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Abstract [Objectives] To investigate the olfactory molecular mechanism of Chouioia cunea Yang (Hymenoptera:Eulophidae).
C. cunea is a significant parasitic natural enemy of the fall webworm Hyphantria cunea (Drury). We here provide the first
description of the full-length cDNA of the Or83b orthologous gene of C. cune, named CcOrl. [Methods] We identified the
full-length of CcOrl and analyzed its gene sequence and likely evolution. [Results] Sequencing showed that CcOrl is 1 482
bp in length, encoding 475 amino acid residues. The secondary structure of CcOrl is similar to the G protein-coupled receptors
of vertebrates with seven transmembrane regions. [Conclusion] The CcOrl gene is highly conserved relative to other insects

and appears to be primarily negatively selected. As a parasitic wasp with a wide range of hosts, C. cunea has lower
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synonymous substitutions and higher codon usage bias compared with host-specific wasps.
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HEAT PR AZ U SE AT b R ¥ E AR A
(Kaissling et al., 1987). & K5t i3 50 i F
"HEZMEOZS S, HpRk3Z4 (Odorant
receptors, ORS) &/ FHE T P 115 Wi
M — Mg AN —REEEN (Vosshall
et al., 1999). HATHIBIFTREIL M, —K

JE Ak 48 % & (Conventional odorant receptors,
CORs), FFf I ZAS, 4l AN [ ik
oy, Hgmts I RITEAN ) B d Uz AR AL LI
DRI S k2 & (Atypical odorant
receptors, AORs), &Fff R HAH —A, ZEH
FEANF R AR o 5 (Larsson et al., 2004).
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fir44 >k Or83b (Pennisi, 1999) . H.4whd )<k
ZARS 5RO AR, (R IEAN S BRI S
K 4+F (Elmore and Smith, 2001). - E
K 73 WL J% 52 i 48 TG i [ I R 08 45 5 ORI
A1) CORs FA H 2 Rk 73+ 1) AORs 4 fig
JEATIEH D) fE (Larsson et al., 2004; Pitts
etal., 2004; Jonesetal., 2005). fEMLEAMZ TG
HHER OR83b Ji&, ALl )4l HURH A H i Bx vk
HEAEUK T (Wicher et al., 2008) , it r] ), CORs
X AT WD D A2 - E S E A XA TR
W, B EAT I B R A s UM R BRI B A, 38
BT~ RS IS E B BINLE], AR
B B e R AL E R IR e .

HHEr, 0TSty R LR TEHHH . X
W H % oRF b (Foxetal., 2002;  Hill
et al., 2002; Krieger et al., 2002; Melo et al.,
2004; Sakuraietal., 2004; Zewi%, 2014), 1
TR R AT AR T 5, LA SR (BRI
4%, 2009; Robertson etal., 2010). T Kk
g R, ER R, AL H A& R
UF 4 S LM EE ) (Tibor et al., 2012). KK
B R P B AR B T SR P AR A B AR e
T EM R FEEIER (Costa and Reeve,
2011) . JE AR SZARAE B HOn) 27 3 i U R
rhd S (5 (Dobritsa etal., 2003). X
A AR A R SR ASZAR AT ST, AN B T i
R 2 A e 7 2 B A A S AL, T BN TR R
P A AR R BT EE R L.

J# G5 2N g Chouioia cunea Yang & &[5
2 W R 5% [E (g Hyphantria cunea (Drury)
M AETERE, AK 1.1~1.5 mm, BFEENF
AT R (bR, 1989), IS
Pk 1 2 BEORFC PR 7, 04 o1 52 [ 1 ik 1 s
R EEAEH (Yangetal.,, 2008). Fap/kT 8
] gk Ah, 38 nT 25 A T H Ak kR, mg ik
Bl SRR TR SRS H s
R A H i RS RS 20 2R R
IR, 2004),

ARICEEE T — A8 IR /N g e i 7R A< R
ZARKE R cDNA B4 751, FF555 30 I PR 3R 4k 1)
S JEREAT AT, R BE— 2D ] B g 7N IR 5T
T LB JE A, R B3 AR B RN S5 B
(IR B2 254

1 RS

Ji B g /I W8 0 T I S B 5 R R AT B
H] Chttp://www.geruibiyuan.com/), I % 1%
REG TR IR T A LAUEM (PQX-350H)
WS 25°C, AR A 60%~80%, JGOG RN
BOPIG G 24 h P ol B8 EQmE /N g, T 58
NUJEUh A, S ETE T RNAlater CAmbion 23 &,
AM7020) 15 4 200 SkfEE A GG /N 04 (1 fi £
A7 —A L5mL B0, JLHAE 8 F A,
HT—20°C MU LRAT, B 58 E 1B R
St RURFBE IR 45 A3 R 22 @) Chttp://www.genomics.
cnfindex) HEAT KA MF .

11 ERAFIISH

N v 8 0 34 llumina HiSeq™ 2000
T Ji PR /)N W i A A AN HEAT B s 0 e, SR
Trinity B0 AN B HU 81 v BOdEAT 2K A
R unigene, 454G A B BAT AT L bR
J7 51 cDNA A K14 . N BioEdit7.2.1 4347
TR IR IR EE AR 73 7 ik, A EXPASY
P& () Signal P 3.0 Serve % Chttp://www.cbs.
dtu.dk/services/SignalP/) A+ TN 2 (1 2 FE 1R
FeAI AR S IRALE . A TMHMM v2.0 727
Chttp://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/ TMHMM)/) Fiiill]
i ARy (ap o
M NCBI_F T g w5 5E D5 4710, Al Clustalx
1.8 (Thompson et al., 1994) & AFHE4T 1541 LL s,
BrLE XA 20 4 Or83b & LR ¥ 41 $2 28 %
EMBOSS Pairwise Alignment Algorithm ( http://
www.ebi.ac.uk/emboss/align/), HEATELXF, SR )E
THECH SRR — SR AR A .

12 RGFLREHHE

He I 43 7 41 5 35 H GenBank ) 19 47
%1 ( Microplitis mediator Orl [EF141511];
Nasonia vitripennis Orl [NM001170994]; Apis
mellifera  Or2[NM001134943] Drosophila
melanogaste Or83b[NM079511]; Ceratitis capitata R2
[AY843206] Anopheles  gambiae  Or7
[AY363725]; Culex pipiens quinquefasciatusOr7
[DQ231246]; Aedes aegypti Or7 [AY582943];
Bombyx mori Or2 [AJ555487]; Antheraea pernyi
Or2 [AJ555486] Helicoverpa zea R2
[AY843204] Mamestra  brassicae  R2
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[AY485222]; Spodoptera exigua R2 [AY862142];
Spodoptera litura R2 [DQ845292] ; Tribolium
castaneum R2 [XM968103]; Ceratosolen solmsi
marchali Or2 [EU281848]; Apocrypta bakeri Or2
[EU281849]; Philotrypesis pilosa Or2 [EU281850];

Philotrypesis sp. Or2 [EU281851]), }] CLUSTAL
W1.8 (Thompson etal., 1994) HE4TEEXf. BT
EOXS o I 2 B IR Mz IR P41, ] PAUP 4.0
( Swofford, 2003) £ K & £97% ( Maximum
parsimony) 73 sl e it T s B IR AL T TR AL
KA A KRR, BEHUINAS S50, 1 000
REE, BERIREE 10 BB, LB AEIAS L.

1.3 EEEASH

F) | Single Likelihood Ancestor Counting
(SLAC) #4 (http://www.datamonkey.org/)
(Suzuki and Gojobori, 1999) 4 H7i% 3 K 5%
ML T o fELRH AT 20 4% Or83b H RV /F 51,
FI e K AR L (Maximum  likelihood) #4 #H
FeFE A, AR R SOR e 5 TR SO 0 LA
Ka/Ks CH[I dN/dS) o FIFIXURVER S A3 P {E

(P-values <0.05 A 2%, /NF 0.01 A EE) .

14 BRER

T A% TR I R R AR (Ks) FAE[R] X
5454 (Ka) (Nei and Gojobori, 1986) i1y
P, il MEGA4.0 (Tamura et al., 2007)H )
modified Nei-Gojobori J77% (Zhang et al., 1998)
iR ¥ transition/transversion bias=1.021) #4711
o WSS TR H FXGH H R U P8 Hx
ok ] EG M /DN 06 11 7 510 DA AR I A0 335 5 H A (1) g
I 4> /N #%  Nasonia vitrpennis. HZ1 il Y4 2 04
Microplitis mediator. %E £ #5/Ni§ Ceratosolen
solmsi martchal . % & fil & %€ 8 ¥ /) &

Philotrypesis pilosa . & J& fiil 4 %E i #5 /> #%
Philotrypesis sp.. X I #5 45 I8 4% /) & Apocrypta
bakeri Fl= KA & lE Apis melliferal; XU# H 1)
J i Drosophila melanogaster. %] LV #1
Anopheles gambiae. #7520 Ceratitis capitata.
B K BEMC Aedes aegypti 1 & # FE L Culex
pipiens quinquefasciatus. FTf LLXt gap ok MR «

15 EHTFEARTFHYE

Wid Nk T DnaSP version 4.0 (Rozas
et al., 2003) [f] Effective Number of Codons
(ENC) (Wright, 1990), Codon Biasindex (CBI)
(Morton, 1993) Scaled Chi-square (Scaled*)
(Shields etal., 1988) 3 Fit Jj i K VFAN 1% 55 4 1)
YT i

2 GZRE5HM

21 EEFIISH

SIS AN E B e S e, D e B
SE BT BB R HE /9 Or83b & Al ) cDNA
(GenBank 3¢5 : KJ847283) fin# 4 CcOrl
KN 1428 bp, Yl 475 NEIEFR, HIX4>
iRk 867 387 fELL TN R W% & AL Tk,
s msimE 1 for, BARE G HAM
RS AR G LS 1, %2 AR5 3 M X8R
K, JFERE T 4 MY 5 BEX.
JH ECH /Mg C.cunea S5 H ) 7 Fh R HL 2
() P RFLARL A 1) 9 [ A 66.5%~76.4%, — £ S [
& 66.5%~77.4%; 55X H K 5 Bl R 2 8] 1)
FEACLE [ Y6 Bl 2 58.4%~62.6%, — Uk i [ &
58.4%~64.6%, C Ui [t 161 /N5 Jt 1k 5 4 {55,
SRR 5 — ST 90%.
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2.2 HLREHE

KT 20 BB AU R LU AEREILA 1 482
AL, b 852 AN R ZE BL AL EIRIRAR
B ILAT 496 M7 i, Forhr 233 AN 2 i 4905 A 2
ALK UNE 2 P, R IR 5 BRI (1 R 48
KE WA AR AT o Jo) Pk /)i L5 5 H (1) B

RS 30, HP IR IR AN RE IR 11T ) SRR R
% 82,

2.3 EFEEHSH

20 % Or83b E[AIYsIE A T Ka/Ks CEf
dN/dS) Bk 0.113761, T HEEZMikSE. 78 0.1
0.2 152 PEKE B 1 R R 3 1 2 A7
R WEAKCPA 0.3 I, AW B — AN I FEAT A
Jyt 159 7z LR, dN-dS=1.04941, P-value=
0.251075. IXAME ] FCHk /Mg C. cunea 12 2
RIE AR (His), LN 20 Fh R A L&

LT RN Z LR, 41E R (His) M &L
e (GIn)o 7E 0.1 [ 35 M7K-F EFRATR I 2] T
375 NRIERAL p 2 BN LR R Ty 83 P B
9 0.001 W54 78 ANk £ /o

24 BRER

13 4 JFHI I EE ATt 1 482 M EEF IR A7 A i)y
Hr. 969 ML MR sifFAEAL R, Horh 8514
fa1 2945 A7 4 (Parsimony information sites), 110
AN h BLGEARAT 55, (Singleton sites) o

Or83b i [7] Y5 & P 1) ] S 43 B K AR R L4y
Bas AR 1, MR ARER M H & — 1k aF
A e B8 LR /NS C.solmsi, 25 2T I2 I R I
NI NI, G 45 /N8 NLvitripennis B A
9 MRS /N 16 A bakeri 5 X0 H B B2 18] 1) [A] X
KAEF X2 NRLIPEH, otk
FRK/NE Csolmsi H5XU#HH B HLZ [ [F]
ok 5 (Ks) 725w ju [l 1.492 ) 2.285, 1 3
P25 )2 0 7 AR 0 5 00 B R 22 18] ) [R]
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Sop 5 (Ks) 22 S A0 B2/, M 0.734 31 1.691,
TR E A, BEmE R (Ks)
Z FEATAE T 60 I 44 I H /) e 5 00 H 2 1],
YA 1.137 3] 1.691. & — kg4 e I B
N5 UM H R Bz [l AR R o R (Ka) 2%
SEYE I 0.813 3] 0.943, 3 FhE 1) 2 ME A
W 50 H B R M EAER X7 (Ka) 257
L JE 0.819 | 0.976, W EIMZEFIHEE A
FHI

25 WHRTFERRFES R
Wi e R R 20w EL 1

/NI SR SRR /NG 7S T AR R T O e
173 Ay 2532 (/N PR S B 1 i 2 P A X 32
BT ER 3 Y GH+C AT R AN
AR, M 2 A1) G+C S RAREF 1F
—PE AN )T N, R R XU H
HAARIR, #BLE 37% A AT, Db T % £ %
— ARSI X G+C F R

=

=] 3

Ceratitis capitata

———  Anophelea gambiae

100/100 , . . L
——  Culex pipiens quinquefasciatus

72/70

——  Aedes aegypti

Tribolium castaneum

96/97

82/82

Chouioia cunea Yang

96/94

100/100

99/100

97/97

Apocrypta baker

Nasonia vitripennis

——  Philotrypesis pilosa
100/100

—  Philotrypesis sp.

——  Microplitis mediator
56/55

L Apis melliferal

——  Bombyx mori
84/79

100/100

—— Antheraea pemyi

——  Mamestra brassicae
76/74

100/100

Helicoverpa zea

—— Spodoptera exigua

94/94

—— Spodoptera litura

2 IREZERFIIFISERFTIEZN MP &
Fig. 2 The maximum parsimony tree of nucleotide and amino acid sequences

Drosophila melanogaster

Ceratosolen soimsi martchali
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The nucleotide tree bootstrap support is on the left of “/” and the amino acid tree is on the right of “/”.
% 1 0Or83b ERIFEERE X 5 FHIERE X 53 F
Table 1 Synonymous and nonsynonymous divergence of Or83b genes

P.pi Psp. Nwvit Abak Csm C.cun M.med Amel C.cap D.mel Agam Cpgq Aaeg

P.pi 0.012 0.017 0.019 0062 0119 0173 0689 0920 0926 0870 0.837 0.870
P.sp.  0.065 0.017 0.019 0.062 0.117 0170 0.704 0902 0911 0.849 0815 0.856
Nvit 0438 0409 0.014 0.054 0114 0165 0.708 0910 0917 0873 0.832 0.868
Abak 0650 0.609 0.659 0.054 0113 0160 0.690 0912 0913 0869 0.819 0.859
Csm 1407 1508 1492 1.365 0133 0172 0.693 0913 0943 0.867 0.813 0.859
Ccun 1288 1281 1407 1410 2.099 0190 0767 0928 0976 0845 0.839 0.870
M.med n/c nlc n/c n/c 3.227 2.698 0.684 0912 0914 0870 0.843 0.856
Amel 1617 1527 1992 2083 2755 1.925 n/c 0898 0868 0.876 0.865 0.858
Ccap 1471 1660 1535 1.654 1833 1879 2068 1.770 0.080 0.167 0.190 0.180
D.mel 1076 1.025 0897 1335 2129 1590 n/c 1.307 1.816 0.168 0.197 0.172
Agam 1133 1117 0969 1499 2285 1446 n/c 1396 1.740 0.886 0.075 0.078
Cpg 0889 0825 0.734 1137 1837 1160 n/c 1489 2175 0.732 0.605 0.057

Aaeg 1199 1162 1180 1691 1492 1594 2558 1646 2.070 1157 0903 0.782

[F o5 (Ks) AT e T, B o5 (Ka) AL Mg B, nic RoRLkit 5. Hrp Wi ¥ o0 4ing
X, HAFW F: Ppi, Philotrypesis pilosa; P.sp., Philotrypesis sp.; N.vit, Nasonia vitripennis; A.bak, Apocrypta bakeri;
C.sm, Ceratosolen solmsi martchali; C.cun, Chouioia cunea Yang; M.med, Microplitis mediator; A.mel, Apis melliferal;
C.cap, Ceratitis capitata; D.mel, Drosophila melanogaster; A.gam, Anopheles gambiae; C.pg, Culex pipiens
quinquefasciatus; A.aeg, Aedes aegypti.

Estimations of synonymous substitutions (Ks) are shown below the diagonal. The estimated nonsynonymous divergence (Ka)
are shown above the diagonal. n.a = not applicable. Species names are as follows: P.pi, Philotrypesis pilosa; P.sp.,
Philotrypesis sp.; N.vit, Nasonia vitripennis; A.bak, Apocrypta bakeri; C.sm,Ceratosolen solmsi martchali; C.cun,Chouioia
cunea Yang; M.med, Microplitis mediator; A.mel, Apis melliferal; C.cap, Ceratitis capitata; D.mel, Drosophila melanogaster;
A.gam, Anopheles gambiae; C.pq, Culex pipiens quinquefasciatus; A.aeg, Aedes aegypti.

&2 Or83b FlREE M EHD T T 1%
Table 2 Estimates of codon bias in Or83b genes

YIFf Taxa ENC cBl Scaled G+C2 G+C3s G+Cc
JE P /)N
C.cun 54.653 0.210 0.164 0.365 0.537 0.471
JER H HoAth B2 1t Other hymenopteran species

N.vit 42.821 0.563 0.576 0.361 0.814 0.561

A .bak 55.534 0.309 0.224 0.363 0.594 0.492
C.sm 60.722 0.204 0.113 0.365 0.490 0.454
A.mel 58.101 0.238 0.156 0.395 0.562 0.483
M.med 57.398 0.232 0.150 0.357 0.357 0.410

P.pil 47.416 0.449 0.435 0.359 0.745 0.541
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P.sp 45,549 0.480 0.466 0.359 0.765 0.546
253k 2 (Table 2 continued)
YFh Taxa ENC CBI Scaled G+C2 G+C3s G+Cc
XU H E &1 Dipteran species
C.cap 49.519 0.351 0.357 0.370 0.559 0.460
A.gam 41.259 0.525 0.591 0.377 0.777 0.558
C.pq 34.252 0.674 0.984 0.375 0.881 0.593
A.aeg 50.663 0.338 0.361 0.361 0.662 0.512
D.mel 38.340 0.601 0.729 0.372 0.824 0.564

ENC (Effective number of codons), 73 %k% 7% 7-%t; CBI (Codon bias index) #14T-ffT k45 %; Scaledy? (Scaled Chi
square); G+C2, Y145 2 filf) G+C &, G+C3s, FiY 145 3 i) G+C S &E. HWF4is g 1.

ENC, Effective number of codons; CBI, Codon bias index; Scaled;?, Scaled Chi square; G+C2, G+C content at the second
codon positions; G+C3s, G+C content at the third codon . Species names are same with Table 1.

3 tig

AWFFCE RS T 8 FCme N e ) — N R
RN 52 & Or83b A, 5 oAt F H iy [R) 1 52
s, S E R A SR T A — B A
66.5%~76.4%, C i R HILE HiZ R w2
ge — AR IR D, X2 ARG LG
R Z AR A, JEAEH##S 5
(Larsson et al., 2004; Pittsetal., 2004; Jones
et al., 2005), 14 KB o i)W R 3 52 A4 R 2
15 A ARG T = R PR 52 A R AR (1) IR
AR IR AR % (Larsson et al., 2004 ).
t T Ihfe BB, o TR 1)
RAF .

TR EA G EEAREZ AR B A i g
(K] 7 MEEEIX (Vosshall et al., 1999 , 2000;
Robertson et al., 2003), L5 3 M IR
Ko AKX RRHMANY G HEEOMEZ
ARIES 2 NN, D RE S AL 4 &
(Chao et al., 1999; Capendeguy etal., 2006),
tH T FLEh 1) G B AR SZ AR N i 7 i b,
1M B R RSE 52 R 1) N {7 TSN (Benton
et al., 2006). PRILFRATHERT, ARG 5244 1) 5
3 AN AR TT R B RS2 AR I 255 K

JEF 20 /N H [F)Y5 OR83b ik [A W i Ka/Ks tb
FRIATEFEE )43 R, ZFE Bk Bk T
RN o AR FRIVERTS, SR DRk Ak

HOE AR SRR, 1K 2 12 I PR A e AR S 1 s
o MK 0.3 I, 765 159 sl 3] 7
— AN IEEREAT 5, JH FCHE /N Or83b J [RI7E LA
M EEER R E R (His), EFTHM 20
EE U] Or83b ik [ rhv s A M 21 Py Fp 2 KR, 20
AR (His) FIRABE (GIndo %A E 12
P 0 AN ] 1 B S i 1 22 S FRATT A I 2 BT O 1%
A7 SR TH R LR PR BT 3 T S AR AN i )
HARERI )2 D Re, IE 73— R A BefT
H 4518 . Suzuki AT Gojobori (1999) [KIHF5T W,
N A EPUIR (HLAD [N 52 1E 1 B 2 5L 1R A7
AT RE S PRI OC o AT T Al — LemF ST R W]
IEIEBEAT Ri] ek 45 A RUT B85 B R PR IE 2
HH I LA G A7 5 PR SRR R R 0 1) o L R AT A
h S5 R BIER I A A AT RE R R T AN R SR
] R 5 R

AN T35 F2 B0 — SR M /N g, 0 ) ECE 7
WA A LA B T2 TV R /N A DU B T A A IS
(1 17 XL SEAR (K)o 111 3T 3508 1l 4 1 3 A7 45
o, 75 R NE SR T BRI S T
P e, T ) B M /DN 0 5 0t 2 V2 RN )
SET i P PR A v o AT ST 45 SR S R A 1 i e
PEREE 5 R XA R (Ks) 245 (Sharp and
Li, 1987, 1989). 72 ALk /Mg rhAH XS 42 e 1)
) SCIEAR 2, U AR T P P S DR R 6 1R
Bk R ILE T — PRI B T A
W, H B AR FAP I B AT L 2 1A Tz R
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DA™ A% ) 4 LR ST o AN B L2 TR) LT AN
AR AR A SO 5 (Kad 8 Ui W% BT 7K 2 1
DIk FE I 7 2 PRI, 3K S 18 S ik — P IE K
T RS IEI IR
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