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Abstract

Background

Spodoptera litura is an important polyphagous pest that causes great damage to agriculture. We
performed RNA-seq from 15 individuals of S. litura, including different larval (fifth and sixth instar larvae),
chrysalis, and adult developmental stages. We also sequenced the Spodoptera frugiperda to compared
with the S. /itura.

Results

A total of 101,885 differentially expressed transcripts (DETs) were identified in the S. /itura. Gene
Ontology (GO) and Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) enrichment analyses indicated
that the S. /itura may undergo active development and basic metabolism, such as xenobiotic and
detoxifying metabolism, during its larvae and adult stages, which explains the difficulty to control it. We
also found that DETs of single-copy orthologous genes between S. /itura and S. frugiperda were involved
in basic metabolism and developmental, but S. /itura were highly enriched in energy and metabolic
processes, Whereas S. frugiperda had stronger nervous and olfactory functions. Metagenomics analysis
in larval S. litura and S. frugiperda revealed that microbiota can both participate in the detoxification and
metabolism processes in them, but the relative abundance of detoxification-related microbiota was more
abundant in S. frugiperda. Transcriptome results also confirmed the detoxification-related pathway of S.
frugiperda was more abundant than that of S. /itura.

Conclusions

Therefore, we can conclude that the detoxification ability of S. frugiperda is stronger than that of in S.
litura, which is related to the wide adaptation and strong resistance of S. frugiperda. Our study might
provide clues to the development of novel pest control strategies.

Background

Spodoptera litura (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) is a destructive omnivorous pest with a large host range of
plants, feeds on over 100 kinds of crops and vegetables, such as cotton, beans, tobacco, rice and so on
[1]. It is widely distributed in tropical and subtropical regions worldwide, including in Asia, Africa, North
America, and Oceania [2, 3]. Spodoptera litura is characterized by a short life cycle and consists of eggs,
larval, chrysalises and adults [4]. Eggs are ordinary laid in batches, and covered with a tuft of abdominal
hair to protect them from the biocontrol agents [5]. Spodoptera litura larvae have sensitive chemosensory
systems and highly selective, which are essential for finding hosts and avoiding dangerous, furthermore,
the larval stage of S. /itura feed gregariously and has the greatest food intake [6, 7]. Therefore, there is an
urgent need for effective management strategies for the control of this pest.
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As a destructive pest, numerous studies have been done to reveal the characteristic of S. /itura. Previous
studies primarily evaluated on the influence of different host plant on the growth and development of S.
litura [8-10] and its potential damage for different crops [2]. In addition, because of the poor efficacy of
various insecticides against S. /itura [3], researchers have also done a lot of investigations on its
resistance to insecticides. Transcriptome analysis of S. /itura uncover that P450s may be involved in the
detoxification of fluralaner in vivo[11]. Previous study found that the detoxion-related gene families
(P450, GST, COE, APN and ABC) were massively expanded in S. /itura, which provided an explanation for
the genetic basis for its high tolerance to pesticides [12]. Despite an enormous volume of research work
done to understand the ecology and genetics of S. /itura, the developmental characteristics of S. litura
and the underlying changes about resistance to pesticides with development were still poorly understood.
RNA sequencing has been widely used to obtain expression data throughout different developmental
stages on agricultural pests and explore the key regulated genes related to development that can be
targeted for the pest controlling. Through pairwise comparison of four developmental stages of Athetis
lepigone, which was found that some differentially expressed genes were related to cuticle and wing
formation as well as the growth and development [13]. Transcriptome analysis of Ostrinia furnacalis in
four developmental stages revealed genes that associated with developmental pathways,
cuticularization, wing formation and olfactory recognition [14]. To design efficient strategies to control
this economic pest, it is necessary to carry out RNA-seq on S. /itura to compare the differences in gene
expression profiles at different stages.

The fall amyworm (Spodoptera frugiperda) is phylogenetically close to S. /itura and belonged to the same
family Noctuidae. In the larval stage, S. frugiperda experiences natural molting, extensive feeding, and
phenotypic changes and during the chrysalis stage, it undergoes active energy and nutrient metabolism
[15]. Despite the biological characteristics and morphological characteristics of each insect form were
similar, for example, in morphology, high resistance to pesticides, strong reproducibility and migration
[16], there exist a series of differences in feeding habit, reproductive behavior and damage degree
between S. frugiperda and S. litura [17]. Spodoptera frugiperda prefers gramineous plants, whereas S.
litura may prefer dicotyledons. Another difference is that S. frugiperda has more powerful locomotivity
than S. /itura. In addition, S. frugiperda shows higher mating frequency than that of S. /itura. The genetic
divergence between the two pests was revealed by comparative genomics [16], which found genes of S.
frugiperda in the taste sensory perception and nervous system were enriched more abundantly than S.
litura. Moreover, our team studied the gene expression differences between different developmental
stages of S. frugiperda [15], which demonstrated that S. frugiperda experienced active metabolism,
detoxifying and xenobiotic metabolism throughout its life, especially in the larval stage. Considering the
observed differences in feeding habit and reproductive behavior between S. frugiperda and S. litura, it is
possible that there are gene expression differences between them even during the same development
stage. Therefore, comparative transcriptomics between the two pests at different development stages are
helpful to better understand the genetic differences between them.

In addition, the insect gut microbes could contribute to the food digestion and protection against

pathogens. Analysis of the metagenome of the larvae S. /itura revealed that microbiota played a major
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role in digestion, detoxification, and nutrient supply [18, 19]. Spodoptera frugiperda gut bacterial
participated in modulate plant defense responses [20]. However, there is not yet available study about gut
microbial differences between S. litura and S. frugiperda. Therefore, we aim to investigation the
differences of gut microflora composition and functional annotation of S. /itura and S. frugiperda using
metagenomic.

In this study, a total of 15 S. litura individuals, including larval stage (fifth instar larvae and sixth instar
larvae), chrysalis stage and adult stage (female and male), were collected and were performed RNA-seq
as well as metagenomic on larval stage. We identified differently expressed transcripts (DETs) between
different developmental stages and identified metabolic pathways that changed with development.
Furthermore, we also collected and re-analyzed the data of S. frugiperda from Wang et al., to identify the
potential different genetic mechanisms with development between S. /itura and S. frugiperda through
comparative analysis [15].We aimed to reveal the gene expression changes between different
developmental stages of S. /itura, and the gene expression differences between S. litura and S. frugiperda
in the same developmental stage. The metagenomics data showed there were significant differences in
the microbial communities and function between S. litura and S. frugiperda. This study provided new
insight into understanding and utilizing the genetic differences for formulating of personalized and
phased control strategies of the two invasive pests.

Results

Transcriptome sequencing and alignment

To explore the transcript expression patterns of S. /itura at different developmental stages, we collected
15 S. litura samples from three developmental stages, larvae (fifth instar larvae and sixth instar larvae),
chrysalis, and adults (females and males). Transcriptome sequencing of the cDNA library was performed
on the lllumina HiSeq 2000 platform. A total of 446,991,085 raw reads and 134.1 Gb data were obtained
from all samples. After quality control of the transcripts, 436,543,284 (97.66%) clean reads were
obtained. Then we mapped the clean reads to the reference genome, the results showed that the mapping
rate was 81.31% ~ 94.96% (Supplementary Table S1).

Transcript expression analysis

The transcripts which had 5 or more reads in any sample could be mapped to the reference genome were
used for further analysis. We found that 23,020 transcripts were expressed in abundance, which
accounted for 88.96% of the known transcripts. According to the developmental stage of S. /itura, we
combined the fifth and sixth instar larvae as the larva group. Next, DEseq2 was used to standardize the
raw expression matrix and then perform the differential transcripts analysis between groups. As shown in
the principal component analysis (PCA) that the larvae, chrysalis, and adult groups of S. /itura were
clearly separated. At the same time, there was also a clear separation between the female and male
adults (Figure S1).
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The developmental difference in the S. litura

Through cross-comparison of DETs at three developmental stages, a total of 2,703 downregulated DETs
and 4,270 upregulated DETs were identified in the LL group when comparing to LC. There were 3,145
downregulated DETs and 1,847 upregulated DETs in the LC group when comparing to LA. In addition,
2,979 downregulated DETs and 3,629 upregulated DETs were identified in the LL group when comparing
to LA (Figure 1A).

In order to understand the biological role of DETs, GO and KEGG function enrichment analysis was
performed. The upregulated DETs in the LL group (i.e., LL vs. LC) were mainly enriched in biological
process (BP) and molecular function (MF) GO terms, such as lipid catabolic process

(G0:0016042), carbohydrate metabolic process (G0:0005975), glutathione metabolic process
(G0:0006749) and trehalose transport (G0:0015771) in BP terms, which all related to basic metabolism
processes. Besides, many enzyme-related MF terms were enriched by these DETs, such as glutathione
transferase activity (G0:0004364) and oxidoreductase activity (G0:0016491) (Supplementary Table
S2). In KEGG enriched metabolic pathways, pathways related to detoxification metabolism were found,
such as drug metabolism - cytochrome P450 (ko00982) and drug metabolism - other enzymes (ko00983)
(Figure 1B and Supplementary Table S2). Downregulated DETs in the LL group were mainly enriched in
the development BP terms, such as locomotion (G0:0040011) and muscle contraction (G0:0006936). In
MP terms, many cell activity processes were enriched, such as structural constituent of muscle
(G0:0008307), actin filament binding (GO:0051015) and actin-dependent ATPase activity (G0:0030898)
(Supplementary Table S2). Moreover, many signaling KEGG pathways, such as ErbB signaling pathway
(ko04012), Rap1 signaling pathway (ko04015) and Hippo signaling pathway (ko04390) were enriched
(Supplementary Table S2).

In the LC group (i.e., LC vs. LA), upregulated DETs in the LC group were mainly enriched in development
BP terms, including muscle organ development (G0:0007517), tissue development (GO:0009888) and
chitin metabolic process (G0:0006030). In MP terms, many terms were associated with chitin
metabolism, such as chitin binding (G0:0008061), structural constituent of pupal chitin-based cuticle
(G0:0008011) and chitinase activity (G0:0004568) (Supplementary Table S3). Some basic metabolisms
in the KEGG pathways were enriched, such as citrate cycle (TCA cycle) (ko00020) and oxidative
phosphorylation (ko00190) (Supplementary Table S3). The majority downregulated DETs were enriched
in energy-related and behavior BP terms, including trehalose transport (G0O:0015771), disaccharide
transport (G0:0015766) and chorion-containing eggshell formation (G0:0007304). MP terms which were
associated with enzyme activity were abundantly enriched, such as serine-type endopeptidase activity
(G0:0004252) and serine hydrolase activity (G0:0017171) (Supplementary Table S3). For KEGG
pathways analysis, many detoxification metabolism pathways were enriched, including metabolism of
xenobiotics by cytochrome P450 (ko00980), drug metabolism - cytochrome P450 (ko00982) and drug
metabolism - other enzymes (ko00983) (Supplementary Table S3).
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Upregulated DETs in the LL group (i.e., LL vs. LA) were mainly enriched in developmental BP terms, such
as axoneme assembly (G0:0035082) and cytoplasmic translation (G0O:0002181). In MF terms, many
terms were associated with enzyme activity were enriched, including glutathione transferase activity
(G0O:0004364) and serine-type endopeptidase activity (G0:0004252) (Supplementary Table S4). In KEGG
analysis, many pathways related to energy metabolism and detoxification metabolism were enriched,
such as citrate cycle (TCA cycle) (ko00020) and metabolism of xenobiotics by cytochrome P450
(ko00980) (Supplementary Table S4). Downregulated DETs in the LL group were mainly enriched in BP
terms which associated with nervous system, including axon guidance (GO:0007411), neuron
differentiation (G0:0030182) and nervous system development (G0:0007399) (Supplementary Table
S4). There was only one KEGG pathway, lysosome (ko04142), which was enriched by these
downregulated DETs (Supplementary Table S4).

In general, many BP terms which associated with development and basic metabolism and MF terms
related to enzyme activity were enriched. We also found many terms were involved in chitin
metabolism. Furthermore, some KEGG pathways related to detoxification were found.

The gene expression differences between the S. litura and S. frugiperda

In order to analyze the gene expression differences between S. /itura and S. frugiperda at the same age
stage, we performed DETs analysis on the shared single-copy orthologous genes. The orthologous genes
of two species were selected by the OrthoFinder, and 6,735 pairs of single-copy orthologs were identified
after strict data screening. Among them, 6,728 were co-expressed in both S. /itura and S. frugiperda. Gene
expression between the two species can be quantified and compared after the length correction of
corresponding gene CDS region. After that, we analyzed the differential expression of these single-copy
orthologous genes in the same developmental stage between the two species, which identified 454
downregulated DETs and 440 upregulated DETs in the LL group when comparing to FL. A total of 493
downregulated DETs and 589 upregulated DETs were identified in the LC group when comparing to FC. In
addition, 658 downregulated DETs and 611 upregulated DETs were identified in the LA group when
comparing to FA.

DETs of single-copy orthologous genes between S. /itura and S. frugiperda could reveal the differences in
gene expression between these phylogenetic close related species (Figure 1C). We further performed GO
and KEGG enrichment analyzing on DETs of single-copy orthologous genes. The results showed that
upregulated DETs in the LL group (i.e., LL vs. FL) were only enriched in one MF terms, structural
constituent of cuticle (6G0:0042302). There was no significant KEGG pathway enriched in

upregulated DETs in the LL group. The GO analysis showed that downregulated DETs in the LL group
were enriched in one BP term, olfactory learning (G0:0008355) and one CC term, synapse (G0:0045202),
they were associated with sensory and nervous system development. There were four KEGG pathways
enriched by these DETs, Rap1 signaling pathway (ko04015), axon regeneration (ko04361), adherens
junction (ko04520) and tight junction (ko04530) (Supplementary Table S5).
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The GO analysis showed that upregulated DETs in the LC group (i.e., LC vs. FC) were mainly enriched in,
for example, extracellular space (G0O:0005615), extracellular region (GO:0005576) and serine-type
endopeptidase activity (G0:0004252). There was only one enriched KEGG pathway, fanconi anemia
pathway (ko03460). Downregulated DETs in the LC group were enriched in

nervous system developmental related CC terms, such as neuromuscular junction (G0:0031594). The
nervous development and cell activity KEGG pathways were associated with these downregulated DETs
included the axon regeneration (ko04361) and tight junction (ko04530) (Supplementary Table S6).

Lastly, the GO annotation analysis of upregulated DETs in the LA group (i.e., LA vs. FA) were mainly
enriched in energy related BP terms such as mitochondrial translation (G0:0032543), ATP synthesis
coupled proton transport (GO:0015986) and aerobic respiration (G0:0009060), as well as binding-related
MF terms, including chitin binding (G0:0008061) and heme binding (G0:0020037) (Figure

1D). The metabolism-related KEGG pathways associated with these DETs included citrate cycle (TCA
cycle) (ko00020), oxidative phosphorylation (ko00190) and 2-oxocarboxylic acid metabolism (ko01210)
(Supplementary Table S7). The GO and KEGG enrichment analysis showed that there was no significant
pathway enriched of downregulated DETs in the LA group.

In summary, the GO and KEGG enrichment analysis showed that the DETs of single-copy orthologous
genes between S. litura and S. frugiperda were involved in basic metabolism and developmental. At the
larvae stage, downregulated DETs in S. litura were enriched in a few pathways related to

nervous system developmental and cell activity. At the chrysalis stage, there were more pathways
associated with development in S. frugiperda than in S. litura. At the adult stage, the upregulated DETs of
single-copy orthologous genes in S. /itura were enriched with more terms and pathways related to energy
metabolism than those of S. frugiperda.

Next, we focused on the detoxification gens. Certain gene families of encoding detoxification enzymes,
such as cytochrome P450, carboxylesterase, and glutathione-s-transferase, were found expansion in S.
litura, which would contribute to facilitate its adaptability to the hosts [21]. In order to further explore the
difference of detoxification ability between S. litura and S. frugiperda, we compared the expression levels
of their homologous genes involved in detoxification pathways related to P450, GST, and
carboxylesterase, and the heatmap showed the expression of homologous genes involved in
detoxification pathways shared by both species at different ages (Figure 2). The results showed that the
gene expression levels involved in detoxification pathways were different in three age groups of the same
species. For example, the expression of genes involved in the glutathione transferase activity pathway
was significantly higher at larval stage than that at other ages in S. litura (Figure 2D). In addition, the gene
expression levels involved in detoxification pathways were also different in different species at the same
age group. For example, the expression of genes involved in the metabolic of xenobiotics by cytochrome
P450 pathways was highest at the larval stage in S. /itura, while the expression of genes involved in this
pathway was high at almost all three age stages in S. frugiperda (Figure 2D).

Microbiota composition differs between S. litura and S. frugiperda
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Metagenome sequencing analysis of larvae (fifth instar larvae and sixth instar larvae) stage of S. litura
and S. frugiperda was carried out and we abtained 474,122,459 and 479,748,778 valid reads from 6 S.
litura and 6 S. frugiperda samples, respectively (Supplementary Table S8). A total of 27 phyla, 49 classes,
114 orders, 152 families, 750 genera and 2,047 species were identified in S. /itura, while 26 phyla, 52
classes,124 orders, 167 families, 881 genera and 2,631 species were found in S. frugiperda samples.
Firmicutes, Proteobacteria and Actinobacteria were the dominant phyla in all samples. The proportion of
Firmicutes was higher in S. /itura compared with S. frugiperda (95.88% and 93.00%), whereas the relative
percentage of Proteobacteria composition was higher in S. frugiperda (1.30% and 3.00%; Figure 3A). At
the genus level, Enterococcus, Pediococcus and Weissella were the dominant genera of S. /itura, while
Enterococcus, Corynebacterium and Bacillus were the most abundant genera of S. frugiperda (Figure 3B).
We conducted a difference analysis for genus, the relative abundance of Pediococcus were significantly
higherin S. /itura than in S. frugiperda, however, the relative abundance of Corynebacterium, Clostridium,
Glutamicibacter and so on were significantly higher in S. frugiperda compared with S. litura (LDA>3,
p<0.05; Figure 3C). A heatmap was constructed based on the abundance of top 50 genera of each
sample (Figure 3D) also showed significant differences at the genus level.

Metagenomic functional analysis

To analyses the functional relationships of the composition of S. /itura and S. frugiperda metagenome,
genes were predicted from the CAZy, Humann3 and CARD database. A total of 302 annotated genes from
six families, which contained glycoside hydrolases (GHs), glycosyltransferases (GTs), polysaccharide
lyases (PLs), carbohydrate esterases (CEs), auxiliary activities (AAs), and carbohydrate binding modules
(CBMs), were detected in the gut microbiota based on the Carbohydrate-Active Enzymes (CAZy) database
(http://www.cazy.org). In S. litura, we obtained 170 GH families, 74 GT families, 48 CBM families, 17 CE
families, 24 PL families, and 16 AA families. However, a search using S. frugiperda samples identified
134 GH families, 64 GT families, 40 CBM families, 17 CE families, 14 PL families and 11 AA families. The
most abundant CAZyme families detected were represented by families GH38 and GH85 in GH families.
Moreover, LEfse identified GT31, GH13_25 and GT10 as the top three significantly higher CAZymes in

the S. frugiperda than those in S. /itura, while GH13_14, GH67 and GH94 as the top three significantly
higher CAZymes in S. litura than those in S. frugiperda (LDA>2, P<0.05; Figure S2 and Supplementary
Table S9).

Metagenomic functional profiling was performed using Humann3 and the pathway abundances were
compared using LEfSe with the LDA>2. In the unstratified pathway analysis, 54 pathways differed
between the S. litura and S. frugiperda groups. Among them, 48 pathways, such as mycothiol
biosynthesis, were more abundant in the S. frugiperda group. In contrast, six pathways included the
pentose phosphate pathway were more abundant in S. /itura group (Figure 3E). The relative abundance of
all pathways were summarized in Supplementary data, Table S10.

Next, a total of 407 ARGs were detected in the gut microbiomes. We detected that S. frugiperda harbored
330 resistance gene types, while S. /itura harbored less, only 117 gene types (Figure 3F). Of all the AGRs,
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AbaF, Trimethoprim, and MexD predominated in S. frugiperda, and Trimethoprim, vanRC, and efrA genes
prevailed in S. /itura. Besides, 289 genes were only found in S. frugiperda and 76 genes were unique to S.
litura (Supplementary Table S11). We then matched each resistance gene type to its corresponding
antibiotic, found the cephalosporin and tmacrolide antibiotic dominated in all samples.

Discussion

Spodoptera litura is an important polyphagous pest agricultural pest, which is difficult to eliminate
because it has evolved great resistance to many insecticides [22]. The different development stages
transcriptomes of S. /itura have been sequenced and characterized [23, 24]. However, those studies only
focus on the cuticular protein genes. In the present study, the transcriptome analyses of S. /itura at three
different developmental stages were carried out and revealed a total of 101,885 DETs. The most
abundant DETs (6,973) were identified between LL and LC group, which might due to the physiological
processes, such as metamorphosis and molting, during larval to chrysalis stage. Meanwhile, we found
that most of the DETs were related to basic metabolism, detoxification, and development. In addition, the
transcriptome comparative analysis of two polyphagous species, S. /itura and S. frugiperda, revealed the
DETs of single-copy orthologous genes of S. frugiperda were enriched in nerves system and olfactory
functions, while those of S. /itura were enriched in energy metabolism.

Spodoptera litura exhibits the typical developmental characteristics at different growth stages. In the
larval stage, we discovered that involved in citric acid cycle and glycolysis, related to energy metabolic
processes, were upregulated (Supplementary Table S2 and S4). These active metabolic processes were
conducive to larval accumulate energy for its rapid growth and future metamorphosis and reproduction.
The metamorphosis of insects is a complex process accompanied with dynamically morphological and
physiological changes [25]. The energy decreases sharply after pupation and remains at a low level until
the adult stage [26], this could explain the larval stage we found in our study had the most abundant
energy metabolism function. In the chrysalis stage, the GO terms of organ and nervous system
development were enriched in the upregulated transcripts compared to larvae and adults (Supplementary
Table S2 and S3). Furthermore, some transcripts involved in chitin metabolism were enhanced
significantly in the chrysalis stage. Chitin is involved in the formation of the epidermis, midgut and the
peritrophic matrix of the insect, during the development of insects, the chitin content changes
dramatically, which is closely related to the growth and development [23, 26]. We supposed that the
enriched terms of chitin metabolism not only associated with metamorphosis, but also could benéefit to
construct tougher cuticles and provide chemical and biological protection in the chrysalis stage of S.
litura. This helps us to develop specific insecticides that target genes related the metabolism of chitin
[27]. In the adult stage, GO terms associated with reproduction were enriched, such as chorion-containing
eggshell formation (G0:0007304), embryonic pattern specification (G0:0009880) and structural
constituent of chorion (G0:0005213), which are essential to the behaviors like mating, oviposit, and
incubation. Fatty acid derivatives were documented to be involved in the synthesis of sex pheromone
[28]. Here, it was also supported by GO enrichment results, where the upregulated DEGs in the adult stage

was enriched in unsaturated fatty acid biosynthetic process and fatty acid biosynthetic process terms.
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Spodoptera litura may have active ability of xenobiotic and detoxifying metabolism in the larval and adult
stages. As an important member of the metabolic enzyme superfamily, P450 plays an important role in
the metabolism of xenobiotics, such as pesticides and plant secondary metabolites [29]. In addition to
detoxification reactions, P450s also are involved in various other processes, such as insect development
and reproduction [30]. Glutathione (GSH) and glutathione s-transferase (GST) are important enzymes
involved in many events of pesticide degradation [31]. In our study, the expression level of transcripts
associated with P450 and GST in the larvae and adult stage was significantly higher than in the chrysalis
stage, the larval stage was the most abundant, implying that the detoxification ability was the strongest
in the larvae stage (Supplementary Table S2, S3, and S4). Previous studies have confirmed that fifth-
instar S. /itura larvae began to respond to the insecticide of avermectin via the P450 and glutathione-s-
transferase enzymes metabolism mechanism [3]. Furthermore, it was demonstrated that the increased
activity of P450 was an important factor in conferring indoxacarb resistance in the fourth-instar larva S.
litura [32]. The detoxification pathways enriched in adults may be related to their strong migration ability,
which is crucial for their adaptation to different hosts and survival. In general, this enlightens us that
insecticide application in the chrysalis stage with relatively low expression of transcripts related to
detoxification pathway of S. /itura may assist in inhibiting the invasion of S. /itura and yield satisfactory
results. In addition, the plant xenobiotic azadirachtin [33], organophosphate insecticide chlorpyrifos [34]
and newer chemistry insecticides indoxacarb [35], had been reported could cause the dysfunction of
central nervous system of pests, so it was considered that these insecticides could be applied in the
chrysalis stage with more active neurodevelopmental function. Moreover, the upregulated DETs in larval
stage compared to chrysalis and adults were enriched in many basic metabolic processes
(Supplementary Table S2 and S4), such as carbohydrate metabolic process (G0:0005975) and
glutathione metabolic process (G0:0006749), indicating that larval stage has active metabolism ability. It
is speculated that this may be related to the unique detoxification ability of the S. /itura larvae. Larvae is
the most important developmental stage that causes damage to host plants and thus the study of the
high expression genes related to detoxification function at larval stage is of great significance for pest
control.

In order to compare the differences in gene expression levels between S. /itura and S. frugiperda, we first
screened single-copy orthologous genes of the two species and compared their differences. Then, the
functional enrichment of the differential homologous genes was carried out. The results showed that S.
frugiperda had stronger nervous and olfactory functions than S. /itura in both larval and chrysalis stages,
which were consistent with genome level studies that showed significant genetic richness in sensory
perceptions, such as chemical stimulation and taste, as well as in the nervous system in S. frugiperda
[16]. Sensory systems play important roles in insects' feeding and identification of host plants [21]. This
may be one of the reasons why the invasive ability of S. frugiperda is stronger than that of S. /itura[16]. In
the present study, we found that the upregulated differential homologous in S. /itura were highly enriched
in energy and metabolic processes, which was the opposite of the genome-level results, that Cui et al.,
identified some S. frugiperda-specific positive selective genes related to energy supply [16]. One possible
explanation for this result is that we concentrated only on protein-coding genes in the transcriptome
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analysis, indicated a high proportion of functional genes related to energy for S. /itura. Among the
metabolic mechanisms of resistance that have been elucidated, the most common ones include
enhanced detoxification of insecticide by upregulated P450, GST and the increased activities of
carboxylesterase [35]. By comparing the differences in aforementioned detoxification pathways between
the two species, we found that there existed differences in the expression levels of genes related to
detoxification pathways in different age and species groups. This provides a theoretical basis for the
rational application of insecticides in practice. For example, the overexpression of P450s is the main
cause of pyrethroid resistance, while the contribution of GST and esterase to the resistance is small [36].
We found that the gene expression level involved in the metabolism of xenobiotics by cytochrome P450
pathways of S. /itura was higher in the larval stage than in chrysalis and adult stages, while that of S.
frugiperda was highly expressed in almost the whole life stage. Therefore, better effect may be achieved
by using this insecticide in the chrysalis and adult stage of S. /itura than that of S. frugiperda. These
illustrate that the two species may develop their own unique reply mechanisms in terms of resistance to
pesticides.

In this study we also investigated metagenomes of the gut microbiome in S. litura and S. frugiperda. A
comparison of the relative abundance of the bacteria from S. /itura and S. frugiperda revealed different
microbiota compositions between the two pests. Firmicutes, Proteobacteria and Actinobacteria were the
most dominant groups in all samples. Firmicutes and Proteobacteria are crucial to maintain the growth
and development of insects during the metabolism of secondary metabolites in host plants [37]. The vast
majority of Acinetobacter bacteria have strong drug resistance [38]. The finding underlined the
importance of gut microbiota identity and composition in the adaptation of insects. At the genus level,
the relative abundance of Clostridium, Glutamicibacter, Streptomyces, Escherichia, Enterobacter were
significantly higherin S. frugiperda when compared to S. /itura. These bacteria participated in food
digestion, nutrition and the detoxification of plant defense compounds enriched. Clostridium has been
shown to play a key role in the breakdown of celluloses and insecticide metabolism [39]. Streptomyces
can produce antimicrobial secondary metabolites and provide chemical defenses for insects [40].
Enterobacter, participated in the encoding of carboxylesterase and glutathione S-transferase (GST), these
enzymes involved in inducing xenobiotic detoxification, which reinforces the result that gut microbes can
play an important role in insecticide resistance of S. frugiperda [41]. Additionally, the relative abundance
of Pediococcus was significantly higher in S. /itura when compared to S. frugiperda. Pediococcus have
the ability to decompose organic materials and metabolize some plant secondary biomass to produce
phenolic compounds, which are necessary for host insects [37]. These results demonstrate that the two
pests have a significant difference at the genus level, which may depend on the difference of the diet,
phylogeny of host and environmental adaptability between the two pests [42].

The S. litura and S. frugiperda gut metagenome exhibited gut bacteria may be involved in various
metabolic pathways, such as the carbohydrate degradation and detoxification. CAZy database analysis
showed that the gut microbes of S. /itura and S. frugiperda were rich in carbohydrate degradation-related
genes. GH family enzymes, including B-galactosidase, B-glucosidases, B-glucuronidase, and B-xylosidase,

which are involved in the utilization of a variety of carbon sources. Pathway analysis revealed that some
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of the unstratified pathways differed between S. litura and S. frugiperda. Pentose phosphate pathway and
glycogen biosynthesis pathways were more abundant in S. /itura, which indicates that S. /itura might have
higher production of energy within the gut compared with S. frugiperda. In addition, the monothiol
biosynthesis pathway was more abundant in S. frugiperda, monothiol was proved to have antioxidant
and detoxification effects [43]. Overall, the data suggest S. /itura has more abundant energy production
pathways, while the pathway related to detoxification was more abundant in S. frugiperda, which is
consistent with the findings in our transcriptomics and the difference in energy pathways between the
two species may reflect differences in resistance, as it has been reported that insecticide resistance
consumes the energy reserved of the host and reduces the energy available for other metabolic functions
[44].

Spodoptera litura and S. frugiperda also differ significantly in terms of ARGs profiles, S. frugiperda hit
more ARGs than S. /itura. The most abundant ARG in all samples was DfrA42, encoding dihydrofolate
reductase that confers resistant to Trimethoprim. The second most abundant ARGs was Efra, was
heterodimeric ABC transporter efflux pumps that conferred resistance to macrolide antibiotic, rifamycin
antibiotic and fluoroquinolone antibiotic [45]. Therefore, metagenomic analysis revealed that there were
different at the species or pathway level when S. /itura compared with S. frugiperda. The energy
metabolism related pathway was more abundant in S. /itura than in S. frugiperda. On the contrary, S.
frugiperda had more abundant gut bacteria associated with detoxification, which contributed it stronger
resistance ability than S. /itura. The results allowed us to comprehensively analyze the potential functions
of gut bacteria contributing to food digestion, nutrition, and metabolic detoxification in insects.

Conclusion

In the present study, the RNA-seq libraries was constructed to investigate the transcripts expression
patterns at different developmental stages of S. /itura. A large number of DETs were identified by pairwise
comparisons among different developmental stages. Some of these DETs were related to detoxification
and development. The comparative analysis between S. /itura and S. frugiperda revealed differences in
their host adaptation and energy metabolism. Besides, we identified the structure of the intestinal
microbiota of S. /itura and S. frugiperda based on metagenomics. Our results demonstrate that the
relative abundance of gut microbiota involved in detoxification was significance higherin S. frugiperda
and the pathway related to detoxification was also more abundant than S. /itura. This could explain the
resistance of S. frugiperda is stronger than S. /itura. Our study not only provides an important basis for
further understanding of the molecular mechanisms of pest development but also provides insight into
the development of a novel pest control strategy. In the future, more stage-specific pesticide products can
be developed through further studies on genes related to detoxification metabolism, which is conducive
to provide new strategies for effective S. litura and S. frugiperda control.

Methods

Samples collecting
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In this experiment, the samples of S. /itura were obtained from the cornfield in Xindu District, Chengdu,
Sichuan Province, China. The main feed source of S. /itura was powdery corn. The captive environment
was as follows: keep the relative humidity at 70% +10% and the temperature at 28°C + 1°C in the artificial
box, the ratio of light to dark time was 18:6. In total of 15 individuals were used, including three
developmental stages: fifth instar larvae (N= 3), sixth instar larvae (N = 3), chrysalises (N = 3), female
adults (N = 3), and male adults (N = 3). We collected intestinal tissues from the larva and whole body
from the chrysalis and adult individuals respectively, then immediately frozen in liquid nitrogen and
stored at - 80°C. Trizol reagent (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA) was used to extract the total RNA of the
samples. The quantity and purity of total RNA were determined by 2% agarose gel electrophoresis. The
total RNA purity with OD260/280 was detected by Nanodrop. The RNA density was determined by Qubit
and the RNA integrity was analyzed by Agilent 2100.

Library preparation and sequencing

After the above operation, mRNA was collected by Oligo dT enriching beads. First, fragmentation buffer
was added to the mRNA to break it into small fragments. Then, the first strand of cDNA was synthesized
using random hexamer primers and under the premise of regarding mRNA fragments as a template.
Second-strand was synthesized by adding buffer, ANTPs, DNA polymerase | and RNase H. AMPure XP
beads was used to purify double-stranded cDNA. After performed purification, terminal repair, addition of
A and ligation of sequencing adaptor, libraries were produced by performing PCR amplification. Finally,
the PCR product was purified by AMpure XP beads to obtain the final library. After the library was
constructed, Qubit 2.0 was used for preliminary quantification, and the library was diluted to1.5ng/mL.
Then, Agilent 2100 was used to detect the insert size of the library. After the insert met the expectation, Q-
PCR method was used to accurately quantify the effective concentration of the library to ensure the
quality of the library. The lllumina Hiseq 2000 platform at Novogene (Novogene, Beijing, China) was used
to generate approximately 150 bp paired end (PE) raw reads.

Transcript data processing

The NGSQC Toolkit version 2.3.3 software [46] was employed to remove adapters and low quality reads
(including reads with N bases > 10% and Q-value < 20) to obtain clean reads. The reference genome data
and annotation files of S. litura were downloaded from the NCBI database
(https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/genome/?term=Spodoptera+litura). The clean reads of each sample were
mapped to the reference genome using HISAT2 v2.1.0 software [47]. Then Samtools v1.9 [48] was used
to convert the output SAM files into BAM files and sort them by chromosome positions. Finally, we
obtained a transcript GTF file with the expression information using StringTie v1.3.64 [49]. The raw
expression matrix was generated using the prepDE.py script provided by StringTie.

Functional annotation

Because of lacking functional annotation information in the reference genome of S. /itura, GO and KEGG
functional annotations of mMRNA sequences were performed. Based on the position annotation from the
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assembled GTF file of S. /itura reference genome, we extracted the mRNA sequences. To obtain a
comprehensive annotation information of S. /itura transcript, the above-mentioned mRNA sequences were
aligned to the NCBI (ftp://ftp.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/blast/db/) nonredundant (NR) protein databases and the
Swiss-Prot database using BLASTx with E-value cutoff of 1E-5 [50]. The Gene Ontology (GO) terms
information were obtained from the Swiss-Prot results. To get a background data set of the Kyoto
Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) annotation information, nine species (Drosophila
melanogaster, Bombyx Mori, Bombyx mandarina, apilio machaon, Pieris rapae, Danaus plexippus,
Helicoverpa armigera, Trichoplusia ni, and Plutella xylostella) were considered as background sets to
annotate the best alignment sequences using the KEGG database, which was accomplished by the KEGG
Automatic Annotation Server (KAAS) [51]. Further enrichment analysis was performed based on the GO
terms and KEGG pathways obtained from the mRNA sequences using ClusterProfiler v3.16.09 [52].

Differentially expressed transcript analysis and enrichment analysis

All the samples were divided into different groups according to their developmental stages, including
larvae group (hereafter LL, consisting of fifth instar larvae and sixth instar larvae), chrysalis group (i.e.,
LC), and adult group (i.e., LA, three females and three males). Then, LL versus LC, LC versus LA, and LL
versus LA were analyzed using DESeq2 in R packages that takes the raw read count matrix as the input
(Love et al.,, 2014). Transcripts that in different compared groups with [log 2-fold change|= 2 and p value
were corrected for multiple testing with the Benjamini—Hochberg false discovery rate (FDR < 0.05) were
considered as DETs.

Transcriptome data including three developmental stages of S. frugiperda were collected from a previous
studies in our lab [15]. There were 15 samples of S. frugiperda, including larvae group (hereafter FL,
consisting of 5th instar larvae and 6th instar larvae), chrysalis group (i.e., FC), and adult group (i.e., FA,
three females and three males). We took the raw read count matrix as the input for subsequent analysis.
The OrthoFinder V2.3.117 [53] was used to identify the single-copy orthologous genes between S. litura
and S. frugiperda at the same age stages. Then, GETMM 8 [54] (Gene Length Corrected TMM) method
was applied to correct the single-copy orthologous genes that shared by S. /itura and S. frugiperda in the
expression matrix. DETs of the single-copy orthologous genes analysis between LL versus FL, LC versus
FC, and LA versus FA were performed by DESeq?2 after the expression matrix was normalized, set the FDR
< 0.05and | log 2 FCli= 2 as the standard to select the DETs between the two species. The functional
enrichment analysis of the DETs between developmental stages and the DETs between the S. /itura and
the fall armyworm were performed using the GO terms and KEGG pathways background data sets
constructed according to S. /itura mMRNA sequences. FDR < 0.05 were used as a judgment standard for
the significantly enriched in GO terms and KEGG pathways by ClusterProfiler v3.16.0 [52].

Metagenomic sequencing and profiling

For each sample from nine fecal samples of the S. /itura and S. frugiperda (fifth instar larvae and sixth
instar larvae), a total amount of 0.2 ug DNA per sample was used as input material for the DNA library

preparations. After the genomic DNA of the sample passed the quality test, genomic DNA sample was
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fragmented by sonication to a size of 350 bp. Then DNA fragments were endpolished, A-tailed, and
ligated with the full-length adapter for lllumina sequencing, followed by further PCR amplification. After
PCR products were purified by AMPure XP system (Beckman Coulter, Beverly, USA), DNA concentration
was measured by Qubit®3.0 Flurometer (Invitrogen, USA), libraries were analyzed for size distribution by
NGS3K/Caliper and quantified by real-time PCR (3 nM).Then the DNA libraries were sequenced on
lllumina lllumina platform and paired-end reads were generated.

Quality control and trimming of sequences were conducted by KneadData (version 0.7.4) toolkit.
Contamination sequences of the host S. /itura and S. frugiperda genome were removed by KneadData
integrated Bowtie2 tool (version 2.3.4.1) [55]. The metagenomic data were assembled with MEGAHIT
(version 1.2.9) [56]. Taxonomic classification was performed by standard taxonomic sequence
classification tools, Kraken2 (version 2.1.1) [57]. Contigs were predicted for open reading frames (ORFs)
via Prodigal (version 2.6.3) [58]. Cd-Hit (version 4.8.1) [59] was applied to build non-redundant gene sets
for all predicted genes with more than 95% identity and more than 90% coverage. The gene with the
longest full length from each cluster was selected as the representative read of each gene set. The
abundance information of each gene in each sample was calculated by Salmon (version 1.5.2) [60]. To
get the information about carbohydrate active enzymes, sequences were compared in the Carbohydrate-
Active enzymes (CAZy) databases using dbCAN2 [61]. Resistance Gene Identifier (RGI) in the
Comprehensive Antibiotic Resistance Database (CARD) was used to predict resistant gene from protein
data [62]. The metabolic functional profile was estimated using HUMANNS with the full UniRef90
database [63]. Linear discriminant analysis (LDA) effect size (LEfSe) analyses were performed to identify
differentially abundant species and pathways between groups.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate

All the sampling processes in the study were approved by the Animal Ethics Committee of the College of
Life Sciences of Sichuan University (Approval ID: 20210305001). All the experimental treatment of the
animals used in this study was performed strictly in accordance with the current laws of animal welfare
and research in China.

Consent for publication
Not applicable
Availability of data and materials

The raw sequencing reads from this study have been submitted to the CNGBdb with the project
accession CNP0001314 (available at https://db.cngb.org/search/project/ CNP0001314/).

Competing interests

Page 16/25



The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Funding

This work was supported by Sichuan Key R&D Program (2019YFN0180).

Authors' contributions

RT, YL and XL performed the bioinformatics analyses; FL ang JW wrote the manuscript; LW collected the
samples; ZF, TG, BY and JL revised the manuscript; ZF, TG and BY designed and supervised the study. All
authors read and approved the manuscript.

Acknowledgements

We express appreciation to the Institute of plant protection, Sichuan Academy of Agricultural Sciences,
for providing the breeding condition of this experiment.

References

1

10.

. Ahmad M, Saleem MA, Sayyed AH: Efficacy of insecticide mixtures against pyrethroid- and

organophosphateresistant populations of Spodoptera litura (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae). Pest
Management Science 2009, 65(3):266-274.

. Dhir BC, Mohapatra HK, Senapati B: Assessment of crop loss in groundnut due to tobacco caterpillar,

Spodoptera litura (F.). /ndian Journal of Plant Protection (India) 1992, 2:215-217.

. Tian L, Gao X, Zhang S, Zhang Y, Ma D, Cui J: Dynamic changes of transcriptome of fifth-instar

spodoptera litura larvae in response to insecticide. 3 Biotech 2021, 11(2):98.

. Gedia MV, Vyas HJ, Acharya MF, Patel PV: Life Table, Rate of increase and stable age distribution of

Spodoptera litura (Fabricius) on cotton. 2008.

. Rao GR, Wightman JA, Rao DR: World review of the natural enemies and diseases of Spodoptera

litura(F.) (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae). /nternational Journal of Tropical Insect Science 1993, 14(03):273-
284,

. Li L-L, Xu J-W, Yao W-C, Yang H-H, Dewer Y, Zhang F, Zhu X-Y, Zhang Y-N: Chemosensory genes in the

head of Spodoptera litura larvae. Bulletin of Entomological Research 2021:1-10.

. Ahmad M, Ghaffar A, Rafiq M: Host plants of leaf worm, Spodoptera litura (Fabricius) (Lepidoptera:

noctuidae) in Pakistan. Asian Journal of Agriculture & Biology 2013.

. Garad GP, Shivpuje PR, Bilapate GG: Life fecundity tables of Spodoptera litura (Fabricius) on

different hosts. Proceedings Animal Sciences 1984, 93(1):29-33.

. Saeed S, Sayyed AH, Ahmad I: Effect of host plants on life-history traits of Spodoptera exigua

(Lepidoptera: Noctuidae). Journal of Pest Science 2010, 83(2):165-172.

Azidah AA, Sofian-Azirun M: Life history of Spodoptera exigua (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) on various
host plants. Bulletin of Entomological Research 2006, 96(6):613-618.
Page 17/25



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Jia Z-Q, Liu D, Peng Y-C, Han Z-J, Zhao C-Q, Tang T: Identification of transcriptome and fluralaner
responsive genes in the common cutworm Spodoptera litura Fabricius, based on RNA-seq. BMC
genomics 2020, 21(1):120-120.

Cheng T, Wu J, Wu Y, Chilukuri RV, Huang L, Yamamoto K, Feng L, Li W, Chen Z, Guo H et al: Genomic
adaptation to polyphagy and insecticides in a major East Asian noctuid pest. Nature Ecology &
Evolution 2017,1(11):1747-1756.

Li L-T, Zhu Y-B, Ma J-F, Li Z-Y, Dong Z-P: An analysis of the Athetis lepigone transcriptome from four
developmental stages. P/oS one 2013, 8(9):e73911-e73911.

Zhang T, He K, Wang Z: Transcriptome Comparison Analysis of Ostrinia furnacalis in Four
Developmental Stages. Scientific reports 2016, 6:35008-35008.

Wang L, Yang Q, Tang R, Liu X, Yue B: Gene Expression Differences Between Developmental Stages
of the Fall Armyworm ( Spodoptera frugiperda ). DNA and Cell Biology 2021.

Cui Y, Ren Y-D, Lyu M, Zheng S-C, Feng Q-L, Xiang H: Genomic divergences between the two
polyphagous Spodoptera relatives provide cues for successful invasion of the fall armyworm. /nsect
Science 2020, 27(6):1257-1265.

Zhao S, Luo Q, Sun X, Yang X, Jiang Y, Wu K: Comparison of morphological and biological
characteristics between Spodoptera frugiperda and Spodoptera litura. China Plant Protection 2019.

Bapatla KG, Singh A, Yeddula S, Patil RH: Annotation of gut bacterial taxonomic and functional
diversity in Spodoptera litura and Spilosoma obliqua. Journal of basic microbiology 2018, 58(3):217-
226.

Xia X, Lan B, Tao X, Lin J, You M: Characterization of Spodoptera litura Gut Bacteria and Their Role in
Feeding and Growth of the Host. Frontiers in microbiology 2020, 11:1492-1492.

Acevedo FE, Peiffer M, Tan CW, Stanley BA, Stanley A, Wang J, Jones AG, Hoover K, Rosa C, Luthe D
et al- Fall Armyworm-Associated Gut Bacteria Modulate Plant Defense Responses. Molecular plant-
microbe interactions : MPMI2017, 30(2):127-137.

Gong J, Cheng T, Wu Y, Yang X, Feng Q, Mita K: Genome-wide patterns of copy number variations in
Spodoptera litura. Genomics 2019, 111(6):1231-1238.

Health EPanel oP, Bragard C, Dehnen-Schmutz K, Di Serio F, Gonthier P, Jacques M-A, Jaques Miret

JA, Justesen AF, Magnusson CS, Milonas P et al: Pest categorisation of Spodoptera litura. EFSA J

2019, 17(7):e05765-e05765.

Liu J, Li S, Li W, Peng L, Chen Z, Xiao Y, Guo H, Zhang J, Cheng T, Goldsmith MR et a/; Genome-wide

annotation and comparative analysis of cuticular protein genes in the noctuid pest Spodoptera litura.

Insect Biochemistry and Molecular Biology 2019, 110:90-97.

Gu J, Huang L-X, Gong Y-J, Zheng S-C, Liu L, Huang L-H, Feng Q-L: De novo characterization of

transcriptome and gene expression dynamics in epidermis during the larval-pupal metamorphosis of

common cutworm. /nsect Biochemistry and Molecular Biology 2013, 43(9):794-808.

Chen E-H, Hou Q-L, Dou W, Wei D-D, Yue Y, Yang R-L, Yu S-F, De Schutter K, Smagghe G, Wang J-J:

RNA-seq analysis of gene expression changes during pupariation in Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel)
Page 18/25



26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

(Diptera: Tephritidae). BMC genomics 2018, 19(1):693-693.
Gu J, Huang LX, Gong YJ, Zheng SC, Liu L, Huang LH, Feng QL: De novo characterization of

transcriptome and gene expression dynamics in epidermis during the larval-pupal metamorphosis of
common cutworm. /nsect Biochem Mol Biol 2013, 43(9):794-808.

Yu H-Z, Li N-Y, Xie Y-X, Zhang Q, Wang Y, Lu Z-J: Identification and Functional Analysis of Two Chitin
Synthase Genes in the Common Cutworm, Spodoptera litura. /nsects 2020, 11(4):253.

Koutroumpa FA, Jacquin-Joly E: Sex in the night: Fatty acid-derived sex pheromones and
corresponding membrane pheromone receptors in insects. Biochimie 2014, 107:15-21.

Zimmer CT, Maiwald F, Schorn C, Bass C, Ott MC, Nauen R: A de novo transcriptome of European
pollen beetle populations and its analysis, with special reference to insecticide action and resistance.
Insect Molecular Biology 2014, 23(4):511-526.

Wang R-L, Li J, Staehelin C, Xin X-W, Su Y-J, Zeng R-S: Expression Analysis of Two P450
Monooxygenase Genes of the Tobacco Cutworm Moth (Spodoptera litura) at Different
Developmental Stages and in Response to Plant Allelochemicals. Journal of Chemical Ecology 2015,
41(1):111-119.

Silva-Brandao KL, Horikoshi RJ, Bernardi D, Omoto C, Figueira A, Brandao MM: Transcript expression
plasticity as a response to alternative larval host plants in the speciation process of corn and rice
strains of Spodoptera frugiperda. BMC Genomics 2017, 18(1):792.

Shi L, Shi Y, Zhang Y, Liao X: A systemic study of indoxacarb resistance in Spodoptera litura revealed
complex expression profiles and regulatory mechanism. Scientific reports 2019, 9(1):14997.

Shu B, Zhang J, Cui G, Sun R, Yi X, Zhong G: Azadirachtin Affects the Growth of Spodoptera litura
Fabricius by Inducing Apoptosis in Larval Midgut. Frontiers in physiology 2018, 9:137.

Zhang N, Liu J, Chen SN, Huang LH, Feng QL, Zheng SC: Expression profiles of glutathione S-
transferase superfamily in Spodoptera litura tolerated to sublethal doses of chlorpyrifos. /nsect Sci
2016, 23(5):675-687.

Shi L, ShiY, Zhang Y, Liao X: A systemic study of indoxacarb resistance in Spodoptera litura revealed
complex expression profiles and regulatory mechanism. Scientific reports 2019, 9(1):14997-14997.

Xu L, Mei Y, Liu R, Chen X, Li D, Wang C: Transcriptome analysis of Spodoptera litura reveals the
molecular mechanism to pyrethroids resistance. Pesticide biochemistry and physiology 2020,
169:104649.

Dillon R, Charnley K: Mutualism between the desert locust Schistocerca gregaria and its gut
microbiota. Research in microbiology 2002, 153(8):503-509.

Li S, Xu X, De Mandal S, Shakeel M, Hua Y, Shoukat RF, Fu D, Jin F: Gut microbiota mediate Plutella
xylostella susceptibility to Bt Cry1Ac protoxin is associated with host immune response.
Environmental pollution (Barking, Essex : 1987) 2021, 271:116271.

Zhang J, Zhang Y, Li J, Liu M, Liu Z: Midgut Transcriptome of the Cockroach Periplaneta americana
and Ilts Microbiota: Digestion, Detoxification and Oxidative Stress Response. PLoS One 2016,

11(5):e0155254.
Page 19/25



40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50

51.

52.

53.

54.

Chevrette MG, Carlson CM, Ortega HE, Thomas C, Ananiev GE, Barns KJ, Book AJ, Cagnazzo J, Carlos
C, Flanigan W et al The antimicrobial potential of Streptomyces from insect microbiomes. Nat
Commun 2019, 10(1):516.

Xia X, Gurr GM, Vasseur L, Zheng D, Zhong H, Qin B, Lin J, Wang Y, Song F, Li Y et a/. Metagenomic
Sequencing of Diamondback Moth Gut Microbiome Unveils Key Holobiont Adaptations for Herbivory.
Front Microbiol 2017, 8:663.

Yun JH, Roh SW, Whon TW, Jung MJ, Kim MS, Park DS, Yoon C, Nam YD, Kim YJ, Choi JH et al.
Insect gut bacterial diversity determined by environmental habitat, diet, developmental stage, and
phylogeny of host. App/ Environ Microbiol 2014, 80(17):5254-5264.

Newton GL, Av-Gay Y, Fahey RC: A novel mycothiol-dependent detoxification pathway in
mycobacteria involving mycothiol S-conjugate amidase. Biochemistry 2000, 39(35):10739-10746.
Zhang F, Yang R: Life history and functional capacity of the microbiome are altered in beta-
cypermethrin-resistant cockroaches. /nternational Journal for Parasitology 2019, 49(9):715-723.

Jia B, Raphenya AR, Alcock B, Waglechner N, Guo P, Tsang KK, Lago BA, Dave BM, Pereira S, Sharma
AN et al CARD 2017: expansion and model-centric curation of the comprehensive antibiotic
resistance database. Nucleic Acids Research 2016, 45(D1):D566-D573.

Patel RK, Mukesh J, Liu Z: NGS QC Toolkit: A Toolkit for Quality Control of Next Generation
Sequencing Data. PLOS ONE 2012, 7(2):e30619.

Kim D, Langmead B, Salzberg SL: HISAT: A fast spliced aligner with low memory requirements.
Nature Methods 2015, 12(4).

Li H, Handsaker B, Wysoker A, Fennell T, Ruan J, Homer N, Marth G, Abecasis G, Durbin R: The
Sequence Alignment/Map format and SAMtools. Bioinformatics 2009, 25(16):2078-2079.

Pertea M, Pertea GM, Antonescu CM, Chang TC, Mendell JT, Salzberg SL: StringTie enables improved
reconstruction of a transcriptome from RNA-seq reads. Nat Biotechnol 2015, 33(3):290-295.

. Altschul SF, Madden TL, Schffer AA, Zhang J, Zhang Z, Webb M, Lipman DJ: Gapped BLAST and

PSI-BLAST: a new generation of protein database search programs. Nucleic acids research 1997,
25(17):3389.

Yuki M, Masumi |, Shujiro O, Yoshizawa AC, Minoru K: KAAS: an automatic genome annotation and
pathway reconstruction server. Nucleic Acids Research 2007, 35(Web Server issue):W182-185.

Yu G, Wang LG, Han Y, He QV: clusterProfiler: an R package for comparing biological themes among
gene clusters. Omics-a Journal of Integrative Biology 2012, 16(5):284-287.

Emms DM, Kelly S: OrthoFinder: phylogenetic orthology inference for comparative genomics.
Genome biology 2019, 20(1).

Marcel S, J. CvdBRR, Van dW, Job VR, Anne VG, Vanja DW, Michelle VD, Bril SI, Lalmahomed ZS,
Kloosterman WP: Gene length corrected trimmed mean of M-values (GeTMM) processing of RNA-seq
data performs similarly in intersample analyses while improving intrasample comparisons. BMC
Bioinformatics 2018, 19(1):236.

Page 20/25



55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

Langmead B, Salzberg SL: Fast gapped-read alignment with Bowtie 2. Nature Methods 2012,
9(4):357-3509.

Li D, Liu CM, Luo R, Sadakane K, Lam TW: MEGAHIT: an ultra-fast single-node solution for large and
complex metagenomics assembly via succinct de Bruijn graph. Bioinformatics 2015, 31(10):1674-
1676.

Wood DE, Lu J, Langmead B: Improved metagenomic analysis with Kraken 2. Genome Biol 2019,
20(1):257.

Hyatt D, Chen GL, Locascio PF, Land ML, Larimer FW, Hauser LJ: Prodigal: prokaryotic gene
recognition and translation initiation site identification. BAV/C Bioinformatics 2010, 11:119.

Godzik LA: Cd-hit: a fast program for clustering and comparing large sets of protein or nucleotide
sequences. Bioinformatics 2006, 22(13):1658.

Patro R, Duggal G, Love M|, Irizarry RA, Kingsford C: Salmon provides fast and bias-aware
quantification of transcript expression. Nature methods 2017, 14(4):417-419.

Zhang H, Yohe T, Huang L, Entwistle S, Wu P, Yang Z, Busk PK, Xu Y, Yin Y: dbCAN2: a meta server for
automated carbohydrate-active enzyme annotation. Nucleic Acids Res 2018, 46(W1):W95-w101.
Alcock BP, Raphenya AR, Lau TTY, Tsang KK, Bouchard M, Edalatmand A, Huynh W, Nguyen AV,
Cheng AA, Liu S et al: CARD 2020: antibiotic resistome surveillance with the comprehensive
antibiotic resistance database. Nucleic Acids Res 2020, 48(D1):D517-d525.

Beghini F, Mclver LJ, Blanco-Miguez A, Dubois L, Asnicar F, Maharjan S, Mailyan A, Manghi P, Scholz
M, Thomas AM et al- Integrating taxonomic, functional, and strain-level profiling of diverse microbial
communities with bioBakery 3. eLife 2021, 10:e65088.

Figures

Page 21/25



15

Valine, beucine and iscleucine degradation « [ ]
Steroid hermone biosynthesis - *

Retinol metabolism - L]

Pyruvate metabolism 4 L ]
Porphyrin and chiorophyll mitabolism = [ ] Count

Peniose and glucuronabe interconversions < L ] ® 40

10

@ =
@

Microbial metabelsm in diverse emviranments . ® oo
Meathane metabolism=+

ies by P50

Iy and

Glycing. seing and threcnine metabolism 4 L] [Hogio (Qvalue)
Glutathione metabolism L] S

Description

Drug metabolism - other enzymes 4 . 20
Drug metabolism - eytochrome P450+ [ ]

Cystaine and mathionine metabalism < L ]

Chemical carcinogenesis 4 ®

Carbon metabolism 4

0 Carbon fixation in photosynihelic organisms «
Biosynthesis of amino acids < ®
Ascarbabe and aldarate metabolism 5 L ]

10 15 20 25
~log10(p.adjusted)

.

Group o]
= | Species Yanslecast actiy, kansttng acy Qrosps o han amins-acy s
= 4 IS_ frugiperd 2 on, 2 selfur chuster binding

ebecinon Fanskr acty

stractural comstituen of cuscie |
HADH defydrogense ubiquinons] achety
FA structural constitoent of fbasome |

—— FC Intiegral component of miochondrial inner membrane:
- = = e I_z s

wport BmLane
-4 LA meiiochondrial respiratony chain complex Il
mitochondial infermembrane space
minchondial matrix{
mipchondnal small ibosomal subund |
mitochondvial respratory chain compiex |4
mitochondiial inner memteane 1

= B
= —

== mitochondion |

—

|

Description

mitochondrial large ribossrral subuni {
saromene crganzaton |
miiochondrial respieatory chain complex IV assembly

RNl Ranslatonal tenminaton
mitcchonariai edecon transport, NADH o utiguinone 1

= _=— transtatos
ol vl el ol ol g
ababbb "’ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁiiiwmwmmmammﬂggz i
Wbt ShwISEeNe—Nw B T e

2
~log10{Pvalue)

Figure 1

The expression and functional enrichment of DETs in S. litura and between S. litura and S. frugiperda. (A)
The heat map of expression of all DETs identified by differentially expressed analysis in S. litura. The
expression of DETs was normalized using rlog function. Red color represented most abundance and blue
color represented less abundance. (B) The KEGG pathways enriched by upregulated DETs in the larvae
stage when compared to the chrysalis stage (LL vs. LC). (C) The heat map of expression of all
differentially expressed single-copy orthologous genes between S. litura and S. frugiperda identified by
differentially expressed analysis. Red color represented most abundance and blue color represented less
abundance. (D) The top20 significant GO terms enriched by upregulated differentially expressed single-
copy orthologous genes between S. litura and S. frugiperda in the adult stage (FL vs. LA).
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Figure 2

The heatmap of expression of single-copy orthologous genes involved in detoxification-related pathways
in S. litura and S. frugiperda. Red color represented most abundance and blue color represented less
abundance. (A) The heatmap of the expressions of genes which involved in glutathione transferase
activity. (B) The heatmap of the expressions of genes which involved in metabolism of xenobiotics by
cytochrome P450. (C) The heatmap of the expressions of genes which involved in drug metabolism -
cytochrome P450. (D) The heatmap of the expressions of genes which involved in glutathione
metabolism.
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Figure 3

Diversity and function of bacterial communities of S. litura and S. frugiperda. (A) Relative abundance of
microbial community in all samples at phylum level. (B) Relative abundance of microbial community in
all samples at genera level. (C) Gut microbiota bacterial comparisons between S. litura and S. frugiperda
groups analyzed by LEfSe (LDA> 3, P< 0.05) at the genera level. (D) Heatmap of the top 50 most
abundant genera in bacterial communities of the two species in the 9 samples. Red color represented
most abundance and green color represented less abundance. (E) LDA effect size (LEfSe) analysis of the
function of the unstratified pathways between two groups. (F) The boxplot of ARGs annotations number
between two groups.
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