
 
Abstract—Trapping efficiency of methyl eugenol and three 

locally made food-based lures were evaluated in three locations for 
trapping of B. dorsalis on mango homestead trees in Ibadan South 
west Nigeria. The treatments were methyl eugenol, brewery waste, 
pineapple juice, orange juice, and control (water). The experiment 
was laid in a Complete Randomized Block Design (CRBD) and 
replicated three times in each location. Data collected were subjected 
to analysis of variance and significant means were separated by 
Turkey’s test. The results showed that B. dorsalis was recorded in all 
locations of study. Methyl eugenol significantly (P < 0.05) trapped 
higher population of B. dorsalis in all the study area. The population 
density of B. dorsalis was highest during the ripening period of 
mango in all locations. The percentage trapped flies after 7 weeks 
were 77.85%-82.38% (methyl eugenol), 7.29%-8.64% (pineapple 
juice), 5.62-7.62% (brewery waste), 4.41%-5.95% (orange juice), and 
0.24-0.47% (control). There were no significance differences (p > 
0.05) on the population of B. dorsalis trapped in all locations. 
Similarly, there were no significant differences (p > 0.05) on the 
population of flies trapped among the food attractants. However, the 
three food attractants significantly (p < 0.05) trapped higher flies than 
control. Methyl eugenol trapped only male flies while brewery waste 
and other food based attractants trapped both male and female flies. 
The food baits tested were promising attractants for trapping B. 
dorsalis on mango homestead tress, hence increased dosage could be 
considered for monitoring and mass trapping as management 
strategies against fruit fly infestation 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

HE oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis Hendel (Diptera: 
Tephritidae) is a very vicious insect pest of many tropical 

and subtropical fruits and vegetables [1], [2]  
 The Bactrocera dorsalis complex comprises of more than 

75 species, and is one of the most important pest complexes in 
global agriculture [3]. They are considered as a pest of major 
biosecurity concern [4], [5], due to their highly polyphagous 
and highly invasive species among them. In 2014, B. papayae, 
B. philippinensis and B. invadens were finally incorporated 
into B. dorsalis [6]. In 2003, B. dorsalis was recorded for the 
first time in Kenya and at that stage it was described as a new 
species, Bactrocera invadens [7], [8]. After its detection in 
Kenya, it spread rapidly throughout Africa and by 2005, it had 
been detected in Senegal, Ghana, Togo, Benin, Nigeria, 
Cameroon, Sudan, Uganda and Tanzania [8]. Bactrocera 
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dorsalis is currently found in approximately 40 countries in 
Africa [9]. Bactrocera dorsalis is of huge economic 
significance to the fruit industry in Africa [10], [11].  

Damage by B. dorsalis is caused by of punctures of the host 
tissue by adult females during oviposition and feeding by 
larvae on the fruit pulp. The feeding by the larvae inside the 
fruits leads to decay and prevalent crop losses [12]-[14]. B. 
dorsalis female adults trace their hosts through volatile 
compounds released by host plant species [15]. They lay their 
eggs under the skin of fruits. Females deposit batches of 120 
eggs in many oviposition stings of a single fruit [16], [17], [1]. 
Larvae have three instars that feed on the fruit pulp, and this 
can result in complete destruction of the fruit. Mature larvae 
drop from the fruits onto the ground where they pupate in the 
soil at 25 cm depth. Adults emerge from the pupae and fly to 
the host plants to attain nutrition from nectar, dew and fruits 
[18]-[20], [1]. Bactrocera dorsalis causes direct damage 
ranging from 30 to 80 % of the crop depending on the cultivar, 
locality and season [21]- [23]. In West and Central Africa, B. 
dorsalis is highly polyphagous, infesting wild and cultivated 
fruits of about 46 species from 23 families with guava, mango 
and citrus being the preferred hosts [24].  

The reported occurrence of B. dorsalis in parts of Africa has 
also caused major economic losses due to loss of market 
access through quarantine restrictions [25]. In Hawaii, fruit 
flies have been controlled traditionally in agricultural areas 
using protein bait sprays. Female fruit flies require sources of 
protein for egg production and growth; consequently they are 
easily attracted to baited protein food sources. The use of bait 
spray strategy has also reduced the amount of pesticide needed 
for fruit fly control and has been used successfully in 
eradication campaigns [26], [27].  

In Nigeria, fruit fly managements are basically through   
cultural approach, mass trapping and food based lures. Mass 
trapping method represents preventive control measure, which 
is based on attraction and killing of fruit fly adults, before they 
infest the fruits. Mass trapping has proved to be very effective 
in fruit fly management and it has lesser cost of application 
[28]. The objectives of this study are to appraise the efficacies 
of three locally made food baits in trapping B. dorsalis and to 
compare their efficacy with methyl eugenol mango in 
homestead trees. 

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS 

The study was carried out in Ibadan, South west Nigeria 
during the fruiting season of 2015. Ibadan is located within 
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latitude 7º 22' 39.22"N and longitude 3º 54' 21.28"E of green 
meridian (GMT) with annual rainfall of about 1300 mm to 
1500 mm and average relative humidity of about 80 to 85% 
[29].  

Three local locations were selected for the study and they 
include; University of Ibadan, Federal College of Forestry and 
Elebu village. Lynfield traps with yellow screw top were used 
and four attractants were evaluated. The Lynfield trap consists 
of a transparent clear plastic cylindrical container measuring 
115 m deep with 100 mm diameter base and 90 mm diameter 
screw top with four evenly spaced entry holes around the wall 
of the trap and four equidistant holes of 2 mm diameter 
positioned near the periphery of the trap base. The attractants 
comprise of methyl eugenol, pineapple juice, orange juice, 
hydrolyzed crud protein from brewery waste. The orange and 
pineapple juice baits were prepared by peeling 1 kg of each 
sample and blending them into smooth slurry paste. The juice 
was extracted with 500 ml of water and sieved with muslin 
cloths to obtain a homogenous solution [30]. Fresh brewery 
waste of 200 g was collected from Nigeria brewery at Alakia 
Ibadan and prepared for hydrolyzed crude protein by boiling 
for 15 hrs. 2 mls of cypermethrin was used to bait the prepared 
attractants to kill the flies when trapped. Three trees were 
selected from each location with each tree having 20 m 
distance apart to obtain three independent replicates within 
each location. 20 ml of prepared food baits were dispensed 
separately into the traps containing 0.5 g of cotton wool at 
bottom of the trap while 5 ml of methyl eugenol was used 
following the same procedure. Four traps were hung in each 
tree at 10 m above the ground within the tree and each 
treatment was replicated three times per location using each 
tree as a sampling unit. Catches of B dorsalis in each trap were 
counted every week and the attractants in each trap was 
replaced with new ones weekly for 7 weeks. Data collected 
were transformed using square root transformation (X + 0.5), 
then subjected to Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) and 
significant mean was separated at 5% level using the Turkey’s 
Honestly Significant Difference (HSD).  

III. RESULTS 

Effects of Treatments on the Population on B. dorsalis 
Trapped at Federal College of Forestry Ibadan 

The population density on B. dorsalis trapped on mango at 
Federal College of Forestry Ibadan is shown in Table I. The 
densities of B. dorsalis trapped in this location significantly (p 
< 0.05) differed among the treatment from week one to seven. 
Methyl eugenol recorded the highest number of B. dorsalis 
with mean value of 110.8/trap/7 weeks, followed by brewery 
waste with the mean value of 12.09/trap/7weeks). The food 
based attractants showed no significant difference on the 
population of flies trapped when compared with control 
throughout the period of study. The highest population of B. 
dorsalis was trapped in week six (June) in this site during the 
study. 

 
 
 

TABLE I 
THE DENSITY OF B. DORSALIS TRAPPED AT FEDERAL COLLEGE OF FORESTRY 

IBADAN 

Treatment Week 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean 
Methyl 
eugenol 

111.33a 105.67a 109.67a 126.67a 128.66a 22.33a 71.33a 118.80a

Brewery 
waste 

39.33b 21.67b 4.67b 0.00b 8.00b 8.67b 2.33b 12.09b

Pineapple 37.67b 18.33b 8.33b 1.00b 0.00b 5.67b 1.33b 10.43b

Orange 33.67b 13.33b 3.00b 2.33b 1.66b 1.00b 067b 7.95bc

Water 4.33c 0.67c 1.67b 0.00b 0.33b 0.00b 0.33b 1.04c 

Sig. level * * * * * * * * 

Means with the same letter are not significantly different from each other 
within the column. 

*= Significant at 5% level of probability 

Effects of Treatments on the Density of B. dorsalis Trapped 
at University of Ibadan  

The population of B. dorsalis trapped at the University of 
Ibadan is shown in Table II. All the attractants trapped B. 
dorsalis in this location. There were significant (p < 0.05) 
differences among the treatments from week one to week 7 at 
5% level of probability. The efficacies of the attractants varied 
as in location one. Methyl eugenol significantly (p < 0.05) 
recorded the highest number of B. dorsalis with mean value of 
114.62/trap/7week followed by pineapple bait with the mean 
value of 10.14/trap/7 weeks. Pineapple bait trapped highest 
number of B. dorsalis among the food based attractants.  

 
TABLE II 

THE DENSITY OF B. DORSALIS TRAPPED AT UNIVERSITY OF IBADAN 

Treatment 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean 
Methyl 
eugenol 

143.67a 137.33a 90.33a 144.00a 98.33a 117.67a 71.00a 114.62a

Brewery 
waste 

18.67b 23.00b 1.67b 1.00b 8.33b 2.33b 0.33b 7.90b 

Pineapple 
bait 

26.00b 19.33bc 1.00b 9.00b 1.66b 11.00b 3.00 10.14b 

Orange bait 26.00b 8.00bc 0.00b 0.00b 2.33b 5.00b 1.66b 6.14b 

Water 0.67b 0.33c 0.00b 0.00b 0.33b 0.67b 0.67b 0.33b 

Sig. level * * * * * * * * 

Means with the same letter are not significantly different from each other 
within the column. 

*= Significant at 5% level of probability 

Effects of Treatments on the Density of B. dorsalis Trapped 
at Elebu Village 

The population of B. dorsalis trapped at Elebu village is 
shown in Table III. The densities of flies trapped were 
significantly (p < 0.05) different among the treatments from 
first week to the end of the study. Methyl eugenol significantly 
(p < 0.05) recorded the highest number of B. dorsalis with the 
mean value of 109.76/trap/7weeks followed by pineapple bait 
with the mean value of 11.71/trap/7weeks.. All the food based 
attractants trapped higher numbers of B. dorsalis than control 
although there were no significant differences among them.  

The Percentage Density of B. dorsalis Trapped by Different 
Treatments at the Study Sites 

The percentage density of B. dorsalis trapped at the three 
study sites is shown in Fig. 1. All locations recorded 
incidences  of B. dorsalis on mango during this study. Methyl 
eugenol trapped highest percent of flies at the three study sites 
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with the University of Ibadan having the highest density of 
trapped flies (82.32%), followed by Federal College of 
Forestry (FCF) (80.1%) and Elebu (77.85%). Brewery waste 
trapped higher flies at Elebu villange than other two villages 
while pineapple bait trapped highest at FCF and orange 
trapped highest at Elebu Village.  

 
TABLE III 

THE DENSITY OF B. DORSALIS TRAPPED AT ELEBU VILLAGE  

Treatment 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean 
Methyl 
eugenol 

130.67a 198.67a 117.67a 120.00a 121.33a 98.33a 71.67a 109.76a

Brewery 
waste 

15.67b 5.00b 6.00b 0.00b 10.00b 13.00b 3.67b 7.62b 

Pineapple 
bait 

25.33b 16.66b 9.33b 10.00b 10.00b 7.67b 3.00b 11.71b

Orange 
bait 

16.67b 11.00b 0.00b 6.33b 3.33b 0.00b 4.33b 5.95b 

Water 0.33b 0.00b 0.33b 0.67b 0.67b 0.33b 0.67b 0.47b 

Sig. level * * * * * * * * 

Means with the same letter are not significantly different from each other 
within the column. 

*= Significant at 5% level of probability 
 

 

Fig. 1 Mean percentage density of B. invadens trapped at the study 
sites 

 

 

Fig. 2 Percentage (%) population of B. dorsalis trapped by all the 
treatments at the study sites 

Total Percentage of B. dorsalis Trapped on Mango by All 
the Treatments during the Study 

The overall population of B. dorsalis  trapped at the study 
sites after 7 weeks is shown in Fig. 2. Bactrocera dorsalis was 
trapped by different attractants in all locations. There were no 
significant differences on the population of flies trapped by all 
the attractants at the study sites. However, highest density of 
flies were recorded at Elebu Village (34%) while University of 
Ibadan and Federal College of Forestry recorded equal 

densities of flies (33%) during the study.  

Mean Density of Male and Female B. dorsalis Trapped on 
Guava Homestead 

Trees at the Three Study Sites 

Male and female Bactrocera dorsalis were trapped in all the 
study sites (Fig. 2) Methyl eugenol trapped only male B. 
dorsalis at the three study sites while food-based attractants 
trapped both male and female flies. The mean density of male 
B. dorsalis trapped by methyl eugenol was significantly (p < 
0.05) higher than other treatments while pineapple bait trapped 
higher number of females than other food-based attractants. 

 

 

Fig. 3 Mean density of male and female B. dorsalis trapped at the 
three study sties 

IV. DISCUSSION 

Bactrocera dorsalis was trapped on mango tree in all 
locations by all the attractants with methyl eugenol recording 
highest densities of trapped flies. The results from this study 
were in line with the reports by other researchers that methyl 
eugenol is an effective and efficient lure for B. dorsalis [7], 
[10], [31], [8], [32]. The efficiency of the methyl eugenol in 
trapping B. dorsalis shows its importance in surveillance and 
monitoring of B. dorsalis. Correspondingly, methyl eugenol 
has been recommended for monitoring of male Bactrocera 
dorsalis and other invasive Bactrocera species such as 
Bactrocera  dorsalis and Bactrocera zonata [33]. This study 
reveals that mango is major host of B. dorsalis. This study 
corroborates the report by Ekesi et al. [21] and Utomi [34] that 
mango is a major and preferred host of B. dorsalis. Umeh et 
al. [35] also reported incidences of B. dorsalis on mango and 
citrus in Nigeria. Adebayo and Akinbola [36] reported that 
highest number of B. dorsalis catches was recorded on mango 
host in Akure and its environs in Nigeria compared to other 
host plants evaluated indicating preference over other host 
plants. Similarly, Ugwu et al. [30] reported that B. dorsalis 
were trapped in high densities on mango using methyl eugenol 
in Ibadan, Nigeria. All the food based attractants caught both 
male and female adult B. dorsalis while methyl eugenol 
trapped only male flies. The result was in line with the earlier 
findings by Ekesi et al. [37] who reported that various food 
attractants tested in experiments were able to attract both sexes 
of B. dorsalis in mango but the level of attraction varied with 
the different protein baits. Protein source as an important 
constituent in the food baits and commercial lures has been 
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used to trap B. cucurbitae [38], [39] and B. dorsalis [40]-[42]. 
Similarly, Rajitha and Viraktamath [43] also reported 
attraction of female fruit flies to protein food baits in guava 
and mango orchards. Epsky et al. [44] reported that protein 
source has been exploited in developing attractant for female 
fruit flies. All the food based attractants trapped B. dorsalis on 
mango during this study which reveals their potentials in 
trapping fruit flies.  

V. CONCLUSION 

This study clearly revealed the presence of presence of B. 
dorsalis in Ibadan and its environs. Bactrocera dorsalis were 
trapped on mango in all study locations. Suitable choice of 
attractants enhances the trapping results. Food based 
attractants are promising attractants for trapping B. dorsalis on 
mango homestead trees in Southwest Nigeria, although further 
studies are required to establish its efficacy for mass trapping. 
Therefore, the strapping and selective response of B. dorsalis 
to methyl eugenol and food-based attractants and the 
suitability of mango fruits as major host of B. dorsalis were 
confirmed by this study 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

The author is grateful to Dr. Sunday Ekesi, of International 
Centre of Insect Physiology and Ecology (icipe) for providing 
the methyl eugenol blocks used for this study. Further 
appreciation goes to students Mr. Salami Sherif and Onifade 
Adewumi for their technical assistance at the field.  

REFERENCES 
[1] Li, H.X. and Ye, H. (2000) Infestation and distribution of the oriental 

fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: Tephritidae) in Yunnan province. 
Journal of Yunnan University, 22, 473J 475. 

[2] Ye, H. (2001) Distribution of the oriental fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) 
in Yunnan province. Entomologia Sinica, 8, 175J182 

[3] Clarke, A.R., Armstrong, K.F., Carmichael, A. E., Milne, J. R., Raghu, 
S., Roderick, G.K. and Yeates, D. K. (2005). Invasive phytophagous 
pests arising through a recent tropical evolutionary radiation: the 
Bactrocera dorsalis complex of fruit flies. Annual Review of 
Entomology, 50: 293–319. 

[4] CABI (2015). Crop Protection Compendium. Wallingford, UK, CAB 
International. Available online at http://www.cabi.org/cpc 

[5] EPPO (2015) PQR – EPPO database on quarantine pests. Available 
online at http://www.eppo.int 

[6] Schutze, M.K. et al., (2015a). Synonymization of key pest species within 
the Bactrocera dorsalis species complex (Diptera: Tephritidae): 
taxonomic changes based on a review of 20 years of integrative 
morphological, molecular, cytogenetic, behavioural and 
chemoecological data. Systematic Entomology, 40, 456–47. 

[7] Lux, S.A., Copeland, R.S., White, I.M., Manrakhan, A. & Billah, M.K., 
(2003) A new invasive fruit fly species from the Bactrocera dorsalis 
(Hendel) group detected in East Africa. Insect Science and its 
Applications 23(4):355-361. 

[8] Drew RAI, Tsuruta K, White IM (2005). A new species of pest fruit fly 
(Diptera: Tephritidae: Dacinae) from Sri Lanka and Africa. African 
Entomology, 13: 149–154. 

[9] De Meyer, M., Mohamed, S. & White, I.M. (2012) Invasive fruit fly 
pests in Africa. A diagnostic tool and information reference for the four 
Asian species of fruit fly (Diptera, 12 M. De Villiers et al. Tephritidae) 
that have become accidentally established as pests in Africa, including 
the Indian Ocean Islands. Available online at 
http://www.africamuseum.be/fruitfly/AfroAsia htm 

[10] Mwatawala, M.W., White, I.M, Maerere, A.P., Senkondo, F.J. and De 
Meyer, M., (2004) A new invasive Bactrocera species (Diptera: 

Tephritidae) in Tanzania. African Entomology, 12: 154-156. 
[11] Mwatawala, M.W., DeMeyer, M., Makundi, R.H. & Maerere, A.P. 

(2006b) Seasonality and host utilization of the invasive fruit fly, 
Bactrocera invadens (Dipt., Tephritidae) in central Tanzania. Journal of 
Applied Entomology 130, 530–537. 

[12] Ekesi S, Billah MK (2007) A field guide to the management of 
economically important tephritid fruit flies in Africa. ICIPE Science 
Press, Nairobi, Kenya.  

[13] James, B. and Schiffers, B. (2007) Exotic fly threatens African mango. 
Spore 127, 6. 

[14] Vayssie`res, J.-F., Sinzogan, A., Korie, S., Ouagoussounon, I., and 
Thomas-Odjo, A.S. (2008). Effectiveness of Spinosad Bait Sprays (GF-
120) in Controlling Mango-infesting Fruit Flies (Diptera: Tephritidae) in 
Benin, Journal of Economic Entomology 102, 515-521. 

[15] Shi, W., Zhang, Z.Y. and Ye, H. (2003) Taxis of the oriental fruit fly, 
Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel) (Diptera: Tephritidae) to its host fruit 
odors. Journal of Yunnan University, 425, 77J80.  

[16] Vargas, R.I., Miyashita, O. and Nishida, T. (1984) Life historyand 
demographic parameters of three laboratory-reared tephritids (Diptera: 
Tephritidae). Annuals of the Entomological Society of America, 77, 
651J656.  

[17] Fletcher, B.S. (1989) Life history strategies of tephritid fruit flies Fruit 
Flies: Their Biology, Natural Enemies, and Control (eds.A.S. Robinson 
& G. Hooper), pp. 195J208. Elsevier, Amsterdam. 

[18] Arai, T. (1975) Diel activity rhythms in the life history of the oriental 
fruit fly. Journal of Applied Entomology and Zoology,19, 253J259. 

[19] Arai, T. (1976) Effects of light and temperature on the daily  cyclicity of 
the larval jumping behavior of the oriental fruit fly, Dacus dorsalis 
(Hendel). Journal of Applied Entomology and Zoology, 20, 69J76. 

[20] Smith, P.H. (1989) Behavioral partitioning of the day and circadian 
rhythmicity. Fruit Flies: Their Biology, Natural Enemies and Control 
(eds. A. S. Robinson & G. Hooper), pp. 325J341. Elsevier, Amsterdam 

[21] Ekesi, S. Nderitu P.W. & Rwomushana I, 2006, Field infestation, life 
history and demographic parameters of the fruit fly Bactrocera invadens 
(Diptera: Tephritidae) in Africa. Bulletin of Entomological Research 96: 
379-386 

[22] Rwomushana I., Ekesi S, Gordon I. and Ogol C.K.P.O. (2008). Host 
plants and host plant preference studiesfor Bactrocera invadens 
(Diptera: Tephritidae) in Kenya, a new invasive fruit fly species in 
Africa. Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am., 101, 331-340335 

[23] Vayssières, J.-F., Korie, S. & Ayegnon, D. (2009a) Correlation of fruit 
fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) infestation of major mango cultivars in Borgou 
(Benin) with abiotic and biotic factors and assessment of damage. Crop 
Protection 28, 477–488. 

[24] Goergen G, Vayssie`res 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. Entomological Society of America, 40(4):844–854. 2011. DOI: 
10.1603/EN11017  

[25] Ekesi, S., Maniania, N. K. and Mohamed, S. A. (2011). Efficacy of soil 
application of Metarhizium anisopliae and the use of GF-120 spinosad 
bait spray for suppression of Bactrocera invadens (Diptera: Tephritidae) 
in mango orchards. Biocontrol Science and Technology, 21: 3, 299 — 
316, doi: 10.1080/09583157.2010.545871 

[26] Steiner, L. F., G. G. Rohwer, E. L. Ayers, and L. D. Christenson. 1961. 
The role of attractants in the recent Mediterranean fruit fly eradication 
program in Florida. J. Econ. Entomol. 54: 30 35. 

[27] Roessler, Y., (1989). Insecticidal bait and cover sprays. In: A. S. 
Robinson & G. Hooper (eds.). Fruit Flies. Their Biology, Natural 
Enemies and Control. Elsevier, Amsterdam Vol. 3A, pp 329-335.  

[28] Bjeliš, M. (2006): Suzbijanje maslinine muhe Bactrocera oleae Gmel. 
(Diptera, Tephritidae)metodom masovnog lova. Fragmenta Phytomedica 
et Herbologica, Vol. 29 No. 1-2. 2006, str. 35-48.  

[29] FRIN, (2014). Forestry research Institute of Nigeria Annual bulletin, 
Ibadan Nigeria. pp64. 

[30] Ugwu J.A., Omoloye A.A., and Ogunfumilayo A.O. (2018). Evaluation 
of traps and attractants for mass trapping of Africaninvader fly, 
Bactrocera invadens on mango in South West Nigeria. Agro-Science, 17 
(3), 40-45. DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.4314/as.v17i3.7 

[31] Billah, M., Wilson, D.D., and Cobblah, M.A, 2005, Detection bythe 
preliminary survey of the new Bactrocera invasive fruit fly species in 
Ghana. Presented at the 24thBiennial Conference of the Ghana Science 
Association. 

[32] Vayssieres, J.F., Goergen, G., Lokossou, O., Dossa, P. & Akponon, C., 
2005, A new Bactrocera species in Benin among mango fruit fly 

World Academy of Science, Engineering and Technology
International Journal of Agricultural and Biosystems Engineering

 Vol:13, No:11, 2019 

312International Scholarly and Scientific Research & Innovation 13(11) 2019 ISNI:0000000091950263

O
pe

n 
Sc

ie
nc

e 
In

de
x,

 A
gr

ic
ul

tu
ra

l a
nd

 B
io

sy
st

em
s 

E
ng

in
ee

ri
ng

 V
ol

:1
3,

 N
o:

11
, 2

01
9 

pu
bl

ic
at

io
ns

.w
as

et
.o

rg
/1

00
10

91
7.

pd
f



(Diptera: Tephritidae) species. Fruits(60):371-377 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/fruits:2005042  

[33] AFF (2012). Trapping guidelines surveillance of Bactrocera invadens in 
fruit production areas. A publication of Department of Agriculture, 
Forestry & Fisheries. 

[34] Utomi, C.I., 2006, The Distribution, Host Range and Natural Enemies of 
the new Invasive Fruit Fly Species, Bactrocera invadens (Diptera, 
Tephritidae) in Southeastern Ghana. M.Phil Thesis. p50. 

[35] Umeh V.C, Garcia E.C. and De Meyer M., 2008, Fruit flies of citrus in 
Nigeria: Species diversity, relative abundance and spread in major 
producing areas. Fruits 63: 153 http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/fruits:2008004 

[36] Adebayo, R. A. and Akinbola, S. T. (2014). Distribution pattern and host 
preference of African invader fly, Bactrocera invadens (Drew, Tsuruta 
and White) (Diptera: Tephritidae) in Akure and its environs. Molecular 
Entomology, l5 (7): 1-6 (doi: 10.5376/me.2014.05.0007). 

[37] Ekesi, S., Mohamed, S, and Tanga C. M. (2014). Comparison of Food-
Based Attractants for Bactrocera invadens (Diptera: Tephritidae) and 
Evaluation of Mazoferm–Spinosad BaitSpray for Field Suppression in 
Mango. Journal of Economic Entomology, 107(1): 299 – 309. 

[38] Satpathy, S. and Samarjit Rai (2002). Luring ability of indigenous food 
baits for fruit fly, Bactrocera cucurbitae (Coq.). J. Entomol. Res., 26: 
249-252. 

[39] Fabre, F., Ryckewaert, P., Duyck, P.F., Chiroleu, F. and Quilici, S. 
(2003). Comparison of the efficacy of different food attractants and their 
concentration for melon fly (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Economic 
Entomol., 96 : 231-238.  

[40] Alyokhin, V.A., Messing, R.H. and Duan, J.J. (2000). Visual and 
olfactory stimuli and fruit maturity affect trap capture of oriental fruit 
flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Economic Entomol., 93: 644-649. 

[41] Cornelius, M.I., Nergel, L., Duan, J.J. and Messing, R.H. (2000). 
Responses of female oriental fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae) to protein 
and host fruit odors in field cage and open field tests. Environ. Entomol., 
29: 14-19. 

[42] Ugwu, J. A. and Shaib-Rahim, H. O.(2018)Assessment of Different 
Food- based Attractants and Methyl eugenol for Trapping the Oriental 
Fruit Fly, Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: Tephritidae) on Guava 
Homestead Trees Proceedings of the 36th Annual Conference of 
Horticultural Society of Nigeria (Hortson), Lafia 2018Faculty of 
Agriculture Shabu-Lafia Campus, Nasarawa State University, Keffi, 
Nasarawa State, Nigeria. ISSN 978-978-54729-6-7.Pp614-624  

[43] Rajitha, A.R. and Viraktamath, S. (2005). Evaluation of protein food 
baits in attracting female fruit flies in guava and mango orchards at 
Dharwad, Pest Mgmt. & Econ. Zool., 13: 22-29. 

[44] Epsky, N. D., Hendrichs, J., Katsoyannos, B. I., Vasquez, L. A., Ros, J. 
P., Zumreoglu, A., Pereira, R., Bakri, A., Seewooruthun,S. I. and Heath, 
R. R. (1999). Field evaluation of female-targeted trapping systems for 
Ceratitis capitata (Diptera:Tephritidae) in seven countries. J. Economic 
Entomol., 92: 156-164. 

 

.  

World Academy of Science, Engineering and Technology
International Journal of Agricultural and Biosystems Engineering

 Vol:13, No:11, 2019 

313International Scholarly and Scientific Research & Innovation 13(11) 2019 ISNI:0000000091950263

O
pe

n 
Sc

ie
nc

e 
In

de
x,

 A
gr

ic
ul

tu
ra

l a
nd

 B
io

sy
st

em
s 

E
ng

in
ee

ri
ng

 V
ol

:1
3,

 N
o:

11
, 2

01
9 

pu
bl

ic
at

io
ns

.w
as

et
.o

rg
/1

00
10

91
7.

pd
f


