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Abstract The sterile insect technique (SIT) is a relatively new approach to controlling the codling moth. Compared with

the traditional irradiation method, the application of transgenic techniques is much better at producing sterile males. In

addition to manual control of developmental conditions this involves using plasmid vectors based on the piggyBac

transposon, inserting a dominant conditional lethal gene to culture genetic sexing strains and inserting marker genes such

as fluorescent proteins to elucidate the efficacy of gene transfer.
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£ 40 4L (Klassen and Curtis, 2005) . ZF AW
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E[{)F d gE 4T (Lance and Mclnnis, 2005) , H fx
AR 1 B 36 0 )G 5 B X BT Rl R T | SIS
Kok b | BE RE uk DL K SE IR 2L Wk Cydia pomonella
(L)% B A e A7 i ) 880 R 25 5 0R 9T H (Bloem
et al. , 2005; Enkerlin, 2005; Feldmann et al. ,
2005 ; Vargas-Terdan et al. , 2005)
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o RE S 2 1 A Bl 2 Y 45 ) AE L (Bloem et al.
2005) .

— LR, JEAT R A 5 5 A AR B R R
#2153 BN A F B AU H M7 2 (Robinson, 2005) ,
Hy TR R A e R 2H Al A A U3 H A5 H
fih B B 3R —# ( Wolf, 1994 ; Traut and Maréc,
1996) , BEWS IX BN & 1Y T 7 8 5 ik L0 Al 28 1
nXGH H 59 B dUE i (LaChance, 1985) , [R5 &
BN OR R B g o (N o Nl L W
FrBE 1 AR RE 0 45 (IO M £ 485 ,2002) , T
R 0% NN 7 (S 7 e Ec - B Rl R P U
(Carpenter et al. , 2005) . X FIERERT S, 5
IR 55 5 S R 3 A A5 T LA R B A 3 1Y
BEAK (Bloem et al., 1999) . i H., 48 5§ 1% & 5 %
JIv e B 8 e O A i 5 U I T Y R AR A
e XA AT A g A AL K T A
MR 2 — o 55 8b % 7 s Ao ] It 77 78 R
Fé) g% e XLBS: ( Tothova and Maréc, 2001 ; Robinson,
2002) .
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Ee LN HORJEBR R I Z S RE S 15 B R B R 1
1 5 A —Fh i A2, B 2 X B AR JUE AT s
2 T A i A 21 AR Y 45 ) 2R (07 Brochta and
Handler, 2008) , 7 B H b fif F A4 % 55 B R 19
TR 5 o T AW o O R O R Sk
WE AN B br F d, R AR sl A F
(inherited sterility, 1S, F1 fAARE ), N4zl H b5
= i f#h ¥ (Lance and Mclnnis, 2005) . %5 3L K 77
5 Z A AR VF £ B MRl 26 o #8043 LA N ((Handler
and Harrell 11, 2001 ), @ Hb o g S 08 Ceratitis
1998 ) . & 7 R i
Drosophila melanogaster ( Handler and Harrell 1T,
1999) K &gk Bombyx mori ( Tamura et al. , 2000)
R &t S W Anastrepha suspensa ( Handler and
Harrell 1, 2001) %%,

LG A e N T A B H R R
RE 8 TR 83 22 i Je @A, JF BT LA 2 42
&3l A ( Murakami and Imai, 1974) , 3% 23R 5 F| AN
BT SRR AR e R, AR 40
LI v R A e 0 I S o A I P R
(PRI AR ) o A HORE R SE (1 B 58 72 3l i e Bt

capitata ( Handler et al. ,

P75 A RESE AR 2 5 10 45 31 m] 45 il 1) 32t 4%
ANE MR LAY R I R Al AT
IR M A A AT L DR B, BB K R 4R
A B HUR IR 22 At 5 IR T RUINA 9t 8 1
SERE DI BR AT, (o 75 A6 0 e % DA ) A5k 3 B ] o 1
4 2 % 2 DX 7 3 45 B A S R 4 R0 %
A e B AL B B AN G N B SIS S A e
MR AZ BIR WA, 2 — Ff 5T Oy 22 4 WO 28 UF A 20
Ab BB

IR, £ 37 R 20 0 A 7 B RUR ik 7 v, il
JH e ik DXL 7 92 W AT 5 A 0 B T 7 B AT A5 v 2% e
(AR i o d BN 1 T R TR o7 AR S e S R 22
AT B T L e e A1 280 R ) ARG 0 45 D7 T
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PAFBE AT R RE RN, A SR TE
BB BE 7 (U0 piggyBac A1 Minos %5 ) )k T #E4T
It R DRI AR 19 L 28 19 4 A 2 1k, E 7 S Bt
i v B — 4 B JA - T 125 LB 2R A5 e ik TR, a0 Z5AR
T AR S 1Y 2 D 35 (A0 hsp90 %) KA Y
T B ¥ 1 o B DA B R ) R Gk 0 Sl T R IA Y
SEIRREHE B2 T 1Y WL S RN AR A, T e e A4 v
$i ABRICHEE P (41 EGFP 28 2 AR ic £ 14 45 ) LA
CEIRY R S INOEE G o P 3P (X Y i
LB R T T AR E 1Y A5 BOE R I &R e (A
H IR 1et0-TA R GE) |, IF 5% 2 3 2R 81 A v
ek (W Qe k) Jf i 2 % Bk s, X AR 7E
2 ) s A R AT DA e N T 2% A 1 4 o 3 B ) O
e, W IR s MR R T . &5, 8
U (KGN IR N TRE- Y SN R0 R el IR |
T 5 5 28 8 11 2 e 2803 A R I B TR R %

B B TR 7k mI DA A 388 4% 7 ) il 2 0 2R R 2
FEFER R GE 2 FPEOR TSR 8 A 7 B HURE ¢
A b ] it 45 B 3 ( Ferguson et al. , 2011) , X 7§
SR T s AR 2 WAL SR e i 09 o LR AR R O
5, 38 ok 25 A A B YRR .
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i 285 (0 1) B U B P 3 ik T A 4G
piggyBac Minos “5 %% JE £y B fill 09 BT AL 4K 4
piggyBac(PB) % J 7 H I5 W2 78 # 57 H 800 ik
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Trichoplusia ni 5% T 1R %% 2 ( Baculovirus ) {2 4% &Y 41
ME & (TN - 368) A} & A ( Fraser et al. , 1983;
Cary et al. , 1989) ,JF4) 2 N H T B HUAY 56 L 1A
158 7 ( Handler and Harrell T, 1999; O’ Brochta
and Handler, 2008) . piggyBac 5 i FHEWETE Y
Yo A v G A U0 H RN R TS BT, T AR
B 1 A B v R Sy i TR Al MR T R 45 AR
H T piggyBac J& T 55 1L 2856 e v, A B2l A7 76 e
il 5 DR, o A P AR ol R AN 5 L A o R U s o AR
PRIt B A P T A RS s S A e, AR B A
12 o piggyBac ¥ i1 i T A Bk 2 ok IR T %3 H
B dy 5 2 B o A () ) A o A T A A ) R
ATy J R F 0 3 F RS IR R A R
{5 FE D RCR G I VP AE WA A 5 o Rt fiE
JH piggyBac % i 1V Ay S R 25 ke R TR 1 2 A 2
A E AN, AR, R T FL sh Y bl
3 T BTz B B AR SE (R AE, 2011 )
1E piggyBac % rh o] DL 5 A7 EGFP R ic
R, LS T 5% 56 RS K 19 151 ( Thibault et al.
1999) . i f] piggyBac % i 1 A7 i n H) % 2 [
WFFE Y H b B oA 455 b v v SRS R R K
DYSIIE NI S R

Minos 5% Ji ¥ fe 4] & 1 782 [C SR W Drosophila
hydei ( Sturtevant) H1 & 4h B ), B )@ T Tcl/
mariner ¥ A& JTLAF#E K % ( Franz and Savakis, 1991 ;
Pavlopoulos et al. , 2007) , Minos %% i 1t J& — 28
B iR 8% BB e B A A i % A 1, (H
BLHA — € B R BRAE . Minos %% J3E ¥ 2Z 1l 1 N
TE 2 i3 BR i R b o VR SR M ( Loukeris et al. |, 1995a,
1995b) 45 Bt pg iF 5 b o At 28 6 AR o e
RIARAK (1 5 JE 38 A P IR | mariner ¥ JE ¥ |
hobo %% JiE - hermes %% i %545
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G M ) i & (genetic sexing strains, GSS) J&
WAL E — AR, 35 B AR 0 R Rk e
A 3% Y R R 3R 3k 1 S ) 2% 1 R, Bl 3R Gk
P (FRIBMER ) B AS [R) 45 A, e 48 1 52 W
FIRFE 251, K B G 8 F0KE 0 ME R R H Y . AE
SR EE A E R OB b R T R E Y st
PRSI it 2%, B A% Al 3 B R A 7 b g )
AL PR i AR SRR IO M M ) G R LA 2 1)
BEAR S L A 52 ) BRAR AR 3R AR 53 ) 42 1 el 7 R i

37 BN 2 B AT RE A SR S A T 54 ) ANk A7 I K
FH WA BN EA (Maréce et al. , 2005) o 8% 14 5]
i RTEBEH H B dh & 245 DR g i, o
TR AR TR E B M R R B R SR T
A A ZE M A W B (8 R v O T 2 2 B, DA T 2% F
AT RX S MERE 5 EL DA PR AT A S DR fE 0K 11
RLHMRE I A 22 42 AR H A

e B BV G R R T 3 O A TR S Y 40 Y 45
PEEAR (A ik i 2 BCTE 3 5 B 28 1 4% 4 19 41
DNA (FkL ) 5 A H br B 24> A (g ™
f10 302 2R 28 85 O ) , AR oA A ST i i A 3 A% A A A
o AR — SE AR IE B IR A ROk R 0
BT e M R A T FL R AT 5 [R] B 6 TN T 5%
PRI P, WL5E 28 8 5 70 0k b i 2% 1 B aE ik
PSR T B0 (45 R AT R AT ) o R4
AR R R AT A 2 2k oA B 1 AL 1) B D AT B
PR ASR . 2 ) 3l 2 38 4% 27 07 6 i 85 97, OF Bkt
— e E AR EE AT 2 1 2R W 2 B0 R R R DL A
A, WU HE R R i BLAR R . TR A R TR E &
5 H KB BOTE I, A 3% H b gt 1 1R 1 o & S
B o

e A 37 38 AR VI B B S R R, o AR
LN AR, — ok Ul 6 9 7 vE 4 LT L
S 1) P S A R R S Bl R A B 5 2) fi
JH o 200 ) B Al TR 28 5 3 ) 2 v 440 % 5 1 K
R R LR,
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M 4 K 2 78 B I ( dominant conditional
lethal mutation gene, DCLM Gene ) J2& [A] ¥4 4% {4 /& #H
HEA, H 3 SRR AR R TR — E IR AR,
T B BRI A SO R R SR 3k T B A SE T
(Ferguson et al. , 2011) ,

T TR A 0 Tk gk R BOsE R R R
5t PUARFMBICEERN R, R T X T H
rh it 2R W Y 35 1L MR ) A AR Y ST 3 A2 (Thomas
et al. , 2000) , IR P RAMILAER, HE
I o 45 G AR A T B R B - RO A
ARG AR . R AT B A N 1 2 T2
B 15 85 1 (TetA 8 ) & U 3R 2R B A A 32 %2
o IS 0306 8 1 TetR A 4 il 3% [ tetR 7]
PL3d 5 S 1) 9 424 L 981 F B A rerA B TR ) e
W e 5 T R B A R T U B R A B
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(Grossen and Bujard, 1992), 7TEX PR G A, ¥
TetR & H # 84 S o A 9 5z 2080 1 (TA
(2 R & H 0 kAT ¥, tetracycline-
controlled transactivator) , §tA B T Tet fz =G
TR R G, % & G e 08 A RO AR U5 4 AL 5L A
AP O , R R B N T A R s, X
ATl FH 2 26 S ) L e DR O 42 o) G ik R it 1 i
M FEB . RGN — DA T R
B2 2T PR R A 2 B Y E bR R G v R T R
— FORLE AR b B ] R 47 8 5% Ak (Schultze e al.
1996) . 1Eix ZJ5 BIBF5E b, AT AT A5 e 20T
K5 tTA 3Z 5] tetO FEH LA I, B) (TA-tetO Z
4t ( Shockett et al. , 1995; Shockett and Schatz,
1996) , Bl B A~ RGBS S 9 B IR IF45 . LI 7E &
3¢ 1) 5 PR DXl A A S BOPE E TR (AN hid
R, Sk A A &), gt T DA o 4 o D R R ) A
A5 T 1) 4 ) BT AR 0 (B8 4 ,2005)

2% 3R G e W) A A 55 DR AR ) G = eb 25 DL R )
BT o AE B B, b T M v i 2R 3 AT R A5 3
T 1z 1 2= (Alphey, 2002 ; Robinson, 2002),
Gong 55 (2005 ) i3 T 1% & e 16 b b g 2R W vh i1y
BT M APEF S T 2 R BE R RGE, —Fh ol
Hor W, 7 5h T ZH IR X 2 DR,
HRIE L e He T B B TR TA L A
AT 1R R e SR S T R Y JE AR
AN H M. M OC G R W B Science I Nature
Biotechnology 58] F| 18

TESP I & b, (0 P 2 R DY AR G Y B W) 22
10 B8 ) Marée F13€ [F (9 Lisa 4 AL JE1T
f. 2005 4F 22 i, 76 8553 H B dU R R HEZ b R
Al M AR B 58 AR FE D &R G A9 B L 1Y
FEEL IR R 3 iR 3B ( Maréce et al. , 2005), 2007
BT R R T KT AT BRSO AL &
GEi 7 R AT R O B R HUORE R R 5 T Y
FH T 5% i 2 ( Maréc et al. , 2007)

3.5 HEFRNYRNWEMKRERERARAFE

WAL 2T E AL e N TR N H B Ak R
PRICHEE R Z )5, [ B AR 70 2% 58 I 6 ) 9 8 % £k BH
PEA A [ B 2 Y [m] 52 3 0 e Rk 19 G, ASE g =&
FpRE, ZJ5 BEAT A S KM RO, od > TR
SR I 22 I R AR 1O BE M A A B AT 2 A2 DL A B o
ZRMARE M AR

A=W T3 0 B A« AR A TS DY B 3R A R 2%
PEAFAE BN B0 T WL %€ 36 2R 52 09k 60 5 JBE AL 5 7 B
it AR FOPE R A N R A SCHE bR, T A AF B
JIREAL , AT A 5 AL R8OCR o 40 M AR 1 o O 1
AR« ol DS A 0 A0 e AR AR OB #5787 A H AR DNA
R JSORE 80 R 8 S SR B ) 7 IR IR b, e IR iR
R R b, A0 SO A I 2% e A B IR A A
JVR Jif v e 3K B 1 0, DA B 0 B A SRR i R/, il
JH 40 5 5 B R B B A0 2 T DL R 2 AR &
U VR JIES v P S B B A AR A L o 0 P e 9 Dl Ak
2 (U %% R v 4% &2 fluorescence in  situ
hybridization, FISH) e ffi s H br 3 & 5l W 5L
ORERT S R A O o3 5 AR W) 2 5 vk n Al
FH i /| Southern Blot #% [ig EJ 3k 2% 38 5 AR Fll Inverse
PCR H A TN 42 35 b 10 5 P 78 9 B9 51 8 DNA e
Qe R BRI ARG . G PCRFHAE 2570 Hh B
YRR TTAA J3 51, W B piggyBac 5% i 1§ 1) 4
ST Southern Blot A% 1% B[l 375 % 52 3= B A Il Y 2% H.
(NSRS K NGV G A I e P S
[

4 HERPYREMEH

B DR 1Y 22 A M — B HORL ] Y B R FTTE
A T ) 8 A2 2 PR A 7 B A 9 A 1 I o 56 AR
AV #B (Bergsten et al. , 2008 ) FHIRCYH A i %2 4 HLH
(Benedict et al. , 2010) N FER— B AEB ITIE, H
FPAE— L0 10 0 XU, 3 465 3 N 1 F AT O B B
A5 B RE A RRE R Ll TR R SR T e
T RE 581 T BUn) By ik P RO B AR 55 4
TEAJG RTS8 b, J8 o 4 SR 2 A BOE o8 A 45 K
P71, e B TR 22 4 P ] DAA BB Y HE I
5 RE

g i IR 7 i T et D TS S0 £ 6 A7 4 S b PR — A
VE AT BN R 8 A 7 R A — B T B, M s
R, BAT TN 2 A HEhn e A S N 22 Y i
ZA R . R IR A T A B SR R A F
B AR B LSS RE AN ZE L R AR
PEAT RO i BB o A e R TR 8 8 A BOR I A
LS E T2 eI R T AR IR R T
I A AR AR 2 s AR A TE R B U
TF 58 B 7 T 3, 33k b 2 B 45 45 19 0 TR 1 1 26
DL 3 5 B3 Wk 55 A% e T AROMROL B B YA AR
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AW R 1 B AR

il A 1 B HURE OB AR G T 37 2R 2 e 25 5
B 36 09F 50 1 [ P ik b 7 B S A R AT 5T R S
RCRAG S G B, A e 5 DY DL R AR S R 4R O
R B B I A0S B A U B O . TRk
XEF B AR BT T RS SO, %
ARt A R A R R — A B R A 8
AR AR, BARIZIT LW BE RE Al R 5 5 1 HOR A
HARA 52 B i rp 5 2 DR AR 24 2 0 SRR (R R
UNR AR 3R T B 4 3 ) LA RS T AF 9 L Y
e bt HAR BT B E 2 4, AR T B 5T A
TR 5T N B B I LA o e B R %
FOAR T 1 T B, 3 A H B SRR ¢ A BF 58 T AR
NABRGEREENCAE S TEYE AR AEY
B AR R SERRAEEOR , IF oA R AR O 9 5T 9 AT
FENUAG B AT 42 THI A 2 ) BE T o B A2 il 45 BT 58
AR S AL [ B 5 AH S AT BOHLAL H A fE 3G
[FlRE] PR, 76 3 2T IR U 5T, o A 55
R RHIF R 22 3% 1) SCH% LA KA S AT BOHLAL o
AT B X IR AR B I b K 2 R
e 4 Jmy B P R ) B 2R S iR B A A AR
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