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FEHZIMLEHRHE
AL BER? gt B KT KR

(L AAEAE AR MBL A BAE I RIS, b Al A T AEYIZE G BA TREARBI T L, A AR
VeV TR AR E S S0 E, SRE 0710005 2. AR KAFRIIIR 2B , SRAE 0710005
3. hEfO KA P B R A A bt 100193)

WE: ARAERPRACIBPIHBRGREANTES, ELABERPIIREZEHORERGRHEZL—,
HoP RSN R RGN RGP Sis A B R SN R R BT AR I B B B SR R
BRI FEAT 4 IR KRR RS REFER LA B 1982280 FKRAEE & R LA K SR
Ak, ES A IE I H RBAE K S H S Rk BA RAFO RSN A, F) R R € 3T E A
Tk IR IR L R T @ FAL R AN B IR BRI EFT AT, ST HEAR
FaAe A NE N AR T HE N, I, RIMRBRAE G AR RIS R T — K ER2H T,
TALTT AR TG4 M S 45 Rk RAT H BT ANEANREAI R %, 5 A F G WFAE R
RO EAT , AT BRI B —F AR ERATHA, AL AREERT B REIMLI LI
HFE e B U], ST 5 AT B A AR AR X ARURAT 5T 09 36 35 e By FROME | HE XA G 7T 1 R AT ML - F
R-REAEZAT ORI R EIN-B LML ESFEL BT EIMBAE G AR
849 5T BACHUR] AR R B 5 ok 8 S, S AG B K M BT SO AR A B K 1E R AU T AT IR S
KEE BRI ; R IMERE ; BREAIT ; T E G

Research advances in ultraviolet vision in insects
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Abstract: Color vision, formed in the long-term evolutionary process, is one of the main ways for in-
sects to get information from ambient environment. Ultraviolet (UV) vision is widespread among insect
color vision system and can improve color discrimination by detecting and recognizing the specific UV
reflected by light source or objects through UV photoreceptors. Since the UV photosensitivity in insects
was confirmed in the 1880s, it has been successively found that many insects such as bees, butterflies,
fruit flies and moths had evolved a remarkable capacity of ultraviolet vision, and mediate their naviga-
tion, foraging, intraspectic communication and circadian rhythm using UV characteristics such as color,
contrast and polarized light. UV vision is essential for the survival, reproduction and ecological adapta-
tion of some insects. In addition, ultraviolet rhodopsin (UVRh) is an important molecule in insect UV

vision. It can not only independently mediate wavelength-specific behavior such as phototaxis, but also
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be incorporated into the general sense of vision and coregulation with other opsins to control color vi-

sion to recognize UV as a basic color. In this article, the discovery, characteristics, functions and percep-

tion mechanism of insect UV vision were reviewed. In view of the weakness and limitations in this re-

search area in China, further research should be carried out to investigate the UV characteristics in the

plant-pest-natural enemy ecosystem, to explore the ecological significance of UV-B vision, to reveal the

molecular evolution mechanism of UVRh gene and to elucidate the adaptive mechanisms of insects in

avoiding or repairing retinal damage caused by UV.

Key words: ultraviolet vision; ultraviolet photosensitivity; color vision; functional analysis; opsin

TERIN PR L R T, Sk 1 3 N €% SR 1)
AEAEIRIE SRR T R B A B = Bl
Y RGBT e — il e ds 5wl LA
5T PR BT RS S0 S GRS L A, A5
SRR AR R R R, DA 2803 E AR R A T
PR 7 B R TR A IR 25 1T A 1 8 (Kelber et al.,
2003 ; X1 Z Fil Al #X 424 2017 van der Kooi et al.,
2021) ., #5- von Frisch (1914) B YCIE 55 P4 5 % i
Apis mellifera {5 N2 —FEBAG BUEAE , 2853 1 25
AT AN — ZR IR AN [] 1 40 A ot 000 E A B
0, I RS OB D A Ry — 1 1B 2 28 SR T
242 (Cronin et al.,2014) o B 1B L SEHA T
iz HAG 2 Fpal 2 DL AN [ E i oR i 114 ek
%% (Briscoe & Chittka,2001) . F&H— i HA %41
HIRAZ A% O CIRAZ A RN BRAZ 4855 , SR =6
PIE 22 586 BBURTE FBI7E 400~700 nm A Hb , 25U
LT BRI FE AR AL B8 , 16 BB 300~400 nm
H 42406 (Hunt et al., 2001 ; Wakakuwa et al., 2005 ) -
A R R e 5 2 5ok A T IR a8 2
H{Z B, (Schnaitmann et al.,2013) ,{HH TR B 5 A
AT FR G0 )G BBURRS R 7 G XN ERO X R IR
JEE S XML GG AR R T ik B A R
() e F2 LRl 28 2 — , DA % B 2R Ao A A
AR

FI 19 20 80 44X F S i HAT 48 S Mg L
% (Lubbock, 1882) , B2 HU S AN A SY L 4L T
140 4%, B 45 7 — &R 51 # 22 & (Cronin & Bok,
2016) . FEHIEITELAER | BiE 2O AHAL i
OGRS A BEHL 7 LS 28 53 A 2 55U
I B AN 001 AR A AN W 2 s AT, [ Ah 23 T
2% % % (Dyer & Chittka, 2004 ; Kraft et al., 2011;
Horth et al.,2014) | i1 (Kemp, 2007 ; Schultheiss et
al., 2016; Finkbeiner et al., 2017) . 5 ## (Salcedo et
al., 1999; Paulk et al., 2013 ; Baik et al., 2017 ) Fll ik 2%
(Telles et al., 2014; Hirota et al., 2018; Liu et al.,

2018) SR HUTIE T R AIMFIE IR AT T 5 /MIbE
[ %5 7% (Chittka et al., 1994; Kevan et al., 2001;
Fenner et al.,2019) . I HE (White et al., 1994 ; Obara
et al., 2008 ; Papiorek et al.,2016) FUBFIHL ] ( Yama-
guchi et al.,2010; Zhu et al., 2014 ) 25 LAl PR 2= 0]
AR R T R B A D A L A DA TR 4 TR A
5Z AL, BN T B HU S AN BT S A
Jri BT B SR AR (MR, 19875 BRI B 45
2002; Jiang et al., 2015) K Ho o W58 75 1 (X 57
45,2005 ;A7 AE, 2014) , P ROKT SR R
ST KTCH B R O H T 3% R R (R 305,
2019) . R, A SO AR R B B SN e AR DG AT
FEMROLHEA LR, LU A0 AT TRHZ A58 S ) A
T IS4 B T kA 7 B

1 BHZIMEH A

Lubbock (1882 )i #4617 A il i OEE 1
W S0 I AR T 55 €0 R IO R D' U | O R
th 224K (ultra-violet rays ) iX— 24 18], ¥ L7 T B
HOE ot 22 48 ELAT A [R) T NS A0 b 4R 0 €0 J M g
713X — & BN A 3l R 2 I8 2 A ZEAR [ 7Y
T B P 2 8 00 8 113 T3 B, Il AT 3 R
B A et A (0l T ARG i 5 PR A
AR IR W 157 5N h B SR R S
AN — b Sk 58 S A 03 AT R, IS B
A EIMEHERNEE T, Z 5 5047 B R HUE ML e
FILFAL TR o B % Kithn (1924) OB
{40+ Xt von Frisch (1914 ) 3¢ T 14 5 %8 8 2t 0, 40 it
PRI T T Rk, AL Y ZRmns: > |, Py
AT DA —ZR IRV ] A9 11 (i K (0, rh R Y 1) 2%
HM56(313 nm) FEAT R, WAT 2% ERIPAIESE T 74
J7 b BAT B AMILSE R T, FT LR S AP G S —Fb
BATEMITION . BT - BRI R 2L = A
Pt (trichromatic theory) , Daumer (1956 ) 1] FH & {4, 12
B VY T e ) R A B
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ZEP M = (B % (trichromatic vision) , A ZE )G
BB FEL 3 A TE 2100 SR T2 T
TR Pl 1) e e A 2, X RO DRI ER AU . Bl
J& ,Menzel(1975) #1 Menzel & Blakers(1976) F| F#1,
D) B R A7 ) 2 AR IR S T P B W 1) — A R

A 10r

05

TR R
Relative sensitivity

0.0 . L

300 400 500 600

ALK Hemerocallis

1y B Gonepteryx

Ui, HE— 20 B P B e HLAT 3 AN [RDG Rl
[IEIRRZ 2%, Xl | DB AT AN B (0 R i
KW W ETEAE A, 7 5 4 540,440 F1350 nm (&] 1-
A) ZEERN B B RN PR T A H
WEH

1.0

05F

0.0 1 1 1 I

300 400 500 600 700
K Wavelength/nm

A PO B NS CIE UM L (Cronin et al.,2014) ; B~C: 7EAJSH] WL KIGAIERAMNE T I1E
21 I [ R A9 Hgss (Wilts et al., 2011; Hirota et al., 2018) . A: Photoreceptor spectral sensitivities in-

volved in Apis mellifera and Homo sapiens color vision systems (Cronin et al., 2014); B-C: photographs

of flowers and butterflies under human-visible and UV spectrum (Wilts et al., 2011; Hirota et al., 2018).
El1 AE(EFMER(G) ZBURARZHIILER

Fig. 1 Comparison of trichromatic vision in humans (left) and insects (right)

1E4 R 1k NS E R AT 2 A B2
O RE S R AR i 5 RS H
WWME SGHE CERE B E S E B E GE
i H R H A 2R R ARG SRS Rl T T
(K1), RIE B EA 3~5 FiotiE et ot
A, e R 2R Il T8RNz %,
X 330~360 nm 158 S CHURR, JET TR AMILE , B
= 1B B HE B RE T, AR R R U E ) L TR
1 OB A W B A A T G B h R e
Y& H (Hempel de Ibarra et al., 2014 ; van der Kooi et
al.,2021).

2 BREMIREEEIMNIBERXR

— Rk, B O S ERIAT N RO AL 242
9, RS SMEUEIE RIS SMILSE (Cronin & Bok,2016)
SR AR B HUBAT R SR A E R RE T, BRI
JBE b A WSO SO RE X SO S A HLE
SDGIRZ AR AN . KREZEER B SR AMEURE,
AT LR PR R b G IR B AR B ) — 2 B 1
SEHP, LB AR P o] 5 [ 3k S5 7, S — R
K47 M (Kelber & Osorio,2010;Song & Lee,2018).,
M348 H Helicoverpa armigera . KM E K ¥E Ostrinia
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nubilalis F1HRE H Heliotnis assulla 50471 B HU)
LEAMERIN B AR AT CT A, 19745
Belusi¢ et al.,2017) . S JE SR U8 Drosophila melano-
gaster X 25N GFR B B I (4 7 DR [] 38 2 1 (Zhu et
al.,2014) . F5L b, SAMIUBME I A HERR B U7 58
SRCIE TR 77 A AR B U B AT R RO (Kim
etal.,2019; 5 3C5F,2019) . SEAMIGE MM T4 ML
B FE SRS B B e i — 2L T AL 4R
AR, X AT MR R AR SERR RS
EEPEAT M 9] . Cronin & Bok(2016)HF5E & 31,
S5 AL b 2 R U A b ) — 4R B, B 2RI
b 1 B AT DK 58 A Y A — i A (5 1 AT B

S0, DT VR A DX 4 ] PRl A 35 v 52 2306354 8 i Al
£, %1% (Papiorek et al.,2016) . 4] (Kinoshita
et al., 1999; Blackiston et al., 2011) Dk K £ 55f i (An
et al.,2018) 455 (L L HURERE BRI A &0 DLk v
LS B, Qe R O+ 5500, R AR Y 45
AT SIS R RAE BLA AE R AE B L (AR
TR S AMIAE S SR A MR i TG, 4ot
WGk 2220 ), B O SE AN EIBERI RE 1A 23 B s
XoF EE A REARTTIR S , 5 2 M e, i 8 2 5 i RS HL iy
L UM (Song & Lee,2018) . 45 48 AMiURE
AN R T AN GE  AB R ZHE AT SR MU R
AR B T RAFIY S MISERE ST

®1 ERABRZFNRABYLIERE

Table 1 Maximum values of the absorption spectrum of photoreceptors in different insects

= NPRETS
Insect . P~ Method Reference
tion spectrum/nm
i H R SRR Aglais urticae 360, 460, 530 ERG Steiner et al., 1987
Lepidoptera Nymphalidae PRI Polygonia c-album 350, 445, 532 E/MSP Kinoshita et al., 1997; Va-
nhoutte & Stavenga, 2005
TR Sasakia charonda 345,425, 440, 540 E  Kinoshita et al., 1997
TH LI Polygonia c-aureum 350, 450, 540, 565 E  Kinoshita et al., 1997
TR AR e it 530 MSP Frentiu et al., 2007
Limenitis weidemeyerii
F FBEME Danaus plexippus 340, 435, 545 E Stalleicken et al., 2006
T I e Pararge aegeria 360, 437, 500, 568 MSP Bernard & Remington, 1991
ERANE Dryas iulia 385,470, 555 MSP Yuan etal., 2010
2 It Male 360, 390, 470, 560,600  E  McCulloch et al., 2016
Heliconius erato Wt Female 390, 470, 560, 600 E  McCulloch et al., 2016
SRR HHE R Papilio xuthus 360, 400, 460, 520,600 E  Arikawa et al., 1999;
Papilionidae Arikawa, 2003
H XU Graphium sarpedon 360, 400, 460, 480, 500 E Chenetal., 2016
540, 560, 580, 600, 640
ety RIE Papilio maackii 380, 460, 520, 580 ERG Eguchi et al., 1982
SR 56 R Papilio aegeus 360, 390, 450, 540, 610 E  Mati¢, 1983; Bandai et al.,
1992
4B R Troides aeacus 360, 390, 440, 510, 540, E Chenetal., 2013
550, 580, 610, 630
By R Pieridae M Pieris rapae 360, 425, 453,563,620 E  Wakakuwa et al., 2004
KR B Pieris brassicae 360, 450, 560 ERG Steiner et al., 1987
BEG Ry iR T Male 360, 440, 480, 580,660  E  Pirih et al., 2010
Colias erate P Female 360, 440, 480, 580, 620, E  Pirihetal., 2010
640, 660
BEMER) Danaidae  KREABEME Parantica sita 360, 440, 520, 560 E  Nagloo etal., 2020
JKIER} Lycaenidae  £L40 KU Lycaena rubidus 360, 437, 500, 568 MSP Sison-Mangus et al., 2006
A Noctuidae  Fi4% M Helicoverpa armigera 400, 483, 562 ERG % H4E, 1998 ; B 45,
2002
Yang et al., 1998; Wei et al.,
2002
H W Mamestra brassicae 380, 460, 540 BT Yabuetal, 2014
MBI Trichoplusia ni 360, 530 ERG Eaton, 1976

AEN A WK Spodoptera exempta

355, 465, 515, 560 E/MSP Langer et al., 1979
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4% 1 Continued

5z H
Hymeno-
ptera

B H

Coleoptera

‘ ROOROGEE ,
FRIEEES oI ik B4k
Max value of absorp-
Insect . Method Reference
tion spectrum/nm
IE %Rl Pyralidae I KIS Ostrinia furnacalis 400, 483, 562 ERG % BH4E,1998

FEIAl Lymantriidae
% 1Bl Bombycidae
KB} Sphingidae

HF Tortricidae

IR Apidae

R
Megachilidae

4R Siricidae
43 ¥R Colletidae
e AL Sphecidae

KA Rt
Xiphydriidae
HAE SR

Andrenidae

i)
Tenthredinidae
BB} Formicidae

WX T KUE Ostrinia nubilalis
KYBEUE Ephestia cautella
FERE Uk Lymantria dispar

FA& Bombyx mori

21 Rk Deilephila elpenor
UNERN SN 1

Macroglossum stellatarum

TR BRI Manduca sexta
TAZERA /NG, Cydia strobilella
Tt 20k Adoxophyes orana
VG720 Apis mellifera

K I HEWE Bombus hortorum
{EEREYE Bombus jonellus

2135 RENE Bombus lapidarius
175 LL1 &Y% Bombus monticola
Fx B REWE Bombus morio
Bombus terrestris dalmatinus
BT 2 FIR I PR I e

Bombus terrestris sassaricus

Y AEYE Bombus impatiens

356,413, 480, 530
350, 546

Yang et al., 1998

E/ERG Belusic et al., 2017

ERG

Gilburt & Anderson, 1996

340-380, 460, 480-520 ERG Crook et al., 2014

380, 520
350, 450, 525
349, 440, 521

350-370, 450, 530
352, 436, 526
344, 481, 533
350, 440, 540
353, 430, 549
341, 445, 542
341, 445, 540
346, 445, 535
329, 445, 539
348, 435, 533

347,436, 538

347, 424, 539

EEPYAYE Xvlocopa brasilianorum 360, 428, 544
M} HA S5 W Anthophora acervorum 348, 445, 524

GEHR AW Proxylocopa sp.

(L VY 5 28 1 Lestrimelitta limao

M B BEE Nomada albogutata
VU5 22 ¥ Melipona quadrifasciata
25 % W Melipona marginata

Rl S TCH ¥ Trigona spinipes
MBS Anthidium manicatum
URELBESE Osmia rufa

KZLNI¥E Chelostoma florisomne
ALK Urocerus gigas
1114375 %% Colletes fulgidus

H 275 [R5 Cerceris rybynensis

338, 445, 524
536

418,512
356, 428, 528
340, 450, 540
340, 440, 536
324, 440, 532
344, 432, 560
324, 548

524

340, 532
436,516

INBERSVEEE Philanthus triangulum 344, 444, 524

TAB I Xiphydria camelus

AR AL Oxaea flavescens
A A M A

Callonychium petuniae

KM Tenthredo scrophulariae
SN Tenthredo campestris

Z MW Formica polyctena
ZAOETL Cataglyphis bicolor

556, 604

370, 435, 536
356, 445, 531, 593

532,592

328, 464, 540, 596
361, 495-531

350, 510

4 f B} Scarabacidae A&k AN 4 A Anomala corpulenta 400, 460, 498-562

HEeaHR
Glaphyridae

- R
Chrysomelidae

DI E
Pygopleurus israelitus
TR

Leptinotarsa decemlineata

360, 517, 631

370, 450, 530

ERG
E
ERG

E
ERG
ERG

mmom o m

[esBleoliles Bl es s Rles Mo Mlies Ml csBlies Ml coMies Ml s liies B o liles M oo o]

fes

ERG

ERG
ERG

ERG

Ishikawa, 1969
Hoglund et al., 1973
Telles et al., 2014

Hoéglund & Struwe, 1970
Jakobsson et al., 2017
Satoh et al., 2017
Menzel & Blakers, 1976;
Meyer-Rochow, 1980
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Skorupski et al., 2007

Skorupski et al., 2007

Skorupski & Chittka, 2010
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992

Peitsch et al., 1992
Peitsch et al., 1992

Peitsch et al., 1992

Peitsch et al., 1992

van der Kooi et al., 2021
Labhart, 1986

Jiang et al., 2015
Martinez-Harms et al., 2012

Déring & Skorupski, 2007
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%R 1 Continued

EAIELIES

Insect

RRWHOLIEE
Max value of absorp-
tion spectrum/nm

Jrik

Method

EZ DTN
Reference

HH B} Coccinellidae  FE05LH Propylea japonica

340, 524, 400-440

%W B} Curculionidae 1455 ! Rynchophorus ferrugineus 366, 521, 537, 564

A5 EOERIH Fulgeochlizus bruchi

B

Pyrearinus termitilluminans

a2 M) R

Pyrophorus punctatissimus
I Pyrophorus divergens

YGUR A Photuris lucicrescens
[Nt Photinus scintillans

B Chauliognathus pulchellus

EVZININ

Dendroctonus pseudotsugae
LR K/ IN#: Ips paraconfusus

Z PR E Tl
Thermonectus maromoratus
FH Mg Musca domestica

NG I Drosophila melanogaster
213K Calliphora erythrocephala
H 28368 27 W Exorista japonica

W75 M8 Glossina morsitans
KRB WG Eristalis tenax
B K AP Aedes aegypti
REFFEWL Culex pipiens
WEEF Myzus persicae

Wi T Acyrthosiphon pisum
R R 8 Cimex lectularius

kiRl Notonectidae 28)& 1% Notonecta glauca
AIERL Anthocoridae  Z5 W/ INEWE Orius sauteri

NI HEL Elateridae
%R} Lampyridae
A3 EL Cantharidae
/NaEB} Scolytidae
JeE B} Dytiscidae
W H IR} Muscidae
Diptera 0%} Drosophilidae
ARl Calliphoridae
FFiE AL Tachinidae
TR Glossinidae
I IEF} Syrphidae
I} Culicidae
BWME BFF Aphididae
Hemiptera
R AR} Cimicidae
H#WE  MEE Acrididae
Orthoptera ¥EI¥F} Gryllidae
Jiki# H S EL Chrysopidae
Neuroptera
ZEAH P} Thripidae
Thysanop-
tera
£ S| R Blattoidea
Blattodea
e PhEEFRE Corduliidae
Odonata  §F} Libellulidae

"R Locusta migratoria

WBREKWE Gryllus bimaculatus

THAEIH ELIE Chrysopa sinica

VULE#] D Frankliniella occidentalis

SR D) Caliothrips phaseoli
RG] & Scirtothrips dorsalis
EW KW Periplaneta americana

7K )7 35 Wk Blatta orientalis

PP Hemicordulia tau
2175 IR0 Sympetrum rubicundulum

360, 550
380, 550

390, 560

380, 560

350, 440, 550

557

360, 450, 520-530
450, 510-530

450, 510-530
375, 520

335, 430, 460, 520
345, 370, 440, 520
360, 490

340, 460

350, 450500, 520
350, 450, 520
323-345, 523
335, 540
330-340, 490, 527
518

520

345, 445, 560
340-380, 524, 605

360, 430, 530
332,445, 515
460, 524, 562

380, 440, 498-524
290

360, 520

365, 507

361, 503

330,410, 460, 525, 630
330, 430, 490, 520, 620

BT

E
MSP
MSP

MSP

MSP
ERG
E/MSP
E
E

ERG
ERG
ERG

ERG

ERG
ERG

MSP
BT

ERG
BT
MSP
ERG
E

E

E
E

PrRIbeEE 45,2009
Chen et al., 2009
Ili¢ et al., 2016
Lall et al., 2010
Lall et al., 2010

Lall et al., 2010

Lall et al., 2010

Lall et al., 1982

Cronin et al., 2000
Horridge et al., 1979
Groberman & Borden, 1982

Groberman & Borden, 1982
Maksimovic et al., 2011

Hardie, 1986
Yamaguchi et al., 2010
Paul et al., 1986
Tokushima et al., 2016
Green & Cosens, 1983
Horridge et al., 1975
Muir et al., 1992

Peach et al., 2019
Kirchner et al., 2005
Déring et al., 2011
McNeill et al., 2016
Schwind et al., 1984
RS, 2015
Fengetal., 2015

van der Kooi et al., 2021
Zufall et al., 1989
=R A, 2007

Yan et al., 2007
LA, 2012
Fanetal., 2012

Mazza et al., 2010

Kishi et al., 2014

Kelly & Mote, 1990;
Saari et al., 2018
Mazokhin-Porshnyakov &
Cherkasov, 1985

Yang & Osorio, 1991
Meinertzhagen et al., 1983

BT: 1742855 E: B/ EFRHOR , BRI N IT #3AK ; MSP: B0k, BT: Behavioural test; E: electrophysi-

ological recording, mostly intracellular recordings; ERG: electroretinography; microspectrophotometry of photoreceptors.

AR TR 45 A IRV T AR Al ARl G5 H T

3 EHREIMLERITNEE

3.1 EEEf

KD R TR R, 5= TR &

4,2012) o K25 A M PR BE AR Ak 77 1] 1) i
IR TR HA A IR iREi=, s A, %
1% (Rossel & Wehner, 1984 ; Evangelista et al.,2014) .
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9 1Y (Wehner & Muller,2006) | % ¥ (Brunner & Lab-
hart, 1987) WEH (Dacke et al.,2003) ., #]1 (Reppert et
al., 2004) |18 it (Mappes & Homberg, 2004 ) il fifi 2
(Philipsborn & Labhart, 1990) 45 [ H ) & IR 15 &R 11
2% X I3 (doral rim area, DRA ) BEWEIEHI K 25 B PR pi
A, ISR A S AT A 2 0] . >4
B AU 5 KB - R AN [R] A BE R, 400 190 5 )2
s PR BB A 28 00 7 A AN [ e o, FEr B A
5 RBAF - 4PATE , i frfUsont 28 50 0 g A i
KB ER R, I LA 275 07 1) SE IR A4 5 K BH
TALIA , LB IR 59T (Labhart, 2000) .

SR, B OO IR G 1 B S BB — i B Ak,
oAb AR A B ) O i s 28 DT R B — 2
MR G o XA R R AR B R UG , 55 A MR 't
i Fa e P (Barta & Horvath,2004) . #1498 & 3E,
VU5 W I R BB 3224 R 5241 345 nm
W B, REAS RN R 25 vh i 22 S M B A5 8 1A 7 2 1)
41 (Rossel & Wehner, 1984 ; Kraft et al.,2011), —
0,57 W Cataglyphis bicolor F) 45 4 3 Y6 HE 7l 7
], AT RE A% 75 A AT AT A 2 BR B VD R S5 v i
I ARL AR 1) s 4 R ok A (] B, 3 5 410 nm I
K DA 2R TEE 80 — € i i A R 2 R =X
B, AT R AT S S A TRL , 2R 2 T ) 5 T
MEENEE R /N T 400 nm B, — @77 B
Yk 5 J 3K (19 47 20 77 ] (Duelli & Wehner, 1973) o
Reppert et al.(2004) F| 4] 7 A RATHLLL AR 05T 1T 4
FBEWE Danaus plexippus BKZEEHER T, £ 3L
A FE BRI AT DUF TS Mm oG B R PR % fE AT
AL, 518 S8 AN E PR U 0 A BHIT 22 St B &
PEMERT 3 2k 1 7 )8 Rl A A N ) AE )
BT Xof O BH 5 A T B ) M 28 VR A T B A
J7 1), DT PR A R B AR T P % ) o AR rp i 284
Fea [ PURE 1Y RATRE S . ILAh, PR IE SR (Sancer et
al.,2019) ZL 3K ¥ Calliphora erythrocephala(Smo-
la & Meffert, 1978) . Z i Musca domestica (Philips-
born & Labhart, 1990) . /1 SE M & Megalopta gena-
lis (Greiner et al., 2007 ) 14 f,-F Pachysoma stria-
tum(Dacke et al., 2002 ) Z ) HA F S Mm ARGk
AT 1) AT BE T

BrAm PRI, o) L B S B R 2R A 7
JE WAL o — RS . TEHAR A R, R
Han] DA R 25 5 H bR AR 0 7 52 G Fl N
T R 5 B L B R 440 I s JB 2 144 TR R0 A0
(Mbéller,2002) . AL RS B 2L APMCHR B, Hum#)

A B ST0 28 AN CAR XA | T 28O A X4 22 ( Cronin
et al.,2014) . Schultheiss et al. (2016) 5% & T, 25
AMETHE TR VDR Melophorus bagoti HiTH 7€ [7)
SRR AR B OCH EME, R R 5
TR ) () A% 2 TR BELIBT 55 11, D IOk ok 2K Ty
[, oL IR [0 LT
32 BR

TE ARG b A2 RS ZH N AN )
B PSS B R N RAET RGO R IR
SRS EE A1, DT R 30 LR B0 €0 0o Lo B 2 B W i
25 S A (Chittka et al., 1994; Tunes et al.,
2021), Hor, S5 Y ) SR AR S 1 2 ARLHE O JR 58 - TR
WS AP rh LA AN RS 58 A6 1 A AL (&
1-B). A Knuth(1891) & 4 1 1E A< REAS St 55 41
LK, SN S5 U5 A R R AT WA B OE R
Z 312 7 (Kevan et al.,2001) . KEAFITERY],
I IR IO R R TR S T AR B ) SR IR
i T LRSI I 9 31 Jod [l A A 2 1) 55 AP 0 (A,
PG ARV , WP I AE SR B A T e A
i, 4 75 L 5 2 540% (Dyer & Chittka, 2004 ; Fink-
beiner et al.,2017), WIARAREYE Apis mellifera scutel-
lata (John-son & Andersson, 2002 ; Klomberg et al.,
2019) . AE % Bombus spp. (Welsford & Johnson,
2012; ) 1 Lipotriches sp.(Rae & Vamosi, 2012 ) %5 i
AR BRI A2 B3 T A X AN U 52 9k
JCAEA DT IR 0 BRI, 552 |, sl sUph 54
JCHIAEARTE A AR R AR 22 L, RZ BS54
TG AL [ ) FE 2R i 2000 LU S 1 52 A6 IR 58, DA
77 3 5 AT UL AW 51 U7 46 B LR AT SR AR R
(Chittka et al., 1994; Tunes et al., 2021) , Koski &
Ashman(2014) W58 % B, BAT 55D LIRI S R AL 2R 0T
RN GIPIRTE A R U T E WEE )
JEI4EJ% . Horth et al. (2014) #F 78 & 3L, {1 T4
RS 3PU S WS ESNPRLEHE: A J0E S SNy A
i TR AT BERE O P SR 0 s/ N B 3 AR, [R)I), T
VR K ZEAE AR Y 25 [A) o7 5 AN ] | % e 4 s &
TE 52 MW O X SR AT 7 I 42 firh (Papiorek et
al.,2016) . XLEWFFELRIRN], EHMOCKEIZE ] fE
JER M G AL IR T A R — Ry, eAh, &
SN SERT T RATHE VI R RO 36 A7 R A A
ZAEH . W Hirota et al. (2018) 58 & B, &A1&+
LUK Theretra spp. FITH 2K igk Agrius convolvuli 55
TEROE S T ATHER AT LAERR 43 P A6 2= 10 52 4RO kR
(EIPOREREE EAPO NN RiUE LU AN E S IE SINKE S
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PR O S A B X O A o R R Bk Manduca sexta
PR AEMOBCER SN E R A2 AT B0 &, X R 3 4541
Y A 2= 3% B B I A% 45 3kE S 1Y (White et al.,
1994; Brandenburg et al.,2012) .
3.3 FMAEN

S AN TE R AR | A R A A P i
WAL A ¥ FEEAE R, Forh G DO s il it 55
R Z A A (Tovée, 1995 ; Cronin & Bok,2016) .
V22 W ELA W AP E o R T M R
(Giraldo & Stavenga,2007; Wilts et al., 2011) | i} ¢
£ (Fenner et al.,2019) A1 KR (Imafuku et al.,2002)
ST 22 W B0 110 T A 00 8 T A AR R ) N 4544, T
DL N S SR AN (B 1-C) | SR W 5 1V e B R 1T
LR H AR S . WNBUE TR Colias eurytheme
NG VKU Eurema hecabe WESE AT LLTERA 53 9
WAESER 5% i 559 %) 58 G AE BE X R S AR 55 A ) e
BRI U 2 i P Gk SR A — e R AR Tk
A5 v O A A DA 1 J5 AR IS S (Kemp), 20065
2007; Papke et al.,2007) . £85I WE A 0] )
T ML B AR X 3 () R A A R e E S B
Wi C. philodice HEME 35 G Rl N 24 28, $2 i 28 e i
I % (Silberglied & Taylor, 1978) . M\ bk A} HIS 6
Bicyclus anynana 89T T8 2 5155 7% 19 IR B
SR M PR A B B AR, X TC R R B A5 A A
WA D) 5 B B %) 4 3k )2 1 (Robertson & Mon-
teiro,2005) o LAk, MfEBKE [FIAE T LA 58 AR i
B SR SR W | B AT ACE . 40 Kniiittel &
Fiedler(2001) W53 & Bi , KRN 5 1€ Polyommatus ica-
rus TESRNT ELAT 58 AW WU Fry o 5 9 2 1D A 1Y)
SRASIR U . SRR Pieris rapae WESE TT LA 48
A BE B E LA, 7E SR R R
96.20% H) Ml SR I 3 B SR AR ATy, HLAZ LI
FH 37.33% , 3510 25 w5 T 2R A OGR = PR ) s
(Obara et al.,2008) .
34 BERTE

BT EHR R R AN AEY TR, HA
PR TR 550 B0 AT BB A AR N R AR A
1k B0 I 24 b # A IME T AE ON (Glaser &
Stanewsky,2005) . it S HRUE R B USRI
() —FP e EERZE PR, Bt AR A, R H A w] R
IR R R S AR A, QSRS TR L B
Y5 04 3% 2l 15 4 DL I N 3F 5% (Stelzer & Chittka,
2010). Chittka et al.(2013) ] FH 4> [ 3 SH951H B4
ARMELIL SR T o 2 REWE Bombus terrestris B AT N

B, 05 AME AR AR Ak T LR 92 BRI E U (1)
T TR RS ISR T B R AR O B 1 T
G s, o H s E fE 12 h 225612 h
TSI T SRR R B B A &
T R R B SRR R R B B

4 FEHZESMIE T RYRRANHLH

B A R ik PR Y 22 AL R 48, AT AR
SRR AR 51 Ji] el A rh R B B 524000, IR ax s
MAF FHAL AT S, AR S & —17 02
N, AN PR AR . — ek, B AR A

T I B TG AZ 2 LR RN R B AT 21
BRI EER R R — LS 7 B A D
ZEH Oy TR T 30~50 kD BB EE 1, )8 T G &
B Z R % (Yuan et al., 2010 ; van der Kooi et al.,
2021) . AR KR MIBOCIEE A, BB, MR 1 — %
Al 43 Ry 5 A MEUR AR B 1 (ultraviolet-sensitive opsin,
UVRh) (4, I F 300~400 nm 22 [8] ) | ¥ S50 &
H (blue-sensitive opsin, BRh) (1., 4T 400~500 nm
Z ] FiHK i BUBA 5 11 (long-wavelength-sensitive
opsin, LWRh) (1, /T 500~600 nm 2 [d] ) . UVRh
T 1971 4F 75 B W A W% Ascalaphus macaronius '
B IR B ) % 52 (Hamdorf et al., 1971) , B J5 , T
1987 AF- 78 S8 L 0 19 O 832 2% RT h 28 31 2 4
UVRh, HJl Rh3 I Rh4, H A B ¥ 51— Bk Ry 72%
(Montell et al., 1987; Zuker et al., 1987) ,i% & I sh
TR AEIMI S . BEE AR ROR R &
JE L BEWME B E S E SR E CEEE B
ENisEASINZ SIS ISRl SRR 2 Y
(%) UVRh A 4k 9k %5 7 i1} (Briscoe & Chittka, 2001 ;
van der Kooi et al.,2021) ., S5k UVRh7EER )™
AFAE  (HN R Fh B A 2R 38 19 UVRh i FDG TS Bl
NS B 22 5, b K2R B Rk 1 FD
UVRh, XF #4360 nm 155G, (H—L6 B 3k
K2 AP 2 3/ L L UVRh(Yamaguchi et al., 2010;
Chen et al.,2013) . N, 2+l 8% Heliconius erato
AL A A TN, 7742 T 2 M UVRR, 4, 7
524 355 nm 1398 nm, $2 15 1 5HMILGE Y R BUE
AT REAE HE A PR 8RR 1) 52 S CREPEREA TR0 Py 3B TR
(Briscoe et al. ,2010;Bybee et al. ,2012) .

UVRh X585 MILGE A a2 A FH R BLAE 2 D7 T .
—& UVRh AJ 7 A5 B A A4 B K AT o, 4
XM Y E R (AVES . U Zhu et al.(2014)
WEGE R IR, BG5S ) 7 B (] ki sz 107 2 fh
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35 Rh3 5{ Rh4 19 0852 4 R7 e 425 09, 7 3F i
R1~R6 P47, R7 i e 8 32 B0 i J , RE I SR w0 5%
AP 7 B [R1 3 S T % WK norpA™ S8R TR T
TRl TR OGIAZ 28 RT Y norpA YIBEJT , B S g U]
PRI ZE MG 7 B 113 S 1 5 5 Z AH R, R1~R6 ikt
e uk A2 BP0 T, BEAE SEME AT SR B B S ) 7
0] 3kE SN, VK2 norpA™ 5878 PR A A i H R1~R6 11
norpA IRE S5 , B S0 XF 8 A8 (4 7 B[] 3k 2 7
WEARREIR AT , R A . —J& UVRh 2 5l
5 B U BT, AR IBOAREE G A5 5 A X
N FERXFMESL T, LEAMILBEE & B 9 A A B
O ALE R 58, UVRh 237 3 (052 5 86 5 HAb AN
(RIS SO IR 14232 15 B 2R R % 2 ph 2t
WX AT 4G, 72 B A 38 (Spaethe & Briscoe,
2005) . Yamaguchi et al.(2010) F1] F £ Fh i 25 11 5k
FAZE AR ARSI T AN TR AR e SR I SR e o vh
(IFE T, & B HE A5 (U Rh 1 (32 shAG , 20 SR
o Xof DT I8 4 194 i %14 J0) 111 Rh1\Rh3 \Rh4 ,Rh5 il
Rh6 2L R JE$ . Schnaitmann et al. (2013) W38 & ¥4
14 Rh4 Fl1 Rh6 [F] B AE7E R, R HL 0 e 6% AR 47l IX.
AR EE RN (A, {4 Rha A7, BA S b X 43
58 B R € (1) BB 00 A8 55, (EAR TE BB 43 3% 1 B G
B, M{H Rh6 fA7E T, BRI SR TeTk X 436
DL Ei

PR 15N, B HGA ) 2 A o —Fhoeaz 4 B
Feift 6.2 (cryptochrome, CRY) . CRY J&—FhX #5%
T S/ CHURA B R R E A, WAREIME-A/EDE
AR R AW R R R R
T ZAE H (Collins et al., 2005; Gegear et al., 2010) ,
Baik et al. (2017) BF 58 & #L CRY i 2 55 i 2 PR JE
X658 A7 A BURRA T A N, 5 4 e IR ez )7 1
R CYE RN, 5 DAL 11 R HE il 1) 68z A AH L
CRY =B 5 X 58 S S S N7 Ay i J3 4
Bf ], B G CRY S8 AR RIS SR X 55 Pty ka ek
A R S5, I HLRE 55 A6 56 P Jm il B 0T . %o
5L 4E/R T CRY AR R AT G S B DhBe , 4T
T DME B U SN 58 4 AR AR A TA R
X, #2058 T R HUERAMILGE B B NAIL I
5 RE

F USRI IS8R 1R T 19 42 80 4FEAR (H
FEBLJE B3 100 48 8], f T A SIS G5 10 SR B 4

Wi 20T R AMNILGE B AR SRR B o B A i
Y 0 TE 0 4187 (Cronin & Bok,2016) . JT4FE¥, i

Bl TP e e v PR D) S F (S R 3 AR ) 2 S R
Kt B AR I EA S CIRSZ 80 A0 8 7
TN ) Z FEVE DD RE A AIBLE . A, AR
20 4 60 AEAREE T B U S SMBURRE AIF A 1 R OGAT
LT CHHOR CAELAME Ry I A5 -z
(RS, 2019)  H 517 [ N AR SO EAT) + 53
WS DRI, A A SR | e R A A R
SEAMILE A 5T JERE L, s DL LA B

(1) 50 RN £ 0F i 55 1 46 B BUAR L, i
IR E 22 A A A% L (BT B 25, 2002) | IS 6 i€
Spodoptera exigua(Liu et al.,2018) VI E K I Os-
trinia furnacalis (18 5 55, 1998) A 48 17 45 1K
Adoxophyes orana (Satoh et al., 2017) . Bk % Myzus
persicae (Kirchner et al., 2005) | 332 iR IR & 1Y Bra-
dysia odoriphaga ( % 37 5 55, 2019) F1 7Y 4& & 5
Frankliniella occidentalis (75 L5 ,2012) 55 H 2R AR
o B S B SR AR A B S MR R
FEP ABAR ) - F - KBS RGP M6y
P, SE M B X AR R AT R T Bl vp i I 4 4 R RS
HIHLH 75 B — DRI, i AR A 3 e m] 722 )y
BRI SAE

(2)3R G 84181 5 Caliothrips phaseoli F1EEH
FHWSAE R AURT DUERAT 300 nm LAF (94546 B
E¥ (ultraviolet-B, UV-B) (Mazza et al., 2002;2010) .
FHAL L, AT UV-B W & k5 b, XX Pk i
SHMILGE I AR B O NG RE AR5 R i —
RASE .

(3) 8 T i@ WA FDEIE , B RO P e PR e
it AW Ak H A R RS R UVRh 2 L%
Fefk o i RS0 A [A] R HL R 28 UVRh AL A 4L
i SRR T R R RSO T A, SF T Y 22
S, A MBI A 18 WAL W20 PR
B B o A SR B L

(4) B HUkE G sl 08 52 58 A0 50 BT SO0 I 543 473 1)
AHOGHE B ML W ANTEAE . AR 25 HES TR
M AT AR R R AR S W2 A6 3 DAL i LA BH
1EEEAMCRA IR, 5 2 A0 S, B HU A HR A R FEE T
(R ELAIMGIRAZ S T U AR e 2 2
[ R R R i IR S T i e £ = N T E VAT S
EAE T — SR N TR AR A A AR AR A T
R 05 AAF DAE e 852 BT 52 A0 i SO0 I 43
Pio I L3RRl ) 1, AN B T3 4 A
B S ML i R PE RN R, & RN o8 35 B s
ARG I ELK A R 52 ML oE 1) I, FH $R A4
ARSCRPFLS HEA
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