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ol i 5 71 1 T M A9 T o 0 AR NS i RS U
THGE AL B IX, 1912 4R7Eh [ S8 B w
P sk, HEA 2 EE ) i AT RE Sy
SR Z Ve R e, BE T 2 A T rh E AR
R, EREER KR . SR 5 AR DX, A /NS
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SR BR 7 T FAEYIR T, 4l AR S R
BRI, 1 R SR | TR, ™ e SR S

OO0 WrsEE: 2024-10-21

BT T 150, (] B A% 118 G 5 R SR L BR ] 1 A /NS
BEREE DX IR 7 i ) T BB PR 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
AR AR /INSE B, 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

fEEIHHY: 2024-11-07
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application technique, BAT) & 7£ Fl B iy 25 Hh & 4%
TEZEMERAN, HEPRNH WAL 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 e R BRI 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, eZ 5 TREEE. KM, ZhL. - InsEA1
TR BN, gty B AR TR R G, W
AT Ry 4 R B ek R RT A i AR i Y R
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
URES G 28 iz i 2 R 2 AR ph 28 0T, #E gt
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 X, DTS T AH I AT A B PO
I, HENT A T — WL A2 AR 28 I8 — WL FH AR —
T RRIRT R B, o T R e JR 2 RGEHY
Mo /NSl B RIE T R YRR A DG AR
{H 3 2653 RUAR 5 fl 28 FA TR 06 0 DG R ATIAS B
=2, B s il A ) SR B R AR 2, B
Z, A R R AR L IR AZ AR 4T S
A PR N G &R, FEAEAERTFE J15 IO, 12580
P2 TC Y EARIC T ARTE AR A B s iy i A7
TEEPRR . R SE IR 48 07 1k i Ry RV, Bl 2 A 4
TR M u IR B 1 R ph 2 oohRil
HORPO, M ITUR IR —RIEMAERR
Iz RIS DI REEE I, BATLPAETE T i A i
2o, AR TTI RN AR, BhaE gt X
S PR 1 2 S 42 DX A o 22 00 B 3K Bl R S PR
R BRI, SEHLT R e 28 o0 B iR &
X} H A G W RS2 A 28 T A A T R P el
e R B SR i (Drosophila melanogaster)
B KA B (Aedes aegypti) . W& 7K ¥ B (Anopheles
coluzzii) W, WAL IXFIHARC 58 T X EZEAGY)
JEAZ T s i Pe50 ) ek s B A H TR Y
H A5 5 [ 2 AL 55 Brp 2 11 3 [H (bruchpilot,

Brp) . #2405 fil /N 0 45 A 8 M & X (neuronal
Synaptobrevin, nSyb), % filh 45 & & 11 13
(synaptotagminl, Syz1 ) F1 & iy BUAE 558 W0 & 1 At
(embryonic lethal abnormal vision, Elav) . H:H1,
Brp & — M 4 B 2R 8 1, FE S AR T O v v
X8 nSyb it fi 28T il ML, 2 5 stk
186 SRR ) A L0 i AR 5 B 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 ) Blav S — 28 #f 28O0 58 5 1
RNA 45 &8 H, X TR ZIosa . a2 R
G iy 2 OCE 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 HREHE

1.1 B HRIEMBEARE ARSI AN
R B A AR R R O B2 B R A Ml B R 2
W TR . AR IR A AR (26£1) °C, AHXHE
J (60£10) %, Y6 E 6 15=14 h:10 h, R FH A T4
RHMEFE . &) BURDRE R BT R AR L KRR . VDR
WEbE S A Y 2R S MW R B 25,
HE PR rp e, fhif 4 ~ 5 d BT
e, SR HTRE VD PR 07 L0 O T B ) 3R U
(18 cm x 24 cm x 14 cm) ¥ P4k o P4k J5 B
3 d B 5 T, AR 3R T SE I FH B /N 5 AU
(18 cm x 12.5 cm x 14 ecm) ", f HUGA R Ry BT
LG 11 B8 PR R e B TR A, TRl 3R A
WEFE A2 7K

PR 12 H #4247 10 B A Y ok o A A >R 4
U5 o AR UEIR] ok B bR 58 N, AHIE 5% 1A B 2
SIRSET 4 P& T0) 12 A A AL UE A ik v
GERRA, R . s NI k. . O
vy RN A S IR R 10 X
T 18 H B 0, 100 XeF M Al ol LB T 20, 1 e % S
o WEURES B T ICEES BR 0k 8 b, Ui
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AR E R, —80 °C VKA ERAEEH .

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, paot, HED #1755 —
4 cDNA G il it cDNA FiBe)E T-20 °C UK
A7, LAssJE 4L PCR ffi .

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 %
E 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
[R5 LT o AR Lo 45 SR, Pke 5 P8 i SR v 1 5
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 EYMEEZESH 11 ExPASy (hitps:/www.
expasy.org/resources/protparam )F-£5 /1Y) ProtParam
F1 ProtScale T-H., 7305315 T 2 1 B A LS SEHL
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 v7.515%7 #£ 47 Z 7 51 [k, I ] 1Q-
TREE v2.2.0.35% 2 {4: i) ModelFinder 3510 1% £ £
FERRZ T TR AL D KRB R AR T
#. >KF MEME Suite (https://meme-suite.org/meme/
index.html) 73 A7 2% /1~ 3 [H] 5] 5% 91) |9 4 <F 52 7
(motif) .

1.5 EBEFEZMRSH HRIEALRECAINEM

S L5 A BT, AR Blat®™ R4 /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
ERAIEAR R, IR R BN A5 A5, T
Samtools™* #HCAEA~HE R FL X B E R Ui 10K X
3, P Hisat2 v2.2. 19 J 4%/ N SEig 41 8] il 2 40
S i S 2H ACH LU X 22 AU B DR 2 DXk L, O
B HEXT 2 B AR SE R 41 X 38 A9 5% SR AR reads 3 1
Stringtie! i 17 2 3¢, 4R A58 2 19 % S AR 25 48
fi#H Transdecoder (https://github.com/TransDecoder/
TransDecoder) Tl % St A< ORF, 4 kb X6 31 i) F [A]
YD SR AR | % SR AR reads 7 7 LA S
Y ORF 3 A IGV™), #47 IGV "] Ak, A 4f5 i
T 5 DAL 1 2 PRI 2 A6 A 2 R s T HR 2565 H
AE SR S5

1.6 4 FEREFNLBIMFAEANRIEEXS
M ARAE O A AR RSN SR A, A A
Fgs. THiz, g, ha. 52, s a3t
7FP4IZY . 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) ., 3% 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 v8.0.1 # 17, Ir 4 5 & B in 45 R ¥ LIP3y
HHAR IR 22 R0 o EE 22 5 40 R R AR B X ¢

KL .

2 GRE5HM

2.1 4FHMETIZRIEZERNEE FIHAERER
WaHY 4 FhIER DmBrp. DmnSyb . DmSytl 1 Dmelav
1) 4 DR 20 2R 1P 91, 7 S A SBT00  2H 2 Y
A /NS i 4 B DR A B 1 0 rh A T e B T U
FF 9 (3% 1), 343 5 4iv 4 4 BdorBrp. BdornSyb.
BdorSytl 1 Bdorelav. “hilt— L4 H IS HE P Ty
FIE FHOIN £ o ff e, 326 ARG A R PR AR X6 H S H A
EEE SRV P L7 Rl NI IR T B U S N (B /7S
(maximum likelihood method) 4 #t T R 4t & & M,
gE LR, 13 Fh nSyb H (151, 16 Fh Sytl 2 [
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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

HIENZ % &R Blastx e fEVE AL (S5 /4 5K/ FH) 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

InsectG0O8551 BdorSytl  XM_049446701.1, synaptotagmin 1 (B. dorsalis)

0
InsectG12478 Bdorelav  XM_019990231.3, elav (B. dorsalis) 0
0

InsectG14028 BdorBrp XM_049452037.1, ELKS/Rab6-interacting/CAST family member 1 (B. dorsalis)

JEA . 17 Ff elav 25 ¥ 51 A 2 # Brp 25 ¥ 51
UPFME BRI R 20K R 435, 75X B nSyb.
Sytl . elav F1 Brp X 4 1 FEFR (K 1) .

22 ZHERIERNEBRTEFSN L
IR /NS0 4 Fh iz P28 00 2 1k 6 PR 1) il
e, #E— DB G R G0 RR) H s ERUEE PR X A

BTN TR RT3 0 (B 2) . 451K W,
nSyb AL E 8 MRS I, AFMF A E B
PG ORSF B Ry 4 ~ 7 4> BRVUENEE
¥ S (Anastrepha obliqua) 9, T A P 5 ¥ & A
5 AN AR (4 OR SF B P, BT 2 < 2-1-3-5-67, KL 7
8 HUAFTE T4/ /N i R PG B J3E e Sl vpy, v, Adg

R2 RTFEFSNERNFIS

Tab.2 Sequence numbers used in conserved motif analysis

BEH AR Feol M5

Gene Sequence number Abbreviation
Drosophila melanogaster bruchpilot isoform N UYI57892.1 DmBrp.N
Bactrocera dorsalis bruchpilot 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
Bactrocera dorsalis synaptotagmin 1

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

Bactrocera dorsalis elav

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

/NSEIE nSyb i ik = R 57 BT 418 2-A); Sytl 2R
BRSNS (R VSSE 95 MW NG EY/E Ll S5 27 Kol
RSP R 9~ 10 4>, Horh, BREGE
W (Scaptodrosophila lebanonensis) . it 5 i
(Drosophila busckii) £ Calliphora vicina )
HICORSF LT 10, /NSl Sytl 25 AR 241
YIFh T 5 —30, A5 10 MRSFET, T 4 “10-8-
5-4-7-2-9-6-3-1” (18] 2-B); Elav & H J¥ 51 4L 4 &%

10 N RSFHE T, A [F 4 B0 0 L 51 52 7 3o 34 o
10 A, A% /NS i -5 H At S0 G e 371 235 440 1 BE AR,
JI5T 7 259 A« 10-8-1-4-9-6-2-7-5-3" (|&] 2-C); Brp
I 8 ANRSFHET, AR Fh R 7 3 7 B0
K1~ 74 (SIBrp AL F 2 A4S, #2350 (1) 58
R SE) . /NS Brp & AR SFET
TeORSFRET 2, HoA 5L 3 S 700 55 SR e w5y B AR R, I
¥k “1-5-6-8-3-4-7" (& 2-D) .,
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BdorBrp
DmBrp.N
SIBrp
Bdorelav
741 Blatelav. X1
43 Boleelav.X1
Zcucelav.X3
Ccapelav.X2

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

Dinnelav
98.2 749 Dyirelay
R Dobselav -----
34.2 92_2—|76.2 Dmelay
WCVicelav
99 — Lcupelav
503 Aoblelav.X2
== Aludelav
Rzepelav -----
_EBdorSytl
BlatSyt1.X1
042 BoleSyt1.X3
0 _@Bolesmm
96.2 81 Z—ZcucSytl.Xl -
: _@AobISyﬂ.Xl
99 6 84.9 = AsynSyt1.X4
—— RzepSyt1.X1
9.1 CsynSyt1.X1
5.7 CsynSyt1.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 08.7  DsuznSyb
———————DmnSyb
—— DsulnSyb.X2
97 ﬂE DnasnSyb.X2
DalbnSyb
DmonSyb.X3
1 BdornSyb. BdorSytl. Bdorelav. BdorBrp 2% % & 517
Fig.1 Phylogenetic analyses of BdornSyb, BdorSyt1, Bdorelav and BdorBrp
T Eh S SRR X RO R, LUE BT RS R P51 R LR 2,

Note: 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

23 ZMETREERMEHSN ELCAH  fF S PO GSA B F, PRICA020830), 3F 44
WM e R S A B s (KB BdornSyb . BdorSytl . Bdorelav, BdorBrp 5¢ %) 4h



KL 48 A /N TZUR 4 Iz A 20 TT T DR A S 58 Ry A

A

Name p-value  Motif Locations

BdomSyb 1.78e—154 = S [
ZeuenSyb.X5  4.42¢—173 I [ e
AludnSyb.X1  1.30e-172 [ |EE—— L mml )
MvetnSyb 3.16e—1¢67 N T I |

MdomnSyb.X1 9.22¢-166 [ |e— [ mmf ]

AoblnSyb.X3  1.89¢—113 N i ——

DgunnSyb X1 2.70c—170 N S -
DmonSyb.X3  3.35¢-164 HEET B (.
DsulnSyb.X2  4.02¢—167 N IS I . -
DnasnSyb.X2  4.59¢—167 N IS I N =
DalbnSyb 8.69¢—16¢ NN Y =
DmnSyb 1.19e—169 NN S P =
DsuznSyb 1.87e—170 HEEE I N T =
ScalnSyb.X5  1.18¢—165 NN E N T —

Motif Symbol M
L

1

C

Name p-value  Motif Locations

Bdorelav 0.00c+0 [ NN S NS S N —
Blatelav.X1  0.00e+0 [0 NI S IS [,
Boleelav.X1 ~ 0.00e+0 [0 NI SN S [
Zcucelav.X3  0.00e+0 771 NN [N I e e—
Ceapelav.X2  0.00e+0 1771 NN N I o,
Aoblelav.X2  0.00e+0 7] I S SN,
Aludelav 0.00e+0 [ NN SN IS N S
Rzepelav 0.00e+0 1 NN S NS S —
Dnavelav.xl — 0.00e+0 - 1 L. |
Dinnelav 0.00e+0 [ . T e
Dmojelav.X2  0.00e+0 1 I || i [ —
Dmonelav.X2  0.00e+0 71 I || [ S —
Dvirelav 0.00e+0 71 . [ © Dl B |
Dnovelav 0.00e+0 71 . [ | (e E—"—
Dobselav 0.00e+0 [ - || | Bl [
Dmelav 0.00e+0 71 . || (e [E——
Cvicelav 0.00e+0 [ NN [ ISR S
Lcupelav 0.00e+0 [ NN [N N S —

Motif Symbol Motif Consensus
I m—

vo

R

EEESEes
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B

Name p-value Motif Locations

BlorSytl  0.00e+0 F NN ———
BlatSytl X1 0.00e+0 M0 N N I S———
BoleSytl X3 0.00¢+0 T NS NN I S
BoleSytl X4 0.00e+0 T NN N N S -
ZoucSytl X1 0.00e+0 1 NN I O  —
AobISytl X1 0.00e+0 T MENTIIT NN I —
AludSytl X4 0.00c-0 TE NN I -
RzepSytl. X1 0.00e+0 F1  WENTEET N —
CoapSyt1 X1 0.00e0 T MENTS NN N -
DbusSytl. X1 0.00e+0 — BB N —

DrhonSyt1.X5 0.00e+0
DbianSyt1.X1 0.00e+0
DmSytl. A 0.00e+0
DsuznSytl.X1 0.00e+0
DyaknSyt1.X1 0.00e+0

I

CvicSytl. X4  0.00e+0 | R -—-—
SlebSytl X1 0.00e+0 — NENTEEE N —
[Motif Symbol Motif Conscnsus

1L -

: - P RAGHEDY

3. B MDVGGLSDPYVKIAIMONGKRLKKKKTSIKKCTLNPYYNESFSFEVPFEQ

1 R DKOSEOK! NSNSLAVIVIQAEELPALDMGGTSDPYVKVY

S ] GLPIWG UFFCYRRFLKKRRTKDGKGKKGYDMKSYQ

6. - LRYVPTAC

7. | | HRKTLSPY

8 W EEPTITSVSVIOKIGHAGEVVTEVIAEKT

9. | 1} EGEGGQEKLGDICFS

10, £ 1 MPPNANTNTERQLPEESTPSLEPADOKVE
Name p-value Motif Locations

AEN B E ®BR R

BdorBrp  0.00e+0
DmBrp.N  0.00¢+0 L LS n
SIBrp 6.18¢c-105 H M

Motif Symbol Motif Consensus

GNLKKFLFLTNOKLGSSMIISIKTFWSPELKKERALRKEFSAKYSLIND

PITYIRe

& 2 BdornSyb. BdorSytl. Bdorelav. BdorBrp BI{RFEF 57
Fig.2 Conserved Motif analysis of BdornSyb, BdorSyt1, Bdorelav, and BdorBrp
TE: FEAMEIFOR PSSR 1 FUAT 51 43 W 365 I DR F PP 9B, R CURE R R (RSP AS TR, JFFRi T Oy I AN T35 B AT

AP IS PRI 2.

Note: 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.

B —WNE TS5 R, OF 5 PR R K LR
R JE S5 1 1 T % SE R B AT T X (1] 3 R0
% 3). GERELM, BdornSyb FEHZH K R 19 337
bp, G F 5 ML T 4 DNNE T, ISP EE
¥4 52 W8 (Anastrepha obliqua) . 2% VY 5] $& Sl (A.
ludens) . NS (Zeugodacus cucurbitae) V) S 2218
8 (Drosophila melanogaster) B A5 FH [R5 & 1 71
T (& 3-A) . BdorSytl FEPRIH Ky 26 884
bp, 5% 8 MM T ANE T, SIESFBHIREE
W8 (Bactrocera latifrons) . H{#i 5218 (B. oleae) . 7§
E[J B 422 52 W (A, obliqua) . #% V4 5f 4% 52 W (4.

ludens) } B WG S 08 (D. melanogaster) B-A45 1 [F] %X
AN FE(E 3-B) o Bdorelav 3R 25 F KRR,
HA& 1M, TNS 7, B ERAKE S
1 341 bp; B A SL g (B. latifrons) . FAE SE g (B.
oleae) . IR SEE ( Ceratitis capitata) . JNSZH (Z.
cucurbitae) L J¢ 5 5 8 (D. melanogaster) 1 i)
Elav 3£ R 2545 5 Bdorelav ML, 0 HA 1 4488
T CF ¥ K B 1 278.00 ~ 1 440.00 bp) (& 3-C).
BdorBrp JER 40K JE 2 49 692 bp, {7 14 MM
FHI3ANE T, TR E R Brp 615 22 4
SRR 21 AN F (8 3-D) . BRI E, BR
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A B. dorsalis (S //J\\/*w—\l\ J/_//_,)
A. obliqua l/L\; ,_,,,./——-//ly'&\ﬁ——77_7,,,, JJ_,,,,_?)JJ
"9 N 4 tudens .. )
Z. cucurbitae LM B
D. melanogaste \W_____}
HBI R Scale m
B
B. dorsalis M.,,,_GI\ -/"’"""K/l\/)
Bolafons W A 1 1 )
Sytl || B- oleae | N, S N
A. obliqua | N S [ A
R — R —
A. ludens H\ %7—7_7,,,_ _77,,_,,i,,,,_ ’/1\_ /J
— — - - . -
D. melanogaste ﬂJIIL\v/’W
F il Scale 1 600 bp
¢ B. dorsalis
B. latifrons ]
" B. oleae ]
eav 8C. capitata ——
Z. cucurbitae ]
D. melanogaste KNGEGEGEG——
1 —
N Scale == o
D
5 IB. dorsalis L A AN )
157 — — !
D, melanogaste \ W __m__ggL| jmmm)
A3 —_—
LR Scale3 300 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 F PCR 454441 W38 4) % CDS 741
AT T RE, IR vakeE T AR LR ) CDS J¥ 41,
LUK E 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 (B 5-A—B); HEPEAE 1188 (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 TR/ N TP K bp

A A %ﬂjgﬁ( ok W%ﬁi//l\. Average length Number of Average length
Gene Species Number of exons/ind of exons/bp introns/ind of introns/bp
%G/NSE88 Bactrocera dorsalis 5 105.60 4 4702.25
PYENBE 35928 Anastrepha obliqua 5 111.60 4 6308.50
nSyb SEPURHE S A. ludens 5 111.60 4 5251.50
JREEWE Zeugodacus cucurbitae 5 154.80 4 1887.25
PANG NG Drosophila melanogaster 5 115.80 4 780.00
5/NS2H B. dorsalis 8 174.00 7 3641.71
BB B. latifrons 8 174.00 7 3761.57
WAL B. oleae 8 216.00 7 2962.43
Sl PUENEE 25208 A. obliqua 8 174.75 7 8321.00
BPGRMRTE A. ludens 8 237.38 7 7890.71
MR D. melanogaster 8 178.13 7 1342.29
W& /NSLWE B. dorsalis 1 1341.00 0 0
BB B. latifrons 1 1332.00 0 0
MINISEHE B. oleae 1 1278.00 0 0
Y i Ceratitis capitata 1 1278.00 0 0
JREEWE Zeugodacus cucurbitae 1 1278.00 0 0
PRNG NG D. melanogaster 1 1440.00 0 0
By 5/NS2H B. dorsalis 14 305.57 13 3493.38
IR D. melanogaster 22 308.05 21 1060.95
F4 3|¥EERPCR &N
Tab.4 Summary of primers and PCR conditions
HH PCR75 ¥ PCRE& A
Gene PCR primers PCR conditions
BdorSyb F: ATGGCGGAACCAGCACC 98 °C 3 min; 98 °C 10's, 55 °C 15's, 72 °C FEfH 40 s, T:407

R: TTATACTGCACCGTGCTGCTCT
F: ATGCCGCCAAACACGAATACG

;72 CIEH10 min; 10 CIEAF
98 °C 3 min; 98 °C 10's, 55 °C 155, 72 °C &/ 1 min 40 s, 3£

BdorSytl] 4 .
orly R: TTACTTCATATTCTTCAGTATTTCATCGGT A07EHR; 72 CHEMH 10 min; 10 CHEAF

F: ATGGACTTTATGATGGCGAATGC

98 °C 3 min; 98 °C 10's,55 °C 15's, 72 °C &/ 1 min 30, £t

Bdorelav o 1T ACTTTGATTTGTTGGTCTTGAAGCT 4071 FR; 72 CHEAHI10 min; 10 “CAEAF

F1: ATGGACAATGCCTACGTCTACTATAAGTT

R1: CGTTTCGAGTTCCATAAGGGTTTTGT 98 °C 3 min; 98 °C 10's, 55 °C 15's, 72 °C FEf#1 2 min 30 s, 3t
BdorBrp 1. GAGCCAAGTGGAGTTACGTAAACT AOTEFR; 72 CHEMHI10 min; 10 “CHLAFE

R2: TTAGAAAAAGCTCTTCAAGAATCCAGCTGGT

Bry
A Bdor nSyb 528 bp
Sytl o1y FlR | [BRR2
2000 bp —> (RIS Y Bdor Syt1 1392 bp
1000 bp —> et
500 bp — - Bdor elav 1341 bp

100 bp —
Bdor Brp 4278 bp

i
(=]
(=]
o
o

v I+ I+*|:|+|
U

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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HAMEMERIA T % 2557+ . Bdorelav TEMEHE
M FRIRBEAA I B2 5, RS T HANE —&
) 2% 3k i, H R S0 Y 3R G R A (] 5-C);
BdorBrp FEFIR T il fa FT S0, oA 2ULF
ANFEIR, MEPE TR SR ) Rk a3 T
(K5-D).

3 3t i

O A 22 R GER T R AT O, U R AT
N, BA R S o SN AR5 p b R
WA Z AR TR, X5 Sl o 2 AL 1
Z PR R T R A MRS FEX A i
P, SRR A5 AL | IR 15 RIRE 5 rhikd 3]
TEXEERMEM . TR R RERZ 2ot
A

Bdor nSyb A

FIRFLH R Z 55 fTIREMIC, 4 Brp (Bruchpilot) |
nSyb (L& b) Fl Sytl (KL EEN 1),
T HE PR 5 5 fh T BB 1 K 8 OQ IR, S T o8 fink AE
PREEAT AL B R OGS . S 5 SR A T R D5
e, ARG S0 LR A /)N S I 1 32 A 28 T R A
VERE o FEIE S b, e B ] 5 A 2 PR 3 i R
PR REARL %) S5 R 5 R R AR ) ABIF Y 5 K X
SO I PR S5 7 A [R] 9 00 B B U AR DR ST, 1
N T R g A — R P RS, B
SR X LB L PR 7R XU H R A b R S RSP BT, (H A
HTAE—S 25 Hl, BdornSyb Bt = £ 57 5 ¥
4 HEARZEYFA LT 8. bR T 3T
Ak, AR LR N &K A B s T B
25 . BIan, nSyb B & XK R 780.00 ~

o
W

B

Mp |10 %z LOf
I =
LI o
05 X
juan
=

L2

ns

(]

0
An M(-Mp) Mp LI

Relative expression level

L3
G I ﬁ%;@(Male)

Bdor nSyb
(Type)
An 20 157 s
M(-Mp) 1.5 =Pk (Female)

= /P (Male)

ns ns ns
[ |

(!

L2 L3 G
P4:(Female)
b Bdor Syt1 S| Bdor Syt1
. T E— (Type) i
An I1.5 = 1.5 ns
i 5 o ns = P (Female)
M(Mp)R 1.0 BEio mm i (Male)
P 0.5 25
' e
- Eo05)
me Y
L2 <5
©
L3 ~ 0
G Iiﬁ"@(Male) AnM(-Mp)Mp L1 L2 L3 G
B (Female)
¢ Bdor elav el Bdor elav
——s (1YPE) g 1.6 o
An I }i g ' ns -%‘E(Female)
: . i = i (Mal
M(-Mp) |5 B 150 ns ns it (Male)
M 12 e ns
P ' X 8
1.1 Ke
L 1.0 =3
=2
©
o~

0
An M(-Mp) Mp L1

L3
e (Mal
o Wi,

L2 L3 G
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Bdor Brp (%T;/jge)

1

An Il.O
0.8

M(-Mp) ~ 0.6

Mp 0.4
0.2

o

L2

L3
T (Mal
G ﬂﬁm&eﬁe)

Bdor Brp

Ju—
(93]
1

s N = i (Female)
= /i (Male)

—
o
T

AR FRIRKF
e

Relative expression level

AnM(-Mp)Mp L1 12 13 G

A-D BIZEEIBIR T 4 FRIER B3 A T 2R, TR MEMELL O AN RIS R ALY, 43530 An, fil 5 M(-Mp), 25 F S8R 4% Mp, 2L L1,
B L2, W5 L3, 5 A5 G, AMESH & S0 RIS LR S . A D SRS SROK B9 QRT-PCR 4558, Bt 22 5 /AR AR BCA ¢ K8 (“ns” R

TMFEER, “*"FIR P<0.05, “**" %R P<0.01),

The left of Figs. A—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 verifies 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).

B 5 BdornSyb. BdorSytl. Bdorelav, BdorBrp B5MEREIE 51
Fig. 5 Peripheral nerve tissue expression profile of BdornSyb, BdorSyt1, Bdorelav and BdorBrp

6 308.50 bp, 1Ml Sytl WM G PR 1342.30 ~
8 321.00 bp, IXEEN & TR EEMARLIER, FEHEH
FIR W L] A AE R RE LA o X AR S
A 6 5 M I DR A e S N BR PR IR, 1 T 5% 1 2 f
INRE AT RIE R o X BB IE DR 454 TN 5 T
) 22 FEVE SRR T RO R DR ST 1 p 2 A 3B AL
5 .35 0B AL ZREbE . R ZRE M P RE AN ]
Pwh b T35 R IR B AR A AT R Z AT T,
IF HOoA R R B S8 R G0 kb ) e 4t T

TER M, nSyb. Sytl. Elav #1 Brp JL-F-7E
A 2R 22T AR PO X SR TR A B
()45 PR 37 2 AL R A 63k . N, 7RS0T+,
Brp Kl (445 FE P REAS 238 T W fk /. T 4%
JE AP BR R AEA, W T IRAE R AU
EIRAZ AR, FEARBEFT X2 )7 Fak I
PR IR T AFAE 2 5, X 5 O A H B i Pl 2
L, 75T, nSyb F Syel ()% 557K 2 Brp
) 30 f% ~ 60 £5260, XbFAHIR AL, ARSI E #f
ZHBH W RIA B WAFTEZESF . KT BdornSyb.
BdorSytl 1l Bdorbrp, fil ffi X 17 2% W 1) R i858 5
X AT B X BEA MR M AR B s 2 A g
Koo UGN, FEBCF R, R Brp AT LATE fil f 1 T3S
HbRICHEIE 1 000 A F 24, i 7E 2 344 U AE
PRICAKL 40 AHRZANAEEY, A LA ST A1 A % 72
Y55 2 b A S |12 2o 36k IR, Bdorelav B

FIRBE A2 R, TEA R e a4 B A I ik
iR, JUFHRTE AT B b 2o A M 5 A0 0 A BE A 3R A,
TNZIER T e TEAE M 2T rh Rk . FE SRR
o, AR L BRI RERE 5% Elav, (RAE G 5% J5 KF L
BEAP IS X B P RGN IR 1Y 22 5 o AR 9T AT
A FE A8 i S DR (AR R i 4 4t T o B Y BB HRE,
DAMRALA Rl 2 Am e B H

M G OTIR G E R GRS R B A
BB —AEZE A, BT, 7R, R H
nSyb F Elav W8l ¥ o b 17 R B B )1z
fift A 7 3K, ok Sy iy g ) SR R D AR
T 2R 240 AR C R A, AT 2e)™
A n A R R T H E 2R A R
PR ML bRIC, B, ZEBF b, Sl Brp 3K 35h
W5 FE N (U mCDS:GFP) K bric MU 27 B H A
257080 YR M TT A M B M, 4840, FE s
g, FIH Brp 5% Synapsin R 355 B 138 7R )
GCaMPs, AW I SCHAAL G 4 7 i £ - S5 28 DX 3
PR TG 0 T PO A /N S B e — o Ei A Rl
W, HATAAT IR B AR B P s /N S B B
L AT B o RS R o AR O S,
{EAT SR B = Al W) o — W0 32 AR i 28 S — MR/
BR—AT R Z RN RE I DG R, 3 BRI T IR 434
PRTES R 2 i E R, ARG E 1Y 4 Flz
P AU FRIR LN, JE AN TT R IE DI RE 1Y FE A, B
IR ILF-TERTA P20 H R, HOHED, X 4
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BELA AT LA 2 0 YT A1 J St il 28 70 LA K i s o

Zoubricth . b TR A T AR
PE, R RGN Ak 247 8 IR L 7 5 SR 28T
AR FER L Filan, v L2 FE R A BdorOrco &
I IARIC T A SR Z AW L0, X PR MR IC
TR, K Sy T A B X A /N S M 1) a5 4% T 2L {5
B AT RE, B g 48 7 A7 /0N S i WL G A 25 % )
SR HLT, JT A2 AT S I8 45 1 TR A 5 0 S5 B
N H

4 & it

AW 38 32 S AR PR 2 254 o b, BN T
BdornSyb . BdorSyt] . Bdorelav. BdorBrp 7£X3# H
B U H R RS SR ) v 0 1 BE ORI o AR SR
.MﬁﬂL%%IT%HMM%E¢rQ%L,
JEHAE Sl AR S rh R, BE T X S AL ]
Jﬂi M 7E SRR SR b i D eI 5T, A B 5 1A BAAHE DU

TS R AT AR FH T AR SRz b2 e R Bl iR
R, XA BT IF A& 5 Rk HE AR RO Bl PR e
I A 3 A T SR
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Identification and analysis of four pan-neuronal

expression genes in Bactrocera dorsalis
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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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