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Insect egg size and shape evolve with 
ecology but not developmental rate
Samuel H. church1,4*, Seth Donoughe1,3,4, Bruno A. S. de Medeiros1 & cassandra G. extavour1,2*

Over the course of evolution, organism size has diversified markedly. Changes in size are thought to have occurred because 
of developmental, morphological and/or ecological pressures. To perform phylogenetic tests of the potential effects 
of these pressures, here we generated a dataset of more than ten thousand descriptions of insect eggs, and combined 
these with genetic and life-history datasets. We show that, across eight orders of magnitude of variation in egg volume, 
the relationship between size and shape itself evolves, such that previously predicted global patterns of scaling do not 
adequately explain the diversity in egg shapes. We show that egg size is not correlated with developmental rate and that, 
for many insects, egg size is not correlated with adult body size. Instead, we find that the evolution of parasitoidism and 
aquatic oviposition help to explain the diversification in the size and shape of insect eggs. Our study suggests that where 
eggs are laid, rather than universal allometric constants, underlies the evolution of insect egg size and shape.

Size is a fundamental factor in many biological processes. The size of an 
organism may affect interactions both with other organisms and with 
the environment1,2, it scales with features of morphology and physi-
ology3, and larger animals often have higher fitness4. Previous studies 
have aimed to identify the macroevolutionary forces that explain the 
observed distributions in animal size1,5,6. However, the limited avail-
ability of data on the phylogenetic distribution of size has precluded 
robust tests of the predicted forces4,7. Here we address this problem 
by assembling a dataset of insect egg phenotypes with sufficient taxon 
sampling to rigorously test hypotheses about the causes and conse-
quences of size evolution in a phylogenetic framework.

Insect eggs are a compelling system with which to test macroevolu-
tionary hypotheses. Egg morphologies are extraordinarily diverse8, yet 
they can be readily compared across distant lineages using quantitative 
traits. Changes in egg size have been studied in relation to changes in 
other aspects of organismal biology9, including adult body size10–12, 
features of adult anatomy13 and offspring fitness through maternal 
investment14. Eggs must also withstand the physiological challenges 
of being laid in diverse microenvironments, including in water, air, or 
inside plants or animals15. Furthermore, because the fertilized egg is 
the homologous, single-cell stage in the lifecycle of multicellular organ-
isms, egg size diversity is relevant to the evolution of both cell size and 
organism size8,14.

Three classes of hypotheses have been proposed to explain the evolu-
tion of egg size and shape. The first suggests that geometric constraints 
due to the physical scaling of size and shape explain the diversity of egg 
morphology13,16–19. The second suggests that there is an interaction 
between egg size and the rate of development20–22. Finally, the third sug-
gests that the diversification of size and shape is a response to ecological 
or life-history changes10,13,15,23. We use a phylogenetic approach to test 
all three of these hypotheses, and show that many presumed universal 
patterns in the size, shape and embryonic development of eggs are not 
supported across insects. Instead, we find that models that account for 
ecological changes best explain the morphological diversity in eggs 
of extant insects..

Using custom bioinformatics tools, we assembled a dataset of 
10,449 published descriptions of eggs, comprising 6,706 species, 

526 families and every currently described extant hexapod order24 
(Fig. 1a and Supplementary Fig. 1). We combined this dataset with 
backbone hexapod phylogenies25,26 that we enriched to include taxa 
within the egg morphology dataset (Supplementary Fig. 2) and used 
it to describe the distribution of egg shape and size (Fig. 1b). Our 
results showed that insect eggs span more than eight orders of mag-
nitude in volume (Fig. 1a, c and Supplementary Fig. 3) and revealed 
new candidates for the smallest and largest described insect eggs: 
respectively, these are the parasitoid wasp Platygaster vernalis27 (vol-
ume = 7 × 10−7 mm3; Fig. 1c) and the earth-boring beetle Bolboleaus 
hiaticollis28 (volume = 5 × 102 mm3; Fig. 1c).

Plotting eggs by morphology revealed that some shapes evolved 
only in certain clades (Fig. 1a and Supplementary Figs. 4–7). For 
example, oblate ellipsoid eggs (aspect ratio < 1) are found only in 
stoneflies, moths and butterflies (Plecoptera and Lepidoptera; Fig. 1c, 
Supplementary Figs. 4, 5). Egg cases (oothecae) have evolved in multi-
ple insect lineages29. To test whether oothecae constrain shape or size, 
we measured individual eggs within cases, and found that these eggs are 
morphologically similar to those of freely laid relatives (Supplementary 
Fig. 8). The most prominent pattern was that distantly related insects 
have converged on similar morphologies many times independently 
(Fig. 1a and Supplementary Fig. 7). This high degree of morphological 
convergence allowed us to robustly test trait associations across inde-
pendent evolutionary events.

Evolutionary allometry of insect eggs
Two opposing hypotheses based on predicted geometric constraints 
have been proposed to explain the evolutionary relationship between 
egg shape and size. One hypothesis posits that when eggs evolve to be 
larger, they become wider (increases in egg size are associated with 
decreases in aspect ratio)17,18. This hypothesis predicts a reduction 
in relative surface area as size increases, which has been proposed as 
a solution to the presumed cost of making eggshell material18. The 
alternative hypothesis proposes that when eggs evolve to be larger, 
they become longer (increases in egg size are associated with increases 
in aspect ratio)13,18,19. This hypothesis predicts a reduction in relative 
cross-sectional area as eggs become larger, which has been proposed 
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as a solution to the need for eggs to pass through a narrow opening 
during oviposition13,19.

To test these hypotheses about the physical scaling of size and 
shape, we began by modelling the evolutionary history of each mor-
phological trait. This allowed us to determine whether distributions 
of extant shape and size have been shaped by phylogenetic relation-
ships. For egg volume, aspect ratio, asymmetry and angle of curvature 
(Fig. 1d), we compared four models of evolution: Brownian motion, 
Brownian motion with evolutionary friction (Ornstein–Uhlenbeck), 
Brownian motion with a decreasing rate of evolution (early burst) 
and a non-phylogenetic model of stochastic motion (white noise). 
We found that models that accounted for phylogenetic covariance fit 
our data better than a non-phylogenetic model (white noise); in other 
words, the morphology of insect eggs tends to be similar in closely 
related insects (Supplementary Table 5). For egg size and aspect ratio, 
an early burst model in which evolutionary rate decreases over time, 
best describes the data (Supplementary Figs. 9–11). In previous studies, 
early burst models were rarely detected30. However, our findings are 
consistent with recent studies evaluating datasets that—similar to our 
data—comprise many taxa and orders of magnitude in morphological 
variation31,32. Having established appropriate phylogenetic models, we 
used these results to test hypotheses about the relationship between 
egg shape and size.

To test which aforementioned scaling relationship best describes 
insect egg evolution, we compared support for each of the two oppos-
ing hypotheses described above using a phylogenetic generalized 
least-squares approach to determine the scaling exponent of length 
and width (the slope of the regression of log-transformed length and 
log-transformed width). A slope less than one would support the first 
hypothesis (Fig. 2a), whereas a slope greater than one would support 
the second hypothesis33 (Fig. 2b). An alternative third hypothesis is that 

egg shape remains the same as size changes; this would result in a slope 
near one (an isometric relationship; Fig. 2c). The relationships describ-
ing these hypotheses are shown in Fig. 2a–d. We found that across all 
insects, the second hypothesis is best supported: larger eggs have higher 
aspect ratios than smaller eggs (0 < P < 0.005, slope = 0.78; Fig. 2e 
and Supplementary Table 6), even when controlling for adult body 
size (Supplementary Fig. 14 and Supplementary Table 8). We found no 
support for the first hypothesis, which suggests that future hypotheses 
of egg shell evolution may need to account for additional factors such 
as chorion composition and thickness when considering potential fit-
ness cost. However, the allometric relationship between size and shape 
evolves dynamically across the phylogeny, which has also been shown 
for metabolic scaling in mammals34. The third hypothesis, isometry, 
could not be rejected for beetles and their relatives, nor for butter-
flies, moths and caddisflies (respectively, Neuropteroidea P = 0.04 
and Amphiesmenoptera P = 0.01; Fig. 2f, Supplementary Fig. 12 and 
Supplementary Table 7). Calculating the scaling relationship on lineage 
subgroups revealed that additional clades, including mayflies, crickets 
and shield bugs, also show an isometric relationship (Supplementary 
Fig. 13). The marked differences in scaling exponents are evidence that 
egg evolution was not governed by a universal allometric constant. 
Instead, evolutionary forces beyond the constraints of physical scal-
ing (for example, development or ecology) are required to explain the 
morphological diversification of insect eggs.

Developmental traits and egg evolution
The egg is the starting material for embryogenesis, and the size of the 
hatchling is directly related to the size of the egg at fertilization35. It has 
been reported that embryogenesis takes longer in species with larger 
eggs22 and that this relationship could influence size evolution20,21. 
This would be consistent with the observation that larger adult species 
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Fig. 1 | The shapes and sizes of hexapod eggs. a, Eggs are plotted in a 
morphospace defined by volume (mm3) and aspect ratio (unitless) on a 
log scale. Points are coloured by clades as shown in b. b, Relationships are 
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ratio27,28,48–51. d, Size and shape are described using six features, calculated 
as shown.
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have lower metabolic rates than smaller species36. To test this predic-
tion across our egg dataset, we assembled published embryological 
records, and found that simply comparing egg volume and duration of 
embryogenesis yields the previously reported positive relationship22 
(Supplementary Fig. 17). However, a linear regression that does not 
account for phylogenetic relationships is inappropriate for this analysis 
owing to the covariance of traits on an evolutionary tree37. When we 
accounted for phylogenetic covariance, we found that there was no 
significant relationship between egg size and duration of embryogenesis 
across insects, such that eggs of very different sizes develop at a sim-
ilar rate and vice versa (0.02 < P < 0.10; Fig. 3b and Supplementary 
Table 11). These results suggest that the often-invoked trade-off 
between size and development20–22 does not hold across insects.

We also tested the hypothesis that the size of the egg has a posi-
tive relationship with adult body size. Previous studies have reported 
this relationship in subsets of insects and have suggested that smaller 
insects lay proportionally larger eggs for their bodies11,35,38. Such a rela-
tionship between egg size and body size would result in an allometric 
scaling exponent that is less than one. We combined our dataset of 
egg size with published adult body length data for insect families39, 
and found that this relationship was not generalizable across all insect 
lineages. For example, in flies and their relatives (Antliophora), as well 

as in mayflies and odonates (Palaeoptera), egg size is not predicted 
by body size, meaning that insects of similar body size lay eggs of dif-
ferent sizes (Antliophora P = 0.02, Palaeoptera P = 0.19; Fig. 3c, d 
and Supplementary Table 13). In Polyneoptera, thrips and true bugs 
(Condylognatha), and bees, ants and wasps (Hymenoptera), an iso-
metric relationship between egg size and body size cannot be rejected 
(Polyneoptera P = 0.02, Hymenoptera P = 0.01, Condylognatha 
P = 0.01; Supplementary Fig. 18 and Supplementary Table 13). In 
general, the predictive power of the relationship between body size 
and egg size is low: average egg volume can vary by up to four orders 
of magnitude among species with a similar body size (Fig. 3c).

At the time of fertilization an egg is a single cell. We therefore tested 
whether the size of this cell evolved with the size of the genome, as has 
been observed for other cell types40, using a database of genome size 
for hexapods41. Although the data appeared to show a positive rela-
tionship between egg size and genome size (Supplementary Table 14), 
we found that this relationship was driven entirely by the lineage 
Polyneoptera (specifically grasshoppers, Acrididae). This lineage has 
evolved genome sizes that are an order of magnitude larger than other 
insects and has relatively large eggs (Supplementary Fig. 19). Across 
other insect lineages, egg volume and genome size are not significantly 
related (0 < P < 0.08; Supplementary Table 14), and egg volume can 
range over six orders of magnitude for species with a similar genome 
size (Supplementary Fig. 19c). This indicates that genome size is not 
a general driver of egg size. The decoupling of genome size, body size 
and developmental rate from the evolution of egg sizes suggests that 
the diversification of insect eggs has not been universally constrained 
by development.
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Oviposition ecology explains egg morphology
Egg size and shape have been predicted to evolve in response to changes 
in life history and ecology. Recent studies in birds have highlighted 
one such relationship, suggesting that birds with increased flight capa-
bility have more elliptical and asymmetrical eggs13. We investigated 
whether an analogous relationship exists between insect flight capa-
bility and egg shape. Unlike birds, insects have undergone hundreds of 
evolutionary shifts to flightless and even wingless forms42. We focused 
on two clades in which flight evolution has been extensively studied. 
Stick insects (Phasmatodea) have flightless and wingless species43,44 
(Supplementary Fig. 22), and many butterflies (Lepidoptera) show 
migratory behaviour45, which we used as a proxy for increased flight 
capability relative to non-migratory taxa (Supplementary Fig. 22). We 
found that, in contrast to birds, evolutionary changes in flight abil-
ity in these two insect clades were not associated with changes in egg 
shape (Ornstein–Uhlenbeck model with multiple optima per regime; 
∆AICc (Akaike information criterion) < 2, exact values are included 
in Supplementary Tables 18, 19).

Similar to flight capacity, the microenvironment that insect eggs 
experience varies widely, including being exposed to air, submerged or 
floating in water, or contained within a host animal8. Each microenvi-
ronment places different demands on the egg, such as access to oxygen 
and water during development15. Preliminary studies in small groups 
of insects have suggested that evolutionary changes in oviposition ecol-
ogy and life history may drive the evolution of egg size and shape10,23. 
To test this prediction across all insects, we compiled records on two 
modes of oviposition ecology that have been extensively studied: ovi-
position within an animal host (internal parasitic oviposition) and 
oviposition in or on water. For each mode, we reconstructed ancestral 
changes along the insect phylogeny, and found that both aquatic and 
internal parasitic oviposition modes have been gained and lost multiple 
times independently (Fig. 4a, b and Supplementary Figs. 20, 21). This 
extensive convergent evolution allowed us to perform a strong test of 
whether egg size and shape evolution are explained by the evolution 
of oviposition ecology.

We found that the evolution of new oviposition environments is 
linked to changes in egg size and shape. Models that accounted for shifts 
to either aquatic or internal parasitic oviposition better explained size 
and shape distributions than models that did not (Ornstein–Uhlenbeck 
model, ∆AICc > 2, exact values are shown in Supplementary 
Tables 15–17). In this analysis, we compared model fit for each ecol-
ogy–trait pair separately, and found that these two ecological states 
were correlated with different egg morphologies. Specifically, shifts to 
aquatic oviposition were significantly associated with the evolution of 
smaller eggs with a lower aspect ratio (Fig. 4c, d and Supplementary 
Table 17), whereas shifts to internal parasitic oviposition were signif-
icantly associated with smaller, more asymmetric eggs (Fig. 4c, e and 
Supplementary Table 15). Moreover, we note that the smallest eggs are 
from parasitoid wasps that develop polyembryonically (that is, multiple 
embryos form from a single egg46; Supplementary Fig. 23). Neither 
oviposition mode is associated with consistent changes in the allometric 
relationship between size and shape (Supplementary Fig. 24).

Given that Ornstein–Uhlenbeck models can be favoured when data-
set size and measurement error are large47, we repeated these anal-
yses 100 times using simulated ecological states independent of egg 
morphological traits. The results of this bootstrap analysis showed that 
our observed result, which favoured ecological models of morpholog-
ical evolution, is unlikely to be caused by dataset size alone (P = 0.01; 
Supplementary Table 20). Moreover, these results were robust to uncer-
tainty in phylogenetic relationships, and to uncertainty in how taxa 
were classified for oviposition ecology (Supplementary Table 16). These 
findings provide evidence that the microenvironment that is experi-
enced by the egg has had an important role in morphological evolution.

Insect eggs present an ideal case for testing the predictability of mac-
roevolutionary patterns in size and shape. By comparing insect egg 
size and shape, we found that previous hypotheses about evolutionary 
trade-offs with developmental time, body size or the presumed cost of 

egg shells do not hold. Although we showed that developmental time 
is not linked to egg size, we suggest that other features of development 
(for example, cell number and distribution) may scale in predictable 
ways across eight orders of magnitude in egg size. Finally, we provide 
evidence that the ecology of oviposition drives the evolution of egg 
size and shape.

Online content
Any methods, additional references, Nature Research reporting summaries, source 
data, statements of data availability and associated accession codes are available at 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1302-4.
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MethodS
Creating the insect egg dataset. A list of the 1,756 literature sources used to 
generate the egg dataset is provided in the Supplementary Information. A full 
description of the methods used to assemble the insect egg dataset has been pub-
lished elsewhere24. Egg descriptions were collected from published accounts of 
insect eggs using custom software to parse text from PDFs and measure published 
images (Fig. 1d), followed by manual verification. Each entry in the egg dataset 
includes a reference to an insect genus and, when reported, species name. Scientific 
names were validated using TaxReformer24, which relies on online taxonomic data-
bases52–56. The final sample size of the dataset (over 10,000 egg descriptions) was 
determined to be sufficient because it included thousands of instances of repeated 
evolution of similar egg size and shape.
Measuring egg features. Full trait definitions are described in the Supplementary 
Information and summarized in brief below. To resolve ambiguous cases and to 
measure published images, we used the definitions below.
Egg length. We defined egg length as the distance in millimetres (mm) from one 
end to the other of the axis of rotational symmetry.
Egg width. We defined egg width as the widest diameter (mm), measured per-
pendicular to the axis of rotational symmetry of the egg. For eggs described in 
published records as having both a width and breadth or depth (that is, the egg is 
a flattened ellipsoid57), we defined width as the wider of the two diameters, and 
breadth as the diameter perpendicular to both the width and length.
Egg volume. Volume (mm3) was calculated using the equation for the volume of 
an ellipsoid: (1/6)πlw2, following previous studies12,58.
Egg aspect ratio. Aspect ratio was calculated as the ratio of length to width.
Egg asymmetry. Asymmetry was calculated as the ratio between the two egg diam-
eters at the first and third quartile of the length axis, minus one. The first quartile 
was always defined as the larger of the two diameters.
Angle of egg curvature. The angle of curvature was measured as the angle (degrees) 
of the arc created by the end points and mid-point of the length axis.
Phylogenetic methods. A genus-level phylogeny was built by combining mito-
chondrial 18S and 28S sequencing data from the SILVA database59–62 with phyloge-
netic constraints from published higher-level insect phylogenies25,26. To account 
for phylogenetic uncertainty in comparative analyses, trees were estimated using a 
hierarchical approach63,64. Separate phylogenies for each insect order were inferred 
in a Bayesian framework using MrBayes v.3.2.665 and 100 post-burn-in trees were 
randomly chosen for each order using the order-level backbone trees of two pre-
vious studies25,26. See Supplementary Information for further details.
Annotating the egg dataset with developmental trait data. For developmental 
traits, a set of references was assembled from the embryological and ecological 
literature, and then used to compile data on interval between syncytial mitoses, 
time to cellularization and duration of embryogenesis. Developmental rate obser-
vations were rescaled to approximate rates at a standardized temperature of 20 °C 
following previous studies66. For a full list of sources, methods used in this calcula-
tion, and further discussion of developmental trait definitions, see Supplementary 
Information.
Annotating the egg dataset with life-history trait data. For each of the ecological 
features of interest (internal parasitic oviposition, aquatic oviposition, flightless-
ness and migratory behaviour), taxonomic descriptions from the literature were 
matched to taxa in the insect egg dataset. For some taxonomic groups, it was not 
possible to classify all members unambiguously. In these cases, the ecological state 
was coded ‘uncertain’ and the potential effect of this uncertainty on results was 
tested. For each trait the ancestral state reconstruction was estimated using an 
equal-rates model (R package corHMM67, function rayDISC, node.states = mar-
ginal). For a full list of sources and methods used see Supplementary Information.
Data analysis and evolutionary model comparison. Egg length, width, volume 
and aspect ratio were log10-transformed. Angle of curvature and asymmetry were 
square-root-transformed.

Models of evolution were compared using the R package geiger68. For each 
trait (egg length, width, volume, aspect ratio, asymmetry and angle of curvature), 
the model fits of Brownian motion, Ornstein–Uhlenbeck and early-burst models 
were compared against a null hypothesis of a white noise model that assumes no 
evolutionary correlation (see Supplementary Information for details). The per-
formance of the best-fitting model was further analysed by comparing expected 
values of parameters from simulations under the model to observed parameters 
using the R package arbutus69.

The ancestral state of volume, aspect ratio and angle of curvature were mapped 
on the summary phylogeny using the R package phytools70 (v.0.6-44, function 
contMap). Evolutionary rate regimes of volume, aspect ratio and the angle of curva-
ture were fitted on the summary phylogeny using the program BAMM71,72 (v.2.5.0, 
R package BAMMtools v.2.1.6, setBAMMpriors, prior for expected number of 
shifts set to 10, for 10,000,000 generations).

All evolutionary regression analyses were performed using a phylogenetic  
generalized least-squares approach in the R packages ape73 (v.5.0, correlation  

structure = corBrownian) and nlme74 (v.3.1-131.1). Given that the early-burst 
models best fit the data, we also tested a corBlomberg correlation structure, which 
invokes an accelerating–decelerating model of evolution, with the decelerating rate 
of trait change fixed at 1.3.

For comparisons performed at the genus level, each regression was repeated over 
100 trees randomly drawn from the posterior distribution randomly selecting a 
representative entry per genus from the egg dataset. For comparisons performed 
at the family level, each regression was repeated 100 times calculating the family 
level average egg data from 50% of entries per family.

For phylogenetic regressions controlling for a third variable, we calculated the 
phylogenetic residuals of each variable against the dependent variable, and then 
calculated the phylogenetic regression of the residuals75. To test alternative hypoth-
eses, new data were simulated using a fixed scaling exponent and the parameters 
of the best-fitting model with the R package phylolm76 (v.2.5, function ‘rTrait’).

Allometric regressions were performed over all insect taxa as well as for 
seven monophyletic groups of insects individually (Palaeoptera, Polyneoptera, 
Condylognatha, Hymenoptera, Neuropteroidea, Amphiesmenoptera and 
Antliophora). In addition, the scaling exponent between egg length and width 
was calculated for each monophyletic group of taxa that had more than 20 tips 
but fewer than 50 tips.

Following ancestral state reconstruction of ecological regimes, for each ecol-
ogy–trait pair (internal parasitic or aquatic oviposition combined with volume, 
aspect ratio, asymmetry or curvature) the fit of a Brownian motion model, an 
Ornstein–Uhlenbeck model with a single optimum and an Ornstein–Uhlenbeck 
model with an independent optimum for each ecological state were compared 
using the R package OUwie77 (version 1.50). These analyses were repeated over 
100 trees randomly drawn from the posterior distribution, and randomly selecting 
a representative egg for each genus.

Plots were generated in R. Figures were assembled with Adobe Illustrator. Egg 
images that were reproduced from other publications were converted to greyscale, 
contrast adjusted, rotated, and then masked from their backgrounds using Adobe 
Photoshop.
Statistical information. For evolutionary regressions and parametric bootstraps, 
a significance threshold of 0.01 was used. All P values were rounded to the nearest 
hundredth. Exact values for all statistical comparisons are available in the figure 
legends and Supplementary Information. For evolutionary model comparisons, 
weighted AICc values were compared at a significance threshold of 2. Evolutionary 
regressions were performed 100 times each, taking into account phylogenetic and 
phenotypic uncertainty. For more details see Supplementary Information.
Reporting summary. Further information on research design is available in 
the Nature Research Reporting Summary linked to this paper.

Data availability
The dataset of insect eggs is publicly available at Dryad (https://datadryad.org) with 
doi:10.5061/dryad.pv40d2r and has been described elsewhere24. The phylogenetic 
posterior distributions are provided as Supplementary Information (phylogeny_
posterior distribution_misof_backbone.nxs and phylogeny_posterior_distribu-
tion_rainford_backbone.nxs).

Code availability
All code required to reproduce the analyses and figures shown here is available at 
https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution.
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Data collection Data in this study were collected from descriptions of insect eggs in the primary literature. We used custom software to extract text 
descriptions and measure published images. All code used to generate the insect egg dataset is made freely available. Python code used 
to compile the dataset and extract text information from sources, as well as the R code used to convert the raw dataset to the final 
dataset is available at https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution. Python code used to measure published images of eggs is 
available at https://github.com/sdonoughe/Insect_Egg_Image_Parser. Python code to cross-reference the egg dataset with taxonomic 
tools is available at https://github.com/brunoasm/TaxReformer. 

Data analysis All code required to reproduce the analyses in this study is made freely and publicly available at https://github.com/shchurch/
Insect_Egg_Evolution., directory 'analyze_data'. The software R, version 3.4.2, was used for all statistical analyses. Additional versions for 
R packages are listed in the methods and on the github repository. 
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final data files include the raw dataset in tab delimited format, which includes all values extracted from the text and images, as well as the final dataset in tab 
delimited format. The code to convert the raw dataset to the final dataset, as well the code to generate all figures is located in https://github.com/shchurch/
Insect_Egg_Evolution, directory analyze_data. This code can be executed directly from that directory, with the versions specified therein, and no additional 
information required.
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Study description The study describes the evolutionary analyses of egg size and shape from thousands of insect species. The dataset was assembled 
from the primary literature following an explicit and reproducible workflow. Phylogenies were assembled that were enriched for taxa 
in the egg dataset, and incorporated published relationships between insects. Using the dataset and phylogenies, regression analyses 
and ecological model comparisons were performed to test trait relationships across taxonomic groups. Regression analyses were 
performed 100 times to assess the sensitivity of results to both phylogenetic and phenotypic variation. Ecological model comparisons 
were performed over a series of classification methods to assess sensitivity to bias in ecological definitions. Significance thresholds 
were set for p-values < 0.01, and for model comparisons, deltaAICc > 2. In all comparisons, the maximum number of descriptions that 
had both phylogenetic and phenotypic data were used. All results were robust to measures of sensitivity - no results were excluded 
from the publication based on conflicting or negative outcomes.

Research sample The research sample used to generate these results is a dataset of hexapod egg measurements collected from the primary literature. 
Hexapods were chosen as the appropriate scale because existing hypotheses about egg size and shape were made based on 
preliminary hexapod data. The dataset was collected from the literature following the methods described in Church et al. "A dataset 
of egg size and shape from more than 6,700 insect species", Scientific Data, (2019). The sample was collected using methods to 
maximize the number of descriptions as well as the representation across the phylogeny. The sample includes representatives from 
every major lineage, and our results assessing sampling bias indicated that our sampling scales with the diversity of described insects 
per lineage, such that most lineages have 1 representative per 100 species (see Church et al. 2018). The final sample size of the 
dataset (>10,000 egg descriptions) was determined to be sufficient because it included thousands of instances of repeated evolution 
of similar egg size and shape. This allowed for robust tests of evolutionary patterns and hypotheses.

Sampling strategy Evolutionary analyses were performed in such a way as to maximize the number of samples that could be compared using an 
evolutionary tree. Regression analyses were repeated 100 times to include both the effects of phylogenetic uncertainty, as well as 
the sampling uncertainty within an insect clade. This was accomplished by choosing a random tree from the posterior distribution, 
and by choosing a random representative description for each taxon, for each of the 100 repeated analyses. The sample size of each 
lineage specific regression was determined by the maximum number of egg descriptions which were available and could be placed 
on an enriched phylogenetic tree. Clades with too few taxa that met these criteria (threshold < 20 taxa, e.g. Psocodea) were excluded 
from the analyses.

Data collection The data was originally recorded by many thousands of entomologists, in separate publications, over 250 years. The data was 
aggregated following an explicit and reproducible workflow, which included using a number of predetermined search terms to query 
online databases and gather relevant publications. We used custom software (made freely available) to then extract egg descriptions 
from the literature, maximizing both the number of descriptions and the consistency across publications.

Timing and spatial scale Online literature databases were queried for relevant publications between October 2015 to August 2017, after which all 
predetermined terms had been searched and data collection was stopped. Publications were not excluded based on geography or 
language.

Data exclusions No text descriptions of eggs were excluded from the study, but a select number of re-measurements of published images of eggs 
were excluded based on sensitivity tests of the image measuring software using simulated egg shapes. Our analysis of this software 
indicated that in particular extreme combinations of traits, the software was less accurate in measuring features of egg shape (see 
Church et al. 2018). Therefore, using a pre-determined exclusion criterion based these results, the top 0.01% of entries for aspect 
ratio and asymmetry were excluded (~10 entries each), and curvature data was excluded for eggs with an aspect ratio <1. No further 
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data was excluded from any evolutionary analysis (e.g. regressions, model comparisons).

Reproducibility All experiments performed here are fully reproducible using the R code available at https://githu,b.com/shchurch/
Insect_Egg_Evolution. All the data required to generate the figures is included in that repository, and a description of each code file is 
provided. In no case was an analysis repeated which provided a different result or a failed result, compared to what is reported here. 

Randomization For evolutionary analyses, a random tree from the posterior distribution and a representative egg description for each taxon was 
randomly chosen for each iteration of the regression experiments. Randomness was determined by shuffling the datasets in R.

Blinding The data collection was not fully blinded, as the custom software cannot currently fully automate the process of data extraction from 
the literature. Therefore all data collection was assisted automatically based on explicit rules, and then manually verified. 
Evolutionary analyses were blinded, given that analyses for each lineage, model, or trait comparison were performed exactly 
equivalently using objective criteria (e.g. predetermined significance thresholds) and results were reported exactly as generated by R. 
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1 The insect egg dataset

A complete description of the methods used to compile the insect egg dataset is published in an accompanying

article1. Here, we briefly summarize those methods. Descriptions of insect eggs were assembled from the published

entomological literature using custom bioinformatic software. A list of the 1,756 literature sources used to generate

the egg dataset is provided as a supplemental file, ‘bibliography_egg_dataset.pdf’. Each entry in the dataset includes

an insect’s genus name and, if it was available from the source publication, the species name. Every entry also includes

text measurements of egg dimensions and/or a published image of an insect egg. Published images were subsequently

measured using custom software to extract additional egg size and shape information. Taxonomic names were

checked against databases for synonyms and matched to online sequence databases for building phylogenies, using

the software TaxReformer1. The dataset has been statistically assessed for accuracy of measurement tools as well as

potential sources of variation (e.g. intraspecific variation and variation across publications), and the results of those

assessments are also included in the publication describing the dataset1.

1.1 Defining egg traits

The trait descriptions in this section are reproduced from the accompanying article that describes the insect egg

dataset1. For each trait listed below we used the descriptions of egg length and width as presented in the original

publications. Given that conventions vary across entomologists and insect taxonomic groups, we present the

following definitions to resolve ambiguous cases and to serve as a suggestion for future egg descriptions.

Egg: The term egg is used to describe several successive developmental stages, including the mature oocyte, the

zygote at the one-cell stage, and the developing embryo in its eggshell. When multiple descriptions were available
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within a single publication, for consistency we selected measurements that were recorded closest to the time of

fertilization, given that in some insects it has been documented that the dimensions of the egg change over time

(typically<20% change in length due to water exchange during embryonic development)2–6. In most insects the egg

is oviposited outside the adult body, However, in viviparous insects, eggs proceed through some or all of embryonic

development within the body of the mother. The egg is often enveloped in a secreted eggshell called the chorion6,

which may have elaborations (e.g. dorsal appendages or opercula)7. We selected egg measurements that excluded

chorionic elaborations over those that included them, as our goal was to measure the comparable cellular material

across species.

Length: To resolve ambiguous cases, and when measuring egg features from images, we defined egg length as

the distance in millimeters (mm) of the axis of rotational symmetry. This definition maximizes consistency with

published descriptions of egg length. Under this definition, length is not always longer than width (as defined

below). For some insect groups (e.g. Lepidoptera) the axis of rotational symmetry is sometimes referred to in the

literature as height8–10. For published images with a scale bar, we measured both the straight and curved length of

the egg (for those eggs that are curved), but for all analyses and figures, we used the straight length of the egg in

order to maximize consistency with published records. Further details on how egg traits were measured from egg

images are available1.

Width and breadth: To resolve ambiguous cases, and when measuring egg features from images, we defined width

as the widest diameter (mm), measured perpendicular to the axis of rotational symmetry of the egg. For some insect

groups this axis is referred to in the literature as diameter8 or breadth11. For eggs described in published records

as having a length, width, and breadth or depth (i.e., the egg is a flattened ellipsoid12), we considered width as the

wider of the two diameters, and breadth as the diameter perpendicular to both width and length. For published

images with a scale bar, we measured width as the widest of the three egg diameters at the first quartile, midpoint,

and third quartile of the length axis. We did not measure breadth from published images.

Volume: Volume (mm3) was calculated using the equation for the volume of an ellipsoid, following previous

studies13,14. The formula is 1
6πlwb, with l,w, and b as length, width, and breadth, respectively. This simplifies to

1
6πlw

2 when the egg is rotationally symmetric. For records in which the volume was reported but egg length and

width were not, we used the reported volume. For all other entries, we recalculated volume from the measurements

in the text and frommeasurements of images published with a scale bar.

Aspect ratio: We calculated aspect ratio as the ratio of length to width. An aspect ratio of one corresponds to a

spherical egg. An aspect ratio less than one corresponds to an egg that is wider than long (oblate ellipsoid). An

aspect ratio greater than one corresponds to an egg that is longer than it is wide (prolate ellipsoid). We note that egg

ellipticity has been used to describe egg shape in birds15,16 and that it can be calculated as the aspect ratio minus one.

Analyses testing the sensitivity of our measurement software for egg images indicated that the variance in measured

aspect ratio is highest for eggs with extremely high aspect ratios1. Therefore we excluded the eggs in the top 0.1

percentile of aspect ratio from subsequent analyses. We recorded the aspect ratio from images published with or

without a scale bar, as aspect ratio is a scale-free attribute.

Asymmetry: We defined asymmetry as max(q1,q3)
min(q1,q3)

− 1, where q1 and q3 are the egg diameters at the first and third
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quartile of the curved length axis. Therefore an egg with an asymmetry of zero has quartile diameters with equal

length. Baker’s λ value, used to measure asymmetry in bird eggs16, can be converted to the asymmetry parameter

used in the present study (as shown in Fig. S6). Analyses testing the sensitivity of our image measuring software

indicated that the variance is highest for eggs with extremely high values of asymmetry1. We therefore excluded

the eggs in the top 0.1 percentile of asymmetry from subsequent analyses. Asymmetry was only recorded from

published egg images.

Angle of curvature: We defined the angle of egg curvature as the angle of the arc created by the endpoints of the

length axis and the midpoint of q2 (the width of the egg at the point perpendicular to the straight length axis).

Analyses testing the sensitivity of our image measuring software indicated that the variance in curvature increases

when the curvature and aspect ratio are low1. We therefore did not calculate curvature for eggs with an aspect ratio

of one or less. Angle of curvature was only recorded from published egg images.

2 Estimating phylogenetic relationships

2.1 Obtaining genetic data for genera in the egg dataset

While there are published order-level17 and family-level18 phylogenies for insects, to our knowledge there is no

tree that includes all genera for which we assembled egg data. To address this, we produced a new tree by com-

bining publicly available sequence data for the genera in the egg dataset with phylogenetic results from published

insect evolutionary studies17,18. Sequence data for 18S and 28S ribosomal RNAwere obtained from the SILVA

database19–22, a curated set of sequences for both the small and large ribosomal units. Sequences classified as

Hexapoda in the SILVA database (release 128) were downloaded and associated with the corresponding National

Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI) ID using NCBI Entrez tools implemented in Biopython23. Each

NCBI ID was then searched on the Open Tree of Life Taxonomy (OTT) to obtain the corresponding OTT ID, the

identifier used to link sequence data to the egg dataset. Finally, the dataset was curated by keeping only the longest

sequence available for each species and genus in the egg dataset.

2.2 Verifying sequence identity

To avoid inclusion of mislabeled or uninformative sequences, the data downloaded from the SILVA database were

filtered using a phylogenetic criterion. First we created a reference dataset of ribosomal RNA sequences from the

Misof et al. (2014)17 order-level dataset, as downloaded from the NCBI Sequence Read Archive (SRA). Raw reads

from the SRAwere filtered with Trimmomatic (version 0.32)24 and mapped to the SILVA sequences to identify

ribosomal RNA, using bowtie2 (version 2.2.9)25. Ribosomal RNA reads were assembled using Trinity, and the

identity of the longest assembled contig was checked using BLAST inNCBI. For some taxa in theMisof et al. (2014)

read archive we could not assemble rRNA sequences de novo, and in these cases we used reference sequences from

the SILVA database which corresponded to the same genus in the Misof et al. (2014) tree.

Next, the reference sequences were aligned usingMAFFT (version 7.245)24 with the E-INS-I algorithm in Geneious
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(Biomatters) and trimmedmanually. Reference alignments used for 18S and 28S are available at https://github.
com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution, directory ‘phylogeny’. Candidate SILVA sequences that matched an

insect genus in the egg dataset bynamewere added to this reference alignmentwithMAFFT (option--keeplength,
--addlong, and the default alignment algorithm). Aligned candidate SILVA sequences were placed on theMisof et

al. (2014)17 phylogeny using the evolutionary placement algorithm implemented in RAxML (version 8.2.924,26).

Candidate sequences that were placed in a different insect order on the phylogeny than the order reported in OTT

were removed from the dataset.

Evolutionary placement Misof et al. (2014)17 Open tree taxonomy SILVA

Archaeognatha Archaeognatha Archaeognatha Archaeognatha

Coleoptera Coleoptera Coleoptera Coleoptera

Collembola Collembola Collembola Collembola

Dermaptera Dermaptera Dermaptera Dermaptera

Blattodea Blattodea, Isoptera Blattodea Blattodea, Isoptera

Diplura Diplura Diplura Diplura

Diptera Diptera Diptera Diptera

Embioptera Embioptera Embioptera Embioptera

Ephemeroptera Ephemeroptera Ephemeroptera Ephemeroptera

Grylloblattodea Grylloblattodea Grylloblattodea Grylloblattodea

Hemiptera Hemiptera Hemiptera Hemiptera

Hymenoptera Hymenoptera Hymenoptera Hymenoptera

Lepidoptera Lepidoptera Lepidoptera Lepidoptera

Mantodea Mantodea Mantodea Mantodea

Mantophasmatodea Mantophasmatodea Mantophasmatodea Mantophasmatodea

Mecoptera Mecoptera Mecoptera Mecoptera

Megaloptera Megaloptera Megaloptera Megaloptera

Neuroptera Neuroptera Neuroptera Neuroptera

Odonata Odonata Odonata Odonata

Orthoptera Orthoptera Orthoptera Orthoptera

Phasmatodea Phasmatodea Phasmatodea Phasmatodea

Plecoptera Plecoptera Plecoptera Plecoptera

Protura Protura Protura Protura

Psocodea Psocodea Phthiraptera, Psocoptera Phthiraptera, Psocoptera

Raphidioptera Raphidioptera Raphidioptera Raphidioptera

Siphonaptera Siphonaptera Siphonaptera Siphonaptera

Strepsiptera Strepsiptera Strepsiptera Strepsiptera

Thysanoptera Thysanoptera Thysanoptera Thysanoptera

Trichoptera Trichoptera Trichoptera Trichoptera

Zoraptera Zoraptera Zoraptera Zoraptera

Zygentoma Zygentoma Zygentoma Lepismatidae, Thysanura

Table S1: Equivalence of order-level taxonomic concepts of main sources of data. Differences in taxonomic names between
data sources are shown in bold.

https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution
https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution
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Order Genera with OTT

IDs in the egg dataset

Genera with

18S data

Genera with

28S data

Genera with any rRNA data

Archaeognatha 2 2 2 2

Coleoptera 381 255 171 279

Collembola 8 7 6 7

Dermaptera 7 5 1 5

Blattodea 74 52 45 57

Diplura 3 3 3 3

Diptera 271 114 186 207

Embioptera 2 1 1 1

Ephemeroptera 76 62 42 62

Grylloblattodea 2 2 2 2

Hemiptera 431 185 139 215

Hymenoptera 635 341 338 394

Lepidoptera 1025 69 89 136

Mantodea 6 6 6 6

Mantophasmatodea 3 2 3 3

Mecoptera 7 3 3 3

Megaloptera 6 2 1 2

Neuroptera 32 20 2 20

Odonata 53 42 48 49

Orthoptera 184 89 66 93

Phasmatodea 113 45 58 61

Plecoptera 71 61 40 63

Protura 2 2 2 2

Psocodea 29 17 2 17

Raphidioptera 1 1 0 1

Siphonaptera 14 11 11 12

Strepsiptera 5 2 0 2

Thysanoptera 7 4 2 4

Trichoptera 23 13 3 14

Zoraptera 1 1 1 1

Zygentoma 2 2 2 2

Table S2: Number of genera from egg dataset included in DNA sequence alignments.

2.3 Estimating phylogenies for insect orders

Ribosomal RNA sequences that passed the filtering criteria were aligned using UPP (version 4.3.1)27,28, which

allowed us to align thousands of full and partial rRNA sequences. Bayesian clock models require an impractical

computation time when applied to hundreds or thousands of sequences. Therefore, instead of performing a single

phylogenetic analysis for all insects in our study, we divided the alignment into taxonomic orders and inferred a

distribution of trees for each order individually (all orders included here have been recovered as monophyletic in

previous studies17). For each order-level alignment, one outgroup sequence was included from every other order.

The representative outgroup sequences were randomly selected from those taxa with both 18S and 28S sequences,
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or from taxa with 18S when both sequences were not available for a given order.

Order-level alignments were trimmed by removing regions at the alignment margins with less than 20% of the species

included. Internal sites of the alignment that were represented by fewer than ten sequences were also removed,

as were sequences with fewer than 100 total unambiguous sites. It has been shown that trimming of sites with

excessive amounts of missing data speeds up computation and does not interfere with phylogenetic inference, while

more aggressive criteria for trimming usually results in lower-quality trees29. After trimming, ribosomal genes were

concatenated into a single dataset (see Table S2 for statistics on genera with sequence data included in this study).

For each alignment we generated a distribution of phylogenetic trees under a Bayesian framework withMrBayes

(version 3.2.630). Alignments were partitioned by gene, using a general time-reversal (GTR) model31 with invariant

sites and gamma rate variation applied to each partition. Molecular clock rates were allowed to vary according to the

Independent Gamma rates model. The birth-death model was used for the tree topology prior, with speciation

and extinction priors derived from previous inferences of diversification rate for insects based on the Rainford et al.

(2014) tree32.

Insect families that are present in the Rainford et al. (2014) study and are considered monophyletic on the Open

Tree of Life (OTL) were constrained to be monophyletic in our phylogenetic analysis. We used “soft constraints”

for these relationships, meaning that taxa were allowed to be placed freely within an order if they belonged to

families that were not considered monophyletic on the OTL or were not present in the Rainford et al. (2014) study.

Insect orders, excluding the outgroup sequences, were also constrained to be monophyletic. We used the estimated

divergence times from the Misof et al. study (2014) as the calibration time between orders, while nodes within each

order were not time calibrated.

For each alignment we ran six metropolis-coupledMarkov chains, with four chains per run, for at least 25 million

generations, saving every 10,000 generations and removing the first 10% of trees as burn-in. Convergence was

assessed by the standard deviation of split frequencies between the six runs and by checking traces for each parameter

in Tracer33. Convergence was achieved (<0.05 split frequencies) for all orders except Diptera (Table S3 and S4). In

this case, inspection of trace files revealed that three of the six markov chains converged to a local maximumwith

lower likelihood, and we removed these from further analyses. In subsequent analyses we used a random sample

drawn from the posterior distribution to account for uncertainty in relationships.

2.4 Building the backbone phylogenies

We incorporated the results from published phylogenetic studies of insects17,18 into our analysis using phylogenetic

backbones. For each order, a random sample of 100 trees from the posterior distribution was grafted onto one of

two alternative backbone phylogenies, one fromMisof et al. (2014)17 and one from Rainford et al. (2014)18, which

differ in both the inferred relationships between orders (shown in Fig. S1) and the estimated divergence times. This

grafting approach is similar to that used to infer other large-scale phylogenies, such as those for seed plants34 and

birds35. Maximum clade credibility trees (MCC) were also generated by grafting the MCC tree of each order to the

corresponding backbone (Fig. S2). The final 100 trees drawn from the posterior distributions are available as the
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supplementary files ‘phylogeny_posterior_distribution_misof_backbone.nxs’ and ‘phylogeny_posterior_distribu-

tion_rainford_backbone.nxs’.

Hereafter we refer to the resulting genus-level trees as the “Misof backbone tree” and the “Rainford backbone tree”.

All primary figures and tables shown in this study are based on the Misof backbone tree, with a comparison of the

results between the backbones given in Table S21.

Rainford et al. (2014)18 topology and divergence times were readily available from their supplementary data, but

Misof et al. (2014)17 provided divergence times only as a table, with a time tree included as a figure. We added

the Misof backbone17 divergence times as annotations to their respective nodes in a new cladogram. A tree file

containing these annotations is included in the present study at https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_
Egg_Evolution file ‘fully_annotated_misof.nexml’.

Tree and alignment manipulations throughout the pipeline were done by custom bash and python scripts using

Biopython23 and Dendropy36. Some steps of this pipeline made use of GNU parallel37.
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Figure S1: Relationships between insect orders in two backbone phylogenies. a, Order-level backbone tree fromMisof et
al. (2014)17. b, Order-level backbone tree from Rainford et al. (2014)18.

https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution
https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution
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DiplacodesUracis Nannophya Sympetrum
Orthetrum Ladona

Tholymis Erythemis
Plathemis Nannophlebia ErythrodiplaxBrachythemis

Celithemis Perithemis

AntipodogomphusIctinogomphus Austrogomphus HageniusHemigomphus
Gomphus

NeopetaliaEpiophlebia Anax Aeshna

Tagalina NalaForficula Chelisoches Euborellia
Zorotypus

Tenodera HierodulaPseudovates Stagmomantis
Theopropus Brunneria

Diploptera
Rhabdoblatta GeoscapheusPanesthia
Archimandrita EublaberusBlaberus Byrsotria

PhortioecaPycnoscelus Epilampra

Panchlora NauphoetaRhyparobia Gromphadorhina

Ectobius BaltaAnaplecta Latiblattella

Blattella Loboptera ParatemnopteryxIschnoptera Xestoblatta
Nyctibora Supella

Cryptocercus

Latindia
PolyphagaArenivaga Euthyrrhapha

Eucorydia Therea

ScabinaMethana CelatoblattaMelanozosteria

Neostylopyga BlattaDeropeltis Periplaneta Duchailluia

Lamproblatta

Zootermopsis Cryptotermes IncisitermesKalotermes Neotermes MastotermesReticulitermes Coptotermes MacrotermesMicrotermes Odontotermes AngulitermesNasutitermes Microcerotermes

Aposthonia Timema

Baculofractum

Asceles Orxines Diesbachia
SipyloideaLopaphus RhamphosipyloideaTrachythorax

Paramenexenus NeohiraseaPhaenopharos Oxyartes

Gratidia DiapheromeraOncotophasma Libethra Oreophoetes

Pachymorpha TectarchusMicrarchus
Spinotectarchus

Dimorphodes BaculumMedauroidea Medaura CarausiusLeprocaulinus Phenacephorus LonchodesEurycantha Neopromachus PhobaeticusHaplopus Hermarchus Macrophasma
Megacrania OphicraniaGraeffea EurycnemaPhraortes Tropidoderus

Extatosoma AnchialeCotylosoma
Argosarchus Acanthoxyla Clitarchus

BacillusPhyllium Chitoniscus
SungayaAretaon Epidares HaaniellaHeteropteryx

Lamponius AnisomorphaPeruphasma Paraphasma
Agathemera

MantophasmaSclerophasma Karoophasma GrylloblattaGalloisiana

Hemiandrus Deinacrida Motuweta
Troglophilus Diestrammena Dolichopoda

ConocephalusRuspolia Orchelimum

PachytrachisBicolorana Tettigonia DecticusPholidoptera

PediodectesMetrioptera Platycleis

OdonturaTylopsis Barbitistes PhaneropteraLeptophyes Meconema

Teleogryllus GryllusOecanthus
TrigonidiumAllonemobius Homoeoxipha

Pteronemobius Eunemobius
Gryllomorpha

Cylindraustralia TetrixParatettix PhymateusPyrgomorpha Chrotogonus
Atractomorpha

HaplotropisRomalea

EyprepocnemisCataloipus Heteracris SphingonotusCalliptamus
CatantopsCircotettix Hesperotettix

Bradynotes ChortophagaMelanoplus Prumna CeracrisPhlaeoba Oedipoda TristriaAiolopus Stenobothrus OmocestusEuchorthippus Mermiria
Ornithacris ChondracrisCyrtacanthacris Anacridium Nomadacris

Schistocerca Oxycatantops
DactylotumAnapodisma

Dichromorpha Syrbula Eucoptacra
Gomphocerippus
ChorthippusBryodemella Gomphocerus

Dasyhippus Bryodema

Spathosternum OxyaAcrida Truxalis
HeteropternisAulocara Locusta XanthippusTrimerotropis Gastrimargus

Rhammatocerus OedaleusAcrotylus

NotonemouraAustrocercella Austrocerca NemouraMalenka ProtonemuraAmphinemura Zapada
PerlomyiaLeuctra Paraleuctra

Eucapnopsis UtacapniaCapnia TaenionemaBrachyptera Taeniopteryx Doddsia

Pteronarcys Pteronarcella

MegarcysIsoperla CascadoperlaDiura Perlodes Isogenoides
Cultus Kogotus Pictetiella

SetvenaSkwala Frisonia

Sweltsa Kathroperla Chloroperla
Utaperla Paraperla Alloperla

Suwallia HaploperlaPlumiperla Triznaka

PerlaDinocras Calineuria PerlestaHesperoperla DoroneuriaAcroneuria Claassenia

CosmioperlaEusthenia Thaumatoperla
Cardioperla TrinotoperlaNewmanoperla Riekoperla IlliesoperlaDinotoperla Eunotoperla Leptoperla

AustropenturaAcruroperla

Thrips Frankliniella HaplothripsBactrothrips
Diaphorina Cacopsylla TriozaBactericera

Siphoninus Bemisia
SchizaphisAcyrthosiphon Sitobion Rhopalosiphum

IceryaDrosicha Diaspis PulvinariaCeroplastes
HyalesthesHaplaxius

MegamelusDelphacodes Prokelisia Muellerianella
Conomelus

Peregrinus PerkinsiellaDicranotropis

Scolypopa RicaniaBruchomorpha Ommatissus

Xenophyes

Hesperocorixa TenagobiaSigara NannocorisHypselosoma Ceratocombus
Mesovelia HebrusHydrometra Microvelia GerrisAquarius

NotonectaEnithares Ambrysus
Ochterus RanatraAbedus Belostoma LethocerusDiplonychus

Saldula Salda PleaMicronecta
OxycarenusMezira Aradus Megymenum

Mormidea OebalusEuschistus

Podisus Carbula PentatomaRhaphigaster Halyomorpha PlautiaPiezodorus

Eurydema ChinaviaErthesina DalpadaBrochymena

EdessaLoxa Graphosoma DichelopsThyanta
Megacopta Coptosoma
Elasmucha Thaumastella Poecilocoris

Leptocorisa RiptortusMegalotomus

HomoeocerusCletus Clavigralla
AulacosternumCatorhintha Leptoglossus Anisoscelis

MictisAnoplocnemis Notobitus HygiaPhysomerus

Corallocoris
LiorhyssusStictopleurus Harmostes RhopalusLeptocoris

Pachygrontha
Urostylis UrochelaPyrrhocoris Dysdercus

Largus Dicranocephalus

HeterogasterPiesma

Geocoris CymusKleidocerys
Lygaeus Spilostethus TropidothoraxOncopeltus NysiusSinorsillus
Belonochilus

ParaeucosmetusPseudopachybrachiusParomiusRemaudiereana Dieuches UdeocorisPanaorus Phaenacantha Malcus

DiscocorisThaumastocoris Baclozygum Cimex
DufouriellusAnthocoris OriusXylocoris

Macrolophus DicyphusCoridromius Helopeltis FelisacusCampyloneura Deraeocoris LygusNeurocolpus Capsus NotostiraLeptopterna
Bryocoris Pseudoloxops ZanchiusBlepharidopterus

PlagiognathusTytthus Pilophorus PolyozusAusejanus

CampylommaChlamydatus Atractotomus

Phatnoma
Dictyla Agramma Dulinius

Teleonemia EteoneusDictyonota
UrentiusCopium

Corythucha Stephanitis Tingis

LoriculaPhymata Cnizocoris
Nabis HimacerusArachnocoris Prostemma
Ectrichodia EctrychotesEmpicoris
Velitra CetheraLisarda Acanthaspis

Polididus

Sycanus Lophocephala MacracanthopsisSphedanolestes
Arilus

RhodniusLinshcosteus Triatoma Belminus
OncocephalusEctomocoris PeiratesReduvius

EndochusCoranus Rhynocoris SineaEuagoras

Rhaphidosoma Vestula
Nagusta ZelusIsyndus Apiomerus

PriacmaSphaerius LepicerusHydroscapha
Agabus Hydroporus

Acilius Hydaticus IlybiusDytiscus Colymbetes
Amphizoa

CychrusCarabus NebriaLeistus Notiophilus

Pachyteles CylinderaCicindela Pheropsophus BrachinusAgonum Olisthopus
Harpalus AnisodactylusLicinus Dicheirotrichus

Pterostichus
Calathus Amara PoecilusChlaenius Abax

Synuchus Laemostenus

Loricera
PatrobusOcys BembidionTrechus Elaphrus

Laricobius

EpierusCybocephalus ZethopsusCephennium
RhagophthalmusAgriotes Cebrio

Luciola Cyphonocerus PyrocoeliaPyropyga PhotinusPyractomena Lucidina
Photuris

CurtosMetapteron
Athemus

Psephenus Lutrochus NeocylloepusProtaetia Agrilus SchizopusPelidnota Heterocerus

Pleocoma LucanusFrickius Blackbolbus
Maladera Hoplia ChilolobaCetonia Glycyphana

Schizonycha LepidiotaMelolontha Mimela AnomalaPopillia Cyclocephala OryctesTrypoxylus Adoretus

PhyllophagaHolotrichia

Gyrohypnus

Tasgius Staphylinus OcypusOntholestes
Neobisnius PhilonthusGabrius

QuediusCreophilus Xanthopygus
Oxyporus Zearagytodes Pinodytes

Aleochara StenusAcrotrichis

Megarthrus Rugilus TachyporusBledius Platystethus Anotylus

Ataenius

GeorissusPhaenonotum Dactylosternum

HydrophilusDerallus Berosus
Tropisternus Sperchopsis

HelobataHelochares Anacaena Enochrus

Dastarcus EndomychusSericoderus Anovia StethorusScymnus
Epilachna Poria Hyperaspis

Rhyzobius Diomus

Aulonium Tribolium
HylecoetusLytta MeloeEpicauta

Litargus Pelecotoma Inopeplus

PterohelaeusPalorus Morica Pimelia

Leiochrodes BlapsLatheticus Gonocephalum EleodesScaurus Tenebrio

Gnathocerus

Gonioctena
Ophrida Blepharida AlagoasaSystena Disonycha Agasicles

PyrrhaltaGalerucella Atrachya Diabrotica
Chrysomela

Platycorynus Colaspis Pachybrachis
Coptocephala AnomoeaNeochlamisus Exema

Labidostomis Lexiphanes CryptocephalusMylassa

Donacia AmblycerusCallosobruchus AcanthoscelidesStator Microctenochira

Prionus Strangalia LepturaAlosterna PhymatodesPhoracantha Prionoplus Plagionotus

Oberea PhytoeciaSaperda AnoplophoraMonochamus Agapanthia LeiopusRhagium Spondylis Distenia

StenocorusAulacoscelis Araecerus Vesperus

Phymatapoderus ParatrachelophorusApoderus
Euops Phialodes

DeporausInvolvulus AuletobiusByctiscus Epirhynchites

Dryocoetes Xyleborus HeilipodusCylindrocopturus LarinusLixus Phyllobius
Anthonomus ChaetopteliusXyloterinus Hylurdrectonus

Hylobius CeutorhynchusConotrachelus Pissodes
CylydrorhinusNaupactus Lamprosoma Sitona

ListronotusOtiorhynchus
Rhynchophorus Metamasius SitophilusSipalinusEchinocnemus Apion ExapionCylas

CathartusAhasverus TenebroidesLanguria
Cyllodes CarpophilusCryptolestes Helota

NicrophorusPhosphuga DendroxenaCalosilpha Chrysosilpha Eusilpha
Silpha

Oiceoptoma Thanatophilus NecrodesDiamesus

GibbiumMezium Ptinus
Stegobium LasiodermaAttagenus AnthrenusTrogoderma Anthrenocerus

Dermestes

RhyzoperthaLyctus

Stylops Halictophagus

Osmylus SisyraPsychopsis MantispaLomamyia
Polystoechotes Ithone NymphesAscaloptynx Nemoptera LerthaHemerobius

Chrysoperla ChrysopaPseudomallada NothochrysaItalochrysa

Nallachius Dilar
Conwentzia

CorydalusSialis Agulla

EpitediaCtenocephalides Tunga CraneopsyllaConorhinopsylla Uropsylla
Sternopsylla MyodopsyllaOrchopeas Aetheca

PhthiropsyllaMalacopsylla

Panorpa Neopanorpa Bittacus

TipulaNephrotoma

CoboldiaDitomyia Speolepta MonoclonaBoletina Diadocidia
PhthiniaMycomya MayetiolaSciara Lycoriella Bradysia

Orfelia Keroplatus Macrocera

TabanusChrysops Tongamya LamyraAndrenosoma Laphria ChoeradesDioctria MachimusEfferia Damalis
CondylostylusPseudacteon Megaselia Lonchoptera

RhingiaPlatycheirus

BacchaMeliscaeva SphaerophoriaEpisyrphus

MeligrammaEupeodes Syrphus
Didea DasysyrphusMelangyna

Xanthogramma
Leucozona Scaeva Ischiodon

Epistrophe Chrysotoxum

Helophilus Anasimyia Sericomyia
EumerusCheilosia Pipizella Pipiza

Melanostoma

Chalarus
Tricholauxania Meiosimyza AulogastromyiaPhysocephala DryomyzaSpaniocelyphus

HeterocheilaCopromyza ZodionSicus

Opomyza Geomyza LiparaCryptochetum
Sphyracephala Diopsis Diasemopsis

Fergusonina Conops
Myopa Aulacigaster StylogasterAsteia

Scaptomyza LissocephalaZygothrica Microdrosophila ScaptodrosophilaMycodrosophila DrosophilaHirtodrosophila

HydrelliaCoenia Ephydra

Phytobia Liriomyza PhytoGlossina Melophagus Crataerina

Morellia PolietesMesembrina
Hydrotaea Musca StomoxysHaematobia

HelinaMyospila Muscina Gymnodia
Mydaea Hebecnema Fannia

Scathophaga CleigastraLasiomma ChirosiaDelia

CochliomyiaProtophormia PhormiaChrysomya
Protocalliphora Hemilucilia
Aldrichina Auchmeromyia HypopygiopsisHemipyrellia Cynomya Calliphora

Lucilia Pollenia

Exorista Winthemia

Leschenaultia BlepharipaHyphantrophaga Patelloa
Eumea
Sturmia Frontiniella Pales
Gonia Pseudogonia Belvosia

Melanophora Paykullia SteveniaRhinophora

Gasterophilus OestromyiaHypoderma
CuterebraDermatobia

Tricharaea Sarcophaga

Calotarsa DalmanniaAnticheta Atrichomelina Anastrepha
Themira MeropliusSaltella Nemopoda DicranosepsisLasionemopoda Paratoxopoda

OrtalischemaOrygma

Sepsis Lonchaea
SuilliaRivellia Compsobata Chamaepsila

RhagoletisBactrocera Acartophthalmus

Psychoda ClogmiaNemopalpus PhlebotomusPsychodopygus PsathyromyiaNyssomyia Bichromomyia
Lutzomyia Sergentomyia

SmittiaDiamesa Micropsectra ChironomusSimulium Metacnephia CnephiaStegopterna Prosimulium GymnopaisChaoborus Aedes MansoniaCulex ToxorhynchitesOchlerotatus Psorophora
Anopheles

Neomicropteryx MicropterixEriocrania Sthenopis MnesarchaeaNemophora Tischeria CoptotricheOgmograptis

PapilioSericinus Graphium PachlioptaParides Atrophaneura

Catocala

Anthocharis PierisMylothris Leptosia
Colias Eurema NathalisPseudopieris DismorphiaLeptidea

Pieriballia PrionerisPareronia Colotis

Parnara AclerosErynnis
EagrisTagiades

JamidesActizera Phlyaria ShijimiaeoidesPhengaris Euphilotes Philotiella

LeptotesZizina Pseudophilotes Pseudonacaduba
Nacaduba Anthene CelastrinaZizeeria Cyaniris

Lepidochrysops EuchrysopsCacyreus

Polyommatus Kretania AriciaAgriades CupidoLysandra

Hemiargus CyclargusIolana Pithecops Chilades

Plebejus Glaucopsyche ScolitantidesLycaenaJaponica

Crudaria Curetis TrimeniaThestor Axiocerses LachnocnemaAlaena DurbaniaBaliochila

Taraka Deudorix
HeliconiusNeruda Laparus TirumalaEuploea

Acraea DanausStrabena Melitaea

Vanessa PolygoniaNeptis Pararge MinoisMelanitis

Charaxes

Corcyra PlodiaAmyelois Galleria
Adscita Glyphodes Chilo

AthetisMythimna Spodoptera
Plutella Tineola

Lymantria ZygaenaHelicoverpa Prionoxystus Heliothis

Hyles CallambulyxEuclea MonoleucaDarna
Tortricidia

Samia Antheraea ActiasSaturnia
Bombyx

Odonestis Numenes
ArichannaGeometra EctropisTimandra

Phyllonorycter GrapholitaEpiphyas Choristoneura Dichelia

CheumatopsycheHydropsyche
Helicopsyche GumagaAgarodes Neophylax AnaboliaLimnephilus

LeptocerusAthripsodes Ceraclea
HydroptilaOxyethira Orthotrichia

Runaria Sterictiphora Arge
TenthredoThrinax CladiusAneugmenus Neodiprion Dolerus

Hemitaxonus
Strongylogaster Stromboceros NematusNematinus Siobla EmpriaTaxonus LoderusAllantus

Ametastegia EutomostethusWaldheimia
Pachyprotasis MacrophyaRhogogaster Aglaostigma

Lagidina

Athalia Abia

PamphiliusXiphydria Janus HartigiaCephus
Xeris Urocerus TremexNasonia

Orussus

Gasteruption Pristaulacus EvaniaBrachygaster Timulla MyrmosulaMyrmosa Sapyga ScoliaCampsomeris
Anoplius IrenangelusEpipompilus SphictostethusPriocnemis

Pompilus Arachnospila
Episyron BatozonellusPoecilopompilus Tachypompilus

Cyphononyx MacromerisAuplopus

Stilbum Chrysis GoniozusCephalonomia LaeliusPristocera
Streblognathus NeivamyrmexEciton

Cyphomyrmex Messor MyrmicaSolenopsis MonomoriumTetramorium
StigmatommaPlectroctena Pachycondyla Odontomachus

Platythyrea
Linepithema LasiusCamponotus

Atta

Nylanderia Polyrhachis Paratrechina
MyrmelachistaGnamptogenys

Ampulex

Tachysphex Pison TrachypusPhilanthus Stizoides BembixMyzinum Tiphia MethocaParischnogaster Anischnogaster EustenogasterLiostenogaster
AncistrocerusKatamenes Eumenes

Symmorphus
VespulaVespa Polistes RopalidiaPolybia

Euparagia PseudomasarisAnterhynchium

Sphex IsodontiaChlorion SceliphronChalybion Ammophila
Euherbstia AncylandrenaAndrena Melitturga PerditaPanurgus Xeromelissa HylaeusColletes DufoureaRophites Conanthalictus

Sphecodes LasioglossumHomalictus Seladonia Halictus

NomioidesAugochloropsis Sphecodosoma

Melitta MacropisHesperapis
Neofidelia Fidelia PararhophitesDioxys HoplitisOsmia Ashmeadiella ChelostomaStelis EuaspisMegachile Coelioxys Lithurgus

Trachusa

Nomada Oreopasites AmmobatesSphecodopsis Pasites NeopasitesBiastes TriopasitesBrachynomada Holcopasites

Townsendiella HexepeolusAmmobatoides Triepeolus Epeolus
CaenoprosopisCaenoprosopina

EpeoloidesMelectoides IsepeolusLeiopodus
Ericrocis MesopliaEpiclopus Mesocheira

Rhathymus

Zacosmia ThyreusMelecta Xeromelecta
Coelioxoides

Ancyla ExomalopsisAnthophorula Svastra ThygaterTetralonia Eucera

ParatetrapediaMelitoma

TetrapediaXylocopa Ceratina MacrogaleaCompsomelissa Braunsapis Exoneura

CtenoplectraAnthophora Amegilla

EpicharisEuglossa ExaereteEulaema
Bombus Centris ApisGeniotrigona HypotrigonaMeliponula Axestotrigona

Melipona
Plebeia Nannotrigona Tetragonisca

ScaptotrigonaDuckeola Trigona

TaeniogonalosFopius Rogas
OpiusSyntretus PeristenusMicroctonus Pygostolus

Meteorus
Bracon Maxfischeria Heterospilus

Orgilus BassusAscogaster Chelonus Phanerotoma
Macrocentrus

TrioxysMicroplitis CardiochilesCotesia
PraonDiaeretiella Aphidius

DendrocerusAphanogmus

Netelia MegarhyssaAteleute AphanistesOdontocolon Xorides Ischnoceros

AcroricnusCampoletis

EnicospilusCampoplex Pimpla
Ophion HyposoterMetopius Diadegma

Platygaster Fidiobia ScelioTiphodytes Eumicrosoma GryonTelenomus Trissolcus HelorusProctotrupes

NeralsiaXyalophora FigitesCallaspidia Xyalaspis Alloxysta

DiastrophusXestophanes Synophromorpha
Periclistus

Barbotinia Isocolus AulacideaCynips Andricus
Synergus

AnacharisIbalia Parnips
Diplolepis LeptopilinaKleidotoma Ganaspis HexacolaAganaspis

Coccophagus

Megastigmus
MonodontomerusTorymusPodagrion MicrodontomerusDitropinotus

Chrysolampus Perilampus Monacon
Jambiya

ClosterocerusPediobius Chrysocharis Entedon
Melittobia Euderus
Cirrospilus Trichospilus ElachertusEuplectrus Eulophus HemiptarsenusPnigalio Elasmus

Tetrastichus Aprostocetus Minotetrastichus

Brachyufens Aphelinoidea TrichogrammatoideaTrichogramma

Pteroptrix Pachyneuron MariettaAphelinus Aphytis

MesocomysEupelmus Arachnophaga Anastatus
Leucospis

BrachymeriaDirhinus Conura
Aiolomorphus Bruchophagus EurytomaTetramesa

Cales Centrodora

Pseudometagea Eucharis Stilbula
KapalaPseudochalcura Obeza Lophyrocera

OrasemaGollumiella

AnaphesGonatocerus Anagrus
SpalangiaPseudocatolaccusPteromalus Coelopisthia

Cyrtogaster
Mesopolobus DiaziellaCeratosolen Eupristina Pegoscapus

Sycoscapter

OrmyrusAsaphes

Copidosomopsis Copidosoma AgeniaspisCheiloneurus
Comperiella MetaphycusAcerophagus

AnagyrusLeptomastidea
Basalys Encarsia

Liposcelis Laemobothrion
MenoponMenacanthus HolomenoponTrinoton

Pthirus PediculusHaematopinus Columbicola Brueelia

Trogium Lepinotus PsyllipsocusDorypteryx
Lachesilla Archipsocopsis

Thermobia Lepisma
Petrobius Pedetontus
Occasjapyx LepidocampaCampodea
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Campodea LepidocampaOccasjapyx Eosentomon Baculentulus
Tomocerus Sminthurinus HeteromurusIsotoma Cryptopygus FrieseaAnurida

Choroterpes Habrophlebiodes ThraulusParaleptophlebia Habroleptoides
Traverhyphes Tricorythodes Leptohyphes

Derlethina
Nigrobaetis Baetis

Centroptilum CloeonProcloeon
Acentrella Callibaetis

Prosopistoma PotamanthusAnthopotamus Siphlonurus HexageniaEphemera Tortopsis EphoronProboscidoplociaPalingenia DolaniaBehningia NeoephemeraIsonychia Dipteromimus

Caenis BrachycercusOligoneuriella
Timpanoga

Attenella Caudatella TeloganopsisTorleya Ephemerella
Serratella

Caurinella DrunellaTsalia Matriella Penelomax
Eurylophella Dannella

Ameletus AmetropusSiphloplecton

PseudironRhithrogena Epeorus Heptagenia
LeucrocutaEcdyonurus Afronurus Electrogena

StenonemaCinygmula

Baetisca

Sympecma
RhipidolestesPyrrhosoma Coenagrion IschnuraParacercion

Calopteryx Atrocalopteryx

Tanypteryx
Cordulegaster

EusynthemisChoristhemis Synthemis
Oxygastra GomphomacromiaProcordulia Hemicordulia TetragoneuriaSomatochlora Cordulia IdomacromiaIdionyx Pentathemis CordulephyaHesperocordulia Perithemis Celithemis

BrachythemisErythrodiplax NannophlebiaPlathemis
Tholymis ErythemisLadona Orthetrum NannophyaSympetrum Uracis Diplacodes

Austrogomphus HageniusHemigomphus
IctinogomphusAntipodogomphusGomphus
NeopetaliaEpiophlebia Anax Aeshna

Tagalina
ForficulaChelisoches EuborelliaNala

Notonemoura AustrocercellaAustrocerca MalenkaAmphinemura ProtonemuraZapada Nemoura

Perlomyia LeuctraParaleuctra
Utacapnia CapniaEucapnopsis

TaeniopteryxBrachyptera DoddsiaTaenionema

PteronarcysPteronarcella

IsoperlaCascadoperla Megarcys
Isogenoides DiuraPerlodes CultusKogotus Pictetiella

Setvena SkwalaFrisonia

Suwallia TriznakaPlumiperla Haploperla
SweltsaKathroperla Chloroperla
ParaperlaUtaperla Alloperla

Perla DinocrasClaassenia Doroneuria AcroneuriaPerlesta HesperoperlaCalineuria

Cosmioperla ThaumatoperlaEusthenia
Newmanoperla TrinotoperlaCardioperla

Riekoperla Dinotoperla IlliesoperlaLeptoperla Eunotoperla

Austropentura Acruroperla

GalloisianaGrylloblatta MantophasmaSclerophasma Karoophasma
Aposthonia Timema

MicrarchusTectarchus PachymorphaSpinotectarchus
Baculofractum

OreophoetesLibethra Oncotophasma GratidiaDiapheromera
NeohiraseaPhaenopharos Oxyartes

Paramenexenus

Orxines DiesbachiaAsceles Sipyloidea
TrachythoraxLopaphus Rhamphosipyloidea

PhobaeticusHaplopus Macrophasma Hermarchus
EurycnemaMegacrania OphicraniaGraeffea

Tropidoderus Phraortes

Extatosoma AnchialeCotylosoma
Acanthoxyla ClitarchusArgosarchus

Eurycantha NeopromachusPhenacephorus Lonchodes
CarausiusLeprocaulinus

DimorphodesMedaura Medauroidea Baculum

BacillusPhyllium Chitoniscus AretaonSungaya HeteropteryxHaaniella Epidares

LamponiusPeruphasma Paraphasma AnisomorphaAgathemera

Cryptocercus

Diploptera Rhabdoblatta GeoscapheusPanesthia
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Figure S2: Maximum clade credibility hexapod phylogenies. a, Genus-level maximum clade credibility tree with the back-
bone tree fromMisof et al. (2014) fixed as a constraint17. b, Genus-level maximum clade credibility tree with the backbone
tree from Rainford et al. (2014) fixed as a constraint18. Colors correspond to the clades shown in Fig. S1
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Taxon Post-burn-in

samples

ESS (likeli-

hood)

ESS

(prior)

Standard deviation

of split frequencies

Number of tips

in ingroup

Archaeognatha 191582 158416 29774 0.00000 2

Coleoptera 168768 2568 1505 0.00219 279

Collembola 196430 159517 17209 0.00000 7

Dermaptera 192982 161111 19329 0.00028 5

Blattodea 184724 55326 5125 0.00161 57

Diplura 191738 161361 29803 0.00000 3

Diptera 69964 1167 685 0.01511 207

Ephemeroptera 200286 79544 4986 0.00256 62

Grylloblattodea 192970 200957 27967 0.00000 2

Hemiptera 196350 10049 1949 0.00254 216

Hymenoptera 116106 1061 1037 0.00374 394

Lepidoptera 359072 11835 3366 0.00097 136

Mantodea 189820 139162 15509 0.00057 6

Mantophasmatodea 190132 159398 20418 0.00009 3

Mecoptera 190162 184041 30823 0.00000 3

Megaloptera 188398 169329 30842 0.00000 2

Neuroptera 187666 115866 13574 0.00151 20

Odonata 185388 37135 3956 0.00165 49

Orthoptera 183450 40848 1722 0.00008 93

Phasmatodea 185258 46340 4450 0.00282 61

Plecoptera 188678 61924 3706 0.00095 63

Protura 192862 180886 31648 0.00000 2

Psocodea 191848 139724 13090 0.00003 17

Siphonaptera 135260 92697 8488 0.00075 12

Strepsiptera 151750 134099 28530 0.00000 2

Thysanoptera 153506 152350 22569 0.00000 4

Trichoptera 136880 114901 8835 0.00018 14

Zygentoma 192566 168588 31878 0.00000 2

Table S3: Convergence statistics for phylogenetic analyses using Misof tree17 as backbone. Out of six runs, Diptera only
includes the three that converged to similar likelihood values.
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Taxon Post-burn-in

samples

ESS (likeli-

hood)

ESS

(prior)

Standard deviation

of split frequencies

Number of tips

in ingroup

Archaeognatha 191582 158416 29774 0.00000 2

Coleoptera 168768 2568 1505 0.00219 279

Collembola 196430 159517 17209 0.00000 7

Dermaptera 192982 161111 19329 0.00028 5

Blattodea 184724 55326 5125 0.00161 57

Diplura 191738 161361 29803 0.00000 3

Diptera 69964 1167 685 0.01511 207

Ephemeroptera 200286 79544 4986 0.00256 62

Grylloblattodea 192970 200957 27967 0.00000 2

Hemiptera 196350 10049 1949 0.00254 21

Hymenoptera 116106 1061 1037 0.00374 394

Lepidoptera 359072 11835 3366 0.00097 136

Mantodea 189820 139162 15509 0.00057 6

Mantophasmatodea 190132 159398 20418 0.00009 3

Mecoptera 190162 184041 30823 0.00000 3

Megaloptera 188398 169329 30842 0.00000 2

Neuroptera 187666 115866 13574 0.00151 20

Odonata 185388 37135 3956 0.00165 49

Orthoptera 183450 40848 1722 0.00008 93

Phasmatodea 185258 46340 4450 0.00282 61

Plecoptera 188678 61924 3706 0.00095 63

Protura 192862 180886 31648 0.00000 2

Psocodea 191848 139724 13090 0.00003 17

Siphonaptera 135260 92697 8488 0.00075 12

Strepsiptera 151750 134099 28530 0.00000 2

Thysanoptera 153506 152350 22569 0.00000 4

Trichoptera 136880 114901 8835 0.00018 14

Zygentoma 192566 168588 31878 0.00000 2

Table S4: Convergence statistics for phylogenetic analyses using Rainford tree18 as backbone. Out of six runs, Diptera
only includes the three that converged to similar likelihood values.
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3 Morphological diversity of insect eggs

3.1 Distribution of egg traits within insect clades

To place the diversity of insect propagule sizes in context, we compared their distribution to a recently published

study of eggs in birds16, as well as to an estimated range of extant plant seed sizes (Fig. S3, panel a). We found that

insect eggs range across eight orders of magnitude in volume, from 10-6 to 102 mm3. In comparison, bird eggs range

across three orders of magnitude in volume, based on the largest (Aepyornis sp., length 238 mm, width 164 mm)

and smallest egg (Hylocharis xantusii, length 12.1 mm, width 8.0 mm) included in the Stoddard et al. (2017)16

dataset. Angiosperm seed volumes range over more than 11 orders of magnitude, from the dust-seeds of orchids

(Paphiopedilum barbatum, volume 5.69 * 10-5 mm3)38 to the giants seeds in palms (Lodoicea maldivica, length ~300

mm, width ~280 mm)39. Both birds and angiosperms are younger and less speciose than insects17,40–42.

We also compared the distribution of shape parameters across insect groups. Egg aspect ratio is distributed het-

erogeneously across insect groups (Fig. S3 panel b). Insect eggs with an aspect ratio less than one (the egg is an

oblate ellipsoid, that is, width is greater than length) have evolved and diversified in at least two main groups,

Amphiesmenoptera (within Lepidoptera) and Polyneoptera (within Plecoptera). Across diverse groups of insects,

some eggs were reported as exactly spherical (aspect ratio of one). In the morphospace shown in main text Fig. 1a,

for example, these eggs form a conspicuous vertical alignment of datapoints for which aspect ratio equals exactly

one. We attribute this pattern in the data to a tendency among researchers to describe near-spherical eggs as exactly

spherical in cases when they did not measure length and width separately. Insect eggs vary with respect to aspect

ratio to a much greater extent than bird eggs, affording an opportunity to test hypotheses about shape evolution

across a greater diversity of possible shapes (Fig. S6).

Insect egg shapes vary considerably in the degree of asymmetry and the angle of curvature (Fig. S3, panels c and d).

Like bird eggs, insect eggs range from completely symmetrical to highly asymmetrical, with extreme asymmetry found

mainly inHymenoptera andCondylognatha. Unlike in birds, insect eggs are often curved along the longitudinal axis

of the egg. A high degree of curvature has evolved inHymenoptera, Condylognatha, Antliophora, and Polyneoptera

(specifically in the orders Hymenoptera, Hemiptera, Diptera, and Orthoptera).

To further explore the patterns of egg morphological evolution at a finer scale, we separately plotted each of the

eight groups shown in Figure 1, coloring points according to several constituent subgroups (Figs. S4 and S5). This

revealed that the broad patterns apparent at the scale of the whole insect phylogeny are recapitulated at the scale of

more recently diverged clades. Clades occupy distinct, yet overlapping regions of the morphospace.

3.2 Insect egg morphospace

Recent work by Stoddard and colleagues showed that bird morphospace, defined by aspect ratio and asymmetry,

was bounded such that no bird eggs are both asymmetrical and have an aspect ratio close to one16. This is not true

for insects (Fig. S6 and S7).
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volume (mm3, log transformed) across insect clades and compared to the distribution of extant bird egg sizes16 (bottom row)
and the range of angiosperm seed sizes (top row). The lower bound of seed size is represented by the orchid Acanthephippium
sylhetense38; the upper bound is represented by the palm Lodoicea maldivica39. b, Aspect ratio (unitless, log transformed)
across insect clades and compared to the distribution of extant bird eggs16. c, Asymmetry (unitless) across insect clades and
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3.3 Morphological distribution of eggs laid in egg cases

Egg cases appear to have evolved convergently across insect lineages, including in cockroaches (Blattodea, partial),

mantises (Mantodea), some stick insects (Phasmatodea: Korinninae), some beetles (Coleoptera: Cassidinae), and

one termite species (Blattodea: Macrotermes darwiniensis)43–45. In these groups, descriptions of the shape and

size of the egg cell within the case are relatively less frequent in the literature. Instead, most observations are of the

morphology of the case itself. However, among the ootheca-bearing insects for which egg morphological data could

be collected, we observed no marked difference in egg size or aspect ratio relative to the distribution of other insect

eggs (Fig. S8).
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4 Evolutionary history of egg traits

4.1 Evolutionary model fitting

We compared models of evolution with respect to six parameters of egg size and shape using the R package geiger46.

For each parameter we tested the fit of a Brownian motion model (BM), Ornstein-Uhlenbeck model (OU), Early-

Burst model (EB), and stochastic white-noise process (WN) using the Misof backbone17 maximum clade credibility

(MCC) phylogeny.

An Early-Burst model of evolution with a decreasing rate of evolution best explains (∆AICc > 2) the observed

distributions of length, width, volume and aspect ratio (Table S5;α values for parameters as follows—log transformed,

length: -0.005, width: -0.003, volume: -0.003, aspect ratio: 0.002). In contrast, for egg asymmetry and angle of

curvature, OU and BMmodels are the best fit, respectively.

∆AICc, BM ∆AICc, OU ∆AICc, EB ∆AICc, WN

Volume 52.31 54.32 0.00 1718.56

Aspect Ratio 5.11 7.12 0.00 1109.93

Asymmetry 31.58 0.00 33.61 94.82

Curvature 0.00 2.02 0.33 321.51

Length 59.76 61.77 0.00 1707.63

Width 34.42 36.43 0.00 1549.46

Cubic body length - family 0.00 1.73 2.03 247.61

Egg volume - family 0.00 1.83 2.03 258.28

Table S5: Evolutionary model fitting results. Comparing the fit (∆AICc) of evolutionary models, including Brownian
Motion (BM), Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (OU), Early-Burst (EB), and stochastic white-noise process (WN).

In order to better test the fit of the Early-Burst model to our data, we performed a parametric bootstrap of the

model using the R package arbutus47 (Fig. S9). This package simulates 100 additional datasets using the optimized

parameters of the model and compares six descriptive parameters from the observed dataset to the null distribution

generated with simulation. The results of the six parameter comparisons are as follows:

1. m.sig: mean of the squared contrasts. The rate of evolution of both egg volume and aspect ratio is well

estimated by the Early-Burst model (the observed value falls within the null distribution).

2. c.var: coefficient of variation of the absolute value of the contrasts. For both egg volume and aspect ratio there is

additional rate heterogeneity, beyond the decreasing rate of evolution fit with the Early-Burst model, which

is not well accounted for (the observed value falls well outside the null distribution).

3. s.var: slope of a linearmodel fitted to the absolute value of the contrasts against their expected variances. For both

egg volume and aspect ratio, contrasts are smaller than expected based on their branch lengths, suggesting

possible branch length error.

4. s.asr: slope of a linear model fitted to the absolute value of the contrasts against the ancestral state at the

corresponding node. For egg volume there is no correlation between the rate of evolution and the state (larger
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eggs do not evolve faster). However, for aspect ratio, more elliptical eggs evolve faster, suggesting rate-state

interactions.

5. s.hgt: slope of a linear model fitted to the absolute value of the contrasts against node depth. The Early-Burst

model accounts well for the decreasing rate of evolution in the data.

6. d.cdf: the D statistic from a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test comparing the distribution of contrasts to an expected

normal distribution. For both egg volume and aspect ratio the data do not fit a normal distribution of

contrasts well, suggesting there are likely non-Brownian motion based processes at play (e.g. jump-diffusion

processes).

These results suggest that the Early-Burst model fits some aspects of the data well, specifically the overall rate

of evolution and its deceleration over time. However, it also suggests a more complex evolutionary history than

can be captured in this model alone, including additional rate heterogeneity, rate-state interactions, and possible

jump-diffusion-like processes.
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Figure S9: Parametric bootstrap of the Early-Burst model for insect egg size and aspect ratio. The results of a parametric
bootstrap of the best fitting evolutionary model, the Early-Burst model, for egg volume (mm3) and aspect ratio, calculated
by the R package arbutus47. In each of the 6 panels, the observed statistic (red line) is compared using a two-tailed test to a
null distribution generated from re-simulation (black distribution). See Section 4.1 for details on the interpretation of each
parameter. n = 1000 simulated datasets for all panels.

4.2 Ancestral state reconstructions and evolutionary rate

Given the additional complexity in trait evolution suggested by the evolutionary model analyses, we explored the

evolutionary history of egg size and shape further by reconstructing the ancestral state for the continuous traits

egg volume, aspect ratio, asymmetry and the angle of curvature using the R package phytools48 (version 0.6-44,
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function contMap). We also fit a rate regimemap for each of these traits using the program BAMM in the R package

BAMMtools (version 2.5.0) and setBAMMpriors (version 2.1.6). The prior for expected number of shifts was 10,

with 10,000,000 generations. Consistent with the results of the model comparison, we observe that the rate of

evolution for volume and aspect ratio generally decreases across insects, but that large shifts in rate have occurred

multiple times. For example, there are dramatic increases in the rate of volume evolution in parasitoid Hymenoptera,

and in the rate of aspect ratio evolution in Noctuoidea (Amphiesmenoptera: Lepidoptera).
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Figure S10: Ancestral state reconstructions of egg morphological parameters. Ancestral state reconstructions of a egg
volume (mm3; log scale), b aspect ratio (unitless; log scale), c asymmetry (unitless; square root scale), and d angle of curvature
(degrees; square root scale). Low parameter values are shown in purple and high parameter values are shown in yellow.
Circled numbers indicate selected large shifts in individual lineages: 1. Termitidae, 2.“Parasitica” (partial), 3. Scarabaeoidea, 4.
Delphacidae, 5. Formicidae, 6. Apoidea.
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Figure S11: Evolutionary rate regimes Evolutionary rate regimes calculated with the software BAMM49 of a egg volume
(mm3; log scale), b aspect ratio (unitless; log scale), c asymmetry (unitless; square root scale), and d angle of curvature (degrees;
square root scale). Low rates are shown in purple and high rates are shown in yellow. Circled numbers indicate selected large
shifts in individual lineages: 1. Odonata, 2. Acrididae, 3. Aphidoidea, 4. “Parasitica” (partial), 5. Phasmatidae, 6. Lepidoptera,
7. Reduviidae (partial), 8. Miridae (partial), 9. Plecoptera.
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5 Allometric slopes of egg shape vary across insects

5.1 Calculating allometric exponents using phylogenetic generalized least squares (PGLS)

Allometric relationships can be described using a power law, in which two traits x and y are related according to

y = bxa50. The scaling exponent a can be estimated for a group of taxa as the slope of a regression between two

continuous traits in log-log space, accounting for the non-independence of phylogenetically correlated data with a

phylogenetic generalized least squares approach (PGLS)51.

All PGLS comparisons were performed in R using the packages ape52 (version 5.0) and nlme53 (3.1-131.1). The

principle findings of this paper were calculated using a Brownian-Motion based correlation structure (corBrownian).

We also tested the robustness of results when using an Accelerating-Decelerating based correlation structure with

a fixed decelerating rate of evolution (corBlomberg, g = 1.3) to approximate the Early-Burst model, which best

describes egg size and aspect ratio evolution. For a comparison of PGLS results under these covariance matrices, see

the summary in Section 8.

PGLS comparisons of egg size, shape, and developmental time were performed at the genus level over a posterior

distribution of trees. The principle findings reported in this paper use the posterior distribution based on the Misof

backbone phylogeny17. We also test the robustness of results to uncertainty in the backbone by using the posterior

distribution based on the Rainford backbone18. For a comparison of PGLS results using these backbone phylogneis,

see the summary in Section 8. For each iteration over the posterior distribution we selected a random representative

entry per genus from the insect egg dataset. We therefore report the range of observed p-values, intercepts, and

slopes (allometric exponents) accounting for both the phylogenetic and sampling uncertainty.

PGLS comparisons involving body size were performed at the family/order level using the published Rainford

phylogeny18. To test the sensitivity of our results to sampling discrepancies between the egg dataset and published

body size data, we downsampled the egg dataset by 50% and repeated each PGLS involving body size 100 times.

5.2 Dynamic evolution of the allometry of egg shape and size

The results of aPGLScomparisonbetween log-egg length and log-eggwidth showa significant allometric relationship

with a slope less than one across insects. However, the scaling exponent of length vs. width varies considerably across

insect lineages (Table S6, main text Fig. 2 and Fig. S13).

We compared our results to alternative hypotheses of size and shape evolution by simulating new egg length and

width datasets under knownmodels and analyzing them using the same methods. We tested two hypotheses: (1)

that egg length and width have a 1:1 relationship (isometry), and (2) that egg length and width evolve independently.

For each hypothesis we simulated data with the same parameters as the observed data (number and phylogenetic

position of taxa, fitted evolutionary model parameters, EB model for both length and width) using the R package

phylolm54 (version 2.5; function ‘rTrait’). The p-value of each hypothesis was calculated as the count of scaling

exponents (the slope of the PGLS regression) that are more extreme than our test statistic, which is the median

observed scaling exponent of each of the seven major insect groups analysed.
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p-value slope intercept sample size

Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.76 – 0.81 -0.28 – -0.26 1488

Hymenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.68 – 0.78 -0.58 – -0.54 355

Condylognatha 0 –<0.005 0.80 – 0.91 -0.42 – -0.38 202

Antliophora 0 –<0.005 0.69 – 0.79 -0.48 – -0.42 199

Neuropteroidea 0 –<0.005 0.90 – 0.97 -0.31 – -0.28 265

Amphiesmenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.71 – 0.91 -0.21 – -0.14 76

Polyneoptera 0 –<0.005 0.70 – 0.75 -0.28 – -0.25 262

Palaeoptera 0 –<0.005 0.60 – 0.72 -0.45 – -0.38 104

Table S6: Results of PGLS regression of egg length and width.

Our results show that the first hypothesis, isometry, cannot be rejected for the lineage Neuropteroidea (beetles and

relatives, p-value, isometry = 0.04) and Amphiesmenoptera (moths, butterflies, and caddisflies, p-value, isometry

= 0.01, Fig. S12 and Table S7). The second hypothesis, that egg length and width evolve independently, can be

rejected for all lineages (p-value, no relationship<0.01, out of 100 bootstraps, no values were greater than the test

statistic)

test statistic p-value, isometry p-value, no relationship

Palaeoptera 0.67 <0.01 <0.01

Polyneoptera 0.72 <0.01 <0.01

Condylognatha 0.86 <0.01 <0.01

Hymenoptera 0.74 <0.01 <0.01

Neuropteroidea 0.93 0.04 <0.01

Amphiesmenoptera 0.79 0.01 <0.01

Antliophora 0.73 <0.01 <0.01

Table S7: Results of a parametric bootstrap of alternate hypotheses of egg shape and size evolution. For a two-tailed
parametric bootstrap, a p-value of<0.01 indicates that out of 100 bootstraps, no values were greater / less than the test statistic.
n = 100 simulated datasets.

The seven lineages selected for comparison are large monophyletic lineages of insects, but it is also informative to

estimate allometries for other clade divisions. To better represent the dynamic evolution of the scaling exponent,

we broke down the insect phylogeny further. First, we identified the nodes in the phylogeny that had a sufficient

number of descendant tips with morphological data to calculate the allometric exponent. We then identified the

minimum number of unique nodes such that no node had more than 50 descendant tips. We repeated the PGLS

comparison of log-egg length and log-egg width for each of these groups, and plotted the distributions of scaling

exponents on the phylogeny (Fig. S13).

Our results show that additional subgroups of insects have a near-isometric relationship between egg size and shape,

including lineages within Palaeoptera, Polyneoptera, and Hemiptera. Most lineages have an scaling exponent less

than 1, supporting the prediction that larger eggs will tend to be proportionally longer than smaller eggs16,55,56.
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Figure S12: Testing alternate hypotheses of egg size and aspect ratio evolution using a parametric bootstrap. The
distribution of the scaling exponent of length vs. width calculated from data simulated under alternate hypotheses compared
using a two-tailed test to the observed distribution of scaling exponents (gray, test statistic = median value, black bar) for seven
insect lineages. Alternate hypotheses include that egg shape and size are unrelated (slope = 0, blue), and that egg shape and size
have an isometric relationship (slope = 1, orange). n = 100 simulated datasets for each comparison.
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Figure S13: Evolution of the relationship between egg size and aspect ratio across insect lineages. The distribution of
scaling exponents of length vs. width across all monophyletic clades in our dataset with more than 20 and fewer than 50 tips.
All other taxa in the dataset not falling into a clade with these qualities have been excluded. Asterisks indicate that the clade is
an unnamed subgroup of the named taxonomic group listed. White lines, boxes, bars, and dots represent median, 25-to-75th
percentiles, 5-95th percentiles, and outliers. n = 100 PGLS regressions. The dashed black line represents a hypothetical 1:1
relationship (isometry). Colors correspond to the clades shown in Fig. S1.
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5.3 Accounting for body size in egg shape and size allometries

Given that hypotheses about the relationship between egg shape and size invoke egg scaling constraints within the

insect body16,55–57, we tested the effect of accounting for body size on our results. We matched the previously

published58 median body length (see Section 6.4 for details) to the average egg length and width for 417 insect

families and 9 insect orders. We controlled for adult body size in the egg allometry comparison by calculating the

phylogenetic residuals59 of log-egg length and log-egg width against the log-adult body length.

Consistent with analyses that did not account for body size, in Neuropteroidea, egg length scales near-isometrically

with width when accounting for body size, while in other insect clades larger eggs for a given body size are propor-

tionally longer (Fig. S14 and Table S8). In the groups Palaeoptera, Amphiesmenoptera, and Condylognatha, the

relationship between egg width and length is not significant. However these clades have some of the lowest sample

sizes at the family-level, therefore our ability to detect relationships is weakest (Fig. S14).
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Figure S14: Allometry of egg size and aspect ratio, controlling for adult body size. a, PGLS regression of egg width
(mm, log transformed) and length (mm, log transformed), comparing the phylogenetic residuals of both traits against adult
body length (mm, log transformed). The colored lines are the phylogenetic regression for each clade on the summary tree,
colors correspond to the clades shown S1. Colored points are family or order-level averages. n = family- or order-level clades:
Palaeoptera = 15, Polyneoptera = 31, Condylognatha = 36, Hymenoptera = 44, Neuropteroidea = 35, Amphiesmenoptera =
30, Antliophora = 38. b, The distributions of scaling exponents of length vs. width, controlling for adult body length, for seven
monophyletic insect clades. Scaling exponents were calculated by resampling 50% of taxa for each clade, and recalculating the
average egg size, see section 5.1. White lines, boxes, bars, and dots represent median, 25-to-75th percentiles, 5-95th percentiles,
and outliers. n = 100 PGLS regressions,. In both panels the dashed black line represents a hypothetical 1:1 relationship
(isometry).

5.4 Testing additional shape allometries

In addition to comparing the relationship between egg aspect ratio and egg size, we also tested the relationship

between aspect ratio and two other features of egg shape: asymmetry and angle of curvature. We compared each
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p-value slope intercept sample size

Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.64 – 0.74 0 235

Hymenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.67 – 0.90 0 44

Condylognatha 0 – 0.12 0.30 – 0.85 0 36

Antliophora 0 –<0.005 0.54 – 0.69 0 38

Neuropteroidea 0 –<0.005 0.91 – 1.06 0 35

Amphiesmenoptera 0 – 0.15 0.19 – 0.48 0 30

Polyneoptera 0 –<0.005 0.65 – 0.76 0 31

Palaeoptera 0.05 – 0.75 0.06 – 0.46 0 15

Table S8: Results of PGLS regression of egg length and with, controlling for body size.

shape parameter (square root transformed) to log of egg length, controlling for eggwidth using phylogenetic residuals.

This allows us to ask whether eggs which are longer given their width (higher aspect ratio) are alsomore asymmetrical

or more curved.

Our results show that eggswith a higher aspect ratio (proportionally longer for theirwidth) are notmore asymmetrical

than low aspect ratio counterparts (Fig. S15 and Table S9). Across insects, eggs with a higher aspect ratio tend

to be more curved, though this relationship is likely driven by the lineages with very curved eggs (Hymenoptera,

Condylognatha, and Antliophora; Fig. S15 and Table S10).

p-value slope intercept sample size

Hexapoda 0 – 0.06 0.07 – 0.17 0 796

Hymenoptera 0.02 – 0.96 0 – 0.20 0 174

Condylognatha 0 – 0.70 0.04 – 0.49 0 149

Antliophora 0 – 0.74 0.04 – 0.45 0 80

Neuropteroidea 0.05 – 0.86 0.02 – 0.17 0 141

Amphiesmenoptera 0.27 – 0.99 -0.26 – 0 0 24

Polyneoptera 0.04 – 1.00 -0.12 – 0.18 0 142

Palaeoptera 0 – 0.98 -0.03 – 0.30 0 71

Table S9: Results of PGLS regression of egg length and asymmetry, controlling for egg width.

p-value slope intercept sample size

Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.44 – 0.60 0 781

Hymenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.50 – 0.85 0 174

Condylognatha 0 – 0.02 0.40 – 0.74 0 149

Antliophora 0 – 0.54 0.13 – 0.58 0 79

Neuropteroidea 0 – 0.18 0.19 – 0.55 0 141

Amphiesmenoptera 0.26 – 1.00 -0.33 – 0.18 0 22

Polyneoptera 0 – 0.24 0.18 – 0.69 0 133

Palaeoptera 0.06 – 0.99 0 – 0.30 0 70

Table S10: Results of PGLS regression of egg length and curvature, controlling for egg width
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Figure S15: Allometry of egg asymmetry, angle of curvature, and aspect ratio. a, PGLS regression of egg asymmetry
(unitless; square root transformed) and length (mm; log transformed), comparing the phylogenetic residuals of both traits against
egg width (mm; log transformed). n = genera: Palaeoptera = 71, Polyneoptera = 142, Condylognatha = 149, Hymenoptera
= 174, Neuropteroidea = 141, Amphiesmenoptera = 24, Antliophora = 80. b, PGLS regression of egg curvature (degrees;
square root transformed) and length (mm; log transformed), comparing the phylogenetic residuals of both traits against egg
width (mm; log transformed). n = genera: Palaeoptera = 70, Polyneoptera = 133, Condylognatha = 149, Hymenoptera =
174, Neuropteroidea = 141, Amphiesmenoptera = 22, Antliophora = 79. In both panels the dashed black line represents a
hypothetical 1:1 relationship (isometry), colored lines are the phylogenetic regression for each clade, and colored points are
representative eggs from each genus in the phylogeny. Colors correspond to the clades shown in Fig. S1.

6 Egg size and development

We tested the relationship between the evolution of egg morphology, embryonic development, and adult size.

To compare traits across species, we collected descriptions of developmental times and adult size from the insect

literature.

6.1 Collecting developmental time data

We collected literature sources that described the development of insects and used them to assemble a dataset

of three developmental traits. The developmental time data and corresponding original sources are available

at https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution, file ‘development.tsv’. The developmental

traits considered were as follows:

Interval between syncytialmitoses: Insects inmost lineages that have been studied begin embryogenesis with a series of

syncytial nucleus divisions (mitotic divisions with absent or incomplete cytokinesis)60,61. For sources that reported a

single estimate of the time interval betweenmitotic divisions, we used that value (converted to hours). When a source

reported multiple intervals, we used the mean duration of the reported mitotic intervals that occur before nuclei

initially reach the periphery of the egg. We did not collect mitotic interval data from the species of polyembryonic

https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution
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insects that develop holoblastically.

Time to cellularization: This trait was included only for species with syncytial development. When sources reported

a single time point, we used it (converted to hours). If a range was reported, we used the midpoint of that range.

Duration of embryogenesis: We define embryogenesis as the development that takes place prior to hatching, which is

the point at which a mobile first instar insect (larva or nymph) exits the egg.

We only included data from sources that reported the temperature at which the embryo developed, as developmental

rate typically varies with incubation temperature62,63. Moreover, data frommany animals, including insects, are

consistentwith the hypothesis that the temperature-dependence of developmental rate is due the general temperature-

dependence of reaction kinetics64. Thus, we followed the method of recent work64,65 to re-scale all developmental

times to a standardized temperature of 20 ◦Cusing the Boltzmann-Arrhenius equation with theEi/kB factor set to

8000K, whereEi is the activation energy and kB is Boltzmann’s constant. All temperature-adjusted developmental

times were log10 transformed.

6.2 Comparing egg size and developmental time

The three measures of developmental time described above were compared to egg volume using a PGLS regression

over 100 trees randomly drawn from the posterior distribution. Only species present in both the development and

the egg dataset were compared. For species with developmental records that had more than one egg description in

the dataset, a randommatching egg entry was chosen for each iteration over the posterior distribution of trees.

None of the three developmental parameters had a significant relationship to egg volume across the insect phylogeny

(Fig. S16, Table S11). Furthermore, we observed that if phylogeny was not taken into account, we could recover a

spurious relationship between egg volume and duration of embryogenesis (p-value = 0.001, adjusted R2 = 0.195,

Fig. S17; using a linear model on the same data included in the phylogenetic regression). Given that a previous study

had reported a significant relationship between developmental time and egg size65, we suggest that the results of

that study were likely due to the artifact caused by failing to account for the phylogenetic non-independence of

phenotypes.

p-value slope intercept sample size

egg volume vs duration of embryogenesis 0.02 – 0.10 0.08 – 0.12 2.66 – 2.73 46

egg volume vs interval between pre-blastodermmitoses 0.18 – 0.71 0.03 – 0.12 0.20 – 0.34 16

egg volume vs time to cellularization 0.14 – 0.96 -0.02 – 0.24 1.48 – 1.75 18

Table S11: Results of PGLS regression of developmental time and egg size

6.3 Egg size and body size

We compared the predicted evolutionary relationship of egg size and body size66,67 by matching the egg dataset to

published records of insect body length. Rainford et al. (2016)58 described the maximum and minimum adult body

length for 764 insect families and 10 insect orders, of which 426 are represented in the insect egg dataset. From these



Church et al. 2019 – Supplementary Information page 32 of 52

−0.5

0.0

0.5

−5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0
trait1

tra
it2

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

−2.5 −2.0 −1.5 −1.0 −0.5 0.0
trait1

tra
it2

Egg volume (mm3) Egg volume (mm3)

In
te

rv
al

 b
et

w
ee

n 
pr

e-
bl

as
to

de
rm

 m
ito

se
s

 (t
em

pe
ra

tu
re

-a
dj

us
te

d 
ho

ur
s)

Ti
m

e 
to

 m
id

-c
el

lu
riz

at
io

n
 (t

em
pe

ra
tu

re
-a

dj
us

te
d 

ho
ur

s)

10-1

1

10

10-310-4 10-2 10-210-1 10-11 1

10

10-2

a b

Figure S16: Comparisons of egg size with additional measures of embryonic development time. a, Embryonic time
measured as themean reported hours betweenmitoses in the pre-blastoderm stage (temperature adjusted64; log scale), compared
to egg volume (mm3; log scale). b, Embryonic time measured as the reported hours to the midpoint of cellularization
(temperature adjusted64; log scale), compared to egg volume (mm3; log scale). In both panels, each point represents an insect
species for which both developmental and egg morphological data were available. Colors correspond to the clades shown in Fig.
S1.

we calculated the median body length for each family, and matched this to the average egg volume from the insect

egg dataset for the same family. Given that the median body lengths reported in Rainford et al. (2016)58 may have

been drawn from a different subset of species per family than the average egg size from our egg dataset, we tested

the impact of sampling by randomly reducing the number of entries in each family in the egg dataset by 50% and

reanalyzing the data 100 times.

We compared the allometric relationship between egg size and body size with PGLS regression across the family-level

phylogeny published by Rainford et al. (2014)18. Our results showed that across the insect phylogeny, smaller insects

lay proportionally larger eggs (that is, there is a significant allometric relationship with a slope less than one; main

text Fig. 3 and Table S12). Within the insect lineages Palaeoptera and Antliophora, however, body size does not

predict egg size (that is, there is no statistically significant relationship between egg size and body size). These results

are robust to downsampling the egg dataset for each family/order, indicating that they are not due to an artifact of

sampling differences between the egg size and body size datasets.

To test our results against alternative hypotheses, we simulated egg size and body size datasets under known evolu-

tionary models and analyzed them using the same methods. We followed the same parametric bootstrap method as

described in 5.2, using here the best fitting models (Table S5) for body size and egg size to simulate family-level egg

volume data. Our results show that the first hypothesis, an isometric relationship between egg size and body size,

cannot be rejected for the lineages Polyneoptera, Condylognatha and Hymenoptera (p-value, isometry = 0.02, 0.01,

and 0.02 respectively). The second hypothesis, that egg size and body size evolve independently, cannot be rejected

for the lineages Palaeoptera (p-value, no relationship = 0.02).
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Figure S17: Non-phylogenetic linear regression of developmental time and egg size. For illustration, we show that a
regression that failed to account for phylogeny would find a spurious significant relationship (p-value 0.001, adjusted R2 =
0.195) between duration-of-embryogenesis (temperature adjusted64; log scale) and egg volume (mm3; log scale). The black
line is the fitted regression, with 95% confidence intervals shown in gray. Each point represents an insect species for which
developmental and eggmorphological data were available for amember of a genus that could be included in the insect phylogeny
described in Section 2. n = 66 genera.

p-value slope intercept sample size

Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.53 – 0.60 -3.29 – -2.98 238

Hymenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.63 – 0.81 -3.81 – -3.28 44

Condylognatha 0 –<0.005 0.64 – 0.83 -3.53 – -2.98 36

Antliophora 0 – 0.03 0.28 – 0.44 -2.84 – -2.33 39

Neuropteroidea 0 –<0.005 0.49 – 0.60 -2.77 – -2.32 36

Amphiesmenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.58 – 0.74 -3.84 – -3.34 31

Polyneoptera 0 –<0.005 0.62 – 0.75 -3.26 – -2.77 31

Palaeoptera 0 – 0.01 0.28 – 0.46 -3.98 – -3.36 15

Table S12: Results of PGLS regression of egg volume and adult body length cubed

6.4 Egg size and genome size

We compared the volume of the egg cell to the size of the genome contained within it. To obtain genome size data,

we queried the Animal Genome Size Database68 in February of 2019. Of the 1,154 unique hexapod species with

recorded genome sizes in the database, 177 had a corresponding egg volume in our dataset, representing 89 unique

genera in our phylogeny. For these taxa, we compared egg volume to genome size, measured as C-value (haploid

nuclear content) using the same approach as described for other PGLS analyses (see Section 5.1). We repeated this

analysis on a larger dataset by matching egg size to genome size records by genus (n, unique genera = 173), selecting

a random representative when more than one description was available for a given genus.

When considering all insects, our results showed a positive relationship between egg volume and genome size, though

the slope of this relationship was low (slope 0.11 – 0.17; Fig. S19, panels a and b). Visualizing the genome-egg
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test statistic p-value, isometry p-value, no relationship

Palaeoptera 0.36 <0.01 0.02

Polyneoptera 0.68 0.02 <0.01

Condylognatha 0.74 0.01 <0.01

Hymenoptera 0.72 0.02 <0.01

Neuropteroidea 0.54 <0.01 <0.01

Amphiesmenoptera 0.66 <0.01 <0.01

Antliophora 0.37 <0.01 <0.01

Table S13: Results of a parametric bootstrap of egg size and body size. For a two-tailed parametric bootstrap, a p-value of
<0.01 indicates that out of 100 bootstraps, no values were greater / less than the test statistic. n = 100 simulated datasets.
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Figure S18: Testing alternative hypotheses of egg size and adult body size evolution using a parametric bootstrap. The
distribution of scaling exponents of egg size vs. body size calculated from data simulated under alternate hypotheses compared
to the observed distribution of the scaling exponent (gray, test statistic = median value, black bar), for seven insect lineages.
Alternate hypotheses include that egg shape and adult body size are unrelated (slope = 0, blue), and that egg shape and adult
body size have an isometric relationship (slope = 1, orange). n = 100 simulated datasets for each comparison.

size space revealed that a single lineage, Polyneoptera (and specifically, Acrididae) has evolved genomes nearly an

order of magnitude larger than other recorded insects (Fig. S19). These insects also have relatively large eggs. Given

that a single lineage that has several unique characters can bias phylogenetic studies, even when employing a PGLS

approach69, we repeated the analysis excluding Polyneoptera. In this analysis, we found no relationship between

genome size and egg size across non-Polyneopteran insects. Although none of the smallest insect eggs (volume <

0.01 mm3) have the largest genomes (C-value > 1), insects of nearly the same genome size range over six orders of

magnitude in egg volume variation (Fig. S19). These data suggest that genome size is not a general factor driving egg

size evolution across insects.



Church et al. 2019 – Supplementary Information page 35 of 52

●

●

● ●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

● ●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●●

●

●

●

●●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

0.1

1.0

10.0

1e−04 1e−02 1e+00
vol

c_
va

lu
e

Egg volume (mm3)

Genome size vs. egg volume
(exact species matches)

G
en

om
e 

si
ze

 (C
-v

al
ue

)

10-1

1

10-310-410-5 10-2 1 1010-1

10

a

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

● ●

●

●

●

●

●●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●●

●

●

●●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

● ●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

0.1

1.0

10.0

1e−04 1e−02 1e+00 1e+02
vol

c_
va

lu
e

Egg volume (mm3)

Genome size vs. egg volume
(pairwise matches at genus level)

G
en

om
e 

si
ze

 (C
-v

al
ue

)

10-1

1

10-310-410-5 10-2 1 1010-1

10

b

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

● ●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●●

●

●

●●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

0.1

0.3

1.0

3.0

1e−04 1e−02 1e+00
vol

c_
va

lu
e

Egg volume (mm3)

Genome size vs. egg volume
(exact species match; Polyneoptera omitted)

G
en

om
e 

si
ze

 (C
-v

al
ue

)

10-1

1

10-310-410-5 10-2 110-1

c

Figure S19: Comparisons of egg size with genome size. Each panel shows genome size (C-value; log scale) compared to egg
volume (mm3; log scale). Colors correspond to the clades shown in Fig. S1. a, Comparison among insect species for which
both egg volume and genome size data were available. b, Comparison of egg volume and genome size by pair-wise matches at
the genus level. c, Comparison plotted as in a, but with Polyneoptera omitted.

p-value slope intercept sample size clade

0 –<0.005 0.11 – 0.14 0.11 – 0.17 89 Hexapoda

0.45 – 0.99 -0.01 – 0.05 -0.52 – -0.34 16 Hymenoptera

0.11 – 0.98 0 – 0.09 -0.37 – -0.05 6 Condylognatha

0.13 – 0.89 0.01 – 0.11 -0.27 – -0.06 20 Antliophora

0.14 – 0.44 0.08 – 0.16 -0.08 – -0.01 10 Neuropteroidea

0.07 – 0.86 0.03 – 0.21 -0.34 – -0.25 7 Amphiesmenoptera

0 –<0.005 0.31 – 0.36 0.52 – 0.57 22 Polyneoptera

0.01 – 0.03 0.36 – 0.39 0.47 – 0.52 7 Palaeoptera

0 –<0.005 0.09 – 0.12 0.09 – 0.15 173 Hexapoda, by genus

0 – 0.08 0.05 – 0.09 -0.08 – -0.01 67 Hexapoda, w/o Polyneoptera

Table S14: Results of PGLS regression of egg volume and genome size (C-value).

7 Evolutionary history of ecological traits

7.1 Parasitoid and internal oviposition

We compiled a list of parasitoid insects frommultiple published reviews70–75. The table of parasitoid insect taxa

and the code used to perform ecological analyses is available at https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_
Egg_Evolution, file ‘ecology_table_parasitoid.tsv’. We used this list to classify taxa in the insect egg dataset as

non-parasitoid or parasitoid, including ecto- and endoparasitoids, and excluding kleptoparasitic and gall-forming

insects. We further classified parasitoid taxa as laying eggs externally or internally to their hosts. Insects that were

listed as strictly endoparasitic with no reference to eggs laid externally, and for which no additional information was

available, were considered to lay eggs internally. Reviews of parasitism across insects differed in the taxonomic level

described. For each source, we used the lowest recorded taxonomic level to annotate taxa in the egg dataset. For some

https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution
https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution
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clades it was not possible to classify all members unambiguously (e.g., the lowest description described the group

has having “some parasitoids”). In order to test the impact of this uncertainty on our analyses we implemented both

a “relaxed” classification system, in which taxa with ambiguous records were also coded as parasitoid / internal, and

a “strict” classification system, in which only taxa that could be unambiguously defined as parasitoid / internal were

coded as such.

We reconstructed the evolutionary history of both internal parasitic oviposition and ecto- or endoparasitoid habit

(Fig. S20) on theMisof backboneMCC phylogeny17 using an equal-rates model (R package corHMM76, version

1.22, function rayDISC, node.states=marginal). Using the relaxed classification method, we recovered 22

evolutionary shifts to ecto- or endoparasitoid habit across Hymenoptera, Antliophora, and Neuropteroidea, with

12 shifts to internal oviposition. We also found evidence for 8 reversals from parasitoid habit and 7 reversals from

internal oviposition. These numbers likely reflect a minimum bound as more changes may have occurred in groups

that are not represented in the insect egg dataset and phylogeny.

7.2 Aquatic insects and oviposition

We compiled a list of aquatic taxa in our dataset from multiple published reviews75,77–95. The table of aquatic

insect taxa and the code used to perform ecological analyses is available at https://github.com/shchurch/
Insect_Egg_Evolution, file ‘ecology_table_aquatic.tsv’. Taxa were first classified as broadly aquatic, including
semi-aquatic or riparian, and excluding insects that lay eggs within aquatic plants (phytophilous) or overhanging

water. We further classified aquatic insects as laying eggs in water or out of water. We used the same relaxed and

strict classification methods as described for parasitoid insects.

Using the same methods described above, we reconstructed the evolutionary history of aquatic and semiaquatic

insects and oviposition in water (Fig. S21). Using the relaxed classification method, we recovered 32 separate

transitions to aquatic or semiaquatic larval habit, and 15 transitions to aquatic oviposition. We also recovered 5

reversals to non-aquatic, semiaquatic, or riparian habit and 5 reversals to non-aquatic oviposition. As described

above, these numbers are likely a minimum of the number of possible transitions.

7.3 Migration, flight, and wingless insects

There have likely been thousands of evolutionary shifts to flightless and wingless forms in insects96. We analyzed

flight ability in Phasmatodea and Lepidoptera, using different metrics for flight ability in each. For Phasmatodea,

we used published reviews to classify stick insects as either capable of flying or flightless (the latter category including

both wingless and partially winged species that are not capable of flying)97,98. Phasmatodea taxa that could not be

reliably classified in our dataset were excluded from subsequent analyses. For Lepidoptera, we analyzed migratory

behavior as a proxy for the capability of flying longer distances than non-migratory Lepidoptera. We used published

reviews of migratory insects to identify taxa in our dataset known to exhibit long-distance migration99–104. The

ancestral state reconstructions of these traits are shown in Fig. S22.

https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution
https://github.com/shchurch/Insect_Egg_Evolution
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Figure S20: Ancestral state reconstruction of parasitoid oviposition ecology and life-history. Ancestral state reconstruc-
tions using the “relaxed” classifcation method of a oviposition within an animal host, and b endoparasitoid and ectoparasitoid
life history. Lineages that descend from a node reconstructed with a more than 50% likelihood of the derived state (internal or
parasitoid, respectively) are shown in orange. Scale bar represents 100 million years.
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Figure S21: Ancestral state reconstruction of aquatic oviposition ecology and life-history. Ancestral state reconstructions
using the “relaxed” classification method of a, oviposition in water, and b, aquatic, semi-aquatic, or riparian life history
(excluding ovipositing in aquatic plants or overhanging water). Lineages that descend from a node reconstructed with a more
than 50% likelihood of the derived state (aquatic) are shown in blue. Scale bar represents 100 million years.
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Figure S22: Ancestral state reconstructions of flight capability in selected clades. a, Ancestral state reconstruction of
flightless (gray) vs capable of flying (orange) Phasmatodea. b, Ancestral state reconstruction of migratory behavior (blue) in
Lepidoptera. Lineages that descend from a node reconstructed with more than 50% likelihood of the derived state (capable of
flying or migratory) are shown in color. Scale bar in million years.
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7.4 Testing eco-evolutionary models of egg evolution

We used the ecological records for parasitoid (Section 7.1) and aquatic (Section 7.2) oviposition modes in a compari-

son of evolutionary models. For a set of 100 trees randomly drawn from the posterior distribution, we reconstructed

the ancestral state for each oviposition mode. Using these 100 reconstructions, for each egg morphological trait

(volume, aspect ratio, asymmetry, and angle of curvature) we compared the fit of evolutionary models that account

for ecological history (OUmodel with different optima for each ecological regime) to models which do not take

ecology into account (BM, OUwith a single optimum) using the R package OUwie105 (version 1.50). We counted

the number of comparisons in which the ecological OU model was significantly better fit (∆AICc > 2), and

considered a fraction > 0.9 as unambiguous support.

Our results show that models that account for internal parasitic oviposition consistently fit the data best for both

egg volume and asymmetry, but not for aspect ratio or curvature (Table S15). Insect lineages that oviposit in animal

hosts typically have smaller eggs (OUM θ values for egg volume, log transformed, non-internal: -1.82, internal:

-3.66) and more asymmetrical eggs (OUM θ values for egg asymmetry, sq. root transformed, non-internal: 0.24,

internal: 0.42), than lineages that do not oviposit in animal hosts. These results are consistent when considering

either the Misof or Rainford backbone phylogenies, when considering all endo- and ectoparasitoids, and when

excluding any taxa that could not be unambiguously categorized as internal parasitoids (Table S16).

freq. OUM best fit ave. ∆AICc, OUM vs. BM1 ave. ∆AICc, OUM vs. OU1

volume 1.00 28.32 30.32

aspect ratio 0.00 -3.87 -1.88

asymmetry 1.00 64.18 14.58

angle of curvature 0.00 -2.52 -1.39

Table S15: Comparing evolutionary models (average∆AICc values) of egg morphology and internal parasitic oviposi-
tion using the “relaxed” classification method. Average∆AICc> 2 for an ecological OUmodel (OUM) compared to both
a BrownianMotion (BM1) and a single-optimumOUmodel (OU1) was considered significant support.

Misof MCC Rain. MCC Strict method Broader eco. definitions

internal oviposition, volume OUM OUM OUM OUM

aquatic oviposition, volume OUM OUM OUM OUM

internal oviposition, aspect ratio BM1 BM1 BM1 BM1

aquatic oviposition, aspect ratio OUM OUM OUM OUM

internal oviposition, asymmetry OUM OUM OUM OUM

aquatic oviposition, asymmetry OU1 OU1 OU1 OU1

internal oviposition, angle of curvature BM1 BM1 BM1 BM1

aquatic oviposition, angle of curvature BM1 BM1 BM1 BM1

Table S16: Testing the robustness of model comparison results. OUM indicates that an ecological OUmodel best fit the
data (∆AICc > 2). OU1 indicates an OUmodel with a single optimum, while BM1 indicates a model of BrownianMotion
best fit the data or that neither OUmodel received significant support. “MisofMCC” and “Rain. MCC” refer to the backbone
phylogeny used. “Strict method” indicates that taxa that could not be unambiguously identified as internal parasitic or aquatic
ovipositors were excluded from those modes. “Broader eco. definitions” included all endo- and ecto-parasitoids or aquatic and
riparian insects with internal parasitic or aquatic insects, respectively.

With respect to aquatic oviposition, models accounting for this characteristic consistently fit the data best for both
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egg volume and aspect ratio, but not asymmetry or curvature (Table S17). Insect lineages that oviposit in water

typically have smaller eggs (OUM θ values for egg volume, log transformed, non-aquatic: -1.58, aquatic: -3.14) and

more spherical eggs (OUM θ values for egg aspect ratio, log transformed, non-aquatic: 0.21, aquatic: -0.07), than

lineages that do not oviposit in water. These results are consistent when considering either the Misof or Rainford

backbone phylogenies, when considering insects that oviposit either aquatically or in riparian habitats, and when

excluding any taxa that could not be unambiguously categorized as aquatic (Table S16).

freq. OUM best fit ∆AICc, OUM vs. BM1 ∆AICc, OUM vs. OU1

volume 1.00 27.42 29.42

aspect ratio 1.00 13.87 15.87

asymmetry 0.02 49.79 0.19

angle of curvature 0.36 2.27 3.40

Table S17: Comparing evolutionary models (average∆AICc values) of egg morphology and and aquatic oviposition
using the “relaxed” classification method.

Within both Phasmatodea (Table S18) and Lepidoptera (Table S19), models that account for the evolutionary

history of flight ability do not fit any egg morphological data significantly better than those that do not.

freq. OUM best fit ∆AICc, OUM vs. BM1 ∆AICc, OUM vs. OU1

volume 0.00 -3.98 -1.64

aspect ratio 0.00 -2.19 -1.53

asymmetry 0.02 -2.94 -1.33

angle of curvature 0.00 -4.08 -2.57

Table S18: Comparing evolutionary models (average∆AICc values) of egg morphology and flightlessness in Phasma-
todea.

freq. OUM best fit ∆AICc, OUM vs. BM1 ∆AICc, OUM vs. OU1

volume 0.00 -3.58 -1.57

aspect ratio 0.00 -3.74 -1.54

asymmetry 0.00 -3.81 -1.47

angle of curvature 0.00 -1.92 -1.96

Table S19: Comparing evolutionary models (average ∆AICc values) of egg morphology and migratory behavior in
Lepidoptera.

Previous studies have suggested that OUmodels can be favored simply due to the size of large phylogenetic datasets,

even when using corrected AIC values for comparison106. We tested whether the egg dataset would likewise show a

tendency to favor ecological OUmodels (OUM) by simulating new ecological states with no relationship to observed

egg traits, and then performing the same model comparison described above. If support for an OUMmodel was

a consequence of dataset size, continuous, trait distribution, or the underlying tree structure, simulations with

random ecological traits would be expected to consistently favor OUM against both non-ecological models (BM1

and OU1).

To simulate random ecological datasets with comparable phylogenetic distributions to our observed oviposition

datasets, we estimated the transitionmatrices for internal parasitic and aquatic oviposition, and used these to simulate
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100 new ecology datasets for each ecology-trait pair that had been best fit by an OUMmodel using the observed data

(R package geiger46). The results of this bootstrap approach showed that OUMmodels are infrequently selected

due simply to the size or phylogenetic distribution of our data (Table S20, frequency of OUMmodels ranging from

0.03-0.14). Furthermore, we evaluated the likelihood of the simulated ecological data favoring an OUMmodel to

the same degree as in our observed data, by counting the number of model comparisons on simulated data that had

an∆AICc favoring OUM greater than the minimum∆AICc of our observed data. For each bootstrap analysis the

likelihood was low (joint p-value = 0.01 or 1/100 analyses), therefore the size and phylogenetic distribution of our

dataset cannot account for the support we recovered for ecological hypotheses of egg morphological evolution.

ecology trait data freq. OUM p-value, BM1 p-value, OU1 joint p-value

internal volume observed 1.00

internal volume simulated 0.14 0.01 0.01 0.01

internal asymmetry observed 1.00

internal asymmetry simulated 0.03 0.89 0.01 0.01

in water volume observed 1.00

in water volume simulated 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.01

in water aspect ratio observed 1.00

in water aspect ratio simulated 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01

Table S20: Bootstrap analysis of results supporting ecological OU models. The p-values are calculated as the frequency of
recovering∆AICc values between OUM and either BM1 or OU1 using simulated ecological data that are greater than the
smallest∆AICc value for the same model comparison on observed data (a one-tailed test). The joint p-value is the frequency
of analyses where both model comparisons were greater than the smallest observed values, and represents the likelihood of
recovering support for an ecological OUmodel by chance that is equal to or above our observed support. n = 100 simulated
datasets for each comparison.

7.5 Distribution of polyembryonic insects in egg morphospace

In polyembryonic insects, one egg develops into multiple embryos107. Observing that the smallest egg in the dataset

is laid by a polyembryonic wasp, we collected records on polyembryony across insects and plotted their presence in

insect eggmorphospace107–113. Polyembryony has evolved at least five times in insects107, four times inHymenoptera

and once in Strepsiptera. In those polyembryonic lineages for which we have egg shape and size data, we observe

that all polyembryonic insects are among the smallest eggs (below 10-3 mm3 in volume; Fig. S23). We hypothesize

that additional instances of polyembryony will be observed when detailed embryological studies are conducted on

insect species that lay particularly small eggs.

7.6 Allometry and ecology

To test for a possible interaction between ecology and the evolution of the allometric relationship between size

and shape, we compared the scaling exponent of length vs. width (slope in log-log space) between groups that

have converged upon the same ecological state. First, we identified the nodes where an ecological shift was most

likely to have occured (the probability of an ecological state being different than the parent node was above 50%),

and then further identified those nodes that had a sufficient number (threshold > 20) of descendant tips with
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Figure S23: Distribution of polyembryonic insects in egg morphospace. The distribution of the eggs of polyembryonic
insects (orange) and their congeners (blue) in the space defined by volume (mm3) and aspect ratio (unitless). Both traits are
plotted on a log scale. Gray points represent eggs of insects that develop monoembryonically or taxa for which no information
on monoembryony vs. polyembryony was found.

egg morphological data to robustly calculate the scaling exponent. For internal oviposition there were two clades

(both in Hymenoptera) that met these requirements, and for aquatic oviposition there were three (Ephemeroptera,

Plecoptera, and a subset of Odonata).

We calculated the allometric exponent as the slope of the phylogenetic regression between log-egg length and log-egg

width, over 100 trees randomly drawn from the posterior distribution. We compared the slopes to the slope of the

paraphyletic group of insects with the ancestral state (non-internal or non-aquatic oviposition). If transitions to

new oviposition ecologies were predictive of a change in the allometric relationship, clades with the derived ecology

would show consistent shifts up or down relative the ancestral ecological state.

Our results showdynamic evolution of the allometric exponent, but no consistent directional shift across ecologically

convergent clades (Fig. S24). Because the number of shifts with sufficient sample size is low, further exploration by

expanding the number of described egg morphologies in other internal and aquatic lineages would strengthen the

power of this comparison.
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8 Summary of Phylogenetic Generalized Least Squares (PGLS) results

To test the robustness of our results to the phylogenetic backbone, we repeated each PGLS comparison using the

Rainford et al. (2018)18 backbone phylogeny (see Section 5.1 for more details). We found that no results were

significantly different than those calculated using the Misof et al. (2018)17 backbone phylogeny (Table S21).

We also repeated each PGLS comparison using a covariance matrix based on a decelerating rate of evolution, using

the corBlomberg function in the R package nlme53 (see Section 5.1 for more details). We found that no results were

significantly different than those calculated using a Brownian-Motion based covariance matrix (Table S22).

analysis clade Rain. p-value Rain. slope Misof p-value Misof slope sample size

egg volume vs duration of embryogenesis Hexapoda 0 – 0.03 0.12 – 0.15 0.02 – 0.10 0.08 – 0.12 46
egg volume vs interval between pre-blastodermmitoses Hexapoda 0.14 – 0.76 0.03 – 0.14 0.18 – 0.71 0.03 – 0.12 16
egg volume vs time to cellularization Hexapoda 0.09 – 0.58 0.10 – 0.26 0.14 – 0.96 -0.02 – 0.24 18
genome C-value vs egg volume Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.08 – 0.15 0 –<0.005 0.11 – 0.14 89
egg length vs width Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.77 – 0.82 0 –<0.005 0.76 – 0.81 1488
egg length vs width Hymenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.69 – 0.78 0 –<0.005 0.68 – 0.78 355
egg length vs width Condylognatha 0 –<0.005 0.78 – 0.90 0 –<0.005 0.80 – 0.91 202
egg length vs width Antliophora 0 –<0.005 0.68 – 0.80 0 –<0.005 0.69 – 0.79 199
egg length vs width Neuropteroidea 0 –<0.005 0.89 – 0.96 0 –<0.005 0.90 – 0.97 265
egg length vs width Amphiesmenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.73 – 0.98 0 –<0.005 0.71 – 0.91 76
egg length vs width Polyneoptera 0 –<0.005 0.70 – 0.78 0 –<0.005 0.70 – 0.75 262
egg length vs width Palaeoptera 0 –<0.005 0.61 – 0.71 0 –<0.005 0.60 – 0.72 104
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Hexapoda 0 – 0.08 0.07 – 0.18 0 – 0.06 0.07 – 0.17 796
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Hymenoptera 0.01 – 0.95 -0.01 – 0.22 0.02 – 0.96 0 – 0.20 174
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Condylognatha 0.01 – 0.40 0.08 – 0.29 0 – 0.70 0.04 – 0.49 149
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Antliophora 0 – 0.23 0.15 – 0.43 0 – 0.74 0.04 – 0.45 80
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Neuropteroidea 0.06 – 0.97 -0.01 – 0.16 0.05 – 0.86 0.02 – 0.17 141
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Amphiesmenoptera 0.28 – 0.99 -0.27 – 0.01 0.27 – 0.99 -0.26 – 0 24
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Polyneoptera 0.08 – 0.99 -0.11 – 0.18 0.04 – 1.00 -0.12 – 0.18 142
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Palaeoptera 0.04 – 0.99 0 – 0.21 0 – 0.98 -0.03 – 0.30 71
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.40 – 0.60 0 –<0.005 0.44 – 0.60 781
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Hymenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.49 – 0.81 0 –<0.005 0.50 – 0.85 174
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Condylognatha 0 – 0.04 0.32 – 0.92 0 – 0.02 0.40 – 0.74 149
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Antliophora 0.01 – 0.61 0.10 – 0.50 0 – 0.54 0.13 – 0.58 79
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Neuropteroidea 0 – 0.11 0.21 – 0.54 0 – 0.18 0.19 – 0.55 141
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Amphiesmenoptera 0.30 – 1.00 -0.29 – 0.20 0.26 – 1.00 -0.33 – 0.18 22
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Polyneoptera 0 – 0.04 0.34 – 0.67 0 – 0.24 0.18 – 0.69 133
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Palaeoptera 0.05 – 0.45 0.11 – 0.32 0.06 – 0.99 0 – 0.30 70

Table S21: Results of PGLS regression analysis using the Rainford backbone phylogeny18
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analysis clade Blom. p-value Blom. slope Brown, p-value Brown. slope sample size

egg volume vs duration of embryogenesis Hexapoda 0.07 – 0.28 0.07 – 0.11 0.06 – 0.28 0.07 – 0.11 46
egg volume vs interval between pre-blastodermmitoses Hexapoda 0.30 – 0.87 0.02 – 0.12 0.32 – 0.84 0.02 – 0.12 16
egg volume vs time to cellularization Hexapoda 0.07 – 0.45 0.13 – 0.32 0.08 – 0.44 0.15 – 0.32 18
genome C-value vs egg volume Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.10 – 0.15 0 –<0.005 0.11 – 0.14 89
egg length vs width Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.76 – 0.82 0 –<0.005 0.76 – 0.81 1488
egg length vs width Hymenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.68 – 0.78 0 –<0.005 0.68 – 0.78 355
egg length vs width Condylognatha 0 –<0.005 0.77 – 0.90 0 –<0.005 0.80 – 0.91 202
egg length vs width Antliophora 0 –<0.005 0.68 – 0.80 0 –<0.005 0.69 – 0.79 199
egg length vs width Neuropteroidea 0 –<0.005 0.90 – 0.98 0 –<0.005 0.90 – 0.97 265
egg length vs width Amphiesmenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.72 – 0.93 0 –<0.005 0.71 – 0.91 76
egg length vs width Polyneoptera 0 –<0.005 0.70 – 0.78 0 –<0.005 0.70 – 0.75 262
egg length vs width Palaeoptera 0 –<0.005 0.60 – 0.88 0 –<0.005 0.60 – 0.72 104
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Hexapoda 0 – 0.25 0.04 – 0.18 0 – 0.06 0.07 – 0.17 796
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Hymenoptera 0.03 – 1.00 -0.08 – 0.19 0.02 – 0.96 0 – 0.20 174
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Condylognatha 0 – 0.89 -0.10 – 0.42 0 – 0.70 0.04 – 0.49 149
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Antliophora 0 – 0.29 0.10 – 0.45 0 – 0.74 0.04 – 0.45 80
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Neuropteroidea 0.05 – 0.94 -0.08 – 0.17 0.05 – 0.86 0.02 – 0.17 141
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Amphiesmenoptera 0.18 – 0.96 -0.33 – -0.01 0.27 – 0.99 -0.26 – 0 24
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Polyneoptera 0.10 – 0.99 -0.16 – 0.12 0.04 – 1.00 -0.12 – 0.18 142
egg length vs asymmetry, residuals to egg width Palaeoptera 0 – 0.97 -0.01 – 0.33 0 – 0.98 -0.03 – 0.30 71
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.40 – 0.61 0 –<0.005 0.44 – 0.60 781
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Hymenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.49 – 0.84 0 –<0.005 0.50 – 0.85 174
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Condylognatha 0 – 0.02 0.40 – 0.73 0 – 0.02 0.40 – 0.74 149
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Antliophora 0.01 – 0.95 -0.01 – 0.60 0 – 0.54 0.13 – 0.58 79
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Neuropteroidea 0 – 0.41 0.12 – 0.57 0 – 0.18 0.19 – 0.55 141
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Amphiesmenoptera 0.28 – 1.00 -0.27 – 0.23 0.26 – 1.00 -0.33 – 0.18 22
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Polyneoptera 0 – 0.37 0.17 – 0.68 0 – 0.24 0.18 – 0.69 133
egg length vs angle of curvature, residuals to egg width Palaeoptera 0.08 – 0.90 0.02 – 0.30 0.06 – 0.99 0 – 0.30 70
egg length vs width, residuals to body size Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.64 – 0.71 0 –<0.005 0.64 – 0.74 235
egg length vs width, residuals to body size Hymenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.67 – 0.89 0 –<0.005 0.67 – 0.90 44
egg length vs width, residuals to body size Condylognatha 0 – 0.23 0.23 – 0.78 0 – 0.12 0.30 – 0.85 36
egg length vs width, residuals to body size Antliophora 0 –<0.005 0.56 – 0.69 0 –<0.005 0.54 – 0.69 38
egg length vs width, residuals to body size Neuropteroidea 0 –<0.005 0.87 – 1.04 0 –<0.005 0.91 – 1.06 35
egg length vs width, residuals to body size Amphiesmenoptera 0 – 0.10 0.22 – 0.42 0 – 0.15 0.19 – 0.48 30
egg length vs width, residuals to body size Polyneoptera 0 –<0.005 0.64 – 0.77 0 –<0.005 0.65 – 0.76 31
egg length vs width, residuals to body size Palaeoptera 0.05 – 0.94 -0.04 – 0.48 0.05 – 0.75 0.06 – 0.46 15
egg volume vs cubic body length Hexapoda 0 –<0.005 0.53 – 0.60 0 –<0.005 0.53 – 0.60 238
egg volume vs cubic body length Hymenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.62 – 0.77 0 –<0.005 0.63 – 0.81 44
egg volume vs cubic body length Condylognatha 0 –<0.005 0.62 – 0.84 0 –<0.005 0.64 – 0.83 36
egg volume vs cubic body length Antliophora 0 – 0.04 0.28 – 0.44 0 – 0.03 0.28 – 0.44 39
egg volume vs cubic body length Neuropteroidea 0 –<0.005 0.49 – 0.64 0 –<0.005 0.49 – 0.60 36
egg volume vs cubic body length Amphiesmenoptera 0 –<0.005 0.59 – 0.72 0 –<0.005 0.58 – 0.74 31
egg volume vs cubic body length Polyneoptera 0 –<0.005 0.59 – 0.73 0 –<0.005 0.62 – 0.75 31
egg volume vs cubic body length Palaeoptera 0 – 0.03 0.26 – 0.42 0 – 0.01 0.28 – 0.46 15

Table S22: Results of PGLS regression using a Blomberg correlation structure with a fixed deceleration parameter at
1.3
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