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A comparative study of factors influencing the expression of Wolbachia-
induced cytoplasmic incompatibility in two populations of the two-spotted

spider mite, Tetranychus urticae Koch (Acari: Tetranychidae)

LU Ming-Hong, XIE Rong-Rong, ZHAO Zhen-Jun, YU Ming-Zhi, XUE Xiao-Feng, HONG Xiao-Yue"
(Department of Entomology, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: The cytoplasmic incompatibility ( CI) is the most common effect of Wolbachia on the
reproduction of its arthropod hosts, and the expression of CI differs greatly among different populations.
Using the Jiangsu (JS) and Liaoning (LN) populations of the two-spotted spider mite, Tetranychus urticae
Koch (Acari; Tetranychidae ), as experimental materials, 100% infected and uninfected Wolbachia lines
were obtained by screening. The present study tried to evaluate some factors influencing the expression of CI
in the spider mite by crossing experiment and Real-time quantitative PCR. These factors include age of
host, temperature, host genes and Wolbachia density. The 1, 3, 5, 7-day-old virgin males were used to
investigate the influence of host age on Wolbachia-induced CI. The results showed no effect of age on CI,
suggesting that host age does not reduce the sperm modification induced by Wolbachia. The effect of
temperatures (20°C , 25°C and 30°C ) on the CI induced by Wolbachia was also checked. Neither high nor
low temperatures influenced the expression of CI. Wolbachia density in males of the JS population, as
measured by quantitative PCR using the wsp (surface protein of Wolbachia) gene, was significantly higher
than that in the LN population. In addition, in both the JS and LN populations, Wolbachia density
increased with the age of male hosts. Wolbachia density also showed no effect on CI. We estimated the
variability of CI expression between the JS and LN population of 7. urticae was due to the interaction
between Wolbachia and host genotypes. The results might provide foundation for understanding the
mechanisms of reproductive manipulation induced by Wolbachia.
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Wolbachia 31 3 E A EEF, HSHEEA
FEM(CL 2 W —F 7, EWEHN ., Had
SR B Yy LA K B B 49 vh ¥ 4 E ( Breeuwer and
Jacobs, 1996 ; Moret et al., 2001 ; Vavre et al., 2001,
2002) , TEF]—YFPE, JBYL Wolbachia WIHEH 5K
%YL Wolbachia FME B 32 AL (unidirectional CI, B [a]
MO £ AN ) BB R [R] 5 R Wolbachia F Mt HE >
{&3Z L ( bidirectional CI, XUa ARFEH) , 4R
FEMIZ (0’ Neill and Karr, 1990) , MEA FEMAE
PRI N 5 ARG 78 T F/ B M L Jm 25 A 1 (O
Neill et al., 1997) . BJEASZEH(CL) F=4 H)5FHL
PANAAERE, B2 N7~ 5 B B 208 CL Y
WREMBAREERET . HKELLHN, kAR
ARG ETABE S W 4h, BIEREEHER, TR A
BHAM P AR E R, FEOCAFIEEA 1) 5 A%
ANE 2257 R B B A [F] . Wolbachia 3853 75 5 Ml it
ARG R SR A A TS, TR HAE
FEENY 8 ( Hoffmann et al., 1990) ,

FRATE G = AT 5K R B, Wolbachia #£ —
PEM- 45 Tetranychus urticae Koch A [B]Fp #f B pF 51 #2
#) CIRBEARIR], TLIMR M FPEER N #) Wolbachia A
AEIE T CI, TL T 24304k N ) Wolbachia BB 3 H
R CI(Xie et al., 2011), Perrot-Minnot ¢
(2002 ) X BRI i — B -5 B 55t R 3R, Wolbachia
REIE AR, AF5RER CI, EEX#m Cl
HIEF I B HATRA MBI . X R PT5E &
W, NSRRI {A N Wolbachia F5F CI IR RE Z,
fI3E Wolbachia %R & . FF E T 5. HAFEE
A 35 55 R & ( McGraw et al., 2001; Ikeda et al.,
2003 ; Sakamoto et al., 2005), MAHBER XN L
B 3% % & ( Sinkins et al., 1995;
Hoffmann, 1998 ). M H 32 Fig ¥k ¢ ( Karr et al.,
1998) . M &1 H # ( Turelli and Hoffmann, 1995;
Kittayapong et al., 2002; Reynolds and Hoffmann,
2002) FHE

2 SCLA R B ZBE M-I AL T IR AL IR AR M PR
A IR, PR A e R Mk
H# . Wolbachia B &8 DL J iR FE & A 7% 36 H 5
i {4 Py Wolbachia 153 C1 I HSEMA . FF £ 5
i ) R G 0 R SRR R R R R AT LU ER
DA RS 3R — B i X A2 M (4 DNA g TTS2 X Bt
FEHNHEATINE A3 AT R, ZBER i 13 >t 3 P
BERY ITS2 582 —3( Xie et al., 2008) , FEASSC
, FRATXS WIS IR A R i R B ZRL A DNA

Clancy and

(mitochondrial cytochrome oxidase I, COI) %K %]
H# 34T Mouton 55 (2006) B 58 & B, 1R FEBE
MR Wolbachia 7E3F 3 H %% B (density) , {H2R
P RE A5 R BT 1Ak Py Wolbachia 1755 CI BB S
BERRFM . HILER T EiE K 25°C T Wolbachia
HIE (Xie et al., 2011) , FATFHHMKE T 20CH)
IRIE AN 30°C 1w, WFACIRBERT TR E B iR
Wolbachia 155 CI {58 BEHI M, B HETN AL, HE
I H X —BEH-55 1 Wolbachia T8 LA R 553 CL i
SREERIENIER ILARIE . Ht, FRATMILIR R A
LT RB AR AR B 1, 3, 5 F1T d ki
WEFT i H X 3R E — B i 4k Y Wolbachia 7§ &
PA K Wolbachia 155 CI W) IR .

1 HRSTE

1.1 gt HiR

TR L T 2 IR B AP B (LIN) (40. 36°N,
120.42°E ) REEF 2002 45 8 H, TLIRHRM Hh 3R A HE
(JS) (34.41°N, 116.35°E) 4T 2003 4£7 H, &F
FHYE N E R Malus pumila Mill., RFER, MR
ER RN SR RS, AR, A BN
i, 2UEWMIAIRE, EXRERRKEEILY
Phaseolus vulgaris L. M E TR FIFE, MIES
AR 25 £1°C, MHXREE 60% .

1.2 TBirtiE S DNA 28X, PCR #3500 F

DNA B . 34 B Wolbachia ) PCR K
T 538 A R AR 45 L B B 55 (2004)

A% SCAE ] — X ¢ 5 51 ) (Navajas et al.
1996 ) I\ — B it i £ k0 /& DNA [y COT B [& rh 4 3%
h— B 453 bp W R B, LTI N 5'-
TGATTTTTTGGTCACCCAGAAG-3', T 5| ¥ M
5'-TACAGCTCCTATAGATAAAAC-3',

7550 wL ™R R & 4 uL DNA KA,
28.6 uL ddH,0, 5 pL 10 x buffer, 5 wL MgCL, (25
mmol/L) , 4 pL dNTPs (10 mmol/L each), 0.4 pL
Taq DNA R& (5 U/pL, Ki% TaKaRa 4 d]), k
WM TS 194 1.5 wL(20 pmol/L)

PCR W 44 Hg: 94°C Wi ¥ 5 min; &
94%C 30 s, 51°C 1 min, 72°C 1 min 3£ 35 MEFF,

FIFH V-gene Biotechnology Limited 7\ &] ) DNA
afif iR & X PCR =¥y A7 4idk, ¥ o= 9
$2 % Promega /3 7] [ pGEM-T 2K, Fi#t—2DHfk
B RZ S KA & Escherichia coli DHSa H, #4T
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3%,

ZEHRMA N HE, BEHARNEY KEFRE,
BRI R BUTUR. DNA J2 PCR R0l /5 , K FHIE 5
FBEFTIF . BiA P TAEY B K& TaKaRa /A ]
56 Mo A PR A BEBE AL HL 6 BB B
Wolbachia [FEA HE4T R FIM &, PLEATH—BUF
FIAHE
1.3 f%i% 100 % B Wolbachia F17<Bf: Wolbachia
HmER

28 PCR AT, — B Mgl 10 77 24 300RH A VL IR
RINFREEER R GL Wolbachia, (B 284 HR 18k
v, BWELTHEA 5815 3] 100% Bt Wolbachia FIA
&Y Wolbachia [ R o A CRAE B MR
) Wolbachia B 1R 713515 100% Yt Wolbachia F
NEYL Wolbachia B 2R o
1.3.1  §iik 100% &G Wolbachia W 5hZ : 100% J&%
YL Wolbachia ¥ it & i 1% 1 F 9K 151 32 1) J7 ¥
(Hong et al., 2002) , 7ESL & M |3 A # I A HA )
W 1 3k CREACID) , iEHINHEAFE . S5E3Ipr™
SR B N B ET, SHEARFELZ, FZEMKRE,
W REABRF M R B3 ~5d J5, Rilla
ERNREEH Wolbachia, Y57 Wolbachia ) tEAS
i REZLU LPEA ~5 R, RJ5 PCR K
T J AR i 30 Sk, 2FBIERYL Wolbachia, W34S
SEaiRYe Wolbachia W ih 7, BWGESEFIAE, K3
100% /R F T 438 £ 5 o
1.3.2 7§k 100% AEYL Wolbachia A 5H % : ¥EL
OHETESR L, 7£0.1% (w/v) AR R EH
24 h J5, FITFmRFRRIEAL S 4. BRIk, 4 d
#oe—w i, B PCR & 40 3k M B i,
SERAREYLI ARG 100% A FGe Wolbachia ) Fh F o
TEA T SLI0RT, SRR M RETHAR
HIZRAF TSR 4 4R, DAk DU 2R AT BB SR A A
oM, [F]EH{E FRT PCR A U E &S 40 3k, BAIA& &
% 100% Ak Wolbachia ,

1.4 FITXW

1.4.1 7l H X CLEgEm . NEaBRgvm R
P — Lo I 200 s A7 = IO A 5 . S5 3 i ™
HIN R B e i B, AR R R 8:00 KAl — K5
A i e B PR, 8 h S BRER I 0 Ak P 2 s 6 i B
THMH R EHHmFEL 3,5M7d, 1,3,5f7H
iRl IS T A SR ol [l 1 I N 7
Wolbachia Ff el HE1T3C AL, 2238 S5 B ) B AR AE
FEN: MR H AR, BOREH A, B4 R

SBIUNERIATE 4 em® Z2AH MBI /MK, 405
PRI (AT I 55— L) A BRI Y e
U5 FRYL Wolbachia FRRES—E B /MK H,
BAVPNX T X R R S AR 2 d
¥R E, WIFRTIEIEE | RERE, ™0
5 dEBEMR ., BREAIICKINE, IPFEILEL,
4 HUSIE R, MESE RO R . TSR & R A L
TEMERE = ONETSE T, B R ab Fe i Uit ; R R
FRACHE SUFE = IR ARG 5 d BB, WEIRIEE . &
&, RIEERICR R LR fEE R
PEH, 1ER#E CI SR BEHE T

1.4.2 JRBEEXT CTRREM : Ko al T A0 B 5 L5
M FPEETR 5 2] ) 100% e Wolbachia 1 100%
NI Wolbachia 1) 5 2T 20°C #1 30°C A58 —
R, —1CJ5 PCR ¥l Wolbachia FER 41 Bl LAH €
YL 5 R ) Wolbachia K R JG AT R 3C K Ko
LU FEFH LI DLRRYY Wolbachia @ x Y Wolbachia
&, YL Wolbachia Q@ x JEYL Wolbachia & , YL
Wolbachia @ x A g Yt Wolbachia & , A J& P
Wolbachia @ x ANE&YY Wolbachia 3 4 FhZeAZHETE
20°C Y fIRIR A 30°C = IR T HEAT 2238 5L o AN 5K
Wk 3 -5 HIRWEGE IR R, Kk
Wolbachia Xt 453 38 Fh Ff A= 78 B9 52 e 2 75 52 B 1R B
W . B FACE R ACRATE IR S d J5##1T
PCR 6 I 58 SR YR ES

1.5 SCEfEE PCR #il] Wolbachia HE &

% it Wolbachia W) 45 5 V£ 5] ¥ wspF (5'-
GCAGCGTATGTAAGCAATCC-3') #1 wspR ( 5'-
ACCAAAATAACGAGCACCAG-3") ¥ 1 144 bp K ¥
3], Xt Wolbachia #1TE€ &, 16§ ABI /A &) 7300
AI5E & PCR {Y il TaKaRa /A F] ) SYBR 9%t € & ik
& o

SATAR 20 pL i PCR BLIER A : 1 pL
DNA K45, 10 wL £ SYBR B, 0.4 L f Rox
Dye, 7.8 uL fy ddH,0, F Fi#3144% 0.4 uL(10
wmol/L) , PCR 2 Ji % /4 J: 95°C B HE 30 s,
95 5's, 60°C 31 s, 40 AMEFF.

K& TaKaRa 23 ) BORL/)N & 32 B0 & 32 B
Bo BORARLFIE, FZMEGEETHTE 260 nm T 5E
BORLRIVRBE, SR LA 10 R 6 BE R R JBURL . s HE
i 1 AR B A BN 1077 ~ 10° /) JTORL A
WA

J&YL Wolbachia fi 7 73 7| Pk BURE AL J5 18] 5% T
1~10 d W& 6 AT ERSLR, IAFERS



oM

REBAZLSE . —BEn- W PIRREE P Wolbachia 1755 9 MU BR SR FIAE AT R R 7 HLBERIT

1021

HIEHR R, [l HBOE 77 24385 TL R AR P A %
v ) Wolbachia B &=, W 3% Wolbachia & & Xt
Wolbachia 55 CI {50, FH Mann-Whitney U-test
FEHITRIT .
1.6 BEFITESH

FH Kruskal-Wallis test &f, ANOVA ( analysis of
variance ) 54, MO E . WAL . FIE R
e, BMERZHE A Turkey test, FE#F1T ANOVA
SIHTRE, XN ERAET In B, ML, fFIE SR
A HE S F R B SR PO iR AT R AL 2, AT fR
TR R IEA AT LA R 55 T5 2

TGATTTTTTGGTCA

AAGTTTATATCTTAATTCTAC

2 #R

2.1 WA IEFE COI ERFIILE

FoATIEE T — X 45 S 5 1 A 3R I i SOk (A
DNA ) COI %[5 o 9 5% i — Bt 453 bp 9 R Bt
(GenBank % 35 HM486513), 3 fi| F§ GenBank
m Blast J¢3 Hoxf o i € i R R R E M B A
B, #id GeneDoc #R {4 Ly 35T T P4 3 Al YL 55 4% M
COI EEF A, XP i IEFp#E R COL F[H 75 58
E—3, WE 1 Fimw,

GGAATAATTTCACATGTTATTAGTTATAATTT R

TGATTTTTTGGT CACCCAGAAGTTTATATCTTAATTCTAC

\GGTTTTGGAATAATTTCACATGT TATTAGT TATAATTT Y

TGATTTTTTGGTCACCCAGAAGTTTATATCTTAATTCTACCAGGTTTTGGAATAATTTCACATGTTATTAGTTATAATTT

* 100 * 120

AGGT AAAAAAGAAGTTTTTGGTAAAAT TGGTATAATGTTTGCTATAACATCAATTGGTTTATTAGGATTTATTGTTTGAG
AGGTAAAAAAGAAGTTTTTGGTAAAATTGGTATAATGTT TG

AGGTAAAAAAGAAGTTTTTGGTAAAATTGGTATAATGTTTGCTATAACATCAATTGGTTTATTAGGATTTATTGTTTGAG

* 180 * 200

CACATCATATATTTACTGTAGGTATAGATGTTGATACT

CACATCATATATTTACTGTAGGTATAGATGTTGATACTCG.

CACATCATATATTTACTGTAGGTATAGATGT TGATACTCGAGCTTATTTTACAGCTGCTACTATAATTATTGCTATCCCT

* 260 * 280

ACTGGAATTAAARATTTTTAGTTGATTTACTACAATTTTAAATTCTCATATTAACTTTAATATTTCTATATAT TGAT CAAT

ACTGGAATTAAAATTTTTAGTTGATTTACTACAATTTTAAATTCTCATATTAACTTTAATATTTCTATATATTGATCAAT

* 340 * 360

AGGATTTTTAATTATATTTTCTATTG

AGGATTTTTAATTATATTTTCTATTGGAGK
AGGATTTTTAATTATATTTTCTATTGGAGGTTTTACAGGAATTGTAGCTTCAAATTCATGTTTAGATATTAATTTACATG

* 420 *

440

LN
Js

A1
Fig. 1

2.2 ERAEHKY CIHFMm

HEW B 88X T X438 F B N Wolbachia 5% CI
HISRBER I A5 R IR 1, ] H i B i i i 5
NG Wolbachia HMEWEZ:2E, JE MR ILE. 17
EELEEHERAERENESR, HIES CL KR
ERADEES, HHE BT ILIRRMN I N
Wolbachia ¥5'F CI [ BERZM K ZE R WK 2. [FIFE,
ERPBAR, FERERELHEERENER
(P>0.05), VLI FPEEN B Wolbachia /S EEH
T CIHA R HHER H i EmaEr.
2.3 REX CIN

£ 20°CARIE T Wolbachia Xf — B M I 1T 75 24 3%,

ATTCATACTATATTGTAGCTCATTTCCATTATGTTTTATCTATA
ATTCATACTATATTGTAGCTCATTTCCATTATGTTTTATCTAT &
ATTCATACTATATTGTAGCTCATTTCCATTATGTTTTATCTATAGGAGCTGTA

ZBEAH L T IR (LN) VLR N (JS) RhEERY CO T 275 iy b

Comparison between CO I gene sequences of the Liaoning (LN) and Jiangsu (JS) populations of Tetranychus urticae

* 140 = 160
160
CTATAACATCAATTGGTTTATTAGGATTTATTGTTT GAGERRA]

* 220 * 240
TATTTTAC ACTATAATTATTGCTATCCCT L
CTTATTTTACAGCTGCTACTATAATTATTGCTATCCCT RN

* 300 * 320
320
320

* 380 * 400
SGAATTGTAGCT TCAAATTCATGTT TAGATATTAAT TTACAT GEENTT
SGAATTGTAGCTTCAAATTCATGTTTAGATAT TAATTTACAT G

GG GTA

(LN) FVLIMR N (IS) Fi e A TR (R 25 SR L3R 36
1L T AP RERRGL (1) Wolbachia 7E 20°CHRIR RS S
CI, JB&4% Wolbachia Py i 5 AN SR L 1) Mt 5 24 2 J5
RGBT LR B 2K T HAth 3 MRTHE
VLI ARINFRBEAR P IR G 1) Wolbachia #E 20°C 11K
BT KA REFE R CL,

1E 30°C IR Wolbachia Xt —BEnt i T. urticae
1L T4 (LN ) FVLIR AR M (JS) T B A= 5 52 Wil 9 285
RIWFK 4, R, £ 30CHERT, LT 260
LB Wolbachia WHEYE T CI, T VLR AR Fh AR
i) Wolbachia A RE%F CL, B ULAT L, YLIRERMF
FEN I Wolbachia ANEERET C1 5HRIFFRE TR
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F1 Ml H I BRI T 3438 (LN) # 8 A Wolbachia 35F CI )70
Table 1 Effect of male age on the level of CI induced by Wolbachia infection in the Liaoning (LN)
population of Tetranychus urticae

’ Tk . e (% )
Tl H & (d) Bk SEAEH (% ) FEH(%)
Number of eggs Percent of female
Age of the male Number of individuals Hatchability Survival rate
laid per female offsprings
1 39 28.28 +1.21 b 48.95 +2.43 92.10 +6.94 34.91 +2.98
3 17 22.29+1.43 a 51.24 £2.52 81.38 +3.76 39.28 +4.34
5 23 22.30+1.24 a 51.54 +2.62 89.16 +3.51 42.49 £3.02
7 19 25.95+1.82 ab 48.34 +2.77 85.60 +2.50 37.06 +5.64
Fj 9" 4,829 * 0.329 ns 0.575 ns 0.816 ns

CFRNTFHME(£SE)FE P<0.05 (*), P<0.01 (™ )F1P<0.001 (™ )BZEFBE, ns FREH BEZES(ANOVA) . [F—FI MEEE A
[6] iy ERZE P <0.05 B2 5 8.3 (Tukey HSD test) , F[f], ® means analysis of variance (ANOVA) of mean (+SE) at P<0.05 ( *), P <0.01
(™) and P<0.001 ( ™), and ns means no significant difference. Different letters behind the values of the same column mean significant difference at
P <0.05 (Tukey HSD test). The same below.

F2 o B ET BTN (JS) #EE R Wolbachia %S CI B30
Table 2 Effect of male age on the level of CI induced by Wolbachia infection in the Jiangsu (JS)
population of Tetranychus urticae

7B ; HERE AR (% )
e H % (d) Bkt TR (% ) G (% )
Number of eggs Percent of female
Age of the male Number of individuals Hatchability Survival rate
laid per female offsprings
1 16 20.23 £1.56 a 86.44 +2.68 89.45 +£2.23 76.65 +2.24
3 19 26.05 +1.52 ab 90.37 £1.56 93.48 +1.34 73.09 £1.96
5 17 22.08 +£1.34 ab 87.77 £2.71 92.38 +1.90 74.96 +2.80
7 20 27.36 £2.27 b 90.74 £2.11 92.52 +1.85 77.69 +1.94
Fj 68" 3.598 * 0.858 ns 0.930 ns 0.904 ns

%3 20°CT Wolbachia 3 ZBE 4T 7= ¢4 (LN ) FSTo56R M (JS) FhBE £ ERIR N
Table 3 Compatibility of crosses between Wolbachia-infected (W) and antibiotic-treated (U) colonies of Liaoning (LN)
and Jiangsu (JS) populations of Tetranychus urticae at 20°C

- HEAHR Bk PO (%) ﬁ?ﬁ%(%)' e R (% )

Population Cross type Number of Number of eggs Hatchabiliy Survival rate in Percent of female

(9%x38) individuals laid per female immature stage offsprings
TR EE LN (U) xIN (U) 20 26.75+1.44bc  90.46+2.17b  86.26 +1.68 ab 69.73+2.12 b
Liaoning population LN (U) xLN (W) 32 20.91+1.02¢c  46.79+2.83a 77.51%3.15a 32.29+3.77 a
(LN) LN (W) xLN (U) 23 20.52+1.32a  93.53+1.40b 88.372.06 b 74.20 £1.69 b
LN (W) xLN (W) 19 23.45+1.50 ab  95.67+1.47b  84.642.13 ab 72.23£1.73 b

Fy0* 11.403 ** 119.320 ** 3.845* 55.351*
TLHFIEE JS (U) xJS (U) 24 22.50 +1.47 ab  94.47 £1.23 97.84 +0.77 80.01£1.32 a
Jiangsu population  JS (U) xJS (W) 37 19.57£1.29 a 94.72 £1.28 98.87 +0.64 89.48+1.02 b
(Js) JS (W) xJS (U) 23 27.09+1.51b  94.45+0.76 99.33 +0.31 90.45 +0.60 b
IS (W) xJS (W) 19 21.63+1.64 ab  95.74 +0.97 97.30 +1.16 87.70+1.11 b

Fy 106" 4.906 * 0.205 ns 1.394 ns 18.762 **
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%4 30°CT Wolbachia 3 ZBEHH 4T 7= ¢4 (LN ) FITI54R M (JS) FhBE £ ERIR NN
Table 4 Compatibility of crosses between Wolbachia-infected (W) and antibiotic-treated (U) colonies of Liaoning (LN)
and Jiangsu (JS) populations of Tetranychus urticae at 30°C

- HEAHR Bk PO L (%) LR (%) e (%)
Population Cross type Number of Number of eggs Hatchabiliy Survival mate Percent of female
(9x38) individuals laid per female offsprings
TR LN (U) xIN (U) 21 32.33+1.43  95.2420.94b  94.26 +0.86 ab 77.42£1.58 b
Liaoning population LN (U) xLN (W) 24 32.13+1.35  42.57+3.00a 84.59+1.99 a 35.45+4.88 a
(LN) LN (W) xLN (U) 21 34.95+2.01  96.1220.84b 90.26+1.26 b 73.23+0.89 b
LN (W) xLN (W) 20 37.65+1.66  91.401.59b  90.25+1.23 ab 81.09+1.93 b
Fy0° 2.522 ns 192.802 ** 7.831* 52.722*
TLHFIEE JS (U) xJS (U) 20 30.85 +1.59 93.35+1.53  92.83+1.04 ab 76.18 +1.23 a
Jiangsu population  JS (U) xJS (W) 22 30.14 +1.39 93.25+1.75  89.87+1.31a 73.82+1.60 a
¢S) JS (W) xJS (U) 22 30.77 £1.47 96.20 +0.64  93.64 +0.83 ab 78.51 £1.09 ab
JS (W) xJS (W) 25 26.76 +1.32 93.05+0.96  94.51+0.86 b 82.89+1.14 b
F3 106° 1.957 ns 1.388 ns 4.014* 9.669 ***
16 - mL, P <0.001, Mann-Whitney U-test) ; 5§ 10 K
‘ 5% 9 RAHA T FH(6.97 x 10° £0.07 x 10°
THCRH N P UML) o X FAL T XRFRE, W 1 -6 K

—
N
T

7

Wolbachia wsp H£FH¥2 IU%( (100 000 000/mL)
Wolbachia wsp copy number
leccccasaaa B

R H i

Days after adult emergence
B2 s E T 3 L T R (LN) 5T (JS)
FhEE Wolbachia T & 5210
Fig. 2 Effect of male age on Wolbachia density in Liaoning
(LN) and Jiangsu (JS) populations of Tetranychus urticae

E £ AR H{E + FrUETR Each point in the figure represents the
mean + SE. ns; 22 55 AR i 3 No significant difference (P >0.05);

*P<0.05; " P<0.01; ™ P<0.001 (Mann-Whitney U-test).

2.4 Wolbachia &= R

Wl & M BRI, YL 515 7 26 B
Wolbachia B8 )R EHEILE 2, X FILIARMNF
B, MEE 1 -9 K Wolbachia BENEZE FFH(7.12 x
107 £0.2 x 10" ~ 1. 23 x 10° + 0. 06 x 10° % Il ¥/

Wolbachia BEHBZE FF(2.08 x10” £0.02 x 10’
~2.42 x10° £0.09 x 10® #£ N $/mL, P <0.001,
Mann-Whitney U-test) , 25 7 KE = A T BI¥% (1. 61
x10® +0.02 x 10® #£ 01 $/mL) ; 8 d JEEEDIE
W EE EF, 45 10 RE&E EFH5] 6.60 x 10° £0. 03
x 10°%5 DU/ mL, VLIR30 77 2 308 195 ol 2 )
PRI, 581 -9 KX, TLIMRMFPEE Wolbachia T
BEER TILTXME, I B IL5 5N Fh
Wolbachia T8 b Ft 3 B i 35 R T 10 7° 248 Fh B
5% 10 X, TLIERINFIEE Wolbachia T & BE T RS
HUELTXMHEMHERERAREES

3 itig

3.1 #HHE#®Y CIrRm

ABIF 5T T UK AR E A I I X B 6 A Y
Wolbachia 753 CLIRERIR W, BFRAKI, HE
DEM- 1R Wolbachia 15 CI 58 A MEH H k¥ )
FW, MAERZE WS, CL R E S S H i
B E o HEHL B X} Wolbachia 55 CI RE 1 RN
7= R 8 (Turelli and Hoffman, 1995; Reynolds and
Hoffmann, 2002 ), H & & &\ Sogatella furcifera
(Noda et al., 2001) . H 2 B Aedes albopictus
( Kittayapong et al., 2002 ) F1 Armigeres sublbatus
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(Jamnongluk et al., 2000) ZYFph A HRiE . Noda
&£ (2001) XK K E, Laodelphax striatellus FAHE KL
S. furcifera {& P} Wolbachia WIWFFE &P, X WP«
BRI ) Wolbachia ()75 56 & —3, K CELN
Wolbachia fEi% R ER CI, MHE CEUENK
Wolbachia F5FAEX BARMREE B CI, THREE H B
BN, A KEURNE Wolbachia F' S C1 BE T
K&, K CEURA Wolbachia 755 CI 38 BE I 8 A M
HHRMER, &8 PCR &M &I AL CaEE R
KN Wolbachia ()8 R A JK & B B4R P 3 2 1)
1720, FE & HE B H 8 8 8, WA CEAE R
Wolbachia F) B 8.3 F [, {HIK CEK N I B &
PIRE THE CEl. BN, HEd B nsS
F Wolbachia HEW T %, Wolbachia % & T &3] —
SE I FAERT , Wolbachia 1755 CI HRE J1 Z B0
[FIAE, 7F2BHE W8 Drosophila melanogaster H, T HL
H %t Wolbachia (wDm) 55 CI 58 B B/E FIE B
B, 1 HRMHERFERE CIREZI(CRT 95% 5P
AREIEH ML), FEE HIRE K CI WRERET
M, 5 Hi# W HE R A BEHE T CI(Reynolds and
Hoffmann, 2002) . F#5, Reynolds %¢(2003) X 25
SRUB N ) Wolbachia 1) 78 Ff ( popcorn) B 58 & B,
popcorn ¥k R 15T CI I RE 7t Pk By H # (3 K T
Z B F F&., Duron %% (2007 ) X} 4R 3 FE B Culex
pipiens B R B, HEH H X+ CI f58 BE A
me, X R AI, 30 H & rE R A E
=2 HiRHE R AN EER 10 5, R, RE 3
W56 {4 P Wolbachia 1573 CI 58 BEN 32 ikl H % 1 5%
Wl o TXTYLIRAR M FIAL T2 24 IR FP B Wolbachia B &
HIDTFEH 2 B, Wolbachia )8 K HERE H 1 F) 1
K2, 10 H MBS ARN R EER 2 H i hER;
RN R 10 £, F350, TLIRR M FPRE i 1k 096 T
BTN ERZE S, EILTR RN
CI 38 BE IR Hil T 4R B CLSREE IR, Bk
I, BE B KN K Wolbachia (T & XS CI
SREEECAH RN, )4 Wolbachia THETES 9 KikF|
K, EXFFEFE CI 2R BEZMW, M5 H ©B X
Wolbachia W& LA K i55% CI 20 Al BB 5 H3F &
A—EMRKR
3.2 REX CIpym

TATHPFFE K I, RS I E — B A g
Wolbachia 5 CI fE JI& B WM. HEY, REXS
Wolbachia B 878 AL XA EESI S MR AR 8K 22,
{ELR IR BE RN Wolbachia ##9\FF 32 A= 5H I BIF 58 I ¢

2B, Mouton 4§ (2006 ) 5% T 7EA [FIREE T (14°C,
18°C, 20°C #1 26C) — Fp & H & Leptopilina
heterotoma {3 Wolbachia B8 A% CI 38 B 1251k,
GERKIL, 26°C T HEME R M BB, (HR2IREX
CI FsREEHEA M. MHR, X RBHBPFIR LA,
D. bifasciata 1A P i) Wolbachia 7£ 18 C FTHHE B &
F26°C F B & (Hurst et al., 2000), IR D.
simulans &P ) Wolbachia(wRi) 1E 1I9C FTHHE B &
F2SCTHRE. AP0 E RIRE TR 3
-5 {4 Py Wolbachia 153 C1 B8 JIHSENA o LAAEXS —
BEMEE R BE R R B, KR ZBEM (A N Wolbachia
Il AR 28 32 £0. 5°C (van opijnen and Breeuwer,
1999) . 30CHEIRAL G, T PCR &, 3RAT
BN i R AKSR 100% JBGe Wolbachia, F L] L
30°C {IT IR I B RE £ B Wolbachia, X T11 T 3%
YRR EE R YL i) Wolbachia, 7E 20°C{KIE. 25°C &R
(Xie et al., 2011) A ) 30°C J iR F iS5 CI o E
BARBENZER. ARIRETARMAS BRFEL
(42,57 + 3.00 ~46.79 £2.83; F,,,, =0. 588,
P>0.05, ANOVA) 5 (32.29 £3.77 ~37.08 +
2.85; F, 15 = 0.482, P >0.05, ANOVA) #%45 &
EER BT, IREFFERA W B Ak A
Wolbachia 'S CI 3R B, T 20°CARIR A K 30°C #Y
X Wolbachia W) TR & G0 25 {638 A ¢ i — 25
W5t
3.3 ®m CINEAF

VLI ERM T EEHE R Wolbachia HITH B BE &
FILT XA BE, B A UL, YO OR AR N A A
Wolbachia I HEEF CI 5 Wolbachia B E I K, A
W, YLARM 5L T X4 Hh Wolbachia FT 3% 3L
AR CIREL SR, Ml H it X, A0t
FERIIL T IIRFLI RN T A 3R CO 1
JFPI5Ee—B. A DNA i) ITS2 X BEF 5
Se4—3(Xie et al., 2008) , HILAT UL, LT 24K
VLI A BB AR R R G R RARIE . IR
BER 1 wsp B 751 HL 3K Wolbachia #R 5 7R 4 R
FRo TLIRMFPERR N H Wolbachia 1) wsp B [H 7
PG TR LA 3 R 2R, 56 181
WA C 5 THES, FEH 45T HER TS C
MR, 55 489 ALTREEA G 5 A B (Xie e al.,
2011) o RUCHEWT, Wolbachia #k R V] BEAR & BLIL A5
TRMFRE S LT XA CLRBE R FEEER
i3 BLAST TE.(NCBI 3 ) % 3 & — BEr i {4 iy
Wolbachia 1] wsp &[5 75 [RUEME L i 2 3R, YL
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IRINFHEEN I Wolbachia 5 H A~ —BEM- 1§ G1 7
RENREIS T CI 1) Wolbachia B AHIF] ) wsp FE [y
Il B, tAREHERR A EBEH RMIEA. FE
WAEE 5T CL M e R b B ZRIRE ., &
e BN wDm 76 R JE R BB A5 1) CI
(ERIERRFE T3 18% ~32% ), & B4 #%
APUR I 5 BT R B iR ) CLOUG IR %
> 98% ) (Poinsot et al., 1998) . [Gl¥E popcorn £k &

TR ARSI CT, ARG RET &R
SR8 FF ) CI( McGraw et al., 2001) , HULHEM, YT
TR N T N B Wolbachia A~ 8B ¢ CI 7 BE 2
Wolbachia ¥R 7 VA K 7F Fistfe B RAHEAEFIZ R .
SIE W, TR E L A SR LI AR
BEI) Wolbachia 151 3#F AN IL T X ANEE, S0K LT
MYEFPHER) Wolbachia T 5 HETLIRRMFREE, BB
Wolbachia # RFNEF 1845 H FAETR E —BEH- i Fh
AR CI R A VR
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