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Abstract 
Genetic disorders such as neurofibromatosis type 1 increase vulnerability to cognitive and behavioral disorders, such as 
autism spectrum disorder and attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder. Neurofibromatosis type 1 results from loss-of-
function mutations in the neurofibromin gene and subsequent reduction in the neurofibromin protein (Nf1). While the 
mechanisms have yet to be fully elucidated, loss of Nf1 may alter neuronal circuit activity leading to changes in behavior 
and susceptibility to cognitive and behavioral comorbidities. Here we show that mutations decreasing Nf1 expression alter 
motor behaviors, impacting the patterning, prioritization, and behavioral state dependence in a Drosophila model of 
neurofibromatosis type 1. Loss of Nf1 increases spontaneous grooming in a nonlinear spatial and temporal pattern, 
differentially increasing grooming of certain body parts, including the abdomen, head, and wings. This increase in 
grooming could be overridden by hunger in food-deprived foraging animals, demonstrating that the Nf1 effect is plastic 
and internal state-dependent. Stimulus-evoked grooming patterns were altered as well, with nf1 mutants exhibiting 
reductions in wing grooming when coated with dust, suggesting that hierarchical recruitment of grooming command 
circuits was altered. Yet loss of Nf1 in sensory neurons and/or grooming command neurons did not alter grooming 
frequency, suggesting that Nf1 affects grooming via higher-order circuit alterations. Changes in grooming coincided with 
alterations in walking. Flies lacking Nf1 walked with increased forward velocity on a spherical treadmill, yet there was no 
detectable change in leg kinematics or gait. Thus, loss of Nf1 alters motor function without affecting overall motor 
coordination, in contrast to other genetic disorders that impair coordination. Overall, these results demonstrate that loss 
of Nf1 alters the patterning and prioritization of repetitive behaviors, in a state-dependent manner, without affecting motor 
coordination.  
 

Introduction 
Human genetic disorders can alter brain circuits and behav-
ior, affecting processes ranging from motor function to cog-
nition. The mutations underlying such disorders impact cel-
lular processes such as neuronal growth and differentiation, 
synaptic transmission and synaptic plasticity, and neuronal 
excitability [1-3]. These cellular changes cascade through 
the nervous system, altering complex behaviors. Nervous 
system function is altered in fragile X syndrome, Rett syn-
drome, Angelman syndrome, and Williams syndrome, 
among others, impacting cognition and behavior [4-7]. 
Given the heterogeneity of neuronal subpopulations – excit-
atory vs. inhibitory, etc. – as well as the plethora of connec-
tivity architectures across brain regions, a given mutation 
could produce a range of effects across cells and circuits. 
Unraveling the complex contributions to behavioral symp-
toms will require understanding both how genetic muta-
tions alter the function of individual neurons and how they 
interact at the circuit and systems levels. 

Neurofibromatosis type 1 is a genetic disorder that re-
sults from loss of function mutations of the NF1 gene that 

encodes the neurofibromin protein (Nf1). This disorder 
causes tumor formation and predisposition to cognitive and 
behavioral symptoms. In addition to its core (mainly cuta-
neous) symptoms, patients frequently experience comor-
bidities such as attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder 
(ADHD) (~50%) [8] and autism spectrum disorder (ASD) 
(~25%) [9], along with seizures, poor visuospatial skills, ex-
ecutive function deficits, disrupted sleep, repetitive behav-
iors, and/or pain [8-16]. How Nf1 deficiency alters neuronal 
activity through effects on interacting circuits across the 
nervous system is not well understood. Yet alterations to 
neuronal function likely underlie the increased susceptibil-
ity to comorbidities such as ADHD and ASD[8, 14].  

Alterations in complex motor function may contribute to 
the ADHD and ASD symptoms in neurofibromatosis type 1. 
Such motor functions include grooming and locomotion, 
which are repetitive, sequenced behaviors that follow hier-
archical syntax rules. Animals as diverse as rats and flies 
groom their body parts in a hierarchical sequence, begin-
ning at the head and proceeding caudally down the body 
[17-20]. The sequence is dynamically modulated by sensory 
feedback from each body part [19-21]. Self-grooming is a 
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useful model of behavioral 
dysregulation in animal models 
for disorders such as autism 
spectrum disorder (ASD) – mul-
tiple ASD risk factor genes alter 
grooming when mutated in ani-
mal models [18, 22, 23]. Simi-
larly, walking patterns are the 
result of sequential, coordi-
nated leg movements that mod-
ulate forward walking, back-
ward walking, turning, speed 
changes, and stopping [24]. 
Children with attention-defi-
cit/hyperactivity disorder 
(ADHD) exhibit alterations in 
gait [25], suggesting that dis-
ease-driving mutations can af-
fect motor coordination while 
also driving behavioral symp-
toms.  

Drosophila expresses a Nf1 
ortholog, and deficiency in this 
protein leads to behavioral and 
physiological phenotypes remi-
niscent of those in mammals. 
Drosophila nf1 mutants exhibit 
learning and memory deficits 
[26-29], circadian rhythm and 
sleep disruption [22, 30-32], re-
duced body size [33], increased 
grooming [22, 23], impaired 
jump reflex habituation [34], 
social (courtship) alterations 
[35], altered metabolism [31, 
32, 36], and tactile hypersensi-
tivity [37]. Drosophila neurofi-
bromin contains a conserved 
catalytic Ras GAP-related do-
main (GRD) that binds Ras and 
accelerates its inactivation. Loss 
of Nf1 in flies increases Ras ac-
tivity and downstream ERK 
phosphorylation. In addition, 
Nf1 deficiency decreases cAMP 
levels and PKA activity [38-42]. 
Thus, loss of neurofibromin 
produces conserved molecular, 
cellular, and organismal phenotypes through effects on cen-
tral cellular signaling cascades. 

As neurofibromatosis type 1 is associated with a wide 
range of cognitive and behavioral symptoms, understand-
ing how loss of NF1 function alters repetitive, sequenced be-
haviors will provide insight into how such genetic disorders 
impact nervous system function. In this study, we examined 
how neurofibromin deficiency alters the temporal organi-
zation and prioritization of sequenced behaviors, including 
grooming, locomotion, and feeding. Results revealed that 
loss of neurofibromin altered grooming and locomotion in a 
circuit and state-dependent manner. 

Results 
Neurofibromin deficiency drives distinct spatiotemporal 
grooming patterns across the body  

Neurofibromin deficiency increases the time that flies 
spend grooming [22, 23], potentially reflecting alterations 
in the activity of command circuits that regulate this motor 
behavior [19-21, 43]. To dissect the role that neurofibromin 
plays in the nervous system, we first carried out behavioral 
analysis of grooming over time. Control (wCS10) flies were 
compared to nf1P1 mutants, which harbor a genomic 
deletion encompassing most of the Nf1 locus (including the 
catalytic GAP-related domain) [33]. We first confirmed that 
loss of Nf1 increases grooming in both males and females 

Figure 1. Nf1 deficiency alters grooming frequency across time. Box plots: median = line, box = inter-
quartile range; whiskers = min/max values, individual data points: circles. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001 
(Šidák; n = 12-16). (A) Loss of Nf1 increased grooming in both males and females. (B) Time course of video 
collection and example of data (5-min grooming ethograms, replicated from panel F) visualized at two dif-
ferent time points. (C) Grooming frequency for control (wCS10) flies and nf1P1 mutants. (D) Grooming fre-
quency with pan-neuronal Nf1 knockdown (R57C10-Gal4>UAS-Nf1RNAi,UAS-dcr2). (E) Ethograms of 
grooming for control (wCS10) flies, showing each grooming bout across animals, with the groomed body 
part color-coded. (F) Ethograms of grooming for nf1P1 mutants. 
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(Figure 1A). Next we examined grooming over time. Indi-
vidual flies were placed into an open field arena and groom-
ing was quantified over 5-min time windows, starting at t = 
0, 30, 60, and 150 min (Figure 1B). When placed into the 
arena, control flies exhibited an initial period of high groom-
ing (t = 0 min) that decreased by 30 minutes (Figure 1C,E). 
In contrast, nf1P1	mutants groomed at elevated levels for at 
least 60 minutes (Figure 1C,F). At 30 and 60 minutes, 
grooming frequency of the nf1 mutants was significantly 
higher than the controls (Figure 1C). By 150 min, grooming 

in both control and nf1 mutants had decreased and were no 
longer significantly different from one another (Figure 1C). 
Depending on the time, median grooming in the nf1 mutants 
increased 72% - 403%. To investigate the neuronal contri-
butions to this effect, we knocked down neurofibromin with 
RNAi using the Gal4/UAS system. RNAi expression was tar-
geted to neurons using the pan-neuronal Gal4 driver 
R57C10-Gal4 [44]. Upon introducing these flies to the open 
field arena (t = 0 min), there was significantly higher total 
spontaneous grooming in the experimental group com-
pared to the heterozygous driver (Gal4/+) and effector 
(UAS/+) genetic controls (Figure 1D). Flies with pan-neu-
ronal Nf1 knockdown displayed elevated grooming levels 
for 60 minutes. This was followed by a decrease at 150 
minutes (when grooming was no longer significantly differ-
ent from both controls) (Figure 1D). These results indicate 
that loss of Nf1 increased spontaneous grooming for at least 
one hour due to neuronal effects.   

Examination of the grooming patterns across body parts 
revealed heterogeneity in the effects of Nf1 deficiency. Loss 
of Nf1 exerts behavioral effects via actions on distributed 
neuronal circuits [23], raising the question of how homoge-
nous or heterogeneous the neuronal effects of Nf1 defi-
ciency are across neuronal circuit elements. To approach 
this, we investigated how Nf1 deficiency affects the tem-
poral evolution of grooming across different body parts. 
nf1P1	mutants exhibited significantly increased grooming of 
the abdomen at 0, 30, and 60 minutes following introduc-
tion to the arena, with a trend still present at 150 minutes 
(Figure 2A,C). Additionally, the back legs exhibited a small 
Nf1-dependent increase at 60 minutes compared to the con-
trol (Figure S1). Grooming of other body parts was not sta-
tistically significant from controls (Figure 2A, S1, S2). These 
findings suggested that the loss of Nf1 via genomic mutation 
increases grooming frequency, but this increase was nonu-
niform across body parts. 

To further test the heterogeneity of Nf1 effects across 
grooming circuits, we analyzed the effect of pan-neuronal 
Nf1 knockdown on grooming. Upon introducing the flies to 
the open field arena, grooming in control flies was initially 
elevated and decreased within 30 minutes (Figures 2B,F, 
S2). In the experimental knockdown group, there was a sig-
nificant increase in head grooming compared to the Gal4/+ 
and UAS/+ controls (Figures 2B,F, S2). This persisted for 30 
minutes before gradually decreasing. Similarly, there were 
increases in abdomen and wing grooming (Figure 2B,D,H) 
that persisted for 30-60 minutes. There were no consistent 
changes in front or back leg grooming (Figures S1, S2). 
Overall, grooming increased with loss of Nf1; both nf1P1	mu-
tants and pan-neuronal Nf1 knockdown increased abdomen 
grooming, though pan-neuronal RNAi also elevated head 
and wing grooming (Figures 1E,F, 2). These data revealed 
heterogeneity of Nf1 effects on grooming behaviors across 
different body parts over time. Differences between the Nf1 
mutants and RNAi suggest that loss of Nf1 alters the balance 
of excitation (and/or inhibition) across neuronal circuits, 
with different loss of function manipulations producing 
somewhat different effects. 

Figure 2. Nf1 deficiency alters grooming in a body part-specific 
manner. (A) Heat map of grooming time across body parts and time in 
controls and nf1P1 mutants. (B) Heat map of grooming time across body 
parts and time with pan-neuronal Nf1 knockdown (R57C10-Gal4>UAS- 
Nf1RNAi,UAS-dcr2). (C) Abdomen grooming across time in controls 
(wCS10) and nf1P1 mutants. Box plots: median = line, box = interquartile 
range; whiskers = min/max values, individual data points: circles. (D) 
Abdomen grooming with pan-neuronal Nf1 knockdown (R57C10-Gal4> 
UAS-Nf1RNAi,UAS-dcr2). (E) Head grooming in controls and nf1P1 mu-
tants. (F) Head grooming with pan-neuronal Nf1 knockdown. (G) Wing 
grooming in controls and nf1P1 mutants. (H) Wing grooming with pan-
neuronal Nf1 knockdown. Fly drawing modified from biorender.com. 
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Changes in total grooming time result from changes in 
either frequency of grooming initiation and/or duration of 
grooming bouts. To determine which of these underlies the 
neurofibromin effect, we analyzed individual grooming 
bouts, quantifying the bout count and bout duration in nf1 
mutants and controls. The increase in abdomen grooming 
arose from increases in bout count, with increased bout du-
ration at some time points (Figure S3). There were also in-
creases in front and back leg grooming bout counts at one 
time point (30 min) and an increase in back leg grooming 
bout duration at one time point (60 min) (Figure S4). Taken 
together, increases in both bout count and bout duration 
contribute to the increase in total grooming time (with the 
bout count being the more ro-
bust). These data suggest that 
loss of neurofibromin enhances 
the activation of grooming cir-
cuits, resulting in more fre-
quent grooming initiation and 
increased perseveration (i.e., 
sustained grooming).  

Neurofibromin deficiency mod-
ulates a state-dependent 
switch from grooming- to forag-
ing-dominant behavioral 
modes 
As Nf1 deficiency increases 
grooming, grooming command 
circuits are aberrantly engaged. 
To test how this behavior is 
prioritized in the face of 
competing stimuli, we 
examined the hunger state 
dependence of spontaneous 
grooming. When food is 
withheld for some time, flies 
increase their locomotion to 
forage for food, a phenomenon 
known as starvation-induced 
hyperactivity [45-47]. When 
they are walking, they cannot 
be grooming. Thus, we 
wondered whether the 
reduction in grooming over 
time in the open field (Figure 
1C) (which lacks food) could be 
attributed to altered hunger 
state. To test this, we first 
compared flies in arenas 
without food to those with ad 
libitum food access throughout 
the experiment (Figure 3A). In 
the presence of food, nf1P1 
mutants displayed significantly 
higher grooming compared to 
controls at all time points, 
including the longest time point 
(150 min) (Figure 3A). Thus, 
nf1 mutant flies continue to 
groom significantly more than 
controls if food is available. 

This suggests that when food is absent, grooming may 
decrease in a hunger state-dependent manner.  

To investigate whether the decrease in grooming 
frequency at longer time points could be driven by foraging, 
we quantified locomotion. Locomotion was tracked over 
time, analyzing distance traveled and walking speed. In 
open field arenas, flies exhibit an initial stage of high 
walking activity that gradually decreases over time 
(considered to be exploratory behavior) [48, 49]. In control 

Figure 3: Nf1 deficiency modulated a state-dependent behavioral switch from grooming to locomo-
tion. (A) Quantification of grooming (% time) in an open field arena when solid food was provided ad libitum
(+Food), comparing control (wCS10) flies to nf1P1 mutants. (B) Still capture of fly locomotion tracking, with
xy position tracks over 5 min for a representative control fly and nf1P1 mutant at 0 and 150 min (C) Total 
distance traveled for control flies and nf1P1 mutants. (D) Mean walking speed for control flies and nf1P1

mutants. (E) Diagram of the capillary feeding assay and protocol to test homeostatic feeding. Two cohorts
each of controls and nf1P1 were tested: one kept on food continuously (“fed”) and one in which food was
withheld at starting at t = 0 (“starved”). Food consumption was measured starting at t = 0 and t = 150 minutes.
(F) Feeding in controls and nf1P1 mutants, comparing feeding in fed (fed +) and starved (fed -) conditions. 
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flies, we observed this as 
higher locomotor activity 
upon introduction to the 
arena, which dropped within 
30 minutes (Figure 3B,C). This 
was reflected in both a 
significant decrease in the 
distance traveled and speed 
from the 0 to 30 min time 
points (Figure 3 C,D). While 
the median locomotor activity 
decreased in nf1P1 mutants 
across these time points, the 
effect did not reach statistical 
significance (Figures 3C,D, S5). 
However, from 60 to 150 
minutes, a significant increase 
in locomotion was observed in 
the nf1P1 mutants for both 
distance and speed (Figures 
3C,D, S5). These data are 
consistent with the 
interpretation that the 
reduction in grooming 
frequency results from an 
increase in locomotion, 
providing additional evidence 
that neurofibromin deficiency 
prompts a behavioral shift 
toward foraging behavior.  

Grooming decreased over 
time in the open field, while 
locomotion increased, raising 
the question of whether 
hunger state drives the 
behavioral changes. To 
determine whether hunger is a 
cue was a driver of increased 
locomotion, we examined food 
intake for signs homeostatic 
feeding, characterized by a 
rebound in feeding driven by 
negative energy balance [50, 
51]. Food intake was 
measured after periods of food 
deprivation using a capillary 
feeding assay [50]. Two 
cohorts of flies were tested for 
each genotype (control and 
nf1P1): one group that had 
continuous ad libitum access 
to food (“fed”) and one in 
which food was withheld for either 60 or 150 minutes 
(“starved”) (Figure 3E). These time points corresponded to 
the duration of food deprivation experienced in the open 
field experiments. In control flies, we did not observe a 
significant difference in the amount of liquid food consumed 
between the fed and starved groups at the 60-minute time 
point (Figure 3F). However, at 150 minutes, starved control 
flies consumed significantly more food compared to the fed 
controls, indicating increased hunger (Figure 3F). In the 

case of nf1P1 mutants, homeostatic feeding was observed at 
both time points (Figure 3F), demonstrating that food 
deprivation increases hunger faster in neurofibromin-
deficient flies. This increase in hunger corresponds to a 
higher metabolic rate in nf1P1 mutants [31], and could drive 
starvation-induced hyperactivity along with decreased 
grooming. 

Figure 4: Knocking down Nf1 in sensory neurons and/or grooming command circuits shifted the 
pattern of grooming without affecting total grooming time. Box plots: median = line, box = interquartile 
range; whiskers = min/max values, individual data points: circles. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, n.s. = not significant 
(Šidák; n = 16). (A) Simplified diagram of sensory neurons and antennal grooming command neurons, po-
tential sites of modulation by Nf1 deficiency. RNAi was targeted to sensory neurons, command neurons, or 
both. (B) Effect of Nf1 knockdown in sensory neurons on head grooming (R81E10-Gal4>UAS- Nf1RNAi,UAS-
dcr2). Experimental flies were compared to heterozygous Gal4/+ and UAS/+ controls. (C) Effect of Nf1 
knockdown in eye/head grooming command neurons on head grooming (R23A07-Gal4>UAS- Nf1RNAi, UAS-
dcr2). (D) Effect of Nf1 knockdown in wing grooming command neurons on wing grooming (R31H10-
Gal4>UAS-Nf1RNAi, UAS-dcr2). (E) Effect of Nf1 knockdown in antennal grooming command neurons on 
head grooming (R18C11-Gal4>UAS-Nf1RNAi, UAS-dcr2). (F) Expression pattern of neurons labeled by 
R18C11-Gal4, focusing on the central brain. Box highlights the inset shown in panel G. GFP:green; brp:ma-
genta. (G) Expanded view of the boxed region from panel F, including the somata of antennal descending 
neurons (white arrowheads). (H) Effect of Nf1 knockdown in antennal descending neurons (aDN) on head 
grooming using two different drivers (R71A06-Gal4 or R26B12-Gal4). (I) Effects of Nf1 knockdown in sen-
sory neurons (R30B01-Gal4), wing grooming command neurons (R50B07-Gal4), and both, on wing groom-
ing. (J) Effects of Nf1 knockdown in sensory neurons (R30B01-Gal4), eye/head command neurons 
(R23A07-Gal4), and both, on head grooming. 
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Loss of Nf1 in sensory and grooming command neurons 
modulates grooming in a circuit-specific manner 

Grooming of each body part is controlled by discrete 
sensory neurons and grooming command neurons [19, 20, 
43, 52, 53], raising the question of whether loss of Nf1 
affects the sensory neurons and/or command neurons 
directly. To test this, we employed a targeted approach 
involving the knockdown of Nf1 in selected neuronal 
subsets [23]. We considered a range of plausible circuit 
architectures interconnecting the command circuits. Nf1 
could affect the sensory input to the command neurons, the 
command neurons themselves, interactions between the 
sensory and command neurons (Figure 4A), or via 
interconnected neurons across more broad swaths of the 
central nervous system. Based on these hypothetical 
network architectures, we generated four testable models: 
1) sensory input modulation, 2) command circuit 
modulation, 3) sensory + command circuit modulation, and 
4) systems-level modulation. These models were 
challenged with a series of circuit-specific Nf1 
manipulations. 

To test whether loss of Nf1 in sensory neurons alone 
increased grooming frequency, we knocked Nf1 down in 
sensory neurons with RNAi using two Gal4 drivers (R81E10 
and R30B01-Gal4) [21, 44]. These drivers label multiple 

subsets of sensory neurons including mechanosensory 
bristles, the Johnston’s organ, chemosensory receptors, 
chordotonal organs, and campaniform sensillae [21]. There 
was no significant effect on grooming frequency when Nf1 
was knocked down in the sensory neurons labeled by either 
of these drivers (Figures 4 B,I,J, S6). Overall, these data 
suggested that Nf1 deficiency in sensory neurons did not 
account for the increased grooming when Nf1 was reduced 
across the nervous system. Next, we tested the impact of 
Nf1 knockdown in command circuits on grooming 
frequency and temporal structure, utilizing six different 
Gal4 drivers (R23A07, R18C11, R31H10, R71D01, R26B12, 
and R50B07-Gal4) that encompass grooming command 
neurons. These drivers include command neurons for 
circuits that control grooming of the eye/head (R23A07), 
antennae (R18C11, R71D01 [aBN1], and R26B12 [aBN2]), 
and wings (R31H10 and R50B07) [19-21, 43]. No significant 
changes in overall grooming frequency were observed 
when Nf1 was knocked down using any these drivers 
(Figures 4 C,D,E,H; S6). Examining grooming of each body 
part individually, we found that knocking down Nf1 in 
antennal descending neurons (via R18C11) modestly 
biased grooming toward the head (Figure 4E). This driver 
labels three pairs of antennal descending neurons that 
modulate antennal grooming (Figure 4F,G) [19]. The 

behavioral effect of Nf1 
knockdown in these neurons 
suggests that loss of Nf1 in one 
component of the neuronal 
circuits driving grooming may 
affect grooming patterning. In 
contrast, knocking down Nf1 in 
aBN1 and aBN2 antennal 
grooming command neurons 
did not detectably alter head 
grooming (Figure 4H). Thus, 
the large increase in grooming 
with broad knockdown likely 
representing either additive 
effects across multiple 
components of the grooming 
command circuits and/or their 
inputs. 

To test whether Nf1 
functions additively in pairs of 
neuron types within the 
grooming circuitry, we knocked 
Nf1 down in both command 
neurons and/or and their 
sensory inputs. This was done 
using one Gal4 driver and/or in 
grooming command neurons 
with a second Gal4 driver. Two 
combinations of 
sensory+command neuron 
drivers were tested: 
R30B01+R50B07-Gal4 and 
R30B01+R23A07-Gal4. The 
R30B01-Gal4 driver provides 
broad coverage of sensory 
neurons innervating 

Figure 5: Loss of Nf1 altered the temporal evolution of stimulus-evoked grooming. (A). Diagram of 
the experimental protocol. Flies were dusted, and amount of dust remining on each body part was imaged 
at t = 0, 8, 25, and 35 min. (B). Reference images of different body parts immediately after dusting, with 
images showing dust coverage after 0, 8, 25, and 35 min. (C). Dust removal in control (wCS10) flies. Dust 
coverage is the fraction of dust relative to those imaged at time 0. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001 re: time 
0 (ANOVA/Šidák, n = 8). (D). Dust removal in nf1P1 mutants, plotted as in panel C. (E). Time course of dust 
removal (same data as in panels C,D) comparing controls and nf1P1 mutants at each time point. *p < 0.05; 
**p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, comparing controls and nf1P1 mutants (ANOVA/Šidák, n = 8). Error bars = S.E.M. 
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mechanosensory bristles across the eye, head, abdomen, 
wing, notum, and leg, as well as sensory neurons 
innervating the Johnston’s organ, chemosensory receptors, 
chordotonal organs, and campaniform sensillae [21]. Thus, 
the R30B01+R50B07-Gal4 combination includes both 
mechanosensory inputs to the grooming command circuits 
(R30B01) and the wing grooming command circuit 
(R50B07). Similarly, the R30B01+R23A07 covers 
mechanosensory neurons and an eye/head grooming 
command circuit. Neither of these two driver pairs 
significantly altered grooming 
frequency when used to knock 
down Nf1 (Figure 4H-J). These 
data suggest that Nf1 deficiency 
in sensory circuits does not 
interact additively with 
command neurons, and that it 
is required more broadly 
and/or in higher-level neurons. 

Loss of Nf1 alters the pattern 
and prioritization of stimulus-
evoked grooming behaviors 
Loss of neurofibromin 
increased the frequency of 
spontaneous grooming, but its 
effect on stimulus-evoked 
grooming is unknown. When 
flies are covered with a fine 
layer of dust, they vigorously 
groom to remove the dust [20, 
54]. This stimulus-evoked 
grooming follows a temporal 
progression (approximately 
cephalocaudal) resulting from 
hierarchical command circuit 
recruitment [20]. To test 
whether neurofibromin alters 
the pattern and prioritization of 
sensory-evoked grooming 
movements, we dusted flies and 
quantified dust removal. Within 
35 minutes of dusting, controls 
removed much of the dust from 
their head, thorax, wings, and 
abdomen (Figure 5). nf1P1 
mutants similarly removed 
most of the dust from their 
head, thorax, and abdomen, but 
wing cleaning was significantly 
reduced – i.e., the dust was 
removed from the wings more 
slowly in mutants. This 
represented a departure from 
the normal cephalocaudal 
grooming sequence, wing 
grooming shifted down in 
priority. Loss of Nf1 affected 
spontaneous grooming and 
stimulus-evoked grooming in 
different ways. Spontaneous 
grooming was elevated in the 

abdomen, head, and wings (Figure 2). Yet the deficit in 
stimulus-evoked grooming was focused on the wings. 
Overall, these data suggest that both the patterning and 
prioritization of stimulus-evoked grooming was altered by 
loss of neurofibromin. Further, since different body parts 
were affected in different conditions, loss of Nf1 affects 
multiple circuits, potentially including those upstream of 
the grooming command neurons. 

Figure 6: Nf1 deficiency increased walking speed without altering gait or kinematics. (A). Diagram of 
the experimental setup. Fly drawing modified from biorender.com. (B). Forward walking speed of controls 
(K33) vs. nf1P1 mutants (***p < 0.001 [Mann-Whitney], n = 70-90) and with pan-neuronal Nf1 knockdown 
(R57C10-Gal4>UAS-Nf1-RNAi) (*p < 0.05, ***p < 0.001 [Kruskal-Wallis/Dunn], n = 80-124). (C). Stance 
trajectory in control flies. 300 individual points plotted (randomly selected from >1000 steps). The dots indi-
cate touch down locations, which are connected to the liftoff with a line. The black line is the mean of all 
trajectories. (D). Stance trajectory in nf1P1 mutants, plotted as in panel C. (E). Stance duration for the L1 leg, 
comparing K33 controls and nf1P1 mutants. Probability density is graphed as a heat map. (F). Step period 
for the L1 leg. (G). Swing duration for the L1 leg. (H). Diagram of leg coordination phase comparisons shown 
in panels I-L. (I). L1-R1 leg movement phase plot, comparing K33 controls and nf1P1 mutants. (J). L1-L2 leg 
movement phase plot. (K). L1-R2 leg movement phase plot. (L). L1-L3 leg movement phase plot.  
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Nf1 deficiency alters forward walking velocity without any 
major defects in leg kinematics 

Given that Nf1 deficient flies show altered locomotion, we 
wondered whether their walking gait was impaired (a 
common feature of genetic disorders affecting motor 
function). To test this, we used a 3D leg kinematics analysis 
pipeline [55] to compare the fine structure of leg kinematics 
during walking in controls and flies with genomic Nf1 
deletion (nf1P1). For this analysis, flies were tethered to a 
pin and allowed to walk on a spherical treadmill (Figure 
6A). Nf1 mutants exhibited increased walking speed in the 
tethered preparation compared to K33 (w+) controls 
(Figure 6B), similar to untethered flies in the open field 
(Figure 3B-D). Pan-neuronal knockdown of Nf1 produced a 
similar effect (Figure 6B). Despite the change in walking 
speed, overall gait was not altered compared to controls. 
Leg placement was similar in nf1 mutants and control flies 
(Figure 6C,D). Stance, step, and swing durations were also 
similar between genotypes across the instantaneous 
velocity range (Figure 6E-G). This suggests that flies lacking 
Nf1 increased their walking speed in the same way as 
control flies – by changing the frequency of stepping 
(decreasing stance duration and increasing stance length) 
(Figure 6E-G and [56]). Further, inter-leg coordination was 
normal in mutants – there was no major difference in 
coupling of leg movements between either legs that move in 
phase (e.g., left front leg and right middle) (Figure 6K,L) or 
antiphase (e.g., left and right front legs) (Figure 6I,J) during 
tripod gait. Taken together, these results indicate that Nf1 
deficiency altered walking speed without affecting gait. Loss 
of Nf1 is unlikely to affect lower-level motor control areas 
like proprioceptors and motor neurons, as alterations in 
those would lead to major anomalies in leg kinematics. 
Therefore, Nf1 likely impacts locomotion via higher-order 
walking control centers. 

Discussion 

The present data demonstrate that loss of Nf1 alters motor 
pattern structure and prioritization of motor behaviors in 
Drosophila. To ensure survival, animals must prioritize one 
behavior and inhibit another based on internal and external 
cues [57]. We found that Nf1 is required to maintain normal 
activity levels across multiple behaviors over time, as Nf1-
deficient flies exhibit altered grooming and walking. The 
grooming can be overridden by hunger, which shifts the 
balance toward walking to prioritize foraging. These 
findings suggest that loss of Nf1 alters neuronal activity, 
increasing activation of spontaneous grooming and walking 
speed, as well as changing the prioritization of stimulus-
evoked grooming. Importantly, motor coordination is not 
notably altered, and grooming remains plastic and state 
dependent. 

Grooming is a structured and sequenced set of motor 
patterns that are modulated by sensory inputs and 
prioritized according to body part [20]. In both flies and 
mammals, grooming follows an approximately anterior to 
posterior sequence. In flies, grooming of each body part is 
controlled by discrete command circuits. Each command 
circuit comprises multiple elements: sensory neurons that 
provide the input to command neurons that initiate 
grooming and send output to descending neurons to 

execute the motor patterns [19-21, 43, 53]. Hierarchical 
regulation ensures that, when sensory stimuli drive the 
need to clean multiple body parts, grooming occurs in a 
prioritized sequence, with certain body parts (such as the 
eyes and the antennae) taking precedence over others (such 
as the wings and thorax) [21].  

Loss of Nf1 increases spontaneous grooming frequency 
[22], likely through effects on distributed circuits [23]. This 
created two likely a priori scenarios regarding the impact of 
Nf1 on grooming; loss of Nf1 could 1) increase the grooming 
across all body parts, or 2) increase the grooming of body 
parts at the pinnacle of the grooming hierarchy, which 
would then be expected to suppress the grooming of other 
body parts via inhibitory circuit effects. However, our data 
revealed a third, unexpected outcome: Nf1 genomic 
mutation predominantly increased spontaneous grooming 
of the abdomen (with knockdown also increasing head and 
wing grooming). This suggests that the effects of loss of Nf1 
could be heterogenous across different command 
circuits/neurons, leading to distinct alterations in grooming 
patterns for different body parts. The pattern of grooming 
alterations differed between the nf1 genomic mutation and 
pan-neuronal knockdown with RNAi. There are several 
potential reasons for this. The expression level of Nf1 could 
be important, with functional differences between 
reduction (RNAi) and elimination (genomic mutant) of Nf1. 
Secondly, variations in the expression level of the R57C10-
Gal4 driver (or efficacy of the RNA-induced silencing 
complex) across different sets of neurons may drive distinct 
grooming patterns. Third, the expression pattern of Gal4 
lines can shift over the course of development [58], 
potentially introducing heterogeneity of Nf1 knockdown 
during critical periods [23]. Finally, non-neuronal cells 
could contribute to the observed phenotype; while R57C10 
drives relatively selective Gal4 expression in neurons [44], 
there are some scattered non-neuronal cells in its 
expression pattern [59]. In a slightly different 
arena/environment, head grooming was favored (rather 
than abdomen) with loss of Nf1 [23], suggesting that 
context may influence the pattern as well. 

Increased grooming is due to loss of Nf1 in excitatory 
cholinergic circuits [23]. Relatedly, Nf1 deficiency causes 
alterations in synaptic transmission at the larval 
neuromuscular junction that originate, at least in part, from 
central excitatory circuits [37]. If the effects of Nf1 
deficiency are selective for excitatory neurons, then the 
number and connectivity of excitatory vs. inhibitory 
neurons in each grooming circuit would influence how loss 
of Nf1 affects grooming of each body part. Future studies 
are needed to address the heterogeneity of cell-autonomous 
effects of Nf1 deficiency, as well as the contributions of 
variations in neuronal architecture. Alterations in 
excitatory:inhibitory (EI) balance are hypothesized to 
contribute to cognitive and behavioral alterations across of 
range of genetic disorders [60]. Given the position of Nf1 as 
modulator of central neuronal signaling pathways including 
Ras, cAMP, and G protein-coupled receptor signaling, it is 
plausible that EI balance is altered in ways that affect 
cognition and behavior. 

Loss of Nf1 dramatically elevates grooming (72% - 
403%), yet this grooming remains plastic and can be 
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overridden by stimuli that are prioritized over grooming 
(e.g., foraging). In open field arenas without food, the flies 
became hungry and accumulated detectable negative 
energy balance after 60-150 minutes (as assayed by 
homeostatic feeding). Increasing locomotion is a foraging 
strategy to locate food under starvation conditions [45-47]. 
By 150 minutes in the open field without food, grooming 
frequency dropped and locomotion increased, reflecting a 
state-dependent switch from a grooming- to foraging-
dominant behavioral mode. Thus, grooming circuits are 
engaged by Nf1 deficiency until hunger increases and 
overrides the grooming drive. The increase in hunger 
preceded the increase in locomotor activity, suggesting that 
flies accumulate negative energy balance for a period before 
foraging is engaged. This is likely a strategy to maximize 
energy utilization, as increasing locomotor activity under 
energy-restricted conditions accelerates starvation; it 
represents a high-risk, last-resort strategy to find food. 
Overall, this suggests that loss of Nf1 alters network 
dynamics, reshaping the activation and perseveration of 
specific motor behaviors in a state-dependent way, but 
sparing some behavioral plasticity. 

Nf1 mutants exhibited increased walking speed on a 
spherical treadmill, yet exhibited normal leg kinematics and 
gait patterns. This suggests that Nf1 affects the macro 
properties of locomotion like walking speed without 
causing defects in micro-properties like inter-leg 
coordination or stepping direction. Other mutations that 
impact motor function, such as Parkinson’s disease (PD) (-
synuclein expression, parkin mutants) and spinocerebellar 
ataxia (SCA) models (mutant SCA3 expression) [61] affect 
locomotion differently. For instance, PD and SCA disease 
models exhibit markedly altered gait, generating 
uncoordinated movements and erratic foot placement [62]. 
Thus, Nf1 is unlikely to affect low-level motor control 
neurons (central pattern generators, proprioceptors, and 
descending neurons). Rather it may act on higher-order 
walking control neurons [55, 56, 63], directly and/or 
indirectly (e.g., via metabolic changes [31]).  

Nf1 exerts effects on neuronal function during a critical 
period of development [23]. Specifically, there is a critical 
period for Nf1 effects on grooming in Drosophila spanning 
the late 3rd instar larval phase and first half of the pupal 
phase. This developmental period encompasses a series of 
neurodevelopmental steps, including cell proliferation, 
migration, differentiation, dendritic remodeling, axon 
guidance, synaptogenesis, and survival [64-68]. Therefore, 
Nf1 effects on the neuronal circuitry regulating grooming 
could result from alterations in one or more of these 
processes. Ultimately, the behavioral effects likely emanate 
from altered adult neuronal composition, connectivity, 
excitability, or synaptic transmission. Some Nf1 mutations 
alter neuronal excitability in rodents [1]. Although this is 
associated with tumor formation, it suggests that changes in 
neuronal excitability may be a conserved mechanism. At the 
molecular level, the behavioral effect of Nf1 requires an 
intact Ras GTPase-activating domain, suggesting that 
altered Ras signaling could underlie (or contribute to) the 
phenotype. Ras influences multiple developmental 
processes, including playing roles in growth, migration, 
cytoskeletal integrity, survival, and differentiation [69]. 

Though many of the described effects of Nf1 deficiency 
involve Ras signaling [2, 31, 39, 70], loss of Nf1 also alters 
cAMP signaling, which contributes to neuronal phenotypes 
[1, 26, 27, 71, 72]. Therefore, cAMP signaling could 
contribute to grooming phenotypes, potentially 
downstream of Ras [42]. Future studies will be necessary to 
delineate the specific contributions of each pathway, as well 
as dissect the key downstream signaling molecules and 
interactions. 

Overall, the present data reveal that loss of Nf1 affects 
the neuronal network activity regulating temporally-
sequenced behaviors in a circuit-specific and state-
dependent manner. Changes in grooming were nonuniform 
across body parts, suggesting heterogeneity of effects on 
the command circuits that drive grooming of each body 
part. Loss of Nf1 exerted strong behavioral effects, but those 
could be overridden by stimuli that are prioritized for 
survival. In addition, the activation of locomotor behavior 
was altered, with changes in walking speed (increased 
forward walking speed on a spherical treadmill), but no 
detectable change in kinematics or gait. Thus, the loss of Nf1 
alters the frequency, patterning, prioritization, and 
execution of sequenced motor behaviors. These data lay the 
groundwork for future studies to address the molecular 
mechanisms of Nf1 effects on neurons, circuit alterations, 
and the prioritization and sequencing of behaviors 
following mutation of genes that drive neurodevelopmental 
disorders. 

References 

1. Anastasaki C, Mo J, Chen JK, Chatterjee J, Pan Y, Scheaffer SM, et al. 
Neuronal hyperexcitability drives central and peripheral nervous 
system tumor progression in models of neurofibromatosis-1. Nature 
communications. 2022;13(1):2785. Epub 20220519. doi: 
10.1038/s41467-022-30466-6. PubMed PMID: 35589737; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC9120229. 

2. Costa RM, Federov NB, Kogan JH, Murphy GG, Stern J, Ohno M, et al. 
Mechanism for the learning deficits in a mouse model of neurofibro-
matosis type 1. Nature. 2002;415(6871):526-30. doi: 10.1038/na-
ture711. PubMed PMID: 11793011. 

3. Wang Y, Nicol GD, Clapp DW, Hingtgen CM. Sensory neurons from 
Nf1 haploinsufficient mice exhibit increased excitability. Journal of 
neurophysiology. 2005;94(6):3670-6. doi: 10.1152/jn.00489.2005. 
PubMed PMID: 16093333. 

4. Contractor A, Klyachko VA, Portera-Cailliau C. Altered Neuronal and 
Circuit Excitability in Fragile X Syndrome. Neuron. 2015;87(4):699-
715. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2015.06.017. PubMed PMID: 26291156; 
PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC4545495. 

5. Ip JPK, Mellios N, Sur M. Rett syndrome: insights into genetic, molec-
ular and circuit mechanisms. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2018;19(6):368-82. 
doi: 10.1038/s41583-018-0006-3. PubMed PMID: 29740174; Pub-
Med Central PMCID: PMCPMC6402579. 

6. Sun AX, Yuan Q, Fukuda M, Yu W, Yan H, Lim GGY, et al. Potassium 
channel dysfunction in human neuronal models of Angelman syn-
drome. Science. 2019;366(6472):1486-92. doi: 10.1126/sci-
ence.aav5386. PubMed PMID: 31857479; PubMed Central PMCID: 
PMCPMC7735558. 

7. Meyer-Lindenberg A, Hariri AR, Munoz KE, Mervis CB, Mattay VS, 
Morris CA, et al. Neural correlates of genetically abnormal social cog-
nition in Williams syndrome. Nature neuroscience. 2005;8(8):991-3. 
Epub 20050710. doi: 10.1038/nn1494. PubMed PMID: 16007084. 

8. Hyman SL, Shores A, North KN. The nature and frequency of cogni-
tive deficits in children with neurofibromatosis type 1. Neurology. 

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 9, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.08.607070doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.08.607070
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Loss of Nf1 alters motor patterning and prioritization 

Omana Suarez et al. 2024 (preprint)   10

2005;65(7):1037-44. doi: 10.1212/01.wnl.0000179303.72345.ce. 
PubMed PMID: 16217056. 

9. Garg S, Plasschaert E, Descheemaeker MJ, Huson S, Borghgraef M, 
Vogels A, et al. Autism spectrum disorder profile in neurofibromato-
sis type I. Journal of autism and developmental disorders. 
2015;45(6):1649-57. doi: 10.1007/s10803-014-2321-5. PubMed 
PMID: 25475362. 

10. Diggs-Andrews KA, Gutmann DH. Modeling cognitive dysfunction in 
neurofibromatosis-1. Trends in neurosciences. 2013;36(4):237-47. 
doi: 10.1016/j.tins.2012.12.002. PubMed PMID: 23312374; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMC3622809. 

11. Constantino JN, Zhang Y, Holzhauer K, Sant S, Long K, Vallorani A, et 
al. Distribution and Within-Family Specificity of Quantitative Autistic 
Traits in Patients with Neurofibromatosis Type I. The Journal of pe-
diatrics. 2015;167(3):621-6 e1. Epub 20150604. doi: 
10.1016/j.jpeds.2015.04.075. PubMed PMID: 26051969; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC4792262. 

12. Eijk S, Mous SE, Dieleman GC, Dierckx B, Rietman AB, de Nijs PFA, et 
al. Autism Spectrum Disorder in an Unselected Cohort of Children 
with Neurofibromatosis Type 1 (NF1). Journal of autism and devel-
opmental disorders. 2018;48(7):2278-85. doi: 10.1007/s10803-
018-3478-0. PubMed PMID: 29423604; PubMed Central PMCID: 
PMCPMC5995999. 

13. Hyman SL, Arthur Shores E, North KN. Learning disabilities in chil-
dren with neurofibromatosis type 1: subtypes, cognitive profile, and 
attention-deficit-hyperactivity disorder. Developmental medicine 
and child neurology. 2006;48(12):973-7. doi: 
10.1017/S0012162206002131. PubMed PMID: 17109785. 

14. Morris SM, Acosta MT, Garg S, Green J, Huson S, Legius E, et al. Dis-
ease Burden and Symptom Structure of Autism in Neurofibromatosis 
Type 1: A Study of the International NF1-ASD Consortium Team (IN-
FACT). JAMA Psychiatry. 2016;73(12):1276-84. doi: 
10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2016.2600. PubMed PMID: 27760236; Pub-
Med Central PMCID: PMCPMC5298203. 

15. Plasschaert E, Van Eylen L, Descheemaeker MJ, Noens I, Legius E, 
Steyaert J. Executive functioning deficits in children with neurofibro-
matosis type 1: The influence of intellectual and social functioning. 
Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. 2016;171B(3):348-62. 
Epub 20160115. doi: 10.1002/ajmg.b.32414. PubMed PMID: 
26773288. 

16. Walsh KS, Velez JI, Kardel PG, Imas DM, Muenke M, Packer RJ, et al. 
Symptomatology of autism spectrum disorder in a population with 
neurofibromatosis type 1. Developmental medicine and child neurol-
ogy. 2013;55(2):131-8. doi: 10.1111/dmcn.12038. PubMed PMID: 
23163951. 

17. Berridge KC, Fentress JC, Parr H. Natural syntax rules control action 
sequence of rats. Behav Brain Res. 1987;23(1):59-68. doi: 
10.1016/0166-4328(87)90242-7. PubMed PMID: 3828046. 

18. Kalueff AV, Stewart AM, Song C, Berridge KC, Graybiel AM, Fentress 
JC. Neurobiology of rodent self-grooming and its value for transla-
tional neuroscience. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2016;17(1):45-59. Epub 
20151217. doi: 10.1038/nrn.2015.8. PubMed PMID: 26675822; Pub-
Med Central PMCID: PMCPMC4840777. 

19. Hampel S, Franconville R, Simpson JH, Seeds AM. A neural command 
circuit for grooming movement control. eLife. 2015;4:e08758. Epub 
20150907. doi: 10.7554/eLife.08758. PubMed PMID: 26344548; 
PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC4599031. 

20. Seeds AM, Ravbar P, Chung P, Hampel S, Midgley FM, Jr., Mensh BD, 
et al. A suppression hierarchy among competing motor programs 
drives sequential grooming in Drosophila. eLife. 2014;3:e02951. doi: 
10.7554/eLife.02951. PubMed PMID: 25139955; PubMed Central 
PMCID: PMC4136539. 

21. Hampel S, McKellar CE, Simpson JH, Seeds AM. Simultaneous activa-
tion of parallel sensory pathways promotes a grooming sequence in 
Drosophila. eLife. 2017;6. Epub 20170909. doi: 

10.7554/eLife.28804. PubMed PMID: 28887878; PubMed Central 
PMCID: PMCPMC5614557. 

22. King LB, Koch M, Murphy KR, Velazquez Y, Ja WW, Tomchik SM. Neu-
rofibromin Loss of Function Drives Excessive Grooming in Drosoph‐
ila. G3 (Bethesda). 2016;6(4):1083-93. Epub 20160407. doi: 
10.1534/g3.115.026484. PubMed PMID: 26896440; PubMed Central 
PMCID: PMCPMC4825643. 

23. King LB, Boto T, Botero V, Aviles AM, Jomsky BM, Joseph C, et al. De-
velopmental loss of neurofibromin across distributed neuronal cir-
cuits drives excessive grooming in Drosophila. PLoS genetics. 
2020;16(7):e1008920. Epub 20200722. doi: 10.1371/jour-
nal.pgen.1008920. PubMed PMID: 32697780; PubMed Central 
PMCID: PMCPMC7398555. 

24. Bidaye SS, Bockemuhl T, Buschges A. Six-legged walking in insects: 
how CPGs, peripheral feedback, and descending signals generate co-
ordinated and adaptive motor rhythms. Journal of neurophysiology. 
2018;119(2):459-75. Epub 20171025. doi: 10.1152/jn.00658.2017. 
PubMed PMID: 29070634. 

25. Meachon EJ, Klupp S, Grob A. Gait in children with and without 
ADHD: A systematic literature review. Gait Posture. 2023;104:31-42. 
Epub 20230607. doi: 10.1016/j.gaitpost.2023.06.003. PubMed 
PMID: 37307762. 

26. Guo HF, Tong J, Hannan F, Luo L, Zhong Y. A neurofibromatosis-1-
regulated pathway is required for learning in Drosophila. Nature. 
2000;403(6772):895-8. doi: 10.1038/35002593. PubMed PMID: 
10706287. 

27. Buchanan ME, Davis RL. A distinct set of Drosophila brain neurons 
required for neurofibromatosis type 1-dependent learning and 
memory. The Journal of neuroscience : the official journal of the Soci-
ety for Neuroscience. 2010;30(30):10135-43. doi: 10.1523/JNEURO-
SCI.0283-10.2010. PubMed PMID: 20668197; PubMed Central 
PMCID: PMC2917756. 

28. Gouzi JY, Moressis A, Walker JA, Apostolopoulou AA, Palmer RH, Ber-
nards A, et al. The receptor tyrosine kinase Alk controls neurofibro-
min functions in Drosophila growth and learning. PLoS genetics. 
2011;7(9):e1002281. doi: 10.1371/journal.pgen.1002281. PubMed 
PMID: 21949657; PubMed Central PMCID: PMC3174217. 

29. Georganta EM, Moressis A, Skoulakis EMC. Associative Learning Re-
quires Neurofibromin to Modulate GABAergic Inputs to Drosophila 
Mushroom Bodies. The Journal of neuroscience : the official journal 
of the Society for Neuroscience. 2021;41(24):5274-86. Epub 
20210510. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1605-20.2021. PubMed PMID: 
33972401; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC8211548. 

30. Williams JA, Su HS, Bernards A, Field J, Sehgal A. A circadian output 
in Drosophila mediated by neurofibromatosis-1 and Ras/MAPK. Sci-
ence. 2001;293(5538):2251-6. doi: 10.1126/science.1063097. Pub-
Med PMID: 11567138. 

31. Botero V, Stanhope BA, Brown EB, Grenci EC, Boto T, Park SJ, et al. 
Neurofibromin regulates metabolic rate via neuronal mechanisms in 
Drosophila. Nature communications. 2021;12(1):4285. Epub 
20210713. doi: 10.1038/s41467-021-24505-x. PubMed PMID: 
34257279; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC8277851. 

32. Brown EB, Zhang J, Lloyd E, Lanzon E, Botero V, Tomchik SM, et al. 
Neurofibromin 1 mediates sleep depth in Drosophila. bioRxiv. 2022. 
doi: doi:10.1101/2022.09.15.508161. 

33. The I, Hannigan GE, Cowley GS, Reginald S, Zhong Y, Gusella JF, et al. 
Rescue of a Drosophila NF1 mutant phenotype by protein kinase A. 
Science. 1997;276(5313):791-4. PubMed PMID: 9115203. 

34. Fenckova M, Blok LER, Asztalos L, Goodman DP, Cizek P, Singgih EL, 
et al. Habituation Learning Is a Widely Affected Mechanism in Dro‐
sophila Models of Intellectual Disability and Autism Spectrum Disor-
ders. Biological psychiatry. 2019;86(4):294-305. Epub 20190509. 
doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.2019.04.029. PubMed PMID: 31272685; 
PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC7053436. 

35. Moscato EH, Dubowy C, Walker JA, Kayser MS. Social Behavioral Def-
icits with Loss of Neurofibromin Emerge from Peripheral Chemosen-
sory Neuron Dysfunction. Cell reports. 2020;32(1):107856. doi: 

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 9, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.08.607070doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.08.607070
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Loss of Nf1 alters motor patterning and prioritization 

Omana Suarez et al. 2024 (preprint)   11

10.1016/j.celrep.2020.107856. PubMed PMID: 32640222; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC7416787. 

36. Maurer GW, Malita A, Nagy S, Koyama T, Werge TM, Halberg KA, et 
al. Analysis of genes within the schizophrenia-linked 22q11.2 dele-
tion identifies interaction of night owl/LZTR1 and NF1 in GABAergic 
sleep control. PLoS genetics. 2020;16(4):e1008727. Epub 20200427. 
doi: 10.1371/journal.pgen.1008727. PubMed PMID: 32339168; Pub-
Med Central PMCID: PMCPMC7205319. 

37. Dyson A, Ryan M, Garg S, Evans DG, Baines RA. Loss of NF1 in Dro‐
sophila larvae causes tactile hypersensitivity and impaired synaptic 
transmission at the neuromuscular junction. The Journal of neurosci-
ence : the official journal of the Society for Neuroscience. 2022. Epub 
20221103. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0562-22.2022. PubMed PMID: 
36344265. 

38. Guo HF, The I, Hannan F, Bernards A, Zhong Y. Requirement of Dro‐
sophila NF1 for activation of adenylyl cyclase by PACAP38-like neu-
ropeptides. Science. 1997;276(5313):795-8. PubMed PMID: 
9115204. 

39. Walker JA, Tchoudakova AV, McKenney PT, Brill S, Wu D, Cowley GS, 
et al. Reduced growth of Drosophila neurofibromatosis 1 mutants re-
flects a non-cell-autonomous requirement for GTPase-Activating 
Protein activity in larval neurons. Genes & development. 
2006;20(23):3311-23. doi: 10.1101/gad.1466806. PubMed PMID: 
17114577; PubMed Central PMCID: PMC1686607. 

40. Brown JA, Gianino SM, Gutmann DH. Defective cAMP generation un-
derlies the sensitivity of CNS neurons to neurofibromatosis-1 heter-
ozygosity. The Journal of neuroscience : the official journal of the So-
ciety for Neuroscience. 2010;30(16):5579-89. doi: 10.1523/JNEU-
ROSCI.3994-09.2010. PubMed PMID: 20410111; PubMed Central 
PMCID: PMC2864934. 

41. Wolman MA, de Groh ED, McBride SM, Jongens TA, Granato M, Ep-
stein JA. Modulation of cAMP and ras signaling pathways improves 
distinct behavioral deficits in a zebrafish model of neurofibromatosis 
type 1. Cell reports. 2014;8(5):1265-70. doi: 
10.1016/j.celrep.2014.07.054. PubMed PMID: 25176649. 

42. Anastasaki C, Gutmann DH. Neuronal NF1/RAS regulation of cyclic 
AMP requires atypical PKC activation. Human molecular genetics. 
2014;23(25):6712-21. Epub 20140728. doi: 10.1093/hmg/ddu389. 
PubMed PMID: 25070947; PubMed Central PMCID: 
PMCPMC4245041. 

43. Zhang N, Simpson JH. A pair of commissural command neurons in-
duces Drosophila wing grooming. iScience. 2022;25(2):103792. Epub 
20220203. doi: 10.1016/j.isci.2022.103792. PubMed PMID: 
35243214; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC8859526. 

44. Pfeiffer BD, Truman JW, Rubin GM. Using translational enhancers to 
increase transgene expression in Drosophila. Proceedings of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences of the United States of America. 
2012;109(17):6626-31. Epub 20120409. doi: 
10.1073/pnas.1204520109. PubMed PMID: 22493255; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC3340069. 

45. Lee G, Park JH. Hemolymph sugar homeostasis and starvation-in-
duced hyperactivity affected by genetic manipulations of the adi-
pokinetic hormone-encoding gene in Drosophila melanogaster. Ge-
netics. 2004;167(1):311-23. doi: 10.1534/genetics.167.1.311. Pub-
Med PMID: 15166157; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC1470856. 

46. Landayan D, Feldman DS, Wolf FW. Satiation state-dependent dopa-
minergic control of foraging in Drosophila. Sci Rep. 2018;8(1):5777. 
Epub 20180410. doi: 10.1038/s41598-018-24217-1. PubMed PMID: 
29636522; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC5893590. 

47. Yurgel ME, Kakad P, Zandawala M, Nassel DR, Godenschwege TA, 
Keene AC. A single pair of leucokinin neurons are modulated by feed-
ing state and regulate sleep-metabolism interactions. PLoS Biol. 
2019;17(2):e2006409. Epub 20190213. doi: 10.1371/jour-
nal.pbio.2006409. PubMed PMID: 30759083; PubMed Central 
PMCID: PMCPMC6391015. 

48. Liu L, Davis RL, Roman G. Exploratory activity in Drosophila requires 
the kurtz nonvisual arrestin. Genetics. 2007;175(3):1197-212. doi: 

10.1534/genetics.106.068411. PubMed PMID: 17151232; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC1840054. 

49. Connolly K. Locomotor activity in Drosophila. 3. A distinction be-
tween activity and reactivity. Animal behaviour. 1967;15(1):149-52. 
PubMed PMID: 6031102. 

50. Ja WW, Carvalho GB, Mak EM, de la Rosa NN, Fang AY, Liong JC, et al. 
Prandiology of Drosophila and the CAFE assay. Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America. 
2007;104(20):8253-6. Epub 20070509. doi: 
10.1073/pnas.0702726104. PubMed PMID: 17494737; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC1899109. 

51. Regalado JM, Cortez MB, Grubbs J, Link JA, van der Linden A, Zhang Y. 
Increased food intake after starvation enhances sleep in Drosophila 
melanogaster. J Genet Genomics. 2017;44(6):319-26. Epub 
20170613. doi: 10.1016/j.jgg.2017.05.006. PubMed PMID: 
28645777; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC5536855. 

52. Hampel S, Eichler K, Yamada D, Bock DD, Kamikouchi A, Seeds AM. 
Distinct subpopulations of mechanosensory chordotonal organ neu-
rons elicit grooming of the fruit fly antennae. eLife. 2020;9. Epub 
20201026. doi: 10.7554/eLife.59976. PubMed PMID: 33103999; 
PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC7652415. 

53. Guo L, Zhang N, Simpson JH. Descending neurons coordinate ante-
rior grooming behavior in Drosophila. Current biology : CB. 
2022;32(4):823-33 e4. Epub 20220203. doi: 
10.1016/j.cub.2021.12.055. PubMed PMID: 35120659. 

54. Phillis RW, Bramlage AT, Wotus C, Whittaker A, Gramates LS, Sep-
pala D, et al. Isolation of mutations affecting neural circuitry re-
quired for grooming behavior in Drosophila melanogaster. Genetics. 
1993;133(3):581-92. PubMed PMID: 8454205; PubMed Central 
PMCID: PMC1205345. 

55. Sapkal N, Mancini N, Kumar DS, Spiller N, Murakami K, Vitelli G, et al. 
Neural circuit mechanisms underlying context-specific halting in 
Drosophila. bioRxiv. 2023:2023.09.25.559438. doi: 
10.1101/2023.09.25.559438. 

56. Bidaye SS, Laturney M, Chang AK, Liu Y, Bockemuhl T, Buschges A, et 
al. Two Brain Pathways Initiate Distinct Forward Walking Programs 
in Drosophila. Neuron. 2020;108(3):469-85 e8. Epub 20200820. doi: 
10.1016/j.neuron.2020.07.032. PubMed PMID: 32822613; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC9435592. 

57. Real LA. Animal choice behavior and the evolution of cognitive archi-
tecture. Science. 1991;253(5023):980-6. doi: 10.1126/sci-
ence.1887231. PubMed PMID: 1887231. 

58. Li HH, Kroll JR, Lennox SM, Ogundeyi O, Jeter J, Depasquale G, et al. A 
GAL4 driver resource for developmental and behavioral studies on 
the larval CNS of Drosophila. Cell reports. 2014;8(3):897-908. Epub 
20140731. doi: 10.1016/j.celrep.2014.06.065. PubMed PMID: 
25088417. 

59. Holsopple JM, Cook KR, Popodi EM. Enteroendocrine cell expression 
of split-GAL4 drivers bearing regulatory sequences associated with 
panneuronally expressed genes in Drosophila melanogaster. Mi-
croPubl Biol. 2022;2022. Epub 20220819. doi: 10.17912/mi-
cropub.biology.000628. PubMed PMID: 36065255; PubMed Central 
PMCID: PMCPMC9440388. 

60. Sohal VS, Rubenstein JLR. Excitation-inhibition balance as a frame-
work for investigating mechanisms in neuropsychiatric disorders. 
Molecular psychiatry. 2019;24(9):1248-57. Epub 20190514. doi: 
10.1038/s41380-019-0426-0. PubMed PMID: 31089192; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC6742424. 

61. Stahl A, Tomchik SM. Modeling neurodegenerative and neurodevel-
opmental disorders in the Drosophila mushroom body. Learn Mem. 
2024;31(5). Epub 20240614. doi: 10.1101/lm.053816.123. PubMed 
PMID: 38876485; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC11199955. 

62. Wu S, Tan KJ, Govindarajan LN, Stewart JC, Gu L, Ho JWH, et al. Fully 
automated leg tracking of Drosophila neurodegeneration models re-
veals distinct conserved movement signatures. PLoS Biol. 
2019;17(6):e3000346. Epub 20190627. doi: 

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 9, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.08.607070doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.08.607070
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Loss of Nf1 alters motor patterning and prioritization 

Omana Suarez et al. 2024 (preprint)   12

10.1371/journal.pbio.3000346. PubMed PMID: 31246996; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC6619818. 

63. Bidaye SS, Machacek C, Wu Y, Dickson BJ. Neuronal control of Dro‐
sophila walking direction. Science. 2014;344(6179):97-101. doi: 
10.1126/science.1249964. PubMed PMID: 24700860. 

64. Doll CA, Broadie K. Impaired activity-dependent neural circuit as-
sembly and refinement in autism spectrum disorder genetic models. 
Front Cell Neurosci. 2014;8:30. Epub 20140207. doi: 
10.3389/fncel.2014.00030. PubMed PMID: 24570656; PubMed Cen-
tral PMCID: PMCPMC3916725. 

65. Urbach R, Technau GM. Neuroblast formation and patterning during 
early brain development in Drosophila. Bioessays. 2004;26(7):739-
51. doi: 10.1002/bies.20062. PubMed PMID: 15221856. 

66. Miyares RL, Lee T. Temporal control of Drosophila central nervous 
system development. Curr Opin Neurobiol. 2019;56:24-32. Epub 
20181128. doi: 10.1016/j.conb.2018.10.016. PubMed PMID: 
30500514. 

67. Tissot M, Stocker RF. Metamorphosis in Drosophila and other in-
sects: the fate of neurons throughout the stages. Prog Neurobiol. 
2000;62(1):89-111. doi: 10.1016/s0301-0082(99)00069-6. PubMed 
PMID: 10821983. 

68. Truman JW, Bate M. Spatial and temporal patterns of neurogenesis 
in the central nervous system of Drosophila melanogaster. Dev Biol. 
1988;125(1):145-57. doi: 10.1016/0012-1606(88)90067-x. PubMed 
PMID: 3119399. 

69. Rajalingam K, Schreck R, Rapp UR, Albert S. Ras oncogenes and their 
downstream targets. Biochim Biophys Acta. 2007;1773(8):1177-95. 
Epub 20070128. doi: 10.1016/j.bbamcr.2007.01.012. PubMed PMID: 
17428555. 

70. Xie K, Colgan LA, Dao MT, Muntean BS, Sutton LP, Orlandi C, et al. 
NF1 Is a Direct G Protein Effector Essential for Opioid Signaling to 
Ras in the Striatum. Current biology : CB. 2016;26(22):2992-3003. 
Epub 20161020. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2016.09.010. PubMed PMID: 
27773571; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC5121064. 

71. Brown JA, Diggs-Andrews KA, Gianino SM, Gutmann DH. Neurofibro-
matosis-1 heterozygosity impairs CNS neuronal morphology in a 
cAMP/PKA/ROCK-dependent manner. Molecular and cellular neuro-
sciences. 2012;49(1):13-22. doi: 10.1016/j.mcn.2011.08.008. Pub-
Med PMID: 21903164; PubMed Central PMCID: PMC3237958. 

72. Walker JA, Gouzi JY, Long JB, Huang S, Maher RC, Xia H, et al. Genetic 
and functional studies implicate synaptic overgrowth and ring gland 
cAMP/PKA signaling defects in the Drosophila melanogaster neurofi-
bromatosis-1 growth deficiency. PLoS genetics. 
2013;9(11):e1003958. doi: 10.1371/journal.pgen.1003958. PubMed 
PMID: 24278035; PubMed Central PMCID: PMC3836801. 

73. Hedrick TL, Dickerson AK, Muijres FT, Pieters R. Tracking the Body, 
Wing, and Leg Kinematics of Moving Mosquitoes. Cold Spring Harb 
Protoc. 2023;2023(2):112-6. Epub 20230201. doi: 
10.1101/pdb.prot107928. PubMed PMID: 36171068. 

74. Berendes V, Zill SN, Buschges A, Bockemuhl T. Speed-dependent in-
terplay between local pattern-generating activity and sensory sig-
nals during walking in Drosophila. J Exp Biol. 2016;219(Pt 23):3781-
93. Epub 20160929. doi: 10.1242/jeb.146720. PubMed PMID: 
27688052. 

75. Seelig JD, Chiappe ME, Lott GK, Dutta A, Osborne JE, Reiser MB, et al. 
Two-photon calcium imaging from head-fixed Drosophila during 
optomotor walking behavior. Nature methods. 2010;7(7):535-40. 
Epub 20100606. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.1468. PubMed PMID: 
20526346; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC2945246. 

76. Loesche F, Reiser MB. An Inexpensive, High-Precision, Modular 
Spherical Treadmill Setup Optimized for Drosophila Experiments. 
Front Behav Neurosci. 2021;15:689573. Epub 20210716. doi: 
10.3389/fnbeh.2021.689573. PubMed PMID: 34335199; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC8322621. 

77. Jenett A, Rubin GM, Ngo TT, Shepherd D, Murphy C, Dionne H, et al. A 
GAL4-driver line resource for Drosophila neurobiology. Cell reports. 
2012;2(4):991-1001. Epub 20121011. doi: 

10.1016/j.celrep.2012.09.011. PubMed PMID: 23063364; PubMed 
Central PMCID: PMCPMC3515021. 

Acknowledgements 

We thank Timothy Stelmat for designing and constructing lighted enclo-
sures for the open field experiments. Flies obtained from the Bloomington 
Drosophila Stock Center (NIH P40OD018537) and the Vienna Drosophila 
Resource Center (VDRC, www.vdrc.at) were used in this study. Imaging 
was carried out at the University of Iowa Central Microscopy Research Fa-
cility (CMRF). Acquisition of the CMRF Leica SP8 Laser Scanning Confocal 
microscope with STED capability was made possible by a generous grant 
from the Roy J. Carver Charitable Trust; additional CMRF funding was pro-
vided by the University of Iowa Office of the Vice President for Research, 
the Carver College of Medicine, and the College of Liberal Arts and Sciences. 
This research was supported by NIH/NINDS R01 NS097237, R01 
NS126361, R01 NS114403, and R21 NS124198. We thank Lisa Ringen, 
Linda Buckner, Rob Svetly, Kathleen O’Brien, and Melissa Benilous for ad-
ministrative support. Formatting of this preprint is based on the bioRxiv 
template by Christian L. Ebbesen (https://github.com/chrelli). 

Competing interest statement 
The authors declare no competing interests. 

Materials and Methods 
Drosophila maintenance  
Flies were raised on cornmeal/agar food medium, housed in incubators at 
25 °C, 60% relative humidity, and kept on a 12:12 light:dark cycle accord-
ing to standard protocols. Behavioral assays were performed using 3-8 
days old flies. Except where indicated, males were used (to prevent egg ac-
cumulation). The nf1P1 mutation was backcrossed 6 generations into the 
wCS10 genetic background. The Nf1 RNAi line was obtained from the Vi-
enna Drosophila RNAi Center (VDRC #109637); UAS-dicer2 was coex-
pressed to potentiate the RNAi effect44 and was included with all experi-
mental and UAS/+ genotypes. The empty attP control line (VDRC #60100) 
was used in Gal4/+ control crosses to match the genetic background across 
groups. The following lines used in this study were obtained from the 
Bloomington Drosophila Stock Center (BDSC): R81E10-Gal4 (BDSC 
#48367), R52A06-Gal4 (38810), R23A07-Gal4 (49010), R18C11-Gal4 
(48808), R31H10-Gal4(48104), R30B01-Gal4 (49517), and R50B07-Gal4 
(38729).  

Grooming analysis 
Grooming was quantified as previously described [22, 23]. Flies were 
placed into an open field arena, 25.4 mm in diameter and 2.85 mm in 
height, consisting of an opaque (white) PLA lateral boundary covered on 
the top and bottom with two clear polycarbonate sheets. The apparatus 
was illuminated from below with white light emitting diodes that were fil-
tered through a sheet of white acrylic; light intensity was measured at 720 
lm/m2 in the location of the fly. A camera (FLIR Teledyne Blackfly S) fitted 
with a 25mm lens (Edmund Optics) was mounted above each arena. A sin-
gle male fly was placed in the arena with an aspirator and recorded at 7.5 
frames per second, 1616 x 1240 with lossless Motion JPEG 2000 compres-
sion. 5-min videos were recorded at several intervals, starting at: 0, 30, 60, 
and 150 min following introduction into the open field arena. Grooming 
was manually scored via frame-by-frame analysis, recording the start and 
stop frames for each grooming event. Grooming events were categorized 
according to body part: front legs, head/eye, abdomen, wings, or hind legs. 
The percentage of time spent grooming, bout count, and bout duration was 
calculated. Grooming was graphed in aggregate or by individual body 
parts, as appropriate. Ethograms were generated with a custom Python 
script and heat maps were plotted using GraphPad Prism. Stimulus-evoked 
grooming was performed as previously described [20]. Each fly was coated 
in Reactive Yellow 86 dust and transferred to an open field area with a 
mesh floor to allow dust to fall through. Flies were allowed to clean for a 
period of time, then anesthetized with CO2 and the head, thorax, abdomen, 
and wings were separated and photographed individually. Using the color 
selection tool in Adobe Photoshop, yellow pixels were selected. and then 
manually corrected as needed to ensure that dust particles were accurately 
selected. Yellow pixels were quantified and the number divided by total 
number of pixels to calculate the percentage of dust coverage on each body 
part. The percent coverage for each body part/fly/time point was normal-
ized to the median value of the dust coverage at time 0. 

Open field locomotion tracking  
Locomotion was tracked (in videos collected as above) using MATLAB with 
DLTdv8 [73]. Accuracy of the tracking was visually confirmed and any 
errors in the xy position tracking were manually corrected. Total distance 
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and mean walking speed were calculated over the duration of the video 
from the frame-by-frame xy positions. 

High-resolution 3D leg kinematics analysis  
Locomotor gait and kinematics were examined using a tethered fly 
preparation as previously described [55, 74-76]. 7-10 day old male flies 
were tethered to a 34-gauge needle with ultraviolet light-cured glue and 
placed on a spherical treadmill (6mm diameter) suspended in a stream of 
compressed air. The flies were placed on the ball with minimum wait time 
after tethering and allowed up to 5 min of recovery before starting the 
experiment. The compressed air was passed through an in-line heating 
element to bring the local temperature on the ball up to 32 °C, inducing 
high-speed spontaneous walking. Rotational velocity of the ball was 
monitored in real-time using two orthogonally placed motion sensors at 
50Hz. Each trial was triggered in a closed loop fashion when the forward 
velocity crossed a threshold empirically determined to signify sustained 
walking. Each fly could trigger a maximum of 10 trials, but flies that 
triggered more than 5 trials were included in the final dataset for analysis. 
Each trial was 7s long. Eight cameras (FLIR BFS-U3-16S2M-CS) fitted with 
InfiniStix 194100 lenses and near-infrared bandpass filters (Midopt 
BP850) were placed surrounding the ball so that all legs were continuously 
visible from at least one pair of cameras. The fly was illuminated with a 
custom infrared ring emitting focused light to the plane of the ball. The 
cameras, infrared light source and the ball tracker were all synchronized 
and triggered at 200 Hz by an Arduino microcontroller, with camera 
exposure time set to 200µs. The fly was recorded with a resolution of 
1440x1072 pixels. Each fly was left on the ball for a maximum of 20 min. 

Capillary feeding assay 
Feeding was quantified in adult male flies using a capillary feeding assay 
[50]. Individual flies were placed into chambers (46 mm × 7 mm) 
containing 1% agar at the bottom and a glass capillary at the top. The glass 
capillaries contained an aqueous food solution (5% sucrose + 5% yeast 

extract) and dye to track food consumption. One group of 10 flies was fed 
for 150 min, one group of 10 flies was starved for 60 minutes, and one 
group of 10 flies was starved for 150 minutes prior to providing food for 
the experiment. Total feeding was measured in a 30-min window and 
analyzed in Fiji. 

Immunohistochemistry 
Five to seven-day-old adult brains were dissected in 1% paraformaldehyde 
in S2 medium and processed as previously described [77]. Samples were 
stained with primary antibodies for 3 hours at room temperature and at 4 
°C overnight, followed by secondary antibodies for 3 hours at room 
temperature and 5 days at 4 °C. Incubations were performed in 3% normal 
goat blocking serum. Samples were mounted in Vectashield (Vector 
Laboratories) for analysis. The following antibodies were used: rabbit anti-
GFP (1:1000, Invitrogen), mouse anti-nc82 (1:50, DSHB), goat anti-rabbit 
IgG, and goat anti-mouse IgG (1:800, Alexa 488 or Alexa 633, respectively, 
Invitrogen). Images were obtained using a Leica SP8 Laser Scanning 
Confocal microscope with LAS X software. 

Statistical analysis 
Normality of data was assessed with the Shapiro-Wilk Normality Test. In 
figures, box plots graph the median as a line, the interquartile range (IQR) 
as a box, and whiskers extend to the min/max values. Hypothesis testing 
was carried out using the Wilcoxon rank-sum test or Kruskal-Wallis 
omnibus test followed by Dunn multiple comparisons tests. Two-way 
comparisons were carried out with a two-way ANOVA followed by Šidák’s 
multiple comparisons tests. For RNAi analysis, the experimental group was 
compared to both heterozygous genetic controls and considered positive if 
it significantly differed from both controls in the same direction. Statistics 
and graphing were carried out with Graphpad Prism, version 10.1.1. 
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