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Abstract: The sweetpotato whitefly Bemisia tabaci (Gennadius) is a globally distributed agricultural pest.
The species and infection rates of different endosymbionts in field and laboratory populations of B. tabaci B
and Q biotyes were detected by molecular methods. Meawhile, the endosymbionts in B. tabaci Q biotype lab
population were inactivated with rifampicin, and then the biology of Woblbachia positive and negative popula-
tions of B. tabaci Q biotype were compared. Rusults indicated that all the populations of B. tabaci were in-
fected by the primary endosymbiont Candidatus Portiera aleyrodidarum, regardless biotype or population
habitat of field or lab, while the infection of secondary endosymbionts Wblbachia and Arsenophonus were
marked different in various B. tabaci populations related to biotype and habitat. Inactivated with 1.0mg/ml
rifampicin for 48 h, the infection of Wolbachia in B. tabaci Q biotype was completely eliminated, but no ob-
vious effect on the Candidatus and Arsenophonu in all the whitefly popualtions. Treated by rifampicin, the
fecundity of female adults reduced and the developmental time of F1 offspring extended. Results also showed
that the elimination of Woblbachia in B. tabaci led to the increase of male progeny proportion. In general, our
current study showed that endosymbionts varied in different B. tabaci populations from various habitats and
Wblbachia has significant effects on the biology of its whitefly hosts.
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& F: Mk E Bemisiatabaci s&— it S S A AL EH . ARSCRIH PCR #7384 A1 DNA I F 4K,
S0 T AR RN SR I S A FR A Bl B BUAT Q BURPHE Py LA BB E s R FIAE X Q BUAE K
H\SE G AR A B S AE AT T KIS AR EE,  mtACER R S A B R R AT B . WG
R, BRI A R R R R R 354 W) AR $E AR B Candidatus Portiera aleyrodidarum (g4, kA
JLAE TR Wolbachia IR HEFR Arsenophonus 7EAN A4 55 T ARy EUFHRE N, ORGP RAFER RN ER .
1 1.0 mg/ml FIFAE PR FR AL Q BUMEKY BURC R AT AL, 48 h 5 AbFEFEA{A Y Wolbachia [)/E 4
Ky B, )4 342 B Candidatus AR HERE Arsenophonus 175 B o S6AE B KT AL B J5,  HRA Bl
R B OB B R, 36.9 RISL TFRERE 26.4 KisSk: F1 AR E ALK, FIASFEED M
el SRR G N, F AR 1Y) 45.28% FTF & 58.06%. ASCHIFLRM, AFEAEST, kR

HEWIH: HEIHHLREAASLERITUE 2011), FHREARRERELTIH(G1071732), | EA WK FAH A SH (LNSG-11)% 3.
HEAEE .
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RN I IL A PR AFAE 22 5, IRAESEAE T Wolbachia XGRS BV R B BEE B R e I Ll 26 7 1T A 5 1

SR

XA SRR AEBLG WRE TR Ak

il

1. g

HARG s SR I A R —FhE A7 AE
FIELAR, HAETRAH 75% LA BRI sk N & A 3
AT MRS B A R S s, AT LUK
Horh 2 25, RIAIAE LA B (Primary endosymbiont) !
UL A T (Secondary  endosymbiont)® . BIF 7T £ B,
JR A A TR AE A AR EAT P2 A 1) 2 AR 4R, 2%
R5HFEMEKRKESEHAK, WUy ERtE2
Pl T IR e MR R, SRR
H5HREFFZEAELKANBDRBLCR, HRGHMN
i S R] DL — @ R T b et Ay 3 R R g it
e iFE,

FEXS T AR AR TR R UE, B AR A A LA T
FiFE, CAMIEMLHE Wolbachia. Cardinium.
Arsenophonus. Rickettsia 1 Spiroplasma 2, %251k
AR AR L AT R AR G IN [RL RO, FIET P R AL
KA ERTE . AL —Fh R HUR N AT DR A
ZRRAESERAEEN MET, E AR A
TEHAT AN BB T REMIH F R 2 o IR LA T A
WHREFEMEEAEZEVINRR, O8FSEE BE
S BT A 4 g 5T AS 5% B (cytoplasmic  incompatibil-
ity, CI). 55 2 = JIUE A= 5H (parthenogenesis inducing,
PI). JifE(male killing) A& MM AY (feminizing) 55 o LA,
CAVFE R, RASAETE RAEE ] DR m a1
PO R A E IR M DA B A
F BT B R P A S A R,

JH ¥ H Bemisia tabaci (Gennadius), JEF#H
(Hemiptera)~ #} HlFH(Aleyrodidae). /N7 Hl & (Bemisia),
Fr ORI R fa A, d i LA IR o i =X 1 8
FINFEYRIHL, WA ED I, sEmE A
[FR, Mk BAEREYH B KR EE R, REE
RO R B SR R A, AMEFZIEAIRDG S
PEFIUBY, b 2035 YR R RS . PR LA URT 5
SEONE B, MR B AR A SRR VF 2 B ) E
TALRRES Y, JCAR AR R R P d L, AR R

25 110 R,

TERZ IAEILA B, Wolbachia &) 72 /i T
TR BRI B — 2RI A B, e T Dol i S E
MOBA AN DIOMEARBE S 1 A0 R R 1 B0 S5k i 2
Ta ERAETE T OS5 TR PeE TR T il 5
LA ) YIRS RIS, Wolbachia 7E
R A [F] A 40 B Bt 3P 00 4 3200 A B 2
225, Horp B B N AR MR Bl B AU (1) R G A,
T3 N ARV AR KA 2 B Oy B A 2R JRR e SR A v
A, ARSLESE VPP A KR, AFE AR
BEAAAT N Bk EVFRAE, T ISR AR B R R A
EEMELL R E I ER, XFhZER e ki
Wi HEDKY 27 A B () AP R

N1 PR MR, RATLEANS =N
Fl/NESST Q BUAN B BYJEKD EL(43 3l J& T Mediterrinean
F1 Middle East-Asia Minor 1 F&F) N 785 5, 5 HAk
W R B SRR AT A, DA Q Bk mUCN B AT
HAx, i 7 HAEE Wolbachia Ky el g, MK mAh
TR AR R AR A, USRS 3F AAT T AR B AR R )
REf T 5N H.

2. M ER%
2.1, R

2.1.1. fifiEY
SL & (Mgnaunguiculata), #%c, £F 6~8 J H I,
I .

21.2. ik HIR

MR A Q B AEFIEE, 2011 4F 4 ARET K
BIRSET A RS SR AT A B E D s T 7 BRI
NG A PB iE TR T O AR ERAEFIEE, 2006
FERAETIL A MR T B EY) Lo SRk Bl B B4 4
FRRE, 2011 4F 4 A RE T HRA LTS L gk 2k
G T b5 PR BURP R  AHIE 78 O 2R AR LR AT T,
2005 FRE TR RN K FHF I 4K, 75 FE R
T
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2.1.3. % AR

PCR 741k 5] & QIAquick Gel Extraction
Kit; & F%§ K; Ex-Taq polymerase, 25 mmol/L Mgcl,,
10 x PCR buffer, dNTPs(10 mmol/L), 100 bp 7 &
PRCSE H REE A TREAF K. &5, 7%
B BERRAN RS54 2200 B T M R
RAHE .

2.2. RHE
2.2.1. B4 RFNR SR BY R B B 2L A AR

2.2.1.1. 1A#&E 2 DNA HIH2EX

PRE L B A BB A SR A L, 2R K T 58
Ve EET 0.5 mL B0, FEIA 3 uL 2z
fif# (1% SDS, 1% Triton-x100, 1 mM MgCl,; 10 mM
Tris-Cl pH7.4), 78 0 W BB 5] 9%, FF 402 R4ARW 22 30 pL,
RGN 56 CHEIR/KI A2 2~3 h, /5 95 CIEIR
KiEAH 10 min KiGFHEEM K, B T-20CUKFE TR
175 H.

2.2.1.2. (EME AP EA R B ERAY PCR 42

XTI ELQ AL, B AU A I FR R, B
HEPRI 20 Sk, LSRRG DNA, 2 E R 5
(3 DT Y4 L 24E H Protiera aleyrodidarum. X 4E
A= 14 Wolbachia supergroup A Fil B A% B ARSI
% PCR /=% v BB U] 5 1 2200 5 A w3047 77 51
€, JFTE GenBank #4771 LS o SR AN [R] MKy mL Al

AP A I MR R

222 AEEMBEFBEARALERNIGE

R AT AL T 45 R, HCHl 1.0 mg/ml A4
SV BENLEBCRAL G 2~4 REIEZER Q ZY MK H
BT, R BT AR K T N (R E A,
Ty SRR H AT A LA B KGN, 435 F 12 h
A1 48 h JEWCAR AR R BUSH,  FHRFI A PCR
XP AT I A AT I, DA 2 FI4EF- X Wolbachia £
Arsenophonus 7% B 55 A B 1) KIS 8UR -

223 HEREKEFRTEHEME R EDFR LR

PRI LS, ZRKHRLF. 1EE. TR
HONE, K& 6~8 FEME T2, HEH 20 #RIL
S, ERRRIEEUHE ORI R A L, oy
AFEATARC. HA 10 PR TIRZRAER El(lab pop-
ulation) EV)5 LB (RIAIG B 5 4, &4H 4 DMy
AbER), ARICON LP1-20; 5540 10 FR i FH T35 A= B Ky
H\(wild population) E¥)5 525, Aricy WP1-20. A6
i, 7ER ARG EESEN Q B WP B
LP My EV L, 25 %/ i, Ay &0 24 h 5
BN AU E, id3t WP AL LP K SRk e i 7
YU, AR BENLIERE 100 RLHR T 5 A 6 I
KA. FER R K a2 A i
Fto WWER G ILAE B KIE AL FE ) WP AT LP JGH EURR
HE Rk, PLELE: Wolbachia K Al E A Q A
JERD EFPRELE A 2R AL

Table 1. The protocls and primersof PCR for endosymbiont detection
F 1. ZHhHEEFRNM PCR SR EIZF

LA P PCR 5¥) Ko S 727 S R
LiEE1#: 5'-TGC AAG TCG AGC GGC ATC AT-3'
Candidatus T#HESIH: 5'-AAA GTT CCC GCC TTA TGC GT-3' [17]
95°C W% 4 min, &) 95°C 1 min, 50°C 1 min, 72°C 2 min, iZ{T 30 MEI, 72°C ZEfH 4 min.
L5 5-CGTTTGATGAATTCATAGTCAAA-3’
Arsenophonus  FU5I#: 5°-GGTCCTCCAGTTAGTGTTACCCAAC-3’ [18]
95°C TAE M 4 min, 485 95°C30s, 60°C30s, 72°C45s, AT 35 MEIF, 72°C ZEfH 4 min.
) LW#519): 5-CTC AAG CAC TAG AAA AGTCG-3'
Sl}’\‘;'rbifﬂ' 3 RS 5-TTAGCT CCTTCG CTT ACCTG-' [15]
pergroup 94°C FiAE M 2 min, #RJF 94°C 1 min, 55°C 1 min, 72°C 2 min, AT 40 MEFF, 72°C ZEfH 5 min.
] Ui 51#15'-CCG ATG CTC AAG CGTTAGAG-3'
Wolbachia

supergroup B

T#E5I4: 5'-CCA CTT AAC TCT TTCGTTTG3'

94°C A8 2 min, #RJ5 94°C 1 min, 55°C 1 min, 72°C 2 min, AT 40 MEIR, 72°C FEH 5 min.

[15]
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2.3. HiELE

FIF SAS #At(Version 6.12)H] One-way ANOVA
HITHECCR AR AT, Tk B e %
AR R B T AR B b R i SR 22 5
FIH T KEEG J235 22 202 LU A B AS [ MR EFR
[F]— ¥ Wolbachia K3 T 5 AW - Fr I 1) 22 5

3. ZBREHH
31 NEMEMEMEHARNILEFEIEF PCR £

FIF PCR ¥ 184 & DNA U FFHEA, Sk B A4

M 1 2 3 4 M 1

Q 20 (10 B A o AR S 0 = P P = b A B P S
SERFH, LieRHFRAE R B AR B S Q AN
AR N, #E WAL AE B Candidatus Portiera
aleyrodidarum [IFEE(E 1(a)). EEFAERIK B A, B
A R R ) Q BUAE Ky EL o, #A Wolbachia JL4E
B VRSB 1(b)), TrETZR B B 2 MR - AAS I
F4 Wolbachia LA AAAE(E 1(c)). AMER Arseno-
phonus frIAG I 45 S5 B, 7 AR BRI R L1 Q AUk
AP SAFRAL B B UM 9 ER A S B
Arsenophonus /&4%, AR 1) B B0 E A F]
H Arsenophonus 7Z7E(E 1(d), (), H4h, B 1(d) HH

2 3 4 1 2 3 4 M

2000
1000

750
500

200

100

2000
1000
750

<+— 500
V200

*100

(©)

(a) SRV B OR P4 9725 3625 ) Candidatus K2; M 4 2000 bp 9 T EART, 1-4 50 B8 A ROAZR R B BUEK B 2725 TRAAFR T Q TPk AL
(b) BFAER B/Q UMY BRI P 3445 Wolbachia Kl M A1 2000 bp (14T & bR, 1-2 NEFERN B B AL, 3-4 NEFAER Q UMM E; (c) 1HFREY
B/Q AUk TR Ef A 2E B Wolbachia #6:31l: M 29 2000 bp FI4> FEAFRIC, 1-2 AMFRAE B BUEK T, 3-4 JFEMA Q R T (d) FFE% B/Q MM &L
FlEAR Py 28R Arsenophonus Kl M 24 2000 bp 194> FREFRIC, 1-2 AHEFRN Q BB EL, 3-4 AMZEAN B Bk B (e) BFAAL B/Q MK U MR Py ¢
B Arsenophonus K:ll; M 24 2000 bp B> T-RFFIT, 1-3 NEFFARIE Q BB R, 4-6 AEFA R B BUMEHS El .

1. FRAHEFE R =4 ERANER
Figure 1. The detection of three endosymbiontsin different B. tabaci populations
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AMEFRAY B R EREA R — AN 2 0B PH Y .

X AN () oy T A Ry = o e A R (1) SR e 2R
R 25 JEER B, AN B A 30 2 1 77 1 0K ol
T, B A Q U AR A ) 4E 3L 4R T Candidatus Porti-
era aleyrodidarum ()RG5 4 100%; X TR HER
Arsenophonus 1 Wolbachia [ 4es, Tl 3% A4 B
AR Q B MRy mURHEE B S v T 77 Y M B A AR
M) B BUMEEGE 2). MAMEREET A2 B AU
AR . Wolbachia 7E7H 778 B R MKy mUFH A
(RG24 0,

32. FEBHEAMBFFRILEEHRE

PCR #5045 30, FIA 1.0 mg/ml R4
SRR Q AU EIAIME 12 h ), FLAAR B8R4 Wol-
bachia JtA4: B AELE, MilAMEAbEE 48 h f5, Q ZYIEKs
HAVFEAAR P 1) Wolbachia B A AT, KGR HAR
(K 2(a)). FIH 1.0 mg/ml FAE-FEHBOT Q B AR E A4
PN R R T () I A 45 SR SR, it 12 h I6 & 48 h
(R R AL, FRAS BE B 23 HEKy EURE A 4 Py 118 235l o (1)
2(b)).

Table 2. The infection rate of three endosymbiontsin different B. tabaci populations
= 2. FEMEMBEFMEHAPR =Mt EAY R R RAT

WA LA B Candidatus ST Arsenophonus Wolbachia supergroup A Wolbachia supergroup B
JERY EFPRE AT
JEPIUR TEIEE (%) JEGIUR YL (%) IEILBLIR Y (%) JEYIUR JRILE (%)
Q +(20/20) 100.0 +(16/20) 80.0 +(20/20) 100.0 +(20/20) 100.0
FF# 1 LP
B +(20/20) 100.0 +(10/20) 50.0 +(10/20) 50.0 ~(0120) 0
Q +(20/20) 100.0 +(13/20) 65.0 +(16/20) 80.0 +(10/20) 50.0
HFA7 WP
B +(20/20) 100.0 ~(0120) 0 +(7/20) 35.0 +7/20) 35.0
e 27 FORRIGE RN, 7 o RORIINGE LB 35S BTN A A A SR A
M 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 M
2000
2000 —p 1000
1000
N 750
750 —p 500
—>
500
—> \ ‘200
200
— 100

100

(a) JKIFEAEBE G A4 AR U A ¢4 Y 36 2E B8 Wolbachia Al

(b) JKI 5 A A MR TR A A 2% A 4T A

2. MRPRELEEEFE Q BUEMEA KA Wolbachia MFHEMKRNLR
Figure 2. The detecion of Wolbachia and Arsenophonusin the Q biotype B. tabaci lab population after antibiotic treatment with rifampicin
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33 HEFIEREFEEBEMNFEMFEE
LR

AT KGR IS, TFR A Q AU EURR R A4 2
RIS R R, R Z 1.0 mg/ml FI4EF
Wb 48h 5, HEMRIERE . A BRELMELSETT
A& RS, W 5HR% Wolbachia Kif
AR ER A AP EEAE L, AR B DR (P
=0.0087), H120.4dEKZE 23.3d(E 3(a)); JERETH
MR ORI R (P = 0.0016), H 36.9 Ri/Sk T
Pz 26.4 Fi/Sk (B 3(b))s RN, F1ACHHES, HErELL
I BORIE LGN, X IRAREE P ) 45.28% EFF R
58.06%(&l 3(c)), XJHEZHEACFRAAH LA BB 3E 2 7
JKF(P =0.0033); FEHAAFIE AT, K% Wolbachia
Ja, Q Bk mUS A M AR E R A B, H
44.32%F+ % 78.53% (K 3(d)), Z 5 [RIFEA R 2K
(P=0.0010).

#kok

KA (R

R - S 2
()

kKK

A1 b B

FURMERELLB (o)

FURTAL R
(©
“rrr” FontE P<0.0] KT FEREE,

G R O

4. i

EH S A R ) 575 R SR A TR o A A ) e A TR o
FRrZE R w5, Toib NEIE 2 MFRE E, AFhEE
YL IR AR BRI 22 57 . BIEFLas R
1) ANFEASET, Q 1B RUMEKy B 147 AE 3 AR B K
GeRIN 100%, %45 RAFE AL A A A 32 2 [6)
() iR RV BEALARRAIE o SR T AN [ MEPRy VR R P O 2E 3 A R
HYER YL BRATAE 22 57, B, 1AlFRA Q AN B M)
Wolbachia A #4H(Supergroup A)BEILZ 15104 100%
F1 50%, B #E4H(Supergroup B)HI/E S 73 il N E 1] 77
B Q BUFPHEH N 100%, TiAETEFRAL B B HE AR A I
FEGy s AHER ARG Z N 53504 80%F1 50%. 2) 1E
[F— AR5, Q BUBMHE M) A LA B IR gL AR B sy T
B RURREE, XFFoRMERE, B RUMEEARAS I B,
Q TUFPTE NG H R IEH) 65%. AT FLR, W
T\ B U G 1 I AR B A T DL 2 B O AR ) R

#kok

SPE FUME B R CRD

GRS
(b)

90 kk

AR

80 b
70 b
60 b
50 b
40 +
30 b

FIHHACIAEE (%)

20 F

TR - Ak B
(C)]

FIAET-AE B G

3. HEFERFEAETENER RMEE PR
Figure 3. Biology comparison of the B. tabaci Q biotype populationsunder treatment with and without antibiotic

10

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub



AN [ A S ARy R A A 6 A A ARG B e 3 AR A R R X B )

MKAZESTR . CAPIFRM, B R A w1
PR S IR = YK 2 T 4™, DR, def e R
A TR AT DR 2 A IS R R 5% R AN R o ki o ) AR
BEG AR SRR BTN, A 5T
TR AR AR, BT R AN, IR E
W fE RIS BRI, 15 ERERh A
2, N Oliver Z5(2008) W 7t 7 A [FZE 53 T i
FRRE AT R LR B AR L, RS R S5 RAR AR B R 3
A R 2 re P e RURR R, 2 AR BRI IR e R A
BR T AR TR AE B AR RO D AR B T e A F e . AR
oA B R RBAL ORI, S5 AR T, 34N
HEM Wolbachia 7E4% 17 #] H& — AN AR R G 26 (1 S
SIFIEY B, B A FAESS AR R AR
V) 1 A I 5 A R B 25 R LR S TR A
KB B R, I e X R B B A 1 1 B
T ARSI R HOG A T 1 R e e i A7 AE b X
MR, JEHIXR SRR CASCRR), — AP
GLAfE s (1 3 A B8 mT DR B AR B b A R R 5 K
APPSR R, DA AP & B 8 4

TEARWE LA, SE6 A5 N Ak BB K E
PIA B AE K, M LG 2R v T BT AR R MR R AE
BRI A T, B AR BB B AT SR R R
FIMERS EL; 1.0 mg/ml (R4S AREE 48 h 5 IR
VPP ERRAE B T B ARk O BRI P A AR
ML B RS, WP /N ek L 5 A 2 BT —
UL B(EER S, HCRE), HAMHILT F1 AR A
KN, Fdndisd, MR BTG . AT e
SEREUGIESE, ML Wolbahica 230 28 327 A A4
B EMT RN A0, SauaRER, gl
&N 914 N $E4E # Buchnera aphidicola fE 15
TR T B SRR SR E ERAE KRB RE
FAP, DRk, T CAHEIASHIE 7T R AR SR EVR R
A3k 77 7E F 2% N 328 B Candidatus H 7T B8 5 0K
K. RESEHAXR,

AR A S5 AR R EE G T R AR B, AN
Fpk Bid R A EMFE R, G5 A AN RN
B\ AR BRI N5 5 5 0 MR VR (4 A 2
PEAR I T2 SRHE I, AN R AR B8 AN R R mR A 1)
N ARSEIREERE S LS B 5 B AR 7 1) 58 55 22 5 #45
AR H AT L AE AR KR . X F—1E
PR, ARSI R RRBM S, 8%

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub

PRV B AR AL B AR B S B GREE s 1B
HEO) #8220 SRR K R B RD HEA S F s e, 0 By
ANTR] 3t B S5 ) A RN 1 — SR A AN 1R A=
PR A, DARCEATT 2 R AR B B s A A ) 2
(1) 22 S AL I T A B i — NP 5 4 (species
complex), AR HIAEE T & A B i I 8 4% 1384
W LN AR R R R e P, XA TR
FIFLHEA F it — 0TI . AT ARG S R LY,
OCESCE R AOEELL, JBAEA, HEHUR AR
AT 2R AR P AE 0 27 2 R S A AR AR PR 52 £
I, WA A RN, A DI, S B
5, AGTA R AR 0 R 10 Y 2 etk
R IR IE SE 73X — .
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