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Abstract: The codling moth, Cydia pomonella(1.) (Lepidoptera; Tortricidae) is a major global pest of pome fruits, and it was
considered a serious invasive species, threatening the safety of fruit production areas in Loess Plateau and Bohai Bay. The effective
management of the codling moth mainly depends on chemical insecticides. However, a major problem associated with chemical con-
trol of the codling moth is the development of insecticide-resistance worldwide. Among them, metabolic resistance is the main mech-
anism for C. pomonella resistance. To understand the metabolic mechanisms of insecticide resistance in C. pomonella, the molecular
changes of detoxification enzymes were examined. Molecular simulation based methods can be important for such related research.
This paper reviews the molecular simulation methods and its application in elucidating molecular metabolic mechanisms of insecticide
resistance in C. pomonella. Future potential research directions using molecular simulation are put forward.
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R R 22 B 45 2 D RE EALRE (MFO) (23 bt H k%%
FERlE ( GST) 1R BR B8 i ( CarE ) ( Rodriguez et al.,
2011; Voudouris et al.,2011) , X1 H i A 5rF 7K
ST SR T A e 5 A A SRR A3 B Y B
FEIBAAXT A

MOAHGAVE T R AU SR i DL &
A B 53§ Z (A SR AR A6 AR B RO AH B
TR RS 43 (8] A A B A
FULHIRH EATE FH R 7K AH BAE FH DL S Ak 2 58 4 JE Bl
WL, SR, 38 AE 58 i e T Bk ot b3k I g
iR )RR DB A RME . BEE TR |
P EE B A RN A ) 2 S o AR
PR A (AT AN 431 B E AR 5% i B Bl —%
BRIV AH EAE T 4B A QA HOR) Y 23 AL DL
A MR BT 5 e RO A o T ) R 5 AR
s N T AT e, 4 TALHL ( Molecular simulation,
MS) & LU AR RS, DL 7 geit )
OIS LA Y BRANAL A  R vh ar F B ORA T
AT B — TR 2% E R (MR IERE 4, 2007 B
WLI4F2014)

1 SFEUTE

S0 e i/ P2 N3 E I R e 2 2 K ot S |
T T RIS 5T A% TR Y 4 AL PR S5, DA
LS DNA BRURESE 1 . o3 54U T7 5 2 A
i1 127771 (Quantum mechanics, QM) |\ 73F /1 2#
7% ( Molecular mechanics, MM) 43 T 3/ 1712 ( Mo-
lecular dynamics, MD ) il 5¢ Hi <= 2 J5 % ( Monte
carlo, MC) ( BRIERESE,2007)
2 SFEMMARGRHOEESLE
2.1 [EiFE&EE

HEBUN L PeE HIRE, B2 RS —
FIBTHER 19 3 TS5 TR D) . TEfRSE e  X-
SRPER B AR AT SRR FZ B LR F R (NMR) J2 i A
HH TR Ik BT T 2Ok 2L Ry 2
HEH(>10 mg - mL™") &5 5, F 2 8 A R AE L
e YRR i N 25 ) 8 OB R AR, 5 S A/ S
A REAE A B H TS ;5 & W SOR R A e+
VR T I RaE AR, HOAZ B LU b
KrF B AR BT o 2540 . WAk A b 28 1 5T
Iy FEER I 3% ) AEBRE R (X5 TG,2014) .

A B = 4RSS R P02 H R SE AR B A
TR — PR AR IR T B, A4 DAk S0
1 He iR e f AT R 3 ( Cozzetto & Tramonta-
n0,2005) . Hrfr, HRRE A vk SRR [R] IR 2 ( Ho-
mology modeling) , #& H Aij fe B | f 5 FH A9 5000 7
. Swiss model ( Schwede et al.,2003) F1 Modeller
= HRTRCE A Rtk IR E TR, BRIz,
Sybyl . Discovery Studio F1 MOE 45 5 M. £k 5 {4t v]
FTRPEASTEE 7 i Ay, 8 P B e kAl i 7
Hh = AR LE R PR F P KT 2 R E 5 RS
Bt 24 2 SR BRI 9 B — B T 30%
I, EATH =425 m 8 — B, R4 IZ e X T
—RFI = AES M A BT, HETE R A AR 4
¥ K05 7% ( Protein data bank , PDB) Hr 4% 31| 5 H:[w] )i
PEEL AR SE F ) R-factor LA S A AT B8 48 4 1) 2
13T, AR LI B 1 5T 04 b AR 45 /) S B AR, g R
IR [ ) = ARSI (7 0T, 2014) o XAl
U AR AL T S AT S M AL AT AL . H i
I BB PEA, )5 v A R [ A 1#]  Contact (i
28 & Profiles-3D % ( Luethy et al.,1992) , [A] JFA
PRI 1,
2.2 HFXE

WARSERE BT (3Z4K) 50k (FAA) /A
HAE 5 EAARHER A 8 A l— N T E A Y
ZENA 25K, 53 FXF 4 (Molecular docking) J2& 73 4%
P E Sz — WA 5 5 /N e G
KW EETE, 2R B, &
B 2 AU, B Lock and key” 2418 (HHFR“ B14H”
Z2UE) A Induced fit” ZF Uk ( X “ B/ FRE" %
i) o BB UL FR I, 25 (AR S By
T () MBI RSB TR S BOCR , X F
PUIOE I Ny 32 AR 5 T AR B AR 1) 2 M 1 L AR
ZEFVCHCE AR A Y A TS AR S M B AN A RE S
Ho BB Z AU A J  Koshland (1958) 2 T
“Induced fit” “# ¥, fBIN 520485 AR BT ARA —
SE e HAMY , TEAZ AR5 B A B AR I, 32 1A 2
ZEG N A8 2 B FOAR 7 i & A M 4 B iy As
b, LIRS AR BAMER G T8 0 0 E
BEY T RBCR S 2R 45 G R BN 12 1
KHEMAE AR, AR s Be A B VR FH AL AT
AUBCIRSRBE T B SERN . FUET, 20 7%z
TPV FORHA A U
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BVF 2 A MR 5 a4 515 o B %, B0
1C, B Z= Al 3k pmol « L' 25 (Liu et al.,2014;
Prapanthadara et al.,1998; Yang et al.,2014)
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of Homology modeling (a case study of CpCE-1) (quoted from Yang et al., 2014) )

W& 52 M UL AN BT 58 35 | 707 0 J A58 75 A
T L] s [ DE P A PP A5 TR e Je Ay T LA 25
[i1] DL J5E -5 i 4 DC J5C 1) SR PR J L] % ] DT i J2:
A BT S RO R Z 18] 7 A AH AR A At BE DT AL
Jeor T PRI AR E 4 5 IO AR R, ARy T X T
TEXHR R — 2 1Y fag 1k, AR fid 1k 4 7 5 A 5
2, LUK o3 TR A 3 28 WM X 4 2 e
RN, WX R TE TS R vp IO AR
SRR A R AR, 1 TR Z 1] Y
X%, ZITIE TR B A, TR R A X/ R
s 2P SRS R R X A TN T A R A
—E R YL (BRI T BRI AR PR 455 AN 28 AT
W BRI IR SR K A R AR, 2 F M X R A X
PRGHA L AT AR 7 R R BT Pr b b sk w1 AR
W2, Dock F1 Autodock 2 H RN i A 1Z 1
Or TR REARAT s MRS T kAN $ 2 i v Fe VR
SRR BIRG R A B A, i TR B A R Y
JE PR T LT 9B K R SR X 05 2 B
AR ROR 1 AR 25 50 ) RO O, I
FIR, Accelrys 22 EI B & B Affinity ( Affinity , Accelrys

Inc.USA ) it /& A T & X 322 9 T B2 (X135 Jg,
2014) .

2.3 SFHAFEEY

78 J1 2 B ( Molecular dynamics simula-
tions, MDS) J& & T 28 Ly 2 BIIAY K 71230
TRy —H oy TR T . 318 ) e AR &
A ) 2E R R R AR R G2 3l T RAR R R
JFA 132 S0 2k > HOR S B H AT
B 21932 SR A (X5 7T, 2014) o 53 F 8l J1 4B
() 2 WL ) )RR W] RoR O

— T au(T)
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MG 7T, m, RS i I o RS i BT
ISR RS | R R R, U(T) AR R
B K Kk, by 41313075 SEAT B BEBE 6 f
AE AR IEH A BE LA S OE U A RE Y ) WAL,
CN € A T AR T 4 1135 10 A g, 1 g,
SYBIRTS § R R RO LA, R i AR
JEFZ IRl BE B (XI55 I8, 2014) .

WAL 31 3 ) S A DL R 5 00 46 A LY
i REE L SR RZME THE (Heating) -5 A1
( Equilibrium phase ) Fl14: 72 #H ( Production phase ) 4
B,

FIHlT, AMBER 2 E47 70 1 8l ) 2 B4l die i
11155,

24 ZHHEHHBEETE

ZARMBC AR Z [ 45 G A i fE (Binding free en-
ergy ) SE VN A FPRS T S WAa € 1k ik 7r51a]
FHEAE R R [PV 7 T AACR A2 44 19 A L
VERI R rp A2 95 3 2 2EAH EAE AT, RO EHEAH B AE
FARILA A AR . AR B AR BLAE 60 65 # i AH B
VPRI 78 T AH B AR T A5, 3k S840 B4R FI &R AT LA
A Ty R AT R B Rk s T AN A ELAE
FHINZE P B4k 2 e W R0 A B, 75 B 1 0
(07 AT 56 (K 0,2014) o FEZ5H5 T F3Z2
TRAAEAE FI I, — 8 A2 98 BAEBEAR B AR H M
AN EAE T RAFTE DR R b, MR
B 454 H HTREFNZS & 8 K, A 7EE B 1O FR (Ost
et al. ,2004) : AG=-RTInK,,

H HBERY TR A 00 3 28 A h AT
(Free energy perturbation, FEP) #7122 8143 ( Ther-
modynamic integration, TI) | J& T 3 7 #1543 F )
/AN —U IR %% 2 F T R 5 7% ( Molecular mechan-
ics poisson-boltzmann surface area, MM-PBSA )
(Chong et al. ;1999 ; Gohlke & Klebe ,2002; Marco et
al.,2005) , FEP JEAE 53 F oA 4%, 1145 Rl
BRI AR T S B ) B B R4 SRR R
A TA% B BRI, BB I 5 8 TR BRI O 5 TI A4
456 A HHBE ST R A ) ) AR ELAE P BE R0, i 2o —
HINAEIF R G 153 A haE R &5
23 BUREfRT B TR /N (H X 2R D7 VA AN REAR 4 Ml
 JEAR Z A A LA LA R RO, PR — i R X —
BEIR Z Ao BRI, HREAE S w0 9 1) T+ B ; MM-PB-
SA VEJR T JUAE K B R 5 T3 1 8l 127 R Y

A BB 7 iy k] R TR AR S 8 R
ZARE AWK Z R4 3 FIAR T 25 A F B BE ( Sriniva-
san et al. ,1998) , TEMIERE FIRIRA T+ J1%/
T X B 2 1 FR T ¥ ( Molecular mechanics general-
ized born surface area, MM-GBSA ) ( Kollman et al.
2000) , MM-PBSA il MM-GBSA X 2 i b #f 2 it
AT 005 Rt R B R A0l 5 1 8 51 2
B SR, WA A AR 22 BAT e 0 04 38 5 1, 31
P H 25 R AR, & 8o AT S ) R BT
AL AMBER (X TT,2014)
3 SFEMEEREHRACHAEHATHH
v FH

IAESE o F AU HORTE B R B il S
A HGR B A B AR AR R T — e R R Y
o FIHFERSHE  Li er al. (2004) LAZEALFT
P CYP102 At i 1 A48 B Helibthis ar-
migera Hiibner CYP6B1 F1 CYP6BS [#J 3D #%
ALJF B f T AR A B CYP6B1 HI
CYP6BS A% I M AR 2 5 AL i 56 B 4 3
R, Chiu et al. (2008) XF X HL V4 B Anophe-
les gambiae Giles CYP6Z1 1 CYP6Z2 i)
SEEN T T, IR A F R vk
3HE T CYP6Z1 1 CYP6Z2 5 DDT M4 &
REJIFIXT DDT BT TEACISRE 7 TN 25 R 5
R I A W) &, 2 B CYP6Z1 BE % 1 i
DDT, Stevenson et al. (2011) F 1R F A s 5
Y] EE #2850 CYPOM2 #EAT T X4, I A B
FAHWR S A T 5 WAk L 2r R Atk o 1y
4 —REEFERH . AR )22/
ST I (QM/MM) J5 %, Li et al. (2014) i
W E 52 7 7F KB I 32 8 epsilon 58 % )
agGSTe-2 H1, Arg 112 Glu 116 F11 Phe 120 X}
DDT MR B CE 2L, SR, 43 F B AR
P2 kA R R LRI AR R
I Ak T B B
3.1 EFERFE GSTs iR BF 4 FHLE R
Ff ) 5z

AR Ok B 2 1 B L GSTs 8t H AR 254
S b, fE 8 R B GSTs 1R U 4 F HLH Y
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AT — DT, Chen et al. (2003) M
DDT Hik X L% B g b 17—~ & K GST
M agGSTd1-6 I FAIAZE 4 (PDB ID ¢ 1pn9) , %4k
FIHT 8 > a—IRJERN 4 > B—H7 B 1, iX 4 . A v
W —AMENTHY GST Shik & #y  WhiIF T B H GSTs
T S5 A5 AR IR IR A e AF o L L GSTs Dk
B4, S, Kakuta et al. (2013) f##T T HK A GST
F [ bmGSTu /) f A 4549 (PDB ID : 3AY8) ,Jf &
PR A DR RS A DX B SE IR AR 3 Val
55 .Glu 67 Ser 68 Tyr 7 Fll Ser 12 X} GST A4 {k3)
REEXEE,

L) agGSTd1-6 f AL 4 S i A , 1) ] P A
FR  Liu et al. (2014) #4130 L EE Mk CpGST1 1Y
SHESER R RO A L TE A I, Liv et al.
(2014) R P FE K 2235 19 CpGST1 5 11 e i 4L
AR TSR, (AR B 48, CpGST1 1
PEOL S AL 2 AN, B GSH 4547 5 (G iz
J) RN K MESS A AL (H A28 . Hodr G i
FZE 0 K R A 1) 2 LR 5% 2L Ser 10, Gln 39,
His 51 . Thr 52, Val 53 ,Glu 65.Ser 66 Fl Arg 67 #H
J s H AV g p B KM ) S SE TR A% L Val 7, Ala 11,
Pro 12 Leu 34, His 35 Tyr 106, Phe 109, Tyr 114
Leu 117 Phe 118 Phe 205 Fl Val 209 41 i%, #1443
TN S PR, e AR TR AR T 118 R Tk i ] = 5
TEATEN SRR H WAL S, MHAREAS G
N I R IR IR AN A R A1 5 Val 7,
Ala 11 .Leu 34 Tyr 114 Phe 118 ,Phe 205 1 Val 209
Z AL EA B R B KA E A, =9 3 R 5
Gln 50 HA W AEAEM ., BLok, M s a4 mE S
CpGST1 JERE 2 X &, A HG P L Y 45+ F Thr
52 BERY OH [RITE BLAY SURE (1.7 A) A3 Y
RIRTF 5 Val 53 [HIE KM 53 s —FF &k (2.0 A) .
HEM IR BT — R, BB R = R R
TR R AE CpGST1 TG PE XIS, 5 M sl s w38
B AN TR 2, F LS AR 25 & T MR T i G
WA AT, FHEEARFE ) = A BE L A S The 52 B
AWEVE T ; BRI AR F 5 Ser 66 L)
NH I, T —xt U (1.9 A) HHF 7R AY Glu 65
B S I W L HE R (A R Ik A 5 9% s R Ak Ok
TFe—E RS (& 2) . #i HE R /R REAR T
FERIEMLYE CpGST1 WA G RETT , Iz H L 25 ST -
CpGST1 Z AW HAFAE— X 20k, 3 3k (15 B 3%

BEAEMR S CpGST1 AR MEIE il — A~ X R 1 & &
&, 454 HRETTH R, CpGST1 - 3k S S 5 38

RE A YIRS E M 3R T CpGST1-H JLHE 58
HE5E A HAE AG,,, 7191 -28.26 H1-16.08 KJ -
mol ' (% ,2014; Liu er al. ,2014) ,

32 EEREH CarE KR BT 4SFHLHIFR
HR Y R A

CarE 2R BAN G EREFFEWEAZ —, LK
HEHE BRI T IR | A R 15 55 2k AT A P 5L
ANIE B 5t WAL I A O ( Birner-Gruenberger et al.
2012) , M SRABMNAERKERE AHEFREREITNA X
(2K ,2012) o

FNEER) BT CarE 528 A A B AR,
HEME 7~ CarE AR 2% B4 20 F-HLTH , Jackson et
al. (2013) fi#HT T HIS- 8 Lucilia cuprina (Wied.) 2
FRTRT LeaET Y AR IAZEAE 33k Ry 1) P (] 5SS At 25
FRANHARTE M R R IR Cark AR5 5 RS B
AR FHLRIBFE 358 T 3l (HAE 22 AT,
CarE dHARS5F7E B b i R DLAGE

Yang et al. (2014) A IR AL, 5 T 5
CpCE-1 ZHEIR 7 3 — B i 15 38% 1Y il 2 As-
pergillus niger EstA(PDB @ luke : A) M5 AR, #4
T CpCE-1 H = ZEA A0 ; 78 L SLAh b 47 0 X042 |
STl BT AN AR, PR,
CpCE-1( GenBank 3¢5 . KC832922) /1t Asn 233 4%
FEAE CpCE-1 5 £t H e /R FH vh i) fig 1 Tk -
FHUE “ Hot-spot” ( Moreira et al.,2007) , 878 KN
MR Ala J5 , BHUIZE & A R AEZE(H AG,,, H 3.66
keal « mol™" 3 Z Tk H g e %o HiF A= 780 CpCE-1 A9 300 il
HHe R 1C {7 42.18 wmol + L' Mi%} N232A %75
K 1C, 18 & T 10000 wmol - L7'; iH845 3 1
N232A 454 A HAE2MH AG,,, N 3.17 keal -+ mol ™',
SIHAAUBME R ; QA5 3 I B A= 5 CpCE-1
RENS R 2 mE Y e, 1 N232A AR 2wk H
JHewh , W Asn 232 52 5 STk el 45 5 AR Y
KRG IR EE . N232A A8 5, “ S|4k B 16 P
FHAS AR G I AT A= WA b i e A8 | 28 1 1Y JE
Yo 2 2520, U] N232A 58 78 %F il 175 14

S H N232A 481G CpCE-1 724 T —N )

BIEAR R 2SI (& 3) X B2 N232A 78 1AxELL
g5 G AR 2 H R i R A
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6 HAl B B, carE & 2B A/GI137D FiI
W251L/S( A/G137 F1 W251 405X} CpCE-1 H i1
A121 1 W233) 587458 2 B HOW A HLBE R HUR ™= A= it
P 8 3 38 L ( Cui et al.,2011; Newcomb et al. ,
1997) , XA~ 55 £ 1 FH e i 235 5 AR i) DG B 2
FEPR Asn 232 FRIETEHADGUIE B PP RE h X R gl i
16, JE AR B H R R E R R TR
i PEJR RRFINE. | A 2 1 B 7 5 | 2 R 5 )

A
L o 3o
HhSN Gln 39
Leu 34 N His 35
Vals3 ¢\ { His?
Ty Ko,
or
Val
, € 205
gf\} 1 r114 [m-m
Tyr 106
Phe 1093
E

/.\ Gin39
Leu34,

The 52///, o >J 5
_,’{17

(‘Il(:
5 10 ll 18
S 66

v
/}*P 12 ]209

Phe ZUS
Ary 67 21‘ \y ( -
¢ Tyr 114
Leu 11
Tyr 106
Phelﬂ9

FE T A Hb BB A S L B R AEAR Y CpCE-1 5
[R5 122,232,233 i & FE R AR FESEA T 28 A I, 45
W 233 v 5 R AR N232T il N232A 5243 5]
} 20%H1 30% ( Yang et al. ,2014) , 50 Asn 232 5
e H el () AR 3 VDA 6 T 3% 67 5 ke A 28 A8 1]
A 55 30 L I X £ Tk HY e B Vs ZE B TR A 6
(XNHI6,2014; #37H,2014) ,

€
205
LU
% NN
G
9 »

HO' ()n
VAL An s v " ors
7 n 10 53 13

o
= 2
05

e
102
PHE
VAL 18 PHE
209 205
e TR
ARG ser 102 106 A His
6 66 1n 35
PRO PRO
TR 12 54 SER VAL
cw, 64 10 7
65 o
Y
ca / 34
o
* 14
OH
v NP
o VAL
50 3 TR
52

\ T
ARG,
o—p—:sif +
H [ @
c N o,
H ©
6
cl cl .
54
THR VAL TRP  GLD,
2. 53 64 65
Charged (negative) J Metal — m-cation
0 Charged (positive) wo Water — H-bond (backbone)
Polar . Hydration site ~ H-bond (side chain)
Hydrophobic % Displaced hydration site — Metal coordination
Glycine e T-m stacking Solvent exposure

B2 34M9F5 CpGST1 £ & a~EE (5] H Liu ef al. ,2014)

Fig.2 The schematic representation of the CpGST1 3D model around all of the substrates’ binding site( quoted from Liu et al.,2014)

I GTX 5 CpGST1 &5 A (A) AMER RIS (B) 5 i3 URAER 5 CpGST1 Z5 G (C) AMER R4 (D) 5
HIE R IEIS CpGST1 55BN (B) IS (F) . B E RN AIEMIREES /M7 HEBTE ) 2
The binding model (A) and interaction diagram (B) of GTX with CpGST1. The binding model (C) and interaction diagram (D)
of lambda-cyhalothrin with CpGST1. The binding model (E) and interaction diagram (F) of chlopyrifos-methyl with CpGST1.
The yellow dotted lines show hydrogen bonds among the atoms for the key residues and the substrates.

A IR AL AR IR T AL A B S AR
Y& B 54N, Yang et al. (2013) if 53 [
TSR AR P450 FE[H CYP9AGL, I X Hif 25

FREERFEN , CYPIA6] VI RE

%%iﬁ;‘if%ﬂ%ﬁ*ﬂiﬁ%i%uﬁfi_“TEJEF?EO it
1 R U A T R AR
WHH & (Yang et al. ,2013) ;%E%Xﬁm%%ﬁ 31
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(ZESE R RS VS % NS R RS g e R B e I e R P Ebi <271 -

A A B B R, IC (H oM 3.16 mg - L7,
EY B B 5 12 (9 WE KOG i 358 CYP9AG61  CpGST1
Je CpCE-1 BRI Rk 7 T W] i 52 W ( Yang et al.
2015) 5 W BFE ) 5 1Y £, FE 75 HE WFN /=5 300 S0 U 46
Bsfie B 515 SR R AR CpCE-1 JER 3k 1M, It
N S IR IR CpCE-1 85 R PR MR W 1% 7% ( Yang,

2015) o a0 e ik 2 I DR A 3% R A QB A
YT BT T VR, 23 B ADLIE B R i 75 il
SR HGIAR AR R A SR T5 k. B pTE R
W1, 73 TR A W AR 4G A R 5T B Ui 7
ity 5 2% BRI AR I B AT 52505, IR ABTIT B i
figp 2 S 2% HORA QI > T HLRI SR At T B IR

B3 #mIERAGE (5B Yang ef al. ,2014)

Fig.3 Cavity depth potential surface of the wild CpCE-1 and N232A (quoted from Yang et al.,2014)
A B Wild CpCE-1; B: N232A %8754 Mutant N232A .

4 RE

BEE TR MLEOR B MG 122 1k
J& o T RRAUBORAE B S 2544 R REBIE S 07 1HI
(1 O PG AR )92, SR AR e 16 T vk X LA
BN T IETE B2 A AL 15570 1R 0L H:
[ RPN E O U S8 == B e S i - = I
PO TR0, AT REZ AL T 375 1A 40 i v ) 468 T ot
FOA IR RE R AR S5 R A AT HE B H G H IS
IFEA (AN W 58 35 F1AC JRE 3R F0L ) Af 2 Ok
o, CRON S H BN RERT S s A I TR, g
TRAUTARL 5™ 5 A Ji i 35 1) U 245 1)
TERMBET, AR H AT AU SR TE B AL A6
FE P L i AR AR AP B B, (ELBEE TR 2314
AR B AL RA, AR TR ALRR
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