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Effects of Univalent Transgenic Cotton CCRI 41 and Bivalent Transgenic Cotton CCRI

44 on Fitness and Resistance to Cry1Ac of Helicoverpa armigera
ZHANG Yang, ZHANG Shuai, CUI Jin-ji€
( Cotton Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Anyang, Henan 455000, China)

Abstract: The Helicoverpa armigera populations AYBC, AYBT and AY CK were fed 16 generations by transgenic cotton CCRI
41, CCRI 44 and non-transgenic cotton CCRI 49, respectively. After 26 generations of selection, compared with the control pop-
ulation AYCK, the larval development periods of the AYBC and AYBT populations delayed; pupa weight, fecundity and egg
hatching rate reduced. Compared with the AYBT population, the larval development period of AYBC population delayed, fe-
cundity reduced. During 17"-26"™ generations, the resistance ratios to CrylAc for each generation had no difference between AY -
BC and AYBT populations. And with generation increasing, the resistance ratios to CrylAc in AYBC and AYBT populations
also increased.
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1.1.1 Ll 1, AYBC R R 28 N P AU 52
(CrylAc+CpTI) Ml kAT SLhi ki ik
16 fRAIAR B JU R RE s AYBT Ml S =8 I % Bt
B (CrylAc) M Fh—F ¥y AT 5 SEhT R i 16 18
AR S ORI s AY CK RREE R 25 P FH LA A1
SRR 16 FRAIARES O IR

112 fiZEahFr. % CrylAc+CpTIRGL R A il
T 41, %% CrylAc JEEAR &R0 R i AR BT 44, 8
H S Ry FRAR I 49, DL b  Fr A R B
AL,

1.1.3 i H], CrylAc 8 %~ CrylAc #Y Bt
ICP 20%I1) MVPII 7K 51| (Mycogen 23 F) A4 77 ) ;
T Bt R A E &~ Envirologix 23 F
Y Qualiplate™ Kit for CrylAb/CrylAc; H i
B s bt

1.1.4 B E A B, 5 Bio-Tek 24
Al FEIROGRARE FR46 , B aU A B S EEHIL, 1
lkaZsFl,

1.2 ReAHE

1.2.1 R 7R, 53R 1R 50
P E R AT AR, 7R A i hn— e 7
SRR A A DU R R R R, S
HHAR T 41 Fh 7 CrylAc 25 &l 1018159
ng-g*, HARET 44 B Bt B8R 1% 0 1203+
190 ng-g*, MRIENMA CrylAc i H & R AL

x1 AIfAREA
Table 1 Formula for artificial fodder

%ix M

Component Amount
TR B B RN R (2:1:1) Powder 800 g
of corn, soybeanand wheat(2:1:1)
10%H % 10% Formaldehyde 10 mL
36%Z R 36% Acetic acid 60 mL
ZH R4 Sodium benzoate 8¢
B4 Agar 359
4kH=2% C  Ascorbic acid 109
THfE  Yeast 80g
gfiZk - Water 2000 mL

AHRE R TA B i, AR TR I A (55 2)
AR G5 e MR AR LT AR WEA T30 2 IRy, 4 e
HIFET -3 50% 41
* 2 HESKMFBMANE
Table 2 Weight of seed powder in each generation

mEefes  FRFRTILA S Weight of seed powder /g

Sdected  AYBCAHEE  AYBTHBE  AYCK ff
generalion Ay BC population AY BT population AY CK population

17 200 300 200

18 200 300 200

19 200 300 200

20 250 350 250

21 300 350 300

22 350 350 350

23 350 350 350

24 350 350 350

25 350 350 350

26 350 400 350

B — AR el A IR AN R 3 A4k
B AP — PR L . AR R T I £
P, R R FEFPTE 50% 114 Y A BE 57 52, 8 580 1
AFRE b 7493 (40 5 i A 3 Bl g N T Al o (6
1,32 2) WA E) Ve R hT AR A iR
ANFhEEE 2 #9140 31 3000 3k, Ab 38— S H
T PG REA T AR A )y HUZE T Dk L ]
TR 28], 1T LCe EIME . ALFR =Ml
A AR R 100 3k 2 #5347
i, AN R AE N, B 13RI E—
IG5, T 35 ek S e e R R A ], g
TSRS T RIS B B AR L

R4S HURIFR A . 4 L 7E 20 mmx 200 mm i
R 3R U AR E 28 R R AL TR P O
] 10909 2 K AN S E 55 . TR FR PR BRI B A
TE(27+1)°C, XTI 45 il 7E 60%~ 85% [H], )t
JE#1 141 10(L : D).
122 #FHE, ¥ CrylAc F £ E ¥ 500 pg-
mL*t AR, TG BRI K BC I 7 A R R Ao i
FH (3% 3), i T e LA — BT il 2k,
AYBT FpBERE ] 1%— 5 ik &, AYBC Fl i fifi
22— 6F Y X BE AY CK FRRE(L ] 3¢ — 7 Ve
DA KAVE R 23 IR IR

F3e 1 FR A o A e N T A 4
AT5Ab 9 AR A W IRDRHEI A 24 FLEE 37 A/ AL
o REFLAB A DR AN LR BE 1Y 2/3, fr kst
B | TEPRFLEERGSS kL, SRIGTE 24 FLIE IR
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Table 3 Concentration of CrylAc toxin

CrylAc #k i
Concentration of CrylAc/(g-mL?)
50.00000
25.00000
12.50000
6.25000
3.12500
1.56250
7 0.78125
F/NLH 2B A 100 wL CrylAc TR IAW,
MUY CrylAc B R IARALIE—1> 24 fLik, &
8 3R, FFaE BRI WE &WOUE |, B 4°CTKAR
O
TE 24 fLIG SRR P RALIEEA 13k 28801 %)
0 REETEEDGIRE FRAA T 2621 ChREEIHE
7%,5d G KA 4 BT R
1.2.3  FFEE A EINE, BERMESIE % 348
HFPEEL) R IS T ORI K R B (Ll s
55 3 RFREMHE, MHCPHILS , AR R
PEPE 5 X BB B ACECE T (AR 14 om
15 cm) AC L, I 10%4 2 7K il 55 il e, A e
HE 3K, BREH 7 HE LA 10207 BREUE
BEASFRIFERRER % 50 1 e e I DA B R AR M 9
cm BYIGEFRILAY, FHE DB S & TR 5546 il
ek, Ge it TR B RS, TR

%5 number

o0 WN PP

124 5545k, PR B TR
L Coo SHEUBRIIE LCoo 1 LA, i R AGE £
e H SAS AT 225081 . 225 HA (Dun-
can i5) FUAHSEPE T, 5 07 I 1 s R
PoloPlus #3153 LCs EAF X 8], I-40L455 7 1]
IS

2 ZER55H

21 THEMEHESETL

2.1.1  GFEEARIXTE A AL, AR U
XU FE RIS B SE DR AR e A1 RS, IS A
FERA: T KRB, 3 MRt 23— 26 1R
2L A RRIfIE £ B S BINES R R 4, 5%
FIXTRE AYCK FPEEAIEL , 4% 0L AYBC FE I
AYBT PPt 04l HUk & Dy 35 B0 W 4| 45 51 4k
KT 106df16.8d, H2FikFHEEHEKYF,
AYBC F1 AYBT FiHf 4l 5 B B4z, Hod AY-
BC ity /> 80.0 mg, 225 ik 2 8 % K,
AYBT it/ 69.2 mg, 2 55 ¥ . AYBC Rt
I AYBT FIRERYEG &2 B 22 A B2 ;AYBC
TR 1) O oL L SRR B B AR (B 7.5 1 F 46,
AYBT FhBER 22 55 A .3 ; AYBT 1 AYBC Fhiit
B4 ol e = B3 s /0 119 AT 153 R, 25 F ks
W B E K- AYBC 1 AYBT FEER IR (L% 5
VAR, 53 AIBEAG 29.7 AN E 4305 F1 22.6 TN E AL

&4 23-26 KR HIGEMBESEHE
Table 4 The average of fitness parameters in selected Helicoverpa armigera populations during 23-26 generations

i e Rh A AL Ui 7 1A - % oL ] Il
Sdectgd Larval dgvel opment Pupal i?e;i;;ht fmg Pupal deyelopmem Fenﬂ:ﬁ%rtgtf 1% FZ ugr? d%ty//e*ggs Egg hatching

population periods/d period /d rate /%
AYCK 20.6+1.4 cB 325.3+38.0 8A 112+11a 53.3+t39a 295.0£17.58A 74.2+6.38A
AYBT 27.4+2.1 bA 256.1+31.4 bAB 11.2+1.3a 48.6+3.5ab 176.3x17.5bB 51.6+4.7 bB
AYBC 31.2+2.1 aA 245.3+24.9 bB 11.3+09a 45.8+2.8b 141.8+14.8cB 44.5£5.3bB

TE:AF/INGFRERR 0.05 B9 8K A RS FR7R 0.01 /9 5 7KF
Notes: Different lowecase letters show significantly different at P=0.05, different uppercase letters show significantly differ-

ent at P=0.01.

5 AYBT FhEEAHLL , AYBC FIEERR S d1 4
KB DIIER 3.8d, = IR/ 24.5 i, 253
935 W F % 10.8 mg, i T AE K 0.1 d, M
FEBRREAL 2.8 N E AL, DI LR 7.0 40 E
S ARERIIEARE (R,

DL 25 53R e WU S5 PRI A A B S ]

R A ) T AR Rl U AR RO R I
IR T ARES RO RS ), T BESRBAER) HU K
B S, 7 R D AR
i S HANARAH L, e XU (Be+ Cp T AR R AR % H
&l HUAR S T 1 31 R RS e B AR iR 4
(3
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212 B AR, 23— 26 A BERIRE
{14 i 30 791 e A A 350 g, 4% D e P AR A A
A EBLANEE 5 s

AYBC R HUE B D i MG k&
D3 11 B AR AE T A CA B A 2 2 5 (R A OGPk
AN 3 5 3k 1 BH B 7 0 e AR AR G, = E 4T
B AR M e R A O B A B A A

22 57 , 55 i e A QU] A JC I AR S 3 15 1
Wt 5 i AR I, PR PRI AR Al
oo IRCHGT BRI I H S AR
Bl 5 8 25 IE A OG (1=1.00, P<0.01), B RFAL R
ETES, JH O e ACR ] 2 S TR O
(1=0.95, P<0.05), I 5t W B i e AE A3 o,
AYBC e L7 B AR BE AL R AN [T T

£ 5 BBLAGEME 23-26 RNEEGESHTL
Table 5 Trends of fitness parameters within selected populations of Helicoverpa armigera

[ dibie [ u AW LR W 1 7 1 HEHEER PEERAE R bR
Selected Selected Larva development Pupal weight Pupal development Femaleratio Fecundity Egg hatching
population generation periods/d /mg period /d 1% leggs rate/%
AYCK 23 209:18a 204.3:37.8¢C 10.6+0.8 cB 53.7:23a 295:27a 69.4:4.la
24 204:14b 292.9:35.6cC 11.0+1.4 bB 542:¢11a 28l:2la 74.3:97a
25  206:13ab 330.0:37.1b8B 11.8:1.1aA 515:60a 300:10a 77.0+6.8a
26 206:llab 3748:415aA 11.5:1.1aA 539:¢61a 304:12a 76.1+44a
iiffafli iﬁan alysis -0.44 0.94 0.85 -0.61 0.59 0.87
AYBT 23 287:29bB  2505:281aA 10.8:1.1bB 47.3:32a 132:13bB 44.3:39b
24 296:17aA  2297:267bB 11.0:1.8bB 49.9+1.0a 189+192A 49.2:4.3ab
25  236:14dD  267.9:340aA 11.1:12bB 48.0:4.3a 179:13aAB 57.8+5.2a
26 27.8:22c¢C  267.1:3692A 12.0:1.08A 49.2:56a 205:25aA 55.2+5.4a
iiffafli iﬁan clysis -0.42 0.79 0.90° -0.32 0.86 0.88°
AYBC 23 320:2.0bB 231.8:32.6cB 11.9+1.1aA 42.7:15a 112+12cB 386:8.3b
24 338:13aA 227.2+225¢cB 10.8:0.6 ¢cC 455:10a 129:17bcAB 40.1+6.3 ab
25  282:2.1dD 2653:2280A 11.0:1.0cBC  46.1+55a 154:11abAB 49.0:3.4 ab
26 309:3.1cC 257.0:21.8bA 114:09bAB  488:34a 172:19aA 504:32a
HREES Y -0.49 0.44 -0.35 0.48 1.00" 0.95

Correlation analysis

TE ARG FhE * 2R 0.05 B K  ARIKRE 50 ** FR 0.01 89 2 F K,
Notes: Different lowecase letters, * show significantly different at P=0.05, different uppercase letters, ** show significantly

different at P=0.01.

AYBT F i i &) B & 7 1 3017 i 2 AR 4% )
HARBEES HEMXHEARE, WHEAA L
PAy <KW (EE =3 N E R Yiib ey ave i K1 W S )
M, W 26105 23— 25 U ER B, 5
A A A AR O e o L R i e R4
[ A B i 22 5%, IR JCRH AR OCE . P B
EEL AN v < B (EP R AW Gi) P i
AN (P> 0.05) , 3% AT g 2 FEA K > T 3R 22
MRS, IR I T s 3 50
ARE ) 52 ik 25 TEAH G (r=0.95, P<0.05) ,

BAR 23105 24 10 AYCK FhEERI S A &
A B 25, 25— 26 {UlH I 5 23 1L 24

A % 22 5 (BRM 5RO A C A
G MEH SR O RN AL S AR A R )
SRR =L (£ 5 S d e 0 T I N TR A
BB, B B IR A OC (r=0.94, P<
0.05),

DL Eg5 R, 55X B AHEE ,AYBC Al
AYBT FitRIahd & B DHE K | i, BT
A it 2 G e AR A 1 i R B P (AR 1k 5 1
AYBC . AYBT it (1 BRI ALK A1 AYBC R
77 B D) 2 i e A QAR G A BT el
22 TREFEMMELZRE

FEPUIENG AR o AR BOE I e T
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17— 26 {034 it CrylAc 2 Z M HiPE & Bk
o ik 26 AR E | MRS AP EEXT CrylAc A
AP T BARR K-, AYBC FRE XT
CrylAc B4 HEAE%CH 5.6, AYBT FiEEXT CrylAc
FIFPERT Rk 11435 6), HL#k 17— 26 1€ AYBC
I AYBT Tl LCy Y 95%E(5HR , 5 17 1451 26

RO, Hode 2 AR (18— 25 A0) M A E LCq HY 95%
BAFRYES, BIFEER LCy (HAYZE A
& AR R AU P R A R X
VLR XU AR -5 B A AED TP e i A v (17— 26
AR Xt s e PR A5 VR HTAH ], RIS AR
5 RN AR E ARV EFIBCR B A W 2257

*6 BRWEHAERRERNE
Table 6 Developments of resistance to CrylAc in the selected populations of Helicoverpa armigera

e ok AYBC Flitf AYBT Ffiif
i CB T = IS
. BwEEIR  BrEREE - BWEEIR P
Selected P LCy . ol . Rl LCq 4 o )
generation Sope  /(ug-mL?) Confidence limitsResistance Siope /(ug-mL Confidence limits Resistance
/(ng-mL7) level /(png-mL?) level
17 1.123+0.404 0.495 0.104~ 0.845 3.7 1.440+0.424 1.225 1.116~ 1.668 9.2
18 1.509+0.423 0.328 0.134~ 0.480 25 2.510+0.441 0.451 0.336~ 0.559 34
19 2.871+0.556 0.524 0.374~ 0.672 39 2.930+0.706 0.358 0.211~0.474 2.7
20 2.395+0.358 0.524 0.183~ 0.841 39 1.705+0.382 0.560 0.329~0.773 4.2
21 2.021+0.255 0.967 1.504~ 4.409 7.3 1.716+0.319 1.463 1.403~ 2.948 11.0
22 2.266+0.259 0.342 0.192~ 0.512 2.6 0.294+0.614 0.463 1.697~0.321 35
23 2.005+0.205 0.772 0.559~ 1.047 5.8 2.687+0.297 0.931 0.686~ 1.307 7.0
24 1.546+0.182 0.682 0.456~ 0.977 51 2.471+0.339 0.678 0.338~ 1.092 51
25 2.556+0.362 0.451 0.190~ 0.688 34 2.702+0.372 0.602 0.460~ 0.746 4.5
26 1.725+0.334 0.749 0.473~ 1.035 5.6 1.660+0.438 1.521 1.058~ 3.021 114

BRI K 0133 pg-mL™,

Note: The base-line for Helicoverpa armigerato Cry1lAcis0.133 pg-mL™

254 2008 AE P ETO%T AYBT A1 AYBC Fif

B 8— 16 1RGN E 25 28, PRNEE AT RE BAE 1k
w1 s, FEPUIER e R R AYBT FiTAY-

BC FhEEXT CrylAc IIFTHEREOEATaE BRI
IR EE L3R (17— 26 1R) .

14 r

12

PLVEREEL Resistance level

10 11 12 13 14 15

16

17 18 19 20 21 22 23

Tl % 18 9 Selected generation
B 1 e RmEfhESRENTEERTL
Fig.1 CrylAc resistance level in the selected populations of Helicoverpa armigera

Uiy OB R A AR RS O A R A Gl 5 (r=0.763, P=0.0001) , 13 & W 14 Al A5 AH [7] £

2% (& 2) @7 . AYBC 1 AY BT P4 A5 4L
S B B 2 ARG X R, i Tk
AAGE ) N e RE R e S S A <8
AYBC FHRERT AYBT FhEEHTIEART B0 A1 56
M2k (B 3) W , BIFPRE oA 45 3 1E AH

PR SRR,

DLF SR B | 20t 26 PR AT AL LR
SRIEBA X CrylAc 3 277 BBk, HIZ A
FTTHEG o WU B AR XRG4 Eh B e PR A
ARG E,
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Fig. 2 Correlation between resistance level to CrylAc of Helicoverpa armigera and selected generations
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Fig. 3 Correlation of CrylAc resistance level
between AYBC population 5 AYBT population of

Helicoverpa armigera

3 itie

B AU Bt & R AZ G L N R Y
I 4 36 ey WG R e A TS L E A D W& P BT
AN e RIETAMIE R PihE, PR R
SR R R E A T R — B X
S FERIMAEIE S48 AEHL N AT M RETER
MR T, XS SR E S TS
BORP TR KU PP ) T BN , 2 T e
b R e e I B LAt 2000 45 Oppert 2518
WHIRIESE, ENFEEAIEA) Bt HitE M b iR &
DrHAE R FPEA7 IS R BH i %, 2008 4% Liang
SFEGY RO, BUPEARES HUAY AR A A R i X
Bt 7 2K (T A g e, B BAE L)
HRBDIHAER | &) R A I ek, Ak
R G AR AR I AR, Wi L SO AT
TR, /ISR 24 B HUMERN 77 O 4 A0
B E A 0 S T o, O e A0 AR A e ek 50 ek

VT R, Alyokhin S5 % i Eh45 2
() Cry3A P FRE A k5 FC R B0, HfE i ™= B
PRI G IL TRURFI R . ABFIE Y SE
0, R WIAR % UPE 285 B SR DR AR 7 28 26 10U
AYBT FEE A kA T B AR L, 2R
FES R LT A R e A 7 O R O R
EREAR

H A, E N 2800 T SR AR s s & B
S (AT AN A IR T B SE R AL, T AR S
TFFE T 2 UMY S5 DR A6 X AR s & B 118 52
GREKW FE B+ CpTI AR ARES HUE A 2 1Y 52
Lkt BEARAHRL, (HBUMARXTARES A R R F
™ B A T SR A4 I 7 H . Coustau 4512
AP AR 9IS A B AR TT g 2 B HUE N
B Y A AR B A W2 R R AR A AT R SR A
RS T R T RA, AR A
P, H5XTREA L AYBC A1 AYBT FREEAG 4 &
B W R, H IR BEE T A
FISEINTA r g, X —25 SR T RE UL, 4 U
B 30 %) R 0 ik 2D A R L S N
B A= BE2EAR A TR e 3 T IE R KPR S i
IR, AYBC Fl AY BT FEER BRI AL 3 A7 B i
Wil 2 i e A QAR i A T IR X — 2 SR R
PR P O 2 R0 R R AL R A R A T R R R
HGE NS AR AR, ARG R e g
IE T Coustau FULEL , A 5 2L g0 i — 2Pk

AR, 2 AR it Kk 26 AR B BE e A
B X CrylAc B R 7 4E T — 32, AYBC
Tl e AN AYBT F 5 1 1 % £ 2 51 o 5.63 F
14.44, {HZTERERY 17— 26 18, MRMEER LCy
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ZSIF A B E AU AR PR R
2 P XU T U R A2 IR
AR HL L BRSSO A X AR TSR AR ]
5N L, DU AR SE T & R i34 T e
2 MARILAEXS CrylAc mifiif 52 P s & 2 etk
TR b P EESEIR TR A5 R AR, B U PR A
Xt CrylAc 774z 16 A Uk AR #% B P OR
e TR, BT MBI A AR AL R I
i B PRI DG I8 2 XA 4% HU ik 2 SR 4% 1
R A S 25 R e TR A

BIFE AR B SR B 5 T 5 S5 R AH B G &R 119
R H AR E PR BRI S R A
IR FUUMA B SO, AR, PURAR AT
JRURSE 7652 Rl AR S RG240 E 4i23E , 2005
AL R ELAR S SRS Bt AR A HTIE SR HE R
1999 4FAH L BJF T AT 10 N FE o3 s, AR AP
PUPERA 2 T skPRAFUT ST 4 R R B T g 22 fH
Hb XL BUFPREXT CrylAc 7 2 AU 32 P A 4R
Thii e, FERE SN, BT 2002 4 Hift Hu
i i AL PR, 2010 AFHGE AR 2L 4% HOxt Bt Bt HUAR
FEAE TR TR E TN o BUR AR AR
FRIBIR T , JPE 37 JIr SRS XfE LA S, 3ok gl ol 455 XUAfY
FEPUMRAGHE ML AT IO B (HUR HATA G
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