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Abstract
Cytogenetic characteristics and genome size are powerful tools for species characterization and identifica-
tion of cryptic species, providing critical insights into phylogenetic and evolutionary relationships. Sitophi-
lus Linnaeus, 1758 grain weevils can benefit from such tools as key pest species of stored products and also 
as sources of archeological information on human history and past urban environments. Moreover, the 
phylogenetic relationship among these weevil species remains controversial and is largely based on single 
DNA fragment analyses. Therefore, cytogenetic analyses and genome size determinations were performed 
for four Sitophilus grain weevil species, namely the granary weevil Sitophilus granarius (Linnaeus, 1758), 
the tamarind weevil S. linearis (Herbst, 1797), the rice weevil S. oryzae (Linnaeus, 1763), and the maize 
weevil S. zeamais Motschulsky, 1855. Both maize and rice weevils exhibited the same chromosome num-
ber (2n=22; 10 A + Xyp). In contrast, the granary and tamarind weevils exhibited higher chromosome 
number (2n=24; 11 A + Xyp and 11 A + neo-XY, respectively). The nuclear DNA content of these species 
was not proportionally related to either chromosome number or heterochromatin amount. Maize and 
rice weevils exhibited similar and larger genome sizes (0.730±0.003 pg and 0.786±0.003 pg, respectively), 
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followed by the granary weevil (0.553±0.003 pg), and the tamarind weevil (0.440±0.001 pg). Parsimony 
phylogenetic analysis of the insect karyotypes indicate that S. zeamais and S. oryzae were phylogenetically 
closer than S. granarius and S. linearis, which were more closely related and share a more recent ancestral 
relationship.
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Introduction

Closely related species usually exhibit similar karyotypes concerning chromosome 
number and morphology. However, other characteristics such as the amount, size and 
distribution of heterochromatic blocks and/or nucleolus organizing regions (NORs) 
can vary considerably, even among cryptic species, which makes cytogenetic analyses 
powerful tools for species characterization and identification (Holecová et al. 2002, 
Rozek et al. 2004, Lachowska et al. 2004, 2006, 2008, 2009, Angus et al. 2011). As a 
consequence, these analyses can lead to important insights into phylogenetic relation-
ships and evolutionary history, contributing to the understanding of species context 
and relevance. Although seldom used, such knowledge is particularly appealing for 
economically important insect pest species, and/or species that shed light on human 
history/past urban environments, and grain trade and trade routes, as exemplified by 
stored product insect pest species (Levinson and Levinson 1994, Kenway and Carrott 
2006, Smith and Kenward 2011, Corrêa et al. 2017).

Interspecific divergence is also associated with chromosome variation (Goodisman 
et al. 2008), encouraging the use of cytogenetic analysis for inferences about the process 
of chromosome evolution (Sumner 2003). In this context, base-specific fluorochromes 
and fluorescent in situ hybridization (FISH) with different ribosomal DNA probes allow 
a more detailed analysis of the molecular structure of chromosomes, and reveal many 
more differences among closely related species than conventional techniques (Bione 
et al. 2005, Silva et al. 2009, Cabral-de-Mello et al. 2010, 2011). As an example, the 
identification of rRNA clusters in different species has been widely used in comparative 
cytogenetics to understand the patterns of karyotypic evolution in different taxonomic 
groups (Cuadrado et al. 2008, Cabral-de-Mello et al. 2011, Cioffi et al. 2011, Grozeva 
et al. 2011, Golub et al. 2015, Palacios-Gimenez and Cabral-de-Mello 2015).

Genome size is another trait useful in comparative studies in a variety of taxonomic 
levels (Gregory and Shorthouse 2003, Tsutsui et al. 2008, Tavares et al. 2012). Such 
information is also important to clarify the relationship between variation in genome 
size and chromosome number (Tsutsui et al. 2008, Cardoso et al. 2012, Jacobson et al. 
2012), and direct the selection of species for genome sequencing projects (Hardie et al. 
2002, Gregory 2005, Geraci et al. 2007).

Curiously, cytogenetic studies are non-existent for several taxa and species groups 
that have recognized importance as pest species, and exhibit archaeological relevance, 
such as grain weevils of the genus Sitophilus Linnaeus, 1758 (Kenway and Carrott 
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2006, Plarre 2010, Smith and Kenward 2011, Corrêa et al. 2017). A few species of 
Sitophilus weevils were karyotyped to date, mainly in the 1970’s and 1980’s (Inkmann 
1933, cited in Smith and Virkki 1978, Takenouchi 1958, cited in Smith and Virkki 
1978, Smith and Brower 1974, Smith and Virkki 1978, Barrion et al. 1988, Zhi-Yua 
et al. 1989, Moraes et al. 2003, Silva et al. 2015). However, the results of these earlier 
efforts involving grain weevils were discrepant, emphasizing the need for further and 
more reliable analysis. Only a single recent karyotype analysis of the maize weevil Sit-
ophilus zeamais Motschulsky, 1855 used more refined cytogenetic techniques (Silva et 
al. 2015). Knowledge of genome size is even scarcer, since no data are currently avail-
able in the literature for any species of Sitophilus.

The genus Sitophilus comprises fourteen species, three of which (the rice weevil S. 
oryzae (Linnaeus, 1763), the maize weevil S. zeamais and the granary weevil S. grana-
rius (Linnaeus, 1758)), are of greater scientific interest because of their broadly rec-
ognized status as primary pest species of stored products throughout the world (Rees 
1996, Danho et al. 2002, Ojo and Omoloye 2012). However, a congeneric fourth 
species, the tamarind weevil S. linearis (Herbst 1797), is also of scientific interest due 
to its devastating seed damage to tamarind crops (Tamarindus indica L.) (Adebayo et 
al. 2011, Ojo and Omoloye 2015).

The phylogenetic relationship among these weevils is controversial (Khan and 
Musgrave 1968, Plarre 2010). Sequencing-based molecular analyses of individual gene 
fragments, particularly those encoding cytocrome oxidase I, the elongation factor 1-al-
pha, and ribosome 28S provided the basis for the initial suggestion that S. granarius 
and S. zeamais form a sister taxon to S. oryzae, with S. linearis more distantly related 
(O’Meara 2001, Plarre 2010). Alternatively, the granary weevil was reported as a sister 
species of S. oryzae/S. zeamais (Lefevre et al. 2004), while in another study, S. oryzae 
and S. granarius form the sister group of S. zeamais (Conord et al. 2008). Sitophilus 
linearis was also considered a sister group of S.oryzae/S. zeamais, not S. granarius, in a 
recent study (Devi et al. 2017). Considering these difficulties and the resulting contro-
versy, cytogenetic analyses and genome size determinations are needed to shed light on 
the phylogenetic relationship among these Sitophilus species.

The aims of this study were to: 1) perform a comparative cytogenetic characteriza-
tion among S. granarius, S. linearis, S. oryzae and S. zeamais); 2) quantify the genome 
size of these four species; and 3) perform a more complete karyotype-based phyloge-
netic analysis with these species. The data will contribute to the understanding of the 
genomic organization and the taxonomic status of these species.

Materials and methods

Biological material

Sitophilus granarius were obtained from wheat kernels in Manhattan (Kansas, USA; 
39°11'18"N; 96°36'21"W); S. linearis was obtained from tamarind seeds in Piraci-
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caba (São Paulo, Brazil; 22°43'31"S; 47°38'57"W) and Montes Claros (Minas Gerais, 
Brazil; 16°44'06"S; 43°51'42"W); and S. oryzae was obtained from rice kernels in 
Cascavel (Paraná, Brazil; 24°57'21"S; 53°27'19"W) and São Borja (Rio Grande do Sul; 
Brazil; 28°39'38"S; 56°00'16"W). Samples of S. zeamais were obtained from maize 
kernels in Cruzeiro do Sul (Acre, Brazil; 07°37'52"S; 72°40'12"W) and Porto Alegre 
(Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil; 30°01'59"S; 51°13'48"W).

The last larval instars of each weevil species (i.e., Sitophilus granarius, S. linearis, S. 
oryzae and S. zeamais) were used for karyotyping and adult insects were used for ge-
nome size determination. Insects of each species were reared in glass containers (0.5 L) 
in an environmentally controlled rearing room (18 ± 2 °C, 70 ± 10% relative humidity 
and a photoperiod of 12:12 h L:D), containing grains of either wheat (S. granarius), 
tamarind fruits (S. linearis) or maize grains (S. oryzae and S. zeamais). The larvae were 
extracted from their respective hosts after inspection of different substrate grains with 
a LX-60 specimen radiography system equipped with a 14-bit digital camera (Faxitron 
X-Ray Corp., Wheeling, IL, USA). The adults were sieved from the grains, snap-frozen 
in dry ice and maintained under –80 °C until genome size determination.

Cytogenetic analyses

The cerebral ganglia of individuals of the last larval stage were processed according to 
Imai et al. (1988) after incubation in a hypotonic solution of colchicine (1% sodium 
citrate plus 0.005% colchicine) for 1 h 45 min. Conventional staining of the slides was 
performed with 4% Giemsa in Sörensen`s phosphate buffer pH 6.8, for 12 min. Slides 
were then washed in water and allowed to dry at room temperature. The C-banding 
technique was performed according to Lachowska et al. (2005), with modifications to 
the time of the HCl treatment (0.3M, for 4 min) and the Ba(OH)2 incubation (5%, 
for 3 min). Sequential staining with the fluorochrome DAPI/CMA3 was performed 
according to Schweizer (1980), with modifications related to the order of use of fluoro-
chromes and the processing times. DAPI was used first for 30 min, followed by CMA3 
for 1 h. The use of distamycin was omitted.

Mapping of ribosomal DNA was performed with probes for 18S rDNA obtained 
by PCR amplification using primers F (5’ TCATATGCTTGTCTAAAGA-3’) and R 
(3’-TCTAATTTTTTCAAAGTAAACGC-5’) designed for Melipona quinquefasciata 
Lepeletier, 1836 (Pereira 2006). During the amplification, the 18S rDNA probes were 
labeled by the indirect method using digoxigenin-11-dUTP (Roche, Mannheim, Ger-
many). Fluorescent in situ hybridization (FISH) was performed using the method pro-
posed by Pinkel et al. (1986), with modifications concerning the use of pepsin instead 
of proteinase K, before the dehydration and denaturation steps. The detection of the 
probe signal was achieved with antidigoxigenin-rhodamine. At the end, the slides were 
mounted with antifading mounting media containing DAPI (Vectashield).

 The sex chromosomes were identified by comparing female and male karyotypes. 
Ten male karyotypes of each species were mounted in order to establish which chro-
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mosomes do not form an exact pair. These chromosomes were considered the sex ones 
and, by comparison, it was possible to establish the chromosomes corresponding to 
the sex pair, in females. The sex determination system of the four species, in turn, was 
recognized by analysing meiotic figures from the testes following Dias et al. (2012). 
Males were identified by the rostrum morphology, which is smaller, thicker and more 
punctured than the female rostrum (Khan and Musgrave 1968).

An average of 20 metaphases per slide were evaluated with an Olympus BX60 
microscope coupled to an image capturing system (Image-Pro Plus Version 6.3, Media 
Cybernetics 2009). The slides stained with fluorochromes (CMA3/DAPI) were ana-
lyzed with an epifluorescence light microscope using excitation filters WB (λ = 330–
385 nm) and WU (λ = 450–480 nm) under oil immersion at 100× magnification. The 
chromosomes were classified according to Levan et al. (1964), and the karyotypes were 
mounted by pairing chromosomes in decreasing order of size.

Flow cytometry analysis

Genome size was estimated by flow cytometry as described in Hare and Johnston 
(2011), except that the mean fluorescence of the sample and standard were determined 
using a Beckman Coulter Cytoflex cytometer and the concentration of propidium 
iodide was 25μg/ml, rather than 50μg/ml. In brief, a single frozen weevil head plus a 
single frozen head of a Drosophila virilis Sturtevant, 1916 standard (1C = 328 Mbp) 
were placed into 1ml of Galbraith buffer in a 2 ml Kontes tissue grinder and ground 
with 15 strokes of the “A" pestle at a rate of 3 strokes per 2 seconds. The nuclei released 
by grinding were filtered through a 40µ nylon filter and stained with 25 ug/ml of 
propidium iodide for at least 30 minutes in the cold and dark. The relative fluores-
cence of the 2C nuclei from each of the four Sitophilus species and the standard were 
determined using the flow cytometer indicated above. The 1C amount of DNA was 
calculated as the ratio of the mean fluorescence of the diploid nuclei of the sample and 
standard times 328 Mbp.

Phylogenetic analysis

The relationship among the four species of Sitophilus grain weevils was determined 
using a matrix with a total of 20 karyotype characters, where five characters were 
parsimony informative (exhibiting at least two characters distinct among operation 
taxonomic units [OTUs]; i.e., the weevil species studied) (Table 2). A maximum par-
simony (MP) was consequently built using the heuristic search option in the TNT 
software (Goloboff et al. 2008). Node support was estimated by 100,000 bootstrap 
replicates using absolute frequency and search tree with implicit enumeration. The 
vine weevil Otiorhynchus bisulcatus (Fabricius, 1781) (Coleoptera: Curculionidae) was 
the outgroup (Holecová et al. 2013). The maximum parsimony tree shows only nodes 
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with bootstrap support > 50. For the phylogenetic analysis of the chromosomal data 
each structural rearrangement identified was considered a character and scored for vari-
ation among four species and the respective outgroup.

Results

Cytogenetics

Sitophilus granarius:
The karyotype of S. granarius showed 2n=24 chromosomes, including 11 pairs of au-
tosomes and a pair of sex chromosomes. Most autosomal pairs, except pairs 1, 4 and 5, 
exhibited a metacentric morphology. The first autosomal pair was longer than the re-
maining and the other pairs gradually decrease in size. The submetacentric X chromo-
some was similar in size to the 11th chromosome pair, while the metacentric Y chromo-
some was the smallest element in the set (Figures 1a). The heterochromatin, based on 
the C-banding staining, was restricted to the centromeric region of the 6th autosomal 
pair (Fig. 1a), to the short arm of the X chromosome and to one of the Y arms.

Sequential staining with fluorochromes, in turn, allowed the identification of 
CMA3

+ regions only in the centromere of the sixth autosomal pair and in one of the Y 
arms, whereas DAPI stained the short arm of the X chromosome and the complemen-
tary arm of the Y chromosome (Fig. 2a, b). The FISH technique using an 18S rDNA 
sequence probe showed a positive hybridization signal in the centromeric region of the 
sixth autosomal pair, both in males and females (Fig. 2c, d).

The analysis of male meiotic cells revealed a sex chromosome system of the Xyp 
type (Fig. 3a), and the meioformulae n=11 + XX and n=11 + Xyp, observed in females 
and males respectively.

Sitophilus linearis:
The karyotype of this species also exhibited 2n=24 chromosomes, which gradually 
decrease in size. Most autosomal chromosomes were metacentric, except pairs 1, 2, 10 
and 11, which were submetacentric. The submetacentric X chromosome was the long-
est element in the karyotype, while the Y showed a subtelocentric morphology equal 
in size to one of the medium-sized chromosomes (Fig. 1b). The C-banding technique 
showed small heterochromatic blocks in the centromeric region of all chromosomal 
pairs (Fig. 1b), including the sexual ones, similar to DAPI staining (Fig. 2f ). The chro-
mosomal staining with CMA3 revealed positive regions located in the telomeric region 
of pair 10 and in the short arm of the Y chromosome (Fig. 2e).

The chromosomal mapping of major rDNA clusters (18S) confirmed that riboso-
mal genes were located in the telomeric region of pair 10 and in the short arm of the 
Y chromosome. So, with both CMA3 and FISH, females showed two positive signals, 
while males showed three positive signals (Fig. 2g, h).
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Figure 1. Karyotypes of Sitophilus granarius (a), S. linearis (b), S. oryzae (c) and S. zeamais (d). The first 
and the second lines for each species represent female karyotypes stained with Giemsa and C-banding, 
respectively, while the third line represents male karyotypes stained with Giemsa (a, b, c) or C-band (d). 
Bar = 5 μm.

The typical parachute association of the sex chromosomes present in S. granarius 
was not observed, despite the analysis of several metaphase I cells. Instead, analysis of 
these cells showed an XY association in all cells evaluated (Fig. 3b). Therefore, its mei-
oformulae were n=11 + neo-XX and n=11 + neo-XY, for females and males, respectively.
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Figure 2. Metaphases of Sitophilus granarius (a–d), S. linearis (e–h), S. oryzae (i–k) and S. zeamais (l–n) 
stained with CMA3 and DAPI or submitted to rDNA 18S FISH. Pictures a, b, d, e, f, h represent male 
cells, while the remaining ones are from females. The arrows indicate the rDNA location, while blank and 
solid arrowheads indicate the X and the y chromosomes, respectively. Bar = 5 μm.
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Figure 3. Meiotic male metaphase cells of Sitophilus granarius (a), S. linearis (b), S. oryzae (c) and S. 
zeamais (d), stained with Giemsa, showing the typical parachute association of the sex chromosomes (ar-
rowhead) in all species, except in S. linearis. The asterisks indicate a B chromosome. Bar = 5 μm.

Sitophilus oryzae:
This species exhibited a karyotype consisting of 2n=22 chromosomes that gradually 
decreased in size. Nine autosomal pairs showed a metacentric morphology; only the 
autosomal pair 6 was submetacentric (Fig. 1c). The X chromosome was metacentric, 
presenting an intermediate size between the 7th and 8th chromosome pairs. The Y chro-
mosome was also metacentric, but belonged to the group of the small chromosomes 
(Fig. 1c). All autosomal chromosomes and the sexual pair possessed small heterochro-
matic blocks, rich in AT bases in the centromeric region, as showed by the C-banding 
and the DAPI staining (Figures 1c, 2j). The CMA3 staining and the FISH with 18S 
rDNA indicated that the ribosomal genes were located in the pericentromeric region 
of the 5th autosomal pair (Figures 2i, k).

Observation of meiotic cells indicated the sex pair exhibiting a parachute configu-
ration, as in S. granarius. Therefore, its meioformulae were n=10 + XX and n=10 + 
Xyp, for females and males, respectively (Fig. 3c).
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Sitophilus zeamais:
As described by Silva et al. (2015), the karyotype of this species had 2n = 22 chromo-
somes. All autosomal chromosomes of this species exhibited metacentric morphology 
and a gradual reduction in size. The X chromosome was also metacentric and presented 
an intermediate size between the first and second pair of autosomes, while the Y chro-
mosome presented a dot-like morphology (Fig. 1d).

Autosomes and the X chromosome exhibited small heterochromatic blocks in the 
centromeric region after C-banding and DAPI staining, while the Y chromosome was 
entirely euchromatic (Figures 1d, 2m). Populations of S. zeamais from Viçosa (MG), 
Unai (MG) and Porto Alegre (RS) showed 0-4 B chromosomes that were partially or 
completely heterochromatic (Fig. 1d). Bright signals were observed in the pericentro-
meric region of one chromosome of the third autosomal pair after CMA3 staining and 
hybridization with 18S rDNA probe (Figures 2l, n).

Analysis of meiotic cells confirmed that the sex pair exhibited the parachute con-
figuration, as in S. granarius and S. oryzae. Therefore, their meioformulae were n=10 + 
XX and 10 + Xyp, for females and males respectively (Fig. 3d).

Flow cytometry and Phylogenetic Analysis

The mean genome size (1C) estimates for the four Sitophilus species analysed in the 
present study and their chromosome numbers are in Table 1. Genome size was similar 
between sexes within each species, except when B chromosomes were present in one 
of the sexes, as in males of the maize weevil S. zeamais (Table 1). In contrast, genome 
size exhibited marked differences among species, which can be clustered in two distinct 
groups. The 1st group, encompassing S. granarius and S. linearis, exhibited smaller 
genome sizes (0.4395–0.5533 pg), while the 2nd group, encompassing S. oryzae and S. 
zeamais, exhibited larger genome sizes (0.7296–0.7865 pg). The technique indicated 
significant variation in genome size of the maize weevil confirming the presence of 
variable numbers of B chromosomes among specimens of this species and others not 
possessing them.

The phylogenetic analysis showed that S. zeamais and S. oryzae were phylogeneti-
cally closer than S. granarius and S. linearis, supported for the clade with bootstrap = 
66 (Table 2, Fig. 4). Furthermore, S. granarius and S. linearis have common and recent 
ancestry within the genus Sitophilus.

Discussion

Comparative karyotype characterization

The chromosome number of 2n=22, the parachute configuration, and the prevalence 
of metacentric chromosomes that we found in S. oryzae and S. zeamais represent cy-
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Table 1. Genome size estimates for the grain weevils Sitophilus granarius, S. linearis, S. oryzae and S. 
zeamais; the number of individuals analyzed (N) and chromosome number are indicated.

Species
Haploid genome size pg ± SE

(Mbp ± SE)
Female (F) Male (M)

N 
(F/M)

Chromosome 
number

Sitophilus granarius 0.5533 ± 0.003 (541.1 ± 2.9) 0.5561 ± 0.003 (543.9 ± 3.0) 5/4 2n=24
Sitophilus linearis 0.4395 ± 0.001 (429.8 ± 0.6) 0.4351 ± 0.001 (425.5 ± 1.4) 2/4 2n=24
Sitophilus oryzae 0.7865 ± 0.002 (769.2 ± 1.9) 0.7852 ± 0.003 (768.0 ± 3.1) 4/6 2n=22

Sitophilus zeamais 0.7296 ± 0.008 (713.5 ± 7.5) 0.7252 ± 0.003 (709.2 ± 2.8)
0.7860 ± 0.006 (768.7 ± 5.7)

5/3
-/2

2n=22
2n=22 + Bs

Table 2. Matrix data of karyotype features of the Sitophilus pest species and outgroup Otiorhynchus bisul-
catus (Coleoptera: Curculionidae).

Karyotype features
Species 

S. zeamais S. oryzae S. granarius S. linearis O. bisulcatus*
Number of chromosomes 0 0 1 1 0
Presence of B chromosomes 1 0 0 0 0
Sex-chromosome system (Xyp) 1 1 1 0 1
22 metacentric chromosomes 1 0 0 0 0
20 metacentric chromosomes 0 1 0 0 0
18 metacentric chromosomes 0 0 0 1 0
16 metacentric chromosomes 0 0 1 0 1
0 submetacentric chromosomes 1 0 0 0 0
2 submetacentric chromosomes 0 1 0 0 0
8 submetacentric chromosomes 0 0 1 1 0
6 submetacentric chromosomes 0 0 0 1 0
4 submetacentric chromosomes 0 0 0 0 1
1 telocentric chromosome 0 0 0 1 0
Number of the sexual pair 0 1 2 3 ?
Morphology of the X chromosome 1 1 0 0 1
Morphology of the y chromosome 0 1 1 2 0
Banda C pattern 0 0 1 0 0
DAPI distribution 0 0 1 0 1
CMA3 distribution** 0 1 2 3 4
NOR localization (FISH)** 0 1 2 3 4

*Outgroup obtained of Holecová et al. (2013); **non-informative characters; ?: missing data; 1, 2, 3 and 
4: number of variables in chromosome characters.

togenetic characteristics already described in most species of Curculionidae surveyed 
so far (Smith and Virkki 1978, Bárcenas-Ortega 1992, Lachowska et al. 1998, 2006, 
2008, Holecová et al. 2002, 2013, Rozek et al. 2009). Except for the chromosome 
number (2n=24), a third species, S. granarius, also exhibited karyotypic characteristics 
likely representing the plesiomorphic (i.e., ancestral) conditions for the Polyphaga sub-
order of Coleoptera, which are a sex chromosome system of the parachute type (Xyp) 
and prevalence of metacentric chromosomes (Smith and Virkki 1978, Lachowska et al. 
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1998, 2006, 2008, Holecová et al. 2002, 2013, Rozek et al. 2009). However, the 
tamarind weevil, S. linearis, exhibited a quite different karyotype from the other three 
species analysed.

First, the higher number of chromosomes observed in S. linearis and S. granarius 
(2n =24) suggests that the karyotype of these species may have evolved by centric fis-
sion of autosomes. Alternatively, the karyotypes of S. oryzae and S. zeamais, that have 
2n=22 chromosomes, could have originated as a result of pericentric inversions in 
small pairs followed by fusions between them. The first scenario, however, seems more 
probable, once 2n=22 is the prevalent and seems to be the ancestral chromosomal 
number for Curculionidae species (Smith and Virkki 1978, Holecová et al. 1995, La-
chowska et al. 1998). Additionally, centric fission has already been described as playing 
important roles in the karyotype evolution of other Curculionidae species, such as 
Peritelus familiaris (Lachowska et al. 2006), Cirrorhynchus kelecsenyi (Lachowska et al. 
2008) and for three sibling species of the Acalles echinatus group (i.e., A. echinatus, A. 
fallax and A. petryszaki) (Lachowska et al. 2009).

Secondly, cytogenetic analysis revealed differences among the four species related 
to the morphology and size of sex chromosomes. For example, in S. granarius and S. 
linearis, the X chromosome was submetacentric, but the Y chromosome was meta-
centric and subtelocentric, respectively. In contrast, S. oryzae and S. zeamais exhibited 
metacentric X chromosomes, but whereas the Y chromosome in S. zeamais was puncti-
form, that of S. oryzae was metacentric and not so small as in S. zeamais. In S. linearis, 
in particular, the X chromosome represents the longest element in the karyotype and 
the Y is also significantly longer than the four/five small autosomes pairs. They are 
also much larger than the sexual ones in the other three species analysed. Additionally, 
B chromosomes were found exclusively in some populations of S. zeamais. Together, 
these characteristics facilitate the identification of this particular species.

Thirdly, as the sex chromosomes of S. linearis are large and form a well differ-
entiated figure from the Xyp of the other Sitophilus species in first meiosis, we pro-
pose that this species has a sex determination system of the neo-XY type. However, 
translocation(s) between an autosomal pair and the sex chromosomes in an ancestral 

Figure 4. Parsimony tree of Sitophilus species with bootstrap values for each node/branch inferred using 
karyotype traits provided in the Table 2. Node support values below 50% were not recorded in the tree.
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species, with increase of the X-Y sizes and reduction in the number of autosomes, 
does not seem to explain the origin of the neo-XY system in S. linearis. Although 
the(se) translocation(s) were already observe in some insect species (Macaisne et al 
2006, Dutrillaux and Dutrillaux 2007, Mamuris and Dutrillaux 2013), S. linearis does 
not exhibit the reduction in the number of autosomes. Thus, the translocation-based 
explanation of the origin of the neo-XY system in the tamarind weevil seems flawed. In 
contrast, this species possesses 2n=24 chromosomes, while the chromosome number 
of 2n=22 represents the plesiomorphic condition for this genus, as already discussed, 
what allows for an alternative explanation for the neo-XY system.

A more plausible explanation for the neo-XY system in S. linearis would be the 
contributions of more than one autosomal pair to form the large neo-XY chromo-
somes, with decreases in their sizes, but without reduction in their number, as report-
ed for Calcosoma atlas (Dutrillaux and Dutrillaux 2013). In this sense, cytogenetic 
analysis provided clear evidence of the absence of the first larger autosome pair in the 
karyotype S. linearis, a characteristic easily recognized in the other three Sitophilus 
species and, consequently, its participation in this process. Additionally, consider-
ing the actual size of the sex chromosomes of S. linearis, the fact that the two/three 
first pairs of chromosomes of this species are more similar in size than the equivalent 
chromosomes in the karyotypes of other Sitophilus species, and the diminutive size 
of the sexual chromosomes of its phylogenetically closer species, S. granarius (see be-
low), we can suggest that these chromosomes could also be involved in the formation 
of the neo-XY chromosomes of S. linearis, with small reductions in their sizes. The 
presence of rDNA clusters in the Y chromosomes of S. linearis, as discussed above, is 
another indication of these translocations. However, further studies will be necessary 
to confirm this mechanism, the autosomal pairs involved in the process and the exact 
chromosomal rearrangements concerning the evolution of the neo-sex chromosomes 
of S. linearis.

The genus Sitophilus, especially S. granarius, possesses a small amount of hetero-
chromatin that was located preferentially at the centromeric region, as in most Curcu-
lionidae (Holecová et al. 2002, 2013, Rozek et al. 2004, Lachowska et al. 2005, 2008, 
2009, Kajtoch and Lachowska-Cierlik 2009). However, as three of the four species ana-
lysed exhibited the same heterochromatic distribution pattern, the C-banding patterns 
obtained did not allow further discrimination. This finding confirms observations by 
Rozek et al. (2004) that in species with small amounts of heterochromatin, C-banding 
patterns cannot be used in taxonomic and phylogenetic investigations. Nonetheless, 
even considering the consistently and uniquely small heterochromatin amount present 
in the karyotype of S. granarius, the heterochromatin distribution pattern obtained for 
this species clearly allowed its separation from the other Sitophilus species.

The coincidence of DAPI staining with the C-banding marks in the chromosomes of 
S. granarius, S. linearis and S. oryzae, as well as in S. zeamais (Silva et al. 2015), demonstrate 
the occurrence of a higher amount of AT base pairs in the heterochromatic sequences of 
these species. Positive DAPI signals were present in the majority of weevils previously 
studied confirming that AT pairs often make up the main part of the heterochromatin in 
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these species (Lachowska 2008, Lachowska et al. 2008, Holecová et al. 2013). Up to now, 
Otiorhynchus s. str. bisulcatus is the only Curculionidade species in which the heterochro-
matin is rich in AT and GC base pairs (Holecová et al. 2013), as several positive marks for 
DAPI and CMA3 were visualized in the majority of its chromosomes.

The analysis of the localization and distribution of rRNA clusters largely contribut-
ed toward the cytogenetic characterization of the four Sitophilus species analysed. The 
findings indicate that ribosomal genes are located in a single autosomal pair in three (S. 
granarius, S. oryzae and S. zeamais) of the four analysed species (different pairs for each 
species). This corroborates previous reports suggesting that an autosome pair performs 
as a nucleolus organizer in Coleoptera (Virkki et al. 1984, Colomba et al. 2000, Moura 
et al. 2003, Gómez-Zurita et al. 2004, Bione et al. 2005, Cabral-de-Mello et al. 2011). 
This is also the most common pattern observed in the few species of Curculionidae 
for which the location of the rDNA clusters has been studied, through CMA3 staining 
or silver impregnation (Lachowska 2008, Lachowska et al. 2005, 2006, 2008, 2009, 
Holecová et al. 2013).

In S. linearis, however, positive CMA3 and FISH stainings were also detected in 
the Y chromosome. Data obtained, therefore, evidenced that in this species, the Y 
chromosome also bears rDNA clusters. To our knowledge, this is the first time that 
rDNA genes is mapped directly (FISH) on the Y chromosome in Curculionidae, while 
the presence of rDNA genes on the X or on both sex chromosome (besides autosomes 
ones) have already been documented in some species of Coleoptera, by FISH analysis 
(Gómez-Zurita et al. 2004, Bione et al. 2005, Cabrero and Camacho 2008, Cabral de 
Mello et al. 2011). Furthermore, centromeric, pericentromeric and telomeric clusters 
were observed in S. granarius, S. oryzae/S. zeamais and in S. linearis, respectively. Trans-
position of genes to new locations, inversions, translocations, ectopic recombination, 
transposable elements and hybridization without a change in chromosome number 
are all mechanisms that have already been used to explain this variation in the locali-
zation of rDNA genes (Cabrero and Camacho 2008, Panzera et al. 2012, Pita et al. 
2013, Golub et al. 2015, Vershinina et al. 2015). Thus, results presented here show 
that rDNA loci may be considered an important cytogenetic marker for this genus 
and that cytogenetic analysis on different populations and/or other Sitophilus species 
will certainly contribute to a better understanding of mechanisms responsible for their 
ribosomal loci variation.

Additionally, CMA3 and FISH results revealed fluorescent labels in only one of 
the homologous of the pair 3 in S. zeamais. Although methodological problems can-
not be excluded as a source of this variability, it seems unlikely that both techniques 
would yield the same results, even because they were efficient for the detection of the 
localization of rDNA genes in the other three Sitophilus species. Thus, we believe that 
this represents a size polymorphism between these homologous and, consequently, 
that both of them would contain rDNA genes, but that in one of them, the low copy 
number of ribosomal cistrons (< 10kb [Yiang and Gill 1994]) could not be detected 
with the probe used here. This suggestion is supported by the fact that this result was 
found in both populations analysed (Cruzeiro do Sul and Porto Alegre).
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Genome size divergence

The flow cytometry analyses provided a preliminary scenario about the haploid ge-
nome size variation among the Sitophilus species. The genome size of S. oryzae (0.7865 
pg) was similar to S. zeamais (0.7296 pg), whereas S. granarius (0.5533 pg) exhibited 
a small genome size, and an even smaller was found in S. linearis (0.4395 pg). These 
findings also corroborate the reportedly high intra genus variation in arthropods, as S. 
oryzae has 66% more DNA than S. linearis. Although genome size variation is mainly 
due to variation in the amount of non-coding DNA not necessarily reflecting phy-
logenetic relationship, this does not seem the case for grain weevils, as we reported 
here. The variation in DNA content among these four weevil species is consistent and 
reinforces the phylogenetic relationship among them based on the karyotypes reported 
here and also on their endosymbionts (Lefevre et al. 2004).

Cytometry data also provided evidence that nuclear DNA content is not propor-
tionally related to either the chromosomal number, or the heterochromatin amount 
in Sitophilus species. In the first case, both smaller genome species (i.e., S. linearis and 
S. granarius) exhibit higher chromosome numbers than the species with higher ge-
nome sizes (S. oryzae and S. zeamais). In the second case, S. linearis exhibited a similar 
amount of heterochromatin to both S. oryzae and S. zeamais, and a larger amount than 
S. granarius, despite the smaller genome size of S. linearis. The genome sizes of Sitophi-
lus males and females were similar, although three species exhibit the Xyp system, while 
the tamarind weevil exhibits the neo-XY sex determination system. This findings are 
suggestive that the genome size variation observed in Sitophilus grain weevils may be 
a result of repetitive DNA sequences (e.g., satellite DNA, transposable elements etc.) 
accounting for a more complex gene regulation in species with larger genome size, as 
reported for eukaryotes (Comeron 2006, Biscotti et al. 2015). These larger genome 
sizes correspond to the more ancestral species, S. oryzae and S. zeamais, among the 
grain weevil species. The higher specialization and loss of non-coding DNA may ac-
count for the smaller genome size of the more recent grain weevil species, S. granarius 
and S. linearis.

The obtained genome size of the Sitophilus species were within the previously de-
scribed range for eight other species of Curculionidae, that include four of the genus 
Anthonomus Germar, 1817 (0.62-0.86 pg – Bárcenas-Ortega 2005, Gregory 2017), 
one Dendroctonus Erichson, 1836 (0.21 pg – Gregory et al. 2013), one Aramigus Horn, 
1876 (3.32 pg – Normark 1996), one Lissorhoptrus LeConte, 1876 (1,00 pg – He et 
al. 2016) and one Xyleborus Eichhoff, 1864 (0.24 pg – Hanrahan and Johnston 2011). 
The values obtained were also within the constrained value proposed for Gregory 
(2002) for holometabolous insects (2 pg). However, these values are smaller than that 
of Aramigus tessellatus (Say, 1824) (Normark 1996), a parthenogenetic polyploidy spe-
cies of Curculionidae with DNA content ranging from 3.32 to 5.02 pg, depending on 
the analysed lineage (Normark 1996).

Worth noting is also the fact that two genome size estimates were obtained for S. 
zeamais males. Considering that this species may possess from 0-4 B chromosomes, 
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their presence in some individuals explain the difference observed. However, we were 
unable to carry out cytogenetic and flow cytometry analyses using the same individuals. 
Consequently, we could neither establish the number of B chromosomes that different 
individuals possessed nor the contribution of each B chromosome to the whole genome.

Grain weevil phylogeny

Finally, the parsimony phylogenetic analysis had only mild bootstrap support due to 
the limited number of informative karyotype characters available, but it does agree 
with the descriptive analysis of Sitophilus karyotype, which provides evidence that S. 
zeamais and S. oryzae are phylogenetically closer when compared with S. granarius and 
S. linearis. The new finding not previously reported is the higher proximity of S. gra-
narius to S. linearis, suggesting a common and more recent ancestry for both species. 
This finding is also consistent with the genome size and the number of chromosomes 
of these species, the closer association of the granary weevil with stored grains losing 
its flight ability (Plarre 2010), and with the higher host specialization of the tamarind 
weevil (Adebayo et al. 2011, Ojo and Omoloye 2015).

The ancient origin (ca. 8.7 million years ago) and closer association between the 
maize and rice weevils were recently reinforced with comprehensive molecular data 
(Ojo et al. 2016, Corrêa et al. 2017). This finding is consistent with the ancestral 
karyotype shared by both species and also resemble that of the granary weevil and their 
fossil records (Plarre 2010, Corrêa et al. 2017), but is significantly distinct from that 
of the tamarind weevil. The latter species was recently suggested as clustering with S. 
oryzae and S. zeamais, not S. granarius, but based only on mtCOI sequence fragment 
(Devi et al. 2017). Nonetheless, this latter report diverges from the available informa-
tion on karyotype, genome size, endosymbiont association, and life-history traits of 
these species (O’Meara 2001, Lefevre et al. 2004, Plarre 2010, and present study). 
Therefore, the current weight of evidence aided by our findings indicate that the origin 
of the tamarind weevil is more recent and so is its phylogenetic divergence from the 
granary weevil and the other stored grain weevils, the maize and rice weevils.

The ancient origin of the grain weevils, likely pre-dating the onset of agriculture 
in Southeast Asia and the India subcontinent, together with their recent adaptation to 
stored products, make these earlier invader species useful for tracking grain and trade 
routes since the Neolithic period between 15,200 and 2,000 BC (Levinson and Levin-
son 1994, Kenway and Carrott 2006, Smith and Kenward 2011, Panagiotakopulu and 
Buckland 2017). More abundant fossil information is available for the granary weevil, 
which is more closely associated with stored commodities due to its inability to fly, but 
the oldest fossil records are from the maize weevil reinforcing the ancient origin of this 
species (Levinson and Levinson 1994, Kenway and Carrott 2006, Plarre 2010, Pana-
giotakopulu and Buckland 2017). Again this is in contrast with the tamarind weevil, 
whose dispersion is more recent and allegedly associated with the Indian palm (i.e., the 
tamarind) (Plarre 2010).
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Conclusion

In summary, we were able to describe the karyotype of the tamarind weevil and extend 
the karyotypic analysis of the maize weevil, allowing a comparative cytogenetic char-
acterization of the four Sitophilus grain weevils (S. granarius, S. linearis, S. oryzae, and 
S. zeamais). A more complete karyotype-based phylogenetic analysis of these four spe-
cies, aided by the quantification of genome size in each, shed light on the conflicting 
phylogeny of the grain weevil species. The ancestral and closer phylogenetic association 
between S. zeamais and S. oryzae was recognized, as was the more recent cluster encom-
passing S. granarius and S. linearis and a shared ancestral relationship.

Acknowledgements

We are grateful to Dr. Bh. Subramayan for providing specimens of S. granarius for our 
study, and to Dr. Silvia G. Pompolo, Dr. Denilce M. Lopes and Dr. Lucio Antonio O. 
Campos for their technical assistance and valuable suggestions. Mention of trade names 
or commercial products in this publication is solely for the purpose of providing specific 
information and does not imply recommendation or endorsement by the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture. USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer. We are also 
grateful to the National Council of Scientific and Technological Development (CNPq, 
Brazilian Ministry of Science and Technology), CAPES Foundation (Brazilian Ministry 
of Education), the Minas Gerais State Foundation for Research Aid (FAPEMIG) and 
Arthur Bernardes Foundation (FUNARBE) for the financial support provided.

References

Adebayo RA, Ayertey JN, Cobblah MA (2011) Suitability of tamarind and some selected 
crops seeds for the survival and development of Sitophilus linearis (Herbst) (Coleoptera: 
Curculionidae). International Journal of Biology 3: 83–89. https://doi.org/10.5539/ijb.
v3n3p83

Angus RB, Dellow J, Winder C, Credland PF (2011) Karyotype differences among four spe-
cies of Calosobruchus Pic (Coleoptera: Bruchidae). Journal of Stored Products Research 47: 
76–81. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jspr.2010.10.003

Bárcenas-Ortega NM (1992) Cytogenetic and genome size studies of the boll weevil Anthono-
mus grandis Boheman and related species (Coleoptera, Curculionidae). PhD Dissertation, 
Texas A & M University, College Station (TX), 238 pp.

Barrion AA, Saxeno RC, Jilani G (1988) Spermatogenetic Cells and Chromosomes of Sitophi-
lus oryzae (L.) and Sitophilus zeamais (Mots.) (Coleoptera: Curculionidae). Cytologia 53: 
659–664. https://doi.org/10.1508/cytologia.53.659

Bione E, Camparoto ML, Simões ZLP (2005) A study of the constitutive heterochromatin and 
nucleolus organizer regions of Isocopris inhiata and Diabroctis mimas (Coleoptera: Scarabae-

https://doi.org/10.5539/ijb.v3n3p83
https://doi.org/10.5539/ijb.v3n3p83
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jspr.2010.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1508/cytologia.53.659


Alexandra Avelar Silva et al.  /  Comparative Cytogenetics 12(2): 223–245 (2018)240

idae, Scarabaeinae) using C-banding, AgNO3 staining and FISH techniques. Genetics and 
Molecular Biology 28: 111–116. https://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-47572005000100019

Biscotti MA, Olmo E, Heslop-Harrison JS (2015) Repetitive DNA in eukaryotic genomes. 
Chromosome Research 23: 415–420. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10577-015-9499-z

Cabral-de-Mello DC, Moura RC, Carvalho R, Souza MJ (2010) Cytogenetic analysis of two 
related Deltochilum (Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae) species: diploid number reduction, ex-
tensive heterochromatin addition and differentiation. Micron 41: 112–117. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.micron.2009.10.005

Cabral-de-Mello DC, Oliveira SG, Moura RC, Martins C (2011) Chromosomal organization 
of the 18S and 5S rRNAs and histone H3 genes in Scarabaeinae coleopterans: insights into 
the evolutionary dynamics of multigene families and heterochromatin. BMC Genetics 12: 
88–99. https://doi.org/10.1186/14712156-12-88

Cabrero J, Camacho JP (2008) Location and expression of ribosomal RNA genes in grasshop-
pers: abundance of silent and cryptic loci. Chromosome Research 16(4): 595-607.https://
doi.org/10.1007/s10577-008-1214-x

Cardoso DC, Carvalho CR, Cristiano MC, Soares FAF, Tavares MG (2012) Estimation of 
nuclear genome size of the genus Mycetophylax Emery, 1913: evidence of no whole-ge-
nome duplication in Neoattini. Comptes Rendus Biologies 335: 619–624. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.crvi.2012.09.012

Cioffi MB, Kejnovsky E, Bertollo LAC (2011) The chromosomal distribution of micros-
atellite repeats in the genome of the wolf fish Hoplias malabaricus, focusing on the sex 
chromosomes. Cytogenetics and Genome Research 132(4): 289–296. https://doi.
org/10.1159/000322058

Colomba M, Vitturi R, Zunino M (2000) Karyotype analysis, banding, and fluorescent in 
situ hybridization in the Scarab beetle Gymnopleurus sturmi McLeay (Coleoptera: Scar-
abaeoidea: Scarabaeidae). Journal of Heredity 91: 260–264. https://doi.org/10.1093/
jhered/91.3.260

Conord C, Despres L, Vallier A, Balmand S, Miquel C, Zundel S, Lemperiere G, Heddi A 
(2008) Long-term evolutionary stability of bacterial endosymbiosis in the Curculionidea: 
additional evidence of symbiont replacement in the Dryophthoridae family. Molecular 
Biology and Evolution 25: 859–868. https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msn027

Corrêa AS, Vinson CC, Braga LS, Guedes RNC, Oliveira LO (2017) Ancient origin and recent 
range expansion of the maize weevil Sitophilus zeamais, and its genealogical relationship 
to the rice weevil S. oryzae. Bulletin of Entomological Research 107: 9–20. https://doi.
org/10.1017/S0007485316000687

Cuadrado A, Cardoso M, Jouve N (2008) Physical organization of simple sequence repeats 
(SSRs) in Triticeae: structural, functional and evolutionary implications. Cytogenetics and 
Genome Research 120 (3/4): 210–219. https://doi.org/10.1159/000121069

Danho M, Gaspar C, Haubruge E (2002) The impact of grain quantity on the biology of 
Sitophilus zeamais Motschulsky (Coleoptera: curculionidae): oviposition, distribution of 
eggs, adult emergence, body weight and sex ratio. Journal of Stored Products Research 38: 
259–266. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-474X(01)00027-3

https://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-47572005000100019
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10577-015-9499-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micron.2009.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micron.2009.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1186/14712156-12-88
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10577-008-1214-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10577-008-1214-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crvi.2012.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crvi.2012.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1159/000322058
https://doi.org/10.1159/000322058
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhered/91.3.260
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhered/91.3.260
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msn027
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007485316000687
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007485316000687
https://doi.org/10.1159/000121069
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-474X(01)00027-3


Cytogenetics and phylogeny of Sitophilus grain weevils 241

Devi SR, Thomas A, Reijith KB, Ramamurthy VV (2017) Biology, morphology and molecular 
characterization of Sitophilus oryzae and S. zeamais (Coleoptera: Curculionidae). Journal of 
Stored Products Research 73: 135–141. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jspr.2017.08.004

Dias G, Yotoko KSC, Gomes LF, Lino-Neto J (2012) Uncommon formation of two antiparal-
lel sperm bundles per cyst in tenebrionid beetles (Coleoptera). Naturwissenschaften 99: 
773–777. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00114-012-0949-6

Dutrillaux Am, Dutrillaux B (2007) X-Y-autosome translocation, chromosome compac-
tion, NOR expression and heterochromatin insulation in the Scarabaeid beetle Dy-
nates hercules hercules. Cytogenetics Genome Research 116: 305–310. https://doi.
org/10.1159/000100415

Geraci NS, Jonston JS, Robinson JP, Wikel SK, Hill CA (2007) Variation in genome size of 
argasid and ixodid ticks. Insect Biochemical and Molecular Biology 37: 399–408. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ibmb.2006.12.007

Goloboff PA, Farris JS, Nixon KC (2008) TNT, a free program for phylogenetic analysis. Cla-
distics 24(5): 774–786. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-0031.2008.00217.x

Golub NV, Golub VB, Kuznetsova VG (2015) Variability of 18rDNA loci in four lace bug spe-
cies (Hemiptera, Tingidae) with the same chromosome number. Comparative Cytogenet-
ics 9(4): 513–522. https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v9i4.5376

Gómez-Zurita J, Pons J, Pettipierre E (2004) The evolutionary origin of a novel karyotype in 
Timarcha (Coleoptera, Chrysomelidae) and general trends of chromosome evolution in the 
genus. Journal of Zoological Systematics and Evolutionary Research 42: 332–341. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0469.2004.00267.x

Goodisman MAD, Kovacs JL, Hunt BG (2008) Functional genetics and genomics in ants 
(Hymenoptera: Formicidae): the interplay of genes and social life. Myrmecological News 
11: 107–117.

Gregory TR (2002) Genome size and development complexity. Genetica 115: 131–146. https://
doi.org/10.1023/A:1016032400147

Gregory TR (2005) The C-value enigma in plants and animals: a review of parallels and 
an appeal for partnership. Annals of Botany 95: 133–146. https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/
mci009

Gregory TR (2017) Animal genome size database. http://www.genomesize.com [accessed 01. 
December 2017]

Gregory TR, Shorthouse DP (2003) Genome sizes of spiders. Journal of Heredity 94: 285–290. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhered/esg070

Gregory TR, Nathwani P, Bonnett TR, Huber DPW (2013) Sizing up arthropod genomes: 
an evaluation of the impact of environmental variation of genome size estimates by flow 
cytometry and the use of qPCR as a method of estimation. Genome 56: 505–510. https://
doi.org/10.1139/gen-2013-0044

Grozeva S, Kuznetsova VG, Anokhin BA (2011) Karyotypes, male meiosis and comparative 
FISH mapping of 18S ribosomal DNA and telomeric (TTAGG)n repeat in eight species 
of true bugs (Hemiptera, Heteroptera). Comparative Cytogenetics 5(4): 355–374. https://
doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v5i4.2307

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jspr.2017.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00114-012-0949-6
https://doi.org/10.1159/000100415
https://doi.org/10.1159/000100415
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibmb.2006.12.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibmb.2006.12.007
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1096-0031.2008.00217.x
https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v9i4.5376
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0469.2004.00267.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0469.2004.00267.x
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1016032400147
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1016032400147
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mci009
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mci009
http://www.genomesize.com
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhered/esg070
https://doi.org/10.1139/gen-2013-0044
https://doi.org/10.1139/gen-2013-0044
https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v5i4.2307
https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v5i4.2307


Alexandra Avelar Silva et al.  /  Comparative Cytogenetics 12(2): 223–245 (2018)242

Hardie DC, Gregory TR, Hebert PDN (2002) From pixels to picograms: a beginners’ guide 
togenome quantification by Feulgen image analysis densitometry. Journal of Histochemis-
try and Cytochemistry 50: 735–749. https://doi.org/10.1177/002215540205000601

Hare EE, Johnston JS (2011) Genome size determination using flow cytometry of propidium 
iodide-stained nuclei. Molecular Methods for Evolutionary Genetics 772: 3–12. https://
doi.org/10.1007/978-1-61779-228-1_1

Holecová M, Rozek M, Lachowska D (1995) Chromosome complement and meiosis in eigth 
bisexual species of weevil (Curculionidae, Coleoptera). Folia Biologica (Kraków) 43: 41–49.

Holecová M, Rozek M, Lachowska D (2002) Heterochromatic banding patterns on chromo-
somes of twelve weevil species (Insecta, Coleoptera, Curculionoidea: Apionidae, Curculio-
nidae). Folia Biologica (Kraków) 50: 129–134.

Holecová M, Maryanska-Nadachowska A, Rozek M (2013) Cytogenetic analysis of Otiorhyn-
chus bisulcatus (Fabricius, 1781) and O. (Zadrehus) atroapterus (De Geer, 1775) (Coleop-
tera, Curculionidae, Entiminae) using C Bands, NORs, and DAPI/CMA3 staining. Folia 
Biologica (Kraków) 61: 177–183. https://doi.org/10.3409/fb61_3-4.177

Imai HT, Taylor RW, Crosland MWJ, Crozier RH (1988) Modes of spontaneous evolution in 
ants with reference to the minimum interaction hypothesis. Japanase Journal of Genetics 
63: 159–185. https://doi.org/10.1266/jjg.63.159

Jacobson AL, Johnston JS, Rotenberg D, Whitfield AE, Booth W, Vargo EL, Kennedy GG 
(2012) Genome size and ploidy of Thysanoptera. Insect Molecular Biology 1165: 12–17. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2583.2012.01165 3.0

Jiang J, Gill BS (1994) Nonisotopic in situ hybridization and plant genome mapping: the first 
10 years. Genome 37: 717–725. https://doi.org/10.1139/g94-102

Kajtoch L, Lachowska-Cierlik D (2009) Genetic Constitution of Parthenogenetic Form of 
Polydrusus inustus (Coleoptera: Curculionidae) – Hints of Hybrid Origin and Recom-
binations. Folia Biologica (Kraków) 57: 149–156. https://doi.org/10.3409/fb57_3-
4.149-156

Kenway H, Carrott J (2006) Insect species associations characterize past occupation sites. Jour-
nal of Archeology 33: 1452–1473. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2005.06.018

Khan NR, Musgrave AJ (1968) Some anatomical differences of possible taxonomic value in 
the female reproductive organs of Sitophilus (Curculionidae: Coleoptera). The Canadian 
Entomologist 100: 226–1228. https://doi.org/10.4039/Ent1001226-11

Lachowska D (2008) Karyotypes and chromosome rearrangements in two tribes of weevils 
(Coleoptera, Curculionidae: Sciaphiini and Brachyderini). Folia Biologica (Kraków) 56: 
219–225. https://doi.org/10.3409/fb.56_3-4.219-225

Lachowska D, Holecová M, Rozek M (1998) Karyotypic data on weevils (Coleoptera, Curcu-
lionidae). Folia Biologica (Kraków) 46: 129–136

Lachowska D, Holecová M, Rozek M (2004) Notes on chromosome numbers and C-banding 
pattern in karyotypes of some weevils from Central Europe (Coleoptera, Curculionoidea: 
Apionidae, Nanophyidae, Curculionidae). Folia Biologica (Kraków) 52: 61–66.

Lachowska D, Holecová M, Rozek M (2005) C-banding karyotype and NORs analyses in eight 
species of Barypeithes Duval from Central Europe (Coleoptera, Curculionidae, Entiminae). 
Caryologia 58: 274–280. https://doi.org/10.1080/00087114.2005.10589463

https://doi.org/10.1177/002215540205000601
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-61779-228-1_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-61779-228-1_1
https://doi.org/10.3409/fb61_3-4.177
https://doi.org/10.1266/jjg.63.159
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2583.2012.01165
https://doi.org/10.1139/g94-102
https://doi.org/10.3409/fb57_3-4.149-156
https://doi.org/10.3409/fb57_3-4.149-156
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2005.06.018
https://doi.org/10.4039/Ent1001226-11
https://doi.org/10.3409/fb.56_3-4.219-225
https://doi.org/10.1080/00087114.2005.10589463


Cytogenetics and phylogeny of Sitophilus grain weevils 243

Lachowska D, Rozek M, Holecová M, Kajtloch L (2006) Cytogenetic differences between Peri-
telus familiaris and Centricnemus leucogrammus (Coleoptera: Curculionidae: Entiminae: 
Peritelini). European Journal of Entomology 103: 687–690. https://doi.org/10.14411/
eje.2006.089

Lachowska D, Holecová M, Rozek M (2008) Cytotaxonomy and karyology of the tribe Otio-
rhynchini (Coleoptera: Curculionidae). European Journal of Entomology 105: 175–184. 
https://doi.org/10.14411/eje.2008.026

Lachowska D, Rozek M, Holecová M (2009) Chromosomal similarities and differences among 
three sibling species of the Acalles echinatus group (Coleoptera, Curculionidae, Cryptho-
rhynchinae). Zootaxa 1985: 63–68. www.mapress.com/zootaxa

Lefevre C, Charles H, Vallier A, Delobel B, Farrel B, Heddi A (2004) Endosymbiont phylogen-
esis in the Dryophthoridae weevils: evidence for bacterial replacement. Molecular Biology 
and Evolution 21: 965–973. https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msh063

Levan A, Fredga K, Sonberg A (1964) Nomenclature for centromeric position on chromo-
somes. Hereditas 52: 201–220. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1964.tb01953.x

Levinson H, Levinson A (1994) Origin of grain storage and insect species consuming desiccat-
ed food. Anzeiger für Schädlingskunde, Pflanzenschuts, Umweltschutz 67: 47–59. https://
doi.org/10.1007/BF01906428

Macaisne N, Dutrillaux AM, Dutrillaux B (2006) Meiotic behaviour of a new complex X-
Y-autosome translocation and amplified heterochromatin in Jumnos ruckeri (Saunders) 
(Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae, Cetoniinae). Chromosome Research 14: 909–918. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10577-006-1098-6

Mamuris AMDZ, Dutrillaux B (2013) Chromosome analyses challenge the taxonomic position of 
Augosoma centaurus Fabricius, 1775 (Coleoptera: Scarabaeidae: Dynastinae) and the separation 
of Dynastini and Oryctini. Zoosystema 35: 537–549. https://doi.org/10.5252/z2013n4a7

Moraes MM, Milléo J, Artoni RF, Almeida MC (2003) Análise citogenética de duas espécies do 
gênero Sitophilus (Curculionidae): Cariótipo e meiose. Proceedings of the 49° Congresso 
Brasileiro de Genética. Águas de Lindóia, September 16–19, 2003, 174.

Moura RC, Souza MJ, Melo NF, Lira-Neto AC (2003) Karyotypic characterization of rep-
resentatives from Melolonthinae (Coleoptera: Scarabaeidae): karyotypic analysis, band-
ing and fluorescent in situ hybridization (FISH). Hereditas 138: 200–206. https://doi.
org/10.1034/j.1601-5223.2003.01611.x

Normark BB (1996) Polyploidy of parthenogenetic Aramigus tessellatus (Say) (Coleoptera: Cur-
culionidae). The Coleopterists Bulletin 50: 73–79.

Ojo JA, Omoloye AA (2012) Rearing the maize weevil, Sitophilus zeamais, on an artificial maize-
cassava diet. Journal of Insect Science 12: 69. https://doi.org/10.1673/031.012.6901

Ojo JA, Omoloye AA (2015) Life history of the tamarind weevil, Sitophilus linearis (Herbst) 
(Coleoptera: Curculionidae), on tamarind seed. Journal of Insects 2015: 429579. https://
doi.org/10.1155/2015/429579

Ojo JA, Valero MC, Sun W, Coates BS, Omoloye AA, Pittendrigh BR (2016) Comparison 
of full mitochondrial genomes for the rice weevil, Sitophilus oryzae and the maize wee-
vil, Sitophilus zeamais (Coleoptera: Curculionidae). Agri Gene 2: 29–37. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.aggene.2016.09.007

https://doi.org/10.14411/eje.2006.089
https://doi.org/10.14411/eje.2006.089
https://doi.org/10.14411/eje.2008.026
http://www.mapress.com/zootaxa
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msh063
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1964.tb01953.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01906428
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01906428
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10577-006-1098-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10577-006-1098-6
https://doi.org/10.5252/z2013n4a7
https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1601-5223.2003.01611.x
https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1601-5223.2003.01611.x
https://doi.org/10.1673/031.012.6901
https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/429579
https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/429579
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aggene.2016.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aggene.2016.09.007


Alexandra Avelar Silva et al.  /  Comparative Cytogenetics 12(2): 223–245 (2018)244

O’Meara B (2001) Bacterial symbiosis and plant host use evolution in Dryophthorinae (Co-
leoptera, Curculionidae): a phylogenetic study using parsimony and Bayesian analysis. 
Masters Thesis, Harvard University, Cambridge, 69 pp.

Palacios-Gimenez OM, Cabral-de-Mello DC (2015) Repetitive DNA chromosomal organiza-
tion in the cricket Cycloptiloides americanus: a case of the unusual X1X20 sex chromosome 
system in Orthoptera. Molecular Genetics and Genomics 290(2): 623–631. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s00438-014-0947-9

Panagiotakopulu E, Buckland PC (2017) Early invaders: farmers, the granary weevil and other 
uninvited guests in the Neolithic. Biological Invasions. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-
017-1528-8

Panzera Y, Pita S, Ferreiro MJ, Ferrandis I, Lages C, Pérez R, Silva AE, Guerra M, Panzera F 
(2012) High dynamics of rDNA cluster location in kissing bug holocentric chromosomes 
(Triatominae, Heteroptera). Cytogenetic and Genome Research 138: 56–67. https://doi.
org/10.1159/000341888

Pereira JOP (2006) Diversidade genética da abelha sem ferrão Melipona quinquefasciata basea-
da no sequenciamento das regiões ITS1 parcial e 18S do DNA ribossômico nuclear. PhD 
Thesis, Universidade Federal do Ceará, Fortaleza, 141 pp. [In Portuguese]

Pinkel D, Straume T, Gray JW (1986) Cytogenetic analysis using quantitative, high-sensitivity, 
fluorescence hybridization. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences USA 83: 
2934–2938. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.83.9.2934

Pita S, Panzera F, Ferrandis I, Galvão C, Gómez-Palacio A, Panzera Y (2013) Chromosome 
divergence and evolutionary inferences in Rhodniini based on the chromosomal location 
of ribosomal genes. Memórias do Instituto Oswaldo Cruz 108(3): 376–382. https://doi.
org/10.1590/S0074-02762013000300017

Plarre R (2010) An attempt to reconstruct the natural and cultural history of the granary wee-
vil, Sitophilus granarius (Coleoptera: curculionidae). European Journal of Entomology 107: 
1–11. https://doi.org/10.14411/eje.2010.001

Rees DP (1996) Coleoptera. In: Subramanyan BH, HagstrumIntegrated DW (Eds) Integrated 
Management of Insects in Stored Products. Marcel Dekker, New York, 1–40.

Rozek M, Lachowska D, Petitpierre E, Holecová M (2004) C-bands on chromosomes of 32 
beetle species (Coleoptera: Elateridae, Cantharidae, Oedemeridae, Cerambycidae, Anthi-
cidae, Chsysomelidae, Attelabidae and Curculionidae). Hereditas 140: 161–170. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.2004.01810.x

Rozek M, Lachowska D, Holecová M, Kajtoch L (2009) Karyology of parthenogenetic wee-
vils (Coleoptera, Curculionidae): do meiotic prophase stages occur? Micron 40: 881–885. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micron.2009.06.006

Silva GM, Bione EG, Cabral-de-Mello DC, Moura RC, Simões ZLP, Souza MJ (2009) Compar-
ative cytogenetics of three species of Dichotomius (Coleoptera, Scarabaeidae). Genetic and 
Molecular Biology 32: 276–280. https://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-47572009005000040

Silva AA, Braga LS, Guedes RNC, Tavares, MG (2015) Cytogenetic analyses using C-band-
ing and DAPI/CMA3 staining of four populations of the maize weevil Sitophilus zeamais 
Motschulsky, 1855 (Coleoptera, Curculionidae). Comparative Cytogenetics 9: 89–102. 
https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v9i1.4611

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00438-014-0947-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00438-014-0947-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-017-1528-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-017-1528-8
https://doi.org/10.1159/000341888
https://doi.org/10.1159/000341888
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.83.9.2934
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0074-02762013000300017
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0074-02762013000300017
https://doi.org/10.14411/eje.2010.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.2004.01810.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.2004.01810.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micron.2009.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-47572009005000040
https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v9i1.4611


Cytogenetics and phylogeny of Sitophilus grain weevils 245

Smith D, Kenward H (2011) Roman grain pests in Britain: Implications for grain sup-
ply and agricultural production. Britannia 42: 243–262. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0068113X11000031

Smith SG, Brower JH (1974) Chromosome numbers of stored-product Coleoptera. Journal of 
the Kansas Entomological Society 47: 317–319.

Smith SG, Virkki N (1978) Animal cytogenetics. Gebruder Borntraeger, Berlin, 366 pp.
Sumner AT (2003) Chromosome: organization and function. Blackwell Publishing, North 

Berwick, 287 pp.
Tavares MG, Carvalho CR, Soares FAF, Campos LAO (2012) Genome size diversity in sting-

less bees (Hymenoptera: Apidae, Meliponini). Apidologie 43: 731–736. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s13592-012-0145-x

Tsutsui ND, Suarez AV, Spagna JC, Johnston JS (2008) The evolution of genome size in ants. 
BMC Evolutionary Biology 8: 1–9. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-8-64

Vershinina AO, Anokin BA, Lukhtanov VA (2015) Ribosomal DNA clusters and telom-
eric (TTAGG)n repeats in blue butterflies (Lepidoptera, Lycaenidae) with low and high 
chromosome numbers. Comparative Cytogenetics 9(2): 161–171. https://doi. 10.3897/
CompCytogen.v.9i2.4751

Virkki N, Flores M, Escudero J (1984) Structure, orientation and segregation of the sex triva-
lent in Pyrophorus luminosus (Coleoptera, Elateridae). Canadian Journal of Genetics and 
Cytology 26: 326–330. https://doi.org/10.1139/g84-050

Zhi-Yua Y, Pei H, Guo-Xiong W (1989) Observation on the karyotypes of Sitophilus oryzae 
and Sitophilus zeamais and their hybrid offspring. Acta Entomologica Sinica 32: 406–410. 
http://www.insect.org.cn/EN/Y1989/V32/I4/406

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068113X11000031
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068113X11000031
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13592-012-0145-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13592-012-0145-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2148-8-64
https://doi
https://doi.org/10.1139/g84-050
http://www.insect.org.cn/EN/Y1989/V32/I4/406

	Comparative cytogenetics and derived phylogenic relationship among Sitophilus grain weevils (Coleoptera, Curculionidae, Dryophthorinae)
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Biological material
	Cytogenetic analyses
	Flow cytometry analysis
	Phylogenetic analysis

	Results
	Cytogenetics
	Flow cytometry and Phylogenetic Analysis

	Discussion
	Comparative karyotype characterization
	Genome size divergence
	Grain weevil phylogeny

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References

