JE [, &
PRI R TS Lt iz | AR DA ACPIAE, SO,
sk 2 ¥y & WH H] RNAT & BLITER GdHsp60 #l
GdHsp70 3 Al 2> . & FEAK VD 205 i F &y s iy P 9€
fE1. LUO ZE18IF4 AsFAR SLH, KIH B &
W S5 s M R R A AR . MR E LICHS2 B
BT, 7Rl gk W g, HopbR g
T BERO @ik RNAT T2k ApABCG17 A &
SR 5 %o B IR AR e 2l

R, A (0 2R A AL R LRI (CYPs) |
T I JOKC B Tl L DR (GST) AN R — e 4 4 s

i fee A il IR (UG Ts) 2 B B AR AR 4 Uk A= A
() AR AL . N, FRIMR S BTERER T
TR, % KEU GSTs Mt &iAE R § F I,
bR CYPGAE J [H % 3 B 4% O A i A= AL
Jo R 2 H TR A R 3 Y 7R AR AR
CYP6DA2 [f)id i Fe ki i 1T AR A X A i i e 2,
fig ) T 32 ¢ @22, i AL i MpCYP380C6 Al
MpCYP380C9 J Al [ il HLA 1 ma| WA 1 41 AL
YA

Sk T B A BT AR ) b B ) S SR, I
PRI Z M BT Y s T Re, B
A 258 VA ) b S AR MR B L, A3 AT BT AR R X
FH SRR R TR DT g uAR K AR
AEIRR AP AR AN, K 22 BT B R AL 5 ) 3l
TR ey HUHEA THE AN Y, DA S AL 0 2 e
TR I 17 BT B A A e AR DY, ] RNA
PRIY 32 3] B BRI S0 5 005 2% 1K 114 6l 07 30 0k A o
PRI DT BT R R ) e hag , DA I & Btk
B b TR 1) 2 4 e R R ORI R AL A

1 #MR5REE
1.1 M8

B b ST AN S T AR R 4R R SR Y
FINFIEE, BT (2624) °C . MINHEEE(70210)%
H 16 h YEiR | 8 h MARE AR FRA %

FRIZRIR (41 99%) My H L ifE A 7 SR A AL H AR
NI
1.2 A&k
FI R IR R A KK F FARe L)

K VR A A B B, T FH AR 4l /K R R AT i
BRI 1. 5. 10 molg B, AN T4k}
o, JEINE R M S IR A R A 30 Sk, BTRESE
PR, BRMEC A R FET G P, Phik
G 3, 4, 5, 644 10 3k, MR EATHH
R AR, AR SRR, &
AW, VCEIS I AT G K B T bR ) () 5
i TR Mk 4y A X R

1.2.1
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1.2.2  FEI R RIESE T AN 5B GF5 A B A st
FIAEF A
GRS N 5 malg FIIERER (N T4k 24 h )5
FETE I 3 84l L, LARMESR S I BT 20 R i Tl
ORLIESP 0 Bl N WA &l <y e S S /NI Bl N e 4
Wy A SR 2N Ty, AL A S R
) FE ) A S 2H A0 2 v o 3k 5 % RER EE Ak
B FRFRIAEE G 1A R ISR R s
K, &5k 1), RH RT-qPCR Ju k3 K 7E %
SR Y 25 R R IR G
%1 RT-gPCR 3|17

Table 1 Sequences of the primers used for RT-gPCR

ek 51901751 (5-3")
SfCYP4V2-F GTCTGTACCCGCCAGTACCC
SfCYP4V2-R CTCCCCAGTAGCGAGGGTTG
SfCYP6B6-F CGACTCGCCCGTCCTCTATG
SfCYP6B6-R CGGGCCGTGTAGGAACAGAA
SfCYP6B5-F GCGCTATTCGAGATCCTCGGT
SfCYP6B5-R CAAACAACGCCGGTGTGGAC
SfCYP4C21-F CCTGATGATGCCCTGACGGT
SfCYP4C21-R TGAGCAATCCGTTGCCAAGC
SfTCYP6A13-F GTTCGACCCGGAGCGATTTG
SfCYP6A13-R CCCTATGCATGCCCTGTTGC
SICYP4D2-F CTGACGGAGAAGCTGCGAGA
SfCYP4AD2-R AGACTCGCGTTCGTGTCCTT
STGST1-F CCCTCCATCAAATGCGGTGC
SfGST1-R GCTTCAGATGTTCCGGCGAC
SfGST2-F CGAACCCATTCGCCTCTTGC
SfGST2-R TCTGAGCGTACGTCTTGCCG
SfUGT2B15-F AGCTACCGTCGCAACATGGA
SfUGT2B15-R CGTGTCGCAGCACGTATTCC
STUGT2B7-F GTGTGTGAGACCCGCTCTTT
SfUGT2B7-R TGGCGCACCAACAGCTTCTA
p-actin-F CGGTATCGTGCTGGACTCCGGTG
p-actin-R GAGTAACCCCTCTCGGTGAGGATC

1.2.3 RNAL B £ 3 F AR 6 2 fE

vt R S I ¥ P 41 SfCYP6B6-Not 1-F ,
ctcceggecgecatggcggccgcGACAAAAGTGCTCAAG
ACTTTGTGA, SfCYP6B6-Xba I-R, ggataacaattcccct
ctagaCAAGGCTTGTGCTGACAATAACC; SfUGT?2
B15-Not I-F, ctcceggecgecatggeggeccgcAGGCTATCA
TATTGAAGAAAAAGTGACG, SfUGT2B15-Xba I-R,
ggataacaattcccctctagagGTGCGTACCTTGGATTAGTA
GTAACTTC, #ystRikaiA, #5531k CYP6B6 il
UGT2B15 A% RNA(dsCYP6B6 Fil dsUGT2 B15),
PLFRIB SR O IR 1 3UE RNA(DSEGFP) 1

N HR 545 dsCYP6B6 . dsUGT2B15 #il dsEGFP
PRI 5 N T RHR G, 3 S MR b B3 7 ik
IR HL, BEAAEE 6 IREKR, FAER 10 k4
W, BRI B REL, T 24 48, 72 h JFHURE,
FEPUE RNA, RT-gPCR 3 HE DA AN [R] st [E] A
FHRCEK

A dsRNA [FRDRH R MR 07 12 ik 40
W72 h)E, Pkgim, BFS5A 5 molg BTELIR
BT AR S, T 24, 48, 72, 96 h Siit4k
BT s i . B Ab LSS IR E 6 AN,
RAERE 30 kahd, REREHPEFEE, DA
I IMATATAE AU A A 5T i N T ARDBME SR %) i
1.3 HIBRSHR

izfH SPSS 24.0 BRI TS B
PG o SRR 2R 22500 5 43 B v REZH Andk
PRZ ) R ST RIS HUR BT L AR R
WHEE . fbiR . PULRMZER B SN, RA 2702
PRSI FA KR, SRS FEAS t 4
6 X6} Ik DR A o s i LA K S TR R e 4 BT
RHARIA T2 5 BE T

2 RS9
2.1 NAMBRER B R RIE AR E KA B RIE
V) BT L 1) b, 5 13 Wk 4 A A T D i
T3 2, GEREH, UNIE 1 mg/g BTARIR i AE K
T 1A 3 WAL A A AR D, (R At A 4
HETE T HATJC RN . UNIR 5 mo/g Al 10 mo/g B %
PR sy A T B DT kA AU R B ERR L 10 molg
BT 25 iR b PP 4y H R T B TR T R 2L 1.6 £ o
SXREZAAA LY, WA 1 molg FZRIR B 5 4650 1 3 %
F1 5 WA AR, R LA B4 A K TG B 2
S . AR 5 mg/g A1 10 molg FTBRER B2 4k TR
A WL R . BRENTE 1 mglg BRI 5 i
16 W4 A AT TG B A, SRS [
B 2 4% S 25 AR AT b, B 13 )y FRURTIR AR o o
10 mglg BAl 25 w2 b B A4 I R RO AS R IR Y
34%(F 3), Ah, 10 molg FTBEER LbFHE S ) B £
TSR TP 23 BIREAR T 80.4%F1 77.7%,
T e 5t L 138 B AT 0 R X B i i A K R B
AR IRER, SRR E FTREE 3 Rl B
HE NG .
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Table 2 The larval duration of S. frugiperda treated with different concentrations of ferulic acid
o B3 2 Jo A& P id
Sy(mg g 1% 2 i 3 4 % 5% 6 i

1 (2.9140.39)b (2.7740.66)a (3.1740.68)b (3.2540.43)a (2.7520.82)a (5.1540.53)a

5 (3.0320.49)bc (3.0620.54)b (3.2520.66)b (3.7140.61)b (3.8840.76)b (6.1849.88)b

10 (3.4240.65)c (3.8820.99)c (4.3220.33)c (4.5740.88)c (4.1440.35)c (7.1440.64)c

T % R (2.7440.19)a (2.7640.63)a (2.7820.58)a (3.2140.49)a (2.6620.56)a (5.0040.60)a

25 X HR (2.6840.48)a (2.5520.53)a (2.5120.82)a (2.8540.66)a (2.51490.66)a (5.0140.53)a

RIS [ =737 A B ) 9 22 5 A e 12 7 (P<0.05)

%3

AR E M AR EN R, RERE, WHEMIUR

Table 3 The larval length, weight, pupation rate and emergence rate of S. frugiperda treated with ferulic acid

BT 2581 T £ PR fem
43 %U(mg g7 3% 4% 5 i 6 i
1 (0.74540.055)a (1.57140.174)b (2.24090.180)a (2.74740.179)b
5 (0.6850.044)b (1.45446.118)c (2.02040.113)b (2.62640.369)c
10 (0.58640.067)c (1.27526.286)d (1.47040.296)c (2.49640.016)d
P A8 (0.76240.067)a (1.66426.092)a (2.28040.139)a (2.93840.136)a
25 X IR (0.77540.102)a (1.66140.088)a (2.26040.129)a (2.88240.165)a
PRI it aiiat s HA%
S 8(mg g71) 3 i 4% 5 % 6 i L
1 (0.01040.002)b  (0.05320.016)b  (0.15820.016)a (0.3440.080)a (0.16740.017)a (84.640.016)b (88.220.016)b
5 (0.01040.002)c  (0.04620.025)c  (0.14120.019)b (0.29840.099)b (0.106+0.028)b (53.340.020)c (44.120.019)c
10 (0.00740.007)d  (0.03920.027)d  (0.05320.026)c (0.22620.065)c (0.05640.014)c (18.240.018)d (21.020.026)d
PIEAXTIE (0.01340.049)a  (0.06940.006)a  (0.15920.021)a (0.35920.041)a (0.17120.022)a (93.320.016)a (94.140.021)a
ZHEXTIE (0.01140.003)a  (0.04320.006)a  (0.15720.016)a (0.36920.051)a (0.16440.051)a (95.540.004)a (97.740.014)a

[R) B AR )= 37 Ak B ) 19 22 55 e 12 78 L (P<0.05)

NAM BB Eh R RIEE SR ISHEERR
oAl
SXof B L i A T ) R L 5 1 SRR A A SR L
¥, AR SRAUER R o AT DR XS HEZE B 2R
AbFRZH Fh LD B 225 SRR O, A IR % R ZH A
BT BRI A L b SR M 2 S BRI R AL 562 4,
Hop FJEFGRIEN 277 4>, FIHFGAIEN 285 1,

7.0

2.2

6.0
5.0

4.0

*% %

3.0

AR ks

2.0

e T8 B i Sy LB o v R R Sk A i A
MESERAE 10 4>, 4508 SFCYP4V2, SFCYP6B6 .
SfCYP6B5 . SfCYP4C21 ., SfCYP6A13, SfGST2 .,
SfUGT2B15, SfUGT2B7. SfCYP4D2, SfGST1., %
Fl TR-gPCR X {3 bR ih Ik R fE it s el rh i
ISR TIRUE, S5 RIEH IR S A P ik
AR HEA—B(E 1),

8 i O B R RR Ak B

o %@%%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂ%

SfCYP6A13 SfCYP6B5 SfCYP4V2 SfCYPAC21 SfCYP6B6 SfCYP4d2 SfUGT2B15 SfUGT2B7
fi s A Qg AL T

SfGST2 SfGST1

o o xR AL 9 2 A G B L (P<0.05, P<0.01, P<0.001).
1 RT-qPCR Wi RAFERFILZ DN EDARHERSOMIBEENEN RIAE

Fig.1 RT-gPCR validate the upregulation expression patterns of detoxification metabolic enzyme genes in the transcriptome
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2.3 MERSEE F ISR R IRER X7 5 i 2 R K
A3 A

VERERE BB IR 5 SRR A i e KA AL

i J5 i 5 DX (SFCYP6B) il i 4 Al ik % 7% il 5 ]
(SFUGT2B15) 581k H: 7 B b 5 13 e AR 53 BT 20 PR 1) g
12 ¢
EdsEGFP O dssfCYP6B6

10 —

08 |

06 |

X ek B

04 |

02 |

0.0

L‘E}ﬁ .
4 48

G

2

i cxrin RN AR BRI 22 A e L (P<0.01, P<0.001).

e, ZREB/R, WA HRHMMESEH
dsSfCYP6B6 F1 dsSFUGT2B15 f A\ T4k} 24, 48,
720 5, BIRTRIN R B 3 B A X ek e R
K& 2), F2HRIME dSRNA X 2L 1l 7 g ik 4 AT
KPR UTBRRICE

gdsEGFP O dsSfUGT2B15

Bl *k bkl

48
TR ) /b

2 STER SFCYP6B6 B SFTUGT2B15 B VR ERIBN FAE
Fig.2 Knocking down SfCYP6B6 or SFUGT2B15 on the relative expression of target genes

&4 dsEGFP., dsSfCYP6B6 Fi dssfUGT2B15
PN TR EHRI M B i S ke 4 A 72 h, B R L
RN T 5 molg BaTERLRR 1) A T ARk} 4k 221 5
IYIERER G IR 24, 48, 72 h Geit 4T,
25T ER dsSFCYP6B6 5 dsUGT2B15 34 1] i 14
B2 i %o Bt ST 4l R BOE R . 5 dSEGFP
REFRAH G, R dsSFCYP6B6 #l dsUGT2B15 J5 Fi %
FRXF 4 HUY 72 h B 50l  1 36.7%F1 52.6%
(F 4).

& 4 I SFCYP6B6 B STUGT2B15 ByEith &7 ik
4B AP ERER R RO TE TR

Table 4 Mortality of Spodoptera frugiperda larvae feeding on ferulic
acid after knocking down SfCYP6B6 or SFUGT2B15

BET-# 1%
Ab T
24 h 48 h 72h
dsEGFP 4042 15,541 21.740.8
dsCYP6B6 (15.643.3)**  (21.8H.4)*** (34.342.1)***
dsUGT2B15  (22.0:.4)**  (33.722.0)**  (45.842.1)***

[fE] Z1) crecsei S b PR (9 26 AT i34 B L (P<0.01, P<
0.001),

3 HR5iie

O A ARG ) 5 RE B8 52 i) B8 SR 2 A )
AR A & . EPRR B A,
F HU 1 SRR 03 RO O A A ) S o 1) 6
&, AR T R, DAl R AN R AT

FAEY T EAFIE N BE T . AR A5 R R, BT
BRI B 1 B ) A K B W 8 A
FH, B ST 0 At wp A QI T2 i €0 2R SR AL i il
HE [H] (SFCYP6B) il 4 4 i 5L 4 % il ik [X] (SFUG T2B15)
TE B b, B 10 M X BT 20 1R 114 e mg A e R vp R i
LAEH.

21 €2 2R AR Ak i AR R T A R 2 W
PRt R i B PR B S i el , A R AU
TG EAEENYIGE. CYPEB FKIRIEAE YR
AR s A TR, B, A7
XU (Papilio glaucus) ) CYP6B1 11 CYP6B4 1] #
FL2F FAE R AE A R A R 3R
IS 5 R kg TR 2 M4 L (Helicoverpa
amigera)i1) CYP6B6 nJ gtk A A I 2—+ =
BeliiFs e 3n, HAARAERRII A Hh B B[] )
SEA TGN, HEMHATRE S 52— el iy et
2N PRF B o A W T R RS Il 22 5 B x)
AR C . BN, FRH RIS E
TSP A PRI RS , RS0k (Spodoptera litura)
Ghilmrh UGT EEAYTEYE 18, [Wke, 7EM
F(A. gossypii). 4HH;EL(Bemisia tabaci)FIH 4% A EL
(Diaphorina citri) 253 B A B EsE T a R i, B
FRBRZE A AT 22 B UGTs a3, 4
% /N 52 g (Bactrocera dorsalis) i) UGT301D2
UGT35F2, UGT36K2 SEJE[R AT L) Gl 24 i e AU
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