Ol2) §)s9lis pole ale
(YPV-Y05) \YAY Jlo ¥ oles FF al>
39115" g 4 polio 05 il § OBLS o
Sl O 318 2 Ol0g>g0 b Leptinotarsa decemlineata
Migi 3134 9 Macrosiphum euphorbiae &% &9
Aphidius nigripes

Y \ s
G w9 (Sogule dal
Q\J.GJ oLisls ‘6})3\&5 IRCEH N gé.i};elﬂf eJ}f Sbsbal
O‘J@" ‘,‘,.:.S @"fﬁ“‘}(’—? Slidey A 4 db}@bﬁég)\géb| Al
INTAVAR IRV u:“}.’-"‘.', 'c_)b"

o>

(Aphidius nigripes) o1 %30,k 5 (Macrosiphum euphorbiae) iy i Kisls

L (aals 55 5 NYL 2354 Sadls OCT- 5l 5 BT- K350l 5) e jioms oS o35 3 59
L% 45 (Leptinotarsa decemlineata) s \S Susw & Cujplis ilisu SrpslSs 5 Sl
4 95 Sagu & Caglis Lolge oS ol 0L ARG s 23S 15 ) p 250 AELLST
~SS5 5 et DL LS o 31 OT M55k 5 i i b ) i JISI
s <ls 31 A nigripes o1 ass3l,u s M. euphorbige «i Sewsli copo p o sk BT
Llasls gl g ad ) il gl eSU g, mie ol S OCI-G5 05 bl Ko
DS ) o5 w1y $aalol3 cp it 5 p S mb 4 g 03T it g S Ot ol &)l
Ol plu b awlis j3 NYL 2354 s psls oS Wlasls OCI-K5 il 5 5 BT-K35 il 5
ey ple b amlin 53 oy ol wag Ao migripes a5l 55 b @Sk ke Gl
S Lyls s gl pl g ls il BT-SG5054005 ¢85 5y @ W LS 5500 e
Doy 2 it BB B 5 Sallis SIS 815 oS Sy 3 ol ST K (6) Caglis i
Corb 4y (S Jgl a3 53 Ny Slio S 48 338 o Blital i gl pl 1Bl bls s b

ubls a5 olE (o) adgl G035 b (W05 epl o el et &1 s 9 0k o0 05 13

(SIPFK gy o Ddn b Dl g (K5l 5 i o i = ol SiSan i SlST (S0 lg

BT,0CI, NYL
Ve 07 00 Y ) W F ler el o plaseils dockio
2 Shleiing o9 ans o i | golasi 4l Logas Sl gy Sl 4y Cond LS o aeds Caaglie ol
Soglie slul g GlalS @ ) Sl e JUE ogas 5 shmeten; (Sl il ol bl dex 5l &S
AV AY O ) ws S «l)l ) (Pyramidal resistance) o0 0551 Ll L(FF FY ) il e onnboliads b 6550
T TATY s oo pl VT Y ) Sl olS Gl b
dbise by (2l Glogy b o JWsl b plalS ol a3 ol 4 o5 J! (FY OF ) Conl oad o
S AR 3 e it sl el (ALS e b LS ladl 15 als 1S5 olowl el laz) s 51 oS el Jileco

6)5-:‘[9 S| 085S 458



IYAY Jlo oY o,los FF ale el (65,5La psle aloo YA

5 p30 4z bl g, IPs 5 BT (s Jzol ol
(Yo AP ) abl oo goyms jo Leﬂ b ledss
RN I ERNIE ORI
Sl gl glpre 5 (Al lagm)p ol s
Foil GlaiaSeny Cll 5y lazs Gl
Baa pé Dldgzge g phewsST ezl plo b Jelge ol
S opielae g age oolatul gl «(Notarget Organisms)
YY) sl (55950 6ol jluly (65,5l88 6 o plalS ol
5 e S e G il ol e (T
Sewge 4 polie Sl (Sajoaw o) 50 poiinne
Macrosiphum — coojogms & owliiicun g3, 30l 5
Aphidius )] oSgu3lb 9 euphorbiae (Thomas)
bylis 0 (o e log>ge leias migripes (Ashmead)
polio ol duslio (pod oy (nl 50 el 285!
55 i) 5 B 4 WSS pylie lalS b Sl

Dgds oo 10y coyd Caoglie By

B w9 9 lge

olbye obS
Solanum tuberosum L.) ejoum olS o8, zi
285 )3 Galeil 2)5e gL Sge 4 plis 5 (Jyons
Sl obS (Aliog g0 oy duglie 9)90 (lalS
Bacillus thuringiensis St CryllIA 5 s4>) BT
oS (@ (Y0 OF) NewLeaf™ &8 5 Ly oud oy
585,l03L G ,Oryzacystatin I 5 g9l>) OCI- S35 il 5
JIgY oBadls o oS iy ails el wd S (IP i leS
S pglin oS (g (YY) Canl ous oy boblS
LS g 3 oS 5 ¥l oS5 ol NYL 2354

Fyore rojoaw b oy caejoem (S5 &S
oKisls o (Solanum berthaultii X S. tuberosum)

G 4o ly 90 (69 8 .(VF) Conl ool adg (S el Ji)e8
Sy ey a4 walis yles Kennebec 5 Superior glagls
OCI 4 BT 55 il oalS
35 i b (o 5 B0 ) o, 008 S G §f plaks
Sl Y el g 10 Hhad 4y SlalalS (o Sjailg>aeis

Ll o glesdsn Ol glgl sbnl ax 0 5 olS
pro 3 pgd ok Syl dze QN oy il
L b diz gl jiuSen, il Lo 4 oldco o)
6‘0}3 Con| )\ ‘u;i.”.l}ﬂ Gl @‘9.? 3 [FYSHPPES
(\CV sYlV sY\ 5\9 s\a ¢ \Y ‘V 5?) M)‘Q)PJ’
Slp b S5ty 8ol adgr plalS Gl g0l 4 b
)A-AS.’ ) A.Jy (d..\.b uﬁ]) o}w.‘> AS.?‘ ))‘).a o L)M lAjLD.A
S9y okLS ol adl xSl Jlisl Gl g wlasl
FY OF) Cosl 48,5 )3 axgi 950 S Bud 1l Slog>ge
59 plozal oy (ol a)lse alex I aST Jl (Y9
S es ol izl b iiSany g Ol il colil 5 adlas
2 o o ol oy Glszge ple popglie LS
5 Bacillus thuringiensis (BT) spSL Sy
oy e ywd ! (Inhibitor Proteinase IPs) g » glaons ol
Rl Saglie sbml gy GlalS (oses s sln @l
oS (YO ¥ Y YA Y AF O wdil e ol
S 55T 1o CryMIA. o 5 b 955 55 i
sa,l;b) (Oryzacystatin 1) &G psbwsnly )| g BT
O3l 9ol AS Ssgs s 5o Cuaglio slmyl (sl (AP 5l
LIS S Jlie 0 Les oad wdy lasejonm
Bas opi> leie & Leptinotarsa decemlineata (Say)
ol ools i s aSl> o ol 48,8 )13 bl o590
358 S8l 4 Cond 4z F BT (6550 () ol (shnjims o5
ool pgo az o GBI i ol 0 Ll ol edg pgli
g gaejoew pgd axe Sl Ll () sbb e
S 55 5 S b Sy S 5 )5S
o e 5 Jpase ol L alie 5 08 5o
F ) wsl el o )l 18 aee Ol bl
U"}‘” )é 6«5 )LA-mJ uLC}Uo‘ cJL’>).Q‘J (Y’/\ ch’ ‘Y‘\ ¢Y‘



Yfa g3l )5 Ssgan ay pylie S35 el ol 2iSen 15 Ss 5 5550l

4 ond R slp bl ead Wi ol Jbe db slears
$:°C gl o wid S 3l e g Jie YYOC leo
ol S gleais s WS Sis celw FA Coe @
ol il S5 4 gl g Sl o Aol
20,8 Cud g 605 o5l (0.001 mg)
gy~ oL ad

Al sk g gloj 5l &S (Soyp pom (o slaatd
@Ol &jgay aivgy 00" 0y Jlad olS =y 51 Sy o 55,
Babe aguihl S By po SL 5Y5 JgueS JB o
ed b Giolesl o eols I3 6 l0Kess solel yle>
e (ol IS Jae plnil ame 4y 5 wlioe (655
s S Jite abgie jled olS 59y 5 @5 oS
JowS U2l @ ol il O jgar il Slege (glaas
Ol sl e 4008 Cod il Jlaio] i0g S je slass
Sl g )6 B plonil )b aws aillg) o3l Jos &l wdgnil
709 o Lo 00,5 Cod (65385 pok LaaSgn il g
5 e ouile oy slasdginill b amlie o lausenjlib
25 ol b gl S plej 5l 5 g0 5 0 8590 Jobo
L3S 8 Jes SO g dlore celis cns

2 ok oS e p g badguill S
S Gl oo 5 5 slansgnll Gy il allaz ctolejl
loasgill ad 65 ojlul wiog edal Cusdy 39 (b9,
5oou7m)§5ﬁ&u)ﬁ)o4§6&b@&9§&m@
S5y 2 Badsill 6ygloly S8 rizmer WwsS s
IS 2 6 Wl Ghogn 5 Sileomes b e plals
ool ysbhiie s ad (555 o5l b3l 8590 ol iy
So 0 5 odgihl 90 b elyer (goldil ek aSgnl (s
68 (g ranil 10 b 5 YO glis| L Sedly Glas b b
Jlo jo aiad eals 18 wb o dsed (5,95 Abewgy LS 9 YL
B)ly Grajos S p ez oS sl QIS S Sg)ls ol
5 olS b eoly |8 4l pgw ys 0,9 T+ L Norleand
Gy ol Sl was glaal g olS L alljg, laa
g 3l om VW g Ve AP Glagg; o laasyjlib (s9lsl;
deslona b cage sl b ol e glaatd 5 (ol (5l L

il S gl boulS SB wind iS5 5 cuiS
Slom e S0 V1 1 Y Cad 4 el 058 g dnle
2 oklE wah Bl a4l g ol gl il
VO £V s Cogby o YYEYO'C los b albls Ll
Sp FF ol 5l Ltolesl sles (o aius ools bygp oo
20,5 oolaiwl
Sy SIS

oolatul @lde 0,000 i pdaw 90 10 0 pii> 43gS g0
Oy Macrosiphum euphorbiae e jouu & 0355
ol 9853l 5 @le 0pz pg gl jo lgalS ot
pow gl )0 jleslieS oyt leixy Aphidius nigripes
e 00255

)y 5 adgnill s e Lol oS fpsn ol
Oalis ialejl 0590 (Y o b oS Norleand  oejoo
Al g b 3 S ol ol gl o soliil il
s o 2 gl g Stalel 2 sl o) eolil s
Fox Foox Yo ool a4 et S yo bl cpl 5l oae Ve
o N Gilele, S F-F olS S A ol e sl
Sl b IS5 5l e slvo gy ¢ Ol i a S cels VY
S Ll i g lalely G g0 ie ja s
Glp ol e Bl dS o gl jee 5l alin g ST
G358 aSeuill SIS (lulel
9 ) ddgiill sae £ olaws g Sl il dw w gloo g
JSes b F e adlal )] 4 celes YF Ge sl (0o
7 badgnll SIS (il s i glagls
Ay 5 o0 Bl
Py
i —olS (fiSon

@l (aele V-F) oud Waie 03l (le> 0,9 £+ olaws
S sl 3 ool Sygar 5 QL s Sl
Sy 59y wMise s 1y 69 SwS 4 Ll jlas Sl
slasi g woil lis ailjy, ol sl I3 olS Sle
Sl )8 b Wl oyt e b LT Jlaiol yagiS e
adgl Slaws & oaile o) sladild Cud jl ladld jegS

08 SiS (g e slp 285 18 Jee SO g e



IYAY Jlo oY o,los FF ale el (65,5La psle aloo Yo

Macrosiphum  _osjogms &b posS o o> =) Jodz
ooyap Aphidius nigripes )| ssgu;l,b o euphorbiae

(SR (Jgere g S5l 5 i sland ) (g9, audly

s S w98 p ey

n ad L5 55l
bk 65 5D (kb s 5D
NYL 235-4 60  41.67 b 183 a

Superior-BT 60 11.67 a 40.7 b**
Superior 60 500 a 233 a
Kennebec-OCI 60 500 a 16.7 a
Kennebec 59 847 a 237 a

ool s il Y Gy b gt o 0 polie el LS5 olaw 1
b (Uas /Y gmhas 3 ** 470 gl j0%) Pearson’s Chi-square e;]
Al o gire S K0S,

o3l 59, suie ol 5l Transgenic-OCI olS WSl
A. nigripes .| asgu;3,b g M. euphorbiaeas s 55
oS 55, » badenill 5 leand oyl anal
G Coms g i o wals 4 ces Transgenic-OClI
(Y 5V sl JSs) ol o0y pl 90 5l o Transgenic-BT
oS nl 53y 2 llejl 050 Dlpt (5 yglaly D8 izmen
Yoog YV coi) ol oo wals iy S50l
(VS 159, St )3 oololo gy

300 - C

250 -

(p )5 5,50) Sz (435

NYL  Superior-BT Superior Kennebec -OCI Kennebec

e)L: Jl)‘: 6[4%4.:.».» LY ,]09.;).4 (w.i}l.uo + SEM) S u)s -\ J&»A
o8y & 6y, a8k bye, Macrosiphum euphorbiae 50 g
oY B b GlapSile aj Jyers g Sl i
5005 b s /0 mlaw o Fisher’s PLSD 9051 olsl o5 e

Bl g ls g SN

25 Sr T blS Gy, » kbl i () w08
ol 0,98 o )0 PO )+ ond Cugb, V-V °C glos
s el el A S 6 5 18
Wodls Julo g 4y

Rl 5 ol doles JaS £ B 5 s Lyl
&b 5l b g Pearson’s Chi-square g, 4 odel Cusds
2w S Ll g a2 (ANOVA) ulylgstl
L booyeSlee 0,0 B gl o lo e S 0929 )50
G 4w s awlie S8y L PLSD-Ficher' S.s
il oy day oMbl 4w s
Mcintosh jg.l5 L Statview 5127 5 SuperANOVA
s plos

oW

Ssgs & Cooslie Jalge a8 ol olis baile] mbs
Al olidilan) g5y Sy yuf g e JII 4y g0l IS
5 el joogSye W NS o Sl O aigill g (ajes
14 =46.89; P=0.0001 o5 ;) (sl sins sk Waadsnys
Sl ilize by s, ( C4 =46.89; P=0.0203
S TEVSY L NYL ol (g5, 4 yoscSpo oy s uiilo
Sl o el edg Superior g, 10 L oo op kS
5 Transgenic-BT oL (55, wgnjll mesS e cnyivin
5 ¥V ) Transgenic-OCL (g5, ol oS
AV Jso) ol lisl (LVSIV

sl b awlie o Transgenic-BT o5 (g5, laars
Fio50 =82.93; ) )losme sk (Superior) sg>
s WY E YV U ) gymeS o5 s (P=0.0001
Syololy ©ya8 a0 () JSS) wileags (Y40 = #/Vug
Fags =98.86; ) s foins sk o5 cul 55, 2 btz
Transgenic- oLS (Y JS&) o4 vals 5l e (P=0.0001
(F JS8) cdl polie 236 adgushb 059 g9, BT
2ok Gl gy badgill seesS e uitier Geimes
dwlio ;o 1+ 5l o) Goleyl 0550 HLE ple b avslis
AV Jsiz) ol 3] (Ll gl ooy YYIY 5 VA L

1. Fisher protected least significant difference procedure



Tol g3l lS Sag & polie S35 (il 5 QMBS iSiom 6 S 5 (5590l

&

—)

Cands Gl Julos BB oBays g0 5l Leiulej] b
ol @l mhe gla o S ] S3) Sl olS S
Tolw 3 Sldgzge plo 59, SIS et (o) pg0 g (S
&S s o i wls (goges ) olie 6,00y 5V
S e B2 S L a5 00l S Sgu 4 Canglie Jolge
olS pei 4 gl IS Svgus ply )0 Canglie ol (gl o
ul))‘ 6‘ ‘é G‘..\.C o).ou) C}.Ia.m )é g_J‘)...M.’> )JL...J

ooy 3 el cus p (0:Slke & SEM) w) 0)98 Jsb -V Joox
Glods 5:Sks) 6yloly e izen g ok Al po U o35 i
&9, 43b o9 Aphidius nigripes sSgu3l b’ (SEM # ouis IS

(s (Jyere 9 Sl il slagd,

(P 955%0) Sz (435

6“&; n RESRSTINIP I &3l
Py (csln)

NYL 235-4 18 403.7+3.0a 15 75£13D
Superior-BT 17 427.0+65b 12 41£09a

Superior 14 4222+36b 15 70+£13Db
Kennebec-OCI 12 419.8+37b 18 9.0x15Db
Kennebec 14 4203+55b 19 42+10a

pS i N G b O 3 ol ol LSS sl
Sl KusG | Uas 70 a3 Fisher’s PLSD Ogma3l

.JJJ‘JJ J\:g;lu

LQU el Lo r:Lu s Ju)‘») NN ).o‘ u.u‘ L(bg.o)).t
LB IS Gl “_i..,)uwlf QLQL:S & S SeedS ML&A
il Yaera g 0dg Clgzge plo g9, PR
Wil oo (e Hladid) aphe Ol b G )85k
ST @ Canglie Jolse o 4> 5 (FF FY e 09)
b Sl 4l e Sl GalS s (B sl
S (Ban 508) Shgzse plo g ogliie 5 Sty JB

1. Standard Error of Means

40 -

30 -
20
10 |
M B B B B 1] -

Superior-BT Superior Kennebec-OCI  Kennebec

Macrosiphum ~ Jb o aus (ke £ SEM) S 5 glol; =Y IS
s s Jyome 5 S5 il 5 it o8y iy g, euphorbiae
o Fisher’s PLSD (y505] (bl p oS jie Y Gy b slopnSibe

Dyl by g DS K0S b las 10zl

= FEMALES
®| MALES

160

140 B8C
120 4
100 4

80 4

) S 3

60

40 4

204

NYL Superior-BT Superior Kennebec OCI Kennebec

e i Wl )
e o @l slag g loosks (SEM %580e) S5 555 T S
iz o8, w93, 48l 5,9, Aphidius nigripes agg )l suk

2 oSyde (Y o b b Sile . diejoaw (Jyere g S5l
Jougins 5205y L s 70 gl o Fisher’s PLSD :ygojl Ll

Al o B iz 50 I e S 05 Kl (%) 0yl 5l

15 @Vl Canglio sl NYL 2354 SudlS” polie oS
Ot LS ol gy, el aS ek oy wl bl
(YUS2) 318l5 e 5 1 Jgoz 0%+ 5] (i) yoageS o
A. nigripes sSgujll jes; &5 Siee ,o il )
9y Bagjhl Casl ails olS ol b 1y 6,85k e
Spe LS plo b aglie 5 S i oS
2 et o ol (V Jpiz) wiogy gy sy 1)l Gialejl
S Gloy buadgn il ams jo w00 ) (o 0)9

LS o o 355 (S0 JeeSS sl )




IYAY Jlo oY o,los FF ale el (65,5La psle aloo Yoy

5 ol ool Jaml o5 (GB g polaidl Canb 4 (S
L) o5 ool o s92ee Jleiol GlaisSeny 4 o
08X ) cls aals oLE (oos) ads) sl b
5o JESIL plals (Siy Jbdle 5o s« Su3glsST oS
ooy JB g Dlodblas Gl b pol Sl wz b
Ghls v (B ol o 5o Tojhie by (85 o5 )z e
Bua 8 Obezse Sidshom p Salite 5 e Sl
Shls oS o 50 plojer sk Ll plsuz sgzg il oo
izl plo p P gmin B o 5 Josrm Sl S5
oolaul jekaies a5 a0yl 1Ll wlgs winsS]
Gl (65,glaS s Sy 0 S5l plalS 5l ange
OLlS cnl Jliol glaisSeny 22 25l 3 Gunlor
PEalesl Lulpl g0 j0 )5 53,90 43590 Slogzse plo b
TV APV ) 0,5 18 cwyp 990 30 jshy alymo g
(SiPFSSgn slas glws 3l ms Glopos e BTV
Congj oo ol Jleiol (il Sllas ] (Ses v b

235 S gl

Sl b

oLl JlgY oisls sbewl C. Cloutier Bl wl>
5 WM. Tingey joudy 5l (old cale glo slosal, [blx
g sy glooas Jlol by 150l s oSl
SaS bl s oKasls Jbobiwl auel jgate iSs GBI
BTSN PR P (S soss cab cuiS a
G ydlans el sl (gly o)l olKils ighp piomecidglas
D9 0 (6 Bl dilosos 3ot (| oSS S 1oL &
ogh sole o San aly B o agh
ol&ils (65,5liS 0uSLiils g o)l 5 oliily (g3,9liS oaSiiilo
o &Sl oads pll S ake locis, e 5l JlgY

20 5 (o0 &)l el alasy

REFERENCES

(FY ) Y 02 8T ail alib rablieds dlex
S b NYL oS 5 coglie Je L 5 e
Gy Gejee 4 Gl (o
Col 0y i (Solanum berthaultii X S. tuberosum)
o3 9 05 o )3kl &5 o0 a4 I (YF)
b 2 8 4 el g plopen JolSS g8 S Jel> (b
BT o5 Jo (S 8 lags il &SIl il oo
392y Sl oz e (V0 O F) 51 5L S
S obae 580 Jobe Canl (e 428 i il
A8 T elS S5 5o 5

il 5 ames o ojlsen 595 LSS (b 0wy Slagzge
00,5 bl (KoLl o a4 i 45 WS 0 drwg |
Jro 0y Jolge plo bl slajlad ply o o)lsen GlalS
pled &5 55 jpal (lgee o )b LS llelS
Rlr 3 sladl LSS )5l o5 olS a5l slacdsbie
I ows ol b s ohas (F0) aiil smelS ol
Wgh oo Bl auS oo adss Ll 5l o5 LS lacssss
Colgl Glie CuhS e el e ol sl 0oz
Slepg)S plo WS 0 5 Slpio aalsr banl (V4 FA)
az dal) cplils 8 el QLI (pyee 5 segignST
4 Bl (Jole plo g0y (o 4z Wl ol g 0pi
b b 55 ol S5 ol 5 395 g i oSS
ol b Shogzge o alealy @ly 5 ol by 5 (Sl
Wyean 9 WS (o0 oo adlgi 00,8 0 (b Sl co
ol Wl g 8 b Slogzse (s Ulgi Ly (Sl (F4)
5 o5 e o ol e ans b cod
i o JS 1y Ll ous;
& S A

22 OB9se 59, LS o it glagy Sl peilss
Jola=yd )0 g ooy s (0106 600y alie shans

1. Abel, P., De B. Hoffmann N. Rogers S., Fraley R. T. and R. N. Beachy. 1986. Delay of disease
development in transgenic plants that express the tobacco mosaic virus coat protein gene. Science, 232:

738-743.

2. Ashouri A. 1999. Interactions de la résistance aux ravageurs primaires avec les ravageurs secondaires et
leurs ennemis naturels: le cas des pucerons (Homoptera: Aphididae) sur la pomme de terre (Solanaceae).

Ph.D. Thesis. Universit¢ LAVAL, Canada. 186 pp.



Yoy g3l )5 Ssgan ay pylie S35 el ol 2iSen 15 Ss 5 5550l

3. Ashouri, A., Michaud D. and C. Cloutier. 2001. Unexpected effects of different potato resistance factors
to the Colorado potato beetle (Coleoptera: Chrysomelidae) on the potato aphid (Homoptera: Aphididae).
Environ. Entomol., 30: 524-532.

4. Ashouri, A., Michaud D. and C. Cloutier. 2001. Recombinant and classically selected factors of potato
plant resistance to the Colorado Potato Beetle, Leptinotarsa decemlineata, variously affect the potato
aphid parasitoid Aphidius nigripes. BioControl, 46: 401-418.

5. Ashouri, A. and C. Cloutier. 1996. Interactions entre les pommes de terre résistantes au doryphore
(Leptinotarsa decemlineata), les ravageurs secondaires et les ennemis naturels. /23ieme Réunion annuelle
de la Sociéteé d'intomologie du Québec (SEQ), Canada.

6. Ashouri, A., Overney S., Michaud D. and C. Cloutier. 1998. Fitness and feeding are affected in the two-
spotted stinkbug, Perillus bioculatus, by the cysteine proteinase inhibitor, oryzacystatin I. Arch. Insect
Physiol. Biochem., 38: 74 - §3.

7. Barbosa P. and S. D. Wratten. 1998. Influence of plants on invertebrate predators: Implications to
conservation of biological control. In; Conservation Biological Control (P. Barbosa, ed.) pp. 83-100.
Academic Press, San Diego.

8. Barbosa P., Saunders J. A., Kemper J., Trumbule R., Olechno J. and P. Martinat. 1986. Plant
allelochemicals and insect parasitoids: effects of nicotine on Cotesia congregata (Say) (Hymenoptera:
Braconidae) and Hyposoter annulipes (Cresson) (Hymenoptera: Ichneumonidae). J. Chem. Ecol., 12:
1319-1327.

9. Benchekroun A., Michaud D., Nguyen-Quoc B., Overney S., Desjardins Y. and S. Yelle. 1995. Synthesis
of active oryzcystatin | in transgenic potato plants. Plant Cell Rep., 14: 585-588.

10.Boulter D., Edwards G. A., Gatehouse A. M. R., Gatehouse J. A. and V. A. Hilder. 1990. Additive
protective effects of different plant-derived insect resistance genes in transgenic tobacco plants. Crop
Prot., 9: 351-354.

11.Cloutier C., McNeil J. N. and J. Regniere. 1981. Fecundity, longevity, and sex ratio of Aphidius nigripes
(Hymenoptera: Aphidiidae) parasitizing different stages of its host, Macrosiphum euphorbiae
(Homoptera: Aphididae). Can. Entomol., 113: 193-198.

12.Dogan E. B., Berry R. E., Reed G. L. and P. A. Rossignol. 1996. Biological parameters of convergent lady
beetle (Coleoptera, Coccinellidae) feeding on aphids (Homoptera, Aphididae) on transgenic potato. J.
Econ. Entomol., 89: 1105-1108.

13.Gatehouse A. and J. Gatehouse. 1998. Identifying proteins with insecticidal activity: Use of encoding
genes to produce insect-resistant transgenic crops. Pestic. Sci., 52: 165-175.

14.Gill S. S., Cowles E. A. and P. V. Pietrantonio. 1992. The mode of action of Bacillus thuringiensis
endotoxins. Ann. Rev. Entomol., 37: 615-636.

15.Girard C., LeMetayer M., Zaccomer B., Bartlet E., Williams I., BonadeBottino M., PhamDelegue M. and
L. Jouanin. 1998. Growth stimulation of beetle larvae reared on a transgenic oilseed rape expressing a
cysteine proteinase inhibitor. J. Insect Physiol., 44: 263-270.24

16.Gould F. 1998. Sustainability of transgenic insecticidal cultivars: Integrating pest genetics and ecology.
Ann. Rev. Entomol., 43: 701 - 726.

17.Gregory P., Tingey W. M., Avé D. A. and P. Y. Bouthyette. 1986. Insect-defensive chemistry of potato
glandular trichomes. In; The plant surface and insects (B. E. Juniper and T. R. E. Southwood, eds.), pp.
173-183. Blackwell Publishing Ltd, Oxford.

18.Hilder V. A. and A. M. R. Gatehouse. 1990. Transforming plants as a means of crop protection against
insects. Outlook Agric., 19: 179-183.

19.Hilder V. A., Gatechouse A. M. R., Sheerman S. E., Barker R. F. and D. Boulter. 1987. A novel
mechanism of insect resistance engineered into tobacco. Nature, 330: 160-163.

20.Hoy C. W., Feldman G., Gould F., Kennedy G. G., Reed G. and J. A.Wyman. 1998. Naturally occurring
biological controls in genetically engineered crops. /n; Conservation Biological Control (P. Barbosa, ed.)
pp. 185-205. Academic Press, San Diego.



IYAY Jlo oY o,los FF ale el (65,5La psle aloo Yof

21.Johnson M. T. and F. Gould. 1992. Interaction of genetically engineered host plant resistance and natural
enemies of Heliothis virescens (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) in tobacco. Environ. Entomol., 21: 586-597.

22.Jouanin L., Bonadé-Bottino M., Girard C. and G. Morrot. 1998. Transgenic plants for insect resistance.
Plant Sci., 131: 1-11.

23.Kaloshian I., Kinsey M. G., Ullman D. E. and V. M. Williamson. 1997. The impact of Meu/-mediated in
tomato on longevity, fecundity and behavior of potato aphid, Macrosiphum euphorbiae. Entomol. Exp.
Appl., 83: 181-187.

24.Kennedy G. G. and R. T. Yamamoto. 1979. A toxic factor causing resistance in a wild tomato to the
tobacco hornworn and some other insects. Entomol. Exp. Appl., 26: 121-126.

25.Kogan M. 1986. Natural chemicals in plant resistance to insects. lowa State J. Res., 60: 501-527.

26.Landolt P. J. and T. W. Phillips. 1997. Host plant influences on sex pheromone behavior of phytophagous
insects. Ann. Rev. Entomol., 42: 371-391.

27.Lecardonnel, A., Chauvin, L., Jouanin, L., Beaujean, A., Prévost, G. and B. Sangwan-Norreel. 1999.
Effect of rice cystatin I expression in transgenic potato on Colorado potato beetle larvae. Plant Science,
140: 87-98.

28.Maclntosh S. C., Kishore G. M., Perlak F. J., Marrone P. G., Stone T. B., Sims S. R. and R. L. Fuchs.
1990. Potentiation of Bacillus thuringiensis insecticidal activity by serine protease inhibitors. J. Agric.
Food Chem., 38: 1145-1152.

29.Malone L. A., Giacon H. A., Burgess E. P. J., Maxwell J. Z., Christeller J. T. and W. A. Laing. 1995.
Toxicity of endopeptidase inhibitors to honey bees (Hymenoptera: Apidae). J. Econ. Entomol, 88: 46-50.

30.Malone L., Burgess E., Christeller J. and H. Gatehouse. 1998. In vivo responses of honey bee midgut
proteases to two protease inhibitors from potato. J. Insect Physiol., 44: 141 - 147.

31.Maxwell F. G. and P. R. Jennings. 1980. Breeding plants resistant to insects. Wiley, New York.36

32.Meeusen R. L. and G. Warren. 1989. Insect control with genetically engineered crops. Ann. Rev.
Entomol., 34: 373-381.

33.Michaud D. 1994. Potentiel des oryzacystatines I et II pour la production de plantes transgéniques de
pomme de terre résistantes au doryphore. These de doctorat, Université Laval, Canada. 213 pp.

34.Pelletier Y. and D. Michaud. 1996. Insect pest control on potato: genetically-based control. In Lutte aux
insectes nuisibles de la pomme de terre - Potato insect pest control (R. M. Duchesne and G. Boiteau, eds.),
pp. 69-80. Proceedings, Symposium, Ministére de 1'Agriculture, des Pécheries et de I'Alimentation du
Québec, QC, Canada.

35.Perlak F. J., Stone T. B., Muskopf Y. M., Petersen L. J., Parker G. B., McPherson S. A., Wyman J., Love
S., Reed G., Biever D. and D. A. Fischhoff. 1993. Genetically improved potatoes: protection from damage
by Colorado potato beetles. Plant Mol. Biol., 22: 313-321.

36.Plaisted R. L., Tingey W. M. and J. C. Steffens. 1992. The germplasm release of NYL 235-4, a clone with
resistance to the Colorado potato beetle. Am. Potato J., 69: 843-846.16

37.Poppy G. 1997. Tritrophic interactions: Improving ecological understanding and biological control?
Endeavour, 21: 61-65.

38.Price P. W., Bouton C. E., Gross P., McPheron B. A., Thompson J. N. and A. E. Wies. 1980. Interactions
among three trophic levels: Influence of plants on interactions between insect herbivores and natural
enemies. Ann. Rev. Ecol. Syst., 11: 41-65.

39.Schuler T., Poppy G., Kerry B. and 1. Denholm. 1998. Insect-resistant transgenic plants. Trends
Biotechnol., 16: 168-175.

40.Speight M. R., Hunter M. D. And A. D. Watt. 1999. Ecology of insects: concepts and applications.
Blackwell Science, Oxford. 349 pp.

41.Stadler B. and M. Mackauer. 1996. Influence of plant quality on interactions between the aphid parasitoid,
Ephedrus californicus Baker (Hymenoptera: Aphidiidae) and host, Acyrthosiphon pisum (Harris)
(Homoptera: Aphididae). Can. Entomol., 128: 27-39.



Yoo g3l )5 Ssgan ay pylie S35 el ol 2iSen 15 Ss 5 5550l

42.van Emden H. F. 1991. The role of host plant resistance in insect pest management. Bull. Entomol. Res.,
81: 123-126.

43 . Westedt A., Douches D., Pett W. and E. Grafius. 1998. Evaluation of natural and engineered resistance
mechanisms in Solanum tuberosum for resistance to Phthorimaea operculella (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae).
J. Econ. Entomol., 91: 552 - 556.

44, Wiseman B. R. 1994. Plant resistance to insects in integrated pest management. Plant. Dis., 79: 927-932.



Iranian, J. Agric. Sci. Vol. 34, No. 2, 2003

Interactions of Genetically Engineered Potato Resistance to Colorado

Potato Beetle Leptinotarsa decemlineata and Nontarget Organisms:
Effects on Biology of Potato Aphid Macrosiphum euphorbiae
and it’s Parasitoid, Aphidius nigripes

A. ASHOURI' AND H. ASKARY”

1, Assitant Professor, Department of Plant Protection, Faculty of Agriculture,
University of Tehran, 2, Assistant Professor, Research Institute of Forests
& Rangelands, Forest and Rangeland Protection Division, Tehran, Iran.
Accepted Jun., 11, 2003

SUMMARY

Fitness of potato aphid Macrosiphum euphorbiae and it’s parasitoid Aphidius
nigripes were studied when the host was reared on either of five potato lines
(transgenic-BT, transgenic-OCI, NYL 235-4 and two controls) with different
mechanisms of resistance to the Colorado Potato Beetle (CPB) Leptinotarsa
decemlineata. Results indicated that factors of potato resistance that are currently being
developed mainly against the CPB affected the nontarget organisms in different ways.
BT potatoes negatively affected fitness indices of M. euphorbiae and aphid parasitoid,
whereas OCl-potatoes unexpectedly improved aphid and parasitoid performance.
Aphids and parasitoids were larger on OCI and smaller on BT potatoes than in controls.
This difference was reflected on aphid fecundity, which was lowest on BT, and highest
on OCI. Parasitoid survival was significantly lower on the BT potatoes as compared to
other lines. The parasitoid developed significantly faster on 'NYL 235-4' than on other
lines. The results indicate that the performance of potato aphid as a secondary pest as
well as it's parasitoid depends on the nature of the resistance factors; factors involved
while developing specific resistance to primary pests.

Key words: Insect-plant interaction, Transgenic plants, Biotechnology, Nontarget
organisms, Bacillus thuringiensis, Oryzacystatin [, NYL.
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