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Design and evaluation of the species-specific primers of the brown

planthopper, Nilaparvata lugens (Stal) ( Homoptera: Delphacidae)

SHI Bo, CHEN Shao-Bo, YU Yan-Xiu, LIU Chun-Hui, YOU Min-Sheng * (Institute of Applied Ecology,
Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China)

Abstract; Predation of the brown planthopper ( BPH), Nilaparvata lugens ( Stil) by its predators is
particularly important in rice field ecosystem, but its studying is rather difficult. In this study, PCR cross-
amplification was initially conducted on DNA extracted from 66 species of arthropods commonly found in rice
fields. Only Lug-Fla/Lug-R1 was specific and efficient enough to detect species-specific DNA of N. lugens
in the gut of wolf spider Pardosa pseudoannulata. Then, we assessed how digestion time, temperature,
feeding amount of predators and the sex of predators can influence the effectiveness of detecting BPHs in
spider guts using Lug-Fla/Lug-R1. The results indicated that digestion time, temperature and feeding
amount significantly affected the detection of the primers, while the sex of predators had no significant
influence. The detection was significantly and negatively correlated with digestion time and temperature, but
positively with the feeding amount. Thus the species-specific primers of N. lugens had been successfully
identified, which could be effectively used in rice fields. These primers under the conditions tested here
provide a new detection tool efficient for studying the relationship between N. lugens and its predators.
Key words: Nilaparvata lugens; Pardosa pseudoannulata; molecular identification; species-specific

primers; predation detection; environmental conditions
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HOH R F BB T E . X PR s Z AT
— O TR, L 2 B 5 R 40 44K ¥ ( Greenstone
and Hunt, 1993; Zhao et al., 2004; Sheppard and
Harwood, 2005) , LG 558 FEHL KL, R 7519
PCR #: Wl ¥& B A & ¥ t #0 of &4 9 1 R
(Symondson, 2002) ., FI¥EitHARK ) Z M,
RARIIMNAFEZFAH, URIFZERFBAE
BRI E R R 5, XLER PCR
i ) 45 A& ( Cuthbertson et al., 2003; Greenstone
and Shufran, 2003 ; Gariepy et al., 2007) ,

M PCR ALl 25 5 1) [ R 7T BB & I AE R
R T AL I ] (MceMillan ez al., 2007) . KEFHE
(Hosseini et al., 2008) ., BU& & . FEEEMT|Y)
EAR= ¥4 BE (von Berg et al., 2008) &%, JFMR 45K
SRS | WA 25 2R 1) TR 3R 2 e 7 L DNA 7ER
BOHE NIRRT Rtk, BTS2 BRR A i
RS, TERGE AR H#R%E & B iR =YK
K, AU ORI G W TER € REUEN
PR AR ST AL I B G 2R, 1675 22 I Y UL S N
BRI

BT OB AR 40 i 5 R 4L 1 ( cytochrome
oxidase 1, CO I )ZEFTFEYIFNIE] M2 R, BEHE
WHE R % 58 BT A ah ) /)38 i T E. ( Barcodes of life)
( Hebert et al., 2003; Costa et al., 2007;
Ratnasingham and Hebert, 2007) , CO [ ZE4HE N =2
ZHENR, BBZ, BEENBIrRESRRT1Y
Yt BA S BUEE (de Leon et al., 2006 ) M &
REL G ERIMEN 5 (Agusti et al., 2003)

#5 K Nilaparvata lugens (Stal) &2 k% 7K fE &
JREEFRZ —, MR ERE REZEFTA
(Dyck and Thomas, 1979) , DARTF B &3 = N3
BINRE R BRIPAG R B8 RER R RES . X T
FH B RO REVR R T, e A g R
2% (JA UM, 1986b), M BK 4 5 W MK I vk
(ELISA) (3¢5 Z &, 1996, 1997; Lim and Lee,
1999; XIFHZF 5, 2002) , B yakEHi A w: (JEIRF A
FEF 2, 2000; Zhao et al., 2004 ; ;X FHHFLZE, 2005) ,
X R B 3R T VA R B & CE HE
PR, HUFERE (BRPFPHEREZ,
2000; Symondson, 2002; Harwood and Obrycki,
2005 ; Sheppard and Hardwood, 2005)

AR LA RECH HAnF &, &t T LA CO I
9 BAREE IR R S 5 | W 0 2 LA S e AT SR 5
T RLZE RS | M BT H A R SO0 4 CE R

YER, URGH FZE#H MR B LHIK Pardosa
pseudoannulata ( BéSenberg et Strand) ( Chiu, 1979)
BTG, VP TR RS | MR R E A R
PR SR 3 ST AG S TR] | IR EE . BCR B AR B 7
FA4NMHARBKR

1 #RERZE

1.1 &/

o CE) b HR R OR B AR AR OR 2= A Y R
RETRRSEREE . BARAE 7 B /KREN OKREH
FREMR9 5, HEERRKEEYFBLREL) K
IR AR TE 55 B SRR ( B4R 17 em, 5525 em) B, SR O
AERYS/HEE, EFTALTSES (RE 25 +
0.5°C ; HHXHELF 85% ; YJEH#] 14L:10D) . —ft 25
d ZJE/KAEH B AL, e RE B E A AN
HIEEU . BESR IR CER .

2009 4 3 A T A FRMABEEX I IASE
WRME R, FEA AT NS, 2 R A N B
JE B FR T RAIE & EEHN (ER 8 em, &
11 cm) , HEJEBCERMEHE THRIEMAK, 5 8BaT
MR DA SR i ( FH A& Rt &K SRB ) fE M B, iRTE
BRI E R B E; 5 B)E MUK Musca
domestica L. (LB = N TIRFRFEE) o Wk B 17 5%
ZRATRE L. FREMEER 25 ~28C,
AEXHEEE K 75% ~90% , FJE# R 14L: 10D,

B 5| 9 B 7 M 06 TE 156 i 66 F HE 18] LT
B Z R P B L R4 R R e 2 vk AR LU A
HH R, HIEERE Ml & AT BB SR K ES B,
7E)& 221 56 H 7= 4= 18 FH 4 ( Harwood, 2008) , A
WA B MR R AGE KRS T - 20°C IR FE, &F
RECRES R BEEIRE N, YUK 3 ~8 d Ja WFE K
%, -20CHRH
1.2 i H DNA By3RE

A DNA (4RI TA S5 2 5 4 55 (2002) 1
o BURSL LB FRKEREHRA LS mL &
D MABRB A[50 mmol/L Tris-HCl ( pH
8.0), 25 mmol/L NaCl, 25 mmol/L. EDTA ( pH
8.0), 1% SDS] 20 ~200 wL(HR#EIR A /INfa E
&7, BB R nE) , F— B AR EL A
BEZRSIH ; JH 80 ~ 100 pL RHK A ML BT BT,
WEMEBERZ2E 08, ZEOEEAR 100 ~ 300
pL BB . HE5.004% 65°C K ¥ 45 min, JHJHEJ B H
BAWIR . IASFEFRIRBOK B(3 mol/L KAC, pH
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7.2), Bkt 1 h, 12000 rpm B0 10 min, B 1%
Wo MASFEARFAEIES, 12 000 rpm Z.0> 10
min, HBEEWR, A2 AR KR, BT
-20°C 1 h, 12 000 rpm E.0» 10 min [5FH E1E,
70% LFEBEHTTIE . BTG DNA JilEE THE & L
B+, B4 A 70 pwL TE (10 mmol/L Tris-HCI,
1 mmol/L EDTA, pH 8.0) % f# G- F T - 20°C ¥k
G-t

1.3 PCR Furj%k

PCR & & 20 wL: 0.2 uL Taq DNA B4
fiti, 2 wL 10 x buffer( Mg** Plus) , 2 pL dNTPg(0.25
mmol/L) [ DA |k 3 Fh2h i i ] TaKaRa (KiE) 7™
fh], 1 wL A4 DNA, 0.4 uL 5]47 (10 pmol/L),
14 wL TCEXZEK . PCR [ #5514 K 94 °C TR 1
2 min; AR5 94°CAHE 30 s, 53°CiB K 30 s, 72°C &
#1130 s, #4735 ANME; ZJ5 72°CLEH 10 min; £
JEREIR 2 4°C o X BRI SN iR &R AR DNA i 6
B W 7K 7K B ., PCR 7£ Eppendorf Mastercyler
gradient 317,

o PSR R BE IR FRL Uk 7 B 1 45 7 W), SR MK
BER0.5% (@G ¥# PCR =Hrik) 5 1. 5%
(¥5559)1) PCR P=HHa3k) , 5 0.5 pmol/L {8
g, BkZEMHE N 0.5 x TBE (90 mmol/L
Tris-borate, 2 mmol/L EDTA) , HkE}[E]k 45 min,
KB EN 7 Vem, S5RIEGER G RGP
TR
1.4 FF. EextFns|4igit

#EA S Y C1-J-1718 Fi C1-J-1859 5 TIL2-N-
3014 ( Simon et al., 1994) 2B 2 %351 #) 347 PCR,
PIGLORLIR Y COT J B, 73 4% 348« & (C1-J-
1718/TL2-N-3014 ) . JK K &\ Laodelphax striatellus
( Fallén ) ( C1-J-1718/TL2-N-3014 ), H & K &l
Sogatella furcifera ( Horvath ) ( C1-J-1859/TL2-N-
3014 ) FER W Nephotettix bipunctatus ( Fabricius)
(C1-J-1859/TL2-N-3014) Hj PCR rF=#y, %34 T
A TR () B BRA BT XU T

fifi i Clustal X X 4 ZRFEER, 4R 1148 K E
3uHR AL, REEER YK ERERE
300 bp DAY (King et al., 2008 ) , f& B} Primer Premier
SEEFIERIPWHKE, GC FEM Tm
( Dieffenbach and Dveksler, 1998; Erlandson and
Gariepy, 2005) , Bit#d KEW RS IY, HAET
AP TR EE)FRARRAE .

1.5 BEERSIWHERERIE

i BE R v AR B H [ L5 i sh 4 ) DNA,
MR BRI K/, 2 mm DR BFRREBUECGkL, 2 ~5
mm FFPZEECL 3k, 5 mm DL EBRRISEGE A 4 ZUH
FH DNA FJ32E, SRF LA PCR (KR, f#FH#2E
9 B zh %) DNA YE AR A COI 38 FH 51 k1T
PCR, DA% RS DNA 7] LU TZ#E4T PCR, LAk
FEE W RERE RS PCR A BB BAME

R BN RS B3 ) DNA B Flig T« B
19317 PCR, R Lk PCR W 454, 1HiR X
BB E N 62°C , BHMEXT B8 A [ B 14 Z H DNA ##
MR K B WA AR S 5 BRME BRI s A4 2R P AR
Hset KE DNA,
1.6 B CEIBRMUIFLSIEE

o T VET T AT ] R BE . ECRT B RN R
& 4 MREEXE CEERRF S RIS Sk &
o TR B SO e, AL B AR/ — 3K
HIFAFRSCH IRk ME Wk (1A 79. 10 £2. 62 mg) Fiif ¥k
(fATE 44.56 +1.50 mg) 3£ 760 k., WkRPER 1
kRS, BEVUR 48 h, SRIG/lHm 1 Lk 4
LA A SRR CEUME R . IRECEE 1 3k Ek
4 3LREVE, 400 E T EA AN TS (141:10D)
W, BEERE N 15C, 25CHI35C 3 M, BIK
F0, 6, 12, 24, 48, 96 1192 h LbH)5 , FFEE
B(1 34 %) 53 B bk Ak 45 10 SLARF T
-80C, IREIFEH HIRIET: 66 3k, 5153 694
Lk T T — 5 HiR% . B TR kL2 B
i, BSLIREGX 694 Sk k) DNA, I
¥ CEVRE R G X5 2 1) DNA #2443 513647 PCR
Bk FAREANCREE R
1.7 HESITEHH

J T VEH TEAGEST E]  JRBE . BUE B SR
£ 4 R XA SH A B4R T ER I B SR

G, KRN EE R (PH S E B ) /R R AR &,

R E IR EE (15, 25 F135°C) | BFE (O, 6, 12,
24, 48,96 F1192 h) |, BUEE (1 F14 k) FFbk ik
B CHEwR A RE SR ) 1E D B A8 &, 32 F 30 logistic [H]
IH5 7

o

1

—(bg+byxq +byry+---+byx)

1 +e
A RRHERR AR « HPIFMER, H
RE by, by, ’bkﬂgi%‘ﬁ%ﬁﬁ Wald #5565, i T
g He#E 3 /NI BE Z 114 R B S N R 2257

TEIR B B BAE R BT, 1A 8] A
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B PR R ZE K R TS R EEU S, IHRE
PR BB PAEAS: 36 2R FH 5 22 43 1T (ANOVA) oy T i3t
B Y53 HITE 3 AR AR AF T ORI S 3, T
AR R H 50% BHME BB 2 X% BE # B[] ( Ty,
detectability half-life ) /& & ¥F #r 51 ¥ B &6 H 250 R
( Greenstone and Hunt, 1993) KJ$8%7 o

2 HRE5SH

2.1 ®/EEESRSIWREIT

53] 4 FBIRFFF, GenBank 35705
# G E JN391181, JK K E JN391182, HF K&
JN391183, MR- W JN391184, LLxt 4 45 7 45
A, REREI 7 448 RE 3 W R AR, 4 X
WM CERR T IR 1. BT 5198 PCR
RBEE KRB E N 62°C o 4 XF 5| H1H ] A KE
i) DNA #tf Hp A Rty 3 i B s Ao B, dnfE 1 A
2 HEgTkaE 1, B3 UKIE 11 ~ 13 DL R 4 S
Fi7m o

F1 ELHE COI LBITHECRRRSIY
Table 1 Potential species-specific primers of Nilaparvata lugens

designed from CO I and the size of amplified fragments

5149255 F1¥IFFI(5" -3") FEIRE (bp)
Primer name Primer sequence Fragment size

Lug-Fla CATCCCATTCCGGACCATCT 209
Lug-R1  TGCTCCAGCTAGAACAGGAAGG

Lug-F1b  CGCAGGGGTTAGATCAATTATAGGT 160
Lug-R1  TGCTCCAGCTAGAACAGGAAGG

Lug-F2  GGTATAGATATTGATACCCGAGCC 294
Lug-R2  AAATCTAGCGATAATGGTGAATACT

Lug-F3 ~ GGCTCATTTTCACTATGTCCTTTCC 367
Lug-R3  TATTTTTCATTCAATTGATTGAGGTTG

2.2 BYEERSIYHERIERIE

FRIBUE WL 66 R Bsh ¥y (B T 2 4,
10 H, 37 F}) () DNA, ¥ b [ b 45 51 A i B,
i/ CO 1 W@ FI51%) PCR, i€ AP ) DNA itk
BRI LU #E4T PCR, @ Ad % 66 45 s 3h ¥ ) 3
jiF, &3 Lug-F1b/Lug-R1 F1 Lug-F2/Lug-R2 (& T 18
TRELASL, B4 T LR A A5 R 3l ) i DNA
Bty st 5 Bis i Bt K B ™= [ 1
(A)FI(B) ], PEBAX BT 5 Hy %48 CE A B A 4
FEo Lug-F3/Lug-R3 A HEM# KE DNA DLAM
A 66 #7453l ¥ DNA o438 iy H A5 v B (&
2), BB ELEREE R R YRGB X E CE

M123 456

M 12345678 9101112M

bp

300 bp
200
100

K1 5|4 Lug-F2/Lug-R2( A) #l Lug-F1b/Lug-R1(B) #J
e RIS PCR 7= vk
Fig. 1 PCR amplification of some species in paddy fields using
primer Lug-F2/Lug-R2 (A) or Lug-F1b/Lug-R1 (B)

1. ¥ K&\ Nilaparvata lugens; 2. PP} iE Negative control; 3. BBk
ZERET Oliarus apicalis; 4: K MW Tettigoniella spectra; 5: FEHEM
W Deltocephalus oryzae; 6: — 4L W& Chilo suppressalis; 7: JK & &l
Laodelphax striatellus; 8 : Z5V. &% Locusta migratoria manilensis; 9 ; F§
215 Verania discolor; 10; {553k Wk Bianor aurocinctus; 11 ; WRMFf
SEFRp Culicidae sp. ; 12; B K\ Sogatella panicicola; M: DNA marker
I. &2 #14 [F] The same for Figs. 2 and 4.

M 1 2 3 4 56 7

8 9 10 11 12 M

400\,

300

B2 5|4 Lug-F3/Lug-R3 R HAE ARG PCR 74y vk B
Fig. 2 PCR amplification of some species in paddy fields
using primer Lug-F3/Lug-R3

M 1 2 3 4 5

6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

B3 5|%) Lug-F3/Lug-R3 f B A5 KEH
PUFFLLH ¥k PCR 7497 v 3k &)
Fig. 3 Detection of Nilaparvata lugens in the gut of Pardosa
pseudoannulata by using primers Lug-F3/Lug-R3
1: BAM:XT HR Negative control; 2 —5: B 4 Sk K& 0 h f%yk P.
pseudoannulata fed on four N. lugens individuals for 0 h; 6 —10; B 4
SkKEL 6 h (YW P. pseudoannulata fed on four N. lugens individuals
for 6 h; 11: 1 3k 4% KT ¥ DNA DNA extracted from one single N.
lugens; 12; 2 3k # K HA ¥ DNA DNA extracted from two N. lugens
individuals; 13 4 k45 KHE A DNA DNA extracted from four N. lugens
individuals; M: DNA Marker [ .
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M1 2 345678910 111213 M 1 14 1516 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25

bp
200 _’- 200 —>-

M 1 26 2728 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 M 150 51 5253 54 55 56 57 58 5960 61

bp bp
200— 200—

38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 M 1 62 63 64 65 66 67 68

bp
200—

K4 5% Lug-Fla/Lug-R1 355 ER) PCR =4 Ik Bl

Fig. 4 PCR amplification of some species in paddy fields using primers Lug-Fla/Lug-R1
13 kL% Leptocorisa acuta; 14 FEiZk W% Cletus punctiger; 15 : SR FF EF Coreidae sp.; 16: FRAEZRIE W Dictyophara sinica; 17 : /NI
Nysius ericae; 18 4l &% Dolycoris baccarum; 19 ¥ 5 &1 Nezara biridula formatorquata; 20: B LAE 4 B Parnara guttata; 21. TG M IR
Cnaphalocrocis medinalis; 22 . FWe 55 /3 J& 41 % Ceraphronid sp.; 23 ; FENE MR ABE 2 /N Stenomesius sp.; 24: H A5 58 Camponotus japonicus ;
25 HEMEREER 1 Ichneumonidae sp. 1 ; 26 #fE 4 Bl 77 £ ' 2 Ichneumonidae sp. 2; 27: /KFE i I8 i Oulema oryzae; 28. R BLFi & 1
Curculionidae sp. 1 ; 29 : ZHFF4EF 2 Curculionidae sp.2 ; 30: XU# HAFER 1 Diptera sp. 1 ; 31: BU# H 7 EF 2 Diptera sp. 2 ; 32 FRIH}
5 E R Chironomidae sp. ; 33 ; fH/NEHEEL Limnophyes minimus; 34 S FUR Drosophila melanogaster; 35 : WAL £ Ff Drosophilidae sp. ; 36:
JKIERLFF EFh Ephydridae sp. 3 37 : XM Musca domestica; 38 ; FE= W Atherigona oryzae; 39 i-Bl1# & Tabanidae sp. ; 40 ¥} H K&\ Nisia
atrovenosa; 41; FT¥ KT\ Sogatella furcifera; 42 Z K& Macrosiphum granarium; 43 ; — y5 MW Cicadula fasciifrons; 44: B M W Nephotettix
bipunctatus ; 45 ; F&#] & Chloethrips oryzae; 46: H A ME Tetrix japonica; 47 i3 11l & W Formosatettixoides hunanensis; 48 . Wi Bl ff & Ff
Gryllidae sp.; 49: 5458k Hy Isotoma monochaeta; 50: K BkJ&F¢ EFh Entomobrya sp.; 51: [F Bk M B} 75 & Fft Sminthuridae sp.; 52 3 #3572 ¥
Neoscona doenitzi; 53 ffibdlWk Araneus cornutus; 54 2% {8,357 bél Wk Neoscona theisi; 55: PFtl WkB}f5 & Ff' 1 Araneidae sp. 1; 56 il kBl & F 2
Araneidae sp.2 ; 57: K URIF Marpissa elongata; 58 : W % J& #5 5& Ff' Menemerus sp.; 59: K [K 4 Phintella cavaleriei; 60 : Bk kBl £5 & R
Salticidae sp.; 61 PUBEGEEL Wk Dyschiriognatha quabrimaculata; 62 ; Rt B W Tetragnatha praedonia; 63 : JeJ2 4 WY Tetragnatha caudicula; 64 J\
BEBRIE WK Theridion octomacutatum ; 65 ; £ HUJE Wk Oedothorax insecticeps ; 66 ; $IREF Wk Pardosa pseudoannulata ; 67 : 3%k Pardosa armillata;
68 #I/KIRWK Pirata subparaticus.

Mg, EAEER RS 2, EAREA RO
MHCR T 6 CEE PR SAIRR K DNA Fr 3 i B
A B (B 3). A Lug-Fla/Lug-R1 BEEA X
REEIRRRYE (B 4) , SCREA ROt H IR 2050
BRXHHE REH R (BS) , Bk Lug-Fla/Lug-R1 fx
APk E A AR 948 CEEE RS
2.3 S|MMAERESHEARE., BE. RREM
BRI R AKX B

{5 PR ST | D R T 4 KU S5 ik

BEATASIN, K PR S B S5 I AL 8] L GELEE . IR
TR LR B9 R BEAT — 0 logistic [HIJ94M 4T, 452
WY, BAPERRL5r5 3% 2038 AL 18] | R BE R
MR E R (R 2), HAZ 505 W55 8
2l

AN IR BE 2 [ G PH 1 R A T 4 B b e L 2%

GERER I5CH25CZ A RELESR, 35C

A5 15SCHM25CEREE

H T MERES R 2 RIS SR 22 5, R AR
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M 12345 678

M 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

bp
200 —| bp

200 — [

B5 %5514 Lug-Fla/Lug-R1 3 & #45 WA
PCR 74 (A) FIE I ECE T 4 B IR Sk
# PCR 74 (B) 3K &

Fig. 5 PCR amplification of Nilaparvata lugens using primers
Lug-Fla/Lug-R1 (A) and detection of N. lugens in the gut of
Pardosa pseudoannulata by using primers Lug-Fla/Lug-R1 (B)
1. # KEMER d Female adult N. lugens; 2, 10 B X} HE Negative
control; 3 ¥ KFEMER L Male adult N. lugens; 4. 1 {&# KE A5
1st instar nymph of N. lugens; 5: 2 {4#% KE# 1 2nd instar nymph of
N. lugens; 6: 3 }4# KEE H 31d instar nymph of N. lugens; 7: 4 ##%
# K L 4th instar nymph of N. lugens; 8: 5 #¥# KE E L Sth
instar nymph of N. lugens; 9 BH: X} Positive control; 11, 12 B
T 43K KA 6 h [ MWk Female P. pseudoannulata fed on four N.

lugens individuals for 6 h; 13, 14 R T 2 k# K& 6 h f) b ik
Female P. pseudoannulata fed on two N. lugens individuals for 6 h; 15,

16: AT 1 3k KA 6 h fMilk Female P. pseudoannulata fed on
one N. lugens individual for 6 h; M; DNA Marker I.

R & TE— SR A G PR S R SR A AL

I A A AR, B R RO A3 TR e

(B6). NEHRIEH, HEERE R, FHiE

SRR T B B SR 3R 50% B Xof B #4 if

(] Ch) B AR APt E] (Tso ), HH TGS 918

B o 1SCRE, BUR 1 Sk 4 3k TRER SR

At HR R ] Tso 4351 9 30. 17 70 33. 87 h; 25°C i,

BUR 1SRN 4 Sk TREVH SR A AL ) AP s8] T, 70531

A 28.20 F133.63 h; 35CHf, BUE 1 kA4 LKA

SRR RIS H PSS TE] Tso 2053100 4. 71 712232 h

®2 HARE., BE. BRSNS RHUIRG 5 ik
R CEW PR R R BIFNE (n =774)

Table 2 Logistic regression for the effect of digestion time,
temperature, feeding amount and sex on positive
amplification rate in DNA detection of Nilaparvata

lugens fed by Pardosa pseudoannulata (n =774)

P # Factors Wald y? P
T4k ] Digestion time 142.960 <0.001
YR Temperature 15.850 <0.001
B Feeding amount 12.353 <0.001

A 5] Sex 0.034 ns

ns; A3 Not significant. 3 3 [i] The same for Table 3.

*3 ARBEEZEHMRLHKHRE A
PR R R AL B (T L, n =56)

Table 3 Comparison of positive amplification rate in
DNA detection of Nilaparvata lugens fed by Pardosa
pseudoannulata at three different temperatures
( T-test, n =56)

Bk RS 221 (% )

Temperature . . P
Average difference value of positive rate

15°C vs. 25°C 2.76 £0.10 ns
15°C vs. 35C 13.30 0. 15 <0.001
25°C wvs. 35C 10.54 +0.15 0.001

3 itig

3.1 HR5|YRZ T fnaiE

H# Lug-Fla/R1 5 Lug-F3/R3 Wi} 514, J5
HEHWENFEEXGREEARKH BiR PCR =¥
(3£ 1, 367 bp) o ZEAH R 0 8] A ELAE ) H AR =)
KK B AR E A Z Wk 2] (von Berg et al.,
2008) , IEWNELE O h J5, £5 3|49 HeF6/R9 (166
bp) bt HeF5/R7 (302 bp) B 2 5y 4 ] 3] 5 & XF
Homalodisca coagulate FIBUE , J5 & E EAGERK I
HiX} H. coagulate BJBLE (de Leodn et al., 2006) , 3%
KB IR i B AE RO A8 P 525 5 Ao il LB
MR B Agusti 45 (1999) Bt Hi 44 B Helicoverpa
armigera )54 H1-F/HI1-R(1 100 bp) , #A
REASLIUE Dicyphus tamaninii X ARE AR, T H
PRI S| ) H1-F/H3-R (254 bp) 7] LIAE 4
h 25 &I . B ilh Lug-F3/R3 RN REH
RCHIAS I B UFPFSCH R4 B R 2 B D B bR
B BB K HARRBEFEA# T o King 55 (2008 ) 7
SRS MERL B, T AR E
R A B, R B) B AR iR i 2 /N T 300
bp, {H2 HAR=¥ K E it 300 bp #1511 ¥)H i 15
/] LA 0k A I R O R, e
ClaCOIl F1/ClaCOIl R3 (339 bp) #: M 5[ &
Hippodamia convergens FI¥L#% Chrysoperla plorabunda
XF EKWF Rhopalosiphum maidis F)3# £ ( Chen et al.,
2000) ,

WAL IR BIEREL, BIAEX 5| ¥R 5
PEIGUE AT, X5 4 CE LA SR B P Ffes I 45 6 22
BT . XTI R R W A RO (R, S
SCHRARGE o Fr) E AR R B8R ) A At RS Hh AR
FF (Kingetal.,2008) o i T3 A M R B = ol
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One BPH individual fed
A 15°C
1004 e
=138.1998 exp(-0.0337 x)
R’=0.916%**
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60 4
40
204
01— T T y T
0 50 100 150 200
C 25C
o 1007 ° y=116.5217 exp(-0.030x )
?g‘ R*=0.954%**
=] 80
Q
SE
5 =
#2560
g &
& 404
EE
2
2 20
17
[=]
Ay
0— T T T T
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E 35C
1001 * $=60.2750 exp(-0.0397 x)
R*=0.839%*
801
L]
60
L]
40-
201
01— : 7 ; i
0 50 100 150 200
JHALBA] Digestion time (h)

B4 KA
Four BPH individuals fed
B 15C
1007 * y=157.6302 exp(-0.0339 x)
R*=0.898**
801
601
40.
204
01— : : 7 :
0 50 100 150 200
D 25C
1004 - 1=157.9110 exp(-0.0342 x)
. R*=0.911%+
80
60
40-
201
0 T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200
F 35C
1007 * y=111.4415 exp(-0.0359 x)
R*=0.995%++
80
60
40
201
o ; : . .
0 50 100 150 200
JH AL [A] Digestion time (h)

B6  FI R S5 | A T S PR S5 ik 3ot 48 TR IR £ 4 B R N 3R 5 TR AL [B] Y R R

Fig. 6 Fitted lines of digestion time to positive amplification rate in DNA detection of Nilaparvata lugens fed by

Pardosa pseudoannulata at three different temperatures

n=7; ™ P<0.001, * P<0.01, *P<0.05 (ANOVA).

BYERBIER R F R R —EFHEE, 1EH
IR B LEPE R B N 7% A 5 | R R MR IR TE i )
G B N AR5 AN IR KB D i
Stenomesius sp., FWEH )G 41 Ceraphronid sp. Fl
2 i T e REG YRR, BRTE
e T AP K LASE, 36 R H AT Btk A IR
R TE A A P A AR PR
3.2 HRAEMm

AL 4 NERE CEERE RS 2R T

ST bR H] B 45 2R . b, B R ROCHE . PCR
Rl B T REOHAE N R R B S &
MEB KN B Bl iR 2 WEE RECS A YIE b
HIBEAT TR R a8 Rt B A 5k . R, FES Y
YRS I ot R A T A 0 L A8 4 7 1) 453 1 o ()
YalE . DMEMBFSEER Bos , BEE IH AL ] 2175
Yok BHE R AW TR, AMBLERXR
(Sheppard et al., 2005), A E KA X R
(Hoogendoorn and Heimpel, 2001) , K22 &
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FE M4k (Hosseini et al., 2008) , 4 HFH M 2R )37 %
AL [E] £ LMK & (Harper et al., 2006) , A 4L
1B BT ok JE B G A HY 8- (8] FY oF 5K
(Ma et al., 2005 ; Juen and Traugott, 2005, 2007 ; de
Leén et al., 2006 ; Fournier et al., 2008), BZ W&
EHAHR . 48 CEK DNA 7E 8k A Y Wik B e,
I 5 48 BOR BRI b A& T P 3 55 i 1] B
KE(E 6), VLB EA BRI, B A6 A A
] Tso FH LA 48 ST | R s i B, 2R 5514
TRATRK L P E Y 30 h 24, BRT1E 35CHE
LT WA . U SH R CE 1T H7E 30 h
AT AR S, e m) i 3T AT AAS B 3y
WRTE 30 h AN BB A MRS KE

A6 I P A RO W R R, 3 X 514 B
FEtE] M 2. 56 ~ 8. 78 h A% (Chen et al., 2000) ,
FA/NSIE B 00 5 | 0 46 00 8 7 SR O B I A B, AR Wk
Lycos sp. B U 7 B [8] 2 95. 9 h, T %5 Nabis
kinbergii R4 17.5 h(Ma et al., 2005) , #HFTHHED
BIFEM R 24 h AXF R ETEROTFR
B, A PROK FT BB R Al R AR, RAR AT fE
KA E S ZR (McMillan et al., 2007) , T ESLE
Yy 2 2R 0 A B P T8 8 v 3 R SRR 28
B, AU A B B T AR — 28, DL A e — 2 X
HinE BB ERDMRE . FIFEZRER AR
5 H k% R
3.3 XTWIRERE

W S BRI AR . R R 519505
1= 12°C, 16°C F1 20°C # M| 25 B Pterostichus
melanarius BUE KB WF Sitobion avenae , L5 T,
FEAH ] Bsf [] P A R 5 R B B A O, e TR
20°C f#: H R B /K (von Berg et al., 2008) ., 75
W Hippodamia variegate B £ /)N 3¢ ¥R Plutella
xylostella BFE T 3% 2] V5 FF ) 12 & 52 1 ( Hosseini et
al., 2008) . {HFAME 2 B %8 52 1 BE 52 W I A 2 4 X
H), WA B Nebria brevicollis BUES S. avenae F) K Hi
RIE 12C 5 16C Z 8% F £ 57 (von Berg et al.,
2008) . 7|4 BcoaCO Il F1/BcoaCO Il R1 5l — &
B[ Adalia bipunctata Xf R2A4%5% % Rhopalosiphum
padi {4 B I A Z R E (14°C F 21°C) 1 & 0
(McMillan et al., 2007 ), & B Xt AR Wk Venator
spenceri BUE/NSEIK P. xylostella BT AS 3218 )
%W ( Hosseini et al., 2008) . 7EAIR L H LA LH)
WRECES REUW R RN 2 2] TIRERZm, [HA
REMBEMHER M EZERTEE, N35CTHHS

25°CHI ISCZ AR 25 T B EEX 51 9 ) FE 44
RBLRHAZNEASIEE AR, EF—FBR4E
5, AR RN/ ZEE B R IREZE R — RS
R, PRGAE R AR 5 5 | Y00t 53 [ 4 B 1 O ]
DIMRYE LR B E IR RIRE R E R, T HEER
B EAVE Jy 52 0 K & ( Sheppard and Harwood, 2005)
IR o
3.4 XTHRE

RTEE RS R0 FE AT = 5 5] &
ZHAREFRRE B ASE W] PCR K (4 FH A [
[ 2R (Zaidi et al., 1999 ; Hoogendoorn and Heimpel,
2001 ; Juen and Traugott, 2005) , X 3 /M4 B A,
REERT A EDEERE, ARXAARREE
MIBAMERORE R, B TR EAMA ] ) 22 5 b 28 S BUR
BB EAE, LA MR M5 WIE R
AT, HSOFREERE B A3 MA B A [F] HL
BRIKFo X T[] ARSI R EOHE T8 R AR
Tl R BRI 7 25 ELISA g TR B X R
B, FAtEREEZINEE NP MAAESN, FLi
I 45 R Bon A B &% 3 1.3 %0 (Hagler and
Narajo, 1997; PEfR-F-4, 2000) . A AEHERE 1
K5 4 kg CE PSSR A R R 3%
25, VEIECE XK A, EM RIH L
i IE] BE R 4 Sk TREUR KR BE 2 5 ORI H R o
3.5 XTFTXREMER

REHEFN AT PCR A Fry B 1 2 I 2R B 500
R, MEHERIIRSSIR T BIR 1 K8 4 k18
TRE, SRS T ARSI 45 R I BH 1 S L R I
REZBNFIRIERI R, 2585 KREZHIFRERL.
W B B B Coleomegilla maculata Xt BR W F K IR
Ostrinia nubilalis W HHE R N X® A 2 F
(Hoogendoorn and Heimpel, 2001) , W22 F 90 &
H. wvariegate I B /PR KL I R & A/ £ F
(Hosseini et al., 2008) , H P. melanarius X% K
B S. avenae ) B KW A Z M B W
(Sheppard et al., 2005) , A5 P L5 IS BLAA [F]
HIFIRME R A & 3048 CE DNA FR R H 2,
TESE B L 2R 5 5 4 B O 0 25 SRR ) 2l R
ZESto
3.6 BEABRBRINER

DAFESC T8 H 3 B R R B 5 O vk LT 27
2 A DU Fn i % Bk, 19825 JA U HE, 1986a,
1986b, 1989 ; iy Z 2, 1996, 1997) w] L) BH H
] A5 R A BTy, (EIF ARG AT 25 32 2



9 i W 1B KESRRR S YR AR 1065

SRR Ry, B RS2 B R P B ) $iohE
%ﬁ?ﬁEWKOZF%ﬁ&HﬁEﬁ—i FiR
RVEFREE B R X i A A2, 4 ELISA J7 %
R LA B4 K SRR Pirata subpiraticus %4 € EHY
WE, 727 CHIFRHIRE 3 48 CEUSUR &
KAGMES 7 6 h(Lim and Lee, 1999) . BE{RF-55
@wm%miﬁ@ﬁwﬂﬁaﬁxﬂﬁﬂ%&%
RAR PRI ] SIRE R BRI R, 4R
m%%ﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬂ%ﬁmzﬁﬁT%,%ﬁﬁﬁ
)b TR0 S B RS 4 4, BT B R A A R
FEBTE A B E M, Zhao 55 (2004) B3 T 48 €
B TEREDTIA, JF48 bR FBUATE 25°C B3R5
FILAFE 2.13 d ARSI B4R SO R B Y 1 3k
¥ KEl, BARETEREHUAYE R R RO B8 CE

B THEEA AT AL R (AR5, 20005 Zhao er
1., 2004) , {H2% 57514 PCR VE Rkl R EH &
o CE CTEARFZmHE, mik s AR, Xmk
VEfRTER, RIS 1 3k R B0 & 2 Fi s 4 1 IR B
W, @R, TERES,
3.7 BAg
RIS 1 XRG4 (Lug-Fla/Lug-R1) {E
FRFS KA B R TR, BT IE e
], BUE R BRI R B 5 4 AN EEX R
FZB1 YRR o A6 i) 25 5% 7 & (6 RE 5 78 H (8]
N ZXT 518, @R R, R s

i, AT #EAT RS AR S R H USRSk 518 L E
MR R R,

Bt AR ERLFERFRLAEYREL LR
TEFRKELT  RELLRAEIELERE.
sé’/é BFEFRRLAEY SHEREASZLELLE

TR IReo
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