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Insect genomes and their sizes
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Abstract: The difference of genome size between different insects is due to varieties of duplication of the
genome sequence in the amplification, deletion and differentiation. Fifty-nine insect species have been
included in genome sequencing projects, whole-genome sequences of six insect species, i. e., Drosophila
melanogaster, Anopheles gambiae, Bombyx mori, Apis mellifera, Aedes aegypti and Tribolium castaneum,
have been reported. The sizes of 725 insect genomes have been estimated, ranging from 0.09 - 16.93 pg

(88 — 16 558 Mb). The estimation methods for insect genome size are introduced, and the variation of
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insect genome sizes and its significance are also discussed.
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SRR 3/4, B RERANEATFRZ AN R
HRLABEE B R R T B A8, i B IR AR
YRR A AR AAEER X, EHEA
MR/ A YRR DNA | R, SUE 2
D Yefafk DNA B, BRANE—BAERH
¥ pg AT FR BN Mb K FE/R (1 pg = 978 Mb),
DNA U 7 H AR O B0HE AN AR B B T R, it — 2B 4
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AR5 B B PR 2H i 45 SR . B SRR
YA A A%, JT PGS RRAS 40 Bl ) DNA %
G JEFAT M BT, FTIE 40 i b DNA 1
LK S g6 5T Y 1 5515 B (Gregory et al.,
2003 ; Nardon et al. 2003) , AR EES T M
W E R RERAKN TS, RAITEFHEMS
T LR R R KN, #5502 —Fh LB 7 R
Ji¥k . Feulgen 5% B E B:if i Feulgen SN fx ¢
20 /fae% DNA B 541 (4 (Hardie et al., 2002), 4R
J& » 38R BT i R R OGRS AR [F R
SrPr4nfEt% DNA 5 &,

FE I B HUBE R 2 RN, 38 28 P A v R A
HERS Y, 2R DNA & &84 il E
P BIZARL, I ELT 2 2 A A R Ak 2R 25 A8 i K
Ko [RIEF, A b i I g R B 5 0 E Y &
HA X HE A BEAf 52 22 3K B & /]y (Johnston et al.,
1999) . XKIrHEM S Y M E 827 BIE R
Drosophila melanogaster . % 3 Gallus domesticus . 771}
K% Tribolium castaneum 7R J5 K Tetraodon fluviatilis
85 o FEFIFH AR 2 R AH R /NS, 3 R 3 P G
20 g BB SRR KT SR LR i
. Horr, KZ 0 . 4t MRS 7 454F
FEHLE G,

2 EH£ERANF

wEhYF, RRHATEERANTFHERER
W, T ORZN HILIZ I Anopheles gambiae, Ffi5 ,
XTHRAE Bombyx mori B KA B e Apis mellifera 32 K
RIS Aedes aegypri F1 7R U 4% st #E 47 4 255 (R 26
J¥. HET, BE&7ELHR R R F M FiHRIA 59
MR, Hofg 1 ACRIERE) TR 5824
B WX E I 0 R A KR 28 e | 3 R A SO R
A H3 A5 BE R AH TR B 22 58 B P R Be k%, O
ERTWI; 24 ANEE AR E 4025 58 B F T
YE, BEERBTEDEE S5 55 28 MNP TARRTEREAT
h(FR 1), FEXETRIH, RigEKNE 38 1, Ha
B 65% . WHEFBCR 3 A E & REHITL
FERAMF THE, FK&F5NFE A S ERBE A%
MREHTENE , I3 KRS B W F Kot d
R, MHRIEWANTREH IEF R R THREDHENE
NG X B 42 B PR 20 43 Hr 45 2R (The International

Silkworm Genome Consortium, 2008 )

TEXLEEZMFH 6 FhR B, BRI

ZHF /K 180 Mb, Z5%44F5 13 600 4~ ( Adams er
al., 2000) ; [X] bb 7 5 BCBE R 2H R /Ay 278 Mb, 2
415 14 000 /F: A (Holt and Chaturvedi, 2003) ; &%
R H K /N R 428.7 Mb (Xia et al., 2004 ; Mita et
al., 2004) , Z)4mH5% 18 510 FERR ; HARFI iR A
ZH /N A 220 Mb, 29415 10 157 %R ( Gramates,
2006) ; B R&APICEE R A K/NEE] 1376 Mb, 245
7516 7899 A F:[H (Nene et al., 2007) ; IRl EHE
P2 K /N Fg 204 Mb, 294475 16 404 />3 A (
Richards et al., 2008) , X JLFh B 1 4% 15 55 K S04
AR, MERAR/DNRINERKER, BREHF
MO PRI 20 /I Ay [ — Rk g X b I M 2 PR 20 R /N Y
5%, X 5IR RAF R -3 R B R B IR ] B S
LU B e W R SRR 4 ~ 6 R — B,
HIFFE B AR5 R K O R A H A 3T 50% 1) BE
TOHAR K, B BRI, X EE S M50 BB i SR e X 3
R g e ) e e R, I H R KR
IS0 55 X b I s T T R U R L PR SR R Y
(Nene et al., 2007) , ZKAHHER 4 K/ NERERH 3
%, BERATERMEGRLRBEL, HEKE
RN & F & A B BT A (Xia et al.,
2004) , AR ESFE R 5 H AL R A B I 1A [F] R
%, BEMAEHE L REE BARE, X 5HER
S RATHRE A KRR, FIIR IR EEA LR
BT Ry B 4R ) 4 g ) 38 TR R (Richards et al.,
2008) , HHAME R AFME, HKAFEEEFK
R A+T I CpG &, HEZ FEMEEFR
o BRHFEE MR RNAL F1F L R 55 Hesh iy
AL, HERERPATRE LS RBOA
FAE] ( Gramates, 2006)

3 AREEHEERWEERAKXNMEIT

HRGA 725 Fh B B R 20 0 K/ & R o5 s
B3] T 443+ ( Animal Genome Size Database), X b
HEHRAKR/NRETL C E(pg) REFH, CHER
A LA R 4 M i BT & DNA (&, X F 865
Ay, EFRHAKXNH CHEAERFREL;
X F ALY NIAEX S 24, Bk C{ESEFR AT BE
SHIVERARNE,

CEHMA YA S B E 2 A — IR E
PRl C{EAERE . CEEIEX — LS MR R 2R
3 Mirsky 1 Ris (1951 ) #5374 [6] 9 14 40 i A% v
DNA W& BN ; B AT R LA Y 2540 52
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YN DNA W& /R LA Rg &, B CEFEETRE— RS HEZ ( Petrov et al.,
FHAK; /5 Thomas (1971) IER$2H C EHIFE  2000),
X—Pivk, RAERTRFHEKPIZTEIG TR KK

®1 EBHEEANFTHE

Table 1 Insect genome sequencing projects

PP (5 E 0 HHA RN P PR (0 e 7k
Species and number of sequencing projects  Genome size (Mb) Number of chromosomes  Status ( number) Methods

X3 H Diptera

W R I Aedes aegypti * 1376 3 BhHE Assembly SRS
Whole Genome Shotgun (WGS)

] LIP3 278 3 B Assembly SRS W6S
Anopheles gambiae str. PEST*
X LL P B A.  gambiae S B Assembly SFEFH S WGS
XL B A, gambiae M B2 Assembly L ERHEH S WGS
B BRI Culex quinquefasciatus PFH Assembly SFFH S WS
Y2 MG Cochliomyia hominivorax W7 In progress
PG MR Drosophila melanogaster * 180 4 SEfR Complete W%}::ffoﬁfejii d

ETRER WGS

BFE Assembly (18)
BLU8E Drosophila (37) 131 -236 3-6 WGS & Clone-based

HTF R WGS
i | 19
FFH In progress (19) o ¢ Clone-based

YL Haematobia irritans W7 In progress
53 H Hymenoptera
REKI 88 4 Apis melifera * 220 16 D Assembly wgcjf E%%:Jisd
4 /N Nasonia giraulti
4o/ 8 N, Iongicomis s DU In progress (2)  2EHH S WGS
FHRMFSE G/ N N, vitripennis AsymCX P Assembly LFEH M S E: WGS
3% H Lepidoptera
HHEBIME Bicyclus anynana 490 Y In progress
%% Bombyx mori Dazao * 430 BHE: Assembly (2) S HH S WGS
5% B. mori pSOT ( = Dazao) * 530 ’
BRI Melitaca cinxia Y In progress
#53 H Coleoptera
AR Tribolium castaneum * 204 10 B2 Assembly SFFH S WS
[F]3# H Homoptera
Wi UF Acyrthosiphon pisum 525 4 P Assembly S EEM S WCS
M AT\ Diaphorina citri T In progress
# K&\ Nilaparvata lugens 30 PR In progress Solexa
239 H Hemiptera
W% If.4% Rhodnius prolixus 670 11 P FFH In progress
@l B Anoplura
MNARE\ Pediculus humanus corporis B Assembly S HH S WGS

FXSE R ERERNANFHNXED R LR, K TEHE Eukaryotic Genome Sequencing Projects (www. nebi. nlm. nih. gov/genomes/leuks. cgi)
1B, * The articles of whole genome sequencing of these insects have been published. The main contents of the table are from Eukaryotic Genome

Sequencing Projects(www. nebi. nlm. nih. gov/genomes/leuks. cgi) .
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LW E R A /MR B, SGHE |
RE ER A S E A AR E R R A
ZWJILKR R, BARBIENER 2 fin, HhEREA
/A B R BRI Mayetiola destructor, K/NFy
0.09 pg; & KK ILIE Podisma pedestris, ik %)
16.93 pg, @R 2 FroVBIERT LIE L B UER
HRNGESAERENRR, 2ESEBRER
HI/NLF2/NT 2.0 pg(BRMHIFEHBRRRT
2.0 pg) ; A2ABRHERARK, HYHSHA

AR B AR R AR T 2.0 pg, MERH R HRAER
HR /N SF 18 35 B 8. 37 pg, IR A
(Acrididae) 155 B B} ( Tettigoniidae ) W5 F} i) B H1 3
HAHHER, EhERNAFEKMEERERERIL
1, X RESFAMNERNAZAMER, B2
AR, F#E R ARRRA—2, AT
RZHR/IMNEREAL R 0. 18 ~0. 89 pg, JEAR T HAlA
AN ER RERA RN,

®2 FEMEERRERAKX/N

Table 2 Genome sizes of different insect species

TSR H%%ﬁﬁ. %lﬂ?ﬁjt./l\ %lﬂ?ﬁjt/lqzﬂlﬁ.( PR SS5
Species classification Number of species Genome size Average of genome size Number of
studied (pg/Mb) (pg/Mb) chromosomes
47575 Complete metamorphosis
B3 H Lepidoptera 65 0.29 -1.94/284 -1 897 0.65/636 -
¥U# H Diptera 240 0.09 -0.86/88 —841 0.41/401 6-12
i3 H Hymenoptera 58 0.16 -0.77/156 -753 0.37/362 -
43 H Coleoptera 184 0.16 -5.02/156 -4 910 0.67/655 16 -41
153 H Strepsiptera 2 0.11 -0.13/108 - 127 - -
RA7EZ Incomplete metamorphosis
#l B Anoplura 2 0.11/108 - -
[7]3# H Homoptera 37 0.18 -0.89/176 - 870 0.51/499 6-22
249 H Hemiptera 18 0.26 -6.15/254 -6 015 1.33/1 301 23 -4
W8 H Mantedea 3 3.05 -4.53/2 983 -4 430 - -
Hi# B Orthoptera 67 1.55-16.93/1 516 - 16 558 8.37/8 186 12 -24
475 Ht H Phasmatodea 11 2.55-8/2494 -7 824 2.88/2 817 33-36
%548 B Isoptera 14 0.58 -1.9/567 -1 858 1.25/1 223 -
FE W H Blattodea 9 1.16 -5.15/1 134 -5 037 2.82/2 758 -
WEIE H Odonata 14 0.37 -2.16/362 -2 112 1.12/1 095 26 -27
A5 2 Epimorphosis
22 FE H Thysanura 1 3.09/3 022 - -

B Total : 725 i Range: 0.09 —16.93/88 —16 558 SF-#4% Average: 1.93/1 812 i Range: 6 -44

R AE EEMHYE Animal Genome Size Database ( www. genomesize. com ) , F 1% T X EHE B A W R1E B 200 & i 3 4 K /N By F
(Brown et al., 2005 ; Gregory et al., 2007 ) YE T #M3E, The main data of this table are from Animal Genome Size Database (www. genomesize. com). We
added some data which are not included in the database (Brown et al., 2005 ; Gregory et al., 2007).

4 BEBREREAXDMELRTENIE

e ENERE AR/ R, FEER AR
K/NE R 185 2R . B HUR R Rh R B HE 4K
N ZEFIFER B TEFNBEN AR TERY, ¥
BREASFELFIIEY 1 B4 BT 8
a2z, M5 T2 DNA FE R ok Az m A5 H
(Petrov, 2001 ; Vieira et al., 2002 ; Boulesteix et al.,
2006; Bosco et al., 2007 ; Biemont, 2008) , XLLTF
PR N AR WA & X F, Boulesteix 55

(2006) 5T T 9 Ffr B IS SR g IV 284 ) B BRI ZH K/, A
fIIRIMBE T D. orena Z 4k, HABRBER AR /NG
RSk A G T 5] (RTRS) & &4 FH A XM, D.
orena FFE R 20 J& 2R iR SR R L R4 K /NRY 1.6 £,
XM AL S AL R A T AFE, EAERK
MR LAl Me EEEZKWITE DNA 55
(Boulesteix et al., 2006) ., F| X Fh A 5T Hfh 51
WL PRI AR AL 7 =0 B SRR K, TR RE 2
BT BT b 9 AR o 3 5% & B A9 (Knight er al.,
2005) , Petitpierre 25 (1993 ) B} %5 8 7~ M- B 3[R 4H
RIR/NG G R —E KRR, Gea ol
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FBUBUE R B R ZH R o

B U R A P R /Nl B 4 32 B S — R BRI IR
BRI B2, g RN R TR EE,
Koshikawa 55 (2008 ) & Bt 2 B UL A B/,
B MR PR A R/ INF A S PR I e D A T BB A
E—ERR,

AR i, JEF DNA B GRE G
PR, ZEFE 4R X4 DNA §5k 3 2 4 R A
B B S PR FEBEAL R B T B EE AR (Petrov er
al., 2000; Gregory, 2003; Gregory, 2004 ), Petrov
£5(2000) BFFY T B R 4H R /INFETE B R 22 5 ) R e
Laupala 1548 Drosophila #1, Laupala ] DNA H4k
HARE L Drosophila HIK; BH508 B, 7EHR P 4H
BUNY)FiH, DNA s BBk S50 T B BB FE %
=B,

5 EFRAXNMNHLFTENZFEX

SR, BRERA KN BAIFERTE X
o BT, A JURMEUE T B IR 4 /X A )
R, X FEFARNMER P IER R
%R,

“ HFAR DNA” R BN R : ZE BEAL R | DNA
AR RAL R T AN 2R o AN TS M s 2 2K
TERARME K, RIEX e, KR
HIZE i B AR BE & B B £ i DNA ( Vieira et al.,
2002),

BB AR YR TR 2 AR — PRIk B S5 M 21 4 e
I A% AR TS T A ) 2 RRAE, AN RN K
BHEBMNE T NS 22 (Koshikawa et al., 2008)
BER VAN R 20 /N A R % B R R A
Pk, [ B R R 2H R /N A Ry R — A E R AR AE,
PRI A A FRARE A ) 40 L 7 2 B R P 4 B A R 4 AR
WPPET . X IR B R 20 R/ 40 B P 45 TR
TEEL A W ARG FFE— € Bk R (Vieira et al.,
2002) , Finston 45 (1995 ) #5732 B 3 K41 ) /NI
U AR B R/ INE IEAR DM, R 2 /N AR AL ]
RSN A= 1% SRR R0 AR AL, I AR ST R HEAL I 2R
L REREENIER, 18 Tsutsui 55 (2008 ) ZEF 5T
L) S 2 R 2 A B i B TR 21 9 R/ VRN R R
N BE AR, Gregory 55 (2003) 1 5 B
B AL ( Coccinellidae ) Fy % PRI 2H R /NFIAMER R /N &
AR, BMEEREA R, ERADRRER
W ERERE S PP AE EE N INRE, H) a0 R

BEXT & 22l RE I PR 457 LA B 3R W3t 1% B 4 W 7
&% (Bosco et al., 2007) ,

B U PR 20 Hh A5 2 2y B 1S B Bk S BT B
RN, S A X A B AR A SO PR 52 Wi B ¢
SECT HE RNV R ] 56 R AR R B O
Mo [EIT, PR R/ N AR AL o oAy B HLaE O AR o 3
B E SR ERET A REFMSEE TR
(Petrov, 2001) ,

6 FHESRE

B BN [R) SR ) 2 N A RNV, e Ry
/N R A AR 22 0T 185 15 288 A e
A RAS B R R AR NERRESR;
EAE R —FORFE B ER ], R 2H R/ i A A
MIZER . B A AR /N R TR
HE R A& ER K 52 PP 91 A7 A FIBRZK: 1R 75 DL 40
NI, 322 57 ek PR A B R /N B
HE R R . B AR AR /N3 T R
FHEHAREERNE S FEREI/NEEY IR 4 A
HLUKF ERARRME, FIangER/N s d
HRAGE R AL RN IR E S, BRI
A R/ AL RE (A A A A B3RS —
(Y

HM CEFEIERE, X RES—EE5E
NATBF 53 R A R NE W IR R R SR &R o (H
EABATH AEE AR B LS50 R P — e B
HIGETE, o TR PRI 2H /B R ey 52 iy B AL ) A
KER 4702 S22 R A — R 5 R
BHAHERE . XFNHREA ST R BRI A RN
X T B A R S
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