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Chemical communication between figs and their pollinating wasps
YANG Yang, WANG Rong, CHEN Xiaoyong "

Zhejiang Tiantong Forest Ecosystem National Observation and Research Station, School of Ecological and Environmental Sciences, East China Normal

University, Shanghai 200241, China

Abstract; Ficus species (figs) and their pollinating wasps ( fig wasps) comprise obligate mutualisms with high specificity,
and such tight interspecific interactions are widely considered as a key driving factor for the diversification in both
mutualists. Host identification of fig wasps predominantly relies on chemical communications, but it is still unclear how
chemical communications stabilize fig-fig wasp mutualisms and facilitate co-diversification. Here, we reviewed the relevant
studies to summarize the basis of chemical communications between figs and fig wasps and the mechanisms underlying the
specific host identification. We then elucidated the crucial contribution of chemical communications to the maintenance of
fig-fig wasp mutualisms at both species and population levels, with further discussion on how chemical communications
mediated speciation through co-speciation and speciation by host-shifts of fig wasps. Finally, we addressed the necessity of
combining physiological and multi-omics technologies in future research on fig-fig wasp mutualisms, which offered
expectations for revealing coevolutionary mechanisms in other plant-insect interactions and their potential responses to the

ongoing global changes.
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(VOCs) JJ e L He S5 v B O RUpI A A0 3R A T OCREAE B TG A VOCs 1A (b BloA o 2 0K 3
M5 B Auh R S 2R R R BRI, H R hrm TR T R 0 ERA S 4T X RS
F 0 DA R M 5 e RO A2 8 TR R TS B ) G BRI A E M X AR R AR R R R Y e Ah,
e AR 5 B O (RS ) SURAL M # (L) PRI ) VOCs 5[] I 52 15k 15 3
BHAERE R " Hk — & A B — MR A AL A A R R e AR AP b o B8, PR,
Tl IR BRI RS 5 AOPILAR 5 22 e SRR A 58 23 DI W) 4 g s R BH S A B3 7 bR ) A P Ay B
HERBFTE IR R

B} (Moraceae ) ¥ B A ( Ficus, T T FRAE ) & FRGHT O Gy B8 2 A W) 280, 1A A = ) ) Fh 2 Bk
(29800 Fifr) 2 s B L RR 0K 19 B Sk AE 5 (1R FRAR L), b 2K M1 T & — P 19 15 4 15 /1 8% ( Agaonidae,
Chalcidoidea, T FRIFRI /NG ) HEA Bk 4B 7 N AL AR 2 5 I EVEAR /NS B 7= FEMEAE 1T 5 P T Bl SR 8
Hoih AU SE B BB IR FL AR M A SO RESE U K R B B R i) ELAE (S A /N 1T R
L— LA R R (- It A R0 ) 7 ifhafm RN 4k R 3 PR S6 R 28 s —— M v/
WA 3 AR A 3 32 I (AR ) BRI VOCs X 75 2 b A7 AR SR 2 RO A - o M U R 4R
FAEY)- B Ho Al 2 3m TR X5 L3 SRAE BIF S 42, (EL G - 1] %) £ 23 RO L ) B X 79 2 Bp [) 22 AR 1 Tk
AN, AR, B AR B 22 A SRR I K e 538 K, ax S ) A 3] 1 TR A IS8 0 A T 5 e
PRI | A SCHE X R RIS /N e (] Ak 2% 58 TR T TR -8 A 273 TR ) AL T RGEA B, B2 k2= TR Tzt
A SRR AR AL SC I AR T S AT R

1 13-t 2@ inaE

FRTERESZ IR VOCs DL BAR /INie 1) Wt PR3] 28 G S P - 1 2 3 TR Y Ei S BE A ) I — 3% ) A
TESE 3 — 20 3 ks - e S PR FOM LA B B 22 R4 . H ATl RE MR TR RIS S5/ N R0 2R 40
FYRAE ST
1.1 BEARIERAE

HAE Knudsen A4 FSARiE AT KECKFE R VOCs 40 AR IS (1628 R KRR Y &AL EY
DL B A5 o 3l HOAS [RI R LA S [R) RS AN [) & I 40 S TR 2 R B 0 AR, rT A g s =4
SERRIE AR AR/ IR U O e B 5 BRI . B R AR 2 IR Y VOCs A7 7E R ] 53 T
M, RESS A /NG R B TR 31 e — M1 B2 PRI RR SR R A 2R T 1 B R X — AR P A 1 R
Grison-Pige 551 K B 20 Al R AR (9 HE 520U o, WURI RSPk VOCs LIS (379% ) EHA XS 7 R
HHEBAR(< 1%) , MHZ AT BB ) BT S A . HAaRk, AR B AEY) VOCs 1 2H A7 7E W] Sk 1)
PIEARAROT k KRR R Y BRI/ NS A 1252 10T s SR AU b 5 2R/ 7= B Gk b
ST (MEAEAR B ) XS AR ( Ficus hispida ) ¥ 52 3SR BEICE B BT _E T, 0 (6] A6 300 ( MEAE 56 n i H ) 1Y R
R T ) T R W | P A s/ e ) 3 P 00 S5 D5 A B ) R R T e 32 U B 3 AR T S X A
JRR S DIk, FERS T4 ( Ficus semicordata ) F1 & IR XS & FA4 /N ( Ceratosolen gravelyi ) W 5 /F FH )
4= FP TR R b (SO 42 32 W B BRI, TR 35 SZ MV RN IR AL L AN dJm i SR AR R 48U VOCs
HATF] Rl A AV S HABH SV 8 B (a0, 2R AMEE i R4 ) o IXRETH B 5| AR /N e eI i A f R
O, I i EARS SR SE UL/ P28, AN Ficus burtt-davyi 1AL F 1 BT VOCs S AN B W S/ P
AN, Wang %5 & BURE# ( Ficus pumila) $532 AR F 0081 7 2 ZURSRLA WL 5 11 VOC ¥k B2 Wl 35 /a1 T [m] ) S5 E 46
PP X —BR AT RE S LU VF LRI VOCs BRI LB 5 | 9 A5 1A e st s A 0

DL E A 8 0 SR SRS RS2 T A - R Sk R 1) 1 o B A il 7T 5 vl i Lo X SR i 7T A
R /IR SR 5 | 0 110 8 2 90 P A 988 7% R 3 R L3 7 P AL A 48 (AL BIAR g D) A gl 21283034
1.2 AR/ NG R SRR

A /INBE XS o L ) e M O 5 1 00 100 R 68 5 S S I e MU 1) B — O o A S A /N e el
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(i B B2 E L RSV 2 WUSEIRAZ A , 5 — I WL RS2 A5 PN ST 5 A3 R 95 1 A b LS TP 1 L i
ZARMZTC ), 2 VOCs HEABUSERRAZ G N5, Seia it TR D RS 5 AH D 9 SRS A 25 11 (OBPs ) 45
TEIEC AR , 3 26 JE 1A 55 HH 0 W5 32 R 25 G 51 e fh 28 b gl de 28 58 O UK 43 1 10 4 3R B AE S e A i
SO

P/ NEILSE IR AZ B R 2 I 2522 5 T L2 Btk IR BRCIR DR B T R R AR HEAR S5 s AR
EIIRE FT 23 RIS T IS 1% WRPEIRSZ B A5 R RN AN S 1 fsh £ ML 5 RS2 8 031 55 LA
TE W 22 53 (BN FR R S ) | SS9 08 /N SO Al e P ) 7 2R A %, L5 A SRR R e S R T 5 1 0 T
TR A5 (201 e BE A DL, X 5 X A /) e e 1 1 7 U 38 e 2 P LSO S i 1 L i
PV i AR R RO Z R B IR OGO R J34h , W8 IR 2 45 ) AL I A/ B v A 7 T I g
T PR B4 i o SN AT SR AR R I A R S R 2 R (R R g TR A B A SR A
BRSO R AR /I 1 AR 0 SRR 2 5 O, WA D A AR S8 A RO B/ A by T
HEVER 228 B FETRAEAR AN, 5 BN BT OB 58 BSS I

S LR R TR R 5/ N L 2R GE R AR 2 P BOA - e M AR 19 TR A (L P WA /) e
SRS SRR B VOCs FOBLIRN T fEE i A= )~ AR A2 S i) SO, T S S N2 4 (R
HAT R AR LS 0 AR SR BOR XIS SR A ) RIS S AR /N RS2 i R AT IR AT ST, © 78 2 U1
P STBRIAT T SR ke

ok

2 -SSR ERS-R AL

SETFAR- AL IR SER  ACFIE LS 1 40 S th R TR THLR 2 T8, TR AL 1% 44 3 R 5
S DL (R R
2.1 WHIYsE

- TR S % 3 - e R (A3 I AT S AR 0 il 80— A5 5 A 1 185 R
AR AT FRTIUE S R ALY 45 1 T IS R/ IMAR I VOCs (3 1) , S5 S AR AT it i
Fy e S AT AR T SE R E A VOCs™

®1 £ GC-EAD £EMNBEEMFENR
Table 1 Active VOCs of Ficus species identified by GC-EAD
T VEY) R

W IR A Number of TP B RN W5 B 27 30k
Ficus species 1.1m oo Categories of active VOCs Mechanism of attraction References
active VOCs
. . g AL JSREELL R 3 oS AR SCHRY) R WY 5 A B W
AL Fieus carica S B 5 R [30]
WE3% Ficus pumila 3 Fh BRI T DL S T R Kl o 2 T B 5 | [21]
L FIPRAER LR 3 H A
XTHAA Ficus hispida 4 Fip SRR R KA [23]
KIBHKR Ficus auriculate 3 fp 3 PP RIS KH [23]
WIEFAR Ficus semicordata 1 Ff 4- P R ?;g%i%ﬁ 4-FH R i 2 [23]

GC-EAD: Sif%-fob £ B A A BR SR R Gas chromatography-electroantennogram detection; VOCs: HEREA LY Volatile organic compounds

A WF TN 3232 BIRE RBE VOCs HAEAE W5 |43 /NI 1 SC S ) T, X SR A2 1) VOC BB 8 R0 X #s
N B R SR 5 VR P, QNS R AR BRI A 4- PR DR R 2 T B 2 IS SR B VOCs 1,3 Rl
JRES LR M /N 1 He AR LSO, T S A T R 2 SIE I E SEAN S R B W 5 1 VR H |, B AR UL E2 31 28 i 5 HAth
VOCs f7AEDr Rz Y

— BB GE R B, BRAE 2 RS 1 P B A, HoA VOC 143 5 X SE G Y T B9 46 1T 51 & DR IR RN , AT 34 56
YRR /N (R 51 719000 BRSO (AR S 5R BE AR T VOCs LR A LA SR BE VI, W JE A8 R s 5
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PR |90 B T 5% JCAE S /N8 ( Blastophaga psenes) FYWR 5141 I REAS B b k4 05w s fl, B
T ) S TR0 AS [ BB P 200 % TE AR SRAT R/ NI 1 5 L8 R AR ]

BT, Yang 257 R MG AR 0T ESE T KT 1—2 Rk A 0l v] LR s -6 0 A4 6 R R S b
TBAESEBRBIESE TR S DA - e T 2 TR S B ) A PRI HEE X T2 0 ol T SR AR TR IR E VOCGs
MELIERA S , I HAS 55 PR MR 58 URH DG Ha AR BSR4 5 e A B8 ORH (3 0 T BOR 5 v R e

5 BRI R G -l A ALK SR R (GC-EAD) |, 38 3 B B K SRR 55 LA R S, 4 11 M 59631 X —
SRILHERS - A RGP
2.2 AL

B E AR R S P 5 | ) A A2 B A — 8 A 2=l TR 23 T BIL I B0 BR At . 38 5 AR & U S R |
JO %) B DR 55 /DN U A S M AR 114 WL i R DR 1) 2 2 T 2 ) A 36 % DR IR 0 52 36 % ik PR RB A 40 /)
e L I AUV Bl e SRR AR 0 J& ( Sycomorus) W, Wi M 286 WL LA R R AL G W 6 B0AR o i [ 3y
18 IR A7 BN AL 5, T 2 SIS ik B 28 6 iU HOR IR 12 LA K 2 528 BRI R A U 28 R IR IR
e 9 ANFER 32 BIREFETE BRAE A 2 s FE X R /NG (1) 77 A MELAE AR S35 PR H ) 22 B 7 A MRS 32 AR R A 3
(ORs) Z 5 TSR FIABEREIHIR™ o DO R HbAR /I 1% 38 SR FE R 114 90 T I3 11 /0 ik 14 S B 0 DR 92 4 6 s -
R SRR E IR,

X —HED AL RESL ¥ /NI ( Wiebesia pumilae) FIBFFEHAF 2] THAE, FEREZLFA /NG 04 /N Ko/ INm A /N
¥ ( Eupristina verticillate ) & PRIA1 | 55 MRG0 AH 5C 1Y 1 > H 22358 [ RG-SR 25 6 25 11 (OBPs ) 35 R 5305 A<k
SZAREE 1 (ORs) BRI KWL T 03 U4 . T SE W) SR FSEES (SPR) &I, e FA /NG (Ui 1o B — < bR
GG SR S IS | P BS S A T SE RN Y TR RS, T, SR S | S G B AR D Y
RHEIEAA 4 A X eI BE R 4 52 I 22 57 R K 32 3] 4 A OB SR IR - 48 TR S 1 /D RO L R 4
TR E S I A Y TAERLMAR (Ficus hirta) BIIEEF Ficus triloba "HUESE T % PR RIA 22 5
FECT ZH BRI

PRI R e s 428 55 2T DG Bl A1 1080 R S M 3R 3K T B A SR 6 U S 1 W 5 | 00 5 ) 2 4 - AL
(BT 1) 5 TR A O 35 PR G M A el s DN e v PR BE D R4k, RIS 51 OR B2 OBP & [RIB REHRR AL T B0k /N
W RE A R T SRR R R SIS [ (1), AT S B - e (1 R S P Al a2 %) ik B 0 R 9 P s -
FRAL A B TR AR 72 i A B W R S5 AR

3 HB-EAFERHNESFEEX

- e S PR A A Al TR R R RPN I SC R T —VE SRS AR T R E X, e feasimin
TEARRARSE Lo O 1A - I IC , AT PR Bt 1T 00T IS5 1 . QAR TR i 4- PR R P e 5 1 4 ks 2, R
M o SSET Aky 2 TR /NS AR AR R P AR T 7 12020 T PR At A 1) A 2738 T
REAE—E PR IE R AN FIRR IR A SR A B S 4 I R PR LA 7 JER TR VOCs FR1ESE
KRG W [FFFAR 9 VOCs W GRF5 5 B AL , (A s B MR B Pl 2 X R ARE I P
AP IS E S

SR S - R P I AL B TR BT — AR AL, 3 e 1 A RO P B R
L7 ROV R FE /e DR A LA A2 A SRR A A5 508 S 00 O S T R S P i T T
LR E AL SZ IR RS AN o« M7 BN R BN A T AR 42 32 A SR 2 BECHE e W (0 M PR /DN B 485
B GBS HE iR SR MEAE 1 R o A IR R T SR AT T ) A AL R B, i AR BL
REAS AR skt S TOAA HB A | [N ARR o A6 PP AN ot sl B8 3 4 5 B0 /N 4 BT R . AT,
EA DT AL T HERL AL BRI, A, B 7 4 S SR SRR 58 T W 5 1 R /DN T 42 32 i S0 SR U
RO R HE TR/ T R B Hihr R
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Fig.1 Illustration of the mechanism of specific attraction of figs and identification of fig wasps

LA, X T DI BE A M S A A - PR 20 55 1 2 O 2R ARG P 2 R T 3 TR e S P 5 1 1
AL I —EHE ™ DRE MR AR SR AR A AL B, AR SR TP A B AEAE AL G . TR IR
AR BRI , EPEAR /NS UREAE D RETE AR HORR SR N7 B0, 1T A\ MERRAR SR O AR /N ok A S AR /N e g
X AP AN RIS IR  F5 A 2 b/ N AMERRFA SR N 1, SBO A G Rt ) L SEBRFIE b A BL IR R g
ARSI R VOCs AAFAE 8835 25 57, T 5] AL 24 SIS (BSER: B i o — UG 1 205 020 ply
TR T 1) 7 e S5 ok 0 A T AL A e S0 TR 2 UL 1) = A SRR AR (1) 2R R ) A2y 2T ik
AR SR sl A R AR 5 A M P R PP iR 7 5 (2) 7R3 AR B PR R ot 5 (3) 76K [ PR 5 AE 31 )
AU FEBUA S B T E AL S 2D B o) DRI A S R B A VOCs A 531 i F AR AL P 31 i A

ERENE
4 HB-EFBMIRINHE L

23 TROG 28 BIRE RIS /NI 1) BB A T, DAL I 5 1 2 30 TR DG DR 1) 1 T 8 2 ol 2 Oy 2R i, 5
FORA' T AB AT RES | RO R A B ATA RS- U R A OB R A 2 Bl B R ORI TE
B, Horp i ] s R 20— B A A T AR M U R 2 R A B RTOTY  X R A A3 R S B k2
TR R o )3 P ) B 1) S AR (RS R 1 GRS IS LA SOS J M o () 2 28 A 1) R 3, T
ERERS I R O - e ) AR AR L — LR T
4.1 D R

FRE 1 P[] B 2 A R - e b R AR AL A e G « — B BB UG SRRl AR B [ R & A 1 Bk i
PR — BB W SRS /INBEE AL Ga 1 <« — X — 7 A, ISR /N R R 5 T SR AR IR R A B S s A Ay
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o S BB, H AR /N AR S | T bRt 1 SRy S DT 7 A a8 % oAk S s AR 454 s OF Hh Tk &
PHRE 7 A BRI 20 5 M 1 1 AR RN ) (0 DR 2 U, DA T (A%t 2 M T i i 2 R R R st AR 44, S P A
/NI 55 AR AL S B TR R 58 Ak, i TR BRI R [A) L DR R ATS BE LR | 1 F- AR AR [R] 35 45 0 A R B IS
] N AEFFTE AR K-, 25 =B B, S8 2 AR R FR /NI TR] ) VOCGs 7 A2 22 5, i — 2B B T 1 S A At ) it
PRI, e AR f 1 R oA R i A I R TR AT SRy« — S —7 6 R 770 FEak Al iR AR R, W AR /N
FERG LT LRI — B e s

TE VR R Al TR i A 0, BRI IE e AR v b P g 2 B R PR AL T R 2
P A AR T A T BE I — 2D T A B R R Y A BRI AL R R H IS Uk s 7 A R 2
WK 2) , W FE0m THRE GRS 2R Z LT (F. pumila var. awkeotsang ) , 3 Z WM R K E £
SRR T 25 XS TN R A AR 7E R B A E A SR R E TR, B R T
5 REZS SOHAR /N TE A T D[] CRR (0 26 — B Be, BV 245 09380 4% 40 A AR BE O A SR B R 1 7K F  (HAR /N 2 48
SEAGMALIRP T IR R T R BRI FOE A, fh 27 3m RO 24 A0 0 T RS AR AR /N AL A AL T
HE— 25| R AE ERRE AR AR IR E Ty o AN A T AR LN AN [R) 4K 5 B ) JLAP O A8 S AR s/
B BIRIR] A Y SR B, PR BERE W R R TE AR VOCs Sa /NS R D 4711 19 04k, PTREAR 3] 1 e o — 3% 5t 1%
TR,

IEAN WX /DN B 1) S PR P BEAE 5 P[] Bl ok P P D PEVE . A8 55 00 T AR R o b 1%
FEECE S R ARy A IR T IR AT SR I R A RS A, B4, BRI T 2 1R A7 /)N e U 75
SR IR A 2 SR A BRI T o SOM AR A IRV E P AT R R /) e T M 2R SR I A2 4k
N5 A AR = 2 B 8 oAk, e 2 T 35 Il Jlc e
42 TR

FERLCREIR I TS LT W /NGt 25 AR AR A, 35 il — 20 O HAbAR 1 L et by Bk 2
6 F e, BTG RSSO B N =2 28 LA DI ] B 50X LA A A 251> 43 /KRR - XU 3
GESEAA 1R AR R — BB B> 1 RS R R U2 32 B DG TE

f2fam i b R AR R R e B S AR BRI, R RIRE B AR R R R Z 8] R s
TR AL B A7 o2, 3 B0k /N0 2R BRI HE AT AT . a1 Wang S5 5F X [R50 43 A7 (1 5 A . 4 g
THE S AR ( Ficus semicordata var. montana) F155 Ak 3 Fh 35 2% 5 R BT 1) KIRAE (Ficus auriculate) |- RA5
( Ficus oligodon) M FEHA ( Ficus hainanensis ) BRI R M | 5525 G 28 5030 A FA 0T SEARBLAY R , [a] i b 1]
DRI B 5 5 A TN 2 SR B S RIS R AL R 3 T R SRR 24,5291 L TR, XY LA AR LR B A )
WO 16 FRR AT AT RE R A

SRIM A IEAAUL T AL G A 22 [] . X EL KRB 59 Bl ) -2 (R 56 DR 20 55080 10 a0 Ak 43 A7 e I A 11
RERE KR DI WA RS S5 X 5 HFA B SR GO R IFARRF S Xt 6 MRS 15 Al 2oxt
TR /NI DR 2 118 28 G0 4 AR ) A ) i I3 A2 AR IR R A0 I 2 v o o A v ) R AR RS 3 5 AR /N e
W A 01 B RS AR R Je A SRR FE N T AN F ARG PRI AL T A R e s SR AR A LB
JRLRA) < Z A8 DX S A T RE IR DR 4 P 8 5T B S XSk 24 52 S A RIS AR [0 178 35 PR 85 R At IX 3k 55, 7
—EMBEREE SR S H A B BERS AW K, S 2l 2458 SR AR G AR P A AR B WS, B g | R B )
(B 2) , WnSRSE P A DXl P o 35 s i DG R i S B 000 AT R 2 B3k A s R AR = Ak 5 S AR R AT
AT o TITRA /NI P LS fi e PT  2 DRI XS 24 SRR AR 14 338 107 17T 434 , A5 /N 1) AL E— 2D AR 3 T AR 1Y
Ok SRR (B 2) o A WA /NI 1 i g 1 S T R R T AP A A5 R T kR L
i 8- AR BB 7 e 2 I Ry T 35t A% (AR O 5 4 S B RR 9 234k H i i A B

5 REERE
P IR RAR- e EAE A E AL A% VOCs BORNIR) 22 S W0 28 A e ik LA S 21 1) 22 S P S5 4 /N i
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Fig.2 Chemical communications mediate co-speciation and speciation by host shift
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|2 890

SN T -t A R AL 2B AL LA R A 3@ i 5 N RS s BIF S U 1T — 5 iyt (B A i 2
R REBE R . 106, RO AR SIS | R 20 Tl R T AR S M I 5 1 4 0 A R A i
P2 LA RAR PR B 5 437 B0 R A, LR | 58 B A /I B A S R SO TR 15 Al v S
. BEAN, WL A R e M B AT e AL S TG R LA/ A A AT AN TR AE . BEARAS bk R
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Kt EHFG B ZAIF IR A, AR ER TR T 5 WP o A3 1 B LR A i) B 4% 22 el e 2 oy
F 5 AR DR FEIXREOC T A RIAR /N e A T R A 2E s o AL 30 3 7 R B8 Al ST R R
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