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HE . H M AL Chilo suppressalis s M 55 s fi# 3 4% RNA (double-stranded RNA ,dsRNA ) #9 9é
AR R, LR R 13] # 3F & — 1A% BR B (non-specific nuclease, NUC) A& B , Ff 4 iX

K RRATEWAZ G F o AL LR T 5 A E AT, B B 2+ dSRNA % # 55 (dsRNA degrading nuclease,
dsRNase) & W @Y R A #THR ., BREF, L LEKRBSANUCAR, AP HANGH
dsRNase & K # 3 B (CsdsRNasel~CsdsRNase4 ) F= 1 A~ % 7 Endonuclease G 1& K #% X B (CsEndoG) .
5/NNUC A& B 9 JF 2% i i AR AZ 31 8. 7 51 K S B 4 828~1 338 bp, % 74 275~445 AN RR R 7 &, 1
5T 2 K H 31.68~49.57 kD, Fm| 5 &, & 4 5.48~9.42, CsdsRNasel #= CsdsRNase2 &-H 12 5 k5
5], W AR MEA 5, B 5 K& Bombyx mori =4+ 8% Spodoptera litura P B dsRNA % fig B 7%
# #5 dsRNase [ /& & % ; CsdsRNasel #= CsdsRNase2 3 e ¥ I F 3 %A i 5 P84 5
#) dsSRNA & B & h AR X — 5, R AKX 2 AR B TAL A b AL B dsRNA 89 % 445 88
B, ZALEIRA A % % dsRNase L B 59, KK & P 87 ¥ & & 1k 49 CsdsRNasel #= CsdsRNase2 7T
e —ALEEAR N dsSRNA #9742 %M, Mm% 7 RNA F a0 %
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Abstract: To elucidate the function of the key nucleases involved in the degradation of double-stranded
RNA (dsRNA) in rice stem borer Chilo suppressalis, different non-specific nuclease (NUC) genes were
cloned and subjected to bioinformatics analysis and tissue-specific expression analysis. The distribution
of the activity of dsSRNA degrading nucleases (dsRNase) in different tissues was also investigated. Five
NUC genes were cloned, including four genes encoding the dsRNase subfamily (CsdsRNasel—-Csd-
sRNase4) and one gene encoding the endonuclease G subfamily (CsEndoG). The open reading frames
of the five NUC genes ranged from 828 to 1 338 bp, encoding 275 to 445 amino acid residues, with mo-
lecular weights ranging from 31.68 to 49.57 kD and predicted isoelectric points ranging from 5.48 to
9.32. CsdsRNasel and CsdsRNase2 contained putative signal peptide sequences, and they shared high
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sequence identity. CsdsRNasel and CsdsRNase2 were clustered in the same clade with dsRNase en-

zymes that showed dsRNA-degrading activity in Bombyx mori and Spodoptera litura. CsdsRNasel and

CsdsRNase2 were predominantly expressed in the midgut, consistent with the high distribution of

dsRNA degrading activity in this tissue, indicating that these two genes might be key nucleases in-

volved in dsRNA degradation in the midgut. The presence of multiple dsRNase gene sequences in C.

suppressalis, especially CsdsRNasel and CsdsRNase2, which were highly expressed in the midgut,
might affect the stability of dSRNA, thereby affecting RNA interference efficiency.

Key words: Chilo suppressalis; non-specific nuclease; gene clone; RNA interference (RNAi); dsRNase

T ALYE Chilo suppressalis &= FR FEI/KFE IR FE
R E R R E R —, BRI ERR
P oA (TRMIFEAS4R ,2018)  (H 2 i T2
SEAf FH R — 2% B, AR R ORI A T
P, S X% 3% H 7 FE ] B VA5 B R (5K Ui
85,2017) , AP RO . Hod , RNA T
Pt (RNA interference, RNAi1) 3% A 7] DA F i X 4%
RNA (double-stranded RNA , dsRNA ) {jT. 2k 3 1 {4 4

S ISR A AR K R B LM B, A2 E
B4 i H 19 (Price & Gatehouse, 2008 ; Zotti et al.,
2018) . LGk MG, BT RNAL LR SFHE (8
15 RNALF ARG FH T RiA A R R 35 dL, B —
FETT I T dsRNA #FR 741 B 2 HE 0 i8] LA
T A dsSRNA 1Y)77 FIE T HRE R R, A —
SE MW R —1 (Zhang et al.,2017) . DA, dsRNA
VR8T B AZ IR 2% BRI AE 8 B 3 O B AT P
(H BEAE,2020; F1IRAESE ,2021) , ERRARZG L —
LE 3 A RS PO R/ OO S SN ST
I, BA AR e 2558 i)™ el i) & J 25 1) ( B3R 3¢
45,2019) o SR, RNAT RO S H R E A A B
HA] 25 5 B R, RGP RNAL IRV & Tribolium
castaneum S H L HUA B o RSCR AR S T
1B AR A5 L 3L RNAT R i AL,
J AT T 5L T RNAL Y 3 U i 4 R 19 1
(Terenius et al.,2011; Wang et al.,2016) .

X F B HUR U, RNAL I &A1 i 2R A
FEN dsRNA 73+, SR a2l TH AL R Ge v i 4n i
WL, FE— 20 RO N AR A7, TS 1 R RGP
RNAi i (Joga et al., 2016) . 1E X 4~ i 7
dsRNA Fl1/N T3 RNA (small interfering RNA, siR-
NA)E R RNAL TR G R 58 ) 5 | S o, HOE
A0 P9 75 22 05 B 2 % 33 E RNAT R 5
R DB A 2 O HE ZA9AEH (Cooper et
al.,2019) . dsRNA 7314 F HUEE A A R a) k4%
DUBRACR  (BTE RIS Spodoptera litura 5558 H

A 3l A dsRNA BT EEANREA 25 [ i H
HYFERITTER , X 7T BE 5 dSRNA 73 F7EFE AL R H 9k
1% 182 i B % 45 5% (Cooper et al., 2019) . A BF 5% %
B, B HUAR Y dsRNA B i i (dsSRNA degrading nu-
clease, dsRNase) /& [ HU{A& P 3 5 dsRNA B fif (1) 32
T ¥ PR [ (Song et al., 2017; Peng et al., 2018) .
dsRNase J& T & — £ #% 1% B (non-specific nucle-
ase, NUC) & , NUC J& — i A A% 1 1R B /K i 3%
)7 R TR i , B AE /K fif ssDNA FIl dsDNA, X AEZK
fift sSRNA Fll dsSRNA (Friedhoff et al., 1996) . E 4 fiff
SR, IR UL %5 (Peng et al., 2021) | Hy 44 5 HI
Leptinotarsa decemlineata(Spit et al.,2017) ZR V. &
18 Locusta migratoria (Song et al.,2017) . H E /N4
H Anthonomus grandis(Garcia et al.,2017) FIHR 3 EL
Bemisia tabaci (Luo et al., 2017) %5 B H{K P 9
dsRNase 1] % 5 [# fift dsRNA, i i RNAi #) i
dsRNase 31K , BEME . E FEAR dsSRNA RS, A
M 4E T+ dsRNA 7E B WA N B RS e PR RN 2k, 1o
RNAi &

WG ZARBEAAR P dSRNA PR RN AT R
(5], AS A5 0 ) B PR s BRI, G5
i 1% 77 3 A % A AR Y T BB 2 5 dsRNA [ fif
() G ERAZ R T , LAIDI A o) IO A R T 52 k) dsRINAA B2 e
P B AL B2 X RNATRCR [ 5200, i I & E B
RNAi B ARSI .

1 Rl 5 A%
1.1

AR U AR AR A ARSI 2 N
W AR, S g Bttt IR IR
(28+1) °CAHXHESE 70%~80% , ML 16 h: D 8 he

AR B2 AL : RNA $2HUR] TRIzZol, K [H Invit-
rogen /A A 5 S 550 & PrimeScript™ RT Reagent
Kit with gDNA Eraser . ¢ 7E & PCR i & SYBR®
Premix Ex Tag™ Reagent, H 7Z TaKaRa 2% ] ;
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SMARTer RACE ¢cDNA Amplification Kit RACE §/”
) &, 22 [# Invitrogen 2 H) ; 2xTag Master Mix
DNA R A& [ , Fg 50 o MEHE A T s pEASY-T3 2844
Trans1-T1 KIG¥FF# Escherichia coli B 27540 M, b
A AN A HAa N Y o B P2 B4l . Nano-
Drop ND-2000 7356 B 4% , 3€ [ Thermo 23 7] ; T100™
Thermal cycler PCR 1Y , 3 [#] Bio-Rad 3 7] ; Applied
Biosystems 7500 System %52 1 PCR Y, 35 [ Invi-
trogen /A 1l s DY'Y-6C HUAZ iR HL Uk X, J 3 7s — 4=
B A B2 7] ; SpectraMax M5 Z I REREHR YL , I F
Molecular Devices 23 7l ; B2 205 384 T fLAR , 35 [
Corning 23 7]
1.2 Fik
1.2.1 = AL¥E ¥ RNA #9323 cDNA 4%,

fiff ) RN S {8 Ay AR B Sk bk e g S
[CAS 22 i MR D5 A Fn 2 Bz 41 4, R TRIzol i 771 2
HUE RNA SR 5 FIH 23 060 BE 146 I 48 B RNA
WL, FEAIH 19% B REwEGE R A UK A I RNA (1) Jot i
58 %, F| H PrimeScript™ RT Reagent Kit with
gDNA Eraser i) &5, DA 1 pg o RNA A, 5 F5 5%
A 8% cDNA B, T-20 CIAFREH .
1.2.2 A $ — A E A W e L%

AR B 2 38 1) %8 4% Bombyx mori dsRNase &
) cDNA J7 51 ¥, 28 2 112 /7 4] (GenBank % 5% 5
XP_004922835.1) , F| A< s BLAST # % — L It
D] 20 IR Sk 2H B804 T, ARAS IR PE A NUC BE 1K B
SR J5 Al FH Primer Premier 5.0 ZX{4F- MR 88 A5 H Fr F
Bti% 3T T RACE 119 GSP 3L [ EE S S W) (1),
i 37 RACE-PCR 313 &K PF /741 , 50 uL RACE-
PCR JZ WAK £ :2XLA Tag Master Mix 25 pL, UPM ifi
HI5195 uL, GSPFEHFERPES 14 1 uL,RACE ¢cDNA
it 2.5 uL, I JCA% FR 7K 22 50 uL. RACE-PCR J
AR :94 CARE30 s, 72 “CIB A FIZESH 3 min, 5N
1394 CAEH 305,70 CiR k30 s,72 CiE ‘K 3 min,
SAMEER ;94 C7EME30 5,68 °CIR K 30 5,72 CHEAi
3 min, 27 MG ; BT 72 CHEH 10 min, Fi% it
X A SRS [ 9 (1), S ik NUC 55 R iy 4
K ¥ . 50 uL PCR [ {4 % : 2xLA Tag Master
Mix 25 uL, F 51445 2 uL, cDNA #5452 uL, il
TCAZRRREE/K 22 50 uL, PCR W AT M :94 C AR
3 min; 94 CZEME15 5,60 CiE K 15 5,72 CHEH 3 min,
3AAMER ; T 72 CCHEAH 10 min, A FT IS [
P 1h i 4 it A R e A B A R
1.2.3 ALk & — M AT BR B AL R 69 R 42 B AT

ARSI NUC JE R 51 B IR 2 5L R 791 )

F F] NCBI BlastP (https://blast. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/
Blast. cgi) #¥%, Pfam (http://pfam. xfam. org/search/se-
quence) & £ H AR [ 5 A NUC % [ ik
DNA/RNA non-specific endonuclease (NUC) ¥, En-
donuclease NS RSP &5, F ] SignalP 4.1 Server
(http://www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/SignalP/) Tl Jlll #H [
E RS S IKF 41 . FFH ProtParam tool (http://web.
expasy.org/protparam/) FU & [ Y 435t A A HL 8
HIHH Clustal X 2.0 % 14 i 47 Z AL W2 2 7 91) e %
(Chenna et al.,2003) . 7E NCBI I &I~ # A A
PR E B NUC 2K 8 P8, 2t ZH 751 1
X3 Ll i MEGA-X SRR FH 4B Hak M dE NUC
RS KB W, E 1000 K bootstrap {H (Kumar et
al.,2018).

1.2.4 SRS 3EH2 2 PCRAZM NUC K R #2822 F k3%

SR FH S 95 i PCRAGHI RIS S i 4 HUR
] 20 41 dsRNase (1) mRNA 1%} kK. FH
Beacon Designer 8.0 £ {415 114~ [F] dsRNase & A (1)
SERTSE G E fE PCR 514 (3% 1), M SYBR” Premix
Ex Tug™ Reagent i7 & # 17 PCR [ i , 20 pL PCR
SN Z : SYBRIEA W) 10 L IE S I] 5945 0.4 pL
ROX %+ {2,371 0.4 uL .cDNABHT 1 pL . ToAZ R K
7.8 uL. PCRJMWFEIF:95 G530 5595 CIB A 5 s,
60 CHEM 34 s, 40 DMIEER . BEAFERLR ] 35
WAENAEY 2 EE . e RS, DRk
EF1 I RP49A N NSHEIN il i 27T kT3 HAR
FE PR ) mRNA M 235 7K - (Taylor et al., 2010)
1.2.5 dsRNA %85 J1 i Fo 5x & BB £ 1 i

il % 98 Y kR D A9 dsRNA, DLER (58 6 1R A
(enhanced green fluorescent protein, EGFP)
(GenBank %545 : DQ389577.1) HIAZ R ¥ 571 hy s
MO T —BUK R 24 bp 19 dsSRNA 437 (1F A% -
5-ACUUAGCUUAGCACAAACAACCCG-3', ;& ¥
% : 5-CGGGUUGUUUGUGCUAAGCUAAGU-3") ,
Ph 12 25 5k RNA B T 25 BR A PR F
A, TR IE SCEERY 5 b 1 ANk 5O k1A
(5-FAM) , Sz SCHE 1Y 335 fil_E 1A P 2K 525l 4k 1A
(3-BHQ1) , feJe i 1o 2 2555 1R JOB o thRic iy
dsRNA,

PADE AR IC dsRNA N JEE M , R 2 't 12 A6
dsRNA [ BTG 71 (Peng et al.,2018) . MHfiE —
1k B dSRNA [ fifk it 1) f¢ 3% pH, e il Glycine-KOH
ZZ 0 (F45 0.1 mol/L H & 2 . 0.1 mol/L NaCl ,
1 mmol/L MgCl, ., 1 mmol/L A& JE4i KX . 1 mmol/L —.
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B SOBE L 1 mmol/L 2R JE A ik 5L A1 10% Hh) ,
KOH 75 pH 43711 £ 6.5 .7.4.8.0.9.0.10.0 1 11.0,
[11) 3% 385 51 22 4% o AR TR] pH 9 0.1 mol/L Glycine-
KOH 2% i, ZEVK L% AR 5 4 i A3 53K 58
45 B AIRAE 16 000 g 4 CES Ly 10 min, BL_E T
W, F PR R S5 B0 20 min, BRI U, BD AL

it %, 1) 22 Ty B Wl A (SR % 7 o B 19 L KL
P, A 10 pmol/L 26 hR1E dsRNA 1 pL /R
MY, MUK R K 20 pL. 2w Ak £ 78 B0
TS 3R 2 M 384 Tl FL AR P HE AT, 1 R I T
37 °C, BRSNS 494 nm F1519 nm,
B30 s FEHZOGAFR S 9mE 1IK .

&1 AWRETANG| Y
Table 1 Primers used in this study

5|#¥) 4 X Primer name

5191731 (5'—3") Primer sequence (5'—3')

7514 3% Purpose

CsdsRNasel

CsdsRNase2

CsdsRNase3

CsdsRNase4

CsEndoG

CsdsRNasel-ETE-F
CsdsRNasel-ETE-R
CsdsRNase2-ETE-F
CsdsRNase2-ETE-R
CsdsRNase3-ETE-F
CsdsRNase3-ETE-R
CsdsRNase4-ETE-F
CsdsRNase4-ETE-R
CsEndoG-ETE-F
CsEndoG-ETE-R
CsdsRNasel-qPCR-F
CsdsRNasel-qPCR-R
CsdsRNase2-qPCR-F
CsdsRNase2-qPCR-R
CsdsRNase3-qPCR-F
CsdsRNase3-qPCR-R
CsdsRNase4-qPCR-F
CsdsRNase4-qPCR-R
CsEndoG-qPCR-F
CsEndoG-qPCR-R
CsEF1-qPCR-F
CsEF1-qPCR-R
CsRP49-qPCR-F
CsRP49-qPCR-R

GGAACTTGACGAGTATTCCCCGATTC
TACCTTCCGTGTCACTCAACTCCG
TGAACCGGAGACGCTACGTTTGTG
CGTAGCGTCTCCGGTTCAGACTGC
GATCCCAACTTAGCCAAGAGAAAGCG
GGGGTAACACCGCTTTCTCTTGGCTAA
CCGCCAGCGTCACCACTCCA
GACGGCAACTCAGACTTCAACTGGTT
CCCCTGCCACTGTGTTAGCACCTAT
CGCTGCTGGCAACCACCGA
ATGGGTGTAGTGGTTTTACTTG
TTATGTCAAAAGGCCGTTGACG
ATGCGTTTTTTAATCGTATTTGC
TTATGTTAAGAGGTCTATGG
ATGTTTCAACGGTTGTTCACG
TCATATTAAAATATCTCTCACTTCC
ATGAATCCTTGGTATTTAACTTCTAG
TCAATAAAATACTCCAGCAAC
ATGTTTCGTAAAAAAATATCGTAC
TCATATTTTTTTACCATTTATTCT
GCTTGCTATGGAAGAACAG
AATTATTGCCGAGGAGGTA
ATAGTGCTGGCTGTGTTA
AAGAAGATAGACTGGCTGAG
GATTCTGTGCGTGTTCAA
TTCATCCGTTGGCTCTAA
GGCAACTCAGACTTCAAC
GTAGCTGTCCAACTTCCT
GGATATGCGTTAGGACAGTA
ACCATCAGTATAAGGAGCC
TGAACCCCCATACAGCGAATCC
TCTCCGTGCCAACCAGAAATAGG
TGTTAGACACCATTCAGATAGG
GACCACAAGGAAGAAGATGC

5'RACE
3'RACE
5'RACE
3'RACE
5'RACE
3'RACE
5'RACE
3'RACE
5'RACE
3'RACE
RIS )

Full-length verification

9OLE R PCR
Quantitative real-time
PCR

D E dsRNA FEEAf il ) Bl Mg™ W JEE , R

pH & 1FF , Al FH A & Mg 9 0.1 mol/L Glycine-
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KOH ZZ et ARTE DK A1 m e AR 2= b 4] AL AR G 7o
HIAAS G146 B 1Y MeCL IS, M@ R B4y 1k 1.3 BUBHH

0.0.5.1.2.4.8.16.32 i1 64 mmol/L, ll =Z dsRNA
R ft T ()3 70 R0 VR ) o e AN TRl R R
dsRINA [ fift il 1) £ 3 S5 I it B, 6 BT i 45 45 38 pH
FIM W BE S5, 40 5IIHE 22,27 32,37 .42 .47 .52
F157 C AR [A) B2 07 2 T 60 0 dsRINA [ e il 119 7
PARY R M o
1.2.6 A3 RFEZLLF dsRNA B oh 7% )
SR G — AR BE S [R] 2 20 H dSRNA R fidt T 1) 115
7, Ff ) A 5 W Ay By FRAS Lk L i S
PR HALZL 2L, 1 0.1 mol/L Glycine-KOH 2 w3 fiff
& EIRH S, B SR AR AE UK B A3 A1 e 4
J5 ST RAE 16 000 g 4 °CF 5.0 10 min, U
W, T R AR SRS 0 20 min, BT, B R 2
OB o i A 5 022 H ) S0 451, 2 IR
1.2.5 5 AN [ ZH 20 v dsSRNA R 496 77,
R B3 Y2 S . A Bradford 15, L4
M35 88 A L IR M o, 25 S e i Y (i
NpER iR R e S e AR e e g - N

RIEHEFFH SPSS 20.0 HAEHEA TS 45047, 38
1 B 7 22 (ANOVA) 73T, K FH Tukey 15047 22
SR E A

2 ERE5SH

2.1 NUCEREMEIK cDNATPE

I FH 35 R 2 A Sk 2 48 R A5 3] ) AR R NUC
BN R BERREAI, 4305 1 RACE 514 fil 4 K cDNA
TEREIOIES |, A2k PCR 4 B AN A58 1 54
NUC 3 7 (1) 4= K cDNA J7 51, 43 5l & 4 > dsRNase
W FK RN (CsdsRNase 1~CsdsRNase4) F1 1 1~ En-
donuclease G W %% 3L A (CsEndoG) (Genbank % 55
5 KM229544~KM229548 ) , 4K cDNA [ FF it [%)
TEAE i 828~1 338 bp #% H R ALK, , Fi b 275~445 1
IR AR IL 4 TN 31.68~49.57 kD, Wi il 45 H
o 5.48~9.42, CsdsRNasel fll CsdsRNase2 7F N
Ui — > 16 > 2 3k R 7% I 4 B 1) 1 5 KUY 971
(£2),

F2 ZHENUCEEANSERF IS T

Table 2 Properties of CsNUC proteins based on deduced amino acid sequences

R4 BHBRKE  @RRKE Iy Tyt SEHL A EREZSUA=S TR EE R B

Gene name Nucleotide Amino acid ~ Molecular weight/  Isoelectric Signal peptide Endonuclease NS
length/bp length/aa kD point position position
CsdsRNasel 1338 445 49.57 8.79 1-16 186-427
CsdsRNase2 1263 420 47.07 9.42 1-16 164-402
CsdsRNase3 1206 401 46.30 5.48 - 141-383
CsdsRNase4 828 275 31.68 9.31 - 18-254
CsEndoG 933 310 35.07 9.32 - 90-298

—: &[5 90Kk, -: No signal peptide.

JIr A L PR 25 81 28 Pfam DG T30 35 5 A
FAAESF ) Endonuclease NS 25 #4138k (PF01223) (4
1-A) . EIERZ P XS R BR,BRTH 11D
TGP AR SR Z b, HA A 6 PR A7 8 IR
AL s FNEE B 455 A Y B —E AR
PE(E 1-B) .

3 ) A EE Ry AN AR LS 43 B &2 3, CsdsRNasel
Fl CsdsRNase2 11 24 FE 12 17 4 [A] U5 1 f 5, 3k 3
80%. CsdsRNase3 5 CsdsRNasel Fll CsdsRNase2 f)
FER T SIALLEE 53 31 50% F154%. CsdsRNase4
5 CsdsRNasel . CsdsRNase2 F1 CsdsRNase3 [ 2 3t
iR FH 8L BE 43 5 A 35% . 35% F11 40%. CsEndoG 5

CsdsRNases FFLLEE B AEK , A 23%~26%
22 NUCERMRFLEN

AU KRB ras R o , NUC FE R 05T DL gy
N2 AT K, Bl dsRNase #il Endonuclease G J5i4%
AR EAZAE YA [ A o3 3 SR AN R 53 3
I~ . CsdsRNasel~CsdsRNase4 5 # # H B B
dsRNase B2 7E—i , H CsdsRNasel £l CsdsRNase2
5 B A dsRNA [ fi# i 1% 71 19 %€ 4t BmdsRNase
(dsRNase-1) LA Sz #2075 Ik dsRNase (dsRNase-1 Fl
dsRNase-2) B2 7E —if2 . CsEndoG 5 E H EndoG
WARAE—H , J& T 4 ki /& Endonuclease G W % Ji%
(Fl2).
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A CsdsRNasel 4 e
445 aa EHEFREE Amino acid chain
CsdsRNase2 4@ .4
420 aa -
CsdsRNase3 <4 &S Ak Signal peptide
401 aa
CsdsRNase4 =< L
275 aa LR571R Endonuclease NS
CsEndoG <4 (PF01223)

B BmdsRNase MRLTLVLAALAVAVVALPSKLRTDLPEPGQLAFVLNEDEFEDYLDAYLALQQSEMLANQTRNDFRSGCTFRVNGDLEQPQPVYIHRGNYLSPTGNTGOMRLNRGEQULMACTGSG 115
CsdsRNasel MGVVVLLATLLVAVAALPANR----PEPGELAFLLSEDAFEDYLDAWLAMEEQKFANRTANIDLRSGCSFRVNGDLEQPQPYYLLGNNELHANGNTGOHRVNSGQOIRYSCPGSG 111

CsdsRNase2 MRELIVFASIVLAVLAVPVQ

-WSTME---VINKTTHARLSSGCSFRINGDLEQPOPVYLLENNFLRASGNTGOMNLRVGQOURISCPGNR 86

CsdsRNase3 MFQRLFTMILCVENVQNSERCRLNTRIHFEEPLPVTLRDDRILEPT DENGNUDLQHGDTITI#SCEDAG 68
CsdsRNase4 -
CsEndoG MFRKKISYIAQLSTVELAR----------- ¥21GOYNSKSHDNLSENSHLEN----G 42

BmdsRNase RIMRHPNVASNLAVGHVSCONNNLYT-ANIMRGNSARGOLTCSSHAYHDAQQTNTRCENNHEVI I
CsdsRNasel RSFRHTNIASTVHTANATCYNNNLVSGVGMMHGNSEGGLTCSAEAFHEAQATAGRCENNNIVI DNV|ZRTWMOS SIIRONRIEEY]
CsdsRNase2 NSHRHTNVASPVQTANATCYVSNNEVSGAGUMSKNSDAGGLTCSANAAHQAQATGRRCENNNIVI T\YDDVIFHT

CsdsRNase4 MNPWIAITS

REsfiiag 229
BIZSILAG 226
BRENETGE 201
R=FaLDD 182

YPLMWS Iy

RNRIEV! YHQNPP‘VSVFQS[ISE
YNQDATNAVHQN
EKRIEYIMWYNQDATIAVSQN

CsdsRNase3 -Y#VHPEMRSQIPTLVTCLGGENFGNDE/JNAPSQISYFRCPYPKNHCSQRINRTCEEGNPIIE ONQI3YPIMES SI¥NEAN|EHPMSKYTQKP %AYYQT

KSLYUSTIENYVHELS PDKHQOPG—- QR EG 57

CsEndoG ~ KIERNMPGLPIFGIVEARRPYTDGGIVKD
BmdsRNase NEeG]
CsdsRNasel SEaEG
CsdsRNase2 G PGE S

NAIFAD!
QANAD:
QYIUAD:

CsdsRNase3 GNJMRDUEPWTST P-UIET

CsdsRNase4 NLGK|RIAET) ANESQ

CsEndoG DEKPDESMHPFRSQNSD--==~===-==--=~-~

BmdsRNase RLVD ' PIE YKV VD SSIRIYENAR TR QAR
CsdsRNasel ILRD YDASRETGTANNS
CsdsRNase2 OQLRD YDASRINLGT/NS R
CsdsRNase3 NRVD YEPSTIARGI/NS PAE
CsdsRNase4 RMKPIDVDAINNEL ) MAUEDPK TIARATIVITIRNS S
CsEndoG ---KSMJRYQV T GANT|ANEE T HIMSAIV GE IS DG -~ ------

RRNRVP FEHLTKAHVTKNDQNS———KC 127

Jow 342
»GGG 339
%AQG 314

TNHFG 294
(VT AENTG 170
PRKESDG- 224

T
T
T
T

449
445
420
401
275
————— 310

A: AR NUC 2R P I SF A M R B . B: AR NUC 22 175115 % 4 BmdsRNase [ £ 5751 L X 45

PRSI 575 57 3 | R BT ) Dy FIAR L B RR AR B s R I FIRAF S P41 5 B G R TG AL s T A
WFRIR Mg 85 B0 KA ; —AIE RIS &0 i s Bm: 484t ;Cs: —{b#H . A: Conserved domain architecture of
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Fig. 1 Multiple amino acid sequence alignment of CsNUCs and conserved domain architecture
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Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree of NUCs from Chilo suppressalis and other organisms by using neighbor-joining method
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&I, 2 540K DNA M E Hil 51&5E , If BT DLk
— AT BN AR BT, P RS R A AR S 5 A
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XX EWE BT R ER IS (4 R A Dy e LA &
Rtk BEAFTE b, 75 B UK A dsRNA YR fEAIL
AR R A, Ak iE s uE s R b g
dsRNA [ fifk fil (135 732 55 T Ho A 41 21 (Peng et al.,
2018;2020a; Cooper et al.,2019) , ff LA+ Jig 45 e vk
223K 1) dsRNase F& [ 7" & dsRNA [ fif Jil 3% 1 00
PR TEC W R 2R A A e 3 T
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TP IR 5 ) dsRNase FE[K . Arimatsu et al.
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Fig. 3 Transcript profiles of CsdsRNases in different tissues of Chilo suppressalis
Pl rR B R Y B RR R . S [R) R R AR AN R 2 2] 48 Tukey HE 465625 5+ 1 3% (P<0.05) . Data are mean+SE. Different
letters indicate significant difference among different tissues by Tukey test (P<0.05).
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