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S i B (Tephritidae ) 5 52 8 J& (Bactrocera), 5& —
ol i 5 71 1 ThE M A9 T o 0 AR NS i RS U
THGE AL B IX, 1912 4R7Eh [ S8 B w
POCsED, HEA R E)T . ld RATRE 0
SR Z Ve R e, BE T 2 A T rh E AR
R, EREER KR . SR B SR DX, A /NS
W 16 Pk ORI T 40y A R, AR /) S e e
SR BR 7 T FAEYIR T, 4l AR S R
BRI, 1 R SR | TR, ™ e SR S
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BT 3 0, (] B A% 118 G 5 R SR L BR ) 1 A /NS
BREE DX IR 7 S ) T BB R 2R X A
T BT A 2 TR R

PLS 5 B R AT R I B AR A Ry e —
oo € 1) 3 A B P S m, H FERAR IR R
A AR A D) B IR M SR A S Bl A
BN AR, AT 55 H AR d, A, 545
RPN AR /NSl LR 7]
T %M (methyl eugenol, ME ) WA FE AU HEVEST KK
% (male annihilation technique, MAT) Fl XU £
15 I o B0 1 B 1H R B (protein bait
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application technique, BAT) & 7£ Fl B iy 25 Hh & 4%
TEZEMERAS, HEPRNH WA LA R,
B A7 /N S i I PR A 22 A L, X R BT RO
AT AT BEAEFEHR = 0 ME TR B AR ot
A, F SR G e Y B 5 1R, (B AE
) B A 5 B it . A ST R, &) 3% pH 52 I A5 Gk
RS X PR BR T MAT #1 BAT 7 H [|] 52
PR AR ORI 22 TF R 2 =4l
R AT TR SR ™

B moE 2 G 0 5 |5 0] A 45 D RE I SR A,
L A I AR IR 181 v B SO 1 S SR A5 A2 3R
g, B2 5 TRRGE. KM, 5Zhe. &1
TR BN, by B IR TR R G, WA
HUAT R R R) B9 i R RN A B 4 o Y 3
fih o FEE Hurb, fil 2 B Ry s R B, AR
O3 F 1 e B o il £ R R AL AR LR, 2R
PR G55 8 s i 2 W 2 R P 4T, B Z T
AR Z AR A S SR AR S, R R
U A i A Lo PP X A £ I, 5 R RS R S 7RI
SRR AN TS ik — 20 2 B 4 T A i
B AR, DTS T A I AT A B PO
I, HE ST Ak S W) T — IR BT 37 A fil 28 T — IR rh
X —AT BT OC FR , A T il B Lot JR 2 R G
R o A /NS R R T R Y LA O
F 1, H 3K S8 73R4S 5 0 2 AT R R DG 2R
PN B AR 2, H R Bl ff ) IR ES B AR AR 22,
ARG A, AT AR R A IR . WRLDE 37 (A
ZIC 5B Y RIXS N R, TETEAENFE 75 AL,
(SRR EPIv S X A Tat s N € 2 | = 6 ) = Qe ) |
FAAEE R . S IR AL G A R BRE, B
RPN T AT MU IR L 1 HE P ph 2
TCHRICHEARP, 1z Mt Ju R IR HE IR TE — IS AE M
SRSz RIENOREER, ENMLPAET
R R E o LY L 2w I iU E 3 1 N S = 2 3
3 33X S PR ) e S 4 DX P 20T B IR By
S S B B Rk, SEE T AR 2 T RS Y
i 3 Kont B AR W IR SZ Pl 28 T B AR TG P
WP, TR R R
B KA B (Aedes aegypti) . W& 7K ¥ B (Anopheles
coluzzii) W, WAL IXFIHARC 58 T X EZEAGY)
JEAZ T Ry s i Pe0 ) ARk S R A H TR Y
H #5 56 3 2 40 55 Brp 2 11 % M (Bruchpilot,

A5 Drosophilamelanogaster) |

Brp) . #2405 fil /N 0 45 A 8 M & X (neuronal
Synaptobrevin, nSyb), % filh 45 & & 11 13
(Synaptotagminl, Syz1 ) Fl & i EAE 5 7 08 3
(Embryonic lethal abnormal vision, Elav) . H:H,
Brp & — M 4 B 2R 8 1, FE S AR T O v v
X8 nSyb it fi 28T il ML, 2 5 aft
186 SRR Y AL i AR 5 B s Syed A R 58 fih 25
HEMA-L M Ca Rz a, LIS B I/
TS M/ INIEL B RE AR, B0 ORAT 5 TE P 22T 2 [A] HER
H. &5 20 A% 33 Y Blav S — 28 #f 28 00 58 5 1
RNA 45 &8 H, X TR ZIosa . a2 R
G iy 2 OCHE 20

el /0N ST o 7y B T L MU, TR R R AR
Pz A IT R IR T R A B TG /NS IR 58 R 52
FIBESE, B B FTTE I ) E 38 B AR DG Y il
PRI, AS A5 DA SR i v iz b 22 oo it 5 8 ) 4 b
L Brp. Sytl, nSyb, elav “hFERY, 7l T FEAG /N
S b USR] L, JEXTEA TR OC R |
DRI 285 A A A1 ) ek B0t AT 1 40, I M S
SRR/ NI P 22 TUR IR R R A R LA

1 MREFEE

1.1 X REFEARRE AL AR/ L
D Y A R R E v R 2 B R U Al B R 4
WA TR . IR IR A IR (26£1) °C, FHXHE
J (60£10) %, Y6 E 6 15=14 h:10 h, R FH A T4
BHMAIFR . &y AR BT EE R R L R . FTED B
WERE M AT e RN . 4 IR & 25,
HETREA b, b 4~ 5 d 5T
-, SRR VD XA 0 0 O v ) 3R UGS
(18 ecmx24 cmx14 ec)™ P 4k o P 1k 5 0§07
3 d W MEBE Sy T, T R T S R I /NI 5 O
(18 cmx12.5 emx14 cm) ", A HL 4 ) Ry Il bb
11 A8 F DA R RGES FBE VRS0, TSR0 (] ARAIE
FE AR IR

VR 12 H i e A7 0 B A 780 1l e 7 Sk R4
U8 o R PRIENR A 52 b H AR L, A 5% 1A BA 43
BISREET 4 P ZI0) 2 0 AR AL SUE M ik 7
GERSLAR, A0 A . RS RN, il . . O
. WU il f AR L SRR A A 10 o
T A L B, 100 XeF IE A B MR B T A . 1T e A% ik
o MEURMEIE T IO 55 BR 0L A v, TH L
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HEES2 A K /N SR 4 Rz 28 TC AR IKFEDA i) 248 58 M3 A 237

ABE TS —80 C vKAA T IRATA H

12 RNAREEE—5 DNAWARH ]
TRIzol it 7 (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA)#2 B
K 2024 RNA, 38 o8 35 IR W58 I H, Uk F0 40 oK T80
1000 43 Y6 Y6 £ 11 (Thermo Scientific, Wilmington,
DE) P BT SR . U2 1 pg RNA K
FEAR, {5 A HiScript® Ml 1st Strand ¢ DNA Synthesis
(+gDNA wiper)Kit (i MERE, B 5L, T ED 4755 —
4 cDNA G il it cDNA FiBe)E T-20 °C UK
TRAE, ISR 5L PCR i,

1.3 4FEREMERE RIEALEECA N/
SR A JE e A B (R R AE AR B bt GSA %X
i, PRICA020830), ] TransDecoder v5.5.0 %
TR S A% X, >R H] Orthofinder v2.5.4% 4
M NCBI T %k 1) 22 & S 0 (D. melanogaster) i) 4=
FE R AL 85 1581 S /N S i ) 7 SR 3 1 e A A T
[ L xF o AR LEXT 25 R, Pk 55 R SR s )
DmBrp. DmnSyb. DmSytl. Dmelav [} (1) {5 i
BdornSyb. BdorSytl . Bdorelav, BdorBrp J¥% . Fifi
Ja AR P 9E B iR ST, LA A R
cDNA iz PCR 5ifE 4 5K, PCR &t
B PEEE HUK I, ¥ B AR S5 YT, SR
MR & (X4, b, T ED #1772tk .
B 44k r= ¥ % % £ Blunt 2K (224, LA,
E), At A Trans-T1 B2 40 Mrh (2504, b
o, HED, 37 C SR . WH LA BRI AR
VLR B 7%, PEAT RN PCR Bl A R Be . B BEME:
PRI T8 Ik 2 A TAEY (i, Jba0) .
1.4 EYERZESH ] ExPASy(https:/www.
expasy.org/resources/protparam )F-£5 1Y) ProtParam
il ProtScale T-H., 437315 T & A BT AV LS S
Ko PR A RE SRR BKTE B L BT s
KMEFE %k, i NCBIWAERGH H v A il A
KL P RIRE F 5, DL M5, 5
IR I AR AT A /D S5 L R 81— [ Al
MAFFT(v 7.515)7 47 Z F¢ 5 LL 3, 48 1Q-
TREE(v 2.2.0.3) {4 1) ModelFinder % i 1% %
T AT TR A A, DU KSR IE I R Gk
B M . R MEME Suite(https://meme-suite.org/
meme/index.html) 7341 2% /> & P[] 515 1) 1) £ <
HF (motif) o

1.5 EBEFEZMRSH HRIEALRECAINEM

S L5 A BT, AR Blat™ B4 /NS i i
K BdornSyb. BdorSytl . Bdorelav Fll BdorBrp
XA /NS S 2 S (E R AW S B
GSA BdE &, PRICA020830), FR 15 & 117 K 41
R EE R, AR R RN A SR,
Samtools™ #HCAEANHE R FL X B E i 10K X
3ok, P50 FH Hisat2 (v 2.2.1) W A% /N S2 i 6 J] i 28
ZH ZEUY) B i 2H 5040 L) 2 e B 6 PR 4 IX IR L
IR X 22 H bR P A X 38 | (1 % S AR reads 18
i Stringtie” #FATZHAE, ARATMRAL (MG SRAGEH .
/] Transdecoder(https://github.com/TransDecoder/
TransDecoder) Tl % St A< ORF, 4 Eb X6 3] i) J [A]
YD SR AR | % SR AR reads 7 7 LA S
Y ORF 3 A IGV™, #47 IGV "] Ak, i i
T 5 DAL 1 2 PRI 2 A6 A 2 R s T HR 2565 H
AE SR S5

1.6 4 FEFRER/NTIRIINEAHERNTRIZER S
M ARAE O A AR RSN SR A, A A
Fgs. THiz, g, ha. 52, s a3t
7412, SR H Hisat2 v2.2.190 4 5 SEAR B H
X B S5 % O AT A /N S 275 B R 40 (NCBI 3t H
=: PRICA020830) ., F*%H featureCounts v2.0.144
TR R FRIA 5 & TPM {8, A R IR iR 8
P4 K TPM ELAR P o AR B8 AR A5 Ao A /N 52 g 1 J 21
241 TPM FIh B, FEH AR HAREEN BdornSyb .
BdorSytl. Bdorelav, BdorBrp ] TPM {H..

1.7 #\SEIT A ST Graph Pad
Prism(Version 8.0.1)#17, A #& B4 1L
I E R AE IR 22 RN o B 22 7 R FHAERC
X ¢ G

2 GRE5HM

2.1 4MBRETZREEEMETE FIHEER
W 4R 3t DmBrp. DmnSyb. DmSytl F
Dmelay W45 PR 2H 8 H 5, 7655 50 % 1ij 101 7
ARG /N g A S B P S TR 3RS T
FE I8 W5 ¥ 91 (3R 1), IF 43 9l 5 4 1 BdorBrp.
BdornSyb . BdorSytl il Bdorelav, “hit— 4 #5
IHC SIS TR DR T e TN 174 4 0 7, 37 BB Ik I 5 R 7 R
W H KA A 3B A SR e B R A,
KA AR 72 (maximum likelihood method) #4 & T &
GiREW, 45 R FEW, 13 F nSyb HAJF51 . 16 Fh
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*F1 #HB/ELeEh X ER nSyb. Sytl. elav, Brp E[F
Tab. 1 nSyb, Sytl, elav, Brp genes identified in B. dorsalis

PRNSF  FHEHELK BlastxfiAEVC L (S5 /2 FR/F) EfH
Unigene reference  Gene Blastx best hit(Reference/Name/Species) E-value
InsectG05000  BdornSyb XM_011200958.4, vesicle-associated membrane protein 2 [Bactrocera dorsalis] 0
InsectG08551  BdorSytl XM _049446701.1, synaptotagmin 1, [Bactrocera dorsalis] 0
InsectG12478  Bdorelav XM_019990231.3, elav, [Bactrocera dorsalis] 0
InsectG14028  BdorBrp XM_049452037.1, ELKS/Rab6-interacting/ CAST family member 1 [Bactrocera dorsalis] 0

Sytl & FFS . 17 Fl elav 5 4 31 H1 2 F Brp &
FF 5 OF 55 BRI 3R 2) RN 4 25, 53 51 0
nSyb. Sytl . elav F1 Brp iX 4 NFEFRZEE 1)

22 ZHERZERNEBRTEFSW L
IR /NS0 4 Fh iz P28 O 2 3k 6 PR e 1) il
|, 2P A5G R Y8R E R T B R X 7 Y

R2 RTFEFSNERNFIS

Tab.2 Sequence numbers used in conserved motif analysis

W TSN HEAT O ~F 27 o0 b (18 2) o 45 1R B,
nSyb & AL E 8 MRS I, AFYF I E B
JP AL HE PR SF PR 4~ T BRVEEDJE
¥4 S48 (Anastrepha obliqua, A. obliqua) b, I ¥
VAT 5 AR TR DR ST L, I R < 2-1-3-5-
67, FEFF 8 FUAFAE T /INSE B M1 VY ) 3 Sl o,

BEH AR Feol M5

Gene Sequence number Abbreviation
Drosophila melanogaster bruchpilot isoformN UYI57892.1 DmBrp.N
Bdorbruchpilot BdorBrp
Spodoptera littoralis Bruchpilot AS0O76502.1 SIBrp
Drosophila montana nSyb isoform X3 XP_064541710.1 DmonSyb.X3
Drosophila sulfurigaster albostrigata nSyb isoform X2 XP_062130853.1 DsulnSyb.X2
Drosophila nasuta nSyb isoform X2 XP_060658090.1 DnasnSyb.X2
Drosophila albomicans nSyb XP 034107380.1 DalbnSyb
Drosophila melanogaster nSyb isoform G NP_728645.1 DmnSyb
Drosophila suzukii nSyb XP 016933912.1 DsuznSyb
Drosophila gunungcola nSyb isoform X1 XP_052847459.1 DgunnSyb.X1
Stomoxys calcitrans nSyb isoform X5 XP_013113466.1 ScalnSyb.X5
Musca domestica nSyb isoform X1 XP_058983425.1 MdomnSyb.X1
Musca vetustissima nSyb XP _061396193.1 MvetnSyb
Bactrocera dorsalis nSyb BdornSyb
Zeugodacus cucurbitae nSyb isoform X5 XP 011196106.1 ZcucenSyb.X5
Anastrepha obliqua nSyb isoform X3 XP_054734036.1 AoblnSyb.X3
Anastrepha ludens nSyb isoform X1 XP 053953598.1 AludnSyb.X1
Drosophila melanogaster synaptotagmin 1 isoform A NP_523460.2 DmSytl.A

Drosophila suzukii synaptotagmin 1 isoform X1
Drosophila biarmipes synaptotagmin 1 isoform X1
Drosophila yakuba synaptotagmin 1 isoform X1

Drosophila rhopaloa synaptotagmin 1 isoform X5

XP_016937535.1
XP_016954801.1
XP 002087728.1
XP_016991250.1

DsuznSyt1.X1
DbianSyt1.X1
DyaknSyt1.X1
DrhonSyt1.X5
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%3 2 Tab. 2 Continued

BN AR

Gene

o

Sequence number

G

Abbreviation

Scaptodrosophila lebanonensis synaptotagmin 1 isoform X1
Drosophila busckii synaptotagmin 1 isoform X1
Calliphora vicina synaptotagmin lisoform X4
Ceratitis capitata synaptotagminl isoform X1
Rhagoletis zephyria synaptotagmin 1 isoform X1
Anastrepha ludens synaptotagmin 1 isoform X4
Anastrepha obliqua synaptotagmin 1 isoform X1
Zeugodacus cucurbitae synaptotagmin 1 isoform X1
Bactrocera oleae synaptotagmin 1 isoform X4
Bactrocera oleae synaptotagmin 1 isoform X3
Bactrocera latifrons synaptotagmin 1 isoform X1
Bdorsynaptotagminl

Rhagoletis zephyria elav

Anastrepha ludens elav

Anastrepha obliqua elav isoform X2

Ceratitis capitata elav isoform X2

Zeugodacus cucurbitae elav isoform X3
Bactrocera oleae elav isoform X1

Bactrocera latifrons elav isoform X1

Bdorelav

Lucilia cuprina elav

Calliphora vicina elav

Drosophila melanogaster elav isoform B
Drosophila obscura elav

Drosophila virilis elav

Drosophila innubila elav

Drosophila novamexicana elav

Drosophila montana elav isoform X2
Drosophila mojavensis elav isoform X2

Drosophila navojoa elav isoform X1

XP_030383437.1
XP_017854866.1
XP_065357607.1
XP_004537793.1
XP_017494880.1
XP_053961234.1
XP_054742113.1
XP_011192440.1
XP_036230797.1
XP_014103290.1
XP_018789563.1
BdorSytl
XP_017491017.1
XP_053952087.1
XP_054729194.1
XP_004519191.1
XP_028893842.1
XP_014097934.1
XP_018782793.1
Bdorelav
KAI8116666.1
XP_065364064.1
NP_001014713.1
XP_041450494.1
EDW63036.2
XP_034490791.1
XP_030568764.1
XP_064547165.1
XP_032587857.1
XP_017963840.1

SlebSyt1.X1

DbusSyt1.X1
CvicSytl.X4
CcapSyt1.X1
RzepSyt1.X1
AluSytl.X4

AoblSytl.X1
ZcucSytl.X1
BoleSyt1.X4
BoleSytl.X3
BlatSyt1.X1

Rzepelav
Aludelav
Aoblelav.X2
Ccapelav.X2
Zcucelav.X3
Boleelav.X1
Blatelav.X1

Lcupelav
Cvicelav
Dmelav
Dobselav
Dvirelav
Dinnelav
Dnovelav
Dmonelav.X2
Dmojelav.X2

Dnavelav.x1

Horr, /NS48 nSyb ik it = PRy BE P 4(8] 2-A);
Sytl S AL E 10 DMRSF LR, AR 4R ) & H
FPo A0 & RSy B P B o 9 ~ 10 4> Horp, 22
EL AL SR 1 (Scaptodrosophila lebanonensis) | ifi
W (Drosophila busckii) Fll 2. 35 T ¥ (Calliphora
vicina ) P ICPRSFEEF 10, RG/NSCHE Sytl & H A1
REL I I —EL, A 10 DRI,
4 “10-8-5-4-7-2-9-6-3-1" (|| 2-B); Elav & [1 /751

AT 10 MRSFET, RRIYF AR S7 57 40
IR 10 A, A7 /NS i 55 At S 1) 7 1) 235 4 v
AL, R 2 R ¢ 10-8-1-4-9-6-2-7-5-3" ([&] 2-C);
Brp 3L 8 AMRSFET, AR R RS T
i 1~ 74> (SIBrp UL 7 2 A4S, #HEZ 751 1)
AT T . RGN Brp & IR SF AL
7 oA SF R 2, HoAth 5 7 2 0 55 SR 0 vy A
o1, N Ry 1-5-6-8-3-4-7" (8] 2-D)
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BdorBrp
DmBrp.N
SIBrp
Bdorelav
741 Blatelav.X1
43 Boleelav.X1
Zcucelav.X3
Ccapelav.X2

Dnavelav.x1
) 8|78'3 Dmojelav.X2
7 6.1 0 . Dmonelav.X2
’ Dnovelav
81.3

Dinnelav
98.2 749 Dyirelay
" Dobselav -----
34.2 92.2—|76.2 Dmelav
WCVicelav
99 — Lcupelav
503 Aoblelav.X2
== Aludelav
Rzepelav -----
_EBdorSytl
BlatSyt1.X1
042 BoleSyt1.X3
0 _@Bolesmm
96.2 81 Z—ZcucSytl.Xl -
: _@AoblSyﬂ.Xl
99 6 84.9 = AsynSyt1.X4
—— RzepSyt1.X1
9.1 CsynSyt1.X1
5.7 CsynSytl.X4
69.3 DbusSytl.X1 --
SlebSytl.X1
DrhonSyt1.X5
109 _EDyaanytl.Xl
76:5 DbianSyt1.X1
58-2_@Dsuzn8ytl.Xl
99.9 ———— DmnSytl.A

BdornSyb -~
06.7 ZcucnSyb.X5

@@AludnSyb.m
94.4 — AoblnSyb.X3

_@MvetnSyb
i 98,9 —— MdomnSyb.X1
83.2 ———ScalnSyb.X5 --

_@DgunnSyb.Xl

76.4 98.7  DsuznSyb
—————DmnSyb

—— DsulnSyb.X2
97 ﬂE DnasnSyb.X2
DalbnSyb
DmonSyb.X3
TS YRR R ROC R, LU S5 SR IR 2.

The corresponding relationship between the abbreviations in the Figure and the species genes, and the sequence numbers of the sequences used are
shown in Tab. 2

90.6

89.9

nSyb

1 BdornSyb. BdorSytl. Bdorelav. BdorBrp 24 & & 51
Fig. 1 Phylogenetic analyses of BdornSyb, BdorSyt1, Bdorelav and BdorBrp

23 ZMELTRZEBENEHST @dCAH  FE 0D GSA B, PRICA020830), 3k 1%
WM e R S A B s (KB BdornSyb . BdorSytl . Bdorelav, BdorBrp 5¢ %) 4h
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A

Name p-value  Motif Locations

BdornSyb 1.78e—154 = ] [
ZeuenSyb.X5  4.42¢-173 e L el
AludnSyb.X1  1.30e-172 | I S e
MvetnSyb 3.16e—167 NN N S —

MdomnSyb.X1 9.22¢16¢ N [ I— T —

AoblnSyb.X3  1.89¢-113 HENN I

DgunnSyb.X1 2.70¢—170 N I T T =
DmonSyb.X3 33501 6 N I S (M =
DsulnSyb X2 4.02c—167 L I S ] B =
DnasnSyb.X2  4.59c—167 L I ] B =
DalbnSyb 8.69c—16¢ NN I T =
DmnSyb 1.19¢—169 NN I T =
DsuznSyb 1.87¢—170 N I C =
ScalnSyb.X5  1.18c—165 I I S [

Motif Symbol Moti
L —

LE .

[ ]
C

Name p-value  Motif Locations

Bdorelav 0.00e+0 71 NN [N [N S S
Blatelav.X1 ~ 0.00c+0 I NI NSNS NSO [, [
Boleelav.X1 ~ 0.00c+0 0 NI IS ISR S S
Zeucelav.X3  0.00e+0 01 NN S IS [
Ceapelav.X2  0.00e+0 771 NN SN IS ] o
Aoblelav.X2  0.00e+0 [T M SN S [
Aludelav 0.00e+0 [0 N N I (.
Rzepelav 0.00e+0 01 NN N I O
Dnavelav.x]  0.00e+0 /NSNS IS [
Dinnelav 0.00e+0 O [ D S
Dmojelav.X2  0.00e+0 [N S S . e
Dmonelav.X2 0.00e+0 [ Il |1 U -
Dvirelav 0.00e+0 [CTINEE [ I .
Dnovelav 0.00e+0 [T [ D S
Dobselav 0.00e+0 [CTINNE [ I SO T
Dmelav 0.00e+0 [N [ I S
Cvicelav 0.00e+0 [0 NN N NN I
Lcupelav 0.00e+0 [ NN I I N

Moif Symbo

—

e
)l

FPFIRF IS PR ILER 2.

B

Name
BdorSytl
BlatSyt1.X1
BoleSytl.X3
BoleSytl.X4
ZcucSytl.X1
AoblSytl.X1
AludSyt1.X4
RzepSytl.X1
CeapSytl.X1 0.00e+0
DbusSyt1.X1 0.00e+0
DrhonSyt1.X5 0.00e+0
DbianSyt1.X1 0.00e+0
DmSytl. A 0.00e+0
DsuznSyt1.X1 0.00e+0
DyaknSyt1.X1 0.00e+0
CvicSytl.X4  0.00e+0

SlebSyt1.X1  0.00e+0

[Motif Symbol Motif Consensus
1. NN CLVVIVVDYDRIGTSEPIGRCILGCMATGTELRHWSDMLASPRRPIAQWH

p-value Motif Locations

0.00e+0 0 NENTEET NN S
0.00e+0
0.00e+0
0.00e+0
0.00e+0
0.00e+0
0.00e+0
0.00e+0

|

E
|

i

PYADAMNKTLVFAIFDFDRFSKHDOIGEVKYPLCTIDLAQTIEEWRDLYS
PYYNESFSFEVPFEQ

MDVGGLSDPYVKIAIMONGKRLKKKKTSIKKCTLN
KLEYDFNSNSLAVIVIQAEELPALDMGGTSDPYVKVY
FLVVEGUFFCVRRFLK]
LKK

2.
i DKOSEORLGRIA
P it KRRTKDKGKKCVINKAVD
6. @ U KNI
a |1 HRKT! ¥
8. - EEPTTTSVSVIQKIGHAGEVVTEVIAEKT
9. [} EGEGGQEKLGDICFS
10. ) 'MPPNANTNTEEQLPEI
D
Name p-value Motif Locations
ADE BB B R
BdorBrp  0.00e+0
_ B 2 EiE BB ER R
DmBrp N 0.00¢+0
SIBrp 6.18¢c-105 W

Motif Symbol Motif Consensus

ERENPRSE

FA IR WA ZE R T 1 U B AT MR RO PRF R ISR IF, % (UE R R A PR AT AR, JFRRIE T ORF R PEAN R BIME B 0 Bl )

Each figure represents the conserved sequence motifs identified by comparative sequence analysis of the four genes. The color box represents a
specific conserved domain, and the detailed sequence information of the conserved region is marked. The sequence numbers of the sequences used in the

analysis are shown in Tab. 2.

2 BdornSyb. BdorSytl, Bdorelav, BdorBrp FI{RFEF 5 HT
Fig. 2 Conserved Motif analysis of BdornSyb, BdorSyt1, Bdorelav, and BdorBrp

B —N & TR g, 5 R R S LM A
R 3B 451 1 T 2% SE MR B AT T F X (1] 3 R
2% 3). 5L, BdornSyb LK ZH K E R 19 337
bp, G 7 5 ML S 4 DNNE T, SIS PEEIE
& S (A, obliqua) . 55 V9 BF 44 55 W8 (Anastrepha
ludens) . NS W8 ( Zeugodacus cucurbitae) V) S 2218
i (Drosophila melanogaster ) AT A [F] 550 i) 41
TR0 (F 3-A) . BdorSytl FERH K E Ky 26 884
bp, G 7 8 MAMEF. 7T AN EF, FIEGAHHIET
W8 (Bactrocera latifrons) . Wi 5% W8 (Bactrocera
oleae) . VUENEFLZ SN (A. obliqua) . 25 VY A1 52 IR

(A. ludens) K JENE R85 (D. melanogaster) HA7 AH[A]
B A 5150 (K] 3-B) o Bdorelav 3E H 454 5
R, RE & 1AMNE 7, TN & 7, BSR4 K
JE 7 1 341 bps BARSE B8 (B. latifrons) . B SE iR
(B. oleae) . bt SZ g (Ceratitis capitata) . JI\5E
W8 (Z. cucurbitae) Lh ¢ N R W8 (D. melanogaster)
) Elav 3R 454 5 Bdorelav #1418 A 14
AT G E 1278.00 ~ 1 440.00 bp) (F 3-C) .
BdorBrp FEN KN 49 692 bp, 175 14 408
TR I3ANE T, TR E R Brp 5 224
SR F R 21 AN (8 3-D) . BRI E, BR
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A B. dorsalis e S T —
A. obliqua | \/L'\"' _/7_/_,/]&!%\‘7777_7777 - - )
Y0 N 4 ludens .. on )
Z. cucurbitae LM B
D. melanogaste \W._____}
HBI R Scale m
B
B. dorsalis M"""‘\ /,_,,,K/l\/)
Bolafions W A0 ) )
Syt |B. oleae | N, S N
A. obliqua H\/’*"””‘” I /J\_\/,J
S S
A. ludens H\\ %——7_7,,,_,” 7 i _/1\” ) )
D. melanogaste ﬂfll\v/"w
LB Scale 1 600 bp
¢ B. dorsalis
B. latifrons ]
" B. oleae ez s
eV 8C. capitata E——
Z. cucurbitae | S —
D. melanogaste NGEGEGEG—_——
1 —
N Scale == o
D
. IB. dorsalis LW Ly .
rp — — !
D. melanogaste \ Wy m__gu|/l] jm-m

RN Scale3 W()bp

3 BdornSyb, BdorSytl. Bdorelav, BdorBrp HI5MNBF—H & FERE4EH
Fig. 3 Exon-intron gene structures of BdornSyb, BdorSytl, Bdorelav and BdorBrp

Brp &b, Y341 3 i (K 5 S5 A0 e 3 b S s
T5Fs
24 AMERENZESEINST  WE0ETHM
WERME, AR SE IR S5 R O 2ERmE b, BT TR PERY D
519 (519 PCR 45441 W58 4) % CDS 741
AT T RE, IR vakeE T AR LR ) CDS J¥ 41,
HLUK L R T 5 BErF 9 — 3K (K 4).
W5 251 M 3% B2 2 blunt 2844, JF— it 4 T
W73k T HAn 2504 B IER 1 . Horh, BdornSyb
CDS J7 ¥4 528 bp, #ifi— A~ 175 2 FE iR 4
AR, BNSAE 5 h 4.87, /0 FlFiEe iy 18.57 kDa,
AFEHEFRECH 51.33, IR 485 78.69, F-1
5 K M 38 B0 —0.509; BdornSytl CDS J¥ 31 K
1 392 bp, it —>H1 463 A2 R 4 %0 25 11
HOSAFHL AN 5.53, /0 F TR N 52.39 kDa, AFRE
PEFEECH 43.26, BRI EFEECH 81.02, V- Y5 26K 1
& $0°}-0.462; Bdorelav CDS J¥511K 1 341 bp, i

it —A~Hy 446 MR IERRA A E A, BE S S
9 8.92, 43 T i N 47.18 kDa, NEa EMEFEEH
38.77, RE Wi T8 B 79.15, SEX 36k METE BN
—0.208;BdorBrpCDS J¥3IlK- 4278 bp, Zifi—1NH 1425
A E IR N B, BEE R R 5.69, 43T
1N 16.65 kDa, ANUEMEFRECH 56.39, BRI TR
A 73.03, SRR RN -2.201,

25 4MBWRTZRIEERNALAREILESF
T S b A /0N S e A1 JE S B R S A
AT 4 P EE AR S R ) 3R AR K, I R  F
T F I SR R A B BV N (qQRT-PCR) AT T 49
e, 259K, BdornSyb Fl BdorSyt 15 METE: fih £
AT S0, MEE M . 02 (2R 540 AT Sz
Pyl 2 3RGA, (AAEM MR . P IS R RSB A
ik A (8] 5-A—B); HEPEAE 188 (LT %
Z) . NS BdornSyb 3235 8 BH 5 T MEVE,
TEHG 2 1 H) BdorSytl 33k ' 3% & T, HiAy
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% 3 BdornSyb. BdorSytl. Bdorelav. BdorBrp FI5N B FHAEFRHER FHKER
Tab.3 Number and average length of exons and introns of BdornSyb, BdorSytl, Bdorelav, BdorBrp

ST bp N TRGR/AS N TP bp

IR B %ﬁ:zﬁ: ok ﬁk%ﬁ%ﬂl\. Average length Number of Average length
Gene Species Number of exons/ind of exons/bp introns/ind of introns/bp
T/ NSEl Bactrocera dorsalis 5 105.60 4 4702.25
PUEN B4 S M Anastrepha obliqua 5 111.60 4 6308.50
nSyb B VUEHE S W Anastrepha ludens 5 111.60 4 5251.50
JRELWE Zeugodacus cucurbitae 5 154.80 4 1887.25
A IG BE Drosophila melanogaster 5 115.80 4 780.00
W& /NSLWE Bactrocera dorsalis 8 174.00 7 3641.71
B SL M Bactrocera latifions 8 174.00 7 3761.57
WS SE M Bactrocera oleae 8 216.00 7 2962.43
Syl PO EN 49 S W Anastrepha obliqua 8 174.75 7 8321.00
BVGEHE S W Anastrepha ludens 8 237.38 7 7890.71
HAIG BRME Drosophila melanogaster 8 178.13 7 1342.29
W&/ INSEWE Bactrocera dorsalis 1 1341.00 0 0
B SL M Bactrocera latifions 1 1332.00 0 0
W SEWE Bactrocera oleae 1 1278.00 0 0
ela Hb I SEWE Ceratitis capitata 1 1278.00 0 0
JRELWE Zeugodacus cucurbitae 1 1278.00 0 0
A IG BRME Drosophila melanogaster 1 1440.00 0 0
W& /NLWE Bactrocera dorsalis 14 305.57 13 3493.38
Brp SRS Drosophila melanogaster 22 308.05 21 1060.95
*4 SIMEBER PCR &M
Tab.4 Summary of primers and PCR conditions
8- 7S| PCR7 | PCR& A
Gene PCR primers PCR conditions

BdornSyb
BdorSytl1

Bdorelav

F: ATGGCGGAACCAGCACC

R: TTATACTGCACCGTGCTGCTCT
F: ATGCCGCCAAACACGAATACG

R: TTACTTCATATTCTTCAGTATTTCATCGGT

F: ATGGACTTTATGATGGCGAATGC
R: TTACTTTGATTTGTTGGTCTTGAAGCT

F1: ATGGACAATGCCTACGTCTACTATAAGTT

R1: CGTTTCGAGTTCCATAAGGGTTTTGT

98 °C 3 min; 98 °C 10's, 55 °C 15's, 72 °C FEAH 40 s, F:407E
;72 CHEM10 ming 10 CI3FF

98 °C 3 min; 98 °C 10's, 55 °C 15's, 72 °C ZEA# 1 min 40 s, 3
A0EHA; 72 CHEA10 min; 10 CAETF

98 °C 3 min; 98 °C 10's, 55 °C 15 s, 72 °C ZEA# 1 min 30 s, 3E
A40953F; 72 CIEAH10 min; 10 CIR-AF

98 °C 3 min; 98 °C 10's, 55 °C 15's, 72 °C &1 2 min 30 s, ££

BdorB . .
dorBrp . GAGCCAAGTGGAGTTACGTAAACT AOBEER; 72 “CHEAH10 min; 10 CLL7E
R2: TTAGAAAAAGCTCTTCAAGAATCCAGCTGGT
500 bp
Brp =
i Bdor nSyb 528 bp D‘_
Sytl o1,y FlR ERIR? N
2000 bp —> EEEEEE . Bdor Syt1 1392 bp ]
1000 bp —> [EERBHE . -
500 bp —» - Bdor elav 1341 bp (.

100 bp —

Bdor Brp 4278 bp

4 4 FEE CDS FEFH PCR ¥ 12 E &5 ¥4 &R G|

Fig. 4 Gel images of PCR amplification and primer positions of CDS sequences of four genes
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A Bdor nSyb S Bdor nSyb
s (Type)
2.
An 0 = 151 ns
. 5 - = i1 (Female)
MM i £ 10 B {7 (Male)
M = 1.
p I 1.0 %! §
L1 o
0.5 fﬁ 5 05
L2 22
=
[
TEPE(Male) 2
ale "
I b (Female) AnM(-Mp)Mp L1 L2 L3 G
B N
Bdor Syt1 Al Bdor Syt1
s (1Y pe) s
An < | ns ‘
5 o ns = i (Female)
M(-Mp) 1.0 ig o = i (Male)
M DE
P Ros ;ﬁ 2
L1 B3
ES_T q>) 0.5
L2 *;g
E
0
G Iﬁ%ﬁ(Male) AnM(-Mp)Mp LI L2 L3 G
U (Female)
c Bdor elav i Bdor elav
e——— (Type) 1.6 200
An I ii g ' ns -fﬁ‘@(Female)
B — L - |
M(_Mp) 1 3 H— g 1.5+ ns ns ns LE lﬁE(Male)
N _z'a — [ [l
Mp 1.2 _,E! 1 ns
Ll 1.1 e l10
1.0 E‘ °
L2 -ve% 0.5
g
0 A 5
G IﬁE PE(Male) nM(-Mp)Mp LI L2 L3 G
It (Female)
b Bdor Brp &S| Bdor Brp
s (Type)
A I 1.0 —1.5¢
n < !
0.8 3 ns « -lﬂﬁﬁ(Female)
M(-Mp) 0.6 SHps == i (Male)
0.4 %5 10
0.2 'H'Ri 2
L1 U
g}: 0 0.5
L2 z2
s
2
0
G Iﬁ& P4:(Male) AnM(-Mp)Mp L1 L2 L3 G
IfEPE (Female)

/NEL AL B, C. D WZEI IR BIR T 4 FPRERI ARE R4 AT 45 2R, A7 3m MERE L AR RIS ETZH 21, 23330 A filiffis M(-Mp): 2571 SZITAY H 285
Mp: RS0 L1: B2 L2: 25 L3: S5 s G: SMEFH A% SRR A ISP REAS o A7 IR UERE SOk OF- (19 qRT-PCR 45258, $df 22 500 Hr R AR B %
AR (“ns” FARTCLE 225, “*7FRIR P<0.05, “##FIR P<0.01).

The left heat map of Figs. A, B, C and D shows the transcriptome analysis of the four genes. The lines represent different peripheral tissues of the male
and female groups, respectively. An: antenna; M(-Mp): mouthparts without maxillary palp; Mp: maxillary palp; L1: forefoot; L2: midfoot; L3: hindfoot; G:
external genitalia. Columns correspond to a single sample of each group. The right side was to verify the qRT-PCR results at the transcription level, and the
data difference analysis was performed using the unpaired t test( 'ns' indicates no significant difference; "*' indicates P< 0.05; "* *' indicates P< 0.01 ).

5 BdornSyb. BdorSytl, Bdorelav, BdorBrp BI5MNE R iEIE D7
Fig.5 Peripheral nerve tissue expression profile of BdornSyb, BdorSyt1, Bdorelav and BdorBrp
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HAVME IR R T TR 22 5% . Bdorelav TEMEET
MR AT AT I I 25 5, ZTER LA —E
By eIk &, H R S0 A 3Rk & o (K] 5-C);
BdorBrp FEFIK Tl MAAT S0, HARALULT
AR, MEPE T S0 L 0 R 0A I T
(E5-D).

3 i i

HR fl 28 R G AT Ry, U AR GE AT
S, BA KGR ) o AN RS S g Ah R R
VARG AT, XS T AL
2R RGP TR G AL FEIX AN i
FErh, RAMTER A5 5 M58 . TS i 3]
TEREZENEM. a7 ER R rhRiE mZ LT
FIRFEHR K Z HRATIREFC, 41 Brp(Bruchpilot) |
nSyb(#f 48 %€ filt 2 b) A1 Syt (% filfl & &H A 1),
X B[R] 55 5 fik ) R 1) ' 8 R IBG, R T S i AE
PHEAE AR P O . 3B S R A T [ I
FEXT, A B 53 55 5 H AR /N S R U2 i 28 0 3R 35
VERE o FEIT S b, v B[R] I A DA R
IR HERE R ) 32 PR 5 R R AE 0 A 5 9 B B 3K
BB L PR 28 F4 7E AS TR] A XGH B RS B A ST, 1S
TN T SRR A — SR R RS, B
SRIX L BL PR 7E XU B B d b 2 s 55, (A
TEAE— 222 5% 0 {10, BdornSyb Bkt = {4 <7 K 7
4 HEARZHYMEA T 8. Br T RFH
AR, AN TR B R B I B - K o B
25 . 4N, nSyb BN & K EE R 780.00 ~
6 308.50 bp, 1 Sytl WG PR 1342.30 ~
8 321.00 bp, XELNEF KRR, TEE
FARVHEE ] BRAAAE DRI AL o X S
A B 5 M) 5 D] A 2 Si RN B PR A0, 0 T 2 g 2 fike
DIRE M AT MIE R M. 3K BESE PR G5 TN & T
1) 22 FEVE SRR T RO TR DR ST Y pl 2 AL i AL
54 B AL ZREME . XD ZAEE T B AN ]
Py PR At 1A N PR AR AT R 2R T T,
It BN R R B e R G i g b F T Re 4t 1
©KE,

TER g, nSyb. Sytl. Elav #1 Brp JL-F-7E
AR R TT H FRIR LA X S FL R A B
1) 45 B SZ AR AU P A Rk . il FERCTr,
Brp BRI AL SE P e 8 g anfil . 1 8%

JER= IR A, WA T MEGE . BRSE M AL b
IR AR, TEAFGE Y, XS 87 RIR ]
B RN R AP AR 22 57, X5 B A 3B P Fp
L. FEBCT . nSyb Hl Syel ()5 5 K2 Brp
[ 30 £ ~ 60 £520, XA R A FE A, FLAE SN #f
LR RB EMAFEESR . XIT BdornSyb,
BdorSytl 1 Bdorbrp, fih ffi X 11 45 h 1) 3R I8 38 5,
X AT e X Be AN R M s 2 R
Ko ln, FEBCF A, R Brp v LATE fil f A O 2%
HFRICHEEIT 1 000 ASF 24, 1 7E 2 3735 H Ak
FRIC KL 40 NP2 ARHERY S A EL A9 A A S
A5 R M C R T 2 e R IA LA, Bdorelav 1Y
TR TR K, EAMNREGE A B A B R
ik, JLHJEAE AT Rl 2 A0 M/ 1 A B AR AT, B
INIZIE AT BERFE AR 2T A ek . FE L
o, AR 2 g SR RERS 5% Elav, (BAE )5 KF E
B A 3 e J N SRR R 9 25 S o AR A A
A AR 55 S DR (R 22 o 3 4t T o B ) BE AR A,
PIEALA [ 2 AR B9

R LTI AR E R G R AR IA L
N —ANEZH bR, Har, 728 b, A
nSyb F Elav WS 85 Ju/h A7 Rk Bl N 12
il A 75X, Bk e T v A Y SRR R AR E
WF9E R 40, EERE R Ha b, I ik s
AT N T B BB, R
AN RRIL, BN, FEBCF b, sl Brp SRS
45 3L K (U mCDS: GFP) K bric WA SE 75 B Hh A
2500 YRR 2 OIS P W, A, FE TR
#wgrh, M Brp 5% Synapsin YR 845 55 148 7~ 7|
GCaMPs, LA I SR AL G W) 7 finh £ - 25 28 DX Bl
BRI TG o7 B PO AR /NS — R B R
H, HATAT N PR R B A /N Sc g B R
GE R AT R R B AR T A,
{EAT SR B = < b ) o — WL 0T 37 AR i 48 T — ML/ )N
BR—AT R Z RGN G R, 3 BRI T LT 434
PRAEE R & A E Y, RIS 4858 1 4 Fhiz
P2 ZIFETRILIN, JE A 220 & FE T RE MY JER, 1%
TN JLF-FE T A 0 280 Hh K09, BicHfi iy, 3 2
FEPR AT L2 0 90 ) s A 2850 LA B G 3 el
Zouibmic . T 2RI ER T AR
P, AR TN Ak L2 4 T L6 AF e AL il 280
rZIK LN . BN, WL SRR BdorOrco
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M, R DA T A Ao A /N S g ) 3t A T LR I
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IV

4 % it

A 5 30 2ok A0 R PR 2H 2544 43 A, A T
BdornSyb . BdorSytl . Bdorelav. BdorBrp TEXG# H
e O PR R g ) v iy s JE AR ST M. ARBIFSE
BA & 30 3k 2 B PR 7 A Jol B v s B R IZ RGA,
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IR R SR rh A D REAIE T, A B 53 14T BA A DU
TX S K A AT AR TR A R i 28 T 8K B R
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Identification and analysis of four pan-neuronal

expression genes in Bactrocera dorsalis

Liu Jiaying", Zhang Jie’, Wang Qi*, Wu Shaoying', Wang Guirong®, Liu Wei*'

(1. School of Tropical Agriculture and Forestry, Hainan University,Haikou,Hainan 570228,China; 2. School of Forestry,Northeast
Forestry University/ Ministry of Education Key Laboratory of Sustainable Forest Ecosystem Management,Harbin,Heilongjiang
150040,China; 3. Agricultural Genomics Institute at Shenzhen,Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences/ Shenzhen
Branch,Guangdong Laboratory of Lingnan Modern Agriculture/Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs Key Laboratory of
Synthetic Biology,Shenzhen, Guangdong 518120,China)

Abstract: Research on the central nervous system function of pests forms the foundation for developing precise behavior control
technologies. Despite the significant role of neuron-labeling techniques based on genetic manipulation in this field, such
techniques remain relatively scarce for non-model insects, such as the oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis. In this context an
attempt was made to identify four pan-neuronal expression genes in B. dorsalis with a view to laying the groundwork for
constructing a neuron-labeling system for this species. The genomic structures of the pan-neuronal expression genes in B. dorsalis
were identified and analyzed by employing bioinformatics and molecular biology to verify their full-length sequences and
peripheral expression patterns. The results indicate that, by referring to four pan-neuronal expression genes from Drosophila, four
homologous genes were identified in the B. dorsalis, namely BdornSyb, BdorSytl, Bdorelav, and BdorBrp. The full genomic
lengths of these four genes are 19,337 bp (5 exons, 4 introns), 26,884 bp (8 exons, 7 introns), 1,341 bp (1 exon), and 49,692 bp
(14 exons, 13 introns), respectively. The domains of BdornSyb, BdorSytl, and Bdorelav are highly conserved among closely
related species. PCR cloning results indicated that the CDS sequence lengths of these four genes are all over 500 bp, consistent
with the bioinformatics analysis results. Evolutionary and genomic structure analyses demonstrated that the four genes are highly
conserved among Diptera insects. Expression pattern analysis revealed that all the four genes are expressed in the peripheral
sensory organs of B. dorsalis, with three genes, BdornSyb, BdorSytl and BdorBrp, showing higher expression levels in the
primary olfactory organs, the antennae, and the maxillary palp. The four genes identified are candidate pan-neuronal expression
genes in B. dorsalis, providing a foundation for constructing a pan-neuronal labeling system for this species in the future.

Keywords: central nervous system function of insect pests; pan-neuronal expression genes; neuron labeling; Bactrocera dorsalis;
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