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Markets importing citrus fruit including lemons, Citrus limon (L.) Burman f., from South
Africa require that the fruit be free of fruit fly pests (Diptera: Tephritidae). Historically there
has been no fruit fly infestation recorded on lemons destined for export from South Africa. In
this study, we assessed the host status of commercial export grade Eureka lemons, Citrus
limon (L.) Burman f. cv. Eureka, for four fruit fly pest species of economic importance in South
Africa: Ceratitis capitata (Wiedemann), Ceratitis rosa Karsch, Ceratitis quilicii De Meyer,
Mwatawala & Virgilio, and Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel). Trapping was conducted in 10
Eureka lemon orchards in two major citrus production regions over two citrus seasons
between 2016 and 2017 to determine the level of fruit fly abundance in the sampled orchards.
Lemons were collected at harvest over the two seasons in the same orchards where trapping
was conducted. Fruit fly infestation of the sampled lemons was determined by dissection.
Additionally, infestation of lemons was determined under forced exposure to mature mated
females of C. capitata and B. dorsalis. Trapping data showed the presence of adults of all four
fruit fly species in the sampled lemon orchards. No fruit fly infestation was detected in 43 222
Eureka lemons sampled at harvest. There was also no infestation of lemons under forced
exposure conditions. The results of this study provide evidence with 99.99 % efficacy and a
99 % confidence level that South African commercial export grade Eureka lemon fruit is not a
host for C. capitata, C. rosa, C. quilicii or B. dorsalis.
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INTRODUCTION

Fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) pests are of
general phytosanitary concern in international
trade of fruits and vegetables. The fruit fly species
potentially associated with some citrus fruit types
produced in parts of South Africa are the Mediter-
ranean fruit fly, Ceratitis capitata (Wiedemann),
Natal fly, Ceratitis rosa s.l. Karsch, and oriental fruit
fly, Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel) (Grout & Moore
2015). Ceratitis capitata is widespread across South
Africa whilst C. rosa s.l. has a more restricted distri-
bution being absent from the drier inland areas
(De Villiers et al. 2013). Bactrocera dorsalis is present
in the northern and northeastern areas of South
Africa (Manrakhan et al. 2015). In 2016, C. rosa s.l.

was reclassified into two species based on molecu-
lar and morphological evidence: C. rosa Karsch
and the Cape fly, Ceratitis quilicii De Meyer,
Mwatawala & Virgilio (De Meyer et al. 2016).
Ceratitis quilicii (previously known as C. rosa R2) is
the more dominant of the two species across the
country (Karsten et al. 2016).

Whilst prevention of citrus infestation by fruit
flies in South Africa is mostly achieved by pre-har-
vest field control measures (Manrakhan 2016) and
post-harvest measures such as grading at pack-
houses, some markets require additional assur-
ances of fruit fly-free consignments. To provide
these additional assurances, post-harvest disinfes-
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tation treatments may need to be applied. The dis-
infestation treatments mostly used for citrus
exported from South Africa are cold treatments,
which entail exposure of fruit to specified low tem-
peratures for prescribed periods (Grout et al. 2011;
Moore et al. 2016). However, not all citrus cultivars
are suitable for export through the application of
such cold treatments due to the chilling injury
sensitivity of some citrus types including lemons,
Citrus limon (L.) Burman f. (Underhill et al. 1995).

Lemon plantings in South Africa have increased
rapidly in recent years (CGA 2013). Exports of
lemons from South Africa have likewise increased
strongly over the past decade (CGA 2013), but
markets that require cold treatment for disinfesta-
tion of fruit flies have remained inaccessible for
lemon fruit. However, there are historically no
records of interception of fruit flies either during
pre-export official inspections (Perishable Prod-
ucts Export Control Board, unpubl. data) or
during on-arrival inspection in export markets
that have not required post-harvest disinfestation
treatment (Department of Agriculture, Forestry
and Fisheries, South Africa, unpubl. data; EURO-
PHYT 2017). Additionally, in a survey to deter-
mine the host status of export grade Eureka
lemons for the false codling moth, Thaumatotibia
leucotreta (Meyrick) in South Africa between 2013
and 2014, no fruit fly larvae were incidentally
found in over 30 000 Eureka lemon fruit examined
(Moore et al. 2015). Moore et al. (2015) also reported
that no fruit fly infestation was detected in exami-
nation of more than 7 million lemon fruit that were
commercially produced for export in the Sundays
River Valley, Eastern Cape Province, South Africa,
over a 7-year period.

Other studies conducted on a number of citrus-
infesting fruit fly species have shown that citrus
cultivars generally differ in their susceptibility to
fruit flies, with lemons being recognised as the
most unfavourable (Back & Pemberton 1915;
Greany et al. 1983; Lloyd et al. 2013; Papachristos &
Papadopoulos 2009; Papachristos et al. 2008).
Despite the existence of some reports of C. capitata
and B. dorsalis on lemons, the condition (damaged
or undamaged), cultivar, maturity stage (ripe or
overripe) and source (collected from the ground or
tree) of the sampled lemon fruit from which the
fruit fly species were reared were not specified
(Back & Pemberton 1915; De Meyer et al. 2002;
Eskafi 1988; Goergen et al. 2011; Katsoyannos et al.
1998; Liquido et al. 1990; Rwomushana et al. 2008).

Therefore, these reports do not provide evidence
of commercial export grade lemons being a host
for these fruit flies. In B. dorsalis surveys in Kenya,
records of the pest in lemons varied according to
location and again were without information on
condition of the fruit from which the fruit fly
species was reared (Rwomushana et al. 2008). Sur-
veys in Tanzania produced no records of B. dorsalis
in lemons (Mwatawala et al. 2006). In a recent
survey in South Africa in Limpopo and Mpuma-
langa provinces where B. dorsalis is present, no
B. dorsalis were reared from lemons sampled
(17.6 kg) from the tree or on the ground in com-
mercial orchards (Theron et al. 2017). There are
no historical records of lemons being a host for
C. rosa s l. (De Meyer et al. 2002).

Non-host status testing of a plant species or
cultivar is an alternative approach to post-harvest
disinfestation treatment in achieving quaran-
tine security in international trade (Follett &
Hennessey 2007; Follett & Neven 2006). There are
many examples in the literature where a fruit type
was recorded as a host in the absence of cultivar
identification or information on fruit condition.
However, following structured host testing and
surveys of the fruit type, cultivar or specified
maturity stage, the fruit type was categorised as a
non-host for specified fruit fly species (Aluja et al.
2003; Cugala et al. 2014; Cugala et al. 2017; Villagrán
et al. 2012). Due to fruit fly disinfestation treat-
ments being required for the export of lemons
from South Africa to some important export
markets, despite the absence of reliable evidence
of lemons being a host for fruit flies and the
existence of evidence that commercially produced
export grade lemons are not a host for fruit flies, it
was deemed important to generate reliable host
status data in accordance with international
standards.

An international standard for determination of
host status of fruit for fruit flies, International
Standard for Phytosanitary Measures 37 (ISPM 37)
was recently adopted (FAO 2016). In the standard,
three categories of host status of fruit for fruit flies
were described: natural host, conditional host and
non-host (FAO 2016). A plant species or cultivar is
considered to be a natural host when the latter is
found to be infested under natural conditions and
is able to sustain the development of the fly to
viable adulthood (FAO 2016). A conditional host is
a host which has been shown to be infested by the
target fruit fly species in trials conducted under
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semi-natural conditions (FAO 2016). A non-host is
a plant species or cultivar that has not been found
to be infested by the target fruit fly species under
either natural conditions or semi-natural condi-
tions (FAO 2016).

The aim of this study was to determine the host
status of commercial export grade lemon fruit
for fruit fly species of potential phytosanitary con-
cern for citrus in South Africa, by following the
decision-making procedures and testing methods
described in ISPM 37. Following the procedural
flow chart provided in ISPM 37, the first specific
objective of the study was to determine natural
infestation of commercial export grade lemons.
The second objective was to determine infestation
of lemons under semi-natural (forced exposure)
conditions by C. capitata and B. dorsalis, as addi-
tional verification of the host status.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Field surveys

Study sites
Surveys were conducted between February 2016

and May 2017 in 10 Eureka lemon orchards from
10 farms in the Mpumalanga and Limpopo prov-
inces, South Africa (Table 1). The surveys covered
two citrus production seasons: 2016 and 2017.
Eureka was selected as the lemon cultivar in the
surveys as it is the most important lemon cultivar
grown in South Africa, constituting 75 % of South
African commercial lemon plantings (CGA 2013).
Study sites for both trapping and fruit sampling
were selected in Mpumalanga and Limpopo prov-
inces due to the presence of all four fruit fly pests
in these regions and both being major citrus
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Table 1. Locations and characteristics of study sites used in surveys of natural fruit fly infestation of Eureka lemons
between February 2016 and May 2017. Presented weather data are from daily records during the Eureka lemon
harvesting periods (between February and June of each study year).Weather data were from stations that were within
30 km of the study sites. Sites that were 40 km from each other shared data from one weather station. Weather
stations were maintained by the Agrometeorology Programme of the Soil, Climate and Water Division of the Agricul-
tural Research Council, Stellenbosch, South Africa.

Province Farm name GPS Altitude Mean daily Mean daily
(Weather Station coordinates (m a.s.l.) maximum minimum
Identification Number) temperature temperature

(°C) (°C)

Limpopo Ambrosia Citrus Estate S24°21’22.7” 505 29.3 ± 0.3 16.3 ± 0.2
(30950) E30°54’48.8”

Schoeman Boerdery S25°04’54.7” 896 31.6 ± 0.3 17.3 ± 0.2
(30103) E29°25’46.1”

Schoonbee Boerdery S25°03’48.3” 892 Same as Schoeman Boerdery

E29°24’23.9”

Unifrutti S24°22’15.2” 495 Same as Ambrosia Citrus Estate
E30°43’07.4”

Van Veijeren Boerdery S23°38’10.2” 433 30.6 ± 0.3 14.7 ± 0.3
(30748) E30°40’53.6”

Mpumalanga Bakgat Boerdery S25°22’51.7” 957 26.7 ± 0.3 14.3 ± 0.2
(30785) E30°32’00.5”

Daarbo Boerdery S25°32’57.1” 776 29.4 ± 0.3 14.2 ± 0.3
(30420) E31°14’36.7”

Fountains S25°18’53.2” 853 Same as Daarbo Boerdery
E31°02’15.8”

Ryton Estates S25°36’41.2” 1086 24.9 ± 0.3 9.6 ± 0.3
(30903) E30°29’37.2”

Siyalima Boerdery S25°41’09.3” 555 28.0 ± 0.2 14.1 ± 0.2
(30765) E31°11’05.0”



production regions. Weather data were collected
from stations located within 30 km of the study
sites.

Fruit fly trapping
Five attractant-based traps were used for moni-

toring of adult female and male fruit fly pest popu-
lations in each Eureka lemon orchard. Two of
these attractant-based traps were used for moni-
toring of adult female fruit flies. The first attractant
was Questlure (Green Trading (Pty) Ltd, South
Africa) which contains protein hydrolysate (2.0 g)
and alpha-cypermethrin (0.006 g) in a sponge
fitted inside a plastic capsule. Questlure was
placed inside a Sensus trap (River Bioscience (Pty)
Ltd, Port Elizabeth, South Africa), which is a clear
bucket-type trap (8.6 cm height, a top diameter of
9.4 cm and a bottom diameter of 5.7 cm) with a
transparent plastic bottom and a blue overhang-
ing lid with 12 rectangular openings (0.7 cm ×
0.8 cm), evenly spaced just underneath the lid
(1.6 cm). The second attractant was three-compo-
nent Biolure (Chempac (Pty) Ltd, Suider Paarl,
South Africa) consisting of ammonium acetate,
trimethylamine and putrescine. The three-compo-
nent Biolure was placed inside a Chempac Bucket
trap (Chempac (Pty) Ltd, Suider Paarl, South
Africa), which is a McPhail type of trap, consisting
of a yellow cylindrical base with an opaque lid
(14.7 cm height and an external diameter of 13 cm).
The trap has three openings (2.8 cm in diameter)
on the top periphery of the yellow base.

Three of the attractant-based traps were used for
monitoring of adult male fruit fly pests. Two of
these traps targeted male Ceratitis species: (1) EGO
Pherolure (Insect Science (Pty.) Ltd, Tzaneen,
South Africa), which consisted of enriched ginger
root oil, and (2) Capilure (Green Trading (Pty) Ltd,
South Africa), which contains the male attractant
trimedlure [tert-butyl 4 (and 5) - chloro-2-methyl-
cyclohexane-1-carboxylate] (1.8 g active ingredi-
ent). EGO Pherolure and Capilure were each
placed inside a Sensus trap. One yellow Lynfield
trap (River Bioscience (Pty) Ltd, Port Elizabeth,
South Africa) baited with methyl eugenol (ME)
(Invader-Lure, River Bioscience (Pty) Ltd, Port
Elizabeth, South Africa) was used to monitor
B. dorsalis males.

Each attractant-based trap contained a 3 g
dichlorvos (195 g/kg of active ingredient) strip to
kill any attracted flies. In each lemon orchard, each
trap was suspended on a tree in the shade at about

1.5 m above ground. The five attractant-based
traps were placed along one selected row with a
distance of approximately 30 m between the traps.
Trapping was initiated from the beginning of
February 2016 and traps were maintained and
serviced monthly until May 2017. All traps were
checked and emptied monthly. Dichlorvos and all
attractants except EGO Pherolure were changed
on a monthly basis. EGO Pherolure was changed
every six months as per the recommendation of
the manufacturer. Flies collected from the traps
were identified and categorised according to
species and sex.

Fruit sampling
At harvest between February and June of each

citrus production season, Eureka lemons were
picked from trees in the same orchards where the
traps were placed. The lemons were taken to
Citrus Research International (CRI) laboratories in
Nelspruit. The collected fruit was first graded
according to rind colour using Set Number 37 of
the Colour Prints for Blemish and Appearance
Standards (1997), published by CRI, endorsed by
the Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fish-
eries, South Africa, and reproduced in Moore et al.
(2015). The colour grades in Set Number 37 range
from completely yellow (colour grade 1) to com-
pletely green (colour grade 8), with grades 2 to 4
being predominantly yellow and grades 5 to 7
predominantly green.

The fruit were then dipped for 1 min in a fungi-
cidal mixture to prevent fungal growth during
storage before examination. The fungicide solu-
tion was a combination of Sporekill (120 g/l
didecyldomethylammonium chloride, ICA Inter-
national Chemicals Pty. Ltd., Stellenbosch, South
Africa) at 1 ml/l and Citricure (210 g/l guazatine,
ICA International Chemicals Pty. Ltd.) at 48 ml/l.
The fungicidal mixture is regularly used in studies
on post-harvest disinfestation treatments for
fruit flies (Grout et al. 2011b). The fruit were then
covered with a fine mesh material (3 mm mesh
size) in order to prevent fruit fly infestation during
storage and kept in a room at 25.4 °C ± 0.0 °C
between 1 and 34 days before examination for fruit
fly eggs and larvae. During fruit examination, the
fruit were first peeled to determine presence of
fruit fly eggs in the flavedo and albedo. Thereafter
the fruit were cut to determine presence of larvae
in the pulp. A headband magnifier (Opti Visor,
Donegan Optical Co., U.S.A.) was used for detec-
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tion of eggs and larvae in the different fruit
regions.

Tests under semi-natural field conditions for
infestation by C. capitata and B. dorsalis

Study sites
One of the previously described Eureka lemon

orchards, Ryton Estates, Mpumalanga Province,
was used for tests under semi-natural field condi-
tions. Tests were carried out between 8 and 12 May
2017. During the tests the mean daily maximum
temperature was 23 ± 0.5 °C and the mean daily
minimum temperature was 6.6 ± 1.0 °C. There was
no rain during the tests.

Insect materials
Ceratitis capitata and B. dorsalis originating from

colonies maintained at CRI, Nelspruit, were used
in the tests. Colonies of C. capitata were maintained
for over 200 generations. Colonies of B. dorsalis
were maintained for over 15 generations. Colonies
were refreshed with wild males reared from fruit
every two years. Ceratitis capitata was reared on a
bran-based diet and B. dorsalis was reared on a
carrot-based diet. For C. capitata, 9–12-day-old
mated females were used. For B. dorsalis, 21–24-
day-old mated females were used.

Before the test, males and females were kept
together and fed with a mixture of sugar and yeast
hydrolysate mixture in a ratio of 3:1 plus water ad
libitum. Mating was observed during the day for
C. capitata between 09:00 and 15:00 as from the
third day after adult emergence. For B. dorsalis,
mating was observed at dusk between 17:30 and
18:00 at the end of the second week after adult
emergence. Mating couples found were gently
captured in a vial and transferred to a different
cage to ensure that all females used were mated.
Flies were kept in the laboratory with natural light
conditions at 20.4 ± 0.2 °C until use.

No choice semi-field tests
For each fruit fly species, five Eureka lemon trees

bearing fruit at picking ripeness were selected in
one row in the study orchard. On each selected
tree, two separate branches, each with five unhar-
vested and undamaged Eureka lemon, were
selected on two opposite sides (northern and
southern sides) of the tree. Each branch was
covered with a cylindrical wire frame mesh cage of
43.5 cm in diameter and 52.5 cm in height. Two

control cages for each fly species were also set up
on each tree, on opposite sides. Each control cage
consisted of a branch on which five harvested
undamaged Golden Delicious apples, Malus
domestica Borkh, were suspended. For each fruit
fly species, there were therefore 10 cages with
lemons and 10 cages with the control fruit, repre-
senting 10 replicates for each treatment. All cages
were covered on top with a transparent plastic
material to protect the cages from rain. The cages
were secured from ants by smearing petroleum
jelly on the branches just outside of the sleeve
cages. Leaves from other branches touching the
sleeve cages were trimmed.

For C. capitata, 25 mated females were released
into each cage. For B. dorsalis, seven mated females
were released into each cage. A lower number of
B. dorsalis were used in the tests, due to fewer
mated females being available. In each cage, flies
were provided with water, granulated sugar and
yeast hydrolysate ad libitum. Flies were left
exposed to the fruit for 4 days. Mortality was
recorded daily from each cage and dead mated
females were replaced by mated females of the
same ages in order to maintain a constant fruit fly
pressure in each cage.

Four days after exposure, Eureka lemon fruit
and control fruit from each branch were brought
back to the laboratory at CRI, Nelspruit, weighed
individually and incubated individually in
aerated plastic containers over a layer of sterilised
sand. A sample of 10 Golden Delicious apples used
for the control cages were also incubated individu-
ally in the laboratory to determine natural infesta-
tion of the control fruit. The containers were
maintained in a room at 25.9 ± 0.0 °C for 10 weeks
to ensure larval development. Fruit samples were
checked daily for pupal and adult emergence.
Pupae found were placed in plastic Petri dishes on
a moist filter paper. Emerged flies were kept for 3
days to allow for full colour development before
being killed and identified. Fruit were dissected to
determine presence of fruit fly larvae before being
discarded.

During the trial, three samples of 12 Eureka
lemon fruit from the test site were brought back to
the laboratory at CRI, Nelspruit, on three separate
dates (8 May 2017, 10 May 2017 and 12 May 2017)
and were analysed for physical and chemical
characteristics. Each fruit was weighed and the
equatorial diameter was measured. The peel thick-
ness was measured using a Vernier calliper. The
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juice was extracted from each sample of 12 fruit.
The Brix degrees, acidity and pH of the juice were
measured by a refractometer, titration with NaOH
and a pH meter.

Data analysis
Adult field population data for males and

females of B. dorsalis, C. capitata, C. rosa, C. quilicii
were summarised as flies per trap per day (FTD)
and flies per trap per month (FTM). The FTD data
were log (x + 1) transformed. A log-linear model
assuming a Poisson distribution of the response
variable was used to analyse the effect of farm and
sampling time on catches of the different fruit fly
groups. Analysis of female fruit fly catches was
only done for the three-component Biolure trap-
ping system due to very low catches obtained with
the Questlure traps. Analysis of male C. quilicii and
C. rosa catches was only done for the EGO Phero-
lure trapping system due to very low catches of
these fruit fly groups obtained in the Capilure
trapping system.

Level of infestation in Eureka lemons sampled
and examined at harvest was summarised as
percentage fruit fly infestation. In tests under
semi-natural conditions, the levels of infestation of
lemon fruit and control fruit were determined as
pupae per fruit and adults per fruit.

RESULTS

Adult fruit fly populations in lemon orchards
The presence of B. dorsalis, C. capitata, C. rosa and

C. quilicii in Eureka lemon orchards was confirmed
by trapping (Fig. 1 and Fig. 2). All target fruit fly
species except males of C. rosa were trapped in all
lemon orchards. Ceratitis rosa males were not
captured in two of the lemon orchards in Limpopo
Province (Schoeman Boerdery and Schoonbee
Boerdery). The two fruit fly species which domi-
nated the overall catches in most lemon orchards
were B. dorsalis and C. capitata.

Peaks of B. dorsalis and C. capitata male catches
occurred during the harvesting period of Eureka
lemon (between February and June) (Fig. 1).
Catches of B. dorsalis males in ME baited traps
were not significantly different between lemon or-
chards (c2 = 12.00, d.f. = 9, P = 0.21) but were
significantly different across time (c2 = 53.17,
d.f. = 15, P < 0.0001) and peaked between Febru-
ary and April. Catches of C. capitata males in EGO
Pherolure baited traps were significantly different

between orchards (c2 = 19.83, d.f. = 9, P = 0.02)
and across time (c2 = 24.46, d.f. =14, P = 0.04),
peaking between April and August in the first
study year. In Capilure baited traps, there were
also significant differences in catches of C. capitata
males between orchards (c2 = 19.79, d.f. = 9, P =
0.02) but no significant differences in catches
across time (c2 = 17.11, d.f. = 15, P = 0.31). For
C. quilicii and C. rosa males there were significant
differences in catches between orchards (C. qui-
licii: c

2 = 25.01, d.f. = 9, P = 0.00; C. rosa: c
2 = 51.99,

d.f. = 9, P < 0.05) but not across time (C. quilicii:
c

2 = 16.94, d.f. = 14, P = 0.26; C. rosa: c
2 = 9.76,

d.f. = 14, P = 0.78).
There were no significant differences in catches

of female B. dorsalis, C. capitata or C. rosa s.l. in
Biolure baited traps between orchards (B. dorsalis:
c

2 = 7.60, d.f. = 9, P = 0.58; C. capitata: c
2 = 7.36,

d.f. = 9, P = 0.60; C. rosa s.l.: c
2 = 15.71, d.f. = 9, P =

0.07). There were also no significant differences in
catches of female fruit flies over time (Fig. 2)
(B. dorsalis: c

2 = 5.59, d.f. = 15, P = 0.99; C. capitata:
c

2 = 6.81, d.f. = 15, P = 0.96; C. rosa s.l.: c
2 = 15.15,

d.f. = 15, P = 0.44).

Sampling of export grade lemons
No live or dead fruit fly larvae were found in

43 222 Eureka lemons inspected (Table 2), despite
the presence, and in some cases high abundance
of female fruit flies in the orchards during the
harvesting period (February to May/June) of each
year (Table 2). Eureka lemons obtained from the
orchards at harvest in both years were mostly
between colour grades 5 and 6 (predominantly
green) (Table 3).

Tests under semi-natural field conditions for
infestation by C. capitata and B. dorsalis

There was no infestation of Eureka lemons by
B. dorsalis and C. capitata in the additional trials
under semi-natural field conditions (Table 4). The
Eureka lemons tested were between colour grades
4 and 6 (based on Set Number 37 of the Colour
Prints for Blemish and Appearance Standards
1997 published by CRI and endorsed by the
Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fish-
eries, South Africa). Based on samples of Eureka
lemons collected within the same colour grade
range in the test orchard, the mean weight of
Eureka lemon fruit at this ripeness condition
was 121.51 ± 4.4 g. The mean equatorial diameter
was 61.44 ± 0.80 mm. The peel thickness was
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5.37 ± 0.13 mm. The mean Brix degree values, per-
centage acidity and pH were 8.07 ± 1.36, 6.76 ±
0.31 and 2.36 ± 0.02, respectively.

In the trial on C. capitata, the percentage infesta-
tion of the control fruit (Golden Delicious apples)
was 42 % whilst in the trial on B. dorsalis the
percentage infestation of the control fruit was only
8 %. The percentage infestation of a sample of
Golden Delicious apples that was not exposed to
fruit flies was 0 %. The mean pupal developmental
time (days from incubation to first pupal forma-
tion) of C. capitata in the control fruit was 18.95 ±
0.87 days. For B. dorsalis, the mean pupal develop-
mental time on the control fruit was 10.00 ± 0.00
days.

During the trial, zero or very low mortality was
observed in cages with C. capitata. In cages with
B. dorsalis, fly mortality was observed in five out of
10 cages with the control fruit on the second day of
the trial. In each of these cages, except for one,
there was one dead female which was then
replaced. In one cage, there were three dead B. dor-
salis females on the second day of the trial, which
were then replaced.

DISCUSSION

The absence of fruit fly infestation in 43 222
Eureka lemons sampled in commercial orchards in
this study clearly demonstrated that commercial,
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Fig. 1. Daily mean catches of male (A) Bactrocera dorsalis and Ceratitis capitata; and (B) Ceratitis quilicii and C. rosa
in male attractant-based traps in Eureka lemon orchards in Limpopo and Mpumalanga provinces, South Africa,
between February 2016 and May 2017. Bactrocera dorsalis males were targeted using methyl eugenol (ME) baited
Lynfield traps.Ceratitis capitata, C.quilicii and C. rosa were targeted using Capilure baited and EGO Pherolure baited
Sensus traps.



export grade, Eureka lemon is not a host for B. dor-
salis, C. capitata, C. quilicii or C. rosa. In order to
demonstrate a 99.99 % non-host level with 95 %
confidence, 30 000 fruit should be tested (Follett &
Hennessey 2007). Based on the number of Eureka
lemon tested in this study, we demonstrated a
99.99 % non-host status of Eureka lemon to fruit
fly pests in South Africa at a 99 % confidence level
(Couey & Chew 1986; Follett & Hennessey 2007).
The non-host status of many other crop pest
combinations have similarly been established on
the basis of such data and the analysis thereof
(Armstrong 1991; Hennessey et al. 1992; Moore
et al. 2015; Pringle et al. 2015).

The resistance of Eureka lemon to fruit fly infes-
tation occurred despite the presence of B. dorsalis,
C. capitata, C. quilicii and C. rosa in the area as

demonstrated by catches of female and male flies
of these species in traps placed in the same Eureka
lemon orchards. The occurrence of such catches of
fruit flies in non-host Eureka lemon orchards can
be attributed to adult fruit flies using habitats to
not only search for egg laying sites but to also
forage for food, water and mates (Prokopy &
Roitberg 1984). In studies on C. capitata in a hetero-
geneous region in central Israel, Israely et al. (1997)
trapped significant numbers of the pest in the
non-host English walnut, Juglans regia L. The trap-
ping of C. capitata in English walnut was related to
the presence of honeydew deposits on these trees
by aphids (Israely et al. 1997), with honeydew
representing a natural protein and sugar source
for adult flies (Neilson & Wood 1966). It is likely
that the Eureka lemon orchards were used as
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Fig. 2. Daily mean catches of female Bactrocera dorsalis, Ceratitis capitata and C. rosa s.l. in (A) three-component
Biolure and (B) Queslure baited traps in Eureka lemon orchards in Limpopo and Mpumalanga provinces of South
Africa between February 2016 and May 2017.
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habitats for other resources, like food and shelter,
by these fruit fly species.

Following the steps in determination of host
status of fruit to fruit flies in ISPM 37 (FAO 2016),
for C. rosa and C. quilicii there was no need to
conduct field surveys of fruit infestation given
that there are no existing records of these pests on
lemons, and as such lemons would immediately
qualify as a non-host for these two species. The
results from this study nonetheless reinforce the
non-host status of lemon for C. rosa and C. quilicii.

For C. capitata and B. dorsalis, species where there
are some historical records of having been reared
from lemons, albeit without evidence of any
naturally occurring infestation of commercial
export grade lemons, the absence of infestation of
commercially produced export grade Eureka
lemons in the larval field survey establishes the
non-host status of this cultivar for these pests,

Table 2. Fruit fly infestation in export-grade Eureka lemons at harvest and trap catches of female fruit flies during the
harvesting period (February to May/June) in 10 commercial orchards on 10 farms in Mpumalanga and Limpopo
provinces, South Africa, in 2016 and 2017.

Farm name Sampling date Number of % fruit fly Mean catch of female fruit flies
Eureka infestation per trap per month

lemon fruit (combined Biolure and Questlure catches)
examined during Eureka lemon harvesting period

(February–May/June)

B. dorsalis C. capitata C. rosa s.l.

Ambrosia 30 March 2016 1732 0 0.1 ± 0.1 2.4 ± 1.5 0.5 ± 0.3

Citrus Estate 7 February 2017 3419 0 0.5 ± 0.2 0.4 ± 0.4 0.0 ± 0.0

Schoeman Boerdery 16 May 2016 1636 0 0.3 ± 0.2 2.6 ± 0.8 0.3 ± 0.2
19 April 2017 2185 0 0.3 ± 0.3 9.7 ± 3.7 0.6 ± 0.4

Schoonbee Boerdery 5 April 2016 1750 0 0.5 ± 0.3 1.1 ± 0.6 0.0 ± 0.0
19 April 2017 1996 0 0.3 ± 0.2 1.9 ± 0.9 0.2 ± 0.1

Unifrutti 3 April 2016 1497 0 0.1 ± 0.1 0.9 ± 0.5 0.0 ± 0.0
6 February 2017 2636 0 0.3 ± 0.3 0.6 ± 0.4 0.0 ± 0.0

Van Veijeren Boerdery 30 March 2016 2210 0 0.1 ± 0.1 0.3 ± 0.1 0.0 ± 0.0
27 March 2017 2119 0 0.1 ± 0.1 1.5 ± 0.6 0.3 ± 0.2

Bakgat Boerdery 29 April 2016 1588 0 3.0 ± 1.4 20.9 ± 14.0 3.5 ± 2.3
8 March 2017 2647 0 2.7 ± 2.1 7.8 ± 4.5 4.4 ± 3.8

Daarbo Boerdery 11 April 2016 2192 0 8.8 ± 4.1 19.2 ± 5.9 2.4 ± 0.8
2 May 2017 2601 0 23.0 ± 9.6 11.6 ± 3.9 0.9 ± 0.4

Fountains 30 March 2016 1741 0 0.7 ± 0.4 3.0 ± 1.9 0.5 ± 0.5
1 March 2017 2674 0 4.5 ± 0.5 0.5 ± 0.3 0.2 ± 0.2

Ryton Estates 7 June 2016 1625 0 0.9 ± 0.4 14.0 ± 7.0 1.2 ± 0.8
18 April 2017 2466 0 2.2 ± 1.6 0.2 ± 0.2 0.0 ± 0.0

Siyalima Boerdery 8 March 2016 2135 0 2.8 ± 1.7 0.4 ± 0.1 1.1 ± 0.9

8 March 2017 2373 0 10.1 ± 5.4 0.8 ± 0.5 0.4 ± 0.1

Table 3. Colour grading of Eureka lemons examined for
fruit fly infestation (based on Set Number 37 of the Colour
Prints for Blemish and Appearance Standards 1997
published by CRI and endorsed by the Department of
Agriculture Forestry and Fisheries, South Africa). The
colour ranged from 2 (Yellow) to 7 (Green), with colours
closer to 2 being more yellow than green and colours
closer to 7 being more green than yellow.

Colour grade Number of Eureka lemon examined
for fruit fly infestation/sampling year

2016 2017

2 0 1996
3 4 0
4 1676 0
5 5093 11239
6 7836 11830
7 3497 0

Unspecified 0 51



based on ISPM 37 (FAO 2016). Nonetheless, trials
under semi-natural conditions for B. dorsalis and
C. capitata were conducted as confirmation of the
non-host status of Eureka lemon for these two
species. Absence of infestation of Eureka lemon by
C. capitata and B. dorsalis was confirmed in these
semi-natural tests. The control fruit used in these
tests, Golden Delicious apple, has been recorded
as a host for both B. dorsalis and C. capitata (Clarke
et al. 2005; De Meyer et al. 2002), and was one of the
few host fruit common to these two species which
was in season at the time of the study (in May).
Infestation of the control fruit by the two species
was recorded in the semi-natural trials, albeit at a
low level. The rate of infestation of C. capitata in the
control fruit compared well to natural infestation
rates of the same cultivar by C. capitata in Greece
(between 4.2 and 18.8 pupae per fruit) (Papadop-
oulos et al. 2002). Apple was reported to be a less
preferred host for B. dorsalis in southwestern
China (Ye & Liu 2005), which could explain the
low infestation rates of apple by B. dorsalis in this
study.

The resistance of lemons to fruit fly infestation
has been attributed to chemicals in the peel (Back
& Pemberton 1915; Greany et al. 1983; Salvatore
et al. 2004). Oil from the rind of oranges and lem-
ons was found to cause high mortality of C. capitata
eggs (Back & Pemberton 1915). Citral, coumarins
and linalool found in lemon peel extracts were
found to have significant larvicidal activity when
tested on C. capitata (Salvatore et al. 2004). Concen-
trations of citral and coumarins were, however,
found to decrease in the peel after harvest
(Salvatore et al. 2004). The flavedo of ‘Eureka’ and
‘Lisbon’ lemons were found to be thicker than
those of other citrus varieties and lemons were
found to have more oil per unit area of peel than
other citrus varieties (Greany et al. 1983). The latter
authors suggested that the flavedo thickness and
amount of oil in the peel could render lemons
resistant to fruit fly infestation.

The categorisation of lemons as a non-host for
fruit flies is relevant to international phytosani-
tary trade regulation. In 2008, the United States
Department of Agriculture (USDA) convened an
expert panel to assess the host status of lemons for
fruit flies and the panel concluded that green
lemons were not a host for C. capitata (USDA 2008).
This conclusion was based on an evaluation of
over 90 publications and reports with regard to
host status of lemons for C. capitata (USDA 2008).
The panel considered the potential susceptibility
of lemons to C. capitata to be associated with
over-ripeness and high C. capitata population
pressure (USDA 2008). The Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service (APHIS) of USDA
subsequently applied this recognition of non-host
status of lemons to new lemon fruit import regula-
tions, as is evident in a pest risk analysis conducted
on the import of citrus from Uruguay (USDA-
APHIS 2012). In 2013, USDA promulgated a final
rule which included authorising the importation
of lemon fruit from Uruguay (Federal Register
2013). The final rule in the USA Federal Register
(Volume 78, No. 132), specifies that lemons from
Uruguay, may be imported into continental
U.S.A. if harvested when green and do not require
disinfestation treatment for C. capitata and the
South American fruit fly, Anastrepha fraterculus
(Wiedemann) (Federal Register 2013). USDA
APHIS also conducted a pest risk analysis on the
import of lemons from Argentina (USDA-APHIS
2015). In 2016, USDA promulgated a final rule in
the US Federal register (Volume 81, No. 247) to
authorise import of lemons from Argentina
(Federal Register 2016). In the final rule, it was
stipulated that lemons harvested green and
within a specified time period, can be imported
into U.S.A. without the need for application of a
disinfestation treatment (81 Federal Register
2016).

The findings in this study provide (1) experi-
mental evidence, compliant with international
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Table 4. Mean number ± S.E. of pupae and adults per fruit in attached undamaged Eureka lemons and detached
undamaged Golden Delicious apples exposed separately to 25 mated Ceratitis capitata or seven mated Bactrocera
dorsalis females over four days under semi-natural field conditions.

Fruit fly species Mean number of pupae per fruit Mean number of adults per fruit

Eureka lemon Apple Eureka lemon Apple

C. capitata 0.00 ± 0.00 8.00 ± 2.51 0.00 ± 0.00 6.04 ± 1.81
B. dorsalis 0.00 ± 0.00 0.94 ± 0.49 0.00 ± 0.00 0.46 ± 0.31



standards for phytosanitary measures, that com-
mercially produced export standard Eureka
lemon fruit, qualifies as a non-host for B. dorsalis, C.
capitata, C. quilicii and C. rosa and, (2) technical jus-
tification for exempting South African commer-
cially produced export grade Eureka lemons from
post-harvest fruit fly disinfestation treatments.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
We thank G. Shongwe, R. Schatz, N. Prudence,

L. Phindile, G. Nonhlanhla, Z. Makamo, B. Tchoza,
M. Manana, N. Skhumbuzo and M. Cele for assis-
tance in this study. We are grateful to T. Grout for a
careful review of an earlier version of this manu-
script. We thank all the managers and owners of
the following citrus farms: Ambrosia Citrus Estate,

Schoeman Boerdery, Schoonbee Boerdery,
Unifrutti, Van Veijeren Boerdery, Bakgat Boer-
dery, Daarbo Boerdery, Fountains, Ryton Estates
and Siyalima Boerdery for providing us with
export-grade Eureka lemon fruit for dissection
and for allowing us to conduct trapping in the
orchards. C.D. Theron was supported by a
National Research Foundation Scarce Skills Doc-
toral Scholarship (number: 88820). This study was
funded by Citrus Research International.

§ORCID iDs
A. Manrakhan: orcid.org/0000-0003-2954-4450
J-H. Daneel: orcid.org/0000-0001-9854-7896

C.W. Weldon: orcid.org//0000-0002-9897-2689
S.D. Moore: orcid.org/0000-0002-4155-4187

REFERENCES

ALUJA, M., PÉREZ-STAPLES, D., MACÍAS-ORDÓÑEZ,
R., PIÑERO, J., McPHERON, B. & HERNÁNDEZ-
ORTIZ, V. 2003. Nonhost status of Citrus sinensis
cultivar Valencia and C. paradisi cultivar Ruby Red to
Mexican Anastrepha fraterculus (Diptera: Tephritidae).
Journal of Economic Entomology 96: 1693–1703.

ARMSTRONG, J.W. 1991. ‘Sharwil’ avocado: quarantine
security against fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) infes-
tation in Hawaii. Journal of Economic Entomology 84:
1308–1315.

BACK, E.A. & PEMBERTON, C.E. 1915. Susceptbility of
citrus fruit to the attack of the Mediterranean fruit fly.
Journal of Agricultural Research 3: 311–330.

CGA. 2013. Key industry statistics for citrus growers
2013. In: Key Industry Statistics for Citrus Growers 2013.
Citrus Growers Association of Southern Africa,
KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa.

CLARKE, A.R., ARMSTRONG, K.F., CARMICHAEL,
A.E., MILNE, J.R., RAGHU, S., RODERICK, G.K. &
YEATES, D.K. 2005. Invasive phytophagous pests
arising through a recent tropical evolutionary radia-
tion: the Bactrocera dorsalis complex of fruit flies.
Annual Review of Entomology 50: 293–319.

COUEY, H.M. & CHEW, V. 1986. Confidence limits and
sample size in quarantine research. Journal of Eco-
nomic Entomology 79: 887–890.

CUGALA, D., EKESI, S., AMBASSE, D., ADAMU, R.S. &
MOHAMED, S.A. 2014. Assessment of ripening
stages of Cavendish dwarf bananas as host or non-
host to Bactrocera invadens. Journal of Applied Entomol-
ogy 138: 449–457.

CUGALA, D., JORDANE, J. & EKESI, S. 2017. Non-host
status of papaya cultivars to the oriental fruit fly,
Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: Tephritidae), in relation to
the degree of fruit ripeness. International Journal of
Tropical Insect Science 37: 19–29.

DE MEYER, M., COPELAND, R., LUX, S.A., MANSELL,
M.W., QUILICI, S., WHARTON, R.A., WHITE, I.M. &
ZENZ, N.J. 2002. Annotated check list of host plants
for Afrotropical fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae) of
the genus Ceratitis. Documentation Zoologique 27: 91.

DE MEYER, M., MWATAWALA, M.W., COPELAND, R.
& VIRGILIO, M. 2016. Description of new Ceratitis
species (Diptera: Tephritidae) from Africa, or how
morphological and DNA data are complementary in
discovering unknown species and matching sexes.
European Journal of Taxonomy 233: 1–33.

DE VILLIERS, M., MANRAKHAN, A., ADDISON, P. &
HATTINGH, V. 2013. The distribution, relative abun-
dance, and seasonal phenology of Ceratitis capitata,
Ceratitis rosa, and Ceratitis cosyra (Diptera: Tephritidae)
in South Africa. Environmental Entomology 42: 831–840.

ESKAFI, F.M. 1988. Infestation of citrus by Anastrepha spp.
and Ceratitis capitata (Diptera: Tephritidae) in high
coastal plains of Guatemala. Environmental Entomol-
ogy 17: 52–58.

EUROPHYT. 2017. European Union notification system
for plant health interceptions. Interceptions of harm-
ful ogranisms in imported plants and other objects.
https://ec.europa.eu/food/plant/plant-health-biosec
urity/europhyt/interceptions-en

FAO. 2016. Determination of host status of fruit to fruit
flies (Tephritidae). International Standard for Phyto-
sanitary Measures 37. International Plant Protection
Convention. Food and Agricultural Organization of
the United Nations (FAO), Rome, Italy.

FEDERAL REGISTER. 2013. 78 FR 41259 – Importation of
fresh citrus from Uruguay, including Citrus hybrids
and Fortunella spp., into continental United States:
Final rule, Federal Register 78(132), 10 July 2013:41259
–41265.

FEDERAL REGISTER. 2016. 81 FR 94217 – Importation of
lemons from northwest Argentina: Final rule, Federal
Register 81(247), 23 December 2016:94217–94230.

FOLLETT, P.A. & HENNESSEY, M.K. 2007. Confidence
limits and sample size for determining nonhost
status of fruits and vegetables to Tephritid fruit flies
as a quarantine measure. Journal of Economic Entomol-
ogy 100: 251–257.

FOLLETT, P.A. & NEVEN, L.G. 2006. Current trends in
quarantine entomology. Annual Review of Entomology
51: 359–385.

212 African Entomology Vol. 26, No. 1, 2018

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2954-4450
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9854-7896
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9897-2689
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4155-4187
https://ec.europa.eu/food/plant/plant-health-biosecurity/europhyt/interceptions-en


GOERGEN, G., VAYSSIERES, J-F., GNANVOSSOU, D. &
TINDO, M. 2011. Bactrocera invadens (Diptera:
Tephritidae), a new invasive fruit fly pest for the
Afrotropical region: host plant range and distribution
in West and Central Africa. Environmental Entomology
40: 844–854.

GREANY, P.D., STYER, S.C., DAVIS, P.L., SHAW, P.E. &
CHAMBERS, D.L. 1983. Biochemical resistance of
citrus to fruit flies. Demonstration and elucidation of
resistance to the Carribean fruit fly, Anastrepha
suspensa. Entomologia Experimentalis et Applicata 34:
40–50.

GROUT, T.G., DANEEL, J.H., MOHAMED, S.A., EKESI,
S., NDERITU, P.W., STEPHEN, P.R. & HATTINGH, V.
2011. Cold susceptibility and disinfestation of
Bactrocera invadens (Diptera: Tephritidae) in oranges.
Journal of Economic Entomology 104: 1180–1188.

GROUT, T.G. & MOORE, S.D. 2015. Citrus. In: Prinsloo,
G.L. & Uys, V.M. (Eds) Insects of Cultivated Plants and
Natural Pastures in Southern Africa. 448–499. Entomo-
logical Society of Southern Africa, Hatfield, Pretoria,
South Africa.

GROUT, T.G., STEPHEN, P.R., DANEEL, J-H. &
HATTINGH, V. 2011b. Cold treatment of Ceratitis
capitata (Diptera: Tephritidae) in oranges using a
larval endpoint. Journal of Economic Entomology 104:
1174–1179.

HENNESSEY, M.K., BARANOWSKI, R.M. & SHARP, J.L.
1992. Absence of natural infestation of Caribbean
fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) from commercial
Florida ‘Tahiti’ lime fruits. Journal of Economic Ento-
mology 85: 1843–1845.

ISRAELY, N., YUVAL, B., KITRON, U. & NESTEL, D.
1997. Population fluctuations of adult Mediterranean
fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae) in a Mediterranean
heterogeneous agricultural region. Environmental
Entomology 26: 1263–1269.

KARSTEN, M., ADDISON, P., JANSEN VAN VUUREN,
B. & TERBLANCHE, J.S. 2016. Investigating popula-
tion differentiation in a major African agricultural
pest: evidence from geometric morphometrics and
connectivity suggests high invasion potential. Molec-
ular Ecology 25: 3019–3032.

KATSOYANNOS, B.I., KOULOUSSIS, N.A. & CAREY,
J.R. 1998. Seasonal and annual occurrence of Medi-
terranean fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae) on Chios
island, Greece: differences between two neighbour-
ing citrus orchards. Annals of the Entomological Society
of America 91: 43–51.

LIQUIDO, N., CUNNINGHAM, R.T. & NAKAGAWA, S.
1990. Host plants of the Mediterranean fruit fly
(Diptera: Tephritidae) on the island of Hawaii
(1949–1985) survey. Journal of Economic Entomology 83:
1863–1868.

LLOYD, A.C., HAMACEK, E.L., SMITH, D., KOPITTKE,
R.A. & GU, H. 2013. Host susceptibility of citrus
cultivars to Queensland fruit fly (Diptera: Tephriti-
dae). Journal of Economic Entomology 106: 883–890.

MANRAKHAN, A. 2016. Fruit fly. In: Grout, T.G. (Ed.)
Integrated Production Guidelines for Export Citrus. Inte-
grated Pest and Disease Management. 1–10. Citrus
Research International, Nelspruit, South Africa.

MANRAKHAN, A., VENTER, J.H. & HATTINGH, V.

2015. The progressive invasion of Bactrocera dorsalis
(Diptera: Tephritidae) in South Africa. Biological Inva-
sions 17: 2803–2809.

MOORE, S., KIRKMAN, W. & HATTINGH, V. 2015. The
host status of lemons for false codling moth,
Thaumatotibia leucotreta (Meyrick) (Lepidoptera:
Tortricidae) with particular reference to export proto-
cols. African Entomology 23: 519–525.

MOORE, S.D., KIRKMAN, W. & HATTINGH, V. 2016.
Verification of inspection standards and efficacy of
a systems approach for Thaumatotibia leucotreta (Lepi-
doptera: Tortricidae) for export citrus from South
Africa. Journal of Economic Entomology 109: 1564–1570.

MWATAWALA, M.W., DE MEYER, M., MAKUNDI, R.H.
& MAERERE, A.P. 2006. Seasonality and host utiliza-
tion of the invasive fruit fly, Bactrocera invadens (Dipt.,
Tephritidae) in central Tanzania. Journal of Applied En-
tomology 130: 530–537.

NEILSON, W.T.A. & WOOD, F.A. 1966. Natural source of
food of the apple maggot. Journal of Economic Entomol-
ogy 59: 997–998.

PAPACHRISTOS, D.P. & PAPADOPOULOS, N.T. 2009.
Are citrus species favorable hosts for the Mediterra-
nean fruit fly? A demographic perspective. Entomo-
logia Experimentalis et Applicata 132: 1–12.

PAPACHRISTOS, D.P., PAPADOPOULOS, N.T. &
NANOS, G.D. 2008. Survival and development of
immature stages of the Mediterranean fruit fly (Dip-
tera: Tephritidae) in citrus fruit. Journal of Economic
Entomology 101: 866–872.

PAPADOPOULOS, N.K., KATSOYANNOS, B.I. &
CAREY, J.R. 2002. Demographic parameters of the
Mediterranean fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) reared
in apples. Annals of the Entomological Society of America
95: 564–569.

PRINGLE, K.L., HEUNIS, J.M. & VILLIERS, M.D. 2015.
Phytosanitary host status of apples as a host for false
codling moth, Thaumatotibia leucotreta (Meyrick)
(Lepidoptera: Tortricidae). African Entomology 23:
234–238.

PROKOPY, R.J. & ROITBERG, B.D. 1984. Foraging
behavior of true fruit flies: concepts of foraging can
be used to determine how tephritids search for food,
mates, and egg-laying sites and to help control these
pests. American Scientist 72: 41–49.

RWOMUSHANA, I., EKESI, S., GORDON, I. & OGOL,
C.K.P.O. 2008. Host plants and host plant preference
studies for Bactrocera invadens (Diptera: Tephritidae)
in Kenya, a new invasive fruit fly species in Africa.
Annals of the Entomological Society of America 101:
331–340.

SALVATORE, A., BORKOSKY, S., WILLINK, E. & BAR-
DON, A. 2004. Toxic effects of lemon peel constitu-
ents on Ceratitis capitata. Journal of Chemical Ecology 30:
323–333.

THERON, C.D., MANRAKHAN, A. & WELDON, C.W.
2017. Host use of the oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera
dorsalis (Hendel) (Diptera: Tephritidae), in South
Africa. Journal of Applied Entomology.
DOI: 10.1111/jen.12400

UNDERHILL, S.J.R., McLAUCHLAN, R.L. & EAKS, I.L.
1995. ‘Eureka’ lemon chilling injury. HortScience 30:
309–312.

Manrakhan et al.: Non-host status of export grade lemon fruit for fruit flies in South Africa 213

https://orcid.org/10.1111/jen.12400


USDA-APHIS. 2012. Importation of fresh citrus fruit,
including sweet orange (Citrus sinensis (L.) Osbeck),
lemon (C. limon (L.) Burm. f.), mandarin (C. reticulata
Blanco, C. clementina Hort. ex Tanaka, C. deliciosa Ten.,
C. unshiu Marcow.) citrus hybrids, and the cit-
rus-related genus Fortunella (F. japonica (Thunb.)
Swingle, F. margarita (Lour.) Swingle) from Uruguay
into the Continental United States. A qualitative,
pathway-initiated risk assessment. United States De-
partment of Agriculture, Animal and Plant Health In-
spection Service. Version 9, 16 December 2012, 122 pp.
https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=APHIS-
2011-0060-0004

USDA-APHIS. 2015. Risk assessment for the importation
of fresh lemon (Citrus limon (L.) Burm. f.) fruit from
northwest Argentina into the Continental United
States. United States Department of Agriculture. Rev.
14, 3 August 2015. 93 pp.

https://www.aphis.usda.gov/newsroom/2016/argen-
tina_lemons_risk_assessment.pdf

USDA. 2008. Lemon (Citrus limon) as a host for Mediter-
ranean fruit fly (Medfly; Ceratitis capitata): a scientific
review and status report. USDA-APHIS and USDA
ARS.
https://www.aphis.usda.gov/plant_health/plant_pes
t_info/fruit_flies/downloads/medflyreport-da-
2008-35.pdf

VILLAGRÁN, M.E., WILLINK, E., VERA, M.T. &
FOLLETT, P. 2012. Export of commercial Hass avoca-
dos from Argentina poses negligible risk of Ceratitis
capitata (Diptera: Tephritidae) infestation. Journal of
Economic Entomology 105: 1178–1185.

YE, H. & LIU, J-H. 2005. Population dynamics of the
oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: Tephri-
tidae) in the Kunming area, southwestern China.
Insect Science 12: 387–392.

214 African Entomology Vol. 26, No. 1, 2018

https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=APHIS-2011-0060-0004
https://www.aphis.usda.gov/plant_health/plant_pest_info/fruit_flies/downloads/medflyreport-da-2008-35.pdf
https://www.aphis.usda.gov/newsroom/2016/argentina_lemons_risk_assessment.pdf


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /AmazoneBT-Regular
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 350
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.14286
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 350
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.14286
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00583
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K 0
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /FRA <>
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308000200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e30593002537052376642306e753b8cea3092670059279650306b4fdd306430533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e30593002>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [1200 1200]
  /PageSize [5952.756 8418.897]
>> setpagedevice


