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Abstract: [ Aim] To better understand the function of odorant-binding proteins ( OBPs) in Cydia pomonella and provide a theoreti-

cal foundation for managing and controlling fruit pests, we analyzed the sequence features and expression profiles of CpomOBP20.
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[ Method] We first amplified the cDNA sequence of CpomOBP20 using reverse transcription-PCR, and then analyzed the features of
its nucleotide and amino acid sequences using bioinformatics software. We also studied the expression profile of CpomOBP20 in the
tissues of 4th instar larvae (including head, hemolymph, integument, fat body, midgut, Malpighian tubules, and salivary glands)
and terminal tissues of female and male adults (including head, antenna, labial palps, beak, leg, and wing). We evaluated the
binding capacity of CpomOBP20 to the three juvenile hormones. [ Result] The open reading frame encoded by CpomOBP20 was 459
base pairs and encoded 152 amino acids. The predicted molecular weight of CpomOBP20 was 16.264 ku and its isoelectric point
6.30. The first 20 amino acids at the N-terminus are signal peptide sequences. The encoded protein had six conserved cysteines, in-
dicating that it is a classical OBP. Multiple sequence alignments showed that CpomOBP20 had the highest amino acid sequence iden-
tity with the orthologous OBP ( XP_011557123.1) in Plutella xylostella. Quantitative PCR analysis showed that CpomOBP20 was ex-
pressed in almost all tissues of 4th instar larvae and in adult C. pomonella females and males. In 4th instar larvae, CpomOBP20
showed the highest expression level in the hemolymph. In adults, the gene was highly expressed in the wings and legs, followed by
that in the head, and molecular docking showed that CpomOBP20 can bind to three juvenile hormones, suggesting that it plays an
important role in the recognition and translocation of juvenile hormones. [ Conclusion] We determined the physiochemical properties
of the nucleotide and amino acid sequences of CpomOBP20 and further predicted that the function of CpomOBP20 was not limited to

odor recognition but may also have physiological effects in non-olfactory tissues. This study provides supporting data for exploring the

physiological functions of OBPs in C. pomonella.
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SEIREEMR Cydia pomonella (L.) ,JBB5# H Lep-
idoptera FIREL Tortricidae /NG F} Olethreutinae
INGIRJE Cydia YRS AR 35 AL BBk TR
TR SR DX i R SR T i — R R —
I BERGREEA F A, X AR SR R b i A
REFFHR (JACE,2010) , SEREEFEZ,
ALFEEIR Malus pumila Mill. B2 Pyrus spp Y0 Ma-
lus asiatica Nakai J&%E Malus spectabilis ( Ait.) Borkh
30 RFUKR (B FHE,2014) % HUR R T ROE
PGS WARPA7 i B AW DI IR U S U SR 2 i
X (Wan et al.,2019) , 3R e 7E IR E T 20
50 AEARTERT S B R R B (KA, 1957) I E T
B | H A A D™ R A B AR YR E] 9
A 181 AR (X ) (FRAkAAT T, 2020) , E 951
HFFE A RRAE Y L FE 2 — (FO R AHE, 2021)
SR AT B, 4 AL S AR PR AR S
W5 AR R LA A G AR 2 (E A
BILBE ) Ol S R0 24 M o, O3 L BR B 75
IR i 22 4 % ) 1 ( B2 AR %6, 20155 Wan et al.,
2019; Wei et al.,2020) , Hlit , 5255 Rt X 1L 48
W ) % (0 B2 A TR R BT VA TV

K WRZE A HH (odorant binding proteins, OBPs)
P i N LS 2 o el A R S R VAN
A, 25846 5 A5G RBAE Yo+ (O
W %5, 20205 5K 55, 2019) , SR AR 4 Tl 0
i ff g b/ NLIE AR W, 5K E R OB-

Ps 54 B ARG & E A -R D TR G, 1%
ARIT T2 16 AL T MR M 28 TR S b Y AU
%ﬁi( odorant receptors, ORs) Il 2z s , Brf=5
ik BRI 2 R ST, 5l & B JUM N AT Ry S
(FE TN 45, 20205 5K £ 45,2019) . Kk, OBPs 5
SR A6 B RO R E B &Y 0 11y
F— LU TR AUEM A E SR E Y bk
FHEEEN, Bok b &8, —2E OBPs B} T 1E
Bt WRSE v R AR A T 2 A HA AR R A 3
S RE K HE EEIIRE, W W Drosophila 1)
OBPS59a 7EMJE A2 1 (Sun et al.,2018) | = #E 15
H ¥ Adelphocoris fasciaticollis Reuter [ AfasOBP11
TEBRDE I (Li et al. ,2019) RIS M Spodoptera litu-
ra Fabricius 1] SIGOBP2 7 X 1.2 4k 24 3 JE W4t 14
F(Sun et al.,2021) ¥R #HEEEZEH, Kim e al
(2017) W & BRI B B Aedes aegypti (L.) B mJH-
BP Al 5{R4HER JHI 455

OBPs HYA= I e 5 LR Fh 5 5 DD AH OC (5K
$4F,2021) , OBPs S5 Z AR5 SR/ N T A5 BLAR Y
B4, T EE I SR KA DL R AR
L5254 (Venthur et al. ,2014) K 35 g = 4k
ARSI H SN TG IR S5 B RE T (Li et
al. ,2019a; Pan et al. ,2020; Tian et al. ,2020) ,4>f
XA I 2 MR AR = 250 IS5 A KR,
THA TR 75 25 BE PR AR AR B HER 0 2455
TRE , BOR B 2 Mgl v F T IF5E OBPs 5 /h7r -1k
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EYEES A FEINRE (L et al.,2021) , AL, OBPs
FEARRIH L B [F] 4 B B BE i ik 2t 5 HoA: 1
BB YIANE (TR T 45,2021 ) - 76 fih £ 03K 3 v 36
iKY OBPs —ft 5 2F R & Y RPE(E B R
#H (Huang et al. ,2018; Wei et al.,2021) ; 7EAME
M Em R B R S HE R R MBCA (L e
al.,2020) . %F OBPs X} B dUiH B Ah AL 3R 55 15 B
AW ESE ORI FE BRI 2 bR
(Brito et al. ,2020; Venthur & Zhou,2018) ., K,
WF9E OBPs BY&5H ok AL A A4 BRI RE 45 4 A T3 T
OBPs £ B 45 MEAR 1 3 RUBTIEE AR BTN

H AT, B ARG T3 A8 S 25 & 8 1 i B
FEARTE AN AL | B O 98 55 b 7 0 SE SR 28 ik 1)
PBPs 1 GOBPs 148 5€ , I %7 PBP1 il PBP2 i# 4T
(I RS | A 5 4 PR 45 S DA S T A T i
FLAl AR S5 6 B 1R T 50 L 2508 T T RE i AN B
( Garczynski et al.,2013; Tian et al., 2020, 2016;
Tian & Zhang,2016) . K I, 0 57 35 S 2%l <k 4%
B R R BRAL P 5 55 23 b ot 1 af SEL A 0 R R 1
FPLH BAF I M EE . Huang et al. (2021) AIER
700 5 R 20 v S 58 3R CpomOBP20 K2 K | 58 1+t 7%
SRL AT, 2 30 RS M e ol e Sk 3, e At
i Z e B b R is, Wik, CpomOBP20 1]
REfE Z P A BETE Sl b AP EE T Wh X 2Rk
FITREXRT T & LL OBPs S B 4EAR 19 3% BG4
ARAEEE L, T, AHFRXT CpomOBP20
SERHEAT T va e, I AT AR WM B2 e b,
8 = G 235 44 T AR AR 43 AT G A S A 20
PCR J7 kX HAE 4 % &)y e DL K M I A A Ti) 4 40
HR IR 3 DE A7 I 5, st o X AR SE T Cpo-
mOBP20 5 3 MR R W& A1, B it —
S ST A e R 2 A B R R BT R AR
5%,
1 MR5F*
1.1 #iXEHR

SERZRMR AR FRE T 2013 4 11 A HIRE
T SR T R e R A RS RN T ARDRHE = N ) 52 2
5570 A%, BRI (25+1) °C, MIXHEE (70«
5)% ,JCJEH 16L : 8D, BEHR 4 4 L K& PfE 1
~3 d I BROME A A A AE R S U T O
B 4 JE4 R A TRIZH 20 (S MLk % B IR
A | i | CAS RN YRR ) B e o A [ R

IZH SR ah Ak (5 ) A (25 X, 50 4R) R
JEZR(60 XF) Wk (60 Xf) (3 (20 3k,40 Xf) 2 (20
3,120 M) BERERL 3 AN EE IRER HRIH R T
~80 CARIR VAR
1.2 i F R A=

) : RNA /R BURR & ot S RNA 425
A& DA BEEE I DNA R0 & R b o K e
FHETF R AT B2 7 7= it s Hifair® TT 1st Strand ¢DNA
Synthesis SuperMix for qPCR ( gDNA digester plus) |
Hieff® qPCR SYBR® Green Master Mix ( Low Rox) Jy
il 3 A W B A BR A R A A B Mix
(green) ,pClone007 Versatile Simple Vector Kit, Tre-
liefTM5a Chemically Competent Cell 1 H b 50 2 )
i%ﬁ&ﬁl;TransZK(@ DNA Marker it 5t 244
WA IR F

%% ABI 7500 5 & PCR 1% ( 3% [H Thermo
Fisher Scientific 2% 7)) ; #8 fof & 48 41 49 6 06 B 1t
Nano Photometer P330 (Implen, Germany) ,
1.3 2 RNA #J#ZELS cDNA £ 1 #K &K

FH RNA /v 4 ) 3 44 IR 2R 2 I e o
HUE RNA B RNA $2HCRGR] & 70 3l R 4 i
24 AN [) ZH SURIMERE 1l HROAS [R) A S H 2L A S RNA
FIFH Nano Photometer P330 2841 A] WG4 6 6 B i
RO RNA FE it 1 58 8 B v e, 5 HT 1% 3 IR W e
g e VKR T AL RNA B 5 ik, 8 Hifain® T 1st
Strand ¢cDNA Synthesis SuperMix for qPCR ( gDNA
digester plus) 5% 50 &G L cDNA 25 1 55, T
=20 CUKFE A7 1 , AR RNA T°-80 CARIELVKAR
(e
1.4 CpomOBP20 EEZIEFEYERED

MRS A 1 CpomOBP20 3 H 7 5, 1
Vector NTI Advance® 11.5 AR E IS Y. Cpo-
mOBP20-F 5| )7 51 5'-TGATTGTCATTGTGAAGT-
GTCGT-3"; CpomOBP20-R 51 ¥ ¥ %1 5 -TTCTGGTG-
GTCCATTTTCGGT-3" ; CpomOBP20-qF 5| ¥ 551 5'-
TGGACAACTCAGGAGCAGTATCAG-3"; CpomOBP20-
qR 51 ¥ J¥ %] 5 -TTTCACCATTCACTTTCTCG-
CACTC-3'; EF-la-F 5| ¥ J¥ %] 5'-GGTCCCCTC-
CAAGCCTCTGT-3'; EF-1a-R 5| ¥ ¥ %] 5'-CTCG-
GCAGCTTTGGTGACCT-3', 3% 2 At 5T B B ol A=
WHEARA RS FE I

A RNA /v i G & S B E AR S PR RNA
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Pl 28 U A B cDNA /RN AR AR, A PCR 5l
Yy, 9 ¥ H L, PCR VK &R . Mix (green) 22
L, IR 514 S cDNA B4 1 wl, PCR VA2
J¥:98 CHUENE 2 min J5GBEA 35 AMEFR (98 CALTE
105,55 ‘CIBK 155,72 “CHEH 15 s) , 2 )7 72 CLIE
fifi 5 min, PCR "3 71 1] 19 By G W56 G P VKA
IRz Iy 5 R B 453 T 8k I f b2k
JAATER Trelief ™ Sau 832 25 AN MY, F5cJo B 25 52 19 FH
SERER IR X A SUERHE W BARAT BRA IR

FIH ExPASy Protparam ( https: // web. expasy.
org/protparam/ ) TEZL A FU CpomOBP20 2 KL 1R
FPA AL 1 23 1 B ik | S5 HL AL e b LAt B AL R
FIFHAEL R 3G SWISS MODEL ( https; // swissmodel.
expasy.org/ ) X CpomOBP20 F& K i) 2 LR ¥ 51 51 1
) PR ASATH = e 454, B CpomOBP20 1%
SRR P51 5 oA 16 AR 1 B L B RS IR Amye-
lois transitella ( Walker) \ZZ &% Bombyx mori L. 5 £
¢ Danaus plexippus (L.) A8 H Helicoverpa armig-
era ( Hiibner) REAHT I Heliconius melpomene L. | R
I Melitaea cinxia L. MHE R IK Manduca sexta
(L.) JEJRIE Papilio machaon L. EH R Papilio
polytes L. SEAYWE Pieris rapae L. A1 XU Papilio
xuthus L. /N Plugella xylostella L. ELHb 7R 7R R
Spodoptera frugiperda (J. E. Smith) #4718 Spo-
doptera litura ( Fab.) | ¥y ar R Trichoplusia ni

(Hiibner) ) FIIRIE SME Drosophila melanogaster 113
DRI ZHL 2R P 91 (B NCBIL T #3545 ) #47 Blastp
HeXT, S 80 B “ -evalue 1e-57 , K58 Hi X SL 4 Ff
15 CpomOBP20 J& B [F) I 5L K ) 2 1R 7 91
R MAFFT v7 %F CpomOBP20  FH:H £ [R5 3L A
AR ¥ A #EAT 22 E Xt s Y Y 8 R
MEGA6 A H i 55 KASR ¥ ( maximum likelihood )
MR G KB W , bootstrap {HI%E M 1000,

1.5 CpomOBP20 B E ¥ R E 1 4 7 4 A0
HERY RAE R P Y SRIA1E

AR PR B IRES & 8 1 A A i 2 K
5Bt qPCR 519, W% CpomOBP20 FE[H7E4) i K
R O [ ZH AU R TR B, NS BE TR B £ EF-
Lo, LA 13 AR MRS R G 0 4 7 )y R T HE A ol oy
HHLUY DNA 55 1 5 B, gPCR SRR 2 (20
pL) : Hieff® qPCR SYBR® Green Master Mix ( Low
Rox) 10 uL, IEA M54 (10 wmol - L") 4% 0.4 plL,

¢DNA 7 1 pL, #h3E ddH,0 #] 20 pL IRATE.O [ iR
F 4~ Hieff® qPCR SYBR® Green Master Mix ( Low
Rox) ], ¥ HFEFF:95 °C BUETE 5 min;95 “CAEHE 10
5,60 CiRK/IEM 34 s, 3 40 NFFR, FFAHE B 3
MR 3 AR EL

1.6 CpomOBP20 5 3 MRZHEK 5> F31#&

M PubChem ( https: Vi pubchem. ncbi. nlm. nih.
gov/ ) R 3 FORZIMER (JH T JH AN JHIL) 4
=HEgER S, A AutoDock Vina ( Trott and Ol-
son 2010) X} CpomOBP20 i 3 FRL LR HEAT 50+
XHEWFFE EATEE G 68 J1; R PLIP ( protein-lig-
and interaction profiler) ( Salentin et al. ,2015) 7EZE Ik
S5t HT 5 3 FRYIR 456 I O B R IR Tk 5% 5
)5, Al H Pymol ( DeLano, 2002) ] # f& Cpo-
mOBP20 I 3 Fp{R AR Ias S
1.7 HIELESHH

K 27245 CpomOBP20 3 K 7E A 7] R
Ui AU B RE XS ik, A SPSS #i i LSD
AKEH: CpomOBP20 {137 A &8 1 N HUA [ 2H 21 5%
IR 22 5 B E M, SR I SEAEAS ¢ K 5 ((inde-
pendent samples t-test) K ill CpomOBP20 7 Wi b 5
i) — 2 AU KGR B 28 5 & M (P<0.05) .

2 HR55H
2.1 CpomOBP20 EEZEMFIHH

FIH PCR §" #8452 T CpomOBP20 F&[H | %3
B BRIV T 25 5 (BT 1A) . CpomOBP20
FH 4K cDNA JFFIHE—> 459 bp ik
EHE (ORF) , gty 152 2 FE R, 7 26 il 21
SEHL R 6.30, F 4 F BT 16.264 ku, N R i
HA 20 MEERA N E S IRP 5], HiZE i
FFAHEA 6 MRASFIEE IR s (C1.C2.C3,
C4.C5 F1 C6) (K 1B) ,J@ Classical OBPs W5,

CpomOBP20 ) N I K XA & L ih & &
55 20 o7z B R 20 U AR 5 IR, 45 G 4 A AL B 1 Y
FHIE . B CpomOBP20 WY FETR 7 54228 2 SWISS
MODEL i , VC g #| 5 H 7 51 AHUPE K T 30% 1)
AR, I AT [ IR A, 45 SR W, CpomOBP20 H
A6 N a-BRHE, EELEN R o SRS TCHLNAS Hh 45
¥, 3808 oW B ] AT R BB K I 45 A 11 4%, B
BIESFRY 6 A B ia sk 3k P R 3 4~ —mik, L
R FaE M S E = 4RSS RE R (F 2)
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M MAT CpF CpM

b

P ATG GGT CGT TTA TCT TTT GTIT TTG ATT GTT GIT ATC GCT ATT GCG AAC AAT GCA TGG GCG
M G R L S F V L I V V I A I A N N A W _ A
ATA TCG GGA GTC CAA AAG ACC GTA ATC CAA GCT GAG TTC GTA ACG CGG GGT TTG TCC TGC
I s 6 V 9 K T VvV I 9 A E F V T R 6 L s [Q
TTA AAG AGC AAT CCT CTC ACC GTG GAA GAC ATT AAC TCT CTC AGA ATG CTG AAA TCG CCC
L K s N P L T V E D I N S L R M L K S P
GAA AGC AGC GGC GCT AAG TGC TTC ACA GCT TGT CTC TTT AAG AAC ATT GGT ATT TTG GAC
E S S G A XK [@@FfFr T A L F K N I G I L D
AAC TCA GGA GCA GTA TCA GCA TCA AAT GCC CGG AAG AAT GCA AAG CAA GTC TTC GCT AAT
N S 6 A V S A S N A R K DN A K Q V F A N
GAT GAA ACT AGT CTC AAC AAC GTT GAA GAG CTT GTC AAG GAG TGC GAG AAA GTG AAT GGT
p E T S L N N V E E L V K E [ E K V N G
GAA AAT GTG GCA GAT GAC AAA GGC TGC GAT AGG GCT GCT CTA GCA TTT GCC TGT TTA ACT
E N VvV A D D K 66 [ p R A A L A F A Qo1 T
GAA AAT GGA GCC AAG TAT GGC CTC GAT CTC AAG TTT TAA

E N 6 A K Y G L D L K F *

A B

1 CpomOBP20 £[E cDNA B[R F 554
Fig.1 Cloning and analyzing of the cDNA sequence of the CpomOBP20 gene
A:PCR "R HLIK K] B SR G 1k CpomOBP20 #17 BR 7 51 M FCHE S S BB Y 51 s M : Marker ; MAT : JE HL il 71 5 CpF 37 SR 85 oM 1t e 5
CpM : SRRt i s PR ~F L s _E AR AR AL T HEROR A5 5 IR R

A: PCR amplification electrophoretogram; B: Nucleotide sequence and deduced amino acid sequence of CpomOBP20 from C. pomonella;
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1000

500

250
100

M: Marker; MAT: Antenna of male C. pomonella; CpF: Female of C. pomonella; CpM: Male of C. pomonella;

The conserved cysteines are indicated in red box, and the predicted signal peptide is horizontal-line.

E 2 CpomOBP20 HI=H4%5#
Fig.2 Tertiary structure of CpomOBP20

2.2 CpomOBP20 R EEZRERERF % F 5tk 3t
MREXE T

F CpomOBP20 5 H: 16 4~ H Z [A] IR 3E K 1) 2
BBy 5 AT 22 7 8 FUXE, 1R FHAE R B ESPri-
pt 3.0 (hitp: // espript. ibep. fr/ESPript/cgi-bin/ES-
Pript.cgi) AT AT IAL AT, 25 R 40181 3 e . Ik fy
17 /1~ OBPs ¥JJ& T Classical OBPs W.Z %, A1/
BERTHH I EA 6 MAFHEER, Y&
Classical OBPs MV 5% Ji% 1) 2 b 220 R 5% Jk HE 51 #00)
C1-X20-66-C2-X3-C3-X21-43-C4-X8-14-C5-X8-C6,
C2 5 C3 Zlf 3 M AL, C5 5 Cco ZfA
8 MR IRk I, £ )7 5 Xt 45 SR R B, Cpo-
mOBP20 5/N360% XP_011557123.1 1% 3/ 7 51)
— Mt R, N 41.73% , R ENTZ RIEHF LR
TN R (5 A AR TR R R ) R T A
— AR, BN T 40%

B CpomOBP20 5 H: 16 4~ H £ [n] 5 3 R 4 2
RERBW, LUBRIERBE NP_523505.1 1E 4N

(Kl 4), Z5F%29, CpomOBP20 K 5 /N3 XP_
011557123.1 LR R AE — &, Ui BT Z [ 1 L &
KFRIT, AN SRR NP_523505.1 54 16
AR H B HL ) OBPs R4 K RIIE
2.3 CpomOBP20 TERZH 4 IR HAF AR
PHRIEE

FIH qRT-PCR #1l CpomOBP20 H [H 7E 3 5
FEIK 4 Wl HOSLER Itk L e He BRI R P D
PRAE il VIR 1 R IR 1 00 (&1 5A) o SRR B,
CpomOBP20 FE A 7E 1Ltk 12 ik i i e, 10 3
THHAAL P RB G ERE P RB R (P
<0.05) .
2.4 CpomOBP20 7£ 3£ 3 52 i i 68 A AN B K i
HARKRIEE

HRAE 2725 R o 5 vk, DA ME R Sk il 0k
TR HE, DFSE CpomOBP20 PR 7E 3 5 25 i i o
AEARHA P R IBHE O (K 5B) . 4R oK,
CpomOBP20 TEMERERL AL K filh ff1 T S 200 W 8 0
PG FRIK, BRI R 5 6 ME U A R 41 21
(R 2235 0 N> 3k > Ml > JE > R TR AT > 5 76 i
BB FIR N L > T B>k >3 > fil /> 1%
CpomOBP20 TEME S Sk A8 A rp i) 3k i 3 &
TAEE R SRR 1 2238 18 (P<0.05) , T 7E 1
BCHUE A R IR B 2 T ME R AR PR A =
(P<0.05) , MEME B A 2 (R AE LA ZH 2 b i R i 2
SAREE(P>0.05),



2.5 CpomOBP20 5R4HHEHHFXt1E

R EABIRNS G
kcal -

FI(1ET 6) AT LAFE Hh, 3 Ff DR 405 ia< 32 i LA Pl

JH 1
(PHEI3A) .

B3 17 N#Fh OBPs S E B

FF 3l & E 7 51 L3

Fig.3 Multiple sequences alighment of amino acid sequences of OBPs from 17 species

Cpum;ﬁ%%ﬁ;Atra;ﬂ%%ﬂEﬂi;Bmor;%ﬁ;Dmel DA B Dple: ’ﬁ?j:‘i‘;% Harm . /I‘%%AEE Hmel ; ﬁfﬁﬂﬁ]% Mcin; BE[_]QH:%% Msex :

R HE T 5 Pmac ; B RUSE ; Ppol : 417 KU ; Prap - SR ; Pxut . FHAR KU ;

Cpom: Cydia pomonella; Atra: Amyelois transitella; Bmor; Bombyx mori;
Helicoverpa armigera; Hmel ;
polytes ;

Prap: Pieris rapae; Pxut: Papilio xuthus;

Slit; Spodoptera litura; Tni:

Heliconius melpomene; Mcin: Melitaea cinxia; Msex:

Pxyl: /)

Pxyl: Plutella xylostella; Sfru: Spodoptera frugiperda;

Trichoplusia ni.

Harm | XP_021194654.1

Slit | XP_022826771.1

Sfru | Sfru220500.1

Tni | XP_026730663.1

Atra | XP_013191473.1

Cpom | CpomOBP20
Pxyl | XP_011557123.1

Mcin | MCINX001720-PA
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Fig.4 The phylogenetic relationship between CpomOBP20 and its orthologous OBP genes based on maximum likelihood

Iy TR EW, CpomOBP20 5 3 F {4k
o -6.6.-6.31 Fil-6.5
mol™' , M\ CpomOBP20 5 3 RIS A1
PR LR A &5 & i, Hod . CpomOBP20 5
g5 A 0 O Bl I R 4y ) 2 R TN & R 13
LG PR 34 (LEU34A) | 7 & R 37

=N I:I

(PHE116A) Fl52

S 58 (ILES8A) . 4 4

Manduca sexta; Pmac; Papilio machaon; Ppol:

P el AL} .
22 YRR Journal of Biosafety

*
Cpom|CpomOBP20 MGRLSFVLIVVIAIANNAW. . .[AIS|GVOKT VI]QAEF VTRGL|SEL KSNP LTV ED IN[E LRMEKE PIES]S G
Atra [XP_013191473.1 MNNLGFICLVSACTVASIL. . .[AVS[PTORAAI|QAKLLSGGLAT KDH[P L S[ASD I[KD FKQKMIL P[DN[EN{A|
Bmor|P KWMTBOMO10879 .MRCLIFLLAICG. .. . ...... IGS Y[AV[TE|EE[L|K I EF TK|L VMK{EIT KDH|P VDMS[E LMQ L QIQL|I |2 PKK|TE
Dmel [NP_523505.1 MQSTPIILVAIVLLGAA..... ILVRAFDEKERLAKLME[S AE[S[SM P EV[G ATIDAD LQ[E MVK[KIQP AlS[T[Y A/G]
Dple |XP_032518155.1 MFKPAVTLFCVFLFNAWLPKS S[TMTAEQKQMVHQHF EQ[V GME[T K THE I TIAED V[TNLRTR[K|T P[TGEN|
Harm|XP_021194654.1 N |21 S|DAOK|S GIT|QKEL I S|V G I[K{&JT KDH|PL S|L S I[RAF KN[KMM PN|GIN DA
Hmel |HMEL010226-PA Mollersenies o 5 10 gmimnger 5 5 o o 2 % o o AITDEQKIAM[IHSHF EM[LGKIE[SI KDNL I S|ADD I[KNLRRAKIK|T P EN
Mein [MCINX001720-PA MYK.TLSLTCLFVMNFVFFEIARMTADOKAMIHQHFEEL G I[E[ST K VHIS I TIED I[NN LR[TKKI PlSGEN
Msex |Msex2.00461-RB .MIR..AVVFCCCMVALMPFSANAMTIDEQKIEKIIHEHF EK|LGL(GEL KENT ITEDD IKD LRAKKV P[SGEN
Pmac|XP_014370103.1  .|.|. .. ... ... .MTIAEQR IHEHFEE[LGLEMIKDY[P INEED INNLRAKIKI GTGEN
Ppol | XP_013136188.1 MYKLYLYVNLCLIA.LMPFKSHRAMTAEQKAAIHEHFEE|LGT[E[MKD[Y[P I T[EED VN LRA[KIK|T G[T[GEN
Prap |XP_022112420.1 MFLK.VLLTLGLLN.INFYGIHRAMTADQKAMIHAHFEK|IGAET KEH|Q I S[VDPD I[KNLRA[KKL PIT/GENR
Pxut |XP_013173031.1 JMYKN.LYIYFCLIV.IIPFKSHAMTAEQKAS[IHEHFEELGI[E[MKDY[P INEED VNN LR[SKKI GNGEN
Pxyl |XP_011557123.1 MANYIRAICFLTFVLFSKGSS . .[ALTINAQON|SAV|L STLLS|GAI|QEF G EH[P L S|AA[E MDA T KIN[KIK(T PE[T[EN
Sfru [Sfru220500.1 .MCKFRVLL . LGFAVVAVYFSHVALSPDREKISTIQKELTT[VGLIQMEI QQHP LS|LSPD IR|S FRINKM|I PDGIKK|P|
Slit XP 022826771.1 MSTCTDLIRIGYVILFWFL. . .|.LSDREK|SVIIQKELTT|VGLIQI QQHIPLS|LSD IR(S FRNIKM|I PDGKK|P
Tni |XP_026730663.1 e .Ms|svpKSElIjosKLVsac ISl 9 DHIP L S|L S LRR|S FXIN[KIV(T PIN[GINT[P|

C1

* *
Cpom|CpomOBP42 SEEVS|a sNERK Of7 F|a N D EfT|S[L NN [VEEL[] EK[V NG ENVED .|p DRARLAFAELTENGAK[ G
Atra [XP_013191473.1 M[EK L S|A AGIRIQID S|T FIR NN DE[H[L S|K[VIG[E[L|V] s|s|z njp EMITMD DIE| ERAKMAFTELIT EHAPK[F N
Bmor|P_KWMTBOMO10879 Q[e]L. Y N|L. EH|AY| (M[S KN G D E[K|R|L E|N(G[K[K|]V K|V ND VIE[V|S DG|E [ERAAL IFK] L ENAPK|F G
Dmel NP_523505.1 NEKLD|TE H(E] QY T|GN D PAKIL K| I |AIL(EIT|G] AITTVP|.|.|]. . .[D EAAERYGTEFRGEAKKHG
Dple [XP_032518155.1 N[E€L LOKES|AIE [V F[D . D E[E|E[L K|L{I|E[D[Y[L| S|s[v NIT AT[V|S DGIE| ERS[LILAYKEMIIENASQF G
Harm|XP_021194654.1 M[E]M I S|P AK[AR[E [V F[HG N E[E[H|L KIN[VID[E[T|M s{s|v mjo QlKITiN D G| DR AKLAFGFVENAPKF G
Hmel [HMEL010226-PA AlelL LQKET|VILID) K[V F|N . D E[D|E[T K|L|T|GD[¥[L| S[H|T N|T E|sviG DG[D| DR SMMAYK[SMII ENA[SQV L
Mecin [MCINX001720-PA GlE|L LOKEN[ALIE K[ F|N . D D|E[E[L K|L|T[E[D[¥[L| S[H|T NS Efs[v|s DG ER SMIL AY[K[EMT ENA|SO[F G
Msex |Msex2.00461-RB E[g]M L E[K GR|AMIE] E[V F|D . D A[E|E[L K|K|I(E|E|Y[M] S|S[V N|S E[S|VIGD G|E ERAM[L AYK] ENA[SKIF G|
Pmac|XP_014370103.1 Kle]M L HK E T|A|L|E| IV F|N . D AE|E[L K|L|I[E[S|Y|L)| SIN|T N|G E[T|V|S DG|E IDRALIL AFK] [LENARAQFG|. .
Ppol |XP_013136188.1 K[€M L QK ET|ALIE [V F|N . D AEE[L K|L{I|E|G[Y[L| SIH|T NIG E[T[V|T D G|E| DRALIL S FO[EML ENAISQIF Gf. .
Prap |XP_022112420.1 K[EMLOKES[AME RV F|N . D D|E|E[L KML{E[D[Y[L| S[H|T NjG E[s[v|s DGIE| ERA[ILAYK[MSDNASQFG|. .
Pxut [XP_013173031.1 K{eMLO[K ET|ALE K[V F|N . D AE|E[L K|H|T[E[D[Y[L| S[H|T N[E EfTiv|S DGIE| DRALLAFNEMLENASQFG|. .
Pxyl |XP_011557123.1 K[E|N I S|G TOlAv|o) K[V E[D . . KIp|S|v K[K[LE[D|F|T] TIK|V NIN QH[V|lT D G|A DRAKLAFPF[VNNAQK[YG|. .
Sfru |Sfru220500.1 M[E]M I S|P MK[A|E[E K[ F|KD N E[E[H[T K[H[VN[E[T|M N[HQNIT|S DGJN| DRAKLAFN[FTENADR[YG|. .
Slit | XP_022826771.1 M[e]M I S|P MK[A[Q|E| IV F|KD N E|E[H|T K|N|[V|N|E|LM| IT|S|V N|Q Q[N|T|S D G|N| DRAKLAFNFTDNADKYG|. .
Tni |XP_026730663.1 MEK I S|P MS|AR[E] ol Bjk & N E[E[HIL KIN[VID [KIL M slalv njo opfT|s DGJs DRAKLAFGFVDNAPKTKDVYQVILFKGTLCELSLQ
c4 c6

*M;Sf]’u; B 577 R ;Slll:§4&ﬁm& ;3 Tni BRI
Dmel; Drosophila melanogaster; Dple: Danaus plexippus

Harm .

Papilio

(LEU37A) AN 53 (PHES3A) S5 2 W2 58
(ILES8A) 44 2 77 (VALTTA) (KN & MR 116
%M 119( LEUL19A) ; 5 JH 1T F
JHII 25 4 f 4 09 OC S 2 55 IR 341 RN 2 1R 13
(PHEI3A) %Wﬁ@ﬁ 53 (PHES3A) &5
(ILE56A ) | 5 =%
(VAL77A) FIZ2 &R 119 (LEU119A)

R 56
iR 77



513 FIARKAE : SEREE R RES G AL CpomOBP20 19 5ERE KRR B - 23

A B = Female =2 Male
_ 1.57 2.5 * *
4 B | Y |
2 T 5 20 &4 - a
o=
I .S 1.0 g A
97 57 15
% & ®E b B BD b B
7 5 7 % 1.0 4 be
m o 0.5 e o
= = = 2 B .
= b 5 0.5 4
z Illl = 3
HD HE F B MG MT SG HD AT LP BK WG LG
,Hé/tl Tissues HZ1 Tissues

B 5 CpomOBP20 FE3EREM 4 #2401 B (A) FBELER B (B) REA LR R MEITRIZE
Fig.5 Relative expression level of CpomOBP20 in different tissues of 4th instar larvae (A) and adults (B) of C. pomonella
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HD: Head; HE: Hemolyph; IN: Integument; FB: Fat body; MG: Midgut; MT: Malpighian tubule; SG. Salivary glands; AT: Antennae; LP.
Labial palp; BK: Beak; WG: Wing; LG: Leg. Data in the figure are mean + SE. Different capital letters and lowercase indicate significantly

*

different gene expression levels among different terminal tissues, respectively (P<0.05, LSD-test). * indicates significant difference

in the gene expression level in the same tissue between female and male adults (P<0.05, ¢-test).
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Fig.6 Molecular docking mode of CpomOBP20 with three juvenile hormones ( JHs)
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