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M E k222 H (chemosensory protein, CSP) & —28) 2 ik T B BAK N /KB N FREAH,
1994 41 Yk M\ S2 JiEE SR 1 (Drosophila melanogaster) H v B 4k & , B J5 78 J LT B RHEER #0250,
CSP gt Ik K 7E ) P BE PR 2H Fh 22 DL BE R R Y A7 AE , SR VR T AR [RIAH S o AR SO CSPERAL R L Rk
R 55 CE A AE AN A A RS TR AT MR, A T CSPINREMT AU E B RUR . AR AL = 1% )y
F IR TS, 25 A N C A WF TR, #ES T B R CSPRIHET ThAg, B CSP A AT R4 Miz i A ighid 4
HIENERBN - THEDIDEE .

E4iA B, IR R 1 (CSP), 45 HIRHIE, 2k i, AR TR T R
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Abstract Chemosensory proteins(CSPs) widely express in insect organs. Since its first being identified in
Drosophila melanogaster, it has been identified from amost al insects. CSPs had been suggested to evolve
from the same ancestor because gene clusters of CSP had been found in many species of animals. This review
summarized the physical and chemical characters, expression features, molecule structures and evolution
modes of CSPs, focused on their functions. Finally, a new functional view of CSPs has been proposed on the
basis of previous study, including our lab's study, which is as protector and transfer of small molecules that are
involved in metabolism.
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HFERKTREFSH5EZ TN EEER
REE AT R liE . g —Kh
FEEEED, RABIKK SR S My &, &
A ANRSE IR ER , AT % B2 B > i
B, A IS I S R Y 61 ot e ZH Bl — AN
K, T2 AR B AR 2 R
L, RN 5 IR 215 B %, #dn & o1k
£ J% 5% % 11 (chemosensory protein, CSP). %35k
1 1994 45 5 X N XGH B 1) 52 115 S (Drosophila me-

HEG I H + [F5 A 2 PEAT Ml (R M) B 751 (No. 200903021)
YScks H 391: 2014-05-14 52 H JH]: 2014-06-16

lanogaster) 77 % fi% & (McK enna et al., 1994), B J5
e SN SIGOR I SING ' JE NS NN F RS IEN
WHEJLVFIA BRI 2% E. EWE
SR R IR L& 6 B AT DLAMGE %2 22 2 40
FoU K B S S 1] (Vieira, Rozas, 2011; Zhou,
2006). BJE KEHTFERY], CSPRMKEA Z M,
RIEFBAL AR IR TR 228 H, —LL D Re 1 sk
IR ANTE A SRR H B2 IR Th g, BT A%
KEOAEBIIRE T Re B A 2R, TIRANED
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1 CSPHRIZHES

CSP & — K> T 8414 12~14 kD 1R 1 ] ¥
HH, & 100~120 M FEEER , FAT 40 B LIRS 1)
R IR , 75 H A5 R EAHAT 2 = R I
B AS BB, AT i 24~/ 1) 5% L A AR 45
Ko ZREALRFN IRy, RMELEM & 2 7
AR 326 R ) b 22 ) A AR v 6 e 0 ARLABL A AR B S )
15 B AR S X 8, A48 N3 (1) Y TTKY DN(V/1)(N/D)
(L/V)DEIL . # » [X ] DGKELKXX(I/L)PDAL #i1
C-tin i) KYDP(& 1) %K HE A EER P Y 2 HE1E
F LRI Cuii, A L8 CSPHY Cii A 100~200 M
TR A, (453 25 (1 a4 B 1A 31 200~300 4N & 2
2. B PRI (Scleroderma guani)CSPL AN 1
£E 4> /Nig (Nasonia vitripennis) CSP(XP_001601633)C
Ui FLAT BN 24 PR 51 BB LR H AT IS A B
HEGZ SR BN PR EAS M IETTS; i
4b, C i 8 PEHE /i 26 1 1T PP 21 45006 (80~100 > 2 Kk
) ) CSP 8 )iz 38 T 1B H L 353 H L XUH
H. 63 H R fR kRSN R+ (Lieta.,
2011; Pelosi, 2005; Vieira, Rozas, 2011; Wanner et
al., 2004) .

FIHATNIE, RRCSPEIGH A INEAM =
Y 25 K4S 2R, 530 2 H 3 70k (Mamestra brassi-

DmelOS-D (& 5 54 Drosophila melanogaster, AAA21358.1)

BmorCSP1(H # % i Bombyx mori, AAV 34688.1) ---

M braCSPA6( 5 % Mamestra brassicae, AAF19649.1)
PameP10 (%M K4k Periplaneta americana, AAB84283.1)
Amel CSP3(& K F| % i Apis mellifera, ABH88171.1)
TcasCSP2(F+ 145 ¥ Tribolium castaneum, ABH88176.1)
CSPsga(7bi & Schistocerca gregaria, AAC25402.1)
LmigCSPII -10(#= . &4 Locusta migratoria, AAO16793.1)

cae)MbraCSPA6. 70 7= 2 (Schistocerca gregaria)
CSPsg4 F1 % 4% (Bombyx mori)BmorCSP1. H i 7%
1% MbraCSPAG6 B2 R 414, K /Ny 25x30%32 A, H
6 ™ol Jie 4 R, 7 B T IR 5 B AR BS54
FoH i e A 1B, 12 JiE D A E 43 Al AT 47 60
FEfV BIGE R, 18 5E C 5272V BLZE T ) ) i 7K
PEEE G s b, By MR i F 58 7R B2 i D~E 4Ml, A2
5 ma & . PR R ERKRENSS T
TE 1% 6 1 B e 1) DX 2, &5 6 i K2 14 Al
T8, 30 38 i 350 H 26 17 B 2 IR 1) 75 T B, BT IX
A5 A NS Gy e i, B LA AT R R 45 G A i 1)
I IEK 52 20 A, H B A 8 e A A4 & 12~184
Tk J - B i D e 2R A& 7 S s X . i
%} MbraCSP A6/12-bromododecanol (BrC,.OH) & &
YOI e RS MR AT, R BIR% CSPAE 5 ¥4k 1 ke g
S5O RO AE R AR, Y T AR LR G
B, diA A RUR R DU R 45 & AR, %
AMETiE AL B AR A T I8 BRI A, Ferh AR AR K
(PN URTIE C, 4l AN 5 A, AR b [ R Y P A 25
i 45 & 31> BrCOH 43 1~ (14 2) (Campanacci et dl.,
2003; Lartigue et d., 2002) .

Vb E IR CSPsg4 5 MbraCSPAG % 3t IR J1 41 1
FRAAME 9 52%, — 3 i R 25 K 4 AR AR, 24 B
T g ¥ 75 AR 2% (RMSD) X oy 2.21 A, # Lt F

MVEQAYDDKFDNVDLDEI LNQERLLI NYI KCLEG- - TGPCTPDAKNLKEI

- - YTDKYDKI NLQEI LENKRLLESYNMDCVL G- - KGKCTPEGKELKDH
- - EDKYTDKYDNI NLDEI LANKRLLVAYVNCVHE- - RGKCSPEGKELKEH
RRDDKYTTKYDNI DLDEI LASDRLLANYHKCLI E- - EGKCTPDGEELKSH
RPDESYTSKFDNI NVDEI LHSDRLLNNYFKCLM - DEGRCTAEGNELKRV
ATYDVYPTKYDNVDI DAl LHNKRLFDNYLQCLLK- - KGKCNEEAAI LRDV
- - EEKYTTKYDNVNLDEI LANDRL LNKYVQCL LEDDESNCTADGKELKSV
- - AAAYTTKYDNI DLDDVLHNDRL LKKYHECL L SDSDASCTPDGKELKAA

* * % * * % * * * *

DmelOS-D (& 5 54 Drosophila melanogaster, AAA21358.1)
BmorCSP1(H 4 % i Bombyx mori, AAV34688.1)
MbraCSPAG6( 5 1% Mamestra brassicae, AAF19649.1)
PameP10 (3£ K Periplaneta americana, AAB84283.1)
Amel CSP3(7 K| 2 14 Apis mellifera, ABH88171.1)
TcasCSP2(F+ 145 ¥ Tribolium castaneum, ABH88176.1)
CSPsg4(7bi 1 Schistocerca gregaria, AAC25402.1)
LmigCSPII -10(#= I &4 Locusta migratoria, AAO16793.1)

E1 #HEHCSPEFLEN

LPDAI QTDCTRPTDWERL EKI YDPEGT YRl KYQEMKSKANEEP- - -
LQEALETGCEEL El WKEL TAHFDPDGKWRKKYEDRAKAKG VI PE-
L QDAI ENGCKEI El WREL TAKYDPTGNWRKKYEDRAKAAG VI PEE
VSDAL QNDCAKKPMAESL QKKYDPENT YVTKYADRLKELHD- - - - -
L PDAL ATDCKKPELWDSL ANKYDPDKKYRVKFEEEAKKLG NV- - -
| PDALI TGCRRNSDWQQL I SVYDPKGEYQTQYAHYLEKI - - - - - - -
| PDAL SNECAKPDVWAQL KAKYDPDGT YSKKYEDREKELHQ- - - - -
| PDAL TNECAKPDLWEPL EKKYDPTGSFRQKYDQELKRVSA- - - - -

* * * * * %

Figure 1 Amino acids alignment of representative chemosensory proteins in insects
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MbraCSPA6, CSPsg4 1) o i e FE AT 5 Jin#a #5, 42 jie
C B 45 WA AR 2 AN B i A7 p, 1R € B 1 E EE
MbraCSPA6 735l 2 1 F1 3N R LR, R iE F LA 7
ANEIERR . VDS CSPsgd i /K 1 2 5 R 1 0 1L 7
HEWNHES, R KM B RS0 TR AR,
1PN RN SR TH] 1 55 K 1 45 A i EE MbraCSPAG £
L, AT R, RIS T X 45 M D K 1 0 A ik
A WD S5 G R e o TR TR I (1) 45 A 0 b i
15 CSPsg4 [ NMR i A 1R B 2 i 028, 3% B G 2k &6
] LA S H A AR 4k (Tomaselli et al., 2006) .

Z Zx BmorCSP1 5 1 i 1% i MbraCSPA6 2 []
H T0%F 7 A AL, e 6 4> o e 45 7 Ll K iR
FrBR AR5 B, 45 BN R g AT . MR
B K 3 B s 2 R S s 2 R A R T R — AN B
JKPEZE A 5 (Jansen et al., 2007)

B2, CSP = YELE B AR | BERIE, SRk &
R oy AT AE R, WT 1 CSPAR 3R (K /K i 1, /K v
QBN T B AR, T BUKES & s, A4
BHERAMMBRHE, T8E KR, 1%k
AN TG E AR REN . HL
CSP 1) &> o MR JiE Uit 3 1 1R 5, A CSP E 4% 1 n] %8
PERSE RS 5 . R CSPr T3 54 1
PRI EE A I BT AR AN ELE 48, 1 HLL A 3 45
B T R R AR A I A B R SO AN B, (H L
L IFRIRRE p K AR T S RHIE R B X R B
TENT B RO+ M A

B 2
(BrC.OH) 4 &8I (% &) /3 (4 &) B i) T 4k (Campanacci
et al., 2003)

Figure 2 Conformational change of chemosensory pro-
tein in M. brassicae (MbraCSPAG) with the binding of
BrC,;,OH (before binding, blue; after binding, red)(Cam-
panacci et al., 2003)

H B R A F R E E B MbraCSPAG 5 B &

2 CSPHIEREEZEHRFHLITS

RIT CSPJF AL mib, AN HE %K
HH MU ZAEET REASGME RS T
RN —FNFEREES, RS T4 5 RN
(odorant binding protein, OBP) . % &M/ T & —
MLAE 15~30 kD, ¥ 150~300 MR LR 5L, AL 6
AMORSF I I 2R, 78 a5 i T s X —
. H=gegi i BACRE SR B 6 MRS 1 a iR
e, T — A B KRS, & . OBP 5 CSPE & 5t
B 7 N =2ty b2 e B3, L i R =
WA BEIR T AH [RIAH G, R T, & b e AN IA .
M I A 292 7. OBP Al CSP A HEIL M, 45 S 8K,
OBPEREHEAEMM KTt —8 FAIZ A1 %R
PEBR R, KB K Z £ OBP & B & A, & Bk i i
73 32 )5 Bk ;7 AL i (Vieira, Rozas, 2011). A EEZ
T, HE LS CSP P A FE ) b 2 18] e FE AR 5, 3R B HL
PRSIk 2, il A YE B i R B, F R
YFIES RO T 10 A bt A CSP 4 i 5 A AE , 1X0KE
CSP 1 4 W% #2 51 2 1 15 Ji 3h ¥ 5 41 S i AR
(Sanchez-Gracia et a., 2009) . £ HEsh 4 o Ik
RIA gt CSP AL, XA 57 A CSP 2 A=
PR RS R 2L R SR, X R
IR B0 M = i OBP AT EAR . 7 2 HiH OBP
A CsPILAE, KU CSPH] Re i P47 9F W B 2L H
fth ) £ B T AE (Danty et ., 1999). 52 b, 3T 1E
FEFRINSE R, 25 B 2R A 1324
(odorant receptor, OR) FII bk 73 1 45 & & I 45 &
A7 S S B IR 3 T 2 6 2 v T A =R R, SR
CSP H A AFEAEIX T s, T AR IR 9 A v i3k 4k, At
A £ FE i B CSP | A= BE 1) g 5 44 27 8 32 1T e
HAHEKAR.

CSP % fith 5k [K 7 49) M ik DR 240 vh 22 DA 3Rk [ 7 T
RAFAE, R HIR TAHIF A o J8 e JE PR 2 TR R
PP DL, SRS & HAR RRART . G AL 0 (D.
melanogaster)Dmel CSP2(peb3) #1 Dmel CSP1(cg3017
2) 11 3 [R] Ji A7 AN AH BE 3 Kb A 3 X 5 X] Bl S 42
(Anopheles gambiae)7 > CSP % fith 3 [X] 4= 4 & vh T
3Rtk | —B 105 kb v B b5 AR 75 (Triboli-
um castaneum)f¥ 2 4~ CSP 4 fith 3 [K] B A7 7, ok
AL T FE N4 1 (Vieira, Rozas, 2011) .

B 3 = DRI R () R e, 20 Tl B PR ) 4 R A
HIFH O AT X CRIFE R 47 51 ) B Ak 2
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52 HH R K] U858 mT 1, CSP 2 At 356 (R 1 %0 B 72
) B BRI 22 e, S8 R — iy 41> CSP 4w
B[R], T ] B SIP 2 B0 A0 35 K1) 25 84 (Apis mellifera)
53 A 8164 CSP E: A, A EL 2 T, RN AR U
B A 224 R 194> CSP4R AL L A, H AT 7
FEDR A7 7E s R AR 8 B b, A\ 44 &L (Pediculus
humanus)f 7 1~ CSP 2w it 2 4], 1M i & 47 (Acyrthosi-
phon pisum) & 12 /> CSP % it 3& [X] (Vieira, Rozas,
2011). [ B30 R B, CSP 4t 5 R 4 H 78 75 B
Vb > T4k 2 8% 2 52 44 (OR Bl GR) AT OBP %
i 3 [X] %4 (Sanchez- Gracia et al., 2009; Vieira, Ro-
zas, 2011).

CSP J& [ g4k il A AE W) a], T 2 78 [8] — P F
B R TAR Z AT W) s 22 e, X 2 3 B CSP
IhAEZ FEAL I CBE R & . 41 K I8 (Solenopsis invicta)
CSP9. & KM% i CSP-5 fE#E 4L FHT iy &, AL
fit CSP ARALME BEAIS, T HLAE %A B HS &R e A H
[P L DR, R B AT RE I T — N Rl 2
TR ST D e A A S 22 (R, 76 B J5 A b o e, X
K CSP LN R D) Refq 2] T IR B FRESE . RStk
B FE R I, A 25 CSP M P 22 S A58 5 KT Pl ]
F IR L FL R A R TR B T AR TR
YD CSP T B AHALE A T 87%~91% 2 [1], 44
M7 K8 CSP T 5 CSP T A AR AL A 55% A2 4+
(Ban et al., 2003; Gonzalez et a., 2009; Ma eszka et
a., 2007).

W TR B, B OR 1 B R R P 41, #E AL AR
Fedor, JFERE TIERESE K . B H CSPAI
OBP 3 K Kk S W1 # 2 H — A B A K2 T
SSRGS R AN W3 22, WA IR Rl A D el X 28 557
B KB A R T AR AT N 7 A e . 558
REGEANZ AT e 20 8 B0k A JE ik
BRI R . 52, CSPL5 OBPHEL AL,
A AU 5 IR B R A A AE L I AR T R A T T
4y 2 () {F A (Sanchez - Gracia et al., 2009; Vogt,
2003; Wanner et d., 2004) .

3 CSPHYTHEEMFZR

KT CSP I ERALRY 1IN 2 R IA L 45 B e
it se, H oA KEKHGE, hik il 1
—sehae i, (E 2] H ATy IR, # 2 N F AR

VA AL . X CARiE CSP I RENT 7T
. AR FLIhRE R N LA =K

31 Z5RFBRUASYHRZEN

W fE TR ER SN E & #ATE BT
(1) B, L ER G e SRR IR S Rl () AL 215 S
T, BNV G S, AP FTH%2,
5e— NG RS ARSI SR

CSPXTE & Wy 256 R SO AE A G 2 R
G RERIE, RUHAW RS S THEESH
AR, SR a4 S0 R B T SEEIR1IE B
R EEA . RH CSPXHMEL &M 45 60 7 1 B
A OBP i, (HAT R I T — 58 Ik Bk, B 2
] — i B S AS [F] CSP, AR B T AR ) 45 &
W, 0 KR 0% CSPL A BLEERE (BRI &
BRI SR AV, CSP2 X 05 B AL B I 25 A BE )
5, T CSPA X i 28 46 & W 1) 45 & fig 7 B ok
(Forét et al., 2007) .

H 7 5 15 i (Campanotus japonicus)H' H #i& |
1/ CSP, % 8 X R B KA & B BRI 45 &
R, PRI %R S5 T T R
Bilo 1KUY SI-CSP -5 1% M I 3 7 g 2803 74 1 ik
(256 68 0, 1 B S M 3R 0E T T e fil A A v B K
5 b, 1 22 FL IR IS B LT A A A AR X L,
RUZCSPS 5 T 4L KU 5 A 2 30 17 Je
%% (Gonzilez et al., 2009) . AL J5 1) /)N 32 i (Plutel-
la xylostella) >4 r [ CSP 2 i & W] i K T R A2 L
AMA, I H 1% CSPXT ™ G0 7] ] 46 85 35 A o 3
(25 G4, DR B HE I 12 CSPiliIT 2 5 /NSl 7
GR35 BT (0 R 500 5 3 T A2 /N SR R = B AT M (Liu et
d., 2010). H L {1 V4) Hx #4 (Microplitis mediator)CSP
()RR B TE A P JE e i, BB DY RIAF
B¢ e U, X 1] R R TR AR RN S AT A DA
J(Zhang et al., 2009) .

IE AN, CSPAEfT 2 1 B BUFh 2 [ R L 1 22
S B RARRE £, Ul B2 CSP ] REAE I Y R AL
ooy TR R e R s T —eEM. W
W-APL7E T i 1 o i 32 3K 5ozt iz v 5 A B
2, X R 3E B M (Reticulitermes flavipes)
contig794 7£ Sl i F ik &2 HA AR K 1045 PA
I, 17 contig827 = F AR Ik T A M WO S i, 2
TS Rk KSR ORI 4 R 1065 A2 40X
R 21 B AL CSPAEFN R 2 8] {5 B A i i 2

i ko
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i 3] 7 # EAE H (Kamikouchi et al., 2004; Steller
etal., 2010), Z 0 K W3 3 4t CSPAE B fE R R
IR Z [AAARBL T B35 M 2 R RIA £, W Lm-
igEST8 1E Hit J& A 8 v 3% 3k & 5 =, 1 Lmi-
gEST12 H & A 1F B & AL AN 4 i (Zhou, 2006) . 24
I RNAT HAR TR G, B B B =
T PRHE I r) S BN 25 B, R BHIX 2R CSPXYT KR
BT B BB B0 A 2 2 A ] 2 1) (Guo et al.,
2011), pbAh, KERFLR Y], R KR CSPILRIA
T AR i AL R B s, R 2 5 G () 3 2
AR A .

B CSPRR 1 KBk Tl o R ot =19 454k
ST E R A, TG B R IRA R A IR E IR
KEE, R REAR TNHF B IEHMEZE B
BRI AN, Rl e e 2 5 1 X e f5 B A5 6 53
WAFVRE T H 0 ik 5K A« 38 W A - i (Heliothis
virescens) #1172 & (Agrotis segetum) s & 2% iR 44 LA
T 51 SR i SRR BR R 23 A B T CSP IR B R
ik, I HAHE B R RO T BRI 45 5 L 1 (Da
ni et a., 2011; Gong et a., 2007; Jacquin-Joly et al.,
2001; Strandh et al., 2008) . H: FF 5% Z&¥ BmorCSP6.
BmorCSP11. BmorCSP15 1X 35 ik 7F M H (5 B &K IR
ferb, T HHSHE BB AR R GRE 1. 2R
g — AN EA ) CSPX I F E B R WA R4S
4 fE J1(Briand et al., 2002) . 75V K IR # A CSP )
afifl =W BRI IR B L , S 4 AL R
B CSP I et ix F ) st B A B0 1) 45 4 e 7 (Ban et
a., 2003). Xf FK A MEME TS B R AR B a A
SRR, /04 74 CSPAI LS OBP 3 A K &
F ik (Yoshizawa et al., 2011) . 5 K 35 M- i F i
14 (Chelonus inanitus) ) 1/~ CSP 3K ik T & i, JF
H B 3 W R 4 (Vincent et al., 2010) . X £
BRI IELE CSP I RES 5 T {5 BALE Y 1 43 s Al
TR

REFREWARELHCSPSH T RAEILF
W5 YRR SRR T, SR FE B AR B R WL AN
THERE . CSP R A& | 4l 2 )38 i Th g 38 =& Xk
EYNAT T WD TR, 7R85 B &R 24 oo
SR, CSP N T At A fth, AR TiE—20
FIRE FEIE B o BE4h, CSPTE Ak 2 3 25% ik B2 3 BA
10 mmol/L 1) iRk FE R IE , R IX L85> 1 4b T 5%
HHBPIRE, /N A G2 AT d i X 28K 4y 1
Jof B B IA AR TCAT) A — AN AR AR R M

32 S5EHRAANEEMTK

B LA SZ RIS SR B A IR Gy I, S
CSP KL &M i3 . DmelCSP2(Phero-
Kine-2)J iz 1A T BT TR F 14N, Hk
ik — EARFREBUR KT, (0 2005 28 L 41 18 12 Qe 3
W, H R IA KT8 B B 4R it v LB &
B — M2 52 8 A Dmel CSP3(phk3) %2 8 5 3%
-1 (Sabatier et al., 2003). I 4H 14 A 2 B b 22 X]
Eb IV $% 4 % B2 6h, AgamIR7 1 %% 5% Kk & 18
(Oduol et al., 2000) . X ## 7] 52 i (Bactrocera dorsa-
lis) M T 445 JEE 735 SC 2 1) ik 45 SR G W], CSP 5 42
i £ 1 (1) CLIP 45 K 180 1R B IR S F Pk, T 78 G
FHESI P, CLIP AT LU i 30 M i 48 40 i &
A A Y1R 4 (Hu et al., 2010).

IEAME LS CSP Y R HUK & B% AH R, IR
BRIEEARUHNE RS B, 75 B S 7 5
PRAERN LI B R E FE. HE B iE DmelCSP3
(Phk3I) TE M i & & W B F UG 3k, 22 72 hilf Y 14 2]
U, [ J5 TR 6 TR %, FH i 7 38 3 A S2 41 i vT 5¢
A HNZ IR R R E , 3 W% AR R SRR A A
BERR, FZE SN R SRS K
B A K8 S R 7 i BE b (Sabatier et al.,
2003). = K 2 i P4k b 5 sF, CSP3 Al CSP6 %=
ik ERE LR, CSP5 & — Mg s RIE T4 11k
FRZE A, @I RNA FHEAR R B R
K5, %) BUAE R AL 7R R IR A BE R E AN 58 4
(Maleszka et al., 2007) . 4 5 AL FE R W, R0
KR CSPI K EUTARTE R [ 5 B R 41 i 2 [A] 23
Bt e, AT RE D B T R KR e TR RE 1 A 2R T R
(Jinet a., 2005), = A2 {4 ik (Chroistoneura fumif-
erana) " ] 1 fh CSP, CfumAY 426540.2 7 i} H1 44 P
A RKERIS, B I B A RN 2 5 —F CSP, Cfu-
MAY 426538 [ K14 , T Ji& & 175 M B 2 08 4 B Ak
Rk s, JE HAEB IR B2 T, Az
T, % 4 B 4~ CSP, CfumAY701858 Al Cfu-
MAY 426539 ] % 1k & 52 W JZ 5w i @ B A
(Wanner et a., 2005) . fiff 52 71 (Spodoptera exigua)
SexiCSP3 71 M H G 51 o 3 ik & 178 378 15 T Ik H ok
HRNAI THHRIA G, SR~ I0 68 /) 2 & T %
70% £ A, T HL 5R A 9 Ak 2 8 A A 6.2%(Gong et
a., 2012). 3 ¥ K Wk (Periplaneta americana)Pa-
meP10 ¥ IA S 7F & F A ik 0 2 B, iR JiG 2
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H L vk B R R el 2 () 30 4% (Kitabayashi et dl.,
1998).

B R AE 52 2 A SR B B AR W0 40 5 5 7R R K
FE BRI, #AE: B A T BRI A s H LM 2 )
HA S B LHLAW TR . 15X — R 41
IR, KM A (8] =) 347 56 40 B 5 40 B 2 T
HIGH L 2 (B A8, T CSPX AR &)
4 EREE, AT DA 228 B 1 Ji s 8% R HUAAR P 1)
FIBAE B, B &) 2 A2, fENLRE
SRR e R EEEM.

3.3 CSPHIHEHhIhAEE

CSPit A5 — L HARF ) Dy fig . R EE RS A
%} Diatraea saccharalis /1 Bt 47 1 Fh 7 A1l Bt £ & A
T PR IR 7K PRSI R B, B2 CSP R IAFE DL
FHE = T U RE, {5 ) 4h— 28 CSPANE LIt
R N, R CSPRIRES 5 T R Hhid
< B (Guo et al., 2012). K % (Sitophilus oryzae )
CSP107E 4t 4= 41 21 bacteriome [ R 1K 5 3 A il A
VIR OG, 9 LA A AR AE R, HRIA K P B 3
N (Vigneron et al., 2012)

34 CSPHIThEEFTHEIL

BHRARKEKEERER S —MEM KSR
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