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Abstract: To elucidate the thrips species composition in cowpea fields of Guangxi,
systematic thrips sampling was conducted in cowpea fields across 14 prefecture-level
municipalities. Mitochondrial cytochrome oxidase subunit I (CO I) gene sequencing was
employed to assess population diversity, genetic differentiation, and phylogenetic
relationships. From the 234 successfully amplified sequences, five thrips species were
identified: Megalurothrips usitatus, Frankliniella intonsa, Thrips hawaiiensis, Thrips
palmi, and Haplothrips chinensis. Among them, M. usitatus was the dominant species.
Sequence analysis revealed seven distinct haplotypes in M. usitatus, six in F. intonsa,
five each in T. hawaiiensis and H. chinensis, and two in T. palmi. Genetic differentiation
and gene flow were observed among M. usitatus populations across most regions,
followed by F. intonsa and H. chinensis. In contrast, T. hawaiiensis and T. palmi
exhibited minimal genetic differentiation among sampled locations, except in isolated
cases. This research provides a foundation for developing scientifically sound control
strategies against cowpea thrips in the region.
Key words: Cowpea thrips; CO 1 genes; population identification; genetic
differentiation

9L & Vigna unguiculata (L.) Walp NG RIUL G )8, —FAME., HRBEARSLE
SRR, JEE TR AE (Boukar eral., 2019), JUPENILEMIEAIX (BRI,
2020; MRS, 2021). HLE bV K E] D RGOV EL G 8 L. HAEE GRS
A R DY, A BRI 0 SR R R PR B A SN B R, A R 12
We I B, PEREAR RN OR . AR EINIR, B 3 0 BE S HE AN B ) T0IE A D i 4, Ak
3 U 4 R A 7 E M T LU, 52 RAKAR (Tomitaka, 2019). 49
BRI KRB T TR 7 00 SR Y ¢ TE 3 € AN B,
978 Al L W I SR T 3R B A R R A I, ™ B B A B BN BT (Kimihiko
etal, 1999; BAHIE4E, 2014; AEESE, 2017).

AR, MA mtDNA CO T H: [N 51 46 5 8 45 I\ A — ] S ) 45 58 U5 1%,
LR, R (Hehe eral, 2018). HA TR K. BR%E . &bt



SR B TR R AR E) A T (Scheffer et al., 20065 FRERRAE,
2012). 4u%f T4 R NAR 5 BIES 2%, PEAE %] Y Frankliniella occidentalis ( 1155,
2013), SEPNBRE] D Echinothrips americanus Morgan (BL4H %%, 2010) FR% 5 4 #i
) Hercinothrips femoralis CE#EE%, 2023) . FIHZH AR, Marullo er al. (2020)
TR K SE T RE S 238 A, ZERR T (2020) [X 43 H b B Ml X ) 2% e A A3,
HRAAE (2019) PRIE % HF X 20 & R AP B G R PEIRET S, S B A
JE 17 AR AE . Karimi et al. (20100 47§ 7 B 4 A4 X (0 0 & & Thrips tabaci
Lindeman Fi#f, AN [F) X (9 0 80 5 42 76 235 85 204k . BETATSE (2014) KL
[ P 2% $5 8i] D Scirtothrips dorsalis i 6 NS [ HUBE FhE 22 (8] () CO 1 3 K 5 9 1) Hy
Worth. ZT8 (2023) 19 = R PG IEE] LA IEZ DD W R I RIS 5k I 2518 .
PUBR % R AR B R R R UE R B IR ISR — 20, o R A R X IR
WHC R R . N — DT A UL S # S  R AEs i, EIREILR AR, B4R
QUG E DR AR, AWERIERUT I 14 S HX 0 E1E I [ &) D R T R4
YRR A, P AFEMEE D RG R E KR, Bedt— 2 7 MAE XS LR VA 6 1,
Sy i) T b 2R VA 0 B S T 9 45 SRS SRR S, ROl AR R U SR R AR
¥ -
1 MRERE
1.1 K HE
R AV 14 ASTE R 34 AR, FEEYNELE (B D S s
PR IE R A ST S (BERAR MBS AR i dbp AN 2D, WP
LR WO B R AT VA RORE . I FREMITHEMK, HRRRT R, (6]
DA LB AR 2 E /BRI AR RS, R ERE 95% W
KEIK) EP &, W ESRARAE R, (8] S5 % 5 PR A7 T--20°CUK AR 4% H



R
FepkikGLZM o AHTOL

N
L "
”\//\F»)_, WLzes TOMD
b 4<FFHCDP °

\mk THEEIHCPT @511 701
M St zD B HZRY

I K RYFLBLT
[ERNE] "Bsnv e ms\: A ,‘,.\iz-rp S (] T
HAFRESNM ° HiM W2
H5 T S JINNXXT PHTiRIGGGL ®
g8 sl

HT 24 TNNXN ek 4
SUETHCLIZ @ KB VLDEW

o0
PoakQzer EAREARY LML
SR CZNM o JHMETQzIP

° M IBAIQZNL,

FCGDR® BHSW. S
: " PC @@L it EBINK

Ji 31k - p N
’ 00/ s E@ MEBHXG

3

@ KA AT Collecting locality

30 105k Kilometers

I IR RS T RS S ERSYE N
Table 1 Sampling information for cowpea thrips in Guangxi
T %R T SO 2 M HE AR R R b v PR IR 55 X R R o IS0 GS (2023) 2767 S AR MEMLIEIHIME, RIETE
B, e 34 K FE . Note: This map was based on the standard map with the review number GS (2023) 2767

downloaded from the Standard Map Service website of the National Bureau of Surveying and Mapping Geographic

Information. The base map had not been modified. ® represented 34 sampling points.

12 EIT &[5 DNA $2E

BEAN M ERFRRE P ORSE UL B D S B PR A, KB (hEB
WE BRN FAHE BWEH) GBAES, 20210, 425444 F R B #
HUDNA, AN[FISRARE f 3R ] T 3k 3 3k dUii#E 47 DNA $2HL, A2 3 Skt SehrR it
SLHAREL. DNA WS HBM B ERBN CEHRZESE, 2018) $REUTE. L6 5
HARTN 200 uLPCR & H', I 60 pLDNA $2HUK 5 78 50 0 B . 2] K Ja i & T 65°C
Ktk 1 h, BEREL, TR )R 95°CHE B4 K% 10 min Bl W] . DNA FEA
F—20°CUKF H R A7 . HH DNA $2HUGREC B 7775 9: 5 mL 1% gelatin, 5 mL 1 mol/L
() Tris-HC1 (PHS8.0), 22.5 mL 10% Tween-20, KCI [ &K 1.863 g, MgCl, & £
A 0.12 g, 350 mL ddH,O, #& [ K 5 mL.
1.3 PCR¥EEMNF

X H 1 #% DNA % B W k5 #E 51 ¥ LCO1490
5-GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATTGG-3' ol HCO2198
5-TAAACTTCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA-3'Y" 14 FT K #i] 5 £ i mtDNA CO 15 [A
A (FRERIREE, 2012; #6244, 2019). §7 ) MifA R Ny: TaKaRa Premix Taq™
B 25 uL, U519 2 ul, RS54 2 uL, ddH,O 11 pL, DNA %4k 10 uL. PCR
PIEFEFA: 94°C 5 miny 94°C 150 s+ 52°C 40 s. 72°C 1 min, 35c. 72°C 10 min,
4°CIRAF . # PCR &= W1E 1.5%B e 120 V HLYK 25 min, J5H UV Bt


https://book.douban.com/search/%E5%86%AF%E7%BA%AA%E5%B9%B4

AR RGEMEIFIAM, IR, IR AR A TAEY LR (R RiaHR
AT
1.4 FHLEBEHIERS

K H Chromas %f 3843 I /7 51 @ AT % 38, J57E NCBI Mk 31T BLAST # %,
DA € B 38 BN H W B, 1 P 6 5 (R AR 2 . FIIH MEGA 10.0 %
Gy TH SRR A A R R /A A % . R DnaSP 6.0 B TSR T IR
ZRERE (PO FRAE R 2 FEBE (HdD W BT 3422 5 80 (KO 43 B 18 4% B 7€ 48 5 (Fso)
B (Nm) Bl . 2T Kimura 2-Parameter (K2P) 5 7 5 A [ Ff B 5] f 388 4%
PR, RGKE MK .
2 HRE59H
21 RIS ESMASEESHEMES N

2023-2024 X7 PH L 34 ADNAS R MO B AR EAT MR 2R I A, R AEAT S 18 300
3k, HEER) S FhE Y (R D, SFESRET 28 4 )8, & 5F Thripidae 75 4
B, BN K %0 5 & Megalurothrips W35 18 K & &y Megalurothrips usitatus Bagnall(15 919
SO 8 5 J& Thrips I3 B8] ) Thrips hawaiiensis Morgan( 733 Sk FIEEHE & 5 Thrips
palmi Karny (13 k). 1681 % J& Frankliniella Karny {145 %1 % Frankliniella intonsa
Trybom (1 602 3k ); % i £l Phlacothripidae 1 F, A& #] % J& Haplothrips Amyot
& Serville [ %l ) Haplothrips chinensis Priesner (33 ) o 1E J& 2% A1 Fh 2% i 44 %,
e, 8 SR JE AR S T BRI EL B, (RAMON B KE S, Sk 86.99%, H
Y A6 8 I R 55 1 8 5, 5 LE 8.74% A1 4.01 %, A Aifl i) T A4 i 45 8 5 45 /b, 4 0.07%
F10.18% 0 o rp 4 38 K HT I Rk Lk v 82.62 ¢ 17.38, I H B 55 1 14 1) L Api) 2k i
AR IR O B - AR R HOAOG, BRI B OB R AR A R, AR
PR 38 N M FIAE TS A AR FL AR ( Blackmon et al., 2017 ).

A [ b A7 B BT M ) A SR R R, Wil s S, s T, fe s, B
J i R R] ] T 45 2 P i B ) B G E SR . R B BN SR T
TR BRI UM AB M AT AN B b X (Y ST A A A R o R,
EL 23 1) M 12 3 X R A i) 2 5 5011 88.00%199.50% 94.95% + 100.00%90.64%-99.81%
95.30%- 86.46%-. 97.58%- 75.33%F1 88.24%, 7FIX Ll [X fEL G H A, 5 A
Ty 1) 5 R A T R PR A o R SR A X, R T R O T 4% 1
AL, TR — FRRE . TR REAR . B BRI R R e X, B T I8 K T (42.26%



48.00%H1 50.00%) 4b, FEE] G G4 7 — KA, FEE] S 5 Hor ) 53.03%.
52.00%1 42.86% . ¥ W& Do A fEAGHE . BN EERR. BT ORIE. Bk, B
M TS o R R A DA . BT SR EE . A ARG N (0 S A R
70N\ IS IPNY N =5 NN s e v 7 ¥ B U M - A e Y ik = & TR o) 57 A o 2
P8I0 & AR 25 RS B FT R B T AN R MR AT B 0 . L Pl 45 4 25 2 b
PR 3% 3L [E) 4 F i 45
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Table 1 Classification of cowpea thrips populations

- %ﬁi@j:;é!ﬂ L | TR Ly 18] 5 KA 8 HETR B
Population code Megalurothrips usitatus Thrips Frankliniella Thrips Haplothrips
WM Female i Male hawaiiensis intonsa palmi chinensis
JbiE ¥ BHSW 949 260 115 65
Jb i1 BHSK 1098 270 18 16
Jb i 74 B BHNK 976 226 232 44
Jbi 24 BHXG 1202 174 213
BN QZIP 772 131 - - - 8
RO KE QZCT 1765 175 1 3 - 5
N BTN QZNL 592 136 - 2
BN 7% QZDC 161 15
M sl LZCT 32 10 - 76 5
Mg F1l LZPS 468 191 - 24 3 3
Wi k48 LZID 1162 263 - 2
M A GLZM 14 - 65 159 - 4
FEAR K% GLDB 498 94 - 76 - 1
Ak K GLDX 17 5 - 553
ST CZNM 276 30
LI CZIZ 265 54
TP 2 5 NNXXT 511 167 12 8 1 1
HI 2% T NNXN - - - 47 !
H &I BSNM 288 21 - 227
HtH#H BSBY 3 - - 111
FAM KIS YLDPW 302 67
EMRS% YLML 115 36 - - - 1
k¢ R LBLT 2 - - 24
K5 =H LBSW 16 10 3 - 1
7 45 6 VL7 FCGIP 143 62 3 - 1
9 43, 45 K %% FCGDR 230 11 - 18
BT HZPM 146 61 - 13
BHAZ L HZRY 93 32 2 37

F& M 438 WZIT 471 219 - 18



M KT WZTP 111 6 - 1 1

A I SE HCPT 381 20 8 39 - 3
At 75 B HCDP 50 4 61 31 - 7
St 2% GGLL 12 6 - 3
it B GGGL 31 11 - 5

22 HIE%S mt DNA CO 1553

RIRE T 4G 234 4 mtDNA CO 174 v B, 3R 4335l K #5741 98 % 1k
B 71 4. HEMORTD 33 4%, AT HTD 21 4. BEAEETD 11 &, MR 2 W LLEH,
B o] T o S 0 OR ST AL U E 2 LEAERIE B T 98% A b, 23 Tl AR AR ] 1 v ik 99.84%,
T B T A 99.22%, I K I T A2 98.37%, eI T 98.10%, M 4 i I &
98.03%. MAEFA AR LUE H, (8] SAERES D%, 1241 BELE
WOKHE] D 10 Ay, wEHE D S AN ARAE DR, RA 24 REFIIBRE, KR
Fp 1) /> 5 B ] T 7 A R v EA e B R ST AT A% R o AR T A B
] I (0 e R <7 67 A5 AR AR S A A 1 40 bl s ik 1 LR BE A B AR e 1, T A # IR A
7 5 8 Sy AR B U P e R 2 ) T2 A . HR AL ST, 5 P ] B A
[T s AT Tl T S N TR Ny O TR N A TR RS R e TR i e 2
TEURAL A, R R R DNy 3o 5 FhaT O H A ISR AT A

TERRFE A il b, 38 K # L8] T Cy AL G &4 50N 38.8%- 15.9%. 32.3%.
13.0%. #EM#] A 36.8% 15.2%+ 34.9%. 13.1%. fE& 5 T. C. A. G &5
AN 37.3% 18.1%+ 30.8%. 13.8%. KA ] 57 & &2 35.2% 16.5% 35.2%-
13.1%. fai %5 &1 50 5 42.3% 12.4%. 32.2%- 13.1%. T4 i & & & 5 7 3] o
AT HEREE T GHC & &, RIS U 51K i 5 1

*k2 HGEIDFISH

Table 2 Sequence analysis of cowpea thrips

2PN T il ] P& T IRRE T AR T
CoT A
Megalurothrips Thrips Frankliniella Thrips Haplothrips
CO 1 gene
usitatus hawaiiensis intonsa palmi chinensis
Bk
612 642 630 642 609
Fragment length
PRSP AL
602 637 618 641 597
Conserved sites
AR AL AR
10 5 12 1 12
Variable sites
RIS BT R
9 5 11 0 10

Parsimony-informative



sites

H & LA

1 0 1 1 2
Singleton sites
LA
2 1 2 0 4
Transitions
LU/ VA
0 0 0 0 0

Transversions

23 EIQEIDEGESHMRIBESULST

DnaSP 6 (7 Hr g5 B Eon, il KE D (38 3) Fhf opophBE s 4 2 4 A I 2]
M fE R 22, N 7 R, BAER Hyol NIREREA, HWBLT 60 K, HATA
R AMA Y 61.22%, dGIHEEFIZIHFREER I B 5 B e 2, 9 4 DB o
FEMR . BRISERIRE M MLIX, A 3 AN EAEAL, MM SRA L AR B TR SR
BRI R 2 B AR R, BT, EHEMSREN LN RER . WREERE, B
RER G ZREPE Hd M5t (0.800 = 0.122), A& M FHEERIR IR 2 KEE Pi fH AKX
TR T 14 2 8 K (5 m, N 0.00545 £0.00113 F13.333. MIIH. FERR. Tk, By
W REMR SIS 6 M E R BER MRS SE Tajima’s D 45 BONIEAE, EEA 6 Mk
B F B 7 O PR R, B — SR8 k. duifE. BN S BRI
sy Tajima’s D YA, AL T 2O 5l BB Y 5Kk . BB S (R 4) Fb
RERAEAE 6 Rl AR A0S BN Hinl, I T 49 R, & 69.01%. /M. K.
B3 . AEJHAD ST HE R BERS U BIOCA 1 A8, Jbilg. BEbk. F. B B
ARy 2 A B RS, MIONAT 3 AR, 680 5 1) Hd {575 Fl 0.000~0.607,
JeitE M mE T BEL BINAT I EGA ] T 0.500, HAKN 0.222. BT MR
Pi . K{EF Tajima’s D (AR /& i K, N 0.00762. 4.800 F 2.18127. APl 1)
Tajima’s D H A A (-1.72782). SLG EME&] S (3 5) —3LAEAE 5 Fhpf5 4L,
Horp b st 2R E, A 3 MR A, ORI 2 AR AL, O
MR BT SREE. BRI | R (AR . (R AL R A A
B Hru3, ™7 A A58 Hrado 8 /T X 3 & 5 SR Hd {64 0.725+0.055, Pi
fE5 0.001 96+0.000 27, K fH A 1.261. AREKKMFHEFEE D (K 6) 5H 5
LR, IX 2 LR R R IC A Huc 1~HucS . PR3 545 8N Huc2, H IR A 33.33%;
FkE B 23.81% M) Huc3 Ml Hucd, HIL 5 Ko Hucl A1 Huc5 H IR EUR . A7 4
w1t (% 7) A HAE 2 FEp R, A Heel TR A AR, HILT 10 X,



B R IA 90.91%, FWRFE Hrpl HAAF AL 2 55 X AR AR &) 5 AR 77 B SR E 2, 51
IR A IE N E A HE . TR EEA A58 Heel A1 Hrp2, oAt 3t 77 F4
FER G RBAER Heel o B TREER) Hd {54 1.000, PifEN 0.001 56, K{E N 1.

#z3 TRXEDAREMIBMENEE SHMEST
Table 3 Analysis of genetic diversity among different geographic populations of Megalurothrips

usitatus
R ERIE PR TR ERE &g:@%g%#
bt ) A ARED (> P> B
Locality ~ Number of Haplotypes (number of individuals)  Haplotype Nucleotide Average number Tajima’s D
haplotypes diversity diversity of nucleotide
differences
Jb# BH 4 Hwul(7) Hwu2(3) Hwu3(1) Hwu4(1) 0.636 +0.128 0.00230 = 0.00108 1.409 —1.53441
B Qz 4 Hwul(8) Hwu3(1) Hwua(2) Huu5(1) 0.561 £0.154 0.00302 +0.00118 1.848 —0.79261
I LZ 2 Hwul(7) Huud(2) 0.389+0.164 0.00318 + 0.00134 1.944 0.24121
HFk GL 3 Hmul(3) Hmu3(2) Huud(4) 0.722 +0.097 0.00517 £ 0.00076 3.167 1.89532
S CZ 2 Hwul(5) Hwu6(1) 0.333+£0.215 0.00054 = 0.00035 0.333 —0.93302
BT NN 1 Hwul(3) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
Tt BS 1 Hwu1(6) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
E#R YL 2 Hmu1(2) Hvud(4) 0.533+0.172 0.00436 + 0.00141 2.667 1.21883
K5 LB 1 Hmul(5) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
Bidits FCG 3 Hwmul(2) Hwu4(2) Hmu6(2) 0.800 +0.122 0.00523 +0.00139 3.200 1.24649
M HZ 2 Hwul(5) Hwud(1) 0.333+0.215 0.00272 + 0.00176 1.667 -1.33698
M WZ 3 Hwul1(2) Hwu3(1) Huua(3) 0.733 £0.155 0.00545 £ 0.00113 3.333 1.53691
it HC 2 Huul(5) Hyua(1) 0.333+0.215 0.00272 + 0.00176 1.667 -1.33698
5 GG 2 Huvu4(4) Huu7(2) 0.533+0.172 0.00523 + 0.00169 3.200 1.24649

VE: Hwu A3 K H] D A5 B4 FR . Note: Huu was the haplotype abbreviation for the Megalurothrips usitatus.

x4 HEDTEMBMEEE S HFMESHR

Table 4 Analysis of genetic diversity among different geographic populations of Frankliniella

intonsa
o W T 12 R4
R e o ke (e
SEHAEL (n A (MK %1 IR 2 A % (Pi (KD
WA ) CHd) - R
) Number of ~ Haplotypes (number of Nucleotide Average number of .
Locality o Haplotype . Tajima’s D
haplotypes individuals) diversity nucleotide
diversity
differences
It BH 2 He1(6) Hri2(3) 0.500 = 0.128  0.00556 = 0.00143 3.500 1.60112
B Qz 1 Hri1(5) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
Mg Lz 3 Hri1(5) Hr3(1) Hrd(2)  0.607 £0.164  0.00312 + 0.00106 1.964 0.08445
FEMR GL 2 Hei1(8) Hri5(1) 0.222£0.166 0.00212 = 0.00158 1.333 -1.72782
BT NN 2 Heul(3) Hri6(3) 0.600 £ 0.129 0.00762 = 0.00164 4.800 2.18127
H L BS 2 Hr1(3) Hr2(3) 0.600 £ 0.129 0.00667 + 0.00143 4.200 2.15336



7 LB 1 Hei5(3) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -

Bidkits FCG 1 Hrl(3) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
BN HZ 2 Hrl(3) Hri5(3) 0.600 £ 0.129  0.00571 = 0.00123 3.600 2.11776
FaH wz 1 Hril(4) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
Tt HC 2 Hrl(3) Hrd(3) 0.600 +0.129  0.00381 = 0.00082 2.400 2.00579
it GG 1 Hri1(6) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -

VE: Hp NAEE] D A7 A4 FR . Note: Hpr was the haplotype abbreviation for the Frankliniella intonsa.

x5 BRRNEDAREMBMEHEESHEMESFT

Table 5 Analysis of genetic diversity among different geographic populations of Thrips hawaiiensis

N . BT 152 A
AR (0D BRARE (AMEHD R
L7 2i n L (MR (K
A o (Hd)  BAHEERE (P Gl
) Number of Haplotypes (number of . . . Average number of _
Locality o Haplotype  Nucleotide diversity Tajima’s D
haplotypes individuals) nucleotide
diversity
differences
Jtifs BH 3 Hrul(6) Hm2(4) Hu3(2)  0.667 =0.091 0.002551 =+ 0.00047 1.636 0.82793
I QZ 1 Hmul(1) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
H#R GL 1 Hrul(3) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
BT NN 1 Hru4(3) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
K= LB 1 Hrmu5(3) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
ik FCG 1 Hml(3) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
B HZ 1 Hml(2) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
T HC 2 Hru2(3) Hrud(3) 0.600 +0.129  0.00093 + 0.00020 0.600 1.44510

VE: Hyn N5 M 8 5 5145 B ACFK . Note: Hrn was the haplotype abbreviation for the Thrips hawaiiensis.

Fo EEHEHDAEMIBMBEESHEMEIHT
Table 6 Analysis of genetic diversity among different geographic populations of Haplothrips

chinensis
BAERE () BAR (MEED MRS BT TP HIE R (KD
i) 0 = (4 o YRR T 35
g ) (Hd) — BAFBREHERE (PD R R

Number of  Haplotypes (number of Average number of
Locality Haplotype  Nucleotide diversity Tajima’s D

haplotypes individuals) nucleotide differences

diversity

I QzZ 2 Huc1(3) Huc2(3) 0.600 £0.129  0.00887 +0.00191 5.400 2.20374
i LZ 1 Huc2(3) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
H:Ak GL 2 Huc3(2) Huc4(2) 0.667 +0.204  0.00657 + 0.00201 4.000 2.15629
BT NN 1 Huc5(1) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -
T YL 1 Huc2(1) 0.000 0.00000 0.000 -

it HC Huc3(3) Hucd(3) 0.600+0.129  0.00591 + 0.00127 3.600 2.11776

2
VE: Huc NS 8] 5 45 B FK . Note: Huc was the haplotype abbreviation for the Haplothrips chinensis.

Fz7 RS AEMEBEMEEE S HEMEST
Table 7 Analysis of genetic diversity among different geographic populations of Thrips palmi



BRI (n) SRR (AMEHD

BATBRZ FEEE (PORITIR T Z L (KO

A HETZ R (HdD Sl e T
. Number of Haplotypes (number o Nucleotide Average number of .
Locality Haplotype diversity Tajima’s D
haplotypes of individuals) diversity nucleotide differences

HH Lz 1 Hrel(6) 0.000 0.00000 0.000
R 7 NN 2 Hrp1(1) Hre2(1) 1.000+0.500  0.00156 + 0.00078 1.000
ki LB 1 Hrel(1) 0.000 0.00000 0.000
Bt FCG 1 Hrel(1) 0.000 0.00000 0.000
FEIN WZ 1 Hrel(1) 0.000 0.00000 0.000

VE: Hre AAEANE] D B 45 B /CFK . Note: Hrp was the haplotype abbreviation for the Thrips palmi.

Rima LA E. £ 08 12 DX RER 7 s (R 9),

BT A0, 14 AT X 0@ K # 5 (R 8) My B R 7 19 2 [A] I8 4% 434k
e % (Fst) JuH 9—0.20000~0.60000, Mo FAKG R 7. F MK R 8 1% 7K
Sfg TR S B A A K R AR . R, R E) (NmD BT )
(—996.00~103.50), &7 1 FuF 1] 56 R 52 0 A0 B2 2 ke, G v M) 5 e bk 1) P ¥ )

H M Fst 6N

—0.12500~1.00000, >KFEFESHI . Bk A ST AR E AL & M TS
B RN EE R BE UK . A 5 R AR R RE 2 T 1 B R AN A IR, 93463, T
JLHE S M L T HE N (SRS T 20, SR ACHARNE, TR R 0 R R .
FEFE D (R 10) 1) 8 ANMHEFIEE T, HEMER T KREMEE, MTHKRE. B
B BOMIFPRE, B B RN (AL S A S BN B3 . L ST b R R A R
Wi, N 2.60. EEEHD (R 11D Fst il N-0.26667~0.40000, Nm 7% 5 i N
—2.38~7.83,  H AR AR JAT It 9 A 20 AR RN R DRI B 35 A e IR o A AR ] 5 AN
[Fi) by BE PR (] 1) Fst A R0 N AE 5 R FA8, BRI 22 KPR % oA AN B
R PIRE A) LA v B 1) E A% [ 12k
%8 LBAEDFMBESNIER Fsy (FZAR) MBEER Nn (=8

Table 8 The differentiation index Fst (lower triangle) and gene flow Nm (upper triangle) among

populations of Megalurothrips usitatus

g e B M BN S mT B B KRR B BN R W BHE
Locality BH Qz Lz GL CZ NN  BS YL LB FCG HZ WZ  HC GG
1t BH -25.80 —996.00 229 958 775 775 068 775 687  —823 197 -823 074
B Qz  -0.01976 -6.09 788 720 610 610 117 610 -1582 -435 604 -435 122
MM LZ  ~0.00050 —0.08946 103.50 410 350 350 175 350 -637 -3.90 4750 -390 1.78
FEMRGL  0.17910 0.05966 0.00481 .02 092 092 -1432 092 =722 10.04 =373  10.04 -45.24
SECZ 0.04959 0.06494 0.10870 0.32979 000 0.0 038 000 3.6 0.00 092 000 043



0.06782 -0.03264 —0.08516 —0.07438 0.14054 0.20000 0.20000 0.05714 0.20000

=0.06469 —0.12987 —0.14706 0.04745 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.29091 0.00000 —0.06829

=0.06469 —0.12987 —0.14706 0.04745 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.29091 0.00000 —0.06829 —0.20000 0.06250

BT NN 0.06061
HEBS  0.06061
TA YL  0.42233
KELB  0.06061
Wi FCG
BN HZ
FEINWZ 0.20221
i HC
itk GG

0.40314  0.29006 0.21966 —0.01118 0.53913 0.56364 0.56364 —0.14783 0.56364 0.07097 0.28197 —0.08889 0.28197

0.07576

0.07576

0.29937

0.07576

0.07651

0.12500 0.35227 0.00000

0.12500 0.35227 0.00000 0.00000

0.33

0.33

0.22188 —=0.03618 0.57143 0.60000 0.60000

0.33

0.12500  0.35227 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.60000

8.25

2.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

-7.82

0.01042 -0.15461 0.35294 0.37500 0.37500 —0.12500 0.37500 —0.08889 0.06250

-6.12

7.50

0.00

0.00

1.22

0.00

-7.82

-3.00

7.50

-6.12

1.27

%9

E DB SR Fse (T=AK) FMEER Nn (E=AF)

Table 9 The differentiation index Fst (lower triangle) and gene flow Nm (upper triangle) among

populations of Frankliniella intonsa

Hi 25 Locality A6ifF BHARM QZ M/ LZ #EAk GL #5* NN (4 BSSR 52 LB # FCGHM HZFEIM WZiith HCH:i# GG

b BH
M QZ
Mg LZ
H:Ak GL
BT NN
A BS
K5 LB

1.50 2295 335
0.25000 3.44 0.00
0.02132 0.12698 -34.63

0.13000 0.00000-0.01465
=0.03750 0.40000 0.18009 0.29231

-13.83
0.75
2.28
1.21

-5.50
0.75
2.84
1.30

-4.50

=0.10000 0.40000 0.14975 0.27826 —0.12500

0.72368 1.00000 0.82540 0.87500 0.65714 0.67692

0.19
0.00
0.11
0.07
0.26
0.24

i FCG 0.25000 0.00000 0.12698 0.00000 0.40000 0.40000 1.00000

BN HZ
FEM WZ
AT HC
Btk GG

0.18077 0.40000 0.17566 0.17778 0.23636 0.22000 0.40000

0.25000 0.00000 0.12698 0.00000 0.40000 0.40000 1.00000

0.01667 0.40000 —0.02689 0.20000 0.10000 0.05714 0.76000

0.25000 0.00000 0.12698 0.00000 0.40000 0.40000 1.00000

1.50
3.44
0.00
0.75
0.75
0.00

0.40000
0.00000
0.40000
0.00000

2.27
0.75
2.35
2.31
1.62
1.77
0.75
0.75

0.40000

1.50
3.44
0.00
0.75
0.75
0.00

0.75

0.14286 0.40000

29.50
0.75
-19.09
2.00
4.50
8.25
0.16
0.75
3.00
0.75

0.40000 0.00000 0.40000

1.50
3.44
0.00
0.75
0.75
0.00

0.75

0.75

£ 10 EHREDFEEDMIER Fsr (T=AF) MERR N (E=HBF)

Table 10 The differentiation index Fst (lower triangle) and gene flow Nm (upper triangle) among

populations of Thrips hawaiiensis

25 Locality lbifF BHEUOM QZA:Mk GLF T NN3K5E LB Biiiits FCG

BN HZ i HC

JLif BH - 1.17
BN QzZ - -
MR GL 029870 -

MT NN 029870 - 1.00000

0.00
0.00

1.17
0.00
0.00

2.60
0.13
0.75



KIFELB  0.62238 - 1.00000 1.00000 0.00 0.00 0.07

Bi3%H# FCG 0.29870 - 0.00000 1.00000 1.00000 0.00 0.13
P HZ 029870 - 0.00000 1.00000 1.00000  0.00000 0.13
it HC  0.16136 - 0.80000 0.40000 0.88000  0.80000 0.80000

F= 11 LEHEESMBEESKIER Fsr (T=AK) MEER Nn (E=ZB1)
Table 11 The differentiation index Fis¢ (lower triangle) and gene flow Nm (upper triangle) among

populations of Haplothrips chinensis

Hiai Locality #MQZ MLz HEMRGL F7°NN B YL Al HC

BN Qz 0.75 7.83 - - 4.50
Mgl Lz 0.40000 1.00 - - 0.75
HEAR GL 0.06000  0.33333 - - -2.38
BT NN
EH YL

it HC 0.10000  0.40000  -0.26667

24 FISEIDRFLBEERRNN

A TR) b 2 o B T 10 ] 553 4% 2 2 52 00— & MR 0 A R R R ET S (3R 12) 1E
14 AN 17 X R FEE 8] (138 4% #5894 0.00000~0.0063 1, “F-11°4 0.00348, Hr i 5 1L il
EEMBHRBEERERKRR. RESE T, AOMWE, G5 TMELRN
0.00000, FRMAFEAR B AL PR ICH AR A, EE EARF MRS A A . 2T
ff 12 b EALE B, 865 (R 13) BYFPEEAIZE 0.00000 F1 0.01111 2 [8], E4%
BRI R F TR R, KRk RS A, LR . EME D EHE
1 Ly FERAR i T (3R 14~ 16) A XALEE D, 408 8 A 6 MF1 5 4.
169 ] 5 (138 4% FE 25 0.00000~0.00389,  Fivf 2 1] (1383 4% BE S A 7E 0.01 LA R, 38
FE IR S 22 S e/ o MR A B 38345 R SO 0.00000~0.01642, “F¥J1E A 0.00837, B
THEIMN L PR AL PR B R, AR SN R R e A B B R . AR
5 ANTI X f 7 B 3ok A% P B8 22 50 0.00000~0.00078, R BHIX 5 AN Ti7 X FrO A% Aie) i) 2 ot B
TR AL FART B, RO & R IR S

BN GenBank F1 A A7 (%] ) mtDNA CO 1 FE 41, BS80Sy Aeolothrips fasciatus
Xt E 8] Y Dyothrips pallescens % % %1% Haplothrips gowdeyi Vi{68] 5
MR8 SR AR, T SR L GA T RS B CREG I 00 2% R 48 5 RSB AF
MED, W& 5 FELGE] D 5 O A TR R 5 5 Dy — B HLE R ) R 5 3Ry —
3C, VIS AN SO R4y 3, AT DARE— B B DA [ R 5 (A A B e AR A
YEIF 5AMILE B PAAE R E E R



® 12 ARIMIEFEFESBAS DHEGER

Table 12 Genetic distance among different geographical populations of Megalurothrips usitatus

J6ig BHARM QZ I LZ bk GL 52/ CZ 7T NN B 2 BS £k YLK 5 LB Bidsids FCG % HZ #E/H WZ il ith HC 52 GG

JtifE BH
M QZ  0.00261
HIFN LZ  0.00274 0.00284

FEAR GL - 0.00455 0.00436 0.00420

S CZ 0.00150 0.00191 0.00209 0.00427

BT NN 0.00123 0.00163 0.00182 0.00399 0.00027

A BS  0.00123 0.00163 0.00182 0.00399 0.00027 0.00000

T YL 0.00576 0.00527 0.00484 0.00460 0.00572 0.00545 0.00545

K5 LB 0.00123 0.00163 0.00182 0.00399 0.00027 0.00000 0.00000 0.00545

i FCG 0.00404 0.00399 0.00387 0.00484 0.00336 0.00327 0.00327 0.00508 0.00327

BH HZ  0.00236 0.00254 0.00257 0.00415 0.00163 0.00136 0.00136 0.00499 0.00136  0.00372

FEIN WZ  0.00486 0.00458 0.00436 0.00460 0.00463 0.00436 0.00436 0.00436 0.00436  0.00490  0.00436

I HC - 0.00236 0.00254 0.00257 0.00415 0.00163 0.00136 0.00136 0.00499 0.00136  0.00372  0.00227 0.00436

Fi#E GG 0.00631 0.00581 0.00539 0.00514 0.00626 0.00599 0.00599 0.00418 0.00599  0.00563  0.00554 0.00490 0.00554

® 13 ARIMIBFEFELEEDHIREES

Table 13 Genetic distance among different geographical populations of Frankliniella intonsa

JbiE BHEM QZMNI LZAEAK GLFG 7 NN'H 1 BSSK € LB #E FCGHI HZAEM WZImith HCEi# GG

Jbi#E BH
M QZ  0.00370
HiM LZ  0.00443 0.00179
AR GL 0.00441 0.00106 0.00258
BT NN 0.00635 0.00635 0.00655 0.00688
HEBS  0.00556 0.00556 0.00575 0.00608 0.00635
KFE LB 0.01005 0.00952 0.00893 0.00847 0.01111 0.01032
i 3%# FCG 0.00370 0.00000 0.00179 0.00106 0.00635 0.00556 0.00952
BM HZ  0.00688 0.00476 0.00536 0.00476 0.00873 0.00794 0.00476  0.00476
F&M WZ  0.00370 0.00000 0.00179 0.00106 0.00635 0.00556 0.00952  0.00000  0.00476
i HC  0.00476 0.00317 0.00337 0.00370 0.00635 0.00556 0.00794 0.00317  0.00556 0.00317



Bt GG 0.00370 0.00000 0.00179 0.00106 0.00635 0.00556 0.00952  0.00000  0.00476 0.00000 0.00317

® 14 FRIMBIBFRFE RNE D AIREERS

Table 14 Genetic distance among different geographical populations of Thrips hawaiiensis

L BH  #JNQZ HARGL ®MT NN kLB B FCG  #JHHZ i HC

16§ BH

#H Qz 0.00182

Mk GL 0.00182  0.00000

F4T° NN 0.00182  0.00156  0.00156

ki LB 0.00337  0.00156  0.00156  0.00312

Bisk#k FCG  0.00182  0.00000  0.00000  0.00156  0.00156

BN HZ 0.00182  0.00000  0.00000  0.00156  0.00156 0.00000

T HC 0.00208  0.00234  0.00234  0.00078  0.00389 0.00234 0.00234

R 15 TRIMIBMEELEEHESINEEES

Table 15 Genetic distance among different geographical populations of Haplothrips chinensis

M QZ MM LZ  HAGL BT NN EM YL il HC

BN Qz

i LZ  0.00739

FEARGL  0.00821  0.00493

M NN 001067 001642  0.01314

EMYL  0.00739  0.00000  0.00493  0.01642

WML HC  0.00821  0.00493  0.00493  0.01314  0.00493

® 16 ARIMIBFRFEAREE D AIREERS

Table 16  Genetic distance among different geographical populations of Thrips palmi

MM LZ BT NN K3 LB Bl FCG M WZ

Mg LZ
M T NN 0.00078
k5 LB 0.00000  0.00078
Bid# FCG  0.00000  0.00078  0.00000
¥ Wz 0.00000  0.00078  0.00000 0.00000

3 S
I E b4 T 1 B 5 6 I M R 32 B 22 KB Yy Megalurothrips sjostedti Trybom
Wl K E . KR # S . NEE#T D Thrips parvispinus Karny . &) 5. 35 i ] 2 A1
FRERIE#] S Frankliniella schultzei Trybom. Sericothrips occipitalis Hood %, At
PFPE 22 K] T (Ezueh, 1981; Reynaud ef al., 2008; Viteri et al., 2010; Muchero



etal., 2010; Fontes ef al., 2011; Oladejo ef al., 2017; Arunkumar ef al., 2022;
Nagdev et al., 2022). {EFRE, SyFE LT R H] A 3 2 @ K& 5 fEs] 5,
o ) ] VR T, PR T R S K T R o L, N EREERRE (RE
B4, 202300 ARUCRE PRI O G ] DA Yl s D e E T A
BR R SR, PR R R KA D, 5REHS (2023) WELSR
FHAL . BEE OB PR SN[, PR 45 M AR i) BE AR AL, %28 03 B S 1) o St A
Z (MBS, 2024) . R ELE 8] 5 oy 0 K &) S A6 6] 5 (FF RAESE, 2015),
SN N K S Megalurothrips distalis~ AE 8] 5 | 915 E#i] 5 Ayyari chaetophora-
PG AE & D, Ml K #] I8 D Thrips coloratus (MHEZESE, 2023). T IHKELE
A T A B T AR T R R G A M BRBE R R A VR O . FEARIREEAR S,
JIT SR £ 21 (105 3 K ] 5 A A4 2 I HH S AR ) b 2 S, MERE P Ik 82.72%, T
HEVEAL 7 17.28% . &l Bk AR A, AIBAE M BEF, A IE KB T LA () B -
PRA, A5 7 3R B PR AR R AT A 58, o v B R R T R, RTRAR
WA SRS (ESNS %, 2022). AN AT RE I AR, AR O B R
el ESE R, B A fs s, SRS, MiAED (%,
19860 A HF AR 5 87 78 A58 B 0 S K W B AR A B . Ah R ] S B e ik
RAFE B, BUEME T &G FIREE R, MR e . 2 A A B
) B TR, 8 R A % R R KRR RE (3RS, 1986),

EARWF A, BIIRECT 234 2581 5 4] 5 ¥ mtDNA CO 1 £ F 551, it 5t 1)
AP UL S PR AR 2 E RO B I AT R, X — R R R R A
DNA w1 SR [ B 5 2H ks A & GBI =258, 201900 78 T 43 1T 19 15 1 s v
Tl R DRI T R FE AR AR, v 7 MR AR R, fEEI SR, 6 il
PR T ] b A A TR S R AR A AR AT B iR, R 2 AN
B o N[ bR 1) SR AR SRS 1 22 Rk S B 1 BIL S 8 S R E EAL SRR P R T T 2 Ik
BRI AR, BEAUM A ARIER S FAM, RSN ITED S s AL b R BE B R
AN o T AR Y N FL AE R R () 7 SR A A, B A TR K I PR SE I R ) AEAR R
ENE, RMBETRZOS A (REEZFSE, 2014). (£ PHELZ HEES RgH,
1680 T 5 5% 6 8 55 1) Fse {E RS 0.25 B LG43 ) ik 46.97% 5 61.00% ( £ & T4,
2022), FYEXPIFPE] DA Z M X K0 AL R RO R . ML N, iR ]
I 5 e (e i 80 T 1) Fse fEEB L 0.25 B L1270 25.27% 5 20.00%, &os HEATTHE
A [i) it B b D60 £ 43 B AR E AR SRR JEE AR O M1 o T A AR ) T o 3 IR HH R R I 5



BRI R, B mERTE.
MR PE B G 8] By R B s G OUnT LUA TP A X EL S B e E
A A7 47 B R 368 O ] T P B A% A A R R R A R 2, B R A R AR AR T B LG
EX - ERGREAEBARR, HANERS, 2N BB,
AU
g

PRAE B DR AR R b, QUREN 13 3k, AIRe B Hrai RAHER . SR8, 7
BT &6 Rk 52 2 8] Fh S 2 AR S L I () BcR (O Re e, AT AE — e R B IRIE T

FRBAE MR . NBAL RSN B W RE, 5 FELE & SR A YB3, i
[ i e s QS L i i

ST SRR gRGY, R TWAT . BRERRED), HHKE TR I A R, E
BN R Z) SE IR FE B Y . R EEL S A EEXE (FsE,
2023), BLU#E S REAEN S BT Z R, AR HT)T P B A A A RHAE
MR R . AWFFRET T BN 34 DMELE HFEAKSE, WaE, HZR
TSLIG A A RS B AR KA 2 R VR SR IR DY, SR 25 RAE AR AR 2
AR R B AT REAT A 8 35 o PRI, Dy B e T b B AR s R OR R) DA AR e 5 4k
A0 By KRRV E IR AT . BeAh, AT 700 R0 ) 5 A EL A B A 2R
o i @A), RRFTE— B IRNIRE, DL 73X He 8] I Foft 10 4% A48 53 (1) FLAR AL
1l e FL o3 A 4% J= T8 B AR A TR A
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Annexed table 1

M 1

FISEL 34 NAEIMEBMEHEAESR

Sample information of 34 different geographical populations of cowpea thrips

PR SR paragiy SRAEIT 8] FEAHE GO
Population code  Collecting locality Latitude and longitude Collecting date  Number of specimens (Heads)
BHSW B i apeot N 21°45'35" N,109°13'48" E 2023-04-16 1389
BHSK A R 21°46'15" N,109°20'12" E 2023-04-16 1402
BHNK Jbfg v 21°39'47" N,109°23'40" E 2023-04-16 1478
BHXG JLiE PR 21°36'69"” N,109°30'51" E 2023-04-16 1589
QZIpP BN 75 T4 22°12'49" N,108°46'22" E 2023-05-30 911
QZCT B 22°1720" N,108°36'41" E 2023-05-30 1 949
QZNL B TN 4 21°51'57" N, 108°53'43" E 2023-05-30 730
QzDC BN 7R 3 21°50'21" N,108°46'42" E 2023-05-30 176
LZCT A i A 24°14'47" N,109°15'73" E 2023-05-31 123
LZPS 0P S 1 24°40'11" N,109°35'87" E 2023-06-21 689
LZID L IPABE gt oy 24°10'91" N,109°17'33" E 2023-06-21 1427
GLZM FEMRFRE A 25°8'38" N,110°20'68" E 2023-06-08 242
GLDB HEMKIRE 2 25°5'10" N,110°19'36" E 2023-06-08 669
GLDX TR T4 25°11'12" N,110°27'36" E 2023-06-09 575
CZNM ST 22°4'39" N,107°2'45" E 2023-08-11 306
CZ1Z SEATTMIX 22°38'48" N,107°40'42" E 2023-08-17 319
NNXXT T2 X 22°59'49" N,108°5'39" E 2024-05-26 700
NNXN T TIX 22°55'42" N,108°32'45" E 2024-04-07 48
BSNM FERER 15055 23°37'58" N,106°59'26" E 2024-04-09 536
BSBY JEREREREE: 23°41'00" N,106°59'16" E 2024-04-19 114
YLDPW R HME 22°35'17" N,110°27'34" E 2024-05-04 369
YLML FR R R 22°32'52" N,110°22'14" E  2024-07-09 152
LBLT Sk R 23°50'35" N,109°4'42" E 2024-05-07 26
LBSW KRE=Z 23°32'49" N,109°13'38" E 2024-05-30 30
FCGJP By 3k ML T 4 21°35'35" N,108°8'11" E 2024-05-25 209
FCGDR 197730 P R S 21°53'7" N,108°7'35" E 2024-05-28 259
HZPM BRI AR 23°52'30" N,111°45'36" E 2024-05-30 220
HZRY BN XA 23°58'19" N,111°41'31" E 2024-05-30 164
WZzZJJ KGR 23°17'58" N,110°50'39" E 2024-05-28 708
WZTP N e 23°38'42" N,110°40'53" E 2024-05-29 119
HCPT STt IS A 24°27'34" N,108°37'46" E 2024-06-12 451
HCDP AN AR BR AT 24°28'25" N,108°40"26" E 2024-06-12 153
GGLL TOHE S A 22°58'36" N,109°38'13" E 2024-06-25 21
GGGL Bt W = WA 23°4'25" N,109°41'45" E 2024-06-25 47




64 PN TZBAREND QZCT Megalurothrips usitatus
MR EEAEIS GLDB Megalurothrips usitatus
JLENEE B AR BHXG Megalurothrips usitatus
A 1tiSraR ZBAEID BHNK Megalurothrips usitatus
SREEE T@AEIS HCPT Megalurothrips usitatus
BN E@AEID HZPM Megalurothrips usitatus
iﬁzﬁ TEAEID LBSW Megalurothrips usitatus
ERE T@ AR LBLT Megalurothrips usitatus
76 BHBHEE ZIBAEIS BSBY Megalurothrips usitatus
— BEPRH ZEARIT) BSNM Megalurothrips usitatus
mTraoiE Z™ARIS NNXXT Megalurothrips usitatus
SRR T@AEISD CZNM Megalurothrips usitatus
HIMBE E@AESD LZCT Megalurothrips usitatus
SMNBEREE E@AEID QZNL Megalurothrips usitatus
16EaE ZBAEIS BHSW Megalurothrips usitatus
T ABEISS MZ882425.1 Megalurothrips usitatus
LBAE Z@AES BHSK Megalurothrips usitatus
99| L ST T@ABIS CZIZ Megalurothrips usitatus
rERMNE Y EBARIS QZIP Megalurothrips usitatus
MR E@AREND QZDC Megalurothrips usitatus
MM ZBAED LZPS Megalurothrips usitatus
HPAEEE TBARED LZID Megalurothrips usitatus
FEMPEAR E@AEID GLZM Megalurothrips usitatus
FEMAIF ZBAEID GLDX Megalurothrips usitatus
EMAIRIN BB KBS YLDPW Megalurothrips usitatus
70 L| MRS ZBAEID YLML Megalurothrips usitatus
99| Bk T BB AEIS FCGIP Megalurothrips usitatus
BRtBBASE Z@AREIS FCGDR Megalurothrips usitatus
BN ZBKRED HZRY Megalurothrips usitatus
BNEIE TBAED WZIJ Megalurothrips usitatus
9 {FEQ‘I‘IXSF %ﬁj{ﬁﬁ% WZTP Megalurothrips usitatus
SRR ZB KBS HCDP Megalurothrips usitatus
SBR= T BXEZD GGLL Megalurothrips usitatus
“RBEEE TEARIS GGGL Megalurothrips usitatus
POIEEIS MFE747663.1 Frankliniella occidentalis
JHETD AB262444.1 Thrips tabaci
FELXE ) MZ882445.1 Aeolothrips fasciatus
T P - @, EJEﬁ KX697603.1 Dyothrips pallescens
99! FiEEaID OR335762.1 Haplothrips gowdeyi
0.050
rEB= WaID GGLL Frankliniella intonsa
S5 WAID GGGL Frankliniella intonsa
B JAHEEEE 8IS HCPT Frankliniella intonsa
BN 8IS WZTP Frankliniella intonsa
BINESS w1 WZII Frankliniella intonsa
ZRNUCM (8IS HZRY Frankliniella intonsa
AT 6815 FCGDR Frankliniella intonsa
Bl a2 BSNM Frankliniella intonsa
g| FET2ET EIS) NNXN Frankliniella intonsa
| HEMKLF 7881E GLDX Frankliniella intonsa
HEMKIR 78IS GLDB Frankliniella intonsa
FEMPER 78IS GLZM Frankliniella intonsa
WIS 8815 LZPS Frankliniella intonsa
WIINIBRE] 6815 LZCT Frankliniella intonsa
ERMNBBER TEED QZNL Frankliniella intonsa
ﬁ’)“lﬁ}; WEIZ QZCT Frankliniella intonsa
JtiSraER 8IS BHNK Frankliniella intonsa
1LEAE a5 BHSW Frankliniella intonsa
“{C&1S OR136274.1 Frankliniella intonsa
100 | 91 1g0pHF4E £E&ES LZID Frankliniella intonsa
TR {6815 HCDP Frankliniella intonsa
ERYE 8IS LBLT Frankliniella intonsa
57 98-8 ) TE&ISS HZPM Frankliniella intonsa
FTTaZE IS NNXXT Frankliniella intonsa
96 93 1tiEaEE a2 BHSK Frankliniella intonsa
B&EE &S BSBY Frankliniella intonsa
YREIS AB262444.1 Thrips tabaci

FoEEls MP 747663.1 Frankliniella occidentalis

TELYEN S MZ882445.1 Aeolothrips fasciatus
00— & @& KX697603.1 Dyoihrips pallescens

FiEERID OR335762.1 Haplothrips gowdeyi

0.050



63 16BAEE E9EIS BHSK Thrips hawaiiensis
SAZR R EROEIS HCD P Thrips hawaiiensis
&5 M7569105.1 Thrips hawaiiensis
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__[:mﬂi*iE EWIEIS HCPT Thrips hawaiiensis
B NNXXT Thrips hawaiiensis
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LESGE |EIS BHXG Thrips hawaiiensis
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S QZCT Thrips hawaiiensis
GLZM Thrips hawaiiensis
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LZPS Haplothrips chinensis
YLML Haplothrips chinensis
QZCT Haplothrips chinensis
e GLDB Haplothrips chinensis
SRS £ HCPT Haplothrips chinensis
’f::tt AAEZR 415 EB GLZM Haplothrips chinensis
atIRE iﬁﬁ%ﬁb% HCDP Haplothrips chinensis
%)J‘H:'::F HERIS QZIP Haplothrips chinensis
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Attached figure 1
e A, i KBTI Megalurothrips usitatus ;

MR 1

Evolutionary relationships among different populations of cowpea thrips

ST 7 8] I AN [ A e ) 0 Ak % 2R

C, #Mg#] Ty Thrips hawaiiensis; D,

A6 o) Frankliniella intonsa;

16 1] 45 %] ) Haplothrips chinensis; E, #Z#%] 2 Thrips palmi. & A F#9%0{E N H FE{EH . Note: The values in the picture

were bootstrap values.
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