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Progress in research on the functions of insect maternal effect genes
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Abstract This paper reviews the effects of maternal effect genes on the growth and development of insects. Insect maternal
effect genes are known to induce the formation of anteroposterior and dorsiventral polarity in embryos, regulate the diapause
of eggs, enhance immunity and influence the differentiation and developmental period of progeny. The continuous
development and application of CRISPR and other new technologies will expand the scope and depth of research on maternal
effect gene functions, which in turn will help develop new technologies to both improve the positive traits of beneficial insects
and control agricultural pests.
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Je I A K R B AR R R R AL A FE T (T
Dy A& EE, 2017 )o I X SRR A T 5T
KB B AR S (R A 5 B AR S R
PACARATIL, 3B FA MR IR TR R,
TUESE T RSO JE R A7 AE o ik — 5 & B1
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I UAERE I B 1) CER & E( Liet al., 2019 )
FI RNAT FA A ek F1E & ( Kunte et al., 2020 ),
IR JE R R T X IR R R A F B A

LM, EResZm MR B &
AR SRR . R X AMED AR (R T
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B2 B Y 3 — Sk o A o R , SRR B N IRIG
Y Sk FR 5 6 Y — i R AR A A AR R T ( Pole
plasm ), SJRGRAEFEANMA = A 2 VI G, Be
KE BRI R G ( E 54 R, 2017 ),

TR I A P A 0 R PR A 2 % A4 i
TR A TS EAR SR, M E DL mRNA B
22 M A B S A BN OE N, T 320G e B 2 BRI L
B XA BRSO SR A R B T,
BRI AL, FEHE A U1 25 8] B4 A 53 AN [R]
B2 [ B b R A EEEH . e &
IR 2 Tl A8y 5 P 5 SR G S A PR P T A
XK, FR R AR XIS Se 5L K 53k 3 B X3
HI#PIX 3 A bicoid, exuperantia, swallow 3t 3
ANEEN JFHERIX A nanos. tudor . oskar . vasa.,
valois. pumilio, caudal. staufen. cappuccino,
spire 3t 10 IR ; EBHIXA torso. trunk.,
fs(1)Nasrat ., fs(1)polehole 3 4 4NFL R (3 J7 1Al
&Nk, 2017 ),

Ph bicoid R UERMTTHRIXFEH 1, bicoid
mRNA 7EH swallow Fil exuperantia X 4 i =
YR A B AR BT, AR U A TR,
O A A ZH UG o 2 A IS BB N % mRNA
PeERHESN BICOID i, 7EBI Y Fir s Hvk B f
= TN T, RS MR AR A
T B H e B A0 A A5 B0 B, X ik B
— HEE MR R 40BN Z P L. bicoid X
PRI R IR B P vk BE e T IR IR AT i 3 45 A8 1)
g, WU, IR 3 i 4l i & B 25 A
2 FH X U2 i B A7 B IR BICOID 2R ik
FEYLE ) . BICOID ¥ FERAE — B 2B,
SRR B IO E L, S 4k R
SLAR AN R, WA IETR . W bicoid KAERAE,
GEAR Al R MERR I B T %A BICOID A 243
A, WG HTE SR, To09S I —A S
BRI ( EJrifE ik, 2017 ), BICOID
Mk A, HLARE-F4 M 12 ie 45 A4 3k ( Helix-turn-
belix domain ), HE-5HHMN #IE K (1)) 801 X 345
&, DUREE TG R Rk, W BICOID
A PR FE FA R — G FHE R, hunchback
FERA BeIE sl s it s, IR R R Z LR IR 1Y

T IR N, e 2 BUR R TTIAR 43- 4570 1)
JE % (Janody et al., 2000 )., /L4 bicoid 7F R iE
SRMRIRIG & B R T A A 2 AR,
{9 bicoid JL R 7t A A b B g e, A = 4
SRR A A, F 2 R A 2540 bicoid 1 [R] I
FEH ( Schroder, 2003; McGregor, 2006; #44%
45,2010 ), 7E 7 bicoid I HH, orthodenticle
BT bicoid MHRTUIRE, fF bicoid RAFAYE
JE AR, BV EE A F 5L R hunchback 774 BE
58 T o R TR B, (EASBESE S5 3k 3B ik
I, 28 hunchback 14 %543 bicoid (13
fi& (Schroder, 2003; %%, 2010 ),

Lk nanos F1 caudal S {195 X LA, 4K
T — A PRI PRI A B 258 o X e BE IR rp A AT A
— AN R A G Y 4 S BV i R S e T T 4
F, ABYIA IEH LIRS (pREE, 2018 ).
FEARZLN 3 K nanos Fil caudal £ mRNA i T 5
MY, 0K Fa i i A SRS 2R, 2
— AN TR BRI R . NANOS 2 [ M IR Y Ji5 it
R RTHRY 1, B — 15 BICOID 8 52 [a] (1) 4
i, 4K 5 BICOID AR, NANOS A4 5% [H
+, ANHEE AT A SCAY [ BRAE I R, 1
JEi it 54 T3 hunchback () mRNA K %8
L E G Y s LB, 4559, BICOID T
JIRHITEGHE hunchback (9% 5%, NANOS T IRJ5 4l
HIH mRNA IS, BU# hunchback ik
1 H R S5 O S A 434 o hunchback 56K 45
() & — Pl i SR BHIE TR 7, SN TR 45 A4 TR 1T 2%
e (B BRI ) Sk S5 i 2540 % B T b 75 (] 1E
W4, 2009 ), FEARY hunchback mRNA 255 #y
A TREANIN, ZHEIE, Hoor A L 2 #E
B AE . BICOID i [ B B e T A DX i
{fi hunchback mRNA K& A ; 1 NANOS #&
4 JUIBH 1 hunchback mRNA 7E J5 i DX 3 i) B
FEARWTE AR K o NI TR —F XS AE R 3R
B 7K hunchback mRNA, fij J5 # — 2 X Jk
hunchback mRNA 7H%% ., hunchback £ [ X I 55
KB ALY knirps F giant FLP (12234 10
EH . HA 2 NANOS #ii| TH:{4& hunchback
mRNA 755 #5335, knirps Fl giant 4 fEfE 5%
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MR ER KE (BREE, 2018),

MHEWR RGN A BREREZEFANS Y,
SHi R GEARL, nanos FE A& 7 - 4a i
BESEIN, BR IS DA 200 it 3 Ao P SR 4 A B 4
WL, I AT BB 20 B Y AR RN R AR B
NANOS & VA 45 i Bl e s ) i Bk B A
&, NANOS & fif e 3Rk /DT E 8 ALK ™)
HI B EIVE . Horh spire 1 cappu A3 R Y 2
AE &K STAUFEN £ [ [#] 5 75 51 20 i 1) B s 1t
b ; STAUFEN £ FUKIK [ € oskar-mRNA; 44X
JGABERE VASA EEAHN AL E, VASA 5
FUE—F RNA 2558 1H, H i R4y
BUAANSRARIE R (EIrlEf4 iy, 2017 ),

etk ied, LA tudor M4y S, TR
AR5y s A% . — LY 2 R nanos JE A
Y, FERIEER AR E , Ktk NANOS #Fr A 5
e 5 75— —RAEH, EHIEAE
1% o4 T nanos F1 pumilio P35 R 38 &
B M ( Lehmann and Nusslein-Volhard, 1991 )
IS, HARPTA R RGEREE, #RZEPA~ 53
SCARAE FT L Z0 o

P torso AR MBI EE R, FEATIH
I 9 3 A AR R 5 4 (S350 0 T
TR ) A E . torso Hihd—FhLAME S 4
T2, PSR, HEEA RNA 7E324
ZJa B o, SRz AR KA G 1 BT A 2
T A (N =S R WG NI R ' g R P B 0
TERRIG (R PRI B %% . TORSO 2R 1 H A 1%
ARG YE, REASJE e JE ] mRNA XI5
PEFRIB GRS, I H A SRR TOT AR Y
IR (BREE, 2018 ),

TEBE 5 KM Pararge aegeria 11, & I
PR S AR A AH DG BRI N ], {H 30 2 5
R mRNA 7850 N E 7 SRR R 2208, iR
AN TR] B H 3k 2 5 DR G FL 0 VR i A A= 18 4 AN
—#£MY) ( Carter et al., 2015), FH3E F, fEFLE
K #% Oncopeltus fasciatus H' % 5 #1175 S 17 5
PEIE 1 B A0 L DR 5 SR it I F AR 58 4 — 3,
[ B 10 B AN 7] B2 L I R i & A iR R 4 2 P
AEFER) (Ewen-Campen et al., 2011 ),

2 FRERE-BERMERRK

SR Ui T A ) 43 A R B I
#| dorsal & 12 PEEARUN FE K . DORSAL & [
MEERA T, R-MIEEEER, SFREREER
( Morphogen ), BEIIT T WA IS T1Z U Rk &
BRI G F2E I, DR IR Bl 4 S AR
FER IR AR ELEX A] . dorsal FEMA ) mRNA
FZHJE R BE N E A, 5 CACTUS
EASAMEAY, ULEMERIEEm T4 M
KN, TF55 200, DORSAL & [V B B B 0 T
B 5 TOLL SZAR& {55 %A &, TOLL 21k
(1K) B AR spattzl e Ji PR 2 B0 28 11 1) S8k B o
ZAR LTEMR G & B B B0 2 4 F 0 Bt
1, 5 TOLL ZIRE LA I 2151k, TOLL
BOE A TR — RN NAE 515 S, Hdh b &
MG SRR R TP T A BRSO L )
HIYER, ®wZ&{#i5 Dorsal ZE %541 CACTUS
H M, DORSAL H LUK, T HA
AR IE M 40 2 A DORSAL 321k, i)
DORSAL % H HREBAS & i A 40 Bz Y
DO BB Ak kB LD twist I snail BYZik, [
i BH 38 T #4549 & B 2 decapentaplegic Al
zenknullt i3k, (HAETTH8—] DORSAL /3
FEML T P 2 IETE RS, DT EOR M T - A
MIE R (BRE4E, 2018 ),

3 EATIREHEE

FERJEIR (16 L: 8 D) FHIFRAW Kig
Locusta migratoria JJ /™ JE iy & 51 (1) s i, —
R LI takeout mRNA HYFE A i E T4
JERECTI0 L = 14 D) FARFEET ™ i & 51 A M b He
iKF] 1.66 %5 (Jarwar et al., 2019 ), 4] RNAi
REAVC A Y6 R R T 3 14 2t takeout 32 PRI 1 323K
i, DIAFI BRI B Y takeout mRNA &,
EXTRAH L, BR A I R . X R takeout
SR B B0 7R SR AR DG BR A T A S
BUPFEARVER (Jarwar et al., 2019 ), @ 35K
HE AT, 53R, RIAHAREL R R
B ATER I 24 ANEA B 151
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ANEA T, AT aEd MRS K, FHa
IR R A Ak A R T R R R
(Cui et al., 2019 ). ML 5F5 A (AR %% 5%
AT, KBRS T 1 3% A e 55 Y R AR
TSRS AR, SRR 71 A2 R RIR N
W B 5 T VIO H) FOXO 1553 1,
TERDCR AT, RNAL T R4 o i iR 175
SR A rail, P E AR B I 0; T# foxo
F, PR BRI TR (Hao etal., 2019 ).
TE R 7 Bombyx mori 1, X &S 40F F AR
Ui B AR TR I S A TR SR, &
MEMBIESRMUT, A 183 N HHEEL LA,
106 NFEHFKIE T, X LI F R =) 7E
T B DR A E O PR oA B 2 5, AT
HmE MAER F &4 (Chenetal., 2017 ),

4 BEEEN

R ZE T TR R BRI Y S AR
A LA Sk e i 2k ) B v ) R AR RN, i PR R Tk
PP ERIRNZE , TS R AU B R i A
FER KL R 5, v AT A 6 8 S I g
( Dubuffet et al., 2015; Trauer-Kizilelma and
Hilker, 2015 ; Milutinovi’c et al., 2016 ; Rosengaus,
etal., 2017 ), 7EHH L Tenebrio molitor H1, >4
O ol P 42 fdoiok A 22 TRBH PR T, B0 A =2 IR BA
B, SE R A, HET R I A A A T
PG PR T B35 PRy, I C et —Fiok A B T
& (Defensin ) FKEWPLHEE [ tenecin 1, X
e pm E H L — AT R 2 R
( Dubuffet et al., 2015), 7EAH% K% Manduca
sexta H1, MERL AU S ERNE . TR A R
FHRLRCVE A, R oRh, sEsR HAuE T,
X HE 2 — & BRI 1E T, (B 250 e Al Ok (K]
FEIE R LM, sz B FR IR ¥ Trichogramma
evanescens 1 A A4, K Wl & Bl PGRP-1
( Peptidoglycan recognition protein 1), dorsal,
gloverin, pro-PSP (Plasmatocyte-spreading peptide)
1 pro-PO ( Prophenoloxidase ) 556t AH &I A
B B, S5XTRHLEL, dorsal % SRaKSF LT
44 1 gloverin I 38 T 17 £%( Trauer-Kizilelma

and Hilker, 2015), 415 FHAEOR MK B
Escherichia coli % nJ 25 1Y 0 HL ¥ & [C A
Serratia entomophila % il 7 f e} Hr — i M 37 4
R kgl A, A HA KA A T — AR Az
B PE R IL RN gloverin 1 lysozyme 1 (1) 4
iAPH B (Gegneretal., 2019 ),

5 FmEREMSH

TE—Fhil 25 Pogonomyrmex rugosus, % 3t
BERZE 5 AS 8] B9 21358 TR 7 S 0T el 728 B B4R 3%
I 3 PRI R = W it DTS 3850™ A ) B —
B o RS TR, b OB AR R A O
£ (Libbrecht et al., 2013 ), 7E—Fhigs
Asobara tabida, B} JE $2 i (9 3F P 5 5 = 1
transformer mRNA, X} J5 X )04 51 o g A —
FEMEM (Geuverink et al., 2018), 7efy K@
Nilaparvata lugens, % BUEEASE L A A DR H 1Y
Tra-2 RNA 55050 AL Fsf i oAb A G, 7EMERY
At RNAL, R Tra-2 f9RL, Fi=oik
B AHEE ARSI AL, R Tra-2 7EMIG
Wiz mie CELRYE 2 RIME ) SAN R A R E
Wit —E R (Zhou etal., 2017 ), TR
kBB R /IN S 5 e AL I Y B E R A R A
PR AR5 T 2 B AAR AR 5 R 2 58 1) i A B
HOR—FE, 22 m G K s IR B PR B ( Weid
etal., 2019),

6 FMEREKEZSH

LIPS NGETIBTS A= B IS i E A
AT DAHCAR BEACSRIE %) B 4 5T 5 i, AT I J
RAERK LT . INfEEE Apis mellifera 1, #%
TR B , BT BN AR AR BRI, RELE
YRR, KEEMRE, MEATIT RER,
ETHI AR ZE I [a) 3G, 5 28 30 5 ) 35 A S e S R Y
Z%ik (Preston et al., 2019), 7E4LH1% Polistes
fuscatus 1, M UFSERHASZ B | EFRER
R IEZ , R LASE A 5 AR R e Sl YR AR &
g5 5 (Jandtetal., 2017 ), [RIFE7E M Pt EE
S IR A PR 2R AT DA A R AR R Y B A I
i LR R s A A A, DT 52 ) Je A ) 75 oy
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Fi4:%8 47 ( Xia and Belle, 2016; Vaiserman et al.,
2017 ),

7 RE

MEARFFE KB, 40 T A S DL
F, B Y 2 A R B T B SRR AR S A
FE IG5 AN HE M A3 A A ST AR o G
BRI R B e | R ARG LU R AR
ECEGEER b, FEEBEA . B4R
RNAi 5 AR FAREAR (328 i sk g 3 [
FIRM =Y ) XERAIE . . AERE K
KT AP A W R AR (LA B 8 45 0 45 A
TR FHLERA R ARG 28, ARt —
Ko BE R E SR CRISPR A5 3
Ik iE (Klompe etal., 2019), HEi7ELME R
v g ST A AH B Y CRISPR ##4E RS AT &
(Klompe et al., 2019; Abdullah etal., 2020 ),
TR B T 5 22 RE AR A00R; 5 R T R 114 45 5 RAH
ST LS IBIESE , HBFSE BRI A B T %
B 1k B R A 4 B B AU IR A
EAERE R, XFEACRYE, WA ATREFE & R Y B
Pt it
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