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Identification and expression pattern analysis of the sex pheromone

synthase genes in Illiberis pruni

HE Qi-Yue!, NAN Yan-Bin!, LAI You-Peng?, LIU Zhan-Ling'!, ZHANG Xiao-Yun', ZHOU
Yuan-Tao'" (1. School of Agriculture and Animal Husbandry, Qinghai University, Xining 810016,
China; 2. Plant Protection Institute, Qinghai Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Science, Xining
810016, China)

Abstract: The identification and analysis of sex pheromone-related genes in [lliberis pruni
provided a theoretical basis for exploring the molecular mechanisms of sex pheromone synthesis.
Based on transcriptome data from the abdomen and female wings of I pruni, sex
pheromone-related genes were screened and identified followed by bioinformatics analysis.
Real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR was used to analyze the expression patterns of these
genes in different tissues of male and female adults. A total of 21 sex pheromone-related genes

were identified (3 Dess, 2 FARs, 1 FAS, 10 ACTs, 3 ACCs and 2 ARs), and bioinformatics analysis
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revealed that these genes had significant variation in protein molecular weight, suggesting that
they were unstable proteins. Subcellular localization analysis showed that the corresponding
proteins were mainly located in the cytoplasm and mitochondria. Based on the phylogenetic tree
results, it was inferred that the ACCs genes and ACTs genes of I. pruni were closely related to the
sex pheromone-related genes of Streltzoviella insularis and Danaus plexippus. RT-qPCR analysis
demonstrated that 16 genes exhibited female-biased expression in the wings, 7 genes were highly
expressed in the female abdomen, and 2 genes showed male-biased expression in the male thorax.
These research findings provided a foundation for the functional study of sex pheromone-related
genes in . pruni.
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FI VR 2 5 A S a0 2 25 R IS, o (S B R 1E R il i b iR 2
REZPER, 725 REREE BB AR IR 54 T A (Meneil, 1991; Ando ef al., 2004;
Witzgall et al., 2010) . 68 H B R PEAS B R 3 202 WBESE 8 128 9 JE 1 Z M HEAE B
HIRE (PG) SIRAIRI, BAMRE S S5 RV Dh e B 28 Mk (s . AT
ROV BB UE BRI E R T8, ARG 3 (Tillman et al., 1999; Raina
etal., 2000) o MERVEEERB RZHEAAWE. B, BB ERE, RAKKRE (Coas)
HEH A Z ANBRAUE (Jurenka, 2004; Luo efal., 2014) . &4 M1k, B4 H 1600
Z MR (S B, B HEE BRI A S B R — R RS RN TE R,
FERREEAR R B . BB, B FHA . 4B, SR, BORAUKAESE IS FE (Hagstrom
etal., 2014) . RITFRENYG BUSERBEN H B UG R R AW B RRMEEE . L4
filf A 1L (Acetyl-CoA carboxylase, ACC) FIJEHIHE & ¥ (Fatty acid synthase, FAS)
¥ TR A CE BRI S RIS, FRE R B K, RS B R TR 42
Bt FI{LEE (Desaturase, Des) TEJ iR K14 58 (0 B AT B0 [ RG FRUAS [6] (R 0 (Z AU B
E %D, WA &Fi{E 2 R84 (Roelofs and Rooney, 2003; Bucek ef al., 2013; Ales et
al., 2015) . FEJE WML ILIE R (Fatty acyl-CoA reductase, FAR) « BE4E AL/ i ZF (Alcohol
Oxidase/Dehydrogenase, AOX) . ML )5l (Aldehyde reductase, ARD £ Pt 5t % % i

(Acetyltransferase, ACT) [{EH T, 70l /= Az FE 2 BRI RME B K (Ando e al., 2004;
Jurenka, 2004; Matsumoto, 2010) . FAR BeX4 ANV 7 B il 4 A0 A L P B 25 )
L 2, ASTE A R A R B 7R A S FAR S LRI BT 1 52 (¥ (Lassance et al., 2010;
Hagstrom et al., 2014; Hagstrom et al., 2018) . FEHFHMTHEAMRE, WEHHH E
R B g SYEE R RAEME A R EER, Fun/NbZ R Agrotis ipsilon. /NI
Plutella xylostella. 4LPLEEHEEM Ctenopseutis herana. FHI Mk Ctenopseustis obliquana . %
3k A& Wk Planotortrix excessana~ J\%& XU Planotortrix octo F/IN& i R 3L Streltzoviella
insularis % (Gu et al., 2013; Grapputo et al., 2018; Yang et al., 2020) .



BB F W Niberis pruni J& T HE3 B BEEAL, RRR. SR E. DRSERR K3 E
BMRFE R, hd R AR JEEE RIS A G A, T A TR E
B X, R R EEE BB AR (BESCHESE, 2022) o AETEER, SECRMH
PERTRTORA TS, ™ E R AU 18 FRIRES, R 2F R &2, A RInFR g, AT A 2R
WCEAERIIRGS, BRI S, smRm =& GEHINS, 2022; MR, 2022) . i
K, VEAE B R A S A EE B T O T R0 B B 0L in AU Chilo suppressalis-
FEMNE MK Cnaphalocrocis medinalis 75 7 AR B Cossus insularis T & 168 /NG Lobesia
botrana %5, NHLE T R TG AR HIR 4 18 B # (Hoshi et al., 2016; Lucchi er al., 2018;
Liang et al., 20200 . HAlE NN TRE F B H A BEEN 0 7D, HAPWRLE £ b
(90 AR TR TE AR SRR L AR IR D d8 AR 5 AR B AR DT T, WD R SR AL
MRS BRI E LN — ORI+ AR AR R T e 2R 5 4 (=455, 1997; Subchev
etal., 2013; Subcheveral., 2016) , TEMEMEMGEHS SRS BRE TR m, HAREERE
5 REMEDE BRAIZ R T HLRTIAE R (455, 1996, 1997; dEHIESE, 2022;
EISCHESE, 2022 MfRIR, 2022) o ARHIETEE T AL B ok g 0 R M S R,
e A B R A O B R AT A M B s il RT-qPCR I £ 15 B3 & il
5 TR 7E M e 1 ERAS R ZH A R SR IE 7K o B T 45 SR B TE R ALE B PR (S B 0@ W 4 7Bl
RH S JE IR 3 BE AT 90 B9 5 S A o
1 #MR5REE
1.1 KRR E

KIS HALE BT 2023 4 6 HREFIFATI T (E101° 417, N36° 39" ), ¥
oy R R [ S s SR TR U (N BRI A 2% I 3 om JE R R3E) |, FREE N
MM N: 141 : 10D, R 23°C+1°C, MHANEE RH 70%~80%. Pk i a5 4% i 14
I FFAE A A [F) 77 U P9 o BRI 48 b P (g { e A4 AL 6 UM A Bl 2 S B Sk O i £ D)
M. Mg 2. BEAAIERARIAZFE S, BAES 30 klid, W3 RAEMFESE, RE
B S I R G T AR, L RAEE—80°CUKAR 1, LA S5 84 EL RNA, A3 4% 1F
BHAT 3 A B
1.2 FEEHE RNA FIIEEUR cDNA AR

f# ] Solarbio /A & RNA $ZHURF £ (R1200) FEEALE B A [F 2L 4UE RNA. f#H] Nano
drop 2000 K% R 7€ A 5E sk RNA FEAS BB Sz ODasonso. 1% Solarbio 23 7] it HI e e 5%
AR (M-MLV) &8 F BRI S cDNA 35— %5 .

1.3 cDNA 3CEE#E & Illumina

J:F Illumina NovaSeq 6000 I /7 & #E4T 2x150 bp 7, T 525 K A Tru SeqTM RNA
Sample Preparation Kit /57243 Al 4T A4 5 6 HU (1 ME e RS 30 S M cDNA SCE R £E
1.4 FREMFIH



B BE G BAE AT P 5%, W AR Unigene FE, 9B CREUE I PS80, T
LTI Unigene FPEHEAT ™A% (000 PP SCHE R S0P AG o VPG 45 ks G, Kt — b IFRKik &
ST LA R R M o AT, LR AR 7R 0P (1 5 R 208 5 G5 A RRAIE o B Si dLA15 B 52 00 b
TRFRIR G T DRRE AR BAL AN [R] 7= A f) DR 22 S 3R 0K, RIS 612258 DRAH DG 1) B e T R /K T ik
A7 T o IX L5 IR OCHEE FUR B ME (Y, T R AR BE DR 3R A R AR R T RE R 40T St 1 2
SRR X — RGBS S TR R A B T IR AR R R0k L hRE, it — iR AL
B R BYEAE B R A E BRI PSR LSRRI S
15 REEHMESRAKBEREMNTE

HRPE 539 H VRS B3R Type I BB AEDIG A %, LA Acetyl-CoA carboxylase (ACC)
Acetyltransferase (ACT ) « Desaturase (Des) . Aldehyde reductase (AR - Fatty acyl-CoA reductase

(FAR) /I Fatty acid synthetase (FAS) %54 5CH], {EALEE 5 dUME-E NG 50 A 0 1) % 5%
AR PR R T 1 2 5 AT R B B R IR R IR ;@ R B NCBI H BLASTP #E4T /3 51 EU AT 5
{4 FI#E 28 T. F. Open Reading Frame (ORF)  (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/orffinder/) 47 JT
T BRI A PR T o
16 REEFHMESRRAKRBERNEYERESN

K] ExPASy $3f JFE L 11) ProtParamhttps://web.expasy.org/cgi-bin/protparam/protparam )

THAEL T AR B RS B R A E R BT, 155 Bk /0 #Tig A SignalP 5.0
(http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/Signal P/) YE28 T H., & AL G /KEF]FH ExPASy f Protscale
( https://web.expasy.org/protscale/ ) 45 M1 , . 40 L & 7 B W K A WOLFPSORT
( https://wolfpsorthgejp ) 7 2 T H , = 2 45 ¥ W W £ H SOPMA
(https://npsa-prabi.ibep.fr/cgi-bin/npsa_automat.pl?page=npsa_sopma.html) , =245 il K

H ExPASy b4 £ JE e fit il SWISS-MODEL
(https://swissmodel.expasy.org/interactive/GMgk3q/models/)

17 REEFHMESRRARBERRZLE DN

NAHAME B REFEERA B EF LS R Ei@H B Rmi b R, W
LpruACCs FI LprudCTs Wi IS B K (1 R G K B MREAT 20T, 48 WAL B i s 4 B
J v 126 % 7€ Y 3 A4S ACC 10 > ACT &AL P 41, Hoe il H B duhik % 1 87 > ACC
A1 137 4> ACT BIEBR T AT ELB . 3T ClatalW X EIERR 7 51 8EAT LT, 3746 MEGA
B RGO BN, AT 1000 KEAZSER, DR SRETTEEME, 52 PRI R r 77
SEUARG K E M. FH ITOL (iTOL: Interactive Tree Of Life (embl.de)) 7£ £k Wi i T A4 i 14
1 RGBT AR id 53 k.

1.8 S5 &/K

FIH Oligo7 %1t RT-qPCR 5[4 (£ 1) , DL RPL7 AWNZERF (LIENIHRE, KK

R, HIALEBEEEVEMEARE R AR A .


https://itol.embl.de/

®1 KRS

Tablel Primers used in the study

£ Eigsim (539 NI (530
Gene Forward primer Reverse primer
LpruACCl1 CGATATGGGCCAAGGTTGTG TGGCTAAGCACAGTCTCACA
LpruACC2 GCATTCGTGGTGATTTCCGA TTGCACCCTCTCAGCGATAA
LpruACC3 CTTATGAGCTCCGCCACAAC CTTCTGAAGGTTCTCGGGGT
LpruACT1 ACCTCTAGTCAGTCCTCGGT ATGGTGGTTTCGTTTTGCCA
LpruACT?2 TTGCTTGCAAATGTGACGGA GTTGTCGCGGGGATTATAGC
LpruACT3 CACACGCCAAGTTTCCTGAA AAGTATCAGTCGAGCGAGGG
LpruACT4 CGGCTCTCACTGACTCTTCT TCCAGCAAGCAGACCTAGAC
LprudCTS5 TCTCGCATCGCCAATAAACG TGATCATGAGTGGCAACCCT
LpruACT6 AGGGTCGTGGAGTGTAAAGG GATGTCGTGTTTGTGGTGCT
LpruACT7 GGGCATTGGGTCATGTTCTC CATCCCTCTAGAGAAGCCCG
LpruACT8 CTCGTAACACATGCCCACTG GACACCAACGCTATGCTGAG
LpruACT9 GACTGCTCGCACATGTCAAA ACCCGGCCGAGATAATACAG
LpruACTI10 ACAGCAGCCTTAACAGCAAC GGCAGCATACTCGACAAAGG
LpruAR1 TCCAATTTAGGTTCCGGGCT GGTCAAGAGGAGTTGGTCGA
LpruAR2 GTCATGGGCACGAATCTTCC GTGGAGTCATCGTCATCCCA
LpruDesl GCAGGTTTCGGAGTAACAGC GTCTCGCACCCAGTCGTATA
LpruDes?2 CGTCAATCTCAAGGCAGTCG TTAGTGCGCGATACAGGCTAS0
LpruDes3 CCACCATCGCTTGTTTGCTA ACGATCCACAACTAAGCCGA
LpruFARI GCAACGCCGAACCTATGATT TGTGTCTCGCATGTTACCCT
LpruFAR?2 ATTCCACTTCGCTGCATCAC TCGAGGTTCCGCATCTTCTT
LpruFAS CAGTCCAATGGTCGCTTCAG AGAACGCTCACATTTGCCAG
RPL7 TGTCCAAGGTCTGAGTGA CCAAGTATATCCGCATCCA

1.9 *UE?E%EE]EL:UL.\%AE‘ZEﬁg.A%

2 PCR &1

RT-qPCR M {& % (20 uL) A TB Green® Premix Ex TaqTM (Tli RNaseH Plus) 10 pL,
1E A 5147(10 pmol/uL) 4% 0.8 uL, cDNA1 uL(100 ng), ddH,07.4 uL, F LongGene033-00410
F#HT B, PCR FEF: 95°C 1 min; 95°C 15s, iB/KIEFE 15s, 40 MEK; 72°C 45s. 4
> cDNA FEMCE 3 IRFCRTEEE M 3 A7 EE
1.10 HIBLIB R 57

S A P 2-ANCT yoktof ] 6 2 R 0 A2 B UM AR [R) 2L 4 1) 3 3 BEAT MU R B T, i
Fil SPSS Statistics 26.0 #4347 R KI5 2% 70 (ANOVAD , {8 ] Duncan 727 7€ & 2 P 22
S, 55 f#iFH Graphpad Prism 9 22|52 B du VA JE 364 iy 55 R 76 A [5] 2 24 (1 ik
L
2 HBRE5DH
2.1 EESRABEUBLA R R ERE TR

F R Tlumina o738 5 53 2 0P AR o AR 6 o g bl e 1 3 DA S S 4 GARE AR AT T
Fe A Fr . RN FES, G/C BlFE [ HLGI 3T 50%, B3I e 1 B 5 2 & b 2 300 R AR X
A HASE ORE A (R 2) o I A B A S R AT A 2 R R S A, RS
54.36 Gb Clean Data, 92 161 %% Unigene /741, HH KBS 1 kb 1) Unigene 354 21 244 %%,
o B 43 5 R 3 5 TN 2 M Transcript A1 Unigene 541 & BILPT # 1) N5O (B 8K:



BAIE T B SR A Y IS (R A R, AR TR FE I TS R AE R 14 o 7E Unigene %A K&
/NT200 bp BT A, XIE— BRI T EER R E R, KEELE 200~500 bp Z [A] 1) Unigene %1
B E, A 42 674 %, 5L ENL 46.30%, KAHTE 2 000 bp ] Unigene A 8 441 2%, Unigene
(A B 3 A 7R AR B U e s AL S R P e (3R 3D 5 IR AL R R 2840 (COG)
T 25 AN O AV INRESERE T 9797 NFH; 15736 (49.17%) %% Unigenes F 3
HERBIAFN GO 4035 434 KEGG g L4y R 6 KA 26 AN,
2 FEERMEE MR RENFLER
Table 2 Transcriptome sequencing results of the abdomen and wings of female and male [lliberis pruni

ERE ISETE S

GC (%) N (%) Q20 (%)  CycleQ20 (%) Q30 (%)
Sample name  BaseSum

FB1 7273 509 900 38.51 0 96.03 100 90.01
FB2 6 168 668 100 40.11 0 96.85 100 91.63
FB3 7 385262 600 36.98 0 95.86 100 89.79
FW1 6354292 200 40.49 0 95.96 100 90

FW2 5917 197 900 39.66 0 95.73 100 89.88
FW3 6219 584 600 38.79 0 95.24 100 89.62
MBI 7 365 475 200 37.88 0 96.05 100 90.4
MB2 6 696 348 000 37.19 0 95.68 100 89.56
MB3 7 199 094 600 37.55 0 95.91 100 89.96

TE: FBI1~3 FoRALE E Ul MR AT SR L) 3 ANMEWI AR FWI~3 FOoRAUE B MM s i 3 Mk
YMHEE; MB1~3 RnFLE B RIS AN 3 MY E R . Note: FBI1~3 represented 3 biological
replicates of female abdominal transcriptome of //liberis pruni; FW1~3 represented 3 biological replicates of
female wing transcriptome of [lliberis pruni; MB1~3 represented 3 biological replicates of male abdominal
transcriptome of /lliberis pruni.
®3 NFBEGITE
Table 3 Sequencing data statistics table

KRG (bp) LSS it PR K e
Length range Transcripts Unigenes
300~500 61217 (33.36%) 42 674 (46.30%)
500~1 000 56 309 (30.69%) 28 243 (30.65%)
1 000~2 000 37561 (20.47%) 12 803 (13.89%)
2 000+ 28 404 (15.48%) 8441 (9.16%)

22 HEFHUEERAMBEENEE



BT AR E O S S MR A S AR e, LIRIE RIS E 21 M EMEERS
FEEIEN, FE 3 4~ ACCs. 1 4~ FAS. 3 4~ Dess+ 2 /I FARs+ 10 4 ACTs F1 2 A~ ARs FE[H .
AR B (S R OCE N S e i B RS B R R T AR T L, Hor
LpruACT9 5 KA BEME Danaus plexippus FALE Fe iy, N 95.93%, K, LprudCC3 53k
W Pieris rapae FEIR FF A FIARALRE A 92.06% . FITHiiide tH AIAL AL B HUE A5 R B AH I R 5 3L
5 B R BIES & T 60% (R 4)

x4 HEERAMESREVAREXERER BLASTP HiE
Table 4 BLASTP matching of genes related to the biosynthesis of sex pheromone in llliberis pruni

E SRS FEIBE AL (aa) FHKEE (bp) Ef& ARALEE (%) WFh
Gene name Open reading frame Length E-value Identity Species
ACCI 345 1038 0 91.10 MRLLA4 R Pectinophora gossypiella
ACC2 543 1632 0 86.33 T SR T Rk Hyposmocoma kahamanoa
ACC3 314 945 0 92.06 M Pieris rapae
FAS 495 1488 0 74.44 FRLLAL L Pectinophora gossypiella
FARI 510 1533 0 73.73 MRLLA4 R Pectinophora gossypiella
FAR2 519 1560 0 78.81 HHSEREk Spodoptera exigua
ACTI 570 1713 0 83.42 KE 0 H Leguminivora glycinivorella
ACT? 464 1395 0 75.65 KRS Galleria mellonella
ACT3 405 1218 0 79.26 Fi#4 HL Helicoverpa armigera
ACT4 393 1182 0 82.74 KE &0 H Leguminivora glycinivorella
ACTS 325 978 0 77.30 FLAE RIS Aglais io
ACT6 309 930 3e 17 77.99 e Cydia pomonella
ACT7 396 1191 0 80.56 EHEA Mk Spodoptera exigua
ACTS 342 1029 0 89.15 JHHE R Manduca sexta
ACT9 441 1326 0 95.93 Mk & BEUSE Danaus plexippus
ACTI0 491 1476 0 89.05 SR Maniola jurtina
Desl 371 1116 4’171 69.49 ENFE AR Plodia interpunctella
Des2 366 1101 0 72.83 NER SR B Holcocerus insularis
Des3 332 999 0 83.59 24 WL Pectinophora gassypiella
ARI 343 1032 2¢180 69.68 WA KA Ostrinia furnacalis
AR2 318 957 0 80.19 INKYISE Leptidea sinapis

23 REEFHMEEREHBERNENERESH
231 EALHER AT

HEAGYE R AT 4 AT (R 5D, AR B RUME(E B R G R H A o TR A
33.51~63.52 kD Z [f], LpruACC3 2 £k H /b (315 aa) , LpruACT1 R H i £ (571
aa) , THIEILFRKZ N 409 aa; LpruACT1-3. LpruFAS. LpruACT3. LpruACT9. LpruAR1-2
PR E SN T 7, HAWKT 7, P Py 7.54, UiHIELE B dubk(E B &R A Wl
KZAWNEEH;: LpruACT7 MIATREfR B /N, 1H5 24.62, LpruACT1 A e 48 5UR =,
5798, H 5 AFEERM(E B RAREEFE WA TEIRET 40, HARKIATREREI
/NT 40, Yo I AL B UM B O U R K 2 AR e R (RE SRR T 40 AR EE D
FUR B dutE(E BB A U R g 0 R BUE 69.56~115.28, LpruACT1 /)y, LpruACT6 i



JiE 7 SR B SRR AR IR DT RR SRR O B P (ARSIt T R A AR E T, LR E
AT RER A U DR S IR D R U /AL T b &5, HEDN AL B VA B R A i 5t
DRl #ke 8 M — s LpruACT9 HISR B KM S TP ME S/, LpruACT6 fieimi, “F3SEBKMER
-0.69~0.60, IEMEE/RHIK, FUERRIEAK, UEIHFLUE T RS B R A B R K M &
EE RN R B R E B REE R RERMERSASHE ST MR B GERES
S R R AT SV 4 i 5 57 FUN , TR 45 SR R K 43 AR B IS B 3R U A R 37 T 4 i
JRAAIZRiAR T, LpruACC2. LpruFARI Al LpruACT6 fi7 T2 i |, LpruACT1 1 LpruACT?2
ENL B AMIAZ L, LpruACC1 F1 LpruDes2 137 T 40 il B 42
%5 RETHNEEEARBEEBLMR

Table 5 Physicochemical properties of genes related to sexual pheromones in l/liberis pruni

ISS S|
JE RS okt fESAK

HERR  MNST SRR, NSV

FEH B () &' kD) (PD E3 4 V240 il 5 ir
Aliphatic Average Signal o
Gene Amino Molecular Isoelectric  Instabilit index hydropat  peptide Subcellular localization
acids weight point y index
hicity
LpruACCI 345 39.23 5.35 46.48 83.25 -0.31 JC None #5242 Cytoskeleton
LpruAdCC2 544 60.61 5.2 33.79 87.46 -0.26 JC None  Jiifii Plasma membrane
LprudCC3 315 36.00 5.89 38.78 91.08 -0.33 & None  ZkfiifA Mitochondrion
LpruFAS 495 54.61 5.21 43.82 101.84 -0.06 JC None 45 Cytoplasm
LpruFARI 510 58.16 8.99 37.55 107.78 0.08 Jc None  Jfifi¥ Plasma membrane
LpruFAR?2 519 59.62 8.71 36.95 102.5 -0.04 & None  Z&fifhk Mitochondrion
LprudCTI 571 63.52 9.44 57.98 69.56 -0.61 7 None 41 ffi4#% Nucleus
LprudCT2 464 52.09 7.92 38.35 81.21 -0.43 7 None 4lIffiA% Nucleus
LpruACT3 405 46.76 5.98 39.77 79.46 -0.48 JE None 45 Cytoplasm
LpruACT4 393 44.44 7.53 50.62 82.9 022 & None  Z&fifhk Mitochondrion
LprudCTS 326 37.38 7.20 333 85.92 -0.28 7 None 45T Cytoplasm
LpruACT6 309 33.51 9.04 37.11 115.28 0.60 JiNone  Jiifiif Plasma membrane
LprudCT7 396 41.43 8.99 24.62 94.37 0.11 JC None  ZkfiifA Mitochondrion
LpruACT8 342 38.32 7.66 35.46 74.85 -0.36 & None  Z&fifhk Mitochondrion
LpruACT9 441 51.43 6.79 41.69 76.51 -0.69 JE None 45 Cytoplasm
LpruACT10 491 52.89 8.18 35.88 96.15 0.01 JoNone  ZFifk Mitochondrion
LpruDesl 371 43.44 9.35 37.74 86.71 -0.08 7t None 4L 5i Cytoplasm
LpruDes2 366 4227 9.34 31.89 96.94 -0.02 JoNone  #fiffuE4¢ Cytoskeleton
LpruDes3 332 38.83 8.94 32.34 88.19 -0.07 JE None 45 Cytoplasm
LpruAR1 343 39.14 6.46 31.99 92.3 -0.29 JE None 4 J5i Cytoplasm
LprudAR2 318 36.23 6.21 26.73 87.33 -0.39 7¢ None 41 5i Cytoplasm

232 . =ZH/EERS

4512 SOPMA TEL B AP BT T EH R BTN, SR ER (K1, £6), 21
AR 1) R RS R SS o B e . B-HT S TC RN i A R A R A R, (RN [R5 4
LB TS . ERTH EE BT, K E A B o8 E = T B S5, B LpruACCl .,
LpruACC2. LpruACT1. LpruACT4. LpruACT9. LpruARI Ml LpruAR2 4t, H4xa-4ZjiE4s
HECI S 40% . To RN ith 2544 A LU T 28.72%~44.48% 2 1], P17 36.79%, 1M



B-F B AEMIAE 4 R EE Y P o BB AR, P LpruACC3 v fdk, AR S5 1.27%, 1
LpruACC10 [Ip-H7 S 45K EL il i, N 9.37%. JEAREE (1) LU 946 AS [F) 4 1 R e o i Astk, A
T 3.81%~23.53% 8. ZREMHTRINL, AR BRMEGE R KRG MR LT, o iR iesii
FNTG RN s oy 25 ) 2 1) £ B e R o i — D TR AL A2 B U5 B 3 U R 1 2R B
SRAEMME, o IR IR R EE M A R (B 2) .

*6 MEEEARMEEN RN

Table 6 Secondary structure of sex pheromone genes in llliberis pruni

e o-IRHE (%) B4 & (%) TR i (%) FEME (%)
Gene Alpha helix Beta turn Random coil Extended strand
LpruAdCClI 32.75 7.54 36.23 23.48
LprudACC2 32.90 7.54 36.03 23.53
LpruACC3 62.22 1.27 32.7 3.81
LpruFAS 46.67 3.43 37.58 12.32
LpruFARI 47.25 431 30.98 17.45
LpruFAR2 48.36 3.08 33.33 15.22
LprudACT1 35.55 5.25 44.48 14.71
LprudACT2 41.81 5.6 38.36 14.22
LpruACT3 45.43 222 36.54 15.8
LpruACT4 37.66 7.63 38.17 16.54
LpruACTS 43.87 491 34.97 16.26
LpruACT6 45.63 5.5 32.69 16.18
LpruACT7 41.92 8.33 33.59 16.16
LpruACT8 44.15 6.14 36.26 13.45
LpruACT9 36.28 5.44 40.82 17.46
LpruACTI0 45.01 9.37 28.72 16.9
LpruDesl 40.7 5.12 39.08 15.09
LpruDes2 43.99 3.55 40.71 11.75
LpruDes3 45.78 5.42 35.84 12.95
LprudAR1 34.11 7.00 43.73 15.16

LpruAR2 33.96 5.66 41.82 18.55
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NUHALE R ACCs M ACTs Fe R 5 H e JE Rl i34 55 &, FI A LpruACCs
LpruACTs & @55 H B H ACC A1 ACT ZREM T iHERARKEN . 4R ER
LpruACCs 1 LpruACTs 7EBAN AL R 4 b /0 A 43 8, {E A ) LpruACCs Al LpruACTs
LR H B 1 ACCs Ml ACTs A REA—E (B3, B4 . BRME, £ ACC R4k
HHH, LpruACCl 5 PaegACC2. SinsACCI1. SinsACC2 T7E[F—HELE, LpruACC2 5
MsexACC4.MsexACCX4 FAE [ — bk, LpruACC3 5 BanyACC1.MjurACC1.MhypACC1 .
PgosACCX2. PgosACCX1. PgosACCl. PgosACC2 HAELE[FE—/Nrx (EF3) .

£ ACT RS EMH, LpruACT1 Al LpruACT9 5 HzeaACTX3. SfruACT. TniACT.
PgosACTX3. PpolACT2. DpelACT %5 A{E A —iifb B, H LpruACT9 5 DpelACT fE[F—
N, EASMEN 95, LpruACT2 5 MsexACT5. BorACTX6. BamACT %5575 A —iE L,
LpruACT3 5 PgosACTS.PopeACT RAELE Al —iE LA, LpruACTS 5 McinACT4. VataACT4.
NioACT4 E1E[F—#bA, LpruACT7 5 SexiACT. OscaACT RF|FE—/Npr¥ b (K 4) ,
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Fig. 3 Phylogenetic tree of LpruACCs with those from other Lepidoptera insects
¥E: LpruACC1~3, ZL 2 E L ACC1~3; Vtam, B B R LMk Vanessa tameameas; Vear, /INZLIEWSE Vanessa carduis
Vata, fLAWEYE Vanessa atalanta; Tni, ¥y8UR M Trichoplusia nis Sins, /NEMAREM Streltzoviella insularis;

Slit, RILR Ik Spodoptera litura; Stru, FH G R Spodoptera fiugiperda; Sexi, FH=ER Mk Spodoptera exiguas

Pint, FIERUE Plodia interpunctella; Prap, MW Pieris rapae; Pnap,

/!

Jnl

i ik SRS Pieris napi; Pbra, K

SEWYUSE Pieris brassicae; Pgos, TR M Pectinophora gossypiella; Pxut, MR Papilio xuthus; Pmac,
#e B R Papilio machaon; Ofur, YN KUE Ostrinia furnacalis; Nio, fLEWE Nymphalis io; Mcin, i

BRI Melitaea cinxia; Msex, & Rk Manduca sexta; Ldis, 3£k Lymantria dispar; Hkah, JEHI=

B )&% Hyposmocoma kahamanoa; Hvit, 1EEFIE Heortia vitessoides; Hzea, W% W Helicoverpa zea; Hass,

SRRk Helicoverpa assulta; Gmel, KIEIS Galleria mellonella; Dabi, ¥WAZRBEUR Dioryctria abietella; Bmor,

K2 Bombyx mori; Bman, 3% Bombyx mandarina; Bany, JELEIRE Bicyclus anynana; Atra, FFSIRE

Wk Amyelois transitella; Agri, /WESUE Achroia grisella; Mjur, 22 HRIE Maniola jurtina .
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Fig.4 Phylogenetic tree of LpruACTs with those from other Lepidoptera insects

7E: LpruACT1~10, 42 FEH ACT1~10; Lely, K780 B Leguminivora glycinivorella; Agri, /NEIE Achroia
grisella; Atra, [ BEISIR Amyelois transitella; Aage, 2 KIS Aricia agestis; Bany, ¥ J& 2% Bicyclus anynana;
Bman, 257 Bombyx mandarina; Bmor, 257% Bombyx mori; Ccro, 4L SR Colias croceus; Dple,
fik & BE4E Danaus plexippus; Gmel, KEEWE Galleria mellonella; Harm, Wg4& H Helicoverpa armigera; Hkah,
T 2R D R i Hyposmocoma kahamanoa; Msex, I KMk Manduca sexta; Mjur, 2 e ¥4 Maniola jurtina;
Mcin, RMBEEE Melitaea cinxia; Nio, fLAEWE Nymphalis io; Obru, 3k Operophtera brumata; Ofru,
T KAE Ostrinia furnacalis; Pmac, )8R Papilio machaon; Ppol, Ty Papilio polytes; Pxut, Hi
% RS Papilio xuthus; Page, IEFIE Pararge aegeria; Pgos, FR4L#% M Pectinophora gossypiella; Pbra,
KM Pieris brassicae; Prap SEHyUE Pieris rapae; Pint, EIERIE Plodia interpunctella; Sexi, R
Spodoptera exigua; Sfru, F TR Spodoptera frugiperda; Slit, Rk Spodoptera litura; Tni, F4C
WK Trichoplusia ni; Vata, LM Vanessa atalanta; Vead, /NS Vanessa cardui; Vtam, H ) FELL
Wl Vanessa tameamea.
25 HEERMERFRSHBERNREIES

L RT-qPCR W52 21 {2 26 A A AR 7 50 52 B M B o 245 O
ZFAH 0L, AME KAV BRI, 45— .

LprudACC1~3 ZEPIEMEMER NP B RIL, I HE2BARKRIEKT: LprudCCl
A LpruACC3 1EMEME M (1) 3208 1 0 35 i T RV, RIS AR50 8 692 £5F0 5.8 £i%, LprudCCl
TE TR 1A R0 11 308 B M 1) 612 5%, Lprud C.C2 75 T 14 B 350 P AR G R0k 2 160 3 v T ek (I



S-a~c) : LpruARI 75 MEVE A X 205 B 3 o T REPEIRES, T LprudR2 AEHENENRET
FIE R TMENE, LprudR2 TEMEERG IR0 FIE 8 535 = THEMEIE S, LprudR1~2 fEMEVEI
RIEEY) & TR, LprudRI~2 EHEHATHMEREHALHEZESR (K 5-de) ;

LpruDes1~3 1E MM I A 1) 2208 2 UMl tr R A 80 (P<0.05) , 1 LpruDesl {EREVE
o T () 220k B v T T VR, LpruDesi~3 G HA T MERILALHEZER (K
5-f~h); LpruFAR1~2 {EMEVENS S 1208 35 v T, HL 2 IUMEVE e d R 1A 182 50 (P<0.05),
LpruFARI~2 fE B HANMERIEHTHEZESR (B 5-i~) 5 LpruFAS EMEVEIR S FIR L
ORISR 107 15, SN RIEER (P<0.05) , EHTHLANTHEZE R (K
5-k) s LpruACTI. 3. 4. 5. 9 fEMEMENE N SORM KB & B3 & T 1, LprudCT6 . 7.,

10 AUAE MEVE BV 3k B THEVE , 0 Lprud CT2 HEVE IS HE 02604 B 53 v TErE, et
MRBEEE ST, LprudCTs R e AShMEREATEEER (B 51~
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Fig. 5 The tissue ecpression profile of sex pheromone genes in male and female adults of /lliberis pruni
7: Hd, k: Th, ®; Ab, J&: Lg, &: Wg, #: An, filifi. IRELKR 3 KL IFRER, A
KNG FREFORME AR R H LR 2 A 5 EM 2R (Duncan: P<<0.05) . 253k H KL RLE [ — AL B
Xt A EMEAE I 2 7 R (AR5, * P<<0.05, ** P<<0.01, *** P<<0.001) . Note: Hd, Head; Th, Thorax; Ab,
Abdomen; Lg, Legs; Wg, Wings; An, Antennae. Error lines represent the standard error of three independent trials,

different uppercase letters indicated a significant difference between tissues of male and female (Duncan: P<0.05).



Asterisk indicate a significant or very significant difference of the relative expression of the target gene in the same

tissue (t-test,* P<0.05, ** P<<0.01, *** P<<0.001)
3 ST

HAT, i#id RNA-Seq HiAR O (S B3R & BB N MR B AT T REMIFFL, SR
KT BIMGEERNE R &6, BHARBUAHCH AR 8> (Gueral., 2013; Chen
etal,, 2017; Grapputoeral., 2018; Yangetal, 2020) . AHE7EIE T AR B e g 345 &%
P 2 SR HL A P SRR A 5 Y 21 MRS B R A U A

FAR F:FEZK Zx Bombyx mori FIHFFEH E UKL (Moto et al., 2003) . fEFFEFIR &,
FAR BN ARG S BUE B3R sy Lt 2 R348 4k (Lassance ef al., 2010; Lassance ef al.,
2013) o BEAb, FE/NBIRARIR I8 E] FARs PoE 2 5 B R MEE R (Lienard and
Lofsted, 2010; Hagstrom et al., 2018) o R4 FARs FERIE R AZLE, (HA 0703 B AR MEPE
PR RIE, fEHTEMMNHS P AREIE (Carot-Sana et al., 2015) o AHFFEH, LpruFARs
B DRI MEVE BT St e i [ 08, B AT AT U R WAL 6 MRS B 3 B8 R A o TR 1
R ICHER (AEAHESE, 19960 , HEM FAR HEPR T REE AL B di A Tl Rk 6 I 7 v i ) 8 LA
F, LpruFARs 23 ¥ B RS 78 AN VR R 107 12 1 A A D R 2 A IEE 3K B i A R ANV A IR
FRAS T B BRI L5557 (Moto et al., 2003; Hagstrom et al., 2018) . CEHFFIEY Des HE
HH 1 2 B E B B 15 B3R A& b i SR H , i R A= ) 44 A 283 1 1k
SRR Z R (Hao efal., 2002; Knipple ef al., 2002; Liu et al., 2004; Lienard
and Lofsted, 2010; Wang et al, 2010) o A5 3LiHiE S %@ H 3 A LpruDes 2K, 5
NZ R (54 Dess) BEARL, 70 MEVE M BEMEPE I e e R IE (Guetal., 2013) .
CA R FOIE AL B RIS B R AT BRI T DU R IR AR (A5, 1997;
Subchev et al., 2013; Subchevetal., 2016) , MRIEXT LKL EGH A 11-8L A -MEEE &K
G BORE TSR, ZIREW K A 11 80A 9 REABIR, 43 5IH A 11 80 A 9 LRI
L (Wuetal., 1998; Liuetal, 2002; Hao etal., 2004; Fujii Tetal., 2011) , K
m, LpruDes%Tﬁ%é}%’ﬂm*’]a%ﬁm BRMER, TEWEERNEYE BUEE e
N FHAEER, HA AR (Cl6) i BB IR W A BN, FEEREEN)
557 B O AL G AN . NIIEIX — BB, T BT IR AL

I 2 EE T o M S R S Y A S LB P, LRI AN E 3 AN Lprud CC FEA,

WL T/INER (24 ACCs) « /N (14 ACC) R T Agrotis segetum (1 4>
ACOY I w OB 838 H B, LprudCC1~2 43 SAE R i 35 J 18350 5. 3% 215, LpruACCs
I7EMERR i ) 3% (Gu et al., 2013; Ding and Lofstedt, 2015; Zhuetal, 2021) . JEW;
T A ) RS PR PR A0 BB T ATP AR ) ACC AL 2Ll A R AL T R4 8 A (%
L, SR AKAGE R TR A I SR — 2, ACC B 2RISR A5, AR gL ik
il A JEYIK A IR (Ding and Lofstedt, 2015) o e ACC FRIE AMEAE B RAWE



BGE S ) G BR R, v eSS T AR BSR4 A L KR R . Eliyahu
S5 NI TGS FAE B, R BRI LA AR 42 B Helicoverpa armigera PBAN BUifi VA5 BRI
H i, R ACCs ER T IRWTER & b R ¥E 7 EEAEA, IF Habst 7 —Fhiva 3 du i i
o BARTIE, TENT RIS K G ARBE R, ACCs T T Ft R HEE R ER
()4 & (Eliyahu et al., 2003; Luetal., 2014) .

WHALR ACT AW & M A AE B R AT R, PR e T BRI 2 Ak A AH B
fflE (Jurenka and RoelOofs, 1989) . 4R, 124 A1k, EERA S1HEE B FEAEVE BAHK M
ACT FEF (D BERFERIE . TENETR Antheraea pernyi TERRE F AP RILT 22 4 ACT, 43#r
R, 3/ AperACTs BERTEVE R LR R E RIS, RIFIXLLILF AT §E 2 E6, Z11-16: OAc
Al E4, 79-14: OAc TE RIS BEIER] (Wang ef al., 2020) o M/NSEIEF % 5E 21 A4S ACTs,
EiE FPKM Al RT-qPCR 7341, X PxylACT7 fEVERR =i 2R IE (He et al., 2017) o {HAEBEZ
Wi Spodoptera inferens WA F I PENR I 7] PERIE K K] (Zhang et al., 2014) o FLAE
BN 3 A ACT £H (LprudCTI. LpruACTS A1 LpruACT9) F B 76 M MERE ks S pE 26
%, XEEFER M AAEERORE EAIRES S T N - BEAHES A A NADPH 761 R G 7 12 4 i
MPREER . BFFERE, ACT RV Z MRS B R A U BT 75 B b 55 45 MBI 1 ¢
SNE, TEL)HUAA SR AR R, U RAEAE TR (Morse and Meughen, 1987;
Eliyahu et al., 2003) . {EALUEEBHA, [71E 3 A ACT KR H E MM NG SRR R IE,
RUPXLLILH W e 2 5 1 A SIS BRI (1 AE )& UL 2 .

REL R NG (AR) & —ZHRENHIL R Mg, ] A i 107 Wik IR e i¥ (Bohren ef al., 1989) .
BE B ARs AR BTN AR EIK (5 A ARs) FI/NHZ R (11 4~ ARs) (Guetal.,
2013; Yangeral., 2020) o AR & —HIENTILJE R, A IG T IE R NEE (Yang ef al., 2020).
LpruART TEMEVE R K w8 B ek, R %R R v] B 7E HAR AL 20 R B Ik FE Rl AE i
FEVERRA0 M AN RAE T RE s LprudR2 TEMEVEIE b s BERIE, BGHED LprudR2 R 7 g
S5 TEERE T S R REME R, IRAMEX 5 AR R~ L/, SR )G FR B,
E AL 2 (Bjostad and Roelofs, 1984) , &7 IR AN —LHF 7.

KFIERILT 1A LpruFAS, T HE CRER SR H B, g 6 4
FASs) KU Sesamia inferens (3 4~ FASs) 5, FAS #{&Hg/> (Zhang et al., 2014; Ding and
Lofstedt, 2015) o LpruFAS {E5L5 E RGN RIAAARE 7 R, H 2R IF R
AR RO BRI SLIGUE W] 7 B AR A 1) FAS 27 AR AR (C16) R IERR (C18)
ff)5%%# (Bjostad and Roelofs, 1984; Tangetal., 1989) . FW LpruFAS 3ER ] G5 2. Bt 5
i A TN BE4HES A. NADPH JL[RMER, S5 KEEMR IR & K.

AW T T AR T RO P S eV S A I, SRR S e 21 MR RS
FEEREIR, AFE 3 Desss 2 > FARs. 14 FAS. 10 A~ ACTs. 3 4~ ACCs F1 2 4> ARs F£%}
FRAT A WME B35 SRS Kb, G5 R oR 21 AN BLE T SRS S 38 B 5= R 70 M A o



HAFALA R HRIE, HEMBEAFRREAKT, Hod 19 ANMEE R 2R S L R 7E 8
NGB SRR K 5 o AT FU 25 SO IR R AL A B S SR LB 1 1 40 T RE AR R AR PR 1S SE A
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