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BB ULFESKZEERE GeaeORIVHIEE
NABARRIEDH

KAE" ZEFET REM EFF HHE
XlZge X R E OB
(1. VR R AR I G BRI A 920, 511 5702282, i REEAC L B2

ARVICRHITTE T, T R 48 TR A e ORI A% 2 RS ol RO B A S0, U7 T 5715335 3. F IR T B Fi B
P O S A LRI, O P A P R T EE T SE R, EEEK 400042)

HEL . 4 0R # 35 28 2L 373 Glyphodes caesalis Aok 2R B GeaeOR10(GenBank & &5 MW701397)
0 E M AS B F AR AL R E A A AW B F RS R RAT R oM, TR R R AR S
PCR (real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR,qPCR ) # R A& £ 3 3 28 L B3 %, 2 R 4140 P g
Rk F, BRI, KB LI GeaeORI0 H B IF 7% 1 i 42 (open reading frame , ORF) & K 4
1200 bp, #4399 A~ & AR B 5% A, TR K20 25 89 % & Lo F % 4 45.67 kD, 5 %54 8.65, L2 5 Ak,
BA R kAR AR K% T A% % G (7 transmembrane proteins, 7tm-6) #2 K #% 69 4% 5 4 M 3%, H &
26 Nk W BRERALAL B, A K T ANB BELE MR, LN AL T a0 MR A, C o T o iaptoh, w448
2 937 GeaeOR10 5 2 #2 Glyphodes pyloalis #3 GpylOR17 5 % % % L, R 5 A2 4% Conogethes
pinicolalis # CpinOR39 ., CpinOR36 F= Bk ¥ %2 Conogethes punctiferalis #5 CpunOR36 3 % % & &3k,
FIE LI GeaeOR10 A B A R fik A PO R A B, B R A T RZ . R HMB LY
# GeaeOR 102 A 69 A rk 24K, THE 5% RIFAIIAZ B A A X, 5l T REAB BB FAT At 42,
KR AP LI, Ak R AWM EF O AR EEE

Identification and tissue expression profiling of the odorant receptor gene GcaeOR10
in jack fruit borer Glyphodes caesalis (Lepidoptera: Pyralidae)
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3. Chongqing Municipal Key Laboratory for High Pathogenic Microbes, Department of Disinfection and
Vector Control, Chongging Center for Disease Control and Prevention, Chongqing 400042, China)

Abstract: To clarify the bioinformatics characteristics and tissue expression profile of the odorant recep-
tor gene GecaeORI10 in Glyphodes caesalis (GenBank accession no. MW701397), bioinformatics soft-
ware was used for sequence analysis, and its expression in different tissues of adults was detected by re-
al-time fluorescence quantitative PCR (qPCR). The results showed that the open reading frame (ORF)
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of GcaeORI10 gene was 1 200 bp in length, encoding 399 amino acid residues. The predicted molecular

weight was 45.67 kD and the isoelectric point was 8.65. However, the amino acid sequence of

GcaeORI10 had no signal peptide but contained a conserved domain belonging to odorant receptor seven

transmembrane proteins (7tm-6) superfamily and 26 potential phosphorylation sites. Besides, it also con-

tained seven transmembrane structures. The N-terminus was intramembrane and the C-terminus was ex-

tramembrane. GcaeOR10 had the closest genetic relationship with GpylOR17 of G. pyloalis, followed
by CpinOR39 and CpinOR36 of Conogethes pinicolalis and CpunOR36 of Conogethes punctifera-
lis. The gqPCR results revealed that the expression of GcaeORI1(0 was the highest in the antennae of

male adults, followed by in the abdomen. These results indicated that GcaeOR10 was a typical odorant

receptor, which might be related to the mechanism of sex pheromone recognition and participate in its

behavior processes such as finding a spouse and mating.

Key words: Glyphodes caesalis; odorant receptor; bioinformatics analysis; tissue expression profiling

TN 2 22 BPEE Glyphodes caesalis g 5§ H 1 ik
b, N2 v 4R PO | R B A R R A
PO RO R R 2 E W, ) A TR E
FU Ry M X, A8 ) 2R P R S A
4 X (KallekKattil et al.,2019a; # {545 ,2021) . %
Ay MR B OB, | A6 R SRS T P AN HE R
BT R SR AN LB SO S gy o) =
BURL AT AR A, 7 EH I 50% LA 1k
7= (Mridha,2006; FIH%,2017) ., 1EHFIE , BOHZE
2y WPUE ARG Kl VAR R 8 AR R S
JCA A B4 (04 ,2020) . H AT, B ZE 22187
WL ) 77 9 T B AL 25 70, H PR T R 4y U
T A AT AN 2R I E |, 25500 ME DL s HL AR
AR B A RVER T RHT AR 7 £
b AT B R (A5 1%, 2017 ; Kallekkattil et al.,
2019b) , AR X232 R A B I6 B 30) , SRR
1 L B 25 A RS, 55 e s 2 v
TR 5 Y S5 (] L, PR I i 7 2 B O B TR AR o

WELSE 2R G 7 L MR BT A A A7 25 A A ol
KAEEHEAEH , B A EW o Rz T AF
FEA RAE | Pt R A BERE 7= U0 37 T 5547 R (258K
4, 20205 Xing et al.,2021) . B H1 g a8 U0
— HE ZR R, R LM EAS S, A
2 & (odorant receptor, OR) 7 WL 5& {1 I vp & 5 &
¥ 0oME FH (Chen et al., 2020; %4645 ,2020) , H A
H2ANEEIIRE : — R 5 o U S bl R 2%
SR T 55— A G S R AR5 W)
HOAK I 284 3, e 205 S B AR HE AR L AT R 16 3
(Leal,2013; X1 77045 ,2014) . A UL, OR B 1E K
= o B 45 8 HE AR 1 7 7 (Venthur & Zhou, 2018)
VLA, B 25 56 DR 20 s Syt 20 S50 - AR 1 s
JE, E A X 4ERYINELO 1 Grapholita molesta(Li et

al.,2015) Mk&EHE Conogethes punctiferalis(Jia et al.,
2016) /N Plutella xyllostella( Yang et al.,2017) |
A 22 Wk Spodoptera exigua (Du et al.,2018) | — 5,
TR gk Athetis lepigone (Zhang YN et al., 2019) | 4
H W Helicoverpa assulta (Li et al., 2020) 1 #4 i I&
Conogethes pinicolalis (Jing et al., 2020 ) %5 2 Fij i 4
HE B ORFFHAT T 45 . 4R, HAT7E 23
25 22 Wi W5 7 T RIS AL i R DL OG T R
OR HYFFEHRIE

ASURZE i S 3 5 A £y 7 S AL O S R
FRAG B 28 22 B IR GeaeOR10 FE [H )7 %1 (GenBank
BSRS MWT01397) , AT il i AR U (5 B Bk Rt
— T H GeaeOR 10 FEH 1y 51 R iE K H g b
5 Y BRAG P B AN S5 A RRAE , DT S 20
i PCR (real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR, qP-
CR) E AR HT GeaeOR10 F& [R5 35 8 28 22 W7 W5 i I
BRI R ik i, DU iz R e
25 22 BRI Rz T RV E AR IS %
1 R 57AE
1.1 #F#y

ML IR A D) - B 28 22 WP HE A58 &) B Rt
By SRR A E RO R B EHAOR
WESE I B s A e, 4 TN AR E N E T
21 emx14 cmx8 cm iff b B P 6 G rp )3 o8 2 it
TS5, R RS |, 23K 18 55 T30 emx30 cmx
30 ecm (e e Zb e M 10% MY K o ]
T B A e SR T 2 22 BRI B i
AROIRL, RIS Pk 4 R P DR EE SN L A
Bl g 8 iy AT ARARAR 3R L 1A 3R 2 AU DUl
YEABERX R H ., SRR AR EE (26+1) C AHXTE
JE(75+5)% SLJHM 14 L:10 D,
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T S AL ZS « 5L RNA Trizol #2BUAF &, & H
Invitrogen /3 H] ; Revert Aid Premium Reverse Tran-
scriptase J % 5350 & .qPCR 2% Y 44k} TB Green™
Premix Ex Tag™ 11, H 7% TaKaRa 2\ 7 ; Hi 4yl )
N EFE AL, TY600D i AL LKA, Jb B AR
I HLTK A A PR F] s HE 2O CEERY , 56 Biotek 28
H) ; CFX96 SER 2 1t PCR X, 5% [ Bio-Rad A )
12 Ak
1.2.1  #3H LIE GeaeOR10 ¥ 77 57

R A TR ZEL iy S0 foh 7 2 S L0007 R e A I
45 RARATF B MR 22 BT IR GeaeOR10 F£H 751 (Gen-
Bank % 5t 5 MW701397) , i i DNAMAN 9.0 4 {4
XA AT TR Y S HEAT B, (T 7EZ AR T EXPASY
(http://expasy. org/protparam/) il ] GcaeORI10 F&
Gty B (T 1 A5 A S A AR 5 T
SignalP 5.0 Server # /4 (http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/servic-
es/SignalP/) T i% 85 H i 19 15 5 K ; £ F§ NCBI
(https://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/Structure/cdd/wrpsb.
cgi) TRINIZHE B A R~ 4544 35 ] TMHMM 2.0
B AF (http://www.cbs. dtu.dk/services/ TMHMM ) Fi il
IZER 1 BT 5 X B fif Y Net Phos 3.1 Server (http:
//www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/Net Phos/) T illl i% & [ /i
J¥ % ] Be A B IR Ak 67 A5 i 7E 2 72 )7 PSIPRED
4.0 (http://bioinf.cs.ucl.ac.uk/psipred/) #£171% 8 H JiT
T REER R T
1.2.2  H 328 253 GeaeOR10 89 & Lt AL o047

i 35 NCBI H1 11 BLAST 2 J3° Xif #5145 22 B 4
GeaeOR10 J7 8 HEAT LU XT3 AT , R H— St HE 44 5
HIT A 20 25530 H EL B OR & 3L R ¥ 91 T R G itk
PR EE , ff ] Clustalx 1.83 214 %) 4% 2k & FL R 17
Z A LT, SR 5 R MEGA X 5 LAAR$ 72 44
RGO, AR 1 000K .

1.2.3  HHLE L FIE GeaeOR10 0 ik ##m)]

hy B S 28 22 BF R GeaeOR 10 F& R R 41 21
INTHOL , 2R FH qPCR B ARG I HAE e A i AN 7] 28
AR . IR 2 Hildak 3 H i 1Y 8 25 22 5
WS A i PR £ 10 Sk g kA LSk (R BR i) (B BB
JEFH 6 N ASRIZHZURE i, 37 BV R & v, IF
T=80 CLR-AF# Mo KHLE RNA Trizol $2 i &
o3RI A A 2 AURE L S RNA, T 19 35ig
WHEE RS FBL UK AN RNA ()58 8¢ I 2GR AR
FE L RNA AU B AN 465, B 0D, ,,/OD g LLAELFE
1.8~2.2 Z[AIIRER T cDNA G . AT g
L RNA , ¥ 18 Revert Aid Premium Reverse Transcrip-
tase S i) G 455 B cDNA 25—, i B

58I T =20 CLRAF# .

HR A5 #5028 22 PR GeaeOR10 R 4K 751 Fl
H Primer Premier 5.0 #X {5 i1 qPCR 59 , LA Mk e
Bl Sk B IR LR cDNA AR , 1| H
qPCR 5| ¥ GcaeORI10-F (5-TTGACGTTCGTCGC-
GAGTAT-3" ) fil GcaeORI10-R (5'-CGTGATTTCTC-
CAGCGTTGC-3") ¥ GeaeOR10 7E L) 202 iy
FIREO BB ACT NS I P 1551910 ACT-
F(5-ACAATGAACTCCGTGTCGCC-3')/ACT-R(5'-
GTACATGGCGGGTGTGTTGA-3' ) (Wang et al.,
2020), Fr A 5193 i A= T A TR () B A BR
ISwl A e 20 uL R R FR : cDNA Bl | uL . TB
Green™ Premix Ex Tag™ 11 10 puL. 10 umol/L [ T Jif
5| #)4% 0.5 uL. Nuclease-free H,O 8 uL., § I F2E)fF .
94 CHIA 1 3 min; 94 CZE 130,60 CiB 2k 30 s,
72 CHEAH 1 min, 335 PMEFR ;72 CALEH 10 min,
ZJA M 60 CTHEr 2 95 CHEAT I 2k b , 454k
PR 3 R P E A AR B 3 R A
DL 2R 22 B i R ik ff P GeaeOR10 W33k
g FEAE , SR ] 27494 (Livak & Schmittgen, 2001) 3
A2 R TR M 1 SO [T ZH 2 A AR X TR
1.3 HIESH

FIH SPSS 20.0 A4 X} H 119 3 [ AEAS [ 4140
Rk K- T B R T 224381, i FH Duncan FGHr
S 25 A T 25 7 W A 5

2 BERE5HM

2.1 ERELEFE GeaeORI0HIF T 51
I ZA 22 BPIE OR L[ GeaeOR 10 5E BT 5] 152
HE (open reading frame, ORF) 41 4 1 200 bp, Zi 5
399 MR IEFR IR IE (] 1), TR 2 56 PR G 5 2 11 I 11
53 Bt ol 45.67 kD, 45 L iR 8.65, A AR 1 o
TEZH % GeaeOR10 25 F B 19 20 Fh & LR P, 22 &R
BT o Fe e i, R 11.0% 5 Hok & S &R, BT o L
514 9.0% ; 2RI (5 LA, R 1.0% ;5 7 1E L 17
FEL iy A9 S R AL 50001 R 38 T334~ GeaeOR10
AT S RECNRAE TR EOR SE Y 5K T &R
B0 37.91.,106.57 £10.453 , R0 HiJ@ FHa 1
GiKPEEH o GeaeOR10 3 H 4t ()& H I A5 5
B, AT RE AR i R 1, BAT R AR AR G5 74~
it5 [l 85 11 (7 transmembrane proteins, 7tm-6) 8 5 ik
(AR ST S5 R 388, 157 T 71~388 i S SLR = ] , E {8 N
3.62x10"7, GeaeOR10 £ [ JiT HA 74~ 5 L5 A4 4k,
I3 L T4 43~65,75~92, 125~147 ., 183~205 ., 266~
288.293~315 F1373~395 i @ SR = ], H N %oz T
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YRR PN , C o for T AL AT o % B BT A7 26 4>
TETE BRI A5, A0 5 14 22 &R (1 T4 46
72.74.88.91.153.164.169.229 .232.275.289.297
1376457 ) 1047522 (157 F45 9 .43.160.173 180,
189,193 .266.293 Fl1 387 {3 ) Fl 2 4> P& & i (137 T4
4 F1323 ) 5 % B R E5 R o-BRE | L
78.70%, p-41& 5 R 1.50% , E:1F 5 A 19.80% .
2.2 EHEAEMEGeacOR10FFIL IS RAEL BN

P28 22 BT I GeaeOR10 MY A LR 741 5 H
Ty ) 5t 2 B TR e 4 A T Lo, 25 R s B 2N
22 ¥} 45 GeaeOR10 5 & ¥ Glyphodes pyloalis Gpy-
10R17 iy — 8Pk fe i , M 88.22% 5 5 Fis i 5 Cono-
gethes pinicolalis CpinOR39 1 — & Wk 2 , N

79.70% ; 5 HH F K Wk Manduca sexta MsexOR29 . &
BB H Dendrolimus punctatus DpunOR29 F1F i
15 CpinOR36 fY— AR X HAK, 7390 4 69.17%
68.509% 168.41%(K12) . H5 8 M2 2257 GeaeOR 10
1520 4585 H B U1 OR AR P 9T R Gt fk
P AE A, 45 S i 78 3 I GpylOR17 ., #4 di: 1 Cpin-
OR39, CpinOR36 , Bk 4 M Conogethes punctiferalis
CpunOR36 Fll 85 ¥ 25 22 B . GecaeOR10 3X 5 4~ W Ik
FHE HUAY OR BB AE— 7037, o B il 25 22 B i
GeaeOR10 5 5 GpylOR17 RN B (1 — 32, A J&
B0 99, W M 25 22 BF I GeaeOR 10 5 R IE Gpy-
I0R17 W 2R 4 K R Bl , 5 FA IR CpinOR39 . Cpin-
OR36 FIBkIEIE CpunOR36 134 56 R 4T (K1 3) o

1 GAATTACGTAATTTTAAAAACCTACTGCGAAAAAATATTTTTAGTGGCATCTGGTGATTTCTGGTTCGAA
Il M KNYVILKTYCEZ KTITFLVASGDTFWFE

76
26
151
51
226
76
301
101
376
126
451
151
526
176
601
201
676
266
751
251
826
276
901
301
976
326
1051
351
1126

GAAGGTAAAATAGGAGATGATAGCAGTTGGTTTTATAACATTTATAGAGGAACCATATTTTCACTTTATGGGTTC
E¢¢KIGDDSSWFYNTIYRGCTIFSTLYGEF
ATGACTATCCTGGAAATAATGGCTGCCATATTTGGCATCTTTCCTGAGGATGAGAAAAGAGATTCCGTTTCACTT
M T T ILET MAATFEGTFEPTEDETKTRDSVS_ L
GCTGTCAGCCATACTATAGTGATGTTGAAAATATTCTCTGTGATATCAAACAAGAAGCTGGTGAGAACATTGAAT
AVSHTITVMILKTFESVYTSNKKLVRTILN
TACAATATGGTAAAAATCTGCGAGGGACATGAAGATCCAGTGCTGATGGCAAAAAAGTACAGAATAGTCAAGATA
YNMVYKTCEGHEDPVILMAKTI KYRTVK_T
AATATCTGGGCGTATTTCATAACTGTGTATGGATCAGCTGCATGCTTTGT TTTCGAAGGCATAAGAAAGT TGTAC
N T WAYFTTVYGSAACEVEEGTIRIEKTLY
GCGGGTTCACATTTTGTTACTATAGTAACATACTATCCCAGTTTTGAGGATAATTCAATCACAGCAACAGTATTT
AGSHFVTIVTYYPSFEDNSTITATVEF
AGAATTGCGATGACTGTATTATTGATGATGATGTTGATGACAATGATAGTCACAGTAGATTCGTTCACAATGGTT
R T AMTVLLMMMLMTMIVTVDSZFTMYV
TACTTGATACTGTATAAATATAAATTCATTGCATTAAGGCATTATTTTGAAAGATTGGCGGAAGAATTTCAAGAG
Y LI LYKYKZFTIALRHYTFERTLAETETFRQE
CTAAACGATTCGGGTAATTCTAGACTGGCGGCCGACAAATTGACTAACGGTTTAGTGGAAGGAATTATTATGCAT
LNDSGNSRLAADKTLTNGLVEGTITIMI
AAGGAATTGATTAGGATGGCTAAGGATATCGACCAAGCGTTCGGCACAGTAATAGCACTGCAACTGTTCCAGAGC
KELTIRMAKTDTID QATIFGITV I AL QTLTIQS
TCAGGTTCAGCTGTGTCCCTGCTCCTCCAAATCGCCCTCTCCGACCAGTTGACGT TCGTCGCGAGTATGAAAATA
S GSAVSLLLQTALSDAQLITTIEFTVASMMEKT
ATATTCTTCGTAGTGGCGCTCTTCTTTTTATTGGGCT TATTTCTGTGCAACGCTGGAGAAATCACGTATCAGGCG
Il FFVYVALFEFEFLLGLELTGCNAGLETLTYQA
TCACTATTAGCAGACGCCATATTTTACTGCGGGTGGCATGCTTGCCCACCGCGGCATCCACCACAGCGCGACCCT
SLLADAILIFYCGWHACPPRHPPQRDP
AGACGCCTGGTACTACTGGCCTGCATGCAAGCGCAGAGACCCCTCATCATGAAAGCCTTCAAGATGATCGAGCTG
RRLVYLLACMQAQRPLTIMEKATFTZ KM_IEL
TCTTACGGCACTTTTCTCCAGGTATTGAGAGGAACCTACTCCGTATTTGCTTTGTTTTATGCACAAAATAAG

376 S Y 6 T FLQVLRGTYSVEALFZYAQNEK =x

TiHER S UG TS 15 T HE N ANbR* N2 B 15 2060 R RIZ TR 74 B X971

The box indicates the start codon; the box marked with * below is the stop codon, and the red un-

derlined sequences indicate the seven transmembrane domains.

Bl1 BEWELITE GeaeORI0 IZE R ) K A8 R S E B FF 51
Fig. 1 Nucleotide and amino acid sequences of GcaeORI10 of Glyphodes caesalis

2.3 GcaeORI0FEEIPHEAFEARALHHRILE

GeaeOR 10 FE [FIFE 830 2 22 W WL fE e ol e 451>
AR B Rk o R i A A v R R R G
T, I T A SV AR Rk i, R
TEME 8 H il PR SRIA 1Y 26.24 4% . GeaeOR10
i DRI T ol 8 ) AT 2 38 e A i, (SR T I

H by AR X R A i, O B T AR LU
FEOF 2R 38 d, S 7 M i A A v R X 3k 1R 1
3.011% . GeaeORI10 %5 FFEME R H fil 1 LSk B I8
JE IR R A Sk B R S AR X SRR AR
HIC 25 25 5, 40 )2 LR M ot fit 7y v AR08
1 33.33%~1.33 /5% (K 4) .
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QIO RV < N Y (AT 1 KT CBK 1 FBVAYS G DF W FE E{E ; MY SE B :
Gpyl0R17 [ESNqVIRNG N OR] ) 4 /KLY L F S Y @B T ILE 5 DEKRDSV
CpinOR39  [LS\ KLY CBK I F E 3 (KLF AL FSLY SEM T TLE TMA i) DEKRD@V
v e ; 20 < A 1 ' ﬂ? m'»\’[u /
Sk Rp Sy

CpinOR36
Msex0R29
Dpun0OR29

GcaeOR10
Gpyl10R17
CpinOR39
CpinOR36
Msex0R29
Dpun0OR29

GcaeOR10 SIf ) 0L LM LM EMEY 8V DSIRTY VL 1 LK YKF 1
GpylOR17 QU8 STIMATRYER 1SR TV 1L SV L MEMEV BV D SERT VYL T MEK YK F 1
CpinOR39 ! (T VL LAV B S8V D SR QR T MR Y K 1R
CpinOR36 \HS\I[J\\I i ) | AL TR \'\w,\|.;\'\'|\'|'\
MsexOR29  [RED \EDINSY & /1L ‘ [

Dpun0OR29 'S

GcaecOR10  Ng¥ .
Gpyl10R17  NGAEMERRVE .LRMKDT D

CpinOR39  Ng& MH QML L RMUSKD T D /<

CpanR36 G L RMEAYH TV QL < MK 1 |’I:‘
Msex0R29 G VHSEYL L R LK i LKIVEFV
DpunOR29 K GERBIRRVITIEY: 1 5 14 D) ‘ 08 ‘

GeaeOR10 W81 Py CewiAC P M AF 1 F L8V ERGTY
Gpyl10R17 ASLLAO N FyEcviac AP TFL
CpinOR39  [NREY .|)|]|| Y CGWHAC\Yr SgP
CpinOR36 "QASLL : ‘ 072
Msex0R29 /Hfc
Dpun0OR29 HQ\SI \|) IFYCGWHACKHP N

A DI AR R 100% 5 TR K (B IX 38 80%<AHAJE <100%; fél_iﬁi 60%<7H5Hu <80%. GeacOR10: #3224 B i
OR10(MW701397) ; GpylOR17: Z&I5 OR17(QIJ45795.1) ; CpinOR39: #rii:#H OR39(QEES2757.1) ; CpinOR36: FAlk:iE OR36
(QEES82754.1) ; MsexOR29: MH#i K i OR29(CUQ99410.1) ; DpunOR29: T FE#AF HL OR29(ARO70241.1) . Dark areas: Simi-
larity is 100%; dark gray areas: 80%<similarity<100%; gray areas: 60%=<similarity<80%. GcaeOR10: OR10 of Glyphodes caesalis
(MW701397); GpylOR17: OR17 of G. pyloalis (QlJ45795.1); CpinOR39: OR39 of Conogethes pinicolalis (QEE82757.1);
CpinOR36: OR36 of C. pinicolalis (QEE82754.1); MsexOR29: OR29 of Manduca sexta (CUQ99410.1); DpunOR29: OR29 of Den-
drolimus punctatus (ARO70241.1).
&2 FHIBHLLEFIE GeaeOR10 5 E fth B R R R Z{A R REERF 5 EbXT

Fig. 2 Alignment of amino acid sequences of GcaeOR10 from Glyphodes caesalis and other insects ORs

91 SUERIR Athetis dissimilis AdisOR21 (ALM26210.1)
JE%%%& Helicoverpa armigera HarmOR19 (QPX50338.1)
54 B RIE Manduca sexta MsexOR29 (CUQ99410.1)
40 4100:%@ Bombyx mori BmorOR22 (NP-001166613.1)
K& Bombyx mori BmorOR21 (NP-001104831.1)
33 Pa%t’ B8 Dendrolimus punctatus DpunOR29 (ARO70241.1)
{ FAMEYR Conogethes pinicolalis CpinOR36 (QEE82754.1)
99 BRILUR Conogethes punctiferalis CpunOR36 (ARO76441.1)
52 AR Conogethes pinicolalis CpinOR39 (QEE82757.1)
ﬁAﬁﬂgﬁ&ﬁﬁ Glyphodes caesalis GecacOR10 (MW701397)
FRIE Glyphodes pyloalis GpylOR17 (Q1J45795.1)
100 FHEEBIR, Crenopseustis obliquana CoblOR9 (AIT71983.1)
100 WL ARG Crenopseustis herana CherOR9 (AIT69874.1)
39 HREELBIHIR Planotortrix octo PoctOR9 (AJF23786.1)
57 VIR BIR Fogystia hippophaecolus EhipOR12 (AOG12915.1)
—@l:%ﬁ*ﬁm Eogystia hippophaecolus EhipORS5 (AOG12908.1)
100 K& Bombyx mori BmorOR8 (NP-001157209.1)
80— ZL R Heliconius Melpomene HmelOR8 (AQQ73492.1)
L SR &PIUE Danaus plexippus DpleOR8 (OWR52357.1)
90 ——— LU Heliconius Melpomene HmelOR21 (AQQ73501.1)

L mBX&BIME Danaus plexippus DpleOR22 (OWR44043.1)

&3 EFORSEEF T UBEEE B BIE £ EFIE GeaeOR10 FAE 1 853 B B SR H R G L
Fig. 3 Phylogenetic tree of GecacOR10 of Glyphodes caesalis and other lepidopteran insect ORs constructed based on

amino acid sequences of ORs using neighbor joining method
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mm ZERH Male adult
a = MR H Female adult

HIXFFRIXE Relative expression level
~

b
21 c c c ¢
1l PO
0- Ih, , ,——llﬂ
fsm 3k i i} 2 &
Antenna Head Thorax Abdomen Leg  Wing
4 Tissue

E4 GcacORIVTEEE BB LFFIER R AL HH
X RIAE
Fig. 4 Relative expression levels of GcaeOR10 in different
tissues of Glyphodes caesalis adults

PRl - b 22 . A BRI/ ING FRERRZE
Duncan [ 8 22 15 K 560 25 53 18 3% (P<0.05) . Data in the
figure are mean+SD. Different letters on the bars indicate sig-
nificant difference by Duncan’ s new multiple range test (P<
0.05).

3 itig

[ 1 OR J& — P /K PR IR B 1, #EMELoE il 45T
WEEE I by S ek, B & 24w K, — it 300~
400 MR IERRAN,, A T4 o-M2HE (1 15 45 F 38
AN H1 19~26 1 EERRAA I, 55 6 RIS 7 65 R Ah A4y 4ok
(7 SRR SE T 3 A MR (1 AT TE Y — i
SRS TSRS 2 AR I BE AR ST A 2 e 2
R IE B F1 3 AN 3R (7 VAR B RR A7 1)
N Ui A {55 KA TAMRSF RS AL A7 2, Bl
ORANJE T G & M Z IR, FE N vmAE 4 L N, C
Uity 7 2 B S A, 52 52 W) 46 $D 45 4 (Benton et al.,
2006; #1345, 2017 ; Fleischer et al., 2018) ., 2 #
YL WFEE GeaeOR10#: F ORF 31414 1 200 bp,
St 399 M LR IR L, B TRUE MUK MER , T
SR, B 7B A R, BN i 7 T 4 A
W, C o T4 MRS, 45 & B HL OR A9 LAY RRAIE
TR TE (5 55 T e S 20 i 43 24
TAERY R ke 2R (Seok, 2021) , A Fil
2] W0 28 22 WP GeaecOR10 8K 1 41 774 26 1
TETE R BEIR AL A, IS S A7 AE 1T i 5 Lo 1R
SIS R R G

JF 4 L 25 R, B0 28 22 BT IR GeaeOR10
5 HAth 0 B Bl B A OR AT 458 85 1 P 91— 3K

P, 5 R 1IE GpylOR17 i — M1k 88.22%, B TRl fiE
FEERRIEFREN . —enT Dhisat 5 [RE SR T &R
8k B IR BN L K T B (Wang et al., 2021) , 40
Liu et al.(2013)#F5% & B, AR T RERY OR W] LB
EFRE I 2 3, an A AL D) g iY £ K BE Os-
trinia furnacalis VE {5 B & Z KRB ETE— (Liu et
al.,2018) ; WK M Athetis dissimilis "' 4 I HEA
] ) AdisOR1, AdisOR6 , AdisOR 11 Fil AdisOR 14 43
BIREE] 4 K5 (Liu et al., 2019) o ASAF5E
RGP M 45 R BN, RUE GpylOR17 4 i i
CpinOR39 , CpinOR36 Ak i i CpunOR36 15 #H 25
22 BT I GeaeOR 103X 5 PR MERL 1) OR ISHE 1441
e REEAA AR TR

R AR Z 5 OR FLAEMfM b RE, — WA
AR G A A fik o A At R 2R 3K (Lin
et al.,2014; [N £645,2019) . OR INHE—Hk 5 H
FEIRRILAHNT R, 38 5 A 76 M Al i A g e 5k
[JOR P EES 5 A I 7B T A i, SR 5]
A EAEYIAE R A G INTEARES VT I i Campo-
letis chlorideae W BY, HU fill f7 ¢ S+ ME R B 1Y
CchlOR62 X} #5 & Wy I - 5 #ij i 45 )2 )7 (Sun et al.,
2019) ; & ot Mythimna separata IHE B H ko 3R
ik ) MsepOR13 1 LLiR Il 2 48 W) 75 & W) 4 45
(Zhang KP et al.,2019) ; 7 Hfi £ it 2 fsh £ v iy 2 3%
G 25 1 OR W RE S 5 27 32 o S Mk Ak i R
A BIAT RTE B, WTE RIS B Spodoptera litura M
Tl B Sl A A SRR TG 3 22 519 SHtOR 12 %
T EHERY) p-EX LA [V (Zhang et al.,2017) ;
1T 6 A o5 H ol A v R 2R IA 0 OR AT RES 5 SR D
T ASBCMAT A R, S OB MRS B R A G,
UNTE R ZS A e e o, 2 fik £ vh e SRR3R 1Y AdisOR1
XPPEAE B R OB 9-+ PR BEF O 9, (52 ) 12-+1
W WA SR, T AdisOR 14 %} ()9, (J2 ) 12-+
PO B — M B4 )2 v (Liu et al., 2019) ; 15 ¢ § 1%
Apolygus lucorum T 5 B fuh £f1 v 55 #6351 AlucOR4
AT FEZAE B R TR CER AN () 2-C 3L T R
fii (An et al.,2020) . AHFFEEE SRR, w20 22 B
W GeaeOR10 7F Mt B H il 7 v 9 25 8 258, HE L
F S 5 2 B EAE B ZE R

ARWFFERS B M 2H 22 BF I GeaeOR10 FERIWEAT T
YEFNGT RN T HAEAN R ZH U ) RA TR O
123 R g 5 £ 1 EL AT OR Y LU RRAE | JE 0 5 3
B 5 ENR 2 W IR AR B R TR S, v A% R
L5843 F AL A HAD OR (SR #2452k . H
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