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Abstract

Insect brain is the control center of insects, so it has become one of the research hotspots in the
field of entomology. The structure of the insect brain is more difficult to study than other parts of
the insect because of its complex and meticulous neural network. Compared with the traditional
two-dimensional research methods, three-dimensional reconstruction technology has the advan-
tages of visualization, visualization, three-dimensional, and precision, and has been applied to the
study of insect brain structure. The article discusses mostly divided area of the insect brain struc-
ture and the function of each main nerve area, introduces briefly the insect brain structure of 3d
modeling pretreatment method, the process of 3d reconstruction, the advantage of 3d reconstruc-
tion and development , summarizes the domestic and foreign scholars method of 3d reconstruc-
tion of insect brain structure, describes the corresponding to the result of the different research
methods, analyzes the same insect brain structure, the same kind of insects between individual
causes of differences in brain structure, points out the present stage the insect brain structure re-
search problems and deficiencies, and prospects the insect brain structure in the future research
direction and the core technology.
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1. 518

B AR B U ) s AR HE L, mT DR B A 22 e . AR FRRES S AT MR T B R 451
EEAFEAL M- (optic lobe). Ai#14%5 17 (anterior optic tubercle). F 4 & 44 (central complex). &% 44 (mushroom
body)F1ii £ H-(antennal-lobe) 55 [ 1], A 7] A 285 #4006 B T- AR R T RE o FRRT 2 BRI (E B AR R0 2],
FEASERE . N BNREEZE R3] [4] [5]: R E SR EEA SR g5 Atk T
WK AIZB)[6] [7], o RPN E RARGAHK[8]: B A% I Fm g5 0 9] [10], 3
FEXP AR B R /NG B B A AN STRE g5 T B RO LA JEL (R R G T fl ffg v r 1]

XL R Z B EHEZY), BT B B R B A BUIK 1) 52 AR e AR Se BRI 5, AT ORIt 924
Aib P55 G B T B SRR [12] [138]. T H R B AR MU e 228 2%, B a4 04 BE B e A
TR IR R A . AR G 4 AR S A (W R A CT 7 R SEM. Bot R
2 CLSM. % HEIEAR MRI 55) 3845 (1)@ 3 2 — 2L 2 1 BE, M DLUBR R [X 25 B HRU &85 460 1) &% A i
22 X 35 DL AR TR B AN R A A i 5 A A BRI 22 e 1 [14], S TGk 0t I i 22 13047 5 B A SGe vk 40 #7
T eh R RS MR B B WA R RimkiE sk 7 — e WA, BEERFHARHD, fiET%
FOBT BB AT B, B =4 E @R, HRfEET 25 CT Ml MR #3E i =4 =M AR C A/l
PREEZ FASE) TN, e o] U T OIS v A i AR A s o] LN Z 30 A (Pl i~ 390
FSE ) E T S G VP B R AT AR (0 T Al s 3 T DA TE B A IR 1 T Sk PR AR R
IR T AR R S A i LA [15] o

= EMERBA A TERA TR RS AL, SRR B2R. BPOGE TG
— M RIFER[16], I EET O T R R AU ) —F 2 TR, KPR =i . ey
b = 4 it 7 (three-dimensional digital brain model) 2 4R (4125 B SREUA SR £ (volume dataset), 22
=Yy EVAREE, N EARRIAR N B DL =BT EOR 25 R, RITERM AR A — N E TR, HA
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B EAHAAATPTAIRE 21, 17 ELRE S8 A S A E R A DA s SR R AN D Re S 4[17] [18]. B B oL
LREETABIRN, B RN OO T R B Y. K E F @ s ) — > T .

X LAR R e ) SR e T, S U 5 A4 1) = o B S T AR S5 A O S5 A AR AR AR R
SEARJURTTAR B 5 i BRI A 23 25 2 TRT Y 2 TR) S0 B, DRI T I ik 35 ) 8B 32 DA b 7 v it 9 11 22T
Bro BT =4 HEMEOREA, EWsE CaRE RN 2R R R =4 aity, % BIE A Drosophila
melanogaster [14]. #%if Leucophaea maderae [2]. 74 #4 % Tribolium castaneum [19]. F =$Ei Danaus
plexippus [4]. Hi% HL Helicoverpa armigera [20]. HH# Ht Helicoverpa assulta [1]. # KFIZI# 5Tk the
Australian Bogong moth [21]45 . IX 18 = 2 o 25 /A5 A4S 20 A B2 R o P9 e 2l L bR B U 5 4 1) 22
R MR RSO BRI IRE . B4 R R R gt T —Mr e, TR TR, X—H
AN A L UG 45 40 P A ] A s 2 4R BB OB K R A o o T e 3 U v o e 3 I FH B R U
SERIIE T, AR Z AU — P R R, A ERA T I P — KBk

2. RGN =4EE

Y R RAR AR A S AR R IR A BB S B, T BB AE BT AR, B e AR A G
W TF B E 2 = 4k R BRI — ROy ik [22] . = 4k S AR 3% 2 ) U vk 3 B N TH 48 iV
(surface rendering) FA&Z: #i1li% (volume rendering) P K25 . i 4 i)V F8 75 AL & B on HH R LG R & 1l
NI IR () = S5 40, 3 B i R T e AR B (W AR T 3R 4 R K 28 s 0 R 4 J A R 25 E A
WHEAS =g E @ NIEE Amira. Imaris. Maya 25, X =T80F RS ThREELEARLL, Hm] DIARYE &
M CT. CLSM. MRI. JELEA L) 2% — e s o) BE, Bk 2 = 4E451[23] .

21 ZHEERARBMERS

G B4 CT. CLSM. MRI. JES:A1 4] 125 — 4 BASATF 7 5 13R85 K2 o — 24 2 B
AR SRAFEAR(EHE . Dok, SRl R REBE R — AR, HEMSEHE R T “SMER”,
BEI R AN N 56 22 S T 7= AR R RV RE FE PR 22 [24] . ME DA 2 SEIR AR AR 2 [RIAL B . K/ LT
RULKE B AR 2 M R 5, Bk BRI I E BRI . 5E8E. TR, RS,

S YEE R AR T DU R i R TR AR . DA EYIIAERY, SRAET CT K=
o i gy SRR 48 — o X R PFP 7 SR e R B A ™ 8 AT 2 W, R =4 RO v AR I o
MERBGTEAESE, T BRI W AL B AR Ik, B REREXMEAR B BEAT FIWT, EFE: 52271, Moo,
A iE. ZgEE A R X RIE R R EE, HeWthZet 4 X F4LIT 1.3 5, X =4
WF T, HARAE R [25],

I DA AT AR I, =4 R A AU AR LR N R R A R R A TE A 1] A
A1, 7EIX 81 B CT MR & 4k UG AR JoiZ L il i, 1 B A4 Ji5 1 UG s AN IR A 2R AR AR T AR 48 0732,
B T AT 1 [26]; EHAMAFTE— Mo, —4E AR R IR, R = 4e R Fen k. =4
HERARRATI . R S R R A R SEIRUN . BRI AT —Fh RIEF R,
Pl LS FH 3 S U 25 R T e

22. BETZHEEFARTIREMLZNREHGE

R SRR R PO )~ AN D RE R MR AH B S5 M BT, (EAAAE SE A R AN S5 44 . — 5T, (]
KERIINE A S AFAE RN BICIRE TS 257, 75— J7iH, EVF2 YRR, R & 2 A e R
AR A SR AT B 1) —Fp TR O ik B AURINE = 4 g i R vh B 48— 1k e, 3T AJT R
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T LR YA ) RE TR U AR the Virtual Insect Brain (VIB) procedure [14] [27]41 L Z 1% Apis mellifera
R ERIER IR FLFFE the Iterative Shape Averaging (ISA) procedure J§F751%[17] [28]

REAULEL HUK (VIB) R 42— R T =4k B A AMIRA AIRIAL AR, R4S R 3R
AR N E R AR NI AR e 55 7R S B R S 4R A R . VIB R T A v o mT DA S ) 2K B i
PR R 2 B PR (AR TR (R A . B AR SE) . TEAR G D G L b, G SR AN R ) i R i el
gy, B 35%7c A5 AARAR RN K AR A AR S 2 W [14],  F 40 SR T 638 A, 1) R TS E 325 W ) e
A P AT R LG, 2R BH B R X S 5 M 22 5 . MET VIB R 7 CE 7R [27]. WEiE
Schistocerca gregaria [29]. % K Manduca sexta [3] 7R4UA 15 [19]25 B H 4 22 fifd 31 2 b AL B
R AT e R SR = bR R E . R O VR R B T SR ) SRR TR IR [14], e BRI
X ARR S, HA B TR KIS RS . 8 VIB 727 6 EAr i Bt = 4 i 25 /I o] DGR SR 254
PR L AE IR R R AR o IEFRER 7 T FH R e S0P Al . LU R s b 22 A 22 B Bl [27], (8T B4 L
BN FIEN, O ER AR R AT A, e AR AR5 38 A X 2 £ 4R /KCT 1 A ) A S
TEAT R a]FNFp P LI 43 BT

IEATAR T35 (1SA)RE 3 22 A58 FH A7 5 A 488 5 7 35 AT M A P T ke S PR R i 1) — Py %, T B
FH T 5 5 ) AR WP T v S0 A 4 ey RS R B 22 7 25 B — R AP35 25 UG R B 4 B o = 4 fii
SERIRAITE[17]. ISA J5i%s2& Rohlfing 55 A\ ST MIHORAISGERRAR[28], FfH1 Brandt 55 A KN T i
Apis mellifera fIR[17], F 3 ED)RE A AN T PLKEAS [F]ANR 1R) B R A ot 448 T RS 380 g — A
AR FLSE KN [3]. AEIEARERE T, B PR . e RN 5 1) S P 4 s (R 3o Ao A7 e A 48 ) 3ot 5 i
AN CLSM (HOGILRE)EBR G, MR 6 4 BOE RS I~ R . FERE S A0,
ISR B S AT 3 G HERI TR 55, AT DA BBk 48 P A A [ TR 22 -34S i 8
FH ISA P27 G 1 B H = 4 i 25 605 B [17] YDt [29] i [2] 0 28 7588 Heliothis virescens [11]+
) 18 5k the Australian Bogong moth [21]45 . My v /e a6 8 B s 454 Fh 5 ISA I/E M ., 4
ARFURARZ T3 . BT I 4G T35 UG AR = S b mT DAERAR A 28 X3 “ TR0 7 [17], B
DL ISA J7 32 5838 A5 72 25 R X 3 I AH X A6 B

B FRHE B BRI A ] LA SR #E G O U BN R X i 28 00, 3 AT DU AA H AR5 b5 i 44
L TCAE = ANYEE EIAROI AL B, MR E0S AN [F] X Sop 48 70 DU B ¢ SR A B, 50 T DL BV AR 07 it e
I EE R, DR AR R IR — N IR . AN i 10 8 7 A A b 2 B0 2 R R R B it T — R
IR —FrifE . S50 BARIE PRV 7V G AR AE I B AR = S 2540, DRUARAR T 0 i 7 H ke £ .

PR bR A 6 2 7 VR A s s L2 1

Table 1. VIB versus ISA
% 1. VIB 5 ISA 3ttt

J7i% methods 1)t 5 advantage #i A1 disadvantage N34 Application

PR R R IR A B 22 Al K
VIB SRR SRAL) A SHHE Ak 2 05—

ELAEEArh Py B 1] Al X 32K 7
ZERE

ISA mgm&@wugigimmwm%wﬁ ket R A 2 R % [ B AR

2.3 MEHM=HERNLR
B USSR = MR EE i DU B IRRAS, Wnla] 1o Hrpob iR 4 6 T B s ARFR IR A 2R
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Figure 1. Steps for three-dimensional reconstruction of insect brain structure

1. RERGEH=HEENSE

(1) FEAHINE: HRAESI B B ZILSENE DUSE XTI FEACREAT () B RO AR 30 DRIk B SRALE, e REAT
M2 PR B R OARIL . fhe ey, —PUEH 2 —FhPTo A E B 2 3R 1 # TR [21] [30]
(SYORFL)VAE &, —fuilH LA Cy2 fRIKA) P PUAREBCEAT I &, AR B BN e [X 3kt
AT XEFRC .

() “HEEBIRTS: — BRI REBOLH M BB (LSM) B i CT X B RN EEAT 144, 34l
A S RO 488 nm SRR PO Cy2.  HIT B HURIN A J5 R AN 58 UL K A5 14 A e 0 458 o AL PR 1
T AR RN, 8 SRS KR s YA B L B R e, AR A HTE, PSRBT
fB[2], AR EEA X I 1 7 i

(3) HPZEIX sy TG FE A P S SURRHCRE D BR(2) FH I ERAS I B B HE AR & 9 21 AMIRA =27y B
Hr, JHEH AMIRA H - B diads “label field” , 1228 FHC B BB A 28K T bR 1R ) i K 45
Ho ERANERES, 8 TRE KINGH AL — AR THE—RbR%E, BIFE —M2 X bR id oy
MFERBIE, JZERCER TR E XA ARIL g, 7 5 R S I AR B GARXT BE AR
[l X I AR ZE MR [11] 0 AE 70 IR RE AP [ B R K f 4 ) S5 A I MR PR AR R AR 2 o o b —
SUIRFSE (KB 50T BE 7 BLEAT — LSRRG A R T T AL 2

(4) FrRHEMNEIE R B RERM VIB 82 ISA Tk, #iF BAIEs— DRI VE AR . e R
HT, e CEENRE A ITAIRT L E, SRR ARG B S U SR T B AR
Z2 5 B/ N RN AE O BCHERSAR R [2] o VIB Bl 2R F 4 R WIE L R e A e F =5 B AR R AR
AR R ELEE, T ISA T3 BEAR FH AL T8 B2 00 A M P P 308 o 07 S A2 80 B SRR AR A R b HE AR 7
ISA T i1 45 R IR AR R ) 3 # [28] o VEAHPIRH 5 Vb A 1) 2 S 1 R ] 22 Vb B0 AL [20] i
[2]55 3CHR -
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(5) Suil 55 Hr: AR AMIRA {1 “TissueStatistics” THEEXT F HLUE& AR ER X S5k 470 & F0 o
B, DRI B E . T8 S AR FERI Excel M iH5E B HURIN & 80 AR B 2ME . AR
HEFERAEO AR AR, RIS AP BEAR AU G IR e 228800 7 7t

3. ZHEZERAERBMESHIMRPRIN A SR
31 BHRSEHRP=HEE E —EMR AN

X T B EHUNSIN S, A 4 22 S e] RE 2 AE AR AR BRAT A T BE AN A . —
YRS 1T 1) RS TF56E TF0 ( 5 BR i AR AR A I 8%, AR X A3 B4 20 4% X PR . — 4k s
FORM I, ELL BRI RS DU e . A EARTE SRS T BORBIEAT VAU 18] 2 v, ey =4k
PR R AU A R, AN e O IR E R B AER . A B =4 UG A XK T LR AN [ 3
s, RN, Bikth, M E SRS BE 8] 5 nT AR X 4y, 8 21 )2 2 505 U0 1 vl LA
i AMIRA =4 B EEIY “TissueStatistics” ThREXS B & A& XIgH AT IR 5, X FE i1
B A I S5 M 15 LA A BT A I 4RO R S AT WA IR . I FANE, I & XIRGE
PR, PR T R e P S R R . 18 = Y E R IR A I R e — R R kR D T A%
GO PG L2 r i 65 R AR AR S AR 28 52l S B [14], X 45 B SR v] LA b RS it
/N Plutella xylostella jig S fi kb 40 fk = 2k by i B0ty 5 1, FRIE TR AR AN [31], X
86 pi RAE A B — 4k IR M S M5 2 AT 42 N 2 A ] SEIL .

B2 EU 25 460 1) = ¢ B S W] AR SR AH S AR SRR K/ o ST T LT TR 2 5 T LA R e 2
FZSAE R, PRI ARSK IS AU RN TR 2 D= i s B o =, 4RGN .

MB-Lobe

W

B4

e,

- fonep

100 pm)

Figure 2. Three-dimensional reconstruction model and confocal images of brain of insect
B 2. RHNER=4 BRI SR H R ETH B HER
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3.2. ZHEEERARFERAHEMLE o #Y R

BT =g EEREARN AR, AMCHET M ERM =N, 5 R R g DL 4w
285 . RANEE B PTG G ) I AT DL 22 0 R o o A S0 2215 1 A 22 B DX AR ok . 18 A A
SRR, WEFRCOHARAAR R T B 16 N =4EI L REA K, IR FEW R RTALLE
BRAR ., T ST A RN fid A R L GG R[] P8 0 I 5 R P ) A 20 ) % 5% DX 3 e 42 i A 2
3 DUIE F I SEE, RS Ak B TR A A e S PR K ST Ao 2 [ i 1) 5 A Bt 1) R [ 1 75 O 2 R0 A 30 1)
= o A R B T R R R R 2 e T AR OB AR R X S, R I DA o S b,
PR PR B ZINEROGE LU AR AR B A T K PR R TR AR [ 1] Wb v = AR IS R ) 2 SR 1 BT R T Y 2%,
FERIL T 0 E B 9% SN (Pigment-dispersing factor-immunoreactive, % PDF-ir) #1428 765 S0 A7 55
Z (B BE B BUE R R, IR B R BT AT A M ) AR s i i R T A AR A o i A R o A, JERROK
Mk T R T R R AT AT [2]: RSt S YRR A ST, AR R AR 2 i i
HORH LA PSS Y B SR T SRR AT HE [32] s 1H e () WL i A 42 [ 2% [ 3 ARTIIT i 44 2 ] I 1Y) L A [34]
SR ZE IR ) W B [ S5 RITMEL it A 2 (1] 5% [36] Sk o D9 e (P A0 g R A (37 LA S SR AN i P F)
W4 (B [38], WKHIFEE T & EEA.

33 ZHEERARERBFA. Mialfxz B EEBESHIALR

1 58 R X SR PRV AR X KN S5 B AR 4T N ST PR S DIARSC[5] [39] [40]4E i, B KMRR&4a
BRI R S B 22 SO AN, 170 8 20 R (1) AR AR K /N 512 45 R PR W D S D e SR R AR A G o R H = B i i 7Y
(SRR R 28 DX 3R] ARG Ak, 3045 0 &5 440 PR P R) LU B BE R S Ak Ak KA . =48 B @ R Rt Lh ol
P DA 22 ) L A o R Bk

Tolt Py SR 0, e A O R 0, = o A Y 1) R AE B T % L RO AT R AR R B A B ) A R
PR, JUICAE E E0f LA Ak A v o B VR S YRS N BRI S TR N R, IR R I B R E
PR A7 Y K /INBEA W B AH DG T[] AR T s ME R M = ZE I 45 A I S R T % R M S 4 4R
PR 25, 8 I ) DU AR AL 148 AR ) o A P 55 L A i = i o AR 2 R B A X — S AR
[19].

FRIAIR B, B S BEMEALAE X AR AR LU AR 2/ —2F[1] [4], X578 R BB AT M A 7 AT 1
AT V7 B W I o A (R AR R AR R v T B R . 7 2 B S 0 7 SR/ [3] [4], X AT
RE DR N B e A e o ) 2 DI RN S0 e s WS Godyris zavaleta fr i A A AR FR R /NI K 1 8 S BEULE,
FHT IR 00 A e Y R SE B A T IR BE (5] B R TS = 4 i £ A R R TR B T S MESh P K
106 45 1 LU ME S P 525 2 0 A0 ) AR 3 TR A8 AR 5] 1 DTk A i SR X AR AR 20 0 50% B R IE Bl
a7 RN, FFA TR RS S B S 1, A0 U B 2 DX SR A AR 5 R A i ST YRS DDA O
[21] [41]; HZMH, BUSRNEEE RS > [8][42]. R [E] 2 B 80 18] ik 45 ¥4 0 22 S 1k [43] E gk &
Pls LEAMERTEFE T P85 A2 25 0 L RO T B 45 M 810 I DG R [5] [441: X LA B 17 SR [45] K A 23 i A g
T HL[46] [471L 50 H 5P 4 e i B 25 (8] o B a) b mT LA BO AT T A KA X 3 ) Thie, 5847 Bh T e
XPDFPRE 8 AR S B B, FEERZRARM R 22 BRI 1 ORI 45 480 PR3 S T AR 1 L S BT D REAH OG5 ) 22 []
LA .

2 H = o i 45 ) P ) T AR R 3 T R P A 2 41 A 67 B (R T Ak, SR VR B AN K P AN 2 T
(I A YEARFEAT G XS LA, XA AT — 20 B ER g B2 R A S 2 N 2 1B 3 0 AT, R
BRI E . B0 W AR Rt 2 o RE, 7T UH I Gk 2 AN A SR
B THRELE A Z MR R, ARSI DL TR B VA R R itk — 2B i i
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4, FEERRR
S VA A b2k R I ST T O 5T, R IRIEAE R Z IO L . A2 2 4 BRI
TELL R R

Ho—y BN BRI REAE iR 22, B EAR T

(1) B dubm e A oA i (4 76 FEL AN A o A 10 0 EE A Y 0 B2 TR v DK R X X s e I
R DX 25 B ARRH AR AT A IR HIE, O e AR AR B —ROFEA, bln: a) WA —FiEs)
() R RAEEE 1] (2 B0K); b) DURNRE SR BUR AR B IR[20] (FR%QIR); o) HERAFRFRIIRES
PI[17] [29] (&, Vhie dO)&E. TR RIS B A MAZ R T RE R SR AR A AR . PRR SRR
s 1 [48] [49] [50], BUAE [ 2 Bk FU P IX BE ZOF R S8 HE L, ARRRLIZH 8 At (1A ZOREEAT K
Jibi DX SAH X AR LA o

(2) Hi B HUINSS F I FEASIE IICR AN o 0 A FE A = 4k B OB HERI I, JERS2 M VIB B ISA
Jiik, WU RREAEAT AL B, DA DR PITEE A B IR “ IR/ PR . X RE 8
T BN AR 22 S5 7 5 B R 5 A DX AR AR RN B X R i BB I 22 57 . (EAR
2 H A R R ACEAR RIS, Bl R F R IR A SR 1] [5] [20], ASBERfRE A& tH— A BT 8
S AR RE R A 22 M REAC L Y ARSI, DT I 5 10 0 25 ) 2% DX I3FR) DR /N R O 37 B 5% 2R R HE T 1 T
Ao AR TCAEREAS B (132 U5 1T B B 78 A2 — 2K

H=, B EEARFERA L, SEEART:

(3) =4k H iy B RIS A rh A o A 2 X IR X 7y e — D7 T i TR A, BUNEAMT 8L
HATEAR A, Erapiidh o B A RS A ZRETIAF[LL]; o3 —J5 TSR B A (BAEEANR
T3 HRER) sl E A D R (AR (AR TS0k p0 it . 01 S RORE R AR ) G Rk — P ..

(4) FEAAEFI B HORARZE 1 1A 2 KGR - P A S A R S R R S il — e AR R A
Wi [51] [52], BRIk, Firda A2 X ISR AR IR 260 K /N AT RE PSR EL /DN, BIAE Zeie A DL 4 2R 253 IR Ak 2R
Ja, HARSAFAERZE . B R R S5 A 22 XS AE AR LU P BT T 0, (B0 R/ LE B A B %
B, RREDHR NP K B0 45/ NI 5 SKPME I i 2 .

5. B4

H AT = 4E R BORIAHBI T, B AU S AU N QS T ARZ IIRCR, BT V2R
WHEAT WA R — P itm, ZZath:

RIS A PR N EDCEAG I JEIVEE A RSHEA BATRVESE, X8 EhE I s 4
WA 225 BRI AT R, BRE IRAE ) A BRI PR R AR — R AR
TG RRERFE A SRR e AR ik — 2 BT E A AR E R R, 2
TSRS SCERF R A S 2 Wi T K AE . R 3D T BV AL A S5 A4 SR AL T — AR R
A[53], e TV B UGS LS it T BRI R . AR H AT 3D T ENARE FEE RIE B BAECR, H
BEEBORRIA R, R RSP R TTER 2 HE) B B e/t 7o b, CAP B B R I 4544
IR EE b — 2R . A S U TR 7E B H o 0 — 4k S AL AR OC T T IE e 620, X2 S5 I3 7 i
s X RT NI, WU .

SE K

[1]  FRAkde, RIE, iGN, 55 HFE R RS TR = 4R R[], B a2, 2016, 59(1): 33-46.

[2] Wei, H., El Jundi, B., Homberg, U. and Stengl, M. (2010) Implementation of Pigment-Dispersing Factor-Immunoreactive
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