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Abstract
Plant compounds affect insects in many different ways. In addition to being a food source, plants also contain
secondary metabolites that may have positive and negative impacts on insects. The influence of these compounds
on sexual behavior, in particular, has been the focus of many recent studies. Here, we review the existing
literature on the effects of plant compounds on the sexual behavior of tephritid fruit fly males. We put special
focus on polyphagous species whose males congregate in leks, where females exert strong mate selection. We first
summarize the main findings related to plant compounds that increase male signaling behavior and attraction of
females and consequently increase mating frequency, a phenomenon that has been recorded mainly for species
of Anastrepha and Ceratitis. In other tephritid species, males are attracted to phenylpropanoids produced by plants
(such as methyl eugenol or raspberry ketone) that, upon encounter, are consumed and sequestered by males.
These compounds, or metabolic derivatives, which normally have negligible nutritional value, are included in the
pheromone and also confer advantages in a sexual context: enhanced female attraction and improved male mating
success.These phenomena have been reported for several Bactrocera species as well as for Zeugodacus cucurbitae.
Because many tephritid species are serious pests, the effect of plant compounds on male behavior has been
explored for potential incorporation into control strategies such as the sterile insect technique (SIT). We conclude
noting several factors, such as age and nutrition during larval and adult stage, that modulate the effect of plant
compounds on male mating behavior as well as some prominent gaps that preclude a thorough understanding
of the plant-mediated enhancement of male sexual performance and hence limit our ability to effectively utilize
phytochemicals in pest control strategies.
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Most insects rely on plants to develop during immature stages, survive, and reproduce. Insect–plant interactions are often mediated by
plant compounds (phytochemicals) that may affect insects in positive or negative ways (Reddy and Guerrero 2004). Phytochemicals
impact insects by two primary modes. They serve as food and
directly influence the nutritional status of insects. These so-called
primary metabolites include a wide range of lipids, proteins, and
carbohydrates (Hounsome et al. 2008). In addition, plants produce
a second type of compounds, called secondary metabolites, that
primarily benefit the plant, such as anti-herbivore compounds (e.g.,
insect growth regulators, repellents, or chemicals that recruit natural enemies of herbivores; Nishida 2014). Other compounds benefit

both plants and insects. This is the case for floral compounds that
attract pollinators, which in exchange receive a nutritional benefit
(Nishida 2014). Secondary metabolites can also favor exclusively,
or at least primarily, the insect. For example, phytochemicals may
induce oviposition or feeding (both at larval and adult stages) or be
sequestered by the insect as chemical defense against predators and
parasitoids (e.g., alkaloids) (Nishida 2014).
Secondary plant compounds may also affect the sexual behavior
and sexual communication of insects in various ways. First, many
plants act as ‘rendezvous’ sites for mating, and plant volatiles often
play a key role in attracting insects to these sites (Xu and Turlings
2018). For phytophagous insects in which the sexes meet and mate
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many economically important tephritid fruit flies share a common
trait, namely the formation of leks (Aluja et al. 2001, Díaz-Fleischer
and Aluja 2001, Eberhard 2001). Leks are aggregations of males
formed solely for the purpose of mating (Hoglund and Alatalo 1995).
Males do not defend resources critical to females and provide only
gametes. Females encounter several potential partners at the lek and
are free (i.e., not coerced) to select their mate. This results in a marked
choosiness in females (Arita and Kaneshiro 1985, 1989). Most lekking tephritids are polyphagous, and, as such, female location is
relatively unpredictable (i.e., their location cannot be associated to
cues emanating from one [or a few] host species), and males rely on
pheromones to attract (i.e., encounter) females. Correspondingly, leks
occur on both fruiting and non-fruiting host trees as well as non-host
trees. Males occur in the tree canopy and release pheromone while
perching on leaf undersides. The sex pheromone, which is released
only by sexually mature males, is produced in different structures,
such as the salivary glands, the pleural epidermal glands, the rectal
glands, and the rectal pouch, depending on the species (Nation 1990).
Mate selection at the lek occurs as follows. Once a female
approaches a male, the male performs a series of species-specific, stereotyped, courtship behaviors that typically involve bursts of rapid
wing-fanning, which is performed simultaneously with pheromone
release, presumably to enhance the dispersion of the pheromone
(Kuba and Sokei 1988, White 2001). In the Mediterranean fruit fly,
Ceratitis capitata (Wiedemann) (Diptera: Tephritidae), the courtship
is rather complex as it involves head rocking, two distinct types of
wing movements and their associated sounds, and positioning by
the male and female at particular orientation angles and distances
(Feron 1962; Briceño and Eberhard 2000, 2002). In other species,
particularly certain Bactrocera, courtship is much simpler, and males
mount females almost immediately upon their arrival to the male
calling site (Shelly and Kaneshiro 1991). In many Anastrepha the
courtship complexity is intermediate (Gomez Cendra et al. 2011)
and also involves wing movements and acoustic signals.

Mating Systems of Tephritid Fruit Flies

Plant Compounds Affecting Fruit Fly Male
Sexual Behavior

The Tephritidae comprises approximately 4,600 species (Christenson
and Foote 1960, White and Elson-Harris 1992). Larvae of these species feed on diverse plant structures, such as stalks, leaves, buds, and
fruit. Among those that feed on fruit, several species have gained
the status of pest as they impact commercial fruit species (Norrbom
2004, Liquido et al. 2013). The most economic important genera are Anastrepha (native to America), Bactrocera (native to Asia
and Oceania), Ceratitis (native to Africa) and Rhagoletis (native to
Eurasia and America) (Fletcher 1987, Aluja 1994, Drew 2004). Other
genera, such as Dacus, Zeugodacus, and Toxotrypana, include fruit
pests as well, although the number of known species considered pests
is lower. Fruit flies are distributed worldwide and have the capacity
to establish in temperate and tropical regions (Bateman 1972). Fruit
trade contributes to the movement of the pest and establishment of
invasive species in new areas. This has been a great challenge for fruit
production for more than 150 yr. Given the wide range of hosts and
the great economic impact as a result of fruit production losses and
trade restrictions, great effort is spent to suppress wild populations.
Mating systems in the Tephritidae vary widely from cases in which
copulation is preceded by very brief or almost no courtship to cases
where males or females display a complex repertoire of chemical, visual, and acoustical signals (for dedicated reviews see specific chapters
in Robinson and Hooper 1989, Aluja and Norrbom 2001, and references therein). Despite this large variation, the mating systems of

Initial work on plant–fruit fly interactions focused on the attraction of fruit flies to certain plants, plant structures, or essential
oils (Howlett 1912, Ripley and Hepburn 1935, Steiner et al. 1957,
Katsoyannos et al. 1997). The observation that some of these odor
sources attracted significantly more males than females pointed to
a biological role related to reproduction. The sex-specific nature of
the attraction argued against the idea that such odors were associated with food sources, since females, which need to mature eggs,
presumably have nutritional needs equal to or greater than males
(Shelly 2010). Although plant-derived attractants (or their synthetic
analogs) have been used in control efforts for well over 50 yr, data
linking plant compounds and male mating behavior have only been
collected in the past 25 yr.
Our review of this literature follows taxonomic lines and includes
five sections. The first two sections concern the genera Ceratitis and
Anastrepha, respectively. Species in the large Asian genus Bactrocera
are discussed in the following two sections based on their lure
affiliation. As originally proposed by Drew (1974) and Drew and
Hooper (1981), males of Bactrocera species may be classified as
being 1) responsive to methyl eugenol (ME), 2) responsive to raspberry ketone (RK) (or its synthetic analog cue-lure [CL]), or 3) not
responsive to either of these compounds. Accordingly, in discussing
Bactrocera we consider ME- and RK-responders separately (i.e., in
sections ‘Bactrocera and ME’ and ‘Bactrocera and Zeugodacus and
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principally or exclusively on host plants, host cues have a major
influence on mate searching, especially for monophagous species
(Landolt and Phillips 1997). Conversely, for polyphagous species
with a wide range of potential hosts, the reliability of host cues as
indicators of mate presence is low, and pheromones are often used
to increase the likelihood of encountering potential mates (Frérot
et al. 2017). For these species, phytochemicals may also influence the
reproductive physiology and sexual behavior of insects by making
one or the two sexes more attractive to the opposite sex (reviewed
by Landolt and Phillips 1997, Reddy and Guerrero 2004, Nishida
2014, and Moreau et al. 2017). In some insects, e.g., plant compounds stimulate signaling behavior and may increase the attractiveness of the pheromone to the receiving sex (Jaffe et al. 1993, Landolt
et al. 1994). Additionally, plant chemicals are sometimes sequestered
by the insect and later incorporated in the sex pheromone (Baker
et al. 1981, Krasnoff and Dussourd 1989, Nishida et al. 1996).
Here, we review the existing literature on the effects of plant
compounds on the sexual behavior of male fruit flies (Diptera:
Tephritidae), with special focus on polyphagous species where male
sex pheromone is a key component of the mating system. We put
emphasis on the effects of phytochemicals on male signaling behavior, ability to attract females, courtship behavior, and mating success.
Although data are limited, we also discuss the physiological mechanisms underlying these sexual behaviors. Because many tephritid
species are important fruit pests, we also describe how findings of
academic studies have been used in an applied context to improve
pest control methods. We conclude the review with two sections
dealing, respectively, with other factors that also modulate the sexual behavior of males and might, therefore, interact with the effect of
phytochemicals and a non-exhaustive list of information gaps in our
understanding of the role of plant compounds on the sexual behavior of tephritid males. The present review builds on several previous
studies (Raghu 2004; Papadopoulos et al. 2008; Shelly 2008, 2010;
Tan et al. 2014) that have, by and large, focused more sharply on
particular tephritid taxa.
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CL/RK’, respectively). Males of Zeugodacus cucurbitae (Coquillett),
from another dacine genera, are also attracted to RK, and this species is included in section ‘Bactrocera and Zeugodacus and CL/RK’.
In the final section, we review data on two other phytochemicals,
α-pinene and zingerone (ZG), whose effects on male sexual behavior
have received far less study. The information presented in this section
has been summarized, species by species, in Table 1 and is presented
conceptually in Fig. 1.

Ceratitis

exposure to the odor of GRO alone (i.e., without physical contact or
ingestion) likewise boosted male signaling level and mating success
(Shelly 2001a). Males showed an increased mating success even after
8–10 d of exposure to GRO (Shelly 2001a). The effect of GRO on
male behavior was found to be independent of the sexual maturation
status of males. Male exposure to GRO on day 1 after emergence
(sexually immature) yielded the same results as exposure on days 3,
5 or 9–12 post-emergence (sexually mature), i.e., in all cases GROexposed males obtained a significantly larger number of matings
than non-exposed males (Shelly 2001a, Shelly and McInnis 2001).
Correspondingly, tests carried out in field cages showed that 1-dold males and 9- to 13-d-old males were equally attracted to traps
baited with GRO (Shelly and Pahio 2002). Exposure at pupal stage,
however, did not affect male mating success (Shelly 2001a). Other
studies, conducted in Hawaii (United States) as well as in Central
and South America, subsequently confirmed the mating enhancement effect of GRO on C. capitata males (McInnis et al. 2002, Shelly
et al. 2002, Barry et al. 2003, Briceño et al. 2007, Shelly et al. 2007f,
Juan-Blasco et al. 2013, Paranhos et al. 2013).
Enhanced mating success appears to result from enhanced
sexual signaling. Males exposed to GRO spent 20–25% more
time pheromone calling than non-exposed males (Shelly 2001a,
Papadopoulos et al. 2006). In a study conducted in large field cages
that housed >15 guava trees, Shelly (2001a) evaluated the attraction
of sexually mature females to groups of five GRO-exposed or nonexposed males that were confined in transparent, plastic cups and
then hung in the guava trees. Cups containing GRO-exposed males
attracted approximately 30% more females than cups containing
non-exposed males. Interestingly, when the number of female arrivals was expressed on a per signaling male basis, the rate of female
visits was similar between aggregations of GRO-exposed and nonexposed males. This led the authors to suggest that exposure to GRO
did not affect either the amount of pheromone released per male
or its quality and that the differences in attraction were related to
the higher collective calling effort of exposed males (Papadopoulos
et al. 2006). Nonetheless, there are no studies in which the composition or amount of the male sex pheromone emitted were compared
between GRO-exposed and non-exposed males.
While GRO-mediated mating enhancement has now been widely
documented, possible mechanisms responsible for this phenomenon,
other than heightened pheromone calling, are largely unknown.
Male courtship behavior is relatively elaborate in C. capitata and
includes three distinct behavioral components all performed while
the male faces the female: continuous wing vibration (or fanning),
wing buzzing (rapid and rhythmic back and forward movement of
the wings), and fast rotations (or oscillations) of the head (Feron
1962). Briceño et al. (2007) investigated whether GRO affected the
expression of these behaviors by videotaping male–female pairs
involving a GRO-exposed male or a non-exposed male. Analysis of
these recordings showed that, not only did the two types of males
perform the same courtship behaviors, but also that the duration
of each was similar between GRO-exposed and non-exposed males
(Briceño et al. 2007). Focusing on close-range signals as well, (Shelly
et al. 2007d) examined the potential role of cuticular compounds in
GRO-enhanced copulatory success. In an experiment undertaken to
eliminate possible behavioral differences, female medflies were presented with dead males (killed by freezing) that had or had not been
exposed to GRO just prior to being killed. Females showed greater
attraction to the GRO-exposed males, indicating that, in addition
to boosting signaling rate, chemical exposure changed the aroma of
the exoskeleton, similar to a perfume, which elicited higher acceptance by females (Shelly et al. 2007d). These authors also showed
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C. capitata—α-Copaene, Ginger Root Oil, and Other Non-FruitDerived Essential Oils
Angelica seed oil (Angelica archangelica L.) (Apiales: Apiaceae) (ASO)
is among the first botanical products known to attract C. capitata
males (Ripley and Hepburn 1935, Steiner et al. 1957). Additional
work by Fornasiero et al. (1969) and Guiotto et al. (1972) further
demonstrated that attraction in laboratory bioassays was associated
with two compounds, α-copaene and (to a lesser extent) α-ylangene.
The former phytochemical is widely distributed among plants,
including many hosts of C. capitata, such as sweet orange (Citrus
sinensis (L.) Osbeck) (Sapindales: Rutaceae), guava (Psidium guajava
L.) (Myrtales: Myrtaceae), papaya (Carica papaya L.) (Brassicales:
Caricaceae), and mango (Mangifera indica L.) (Sapindales:
Anacardiaceae), and is present in different plant structures, such as
fruit, leaves, and other above-ground tissues (Macleod and Gonzalez
de Troconis 1982, Buttery et al. 1985, Elzen et al. 1985, Papageorgiou
et al. 1985, Teranishi et al. 1987, Macleod et al. 1988, Warthen and
McInnis 1989, Koulibaly et al. 1992). Flath et al. (1994a) later demonstrated that 98.6% of the α-copaene in ASO was (+)-α-copaene.
Under field conditions, Flath et al. (1994a, 1994b) showed that the
(+) enantiomer was more attractive than (-)-α-copaene and structurally related sesquiterpenes, such as α-ylangene and β-copaene.
Even though α-copaene is common in nature, it is the (-) enantiomer,
which usually predominates in plants (Takeoka et al. 1990), and in
those cases where the (+) is the major enantiomer, the total content of
α-copaene is low (Flath et al. 1994a).
While male attraction was well documented, the potential effect
of α-copaene on male sexual behavior was not investigated until
recently. Nishida et al. (2000) showed that C. capitata males displayed
pheromone calling more frequently on artificial leaves coated with
α-copaene than on control, non-treated leaves. Furthermore, when
males and females were released in laboratory cages containing leaves
treated or not with α-copaene, mating occurred only on treated leaves
(Nishida et al. 2000). Based on these results, it was hypothesized that
α-copaene acted as a cue of rendezvous sites, where males might congregate to attract females. While perhaps acting as a rendezvous cue,
the odor of α-copaene (as well as ASO) was also found to increase the
mating ability of C. capitata males over control males deprived of aromatic exposure (Shelly 2001a). Under field cage conditions, males that
were exposed either to α-copaene or ASO obtained approximately
two-thirds of all matings when competing with control (non-exposed
males). This finding obviously suggested a more direct role of these
chemicals in the mating behavior of male medflies.
Because α-copaene is hard to synthesize and not easily obtained,
and ASO is likewise not available in large amounts, Shelly (2001a)
evaluated an alternative essential oil, ginger root oil (GRO) that
was known to contain α-copaene. In field cage trials, GRO-exposed
males achieved 76% of all matings (and control males 24%), which
suggested that GRO was as efficient as α-copaene or ASO in boosting mating success. When exposed to GRO, males remain quiescent
near the oil and only infrequently contact the source (Nishida et al.
2000, Shelly 2001a, Papadopoulos et al. 2006). Interestingly, male
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Ceratitis capitata

α-copaene
Linanool
Limonene
Mix – Geraniol:α-pinene:limonene:βmyrcene:linalool (1:1:1:1:1)
Orange tree
Orange leaves

Contact allowed
Contact precluded
Contact allowed

Contact allowed
Contact precluded
Contact precluded
Contact allowed

Contact allowed
Contact allowed
Contact allowed
Contact precluded
Contact allowed
Contact precluded
Contact precluded
Contact precluded
Contact allowed

Mandarin oil
Lemon oil
Bitter orange oil
Manuka oil

Baccharis spartoides essential oil
Schinus polygama essential oil
Tea tree oil

Contact precluded
Contact allowed

Feed on source
Contact precluded
Contact allowed

Male signaling

Contact allowed

Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success

Male mating success
Male mating success
Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male signaling
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success

Male mating success
Female remating
propensity
Female fecundity (F) or
fertility (f)

Female attraction

Male mating success
Male signaling
Male mating success
Female remating
propensity

Sexually related
parameter

Contact allowed
Contact precluded

Delivery method

Grapefruit oil

Orange oil

Angelica seed oil
Ginger root oil

Source or compound

Increase
No effect
Increase

Increase
Increase
Increase (WF)2
Increase2
Increase1–3
Increase
Increase (WF)2
No effect2
Increase1,2
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase (WF)
Increase
Increase
Increase
No effect
Increase

No effect (F/f)8

Increase1–7,9,10
No effect7

Increase (WF)3,5
No effect6
Increase5,9
No effect3,6

Increase
No effect (WF)1
Increase1–5
Decrease2

Effect

1 DPE

1 DPE

3 DPE

At least 5 DPE3

At least 4 DPE6

At least 10 DPE4

Persistence
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Species

Reference

Shelly et al. 2004
Shelly et al. 2004
Shelly et al. 2004

Shelly 2001a
Juan-Blasco et al. 2013
Juan-Blasco et al. 2013
Kouloussis et al. 2013

Jofré-Barud et al. 2014
Jofré-Barud et al. 2014
Shelly and Epsky 2015

Kouloussis et al. 2013
Kouloussis et al. 2013
Kouloussis et al. 2013
Shelly et al. 2008a

9

8

Shelly 2005
Shelly et al. 2007d
10
Silva et al. 2013
Juan-Blasco et al. 2013
Shelly et al. 2004
1
Kouloussis et al. 2013
2
Papadopoulos et al. 2006
3
Shelly et al. 2004
Shelly 2009
1
Kouloussis et al. 2013
2
Shelly 2009

Shelly 2001a
1
Briceño et al. 2007
2
Morelli et al. 2013
3Parahnos et al. 2013
4
Shelly 2001a
5
Shelly and McInnis 2001
1
Barry et al. 2003
2
Mcinnis et al. 2002
3
Papadopoulos et al. 2006
4
Paranhos et al. 2008
5
Shelly 2001a
6
Shelly and McInnis 2001
7
Shelly et al. 2002

Table 1. Summary of effects induced by plant structures, plant essential oils or compounds produced by plants on pre- and post-mating behavior in Tephritidae fruit flies
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Anastrepha ludens
Anastrepha serpentina
Bactrocera dorsalis

Anastrepha fraterculus

Ceratitis quilicii

Species

Selected guava aroma compounds
Grapefruit oil
Ginger root oil
Methyl eugenol

Lemon fruit

Guava fruit

Increase1–3
Increase (F)2
No effect (f)2
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase
Increase (P)1,3
Increase (WF)6,9

Increase6,9,12

Increase2,4,7–12

Female attraction

Male mating success

Contact allowed
Contact precluded
Contact allowed
Contact precluded
Contact precluded
Contact precluded
Feed on source

Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Mating success
Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male signaling
Male mating success
Female fecundity (F) or
fertility (f)
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male mating success
Male signaling

Contact allowed
Contact allowed
Contact precluded
Contact allowed
Contact precluded
Contact allowed
Contact precluded

Guava leaves
Guava fruit
Ginger root oil

Orange oil

Contact allowed
Contact allowed
Contact allowed
Contact precluded
Contact allowed

No effect1
Increase2
Increase
Increase
No effect
No effect
Increase
Increase
Increase
No effect
Increase
Increase
Increase
No effect
Increase
Increase (P, WF, GE)1

Male mating success

Contact allowed

Increase2

Increase1-3

Male mating success

Male mating success

Contact allowed

No effect1,2

Effect

Contact precluded

Male mating success

Sexually related
parameter

Contact precluded

Delivery method

Mandarin fruit
Lemon fruit
Bitter orange fruit
Guava tree

Grapefruit fruit

Orange fruit

Source or compound

At least 35 DPF4,9,10

At least 35 DPF9

At least 35 DPF9

At least 3 DPE

At least 3 DPE

At least 3 DPE2

10 DPE2

Persistence
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Table 1. Continued

Bachmann et al. 2015
Bachmann et al. submitted
3
Vera et al. (2013)

Vera et al. 2013
Vera et al. 2013
Vera et al. 2013
Bachmann et al. 2015
Morató et al. 2015
Flores et al. 2011
1
Hee and Tan 2006
2
Ji et al. 2013
3
Nishida et al. 1988
4
Orankanok et al. 2013
5
Shelly 2000a
6
Shelly 2001b
7
Shelly and Nishida 2004
8
Shelly et al. 2008
9
Shelly and Dewire 1994
10
Shelly 1995

2

1

Quilici et al. 2013

Shelly and Villalobos 2004
Shelly and Villalobos 2004
Quilici et al. 2013

Kouloussis et al. 2013
Kouloussis et al. 2013
Kouloussis et al. 2013
Shelly and Villalobos 2004

2

Papadopoulos et al. 2001
Shelly et al. 2004
1
Kouloussis et al. 2013
2
Papadopoulos et al. 2001
3
Shelly et al. 2004
1
Kouloussis et al. 2013
2
Shelly 2009
1

Reference
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Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success
Male mating success

Feed on source

Feed on source

Feed on source

Feed on source

Contact precluded
Feed on source
Feed on source

Feed on source
Feed on source

Feed on source

Carica papaya
flowers

Methyl eugenol

Methyl eugenol

Methyl eugenol

Methyl eugenol

Raspberry ketone

Cue lure

Bactrocera cacuminata

Bactrocera carambolae

Bactrocera correcta

Bactrocera philippinensis Methyl eugenol

Methyl eugenol

Bactrocera papayae

Bactrocera umbrosa

Bactrocera tryoni

Increase (P)2
Increase2,3
Increase1,3
Decrease1

Increase
Increase
Increase (ARG)3
Increase2
No effect1

Increase (P)2
Increase1
Increase (WF)2
Increase2
Increase1,2

Increase1,2

No effect (large field cages)
Increase (P)2,3
Increase3
Increase1,3

Increase (small lab cages)

Increase
No effect (WF)
Increase
Increase
Increase (P)1
Increase (WF)2
Increase2
Increase1
Increase (WF)
Increase
Increase
Increase (P)2
Increase1
Increase3,4

No effect (F/f)5

Effect

At least 3 DPF1

At least 5 DPF (but not
before 3 DPF)2

At least 16–18 DPF1

At least 3 DPF (but not
before 2 DPF)1,3
At least 3 DPE2

At least 32 DPF (but not
before 16 DPF)

At least 7 DPF

At least 21 DPF

Persistence
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Female attraction
Male mating success
Male signaling
Male mating success
Female remating
propensity
Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success
Female remating
propensity

Male signaling
Male mating success
Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success

Male mating success

Female attraction
Male mating success
Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success
Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success

Feed on source

Female fecundity (F) or
fertility (f)
Male mating success
Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success
Male signaling

Sexually related
parameter

Fagraea berteriana flowers

Delivery method

Feed on source
Feed on source

Source or compound

Terminalia catappa fruits
Cassia fistula flowers

Species

Table 1. Continued

Nishida et al. 1997
Shelly 2001b

Hee and Tan 1998
Hee and Tan 2004
3
Tan and Nishida 1996
4
Tan and Nishida 1998
Raghu and Clarke 2003

Haq et al. 2015
Tan and Nishida 1996
3
Wee et al. 2007

Akter and Taylor 2018
Akter et al. 2017
3
Tan and Nishida 1995

2

1

Kumaran et al. 2013
Kumaran et al. 2014a
3
Kumaran et al. 2014b

2

1

Wee et al. 2018

2

1

Haq et al. 2014
Haq et al. 2015
1
Orankanok et al. 2013
2
Tokushima et al. 2010
1
Obra and Resilva 2013
2
Shelly et al. 1996

2

1

2

1

Shelly 2001c

2

1

12

Shelly et al. 2007b
Tan and Nishida 1996
Shelly and Edu 2007
Shelly 2000a
11

Reference
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Feed on source

Feed on source
Feed on source

Feed on source
Contact precluded

Raspberry ketone
Cue lure

Zingerone

α-pinene

Delivery method

Zingerone

Source or compound

Increase (F)1
No effect (f)1
Increase
Increase (WF)2
Increase1,2
Increase2,3
No effect (F)3
Decrease (f)3
Increase1
No effect2
Increase

Female fecundity (F) or
fertility (f)
Female attraction
Male mating success
Male mating success

Increase (P)2
No effect2
Increase1
No effect1

Increase (F and f)

Effect

Female fecundity (F) or
fertility (f)
Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success
Female remating
propensity
Female fecundity (F) or
fertility (f)
Male mating success
Male signaling
Female attraction
Male mating success

Sexually related
parameter
1

At least 1 DPF2
At least 3 DPF3

At least1 DPF

At least 1 DPF1

Persistence
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Khoo and Tan 2000
Shelly 2017a
Gerofotis et al. 2013
2

1

Shelly 2000b
1
Khoo and Tan 2000
2
Shelly and Villalobos 1995
3
Shelly and Nishimoto 2016

2

Kumaran et al. 2013
Kumaran et al. 2014
1

Reference

Delivery method: males were allowed to contact the source (contact allowed), and in some cases they feed on it (feed from source) or they impeded to contact the source by a physical barrier (contact precluded). Signaling
was measured through different parameters: P: released pheromone; WF: wing fanning; GE: salivary glands exposure; ARG: accumulation of compounds or its derivatives in the rectal gland. DPF: days post-feeding; DPE: days
post-exposure

Bactrocera oleae

Zeugodacus cucurbitae

Species

Table 1. Continued
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that males whose antennae were excised before exposure nonetheless displayed mating enhancement, which suggests that GRO acts
through an external phenomenon (rather than internal processing,
like pheromone synthesis), consistent with the proposed alteration
of the cuticular scent (Shelly et al. 2007d). Although strong evidence
was provided to support the perfume effect, no chemical analysis of
the cuticle was carried out to confirm this hypothesis. Interestingly,
in diethyl ether extracts of wild males caught using traps in orchards
of host and non-host trees, Mavraganis et al. (2008) found detectable (well above trace values) levels of α-copaene in the cuticle of
wild C. capitata males, which could be considered as evidence supporting the perfume effect.
There are, however, two additional aspects that might explain
these results without the need to invoke the perfume effect. First,
Mavraganis et al. (2008) found that the cuticle of male medflies contained several compounds that were previously described as part of
the male sex pheromone (Jang et al. 1989), such as linalool, indole,
dihydro-3-methyl-2(3H)-furanone, and (E,E)-α-farnesene, among
others. A similar result was also reported for another tephritid species, Anastrepha fraterculus (Wiedemann) (Diptera: Tephritidae)
(Bachmann, 2016). As noted above, C. capitata males exposed to

GRO perform pheromone calling more frequently than non-exposed
males. If pheromonal compounds are retained by their cuticle,
exposed dead males could still attract more females than dead nonexposed males without needing to invoke a GRO-mediated perfume
effect. Furthermore, Gonçalves (2005) and Gonçalves et al. (2006)
found α-copaene in the pheromone of wild Anastrepha obliqua
(Macquart) (Diptera: Tephritidae) and C. capitata males that were
not exposed to oils or fruits, which, in turn, could also be retained in
the cuticle. Second, Hughes (1974) and Byers (1982) found that host
plant-derived compounds can be internalized through the cuticle and
affect the physiology of beetles. So, even though male medflies whose
antennae were excised gained a mating boost via GRO treatment,
this effect still could have been attained through an internal, physiological phenomenon. Additionally, the fact that GRO exposure
results in a significant increase in signaling activity, strongly suggests
that GRO does not act exclusively through an external mechanism.
Work on GRO and ASO prompted further research on the
effect of other oils on the sexual behavior of C. capitata males. For
example, Shelly et al. (2008a) tested manuka oil (Leptospermum
scoparium J.R. Forst. & G. Forst.) (Myrtales: Myrtaceae), which
contains about 10 times the amount of α-copaene as GRO. Under
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Fig. 1. Effect of plant compounds on the sexual behavior of male fruit flies after volatile exposure, fruit contact, or phytochemical ingestion. Details for each fruit
fly species and plant compound are presented in section ‘Plant Compounds Affecting Fruit Fly Male Sexual Behavior’.
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C. capitata—Host Fruits and Derived Essential Oils
Initial work on the interaction between fruit aroma and C. capitata
suggested that males, like females, detected fruit volatiles with their
antennae (Light et al. 1988) and were attracted by these odors
(Prokopy and Vargas 1996). In both studies, the authors proposed
that host odors might act as olfactory cues of suitable lekking or
mating sites. However, Hendrichs and Hendrichs (1990) found that
mating in C. capitata frequently occurs in the vicinity of host plants,
and not on the host plant itself, so the attraction of males to host fruit

odors may not be related to locating leks. Subsequently, Katsoyannos
et al. (1997) observed that C. capitata males, but not females, were
strongly attracted to Citrus fruit that were wounded in the flavedo
region. Males remained motionless on the fruit surface and contacted
the fruit with their proboscis. This led to the suggestion that attraction
to fruits represented more than a response to possible locations for
encountering females and that males ingested substances that were
later used as precursors in the synthesis of the sex pheromone.
These seminal studies triggered a series of papers that focused on
the effects of host fruit, host leaves, and essential oils on the sexual
behavior of Mediterranean fruit fly males. Such studies have been
particularly centered, but not restricted to, Citrus species. The fact
that sweet orange essential oils contain α-copaene (Teranishi et al.
1987) fostered the idea that this compound might be responsible for
attraction, followed by arrestment, to orange peel. Papadopoulos
et al. (2001) presented the first evidence on the positive effect of
host fruit-derived compounds on the mating success of C. capitata
males. In a series of laboratory trials, these authors first confirmed
that males were attracted by sweet oranges that were superficially
wounded in the flavedo region and about 50% of the males that
were attracted were seen lowering their head and touching the peel
with their mouthparts, apparently ingesting exudates from the fruit
(Papadopoulos et al. 2001). Exposure to wounded fruit resulted in
increased mating success, which, depending on the experimental
arena, allowed exposed males to obtain 65–74% of all matings.
Contact with fruit surface was needed in order for male enhancement
to occur (Papadopoulos et al. 2001). Exposure to wounded oranges
for 24 h on adult day 1, 5, and 9 enhanced male mating success, which
indicates that, as with GRO, the orange peel effect is not affected by
the sexual maturation status of the male (Papadopoulos et al. 2001).
As with GRO, the effect of increased mating success lasted at least 10
d after exposure to wounded oranges.
Subsequent research demonstrated that exposure to orange leaves
and fruits of other citrus species, namely grapefruit (Citrus paradisi Macfad.) (Shelly 2009) and oranges, mandarin (Citrus reticulata Blanco), and lemon (Citrus limon (L.) Burm. F.) (Sapindales:
Rutaceae) (Kouloussis et al. 2013) also increased the mating performance of male medflies, which obtained 70–75% of matings when
exposed and non-exposed competed for non-exposed females. In all
cases, males needed to contact the fruit to gain a mating boost, with
the exception of grapefruit (Shelly 2009), which represents the only
known case where volatile compounds released by a plant structure
increased the mating ability of C. capitata males. There are currently
no data available regarding the effect of exposure to citrus fruit on the
rate of sexual signaling or the sex pheromone quality and quantity.
The results obtained with citrus fruits prompted the study of citrus essential oils. Shelly et al. (2004) compared the mating success
of C. capitata males exposed to OO and control males, under field
cage conditions and found that treated males accounted for 70% of
all matings, showing that OO was also able to enhance male mating
success. As reported for orange fruit, the mating enhancement effect of
OO was recorded even after 5 d from the exposure (Shelly et al. 2004).
In this case, contact with the odor source was not needed, and males
exposed only to the aroma of OO gained a mating advantage, similar
to the phenomena mediated by GRO (Shelly 2001a). The effect of OO
on male mating success was later confirmed by Papadopoulos et al.
(2006) and Kouloussis et al. (2013) and also extended to other citrus
essential oils, such as those extracted from grapefruit (Shelly 2009,
Kouloussis et al. 2013), mandarin, lemon, and bitter orange (Citrus
aurantium L.) (Sapindales: Rutaceae) (Kouloussis et al. 2013). In most
cases, mating enhancement was independent of the contact with the
oil (Shelly et al. 2004, Papadopoulos et al. 2006, Shelly 2009).
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field cage conditions, traps containing manuka oil attracted almost
three times the number of males collected by traps that contained
only water (control). Concurrently, in mating tests conducted in field
cages, males exposed to manuka oil obtained significantly more matings than control males (Shelly et al. 2008a). Furthermore, male mating success was increased to levels similar to those induced by GRO.
As with GRO and orange oil (OO) (C. capitata - Host Fruits and
Derived Essential Oils) (see C. capitata—Host Fruits and Derived
Essential Oils), there was no need for males to contact the oil to gain
a mating advantage. The finding that male mating enhancement was
similar after exposure to manuka oil and GRO, despite the large
difference in α-copaene concentration between these oils, indicates
an ‘all or nothing’ effect. In a recent study, Jofré-Barud et al. (2014)
evaluated the effect of exposure to the aroma of two essential oils
extracted from plant species native to South America, which were
known to synthesize a large variety of monoterpenes and sesquiterpenes, on the attraction and mating success of C. capitata males.
The essential oil of Baccharis spartoides (Cav.) Cabrera (Asterales:
Asteraceae) did not attract male medflies in Y-tube olfactometer trials, and although exposure to the oil’s aroma significantly increased
male mating success, this effect was weak (approximately 56% of
the matings involved oil-exposed males). On the other hand, the
essential oil of Schinus polygama (Hook. & Arn.ex DC.) (Sapindales:
Anacardiaceae) was efficient in attracting males and induced a larger
increase in male mating success (i.e., exposed males obtained 63%
of all matings). The chemical composition of the tested oils differed
greatly, but it is noteworthy that α-copaene was detected only in
S. polygama (Jofré-Barud et al. 2014).
The selection of manuka oil and ASO for testing was based on the
presence of α-copaene in these substances. However, Shelly and Epsky
(2015) recently found that exposure to tea tree oil (Melaleuca alternifolia) (Maiden & Betche) Cheel (Myrtales: Myrtaceae) (TTO), which
was reported to lack α-copaene (Swords and Hunter 1978, Butcher
et al. 1994, Keszei et al. 2010), generated results similar to those
obtained with other oils, namely 1) exposed males increased their
mating success (56–59% of total matings under field cage conditions
where exposed and non-exposed males competed for females); 2) no
contact was needed for the enhancement to occur; and 3) exposed
males performed pheromone calling more frequently than nonexposed males. These results led Shelly and Epsky (2015) to propose
that compounds other than α-copaene may also enhance male sexual
signaling and mating success. In fact, the effect of TTO was similar
to that recorded by Jofré-Barud et al. (2014) using oils that did not
contain α-copaene. Moreover, TTO-mediated increase in male mating success was not detected when mating trials were carried out 5 d
after exposure, whereas GRO-mediated effects lasted up to 8–10 d
after exposure (Shelly 2001a). However, a recent study (Niogret
et al. 2017) calls this proposal into question as it reported detectable
amounts of α-copaene in TTO. What is more, α-copaene concentrations in TTO were very similar to those found in GRO, which
strongly suggests a role for this compound in producing the TTOmediated boost in male mating success.
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differences in the pheromonal composition as suggested earlier for
GRO (Shelly 2001a).
Across the many papers in which host fruit and essential oils were
found to attract and boost the mating success of C. capitata males,
α-copaene was considered the compound most likely responsible for
these effects. Shelly (2001a) provided evidence that this compound is
able, on its own, to increase male mating success. Furthermore, practically all fruit species and essential oils tested contain α-copaene.
Nonetheless, there are several lines of evidence that suggest chemicals other than α-copaene might influence male mating performance.
Kouloussis et al. (2013) found that a mixture of five compounds,
all of which are constituents of citrus oils (geraniol, α-pinene, limonene, β-myrcene, and linalool), mimicked the effect of exposure to
citrus oil, which led the authors to conclude that α-copaene is not a
necessary component ingredient for mating enhancement. Similarly,
Juan-Blasco et al. (2013) compared the effects of GRO- and linaloolexposure on male mating competitiveness and found that the two
treatments were equally effective in enhancing mating success. More
recently, Niogret et al. (2017) studied the attraction of male medflies to traps baited with six different essential oils (ASO, GRO, OO,
manuka oil, cubeb oil, and TTO) both under laboratory and field
cage conditions. Although all the tested oils contained α-copaene,
the level of male attraction was not correlated to the amount of this
compound. In fact, attraction was better explained by the quantity
of other compounds, such as β-myrcene, linalool, geraniol, camphene, and α-terpineol (Niogret et al. 2017). Interestingly, three of
these compounds were part of the experimental mixture created
by Kouloussis et al. (2013). Niogret et al. (2017) acknowledged
the key role that α-copaene might have on C. capitata reproduction but suggested that other volatile chemicals act synergistically
with α-copaene in attracting males. The fact that four precursors
of C. capitata sex pheromone were released from the essential oils
tested by Niogret et al. (2017) (i.e., β-myrcene, limonene, linalool,
and geraniol; Heath et al. 1991, Howse and Knapp 1996, Kouloussis
et al. 2013) provides additional evidence for the importance of compounds other than α-copaene.
Research in two unexplored fields might clarify the role of fruit
or essential oil on the mating behavior of male medflies. First, possible physiological changes experienced by males after fruit or oil
exposure, including the chemical characterization of the sex pheromone and gene expression profiles, will provide information on male
responses to different odor sources and thus shed light on whether
the mechanisms triggered by different volatiles are the same or not.
Second, most host plants (or oils derived from them) studied thus so
far do not share an evolutionary history with C. capitata. The claim
that males respond to certain compounds, because this increases
their mating success, and therefore their overall fitness, requires an
evolutionary framework in which the plants native to the original
area of distribution of C. capitata (i.e., the Afrotropical region; de
Meyer et al. 2004) should have a key role. However, none of the
aforementioned studies used plants native to Africa. Chemical characterization of the main host species of C. capitata in its geographic
origin and the assessment of their impact on male sexual behavior
and physiology will help to unravel the well-recorded male enhancement phenomenon and the evolutionary forces that have shaped it.
Ceratitis quilicii
Quilici et al. (2013) extended studies of GRO and OO to another
Ceratitis species, namely Ceratitis quilicii (de Meyer, Mwtawala,
Copeland & Virgilio) (Diptera: Tephritidae) (formerly known as
Ceratitis rosa Karsch). This species showed a very similar response to
that recorded for C. capitata. Under field cage conditions, C. quilicii
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As shown for GRO, OO affected the rate of sexual signaling in
C. capitata males. Exposure to OO increased male signaling activity
by approximately 25%, an increase that is similar to that recorded
for GRO-exposed males (Papadopoulos et al. 2006). In wind tunnel
experiments, the pheromone released by exposed males did not attract
more females (over a distance of 2.61 m) than pheromone released
by non-exposed males. However, females exhibited a higher degree
of behavioral arrestment after they approached OO-exposed calling
males (Papadopoulos et al. 2006). Such arrestment might contribute
to the elevated mating success of OO-exposed males because these
males would have more chances to court and mount females. Indirect
evidence suggests that OO exposure does not affect the cuticular
chemical profiles as was suggested for GRO (Shelly et al. 2007d).
Papadopoulos et al. (2006) compared the effect of treating males
with OO topically on the abdomen and the wings on their mating
performance against non-treated males. OO increased male mating
success only when applied to the abdomen, which suggests that it
is unlikely that an OO effect on male behavior is mediated through
changes in their scent, because otherwise it should have also worked
when it was applied into the wings. In a related study, Shelly (2009)
found that females displayed similar attraction to dead males that
had been exposed or not exposed to grapefruit oil, further suggesting
that modifications in cuticular scent following exposure to citrus oil
volatiles were unlikely to account for the increased mating success of
oil-exposed males (in contrast to GRO; Shelly et al. 2007d). The fact
that abdominal treatment with OO boosted male mating success led
Papadopoulos et al. (2006) to propose that specific components of
OO are internalized and used to synthesize a pheromone with higher
attractant potential to females, at least at close ranges. However, the
pheromones of OO-exposed and non-exposed males have not yet
been compared, and consequently this hypothesis remains speculative.
In addition to Citrus species, two other host fruits have been
tested for their potential role on C. capitata sexual behavior.
Exposure of males to mango fruits (which contain α-copaene)
showed no effect on male mating success, even when they were able
to contact the fruit surface (Shelly et al. 2008a). On the other hand,
in an extensive study on the interaction of C. capitata males and
guava trees and fruit, Shelly and Villalobos (2004) observed clusters
of males on specific sections of the trunk and branches of guava
trees, where α-copaene presumably occurs in high concentrations.
Interestingly, these clusters, so-called hotspots, appeared associated
to specific guava trees, while other trees were never chosen by males.
In the hotspots, males were largely motionless and videotaping using
macro lens showed that males moved their mouthparts up and down,
which suggested they were feeding on the bark. Males confined to
hotspots (using net-bags) had higher mating success than males held
in randomly chosen, non-hotspot areas (Shelly and Villalobos 2004).
Exposure to guava fruit also enhanced male mating success. In both
cases (hotspots and fruit) the enhancement effect lasted at least 3 d
after exposure, but the effect of hotspots was much stronger than
exposure to guava fruit since approximately 80% of the matings
involved males exposed to hotspots (with the remaining 20% involving non-exposed males), whereas this percentage reached ca. 62%
for males exposed to the fruit (Shelly and Villalobos 2004). Contact
with hotspots was needed in order for the male mating enhancement to take place. Shelly and Villalobos (2004) also measured
calling activity and female visitation for groups of hotspot-exposed
or not exposed males and found that exposed males called ca. 1.7
times more frequently than non-exposed males. This increased rate
of sexual signaling was accompanied by higher female attraction.
However, the attraction rate per signaling male was similar between
the two types of males, which was interpreted as evidence of no
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males were attracted to cotton discs impregnated with these oils
but were never seen landing on the discs. Attraction to OO was not
affected by the age of males, whereas attraction to GRO increased
with age over the interval considered (i.e., between 5 and 20 d postemergence). Exposure (without contact) to GRO and OO improved
C. quilicii male mating success, and exposed males obtained ca. 70%
of the matings, competing with control males, under field cage conditions (Quilici et al. 2013). However, OO was able to enhance male
competitiveness only when the adults were deprived of protein in the
adult diet, whereas for C. capitata males fed on sugar and protein as
adults, the effect of OO was quite evident.

Anastrepha

these responses in Anastrepha species is difficult to reconcile with
the finding that GRO exposure failed to enhance mating ability in
A. fraterculus, A. ludens, or A. obliqua (Mendoza 2010, Flores et al.
2011). At present, GRO has been found to increase male mating
ability in only one Anastrepha species, namely Anastrepha serpetina
(Wiedemann) (Diptera: Tephritidae) (Flores et al. 2011). Also, the
fact that mango did not affect male mating success in A. fraterculus even when it contains detectable amounts of a-copaene (see references in Shelly et al. 2008a) allows questioning the role of this
compound on the response of this species to citrus and guava. It is
worth mentioning that C. capitata males likewise did not respond to
mango exposure. Shelly et al. (2008a) proposed that this may have
reflected low amounts of α-copaene in the fruit or the occurrence of
other compounds that blocked α-copaene’s effect on the male medflies. The role of pure α-copaene on Anastrepha males mating success has not yet been tested.
More recently, Bachmann et al. (2015) confirmed that guava
odor increases mating success in A. fraterculus and further showed
that exposure increased male signaling rate by 30–40% (measured
through wing fanning and salivary gland exposure) above that of
non-exposed males. The enhanced signaling activity of exposed
males resulted in the release of more sex pheromone, at least for
three (anastrephin, epianastrephin, suspensolide) of the four constituent compounds that were measured (Bachmann et al. 2015).
However, no differences were found in the chemical profile of the
cuticle of guava exposed and non-exposed males (Bachmann 2016).
Furthermore, EAG studies showed that females have the exact
same response towards cuticular extracts from exposed and nonexposed males. Together, these results suggest that a ‘perfume effect’
is not responsible for the increased mating success of guava-exposed
A. fraterculus males.
Based on the compounds identified in the aroma of guavas,
Bachmann et al. (2015) designed a mixture of seven compounds
from different chemical families [aldehydes ((E)-2-hexenal), esters
(ethyl butanoate and ethyl hexanoate), monoterpenes (β-myrcene,
limonene, (E)-β-ocimene) and sesquiterpenes (α-humulene)] and
used this blend in exposing treated males. Males exposed to the mixture obtained approximately 60% of the matings, a proportion well
below the 70–75% enhancement recorded by Vera et al. (2013) and
Bachmann et al. (2015). Interestingly, this mixture lacked α-copaene,
suggesting this compound plays a minor role, if any, in the guavamediated changes in the sexual behavior of A. fraterculus males.
Alternatively, however, the smaller effect of the mixture (compared
to guava exposure) suggests that one or more important compounds
were absent, including, perhaps, α-copaene.

Bactrocera and ME
While testing new attractants for tephritid flies, Howlett (1912)
observed that oil of citronella Cymbopogon nardus (L.) Rendle
(Poales: Poaceae) attracted males of genus Dacus, which upon arrival
consumed the oil. According to this author, several phenylpropanoid compounds were responsible for that attraction, but ME was
the most attractive for Dacus diversus Coquillett and Dacus zonatus
Saunders (Diptera: Tephritidae). Additional work showed that males
of these species fed voraciously on pure ME, and Howlett (1912,
1915) hypothesized that this behavior was related to reproduction,
since ME has no nutritional value and attracted only males. Later studies showed that attraction of males from various species of Bactrocera,
as well as Dacus, is higher when males approach sexual maturity
(Steiner 1952; Fitt 1981; Tan et al. 1987; Metcalf 1990; Iwahashi
et al. 1996; Wee and Tan 2000, 2001; Shelly 2008), which further
supported the notion that feeding on ME is related to reproduction.
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In comparison to C. capitata or Bactrocera species, there are relatively few studies on the potential effect of plant compounds on
the sexual behavior of Anastrepha species. As for C. capitata,
initial studies focused on the attraction of males to host fruit
odors. Robacker et al. (1990a, 1990b, 1992) reported that fermented fruit of chapote (Sargentia greggii S. Watson) (Sapindales:
Rutaceae) attracted males, as well as females, of the Mexican fruit
fly Anastrepha ludens (Loew) (Diptera: Tephritidae). Subsequent
studies on this species showed male attraction to other fruit species,
such as grapefruit, oranges and guava (Robacker and Fraser 2002a,
2002b, 2003; Malo et al. 2005). Male attraction to fruits was
also demonstrated for the congeneric species Anastrepha suspensa
(Loew) (Diptera: Tephritidae) (Nigg et al. 1994) and A. obliqua
(Cruz-López et al. 2006, Malo et al. 2012). Most of these studies did
not consider male attraction in a sexual context but as a means of
finding food sources. Robacker and Fraser (2002b) and Cruz-López
et al. (2006) proposed that males respond to host fruit odor, because
this increases the probability of finding females.
Inspired by the research on C. capitata and orange fruits,
López-Guillén et al. (2008) compared the amounts of four volatile
compounds released by A. obliqua males [(Z)-3-nonenol; (Z,E)-αfarnesene; (E,E)-α-farnesene; and a fourth, not identified, compound]
between males that had been exposed or not exposed to Spondias
mombin L. (Sapindales: Anacardiaceae) fruit. No detectable effect of
fruit exposure was found for any of the four compounds measured,
but this may have resulted from an insufficient exposure interval to
the fruits [C. capitata males were exposed to orange fruit for 1–3 d
and assessed 24 h later (Shelly et al. 2004); whereas A. obliqua were
exposed for 6 h and assessed 24 h later (López-Guillén et al. 2008)].
Vera et al. (2013) directly tested the role of exposure to host
fruit on male mating success in A. fraterculus. In this study, males
were exposed to fruits of different species, which were previously
wounded. Exposure to mango had no effect even when the flies
could access the fruit, but exposure to fruits of guava and lemon, or
just their aroma, caused an increase in the mating success of males.
In both cases, males exposed to the fruit odor obtained around 75%
of the matings, but the duration of exposure required for mating
enhancement differed greatly between the fruit types. In the case
of guava, 7 or more days of exposure were required compared to
a single day for lemon (Vera et al. 2013). The authors postulated
that, as proposed for C. capitata, α-copaene, which occurs in detectable concentrations in citrus and guava, could be responsible, at
least in part, for the response in A. fraterculus as well. In support
of this idea, Morató et al. (2015) found that exposure to grapefruit oil increased mating success of A. ludens males as reported for
C. capitata males (Shelly 2009, Kouloussis et al. 2013), although
the effect seems weaker as exposed A. ludens males accounted for
ca. 56% matings compared to nearly 70% in C. capitata (Shelly
2009). However, the idea that α-copaene alone is responsible for
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after feeding on pure ME. In fact, male mating success enhancement
after exposure to ME-containing flowers (which contain lower doses
of ME) occurs on the same day for B. dorsalis (Shelly 2000a).
The mating boost conferred by ME appears to derive from
increases in both the quantity and quality of sex pheromone
released. Shelly and Dewire (1994) observed the response of B. dorsalis females to ME treated and control males that were placed singly in mini-cages, which were hung on potted guava plants within
a larger cage (Poramarcom and Boake 1991). Treated males were
found to both wing-fan more frequently and attract more females
than control males even after 35 d of exposure. Female visitation
was positively correlated to male calling within treated and control
groups, but the rate at which female visits increased with calling
effort was much higher for treated males. This result suggests that
ME feeding improves the quality of the pheromone, an interpretation consistent with findings that ME and its derivatives are stored
in the rectal gland and released afterwards as part of the pheromone
(Nishida et al. 1988, Tan and Nishida 1998, Hee and Tan 2004,
Wee et al. 2007). In a related study, Hee and Tan (1998) found that
B. dorsalis (formerly known as Bactrocera papayae) females were
2.3 times more attracted to ME-fed males than control males within
a wind tunnel, but because male signaling activity was not monitored, it is not clear whether female attraction reflected changes
in pheromone quantity or quality. The same relationship between
ME feeding and male signaling effort and female visits was later
observed following male feeding on flowers of F. berteriana, which
contain ME (Shelly 2001b), again indicating increases in both pheromone production and attractiveness after ME feeding. However, in
another study involving ME-bearing flowers, feeding on C. fistula
flowers increased male mating success and female visitation but did
so without a concomitant increase in wing-fanning levels, indicating
that floral feeding enhanced the attractive quality, but not the quantity, of the sex pheromone (Shelly 2000a).
In addition to intersexual communication, limited data suggest
that pheromone-containing ME metabolites may serve as an aggregation pheromone that attracts conspecific males. In wind tunnel trials, ME-fed males attracted significantly more males than control,
non-fed males for B. dorsalis (Hee and Tan 1998), B. carambolae
(Wee et al. 2007) and B. umbrosa (Wee et al. 2018). Furthermore,
while running mating tests with ME-fed and ME-deprived males of
B. carambolae, Wee et al. (2007) observed control males aggregating
around ME-fed males, who were calling or mating, and feeding on
the anal region of ME-fed males, which contained derivatives of ME.
Wee et al. (2018) recorded the same behavior for B. umbrosa males
also in field cage mating tests where ME fed and unfed males were
released together. This suggests that ME derivatives influence, not
only lek formation via long-range attraction of other males, but they
also affect behavioral interactions of males within leks. The nature
and consequences of such interactions remain unknown.
In contrast to the above species, males of B. cacuminata, which
likewise are attracted to ME, do not gain mating benefits until weeks
after feeding on the lure. In this species, feeding on ME had no effect
on male mating success 24 h after feeding but did increase mating
success 16 and 32 d after exposure (Raghu and Clarke 2003). If ME
acted as a precursor of male sex pheromone in B. cacuminata, then
the effect of mating enhancement should arise sooner, at least if ME
is processed as in other Bactrocera where its transformation and storage takes 1 to 3 d (Nishida et al. 1988). Raghu and Clarke (2003)
suggested that this delay in the response to ME indicates the existence
of other benefits from ME consumption, perhaps related to improving their nutritional status. However, in a related study Raghu et al.
(2002) compared the energetic reserves between ME fed and unfed
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Furthermore, Raghu and Clarke (2003) found that sexually mature
males of Bactrocera cacuminata (Hering) (Diptera: Tephritidae) were
most commonly collected in traps baited with ME at dusk, the time at
which sexual activity peaks in this species.
The strong attraction to, and subsequent ingestion of, ME triggered questions related to the fate of this compound after ingestion.
Fitt (1981) was the first to propose that ME or ME-derived compounds were released by males as part of their sex pheromone. This
was confirmed a few years later for Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel)
(Diptera: Tephritidae), as males that ingested ME produced a pheromone that contained metabolites of this compound (Nishida et al.
1988, Hee and Tan 2004). These authors were able to demonstrate
that after ingestion, ME is converted to two derivatives, 2-allyl4,5-dimethoxyphenol and (E)-coniferyl alcohol, that were stored in
the rectal glands. Similarly, males of Bactrocera carambolae Drew
& Hancock (Diptera: Tephritidae) and Bactrocera correcta (Bezzi)
(Diptera: Tephritidae) convert ME into derivatives before storing
them in the rectal glands. In the case of B. carambolae, ME is converted only to (E)-coniferyl alcohol (Tan and Nishida 1996, Wee and
Tan 2005), whereas in B. correcta ME is transformed to (Z)-coniferyl
alcohol and (Z)-3,4-dimethoxycinnamyl alcohol (Tokushima et al.
2010). So, even when males from different species respond similarly
to ME, biotransformation of ME into derivated compounds varies according to the species, but all the studied species convert ME
before storage. Phenylpropanoids were found to be stored in the rectal gland, the site of pheromone production and storage of male flies
(Shelly 2010). For males offered access to pure ME, accumulation of
ME or its derivatives in the rectal gland starts as early as 15 min after
ingestion and gradually increases until the day 1 or 6 after feeding in
B. carambolae and B. dorsalis, respectively (Wee and Tan 2007), after
which phenylpropanoid titers decline progressively. Phenylpropanoid
levels reach values similar to those found in unfed males 12 and 20 d
after ME feeding for B. carambolae and B. dorsalis, respectively (Wee
and Tan 2007).
Despite widespread awareness of the powerful attractiveness of
ME to males of certain Bactrocera species (Shelly 2010, Vargas et al.
2010, Tan et al. 2014), evidence that ME consumption influenced
male mating behavior has been gathered only over the past 25 yr.
Working with B. dorsalis, Shelly and Dewire (1994) evaluated the
mating competitiveness of males that had been given unrestricted
access to a cotton wick treated with ME at different intervals after
ME exposure. ME treated males obtained a significantly higher number of matings (63–75%) than control males even after 35 d of ME
exposure. A mating advantage was observed only after feeding on
ME, and males prevented from contacting the chemical displayed
no mating enhancement. Later research confirmed that B. dorsalis
males are able to exploit natural sources of ME, such as flowers of
Fagraea berteriana A. Gray ex Benth. (Gentianales: Gentianaceae),
Cassia fistula L. (Fabales: Fabaceae), and C. papaya, as well as
fruits of Terminalia catappa L. (Myrtales: Combretaceae), to gain
a mating advantage as originally noted after ingestion of pure ME
(Nishida et al. 1997; Shelly 2000a, 2001b,c; Shelly and Edu 2007).
ME-mediated male mating enhancement was later documented for
other Bactrocera species, including Bactrocera philippinensis Drew
& Hancock (later synonymized with B. dorsalis) (Shelly et al. 1996),
B. cacuminata (Raghu and Clarke 2003), B. carambolae (Wee et al.
2007), B. correcta (Orankanok et al. 2013) and Bactrocera umbrosa
(Fabricius) (Diptera: Tephritidae) (Wee et al. 2018). The effect of ME
ingestion on mating success is not immediate and a time window of
2–3 d is needed (Shelly and Dewire 1994, Wee et al. 2007) at least
when pure sources of ME were studied. This may be related to the
fact that ME is toxic at certain levels, so males need a recovery time
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B. cacuminata males and found no effect of ME feeding on overall weight or lipid, carbohydrate and protein reserves (Raghu et al.
2002), suggesting that ME-responsiveness in this species is not related
to their nutritional status. Although the reasons for the delayed effect
of ME remain unknown, it does seem likely that the mechanism is
different from that reported for other Bactrocera species.

Bactrocera and Zeugodacus and CL/RK

CL-mediated mating enhancement seems to be related to an
increase in sexual signaling, which in turn is associated to enhanced
female attraction. Using mini-cages within larger flight cages, Shelly
and Villalobos (1995) compared signaling rate and female attraction for CL-fed and unfed males of Z. cucurbitae. Wing-fanning was
recorded 70 times of a total of 135 observations (52%) for CL-fed
males, whereas control males where observed wing-fanning 54 times
(40%). These differences in male signaling translated into higher
arrival rates to mini-cages that contained CL-fed males (Shelly and
Villalobos 1995). However, the increase in female arrivals was similar to the increase in male signaling activity which, as noted above,
suggests that increased pheromone release alone could account
for increased female visitation without need to invoke qualitative
(compositional) changes in the pheromone. Similarly, wind tunnel
experiments recorded increased attraction of Z. cucurbitae females
to CL fed males (Khoo and Tan 2000), although in this case male
signaling activity was not monitored. On the other hand, Kumaran
et al. (2014a) found differences in the composition of pheromone
released by CL-fed and unfed males in B. tryoni. RK was found
only in the pheromone of CL-fed males, and the abundance of some
endogenous pheromone components (N-(3-methylbutylacetamide),
N-hexylpropanamide and N-propylbutyramide) was higher in
CL-fed males. In addition, they demonstrated that females are more
attracted to isolated glands of CL-fed males than control (nonCL-fed) males, strongly suggesting that the greater attractiveness
of CL-fed males is related to the quality of the olfactory signal.
However, Kumaran et al. (2014a) did not measure either the level of
pheromone calling or pheromone release rate and were thus unable
to tease apart the impacts of pheromone quantity and quality on
female attraction. As reported for ME-fed B. carambolae and B. dorsalis males, Z. cucurbitae males that ingest CL were also attractive
to conspecific males in flight tunnel assays (Khoo and Tan 2000),
suggesting again a potential role of CL (and perhaps also RK) in
promoting male aggregation.
Even though RK can remain in the rectal glands up to 6 d
(Nishida et al. 1993), the positive effects of CL and RK on Z. cucurbitae male mating success were no longer evident after 3 d from feeding (Shelly and Villalobos 1995, Shelly 2000b, Shelly and Nishimoto
2016). This suggests that the effect of these phytochemicals cannot
be entirely explained on the basis of their own contribution to the
pheromone composition and that other mechanisms may also be
involved. For instance, Shelly and Villalobos (1995) showed that CL
ingestion increases male calling frequency and Kumaran et al. (2013)
and Kumaran (2014) found that CL feeding increases male locomotor activity and successful mating rate after mounting. Altogether,
these results point to a general increase in activity after contact
with a CL or RK source, a similar phenomenon to that described
for A. fraterculus after males are exposed to guava fruit aroma
(Bachmann et al. 2015).
Ingestion of RK or CL may also confer a non-sexual benefit
to males, i.e., reduced predation risk. Using houseflies as prey and
geckos as predators, Tan (2000) found that geckos avoided eating
flies topically treated with RK (at a biologically meaningful dose; Tan
and Nishida 2005). Therefore, while recent attention has focused on
the sexual context, consumption of these phytochemicals may confer
selective advantages via increased survivorship.

Recent Findings on Other Phytochemicals
The Olive Fruit Fly and α-Pinene
Bactrocera oleae (Rossi) (Diptera: Tephritidae) is a monophagous
species that lay eggs on ripe olives. The mating system of B. oleae is
quite different from other fruit fly species, as in this species it is the
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As noted above, another assemblage of lure-responding Bactrocera
and Zeugodacus species are attracted, not to ME, but to CL and its
hydrolysis product RK (Tan et al. 2014). RK occurs in a diversity of
plant species in nature (Hirvi et al. 1981, Hirvi and Honkenen 1984,
Marco et al. 1988, Nishida et al. 1993, Tan and Nishida 1995, Tan
2009), and males of CL/RK-responsive species have been observed
visiting the flowers of orchids that produce and release RK (Nishida
et al. 1993, Clarke et al. 2002, Tan and Nishida 2005). Until recently,
CL was considered a synthetic compound, but Tan et al. (2014)
report detection of CL in certain Bulbophyllum orchids. As with
ME-responders, in RK/CL responsive species the males show far
greater attraction to RK or CL than females (Wong et al. 1991, Tan
and Nishida 1995, Weldon et al. 2008). Likewise, attraction of males
increases after attaining sexual maturation (Fitt 1981, Wong et al.
1991, Weldon et al. 2008).
Attraction to natural sources of RK (orchids) leads to ingestion of this compound by males of Z. cucurbitae and Bactrocera
caudata (Fabricius) (Diptera: Tephritidae) which, in turn, leads to
accumulation of RK in their rectal glands (Nishida et al. 1993,
Tan and Nishida 2005). Accumulation of RK was also reported
for Bactrocera tryoni (Froggatt) (Diptera: Tephritidae) males that
were fed either pure RK (Tan and Nishida 1995) or CL (Kumaran
et al. 2014a) that is rapidly hydrolyzed and stored. A recent study
by Kumaran et al. (2014a) compared the chemical composition
of droplets of excretions (presumed to be male pheromone volatiles) left by B. tryoni males fed on CL during the peak of calling
activity (at dusk) with that left by the same type of males but at
noon. Results showed that B. tryoni males released RK together
with other pheromonal compounds exclusively during pheromone
release phase. Interestingly, RK is incorporated into the pheromone
without modifications, as opposed to ME which is converted to two
metabolites after ingestion (Nishida 2014). Because RK is stored in
the rectal glands and released with other pheromonal compounds
and because female attraction to CL fed males gradually increased
with decreasing light intensity (Khoo and Tan 2000), these phytochemicals are strongly suggested to be involved in attraction of
females, their courtship, or both.
Both CL and RK have been shown to influence male mating success. In Z. cucurbitae, the effect of CL is short-lived: CL-fed males
enjoyed a mating advantage over unfed males in laboratory tests
performed the same day or 1 d after CL feeding but not 3 d after CL
feeding (Shelly and Villalobos 1995). This relatively brief interval
contrasts markedly from the long-lasting effects of ME and essential oils on Bactrocera and Ceratitis males, respectively. Shelly and
Nishimoto (2016) found similar results under field cage conditions;
however, the CL-mediated mating enhancement lasted longer as
CL-fed males achieved significantly more matings than control males
3 d (but not 5 d) after feeding. Similar findings have been reported
for RK-fed males of Z. cucurbitae (Shelly 2000b). More recently,
CL has been shown to increase mating success of B. tryoni males
under laboratory conditions (Kumaran et al. 2013). Interestingly, the
advantage is relatively brief for this species as well, and CL feeding conferred an advantage to B. tryoni males that lasted only 3 d
post-feeding.

251

252

Annals of the Entomological Society of America, 2018, Vol. 111, No. 5

Zingerone
Tan (1998) found that males of both ME- and CL/RK-responding
species were attracted to flowers of Bulbophyllum patens King
(Asparagales: Orchidaceae), which led Tan and Nishida (2000) to
hypothesize that these flower produces both ME and RK. However,
these authors did not detect these compounds but instead found that
flowers were releasing large amounts of a different compound, which
was identified as ZG [4-(4-hydroxy-3-methoxyphenyl)-2-butanone]
and was accompanied by a small amount of a related compound,
identified as zingerol (ZGol) [4-(4-hydroxy-3-methoxyphenyl)-2butanol]. As happens with ME and RK, males ingest ZG, which is
subsequently stored in the rectal glands. The form in which ZG is
stored varies among species, with cases in which ZG is not altered
(B. tryoni, Kumaran et al. 2014a), ZG is completely transformed
to ZGol (B. carambolae, Tan and Nishida 2000), or where a mixture of ZG and ZGol is stored at varying ratios (Z. cucurbitae and
B. dorsalis, Tan and Nishida 2000, 2007). Z. cucurbitae males store
much larger amounts of ZG than ZGol, at ratios that are similar
to those found in the flowers of B. patens (Tan and Nishida 2000).
Conversely, B. dorsalis was found to store larger amounts of ZGol
than ZG, in ratios that markedly differ from those found in flowers,
suggesting that males are preferentially incorporating ZGol, or they
convert ZG to ZGol, or both (Tan and Nishida 2007).
These interesting findings prompted a study of the potential
effects of ZG on male sexual behavior. Khoo and Tan (2000) reported
that Z. cucurbitae males that ingested ZG attracted more males and
females than control, unfed males, which led the authors to postulate
that ZG might enable males to court female flies more successfully
than males that do not consume ZG. Nonetheless, because neither
male signaling rate nor pheromone composition were compared
between ZG-fed males and ZG-unfed males, it is not possible to
determine whether increased female attraction was due to enhanced
pheromone calling, altered pheromone composition, or both.
However, a recent study by Shelly (2017a) found no evidence of male
mating enhancement in Z. cucurbitae after ZG feeding. Conversely,
males of B. tryoni, which are attracted to both CL and ZG (Fay

2012), have been shown to increase their mating success in response
to ZG ingestion (Kumaran et al. 2013), an effect that lasts only one
day after feeding. Surprisingly, and differently from Z. cucurbitae,
the pheromone of ZG-fed B. tryoni males attracts females at the
same level as control, unfed males (Kumaran et al. 2014a). Thus,
males of both Z. cucurbitae and B. tryoni are attracted to and fed
on ZG, preferentially store this compound without alterations, and
release it as part of the sex pheromone. However, in Z. cucurbitae, male pheromone is more attractive to females after ZG feeding, although male mating success remains unchanged, whereas in
B. tryoni, males increase their mating success after ZG feeding but
their pheromone was no more attractive than control males. These
discrepancies might be explained by consistent differences in the fate
of ingested ZG. In Z. cucurbitae small amounts of ZG are converted
to ZGol, whereas in B. tryoni small amounts of ZG are converted
to RK and b-(4-hydroxy-3-methoxyphenyl)-propionic acid. RK is
known to boost male mating success; however, the potential role of
ZGol has not been evaluated. If ZGol has no effect on male mating
success, then the conversion of a fraction of ZG into ZGol might
account for the lack of effect of ZG on Z. cucurbitae males.

Applications of Plant Compounds in the
Framework of the Sterile Insect Technique
Improving the Mating Competitiveness of
Sterile Males
Plant-derived semiochemicals have long played an important role in
the management of tephritid pests as attractants in traps deployed
for detection or population suppression via attract-and-kill. Tan
et al. (2014) provide an extensive review of these applications, and
these uses will not be treated here. In addition to trapping, the fact
that semiochemicals may boost the mating success of males offers a
promising tool to increase the efficacy of the sterile insect technique
(SIT). This control method requires that released, sterile males compete effectively with wild males and induce sterility in wild females.
The sexual competitiveness of sterile males reflects the cumulative
effects of adaptation of the strain to mass rearing conditions as
well as sterilization and release procedures (Robinson et al. 2002).
Unfortunately, evidence from many fruit fly species indicates that
these processes may all negatively affect the sexual performance
of released, sterile males (Calkins and Parker 2005). Furthermore,
while the development of genetic sexing strains (GSS) that allow for
early sex sorting and the release of only males improves the efficacy of the SIT (Robinson 2002), the translocation induced to stabilize a GSS may also adversely affect male sexual competitiveness
(Munhenga et al. 2016, Rempoulakis et al. 2016).
For any one semiochemical-fruit fly interaction, initial work was
conducted in an academic context, with emphasis on the role of plant
chemistry on female mate choice and sexual selection. These early
experiments were typically performed under laboratory conditions
using wild flies. Once chemical enhancement of male mating success
was documented, possible use of such enhancement in the context of
SIT programs was examined. Below, we describe work that expanded
upon early findings with wild males in small laboratory cages to sterile males in field situations. Methods used to expose large numbers
(i.e., millions) of males to pre-release chemical treatment are noted, as
these are critical for successful implementation in SIT.
Phenylpropanoids
Following studies on wild flies, ME-mediated enhancement of male
mating success was confirmed under laboratory conditions for sterile (irradiated) B. dorsalis males (Shelly 1995). Subsequent research
under semi-natural conditions of field cages (where one tree served
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female that attracts males by releasing sex pheromones (Mazomenos
and Haniotakis 1985), although recent studies showed that males also
release small amounts of specific pheromonal compounds (Carpita
et al. 2012). α-pinene, a terpene that forms part of the female sex
pheromone (Mazomenos and Haniotakis 1981), was found to attract
B. oleae males (Mazomenos and Haniotakis 1985) but only weakly
attract females (Scarpati et al. 1993). This compound is among the
most common plant volatiles in nature (Mercier et al. 2009) and is
present in olives (Scarpati et al. 1993). Based on the response of males
to α-pinene, Gerofotis et al. (2013) evaluated its effect on male sexual
behavior. Exposure to α-pinene was carried out with mature males
that were prevented from contacting the source. Under these conditions, Gerofotis et al. (2013) found that α-pinene increased mating
success in B. oleae males, but the physiological and behavioral basis of
this phenomenon was not investigated. Recently, Kokkari et al. (2017)
evaluated the effect of exposing B. oleae males to the aroma of olive
fruit on their mating propensity and mating duration by caging either
exposed or non-exposed males with non-exposed virgin females.
Exposed males mated more frequently and for longer durations than
non-exposed males (Kokkari et al. 2017). As both B. oleae females
and olive fruits release α-pinene, it is not clear whether these results
reflect the response of males to fruit compounds (as shown for C. capitata, A. fraterculus, and A. ludens) or whether male mating enhancement occurs as a response to sensing one of the components of the
female sex pheromone. Further studies are needed in order to identify
the biological meaning of the response of B. oleae males to α-pinene.
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by dispensers impregnated with ME (‘ME aromatherapy’) to deliver
ME through inhalation or impregnation of the cuticle and subsequent internalization. Under field cage conditions, Haq et al. (2014)
showed that ME aromatherapy enhanced the mating competitiveness of B. carambolae males. Haq et al. (2015) also showed that
ME aromatherapy produced a mating boost as early as 1 d after
exposure compared to 3 d required by ME feeding (Wee et al. 2007).
This shorter interval allows earlier release of sterile, ME-exposed
males, which could reduce costs of SIT substantially. Even though
ME aromatherapy seems to work for B. carambolae, it does not have
the same effect on B. dorsalis (Shelly and Dewire 1994), and because
the conditions of exposure to ME were similar [in B. carambolae
100 males were exposed for 3 h to 0.5 ml of ME (Haq et al. 2014);
whereas in B. dorsalis 5–10 males were exposed for 2 h to 1.5 ml
of ME (Shelly and Dewire 1994)], the reason for such differences
remains unknown.
While plant compounds clearly improve male mating performance, it is imperative to assess any negative effects on male
longevity. ME, as happens with essential oils, is known to have
insecticidal activity (Tan and Nishida 2012). However, Raghu et al.
(2002) and Shelly et al. (2010a) found no evidence that ME feeding
affected survival of B. cacuminata and B. dorsalis males, respectively. Nonetheless, when mating competitiveness tests for ME-fed
B. dorsalis males were carried out on the same day that males were
exposed to the phytochemical, ME-fed males were outcompeted by
unfed males, suggesting that males needed a recovery time after feeding. In B. carambolae, Wee et al. (2007) found that males fed on ME
exhibited more than 90% mortality 2 wk after feeding, but the reason for this high mortality was not investigated. For CL or RK, the
results seem contradictory. On the one hand, Kumaran et al. (2013)
observed that B. tryoni males that fed CL showed higher mortality about 4 wk after CL intake. Conversely, Shelly and Nishimoto
(2016) and Akter et al. (2017) found no effect of CL feeding on male
survival in Z. cucurbitae. These differences could be explained on
the basis of species-specific effects and by the different doses used
in the two studies: B. tryoni males had access to CL for several days
throughout the trial assay (Kumaran 2014), whereas Z. cucurbitae
males were only exposed for 2 and 48 h, respectively (Shelly and
Nishimoto 2016, Akter et al. 2017). In any case, if ME, CL, or RK
have a negative impact on survival, according to (Kumaran 2014),
this effect would not be detrimental to the SIT, because it is expressed
late in life, most likely after sterile males have already mated. Thus,
while evidence is not particularly abundant, it seems that ME and
CL/RK exposure may be safe in the context of the SIT.
Essential Oils
Studies on potential applications of GRO and OO have gone farther
than those focused on ME, and this is particularly true for GRO.
This reflects the fact that feeding is not necessary for any of the oilmediated mating boost documented so far, which simplifies its use
in the context of a mass release facility. The first studies focused on
testing the effect of GRO exposure in outdoor enclosures, with males
from different strains (GSS and bisexual strains) and different ratios
of sterile:wild males. Shelly and McInnis (2001) reported that, in
competition with wild males for wild females, GRO-treated sterile,
mass-reared males (from a bisexual strain) obtained 75% of all matings compared to only 25% for non-exposed males. Paranhos et al.
(2008) and Silva et al. (2013) obtained similar results, under field cage
conditions, when the effect of GRO was investigated for tsl-based,
GSS (Franz et al. 1996). McInnis et al. (2002) combined artificial
selection for mating competitiveness and GRO aromatherapy and
identified a potential approach for greatly improving Mediterranean
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as mating arena) corroborated this finding for bisexual strains of
B. philippinensis, B. dorsalis and B. correcta (Shelly et al. 1996,
Shelly and Nishida 2004, Orankanok et al. 2013). Additional trials
(Shelly et al. 2010a, Ji et al. 2013) using field cages further demonstrated an ME-mediated boost in mating competitiveness for sterile
males of GSS (translocation) strains of B. dorsalis (McCombs and
Saul 1995).
Because the final goal of SIT is the induction of sterility in wild
females under open field conditions, Shelly et al. (2010a) mimicked
these conditions by releasing sterile, ME-fed or control (non-MEfed) B. dorsalis males along with wild males and females at different sterile:wild male ratios (5:1 to 60:1) in large field enclosures
(16 m long × 6 m wide × 2.5 m high) that contained 10–15 guava
trees. After 4 d, flies were provided apples (Malus domestica Borkh.)
(Rosales: Rosaceae) for 24 h for oviposition. Deposited eggs were
removed from the fruit and incubated for 72 h to allow hatching. At
all overflooding ratios, egg hatch was lower in enclosures containing
ME-fed sterile males than control sterile males. Furthermore, results
suggested that pre-release feeding on ME allows for a reduction in
the number of sterile flies required for release, which would increase
the cost-effectiveness of the SIT (Shelly et al. 2010a). McInnis et al.
(2011) repeated this basic protocol, but releases were made in citrus orchards, with one orchard receiving sterile, ME-fed males and
another receiving sterile, control males (all released males were from
a GSS strain of B. dorsalis). Eggs were dissected from field-collected
fruit and, consistent with the results from the large field enclosures,
induced sterility was higher in the orchard where sterile, ME-fed
males had been released than in the orchard where sterile, control
males had been released (McInnis et al. 2011).
Altogether, the above evidence strongly suggests that ME treatment increases the mating success of irradiated B. dorsalis males
under natural conditions, even when they derive from a GSS.
Nonetheless, there is still a major issue regarding the use of ME as a
prerelease treatment in SIT, i.e., how might ME be delivered to millions of males simultaneously. The initial report (Shelly and Dewire
1994) on the ME-mediated mating enhancement showed that feeding on the phytochemical was required and that exposure to the odor
of ME alone (without physical contact) did not increase male mating
competitiveness. This finding implied that the operational challenge
would involve the design of a feeding system, such that males held
in high density would all have access to the ME source. This is not
a trivial problem, as males are so strongly attracted to ME that any
source would quickly be covered with males, thus greatly restricting
access to the chemical. As an alternative solution, Shelly and Nishida
(2004) tested whether feeding larvae on a diet containing ME would
have a similar impact on their mating competitiveness as ME feeding at adult stage. However, adults that fed on ME as larvae showed
no increase in their mating success, apparently because larvae failed
to convert ME to its metabolites or to sequester its metabolites in
the rectal gland (Shelly and Nishida 2004). Realizing the necessity
of adult feeding, Tan and Tan (2013) designed an automated ME
feeding structure in which males are exposed to a belt impregnated
with ME and allowed to feed for a certain period of time after which
they are brushed off and collected. A prototype based on this design
was tested and shown to deliver ME efficiently to males under highdensity conditions. To our knowledge, however, this machine is
not being used in any SIT facility. Haq et al. (2014) acknowledged
this innovative design but argued that it is not suitable for treating
sterile males on an industrial scale (i.e., millions of males per day).
Based on progress regarding large-scale application of GRO for
Mediterranean fruit fly (see below), Haq et al. (2014) assessed the
potential of exposing B. carambolae males to the volatiles emitted
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19–26% of all matings, a percentage that significantly increased to
34–41% when they were exposed to GRO. Based on these findings,
and the relatively low costs associated with GRO exposure, eclosion
and emergence centers in California (United States), Florida (United
States), and Guatemala adopted GRO exposure as standard protocol
in their SIT programs.
Applied research has also focused on the use of OO to boost sterile Mediterranean fruit fly male mating success. Shelly et al. (2006)
essentially repeated the protocols used for GRO and increased the
scale of OO exposure first to PARC boxes (36,000 tsl males) and then
entire holding rooms (ca. 14 million tsl males). In both cases, OO
exposure increased the mating success of sterile males. Interestingly,
the enhancement effect of OO was similar to that recorded for GRO.
Because OO is less expensive that GRO, Shelly et al. (2008a) proposed
that OO would reduce costs associated with aromatherapy as a prerelease method in the context of SIT. For that reason, the sterile fly
release center in Chiapas (Mexico) has implemented the use of OO.
Essential oils have been extensively studied as potential bio-insecticides (Tripathi et al. 2009, Buentello-Wong et al. 2016, Pavela and
Benelli 2016). Furthermore, Jofré-Barud et al. (2014) showed that the
same essential oils that enhance the mating success of Mediterranean
fruit fly males can be toxic when applied topically. Similarly, extracts
from citrus oils that enhance mating success in C. capitata males
(Shelly et al. 2004, Shelly 2009, Kouloussis et al. 2013) were shown
to be toxic for C. capitata, both for immature and mature stages
(Salvatore et al. 2004, Siskos et al. 2009, Ruiz et al. 2014). Therefore,
it is important to rule out any detrimental effect of GRO or OO
exposure at least for the required doses to enhance male competitiveness. This prompted additional studies on the ability of exposed
males to survive and disperse under open field conditions. Shelly et al.
(2004) found no evidence of a detrimental effect of GRO exposure
carried out at a massive level, when comparing survival of treated and
control tsl males under field cages conditions. In a related study, Shelly
et al. (2006) performed a mark-release-recapture experiment, which
compared the survival and dispersal ability of tsl males that were
or not exposed to GRO in PARC boxes. Release-recapture data did
not suggest any detrimental effect of GRO exposure. Furthermore,
the results from the trapping arrangement suggested similar dispersal
ability between exposed and non-exposed males (Shelly et al. 2006).
These results were confirmed in a thorough assessment of the survival and dispersal abilities of tsl males in Brazil and Spain (Andrés
et al. 2009, Paranhos et al. 2010, Juan-Blasco et al. 2013). In a recent
study, Kouloussis et al. (2017) analyzed the effect of exposure to OO
on the longevity of sterile tsl males. Similarly to GRO, OO exposure did not affect longevity in flies that were fed sugar and protein.
Furthermore, Kouloussis et al. (2017) found that if males were fed
only sugar, OO exposure was associated with a longer lifespan, which
in turn could increase the effectiveness of the SIT. In sum, evidence
from the two most studied essential oils with respect to male mating
suggests that exposure to volatiles from these oils has no detrimental effect on male survival. Nonetheless, attention should be paid to
the method in which these oils are delivered to the flies, as topical
applications of three of the main constituents of OO (i.e., limonene,
linalool and α-pinene) induced high toxicity on medflies, particularly
in males (Papanastasiou et al. 2017).

Phytochemicals and the Joint Use of the SIT and the
Male Annihilation Technique
As mentioned before, phytochemicals have been used effectively as
lures in the control of fruit fly pests. In particular, ME and CL have
been extensively used as part of the male annihilation technique
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fruit fly SIT. The selection scheme was based on the ability of massreared males to procure matings with wild females in competition
with wild males under field cage conditions. The laboratory male ×
wild female crosses formed the basis of a selected high mating line
(Stud strain). In this line, selection for male mating competitiveness
was carried out every other generation through 30 generations.
Mating tests performed at the 20th and 30th generations showed
that Stud males obtained three times as many matings as control
(unselected) males from the mass-reared strain and almost two times
the number of matings obtained by wild males (McInnis et al. 2002).
To test whether the male mating success of Stud strain could be further increased, Stud males were exposed to GRO and released in
field cages together with wild males and females. After GRO treatment, Stud males accounted for 92% of all matings compared to
63% for non-exposed Stud males (McInnis et al. 2002). When GRO
treatment was applied to irradiated Stud males, this increase was
reduced to 79%, which still represents a significant contribution of
GRO to male mating success. Barry et al. (2003) compared the mating success of GRO-treated or control (non-treated) sterile males at
different sterile:wild male ratios and found that GRO-treated sterile
males released at a 1:1 ratio with wild males achieved 62% of all
matings, a level similar to that achieved by non-exposed sterile males
at ratios of 5:1 (69%) or 10:1 (73%). Thus, GRO exposure would
allow for reduction in the released numbers of sterile males, which
means huge savings in SIT programs (Barry et al. 2003).
These promising results prompted further research focused on
testing GRO exposure at larger scales and under more natural conditions. Using large field enclosures that contained 10–15 guava trees,
Shelly et al. (2005) released wild flies and irradiated tsl males that
were or not exposed to GRO and measured hatch rates of eggs laid
in provided fruit. Results revealed that, at all four of the sterile:wild
male ratios tested, induced sterility was greater in enclosures containing GRO-exposed males than control males. A field study was subsequently performed in which GRO-exposed or non-exposed sterile tsl
males were released in different plots of Hawaiian coffee, Coffea arabica L. (Gentianales: Rubiaceae) (Shelly et al. 2007f). Coffee berries
were collected from these plots and dissected to compare the induced
sterility, which was significantly higher in the plot that received GROexposed males than the plot that received control males, providing
strong support to the use of GRO as part of the pre-release treatments
used in Mediterranean fruit fly SIT programs (Shelly et al. 2007f).
In addition to switching from laboratory to field conditions,
GRO exposure was attempted for larger numbers of sterile males.
In initial studies, males were exposed to GRO in groups of 25 individuals in small cups (400 ml) (Shelly 2001a, Shelly and McInnis
2001, Shelly et al. 2002). Exposure was then conducted using larger
plastic boxes (so-called PARC boxes) that held ca. 36,000 males,
and once again GRO-exposed males had a mating advantage over
non-exposed males (Shelly et al. 2004). Following this work, GRO
exposure was expanded to entire rooms holding millions of sterile males for release. In one study, approximately 14 million sterile males from the tsl strain were exposed to GRO simultaneously
and used in subsequent mating trials (Shelly et al. 2007e). When
tsl males competed against males from Guatemala and Hawaii,
they obtained 29–36% and 38–43% of all matings, respectively.
However, when tsl males were exposed to GRO, these percentages
significantly increased to 51–55% and 52–64% when they competed with Guatemalan and Hawaiian strains, respectively (Shelly
et al. 2007e). A second study (Shelly et al. 2010b) was conducted at
the largest Mediterranean fruit fly eclosion and release facility in the
world (Retalhuleu, Guatemala) where 83 to 179 million of sterile tsl
males were exposed to GRO. In this case tsl sterile males obtained
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Interaction Between Plant Compounds and
Other Factors That Modulate Male Sexual
Behavior
Male mating success and related behaviors (i.e., calling and courting) have been shown to be modulated by a large number of factors,
other than exposure to, or ingestion of, phytochemicals. The acquisition of nutrients during the adult stage, as well as male age, have
received the most consideration, but other factors, such as the gut
bacterial community and the quantity and quality of larval food,
may affect the competitive skills of tephritid males (Pereira et al.
2013, Benelli et al. 2014). Despite their importance, the way these
factors interact with phytochemicals in affecting male sexual behavior has been insufficiently addressed.
Access to protein sources by adult males is probably the most frequently studied external modulator of male mating success, showing
in general a positive association with male mating success in species from the genera Anastrepha, Ceratitis, Bactrocera, Zeugodacus
(Shelly et al. 2005, Yuval et al. 2007, Pereira et al. 2009, Pérez-Staples
et al. 2009, Haq et al. 2013, Liendo et al. 2013). This might explain
why several studies have investigated the interaction between protein intake and exposure to phytochemicals. In the case of GRO,
studies carried out on C. capitata and C. quilicii suggested that the
enhancement effect caused by GRO exposure is independent of protein intake (Shelly et al. 2003, Quilici et al. 2013). Conversely, OO
exposure increased mating success of C. quilicii males only when
protein was provided (Quilici et al. 2013). More recently, Kouloussis

et al. (2017) evaluated the effect of exposure to OO, limonene and
a mixture of 5 compounds found in the citrus oil (Kouloussis et al.
2013) on the pheromone calling rate of C. capitata males that were
fed or deprived of proteins. Higher calling activity of C. capitata
males exposed to OO was found only when males were fed protein and sugar (no effect was evident for sugar-fed males), whereas
diet had no effect when males were exposed to a mixture of five
compounds present in OO. In the case of ME, RK, and CL, protein
intake has been found to always condition the effect of phytochemical ingestion. For B. dorsalis, B. philippiniensis and B. correcta, ME
failed to increased mating success in males that were deprived of
protein during the adult stage (Shelly et al. 2005, Obra and Resilva
2013, Orankanok et al. 2013). Nonetheless, in B. dorsalis, Shelly
et al. (2007b) showed that ME can delay the negative effects of a
shortage of protein during the adult stage on male mating success.
In this study, males were fed on protein for a period of 20–23 d after
emergence after which they were fed only sugar. This dietary switch
produced a drop in their mating competitiveness as soon as 3 d after
protein deprivation, when compared to males that fed continuously
on protein. However, if protein-deprived males were fed ME on
the day before the mating test, they still competed with protein-fed
males, and the negative impact of protein deprivation arose later,
after 7 d (Shelly et al. 2007b). Similarly, CL ingestion also interacts
with protein intake to determine the mating success of Z. cucurbitae males (Shelly 2017b). As with ME and B. dorsalis, Z. cucurbitae
males deprived of protein experience a huge drop in mating competitiveness, which is buffered by CL and RK feeding. Akter et al.
(2017) showed that even when RK intake increases mating success in
B. tryoni males, this effect requires that males feed on protein. Based
on the few studies that addressed the interaction between protein
intake and phytochemical exposure (e.g., essential oils) or ingestion
(e.g., ME, CL, RK), it seems that the influence of those phytochemicals whose effects do not require ingestion is often independent of
the adult diet, whereas those that are ingested are strongly affected
by the nutritional status, or at least the consumption of protein, by
the adults. This hypothesis is nonetheless challenged by the fact that
OO exposure requires protein intake in order to affect male mating
behavior (Quilici et al. 2013, Kouloussis et al. 2017), which suggests
a more complex scenario in which potential interactions between
diet and plant compounds are not only species-specific but also
depend on the phytochemical under study.
The mating success of tephritid males varies with age. Males (as
well as females) are anautogenous (Hendrichs and Prokopy 1994),
i.e., they emerge with undeveloped gonads and rely on protein intake
to fully develop their testes and accessory glands (Drew and Yuval
2001). Therefore, most species go through a maturation or immature
phase during which males do not mate or release pheromone. After
sexual maturation is attained, male behaviors, such as calling, courting, and mating, are still modulated by age in ways that vary greatly
among species (Papadopoulos et al. 1998, Liedo et al. 2002, Shelly
et al. 2007c, Diamantidis et al. 2008). However, there are only a
handful of published papers that focused on the interaction between
age and the exposure to, or consumption of, phytochemicals. Shelly
and McInnis (2001) found that, in the case of the Mediterranean
fruit fly and GRO, the increase in male mating success occurred
regardless of whether males were exposed to the oil before or after
they were sexually mature. Age after sexual maturation does not
seem to modulate the effect of GRO on male medflies as exposure
to this oil has long-lasting effects on male sexual competitiveness
(Shelly 2001a). Similarly, the increase in male signaling rate mediated by exposure to OO (and related compounds) was independent
of age in the Mediterranean fruit fly (Kouloussis et al. 2017). Based
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(MAT), which involves large-scale deployment of male-specific lures
plus insecticide to reduce males to such a low level that eradication or suppression is achieved (Vargas et al. 2014). SIT and MAT
were considered incompatible control methods, because the release
of sterile males in an area where traps baited with lures would
results in huge losses of sterile males, reducing the effectiveness of
SIT. Furthermore, because traps would be full of sterile males, their
efficiency to attract wild male would also be reduced. Therefore,
MAT and SIT have been often used sequentially. MAT is first used
to reduce wild male population, allowing higher sterile:wild male
overflooding ratios, thus improving the effectiveness of SIT. In this
scenario, the exposure of laboratory, sterile males to phytochemicals
before they are released, seems to have opened a door to explore
the joint use of SIT and MAT. Several studies have shown that after
feeding on lures (ME, CL, TML), males show lower attraction to
these lures (Chambers et al. 1972, Shelly 1994, Shelly and Villalobos
1995). Likewise, C. capitata males exposed to GRO showed a lower
response to trimedlure-baited traps (Shelly et al. 2007a). Therefore,
exposure to phytochemicals before release allows the release of sterile males in areas in which wild males are been attracted and killed
in traps. However, in most studies lures were provided to males that
were already sexually mature, and under an SIT approach flies are
released soon after emergence while still immature. This potential
limitation was recently overcome in a study by Akter et al. (2017). In
this work, immature B. tryoni males were fed RK for 2 d after emergence, after which its attraction to CL-baited traps was studied until
the males were 35 d-old. Both laboratory and field tests revealed that
RK fed males showed a lower attraction to CL-baited traps even
after 16–20 d from RK feeding. These results provide support to the
idea of using phytochemicals as a pre-release treatment that allows
simultaneous application of MAT and SIT. Regrettably, the possibility of mating enhancement as a consequence of RK feeding by
immature males of B. tryoni was not assessed.
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Gaps in Our Knowledge
Chemical Composition of the Sources
One of the main constraints on our understanding of chemically
mediated male mating enhancement is the limited knowledge on
the identity and relative abundance of compounds produced or
emitted by those plant structures, or their extract or essential oils
that increase male mating success. In many cases, males have been
exposed to oils or fruits that release an unknown set of compounds.
Some studies relied upon previously published information on the
chemistry of a particular source to interpret their findings and suggest potential bioactive compounds. However, because plant chemistry may vary among cultivars and/or growing conditions, using
such information could lead to the mischaracterization of the relative abundances of potentially relevant compounds as well as the
misidentification of the actual behavior-mediating compounds.
Furthermore, when the sources are fruits, other factors such as the
ripening stage, the time elapsed since removal from the tree, and the
holding conditions, may also affect their chemistry. Therefore, the
best approach would be to collect volatiles from the actual source
used to expose flies for behavioral assays. In the case of essential oils,
the repeatability is higher, especially when the oils are commercially
available, however, storage conditions (i.e., exposure to light, temperature, oxygen, etc.) can affect the integrity of the oils (Turek and
Stintzing 2012), again potentially leading to inconsistent results or
misleading attempts to replicate results with synthetic blends. This

lack of knowledge confounds possible comparisons among experiments. For example, if male exposure to two different fruit species
boosts their mating ability, is this the result of males responding to
the same ‘generic’ chemicals or response to fruit-specific volatiles?
Where males respond to a complex mixture of volatiles, such as
fruits or essential oils, is there more than one bioactive compound?
If so, do their ratios matter? At present, we do not have answers to
such questions.
One compound that is normally present in many of the essential
oils evaluated as potential enhancers of the mating success of C. capitata males is α-humelene (also α-caryophyllene). This phytochemical
is present in GRO, OO, ASO, manuka oil, and TTO (Niogret et al.
2017). α-humelene elicited very high electroantennogram response
in C. capitata males (Niogret et al. 2011) but not in females (Cossé
et al. 1995). However, field studies showed that traps baited with
this chemical did not attract male or female medflies (Casaña-Giner
et al. 2001). Shelly and Nishimoto (2015) evaluated the effect of
α-humulene on C. capitata mating behavior. In laboratory tests, these
authors first confirmed the lack of attraction of males and females
to α-humulene and then showed that exposure to this compound
had no effect on females but significantly reduced mating success in
males. Males exposed to the phytochemical obtained approximately
35% of all mating, whereas non-exposed males obtained the remaining 65% (Shelly and Nishimoto 2015). Preventing direct contact with
the chemical did not modify this result. Lower mating competitiveness was correlated with a reduction on pheromone calling behavior. Recordings of male behavior in field caged showed that 61% of
the calling males were non-exposed males, whereas 39% were males
that had been exposed to α-humulene (Shelly and Nishimoto 2015).
This example illustrates that without a good knowledge of the
chemical composition of the oils or plant structures tested as sexual
enhancers, there is always the possibility that certain co-occurring
compounds may inhibit other stimulatory chemicals from effectively
increasing male signaling and mating.

Physiological Effect
Several studies showed that, for Bactrocera and Z. cucurbitae males,
ingested phenylpropanoids are either converted to related compounds or left intact and then released as part of the sex pheromone.
In the particular case of B. dorsalis, several studies have successfully identified genes which expression is associated to ME detection
(Zheng et al. 2012; Wu et al. 2015, 2016; Liu et al. 2017). Beyond
this, however, the physiological changes that males experience after
exposure to fruit and essential oils, and that ultimately increase their
mating success, remain largely unknown in Ceratitis and Anastrepha.
In these genera, treated males typically show increased signaling
rate, but few studies addressed changes in pheromonal emission
rate and chemical composition. In most cases, contact with the volatile source is not required, which suggests that some volatiles could
be retained by the insect cuticle and released slowly as a perfume,
but this hypothesis has not been fully tested. Whatever mechanism
underlies male enhancement, it should be accompanied by a specific
gene expression pattern. Kumaran et al. (2014b) followed a RNAseq-based approach to compare gene expression pattern between
B. tryoni males that were fed ZG and males that did not fed on this
compound. Results showed that several genes potentially associated
with pheromone production, courtship interactions and mating were
expressed differently in ZG-fed and unfed males, such as the takeout
and white eye protein genes (which possibly regulate courtship); the
Obp, Obp3 and Obp99c genes (associated with pheromone production); and the gene Timeless (which regulates mating activity rhythm
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on the currently available data, it seems that neither age at exposure
nor time since the exposure influence the effect of GRO and OO on
male mating success in C. capitata.
On the other hand, ME feeding confers a mating advantage to
males of B. dorsalis and B. correcta only when it occurs after maturation has been attained (Shelly et al. 2008b, Orankanok et al.
2013). Interestingly, a small number of young B. dorsalis males were
attracted to and fed upon ME but were apparently unable to produce the associated metabolites, which, in mature males, are released
as pheromone components. Thus, the immature males that feed on
ME did not, upon achieving maturity, display a mating advantage
over ME-deprived males (Shelly et al. 2008b). Regarding the interaction between male age and exposure to phytochemicals after sexual maturation has been attained, ME seems to have a long-lasting
effect on B. dorsalis male mating success [up to 35 d after feeding
from pure ME (Shelly and Dewire 1994) and 21 d when males feed
on flowers containing ME (Shelly 2000a)]. Conversely, CL and RK
provided a mating advantage for only one day following feeding in
Z. cucurbitae (Shelly and Villalobos 1995, Shelly 2000a). Similarly,
B. tryoni males feeding on ZG, CL, and RK increased mating success for 1, 3, and 10 d, respectively (Kumaran et al. 2013, Akter
et al. 2017). In any case, as ME, CL, RK, and ZG, are consumed and
released by the fly, the duration of the effect might be related more
to the biochemistry of this process than to the actual age of the fly.
If plant compounds are to be used as a pre-release treatment of
sterile males, the way in which ‘phytochemical therapy’ interacts
with other proposed, pre-release treatments should be addressed
(Pereira et al. 2013). Besides the addition of protein into the diet of
released males, pre-release treatments may include the enrichment of
artificial diets with beneficial bacterial symbionts (Yuval et al. 2013),
application of juvenile hormone analogues to accelerate the onset of
sexual maturation (reviewed by Teal et al. 2013), and different holding regimes where light, temperature, and other abiotic factors can
affect male physiology and behavior (Pereira et al. 2013).
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in Drosophila) (Kumaran et al. 2014b). This information supports
the idea that ZG was not affecting B. tryoni male mating success by
increasing pheromone production (Kumaran et al. 2014a) as happened in other fruit fly-phenylpropanoids systems, but that a more
complex scenario mediated this effect, including potential changes in
inter-male aggression, courtship, and mating behavior. To our knowledge, this is the only published paper that analyzed the transcriptome
of males treated with a phytochemical that boost their mating success. This approach would significantly improve our understanding
of the changes induced by the exposure to plant compounds and provide a needed complement to behavioral and physiological studies.

Ecological and Evolutionary Implications

Effect of Larval Host
Many insect species spend their immature stages in confined microhabitats that are selected by their mothers and from which larvae
cannot leave. Under this scenario, female choice of oviposition sites
should be under strong selective pressure, because laying eggs in a
low-quality substrate will negatively affect offspring survival and
reproduction, therefore affecting the female’s own fitness. Natural
selection should, therefore, favor females that preferentially oviposit
in hosts that are nutritionally superior, a concept known as the preference–performance hypothesis, or the ‘mother knows best’ hypothesis

(Mayhew 1998, Gripenberg et al. 2010). This hypothesis has been
widely studied both in herbivorous species feeding in confined plant
structures and parasitoids (see Gripenberg et al. 2010 and references
therein; van Alphen and Vet 1986, Rivero 2000). However, most
studies, whether they support the preference-performance hypothesis or not, have focused on the development of the immature stages
and far less attention has been given to the impact of host choice on
the behavior of adult insects, and these studies are biased towards
females (Shelly 2018 and references therein). However, in some
cases, larval host has been shown to affect male sexual behavior
(Conner et al. 1990, Forister and Scholl 2012, Muller et al. 2014).
Furthermore, larval diet has been shown to affect male pheromone
composition (Edde et al. 2007), epicuticular hydrocarbons that
act as contact pheromone potentially involved in mate recognition
(Etges et al. 2006, Edde et al. 2007, Etges and Tripodi 2008) and
even male mating success in several insect families, including many
examples in Diptera (Delisle and Bouchard 1995, Hurtado et al.
2012, Havens and Etges 2013), including tephritid fruit flies (Shelly
2018). Nonetheless, the effect of the host fruit on the response of
males to phytochemicals that enhance their mating success has not
been thoroughly addressed. In a recent study, Manoukis et al. (2018)
investigated the effect of the rearing substrate on the attraction of
B. dorsalis males to ME. Males that developed in fruits of T. catappa
showed a lower response to ME than those that developed in guava
fruit. Interestingly, T. catappa fruit has higher content of ME than
guava fruit, which prompted Manoukis et al. (2018) to compare the
response to ME between males reared on artificial diets containing
or lacking this chemical. Results confirmed that ingestion of ME during larval stage reduced the response of adults to this phytochemical. This research area merits more attention, since the possibility
that a larval host reduces the response of adult males to a particular
attractant has obvious implications regarding the reliability of detection programs that use this attractant in baiting traps.
Similarly, female mate choice could depend on the substrate where
they develop. Thorpe and Jones (1937) proposed that larval experience could affect behavioral preferences, a phenomenon known as
preimaginary conditioning. Morató et al. (2015) found that wild
A. ludens females reared on grapefruit preferentially mate with
males that were exposed to grapefruit essential oils over non-exposed
males; however when these same females (reared on grapefruit) had
to choose between males that were exposed to bitter OOs and control, non-treated males, they showed no preference. Even though this
result could be explained by differences between oils in their effect
on males (i.e., grapefruit oil enhances male mating behavior, but OO
does not), the finding hints that the larval substrate of females may
predispose them to more readily accept males from the same host
over males from different hosts, a possible instance of preimaginary
conditioning. To our knowledge, there are no published studies that
address the potential importance of female larval rearing substrate
on their response to males treated or exposed to plant compounds.
Furthermore, while reviewing published papers that were included in
section ‘Plant Compounds Affecting Fruit Fly Male Sexual Behavior’,
we found that well over 50% of the experiments were carried out
with flies that developed in artificial larval media. Common use of
this protocol adds a cautionary note to data interpretation and calls
for more studies on flies reared from natural larval hosts.

Wider Ecological Perspective of Potential Effect of
Phytochemical Ingestion and Exposure
Several lines of evidence suggest that phytochemicals benefit male
tephritids beyond increasing their mating success. Both Gerofotis
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Detecting and feeding on specific phytochemicals has obvious benefits for male tephritids. However, the evolution of these interactions
requires that females develop the ability to discriminate between fed/
exposed and unfed/non-exposed males, which further suggests that
there should be a fitness benefit to females in mating with fed/exposed
males. Somewhat surprisingly, among more than 100 papers focusing
on the effect of phytochemicals on the sexual behavior of tephritids, we
identified only five papers that addressed potential benefits to females,
and the evidence reported so far is not conclusive. No evidence of direct benefits for females in terms of fertility, fecundity or survival was
found for B. dorsalis females mated to ME-fed males or C. capitata
females mated to GRO-exposed males (Shelly 2000a, 2005). Kumaran
et al. (2013) reported that B. tryoni females mated with CL-fed males
exhibited higher fecundity (a clear indicator of a direct fitness benefit)
but lower longevity than females mated with males that did not feed
on CL. Later, Kumaran and Clarke (2014) found that male offspring
of CL-fed males were better able to locate CL sources than sons of
CL-deprived males. According to these authors, females that mate
with CL-fed males could obtain, besides a direct benefit associated
to increased lifetime fecundity, an indirect benefit because their sons
would exploit RK/CL sources more effectively, which would increase
their mating success, a proposed case of the ‘sexy son hypothesis’
(Fisher 1930). However, CL seems not to have the same effect in all
species. In fact, Shelly and Nishimoto (2016) found that Z. cucurbitae females that mated with CL-fed males exhibited lower fertility
than females mated with control (CL-unfed) males. For Anastrepha,
Bachmann et al. (in review) reported that A. fraterculus females that
mated with males exposed to guava volatile compounds showed
higher fecundity than females mated to non-exposed males, with no
effect on their fertility. In sum, results from five different species show
contrasting results, even when, as for B. tryoni and Z. cucurbitae, the
same phytochemical is involved. At present, limited data and apparent
inconsistencies hinder understanding of the ecological and evolutionary forces that shape female mate preferences. Practical uses of such
information, e.g., for increasing the fecundity, fertility, and longevity
of females for mass rearing purposes (Bachmann et al., in review), are
likewise constrained by the limited data available.
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Concluding Remarks
That plant chemicals may strongly influence the sexual behavior
of male tephritids is a recent discovery. Once demonstrated for the
ME–B. dorsalis system, work expanded to include a larger set of
plant species, structures, and chemicals and a broader range of fruit
fly species. This work has identified a fairly consistent outcome:
whether ingested or inhaled, certain plant-borne chemicals uniformly increase the production of male sexual signals and in certain
instances increase the attractiveness of those signals, which collectively boost male mating success. Despite emergence of this behavioral pattern, at least three major gaps in our knowledge limit our
understanding of it. First, in many cases, particularly when exposure
involves whole plant structures or oils, we do not yet know which
compounds are responsible for the change in male behavior. Second,
aside from information on the metabolic fate of ingested phytochemicals, we do not know the physiological basis for increased male
activity following exposure to plant compounds. Finally, in most
studies, the plant and fly species studied do not share a common
evolutionary history (e.g., Ceratitis and Anastrepha and Citrus species). Presumably, the plants tested act as surrogates for other (as yet
unidentified) plant species that evolved in the native range of the fly
species. Still, in our view, complete understanding of the evolution of
the plant–insect interactions discussed here awaits information from
species with a shared evolutionary history.

Acknowledgments
We thank Carlos Cáceres, Jorge Cladera, Jorge Hendrichs, Nikos Kouloussis,
Ritsuo Nishida, Nikos Papadopoulos, Keng Hong Tan, and Peter Teal for their
valuable contributions to the field and for always being available for fruitful
discussion about the role of plant volatiles in the sexual behavior of tephritids.
We also thank Soledad La Sala for her valuable contribution to the design of
Fig. 1. This review is dedicated to the memory of Donald O. McInnis, a dear
friend, a great scientist and a beautiful person. We are eternally grateful for
having met and worked with Don for so many years. His presence always
ensured fun and good science.

References Cited
Akter, H., and P. W. Taylor. 2018. Sexual inhibition of female Queensland
fruit flies mated by males treated with raspberry ketone supplements as
immature adults. J. Appl. Entomol. 142: 1–8.
Akter, H., V. Mendez, R. Morelli, J. Pérez, and P. W. Taylor. 2017. Raspberry
ketone supplement promotes early sexual maturation in male Queensland
fruit fly, Bactrocera tryoni (Diptera: Tephritidae). Pest Manag. Sci. 73:
1764–1770.
van Alphen, J. J. M., and L. E. M. Vet. 1986. An evolutionary approach to host
finding and selection, pp. 23–61. In J. K. Waage and D. J. Greathead (eds.),
Insect parasitoids. Academic Press, London, United Kingdom.
Aluja, M. 1994. Bionomics and management of Anastrepha. Annu. Rev.
Entomol. 39: 155–178.
Aluja, M., and A. L. Norrbom (eds.). 2001. Fruit flies (Tephritidae): phylogeny
and evolution of behavior. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL.
Aluja, M., J. Piñero, I. Jácome, F. Díaz-Fleischer, and J. Sivinski. 2001. Behavior
of flies in the genus Anastrepha (Trypetinae: Toxotrypanini), pp. 375–406.
In M. Aluja, A. L. Norrbom, (eds.), Fruit flies (Tephritidae): phylogeny and
evolution of behavior. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL.
Andrés, V. S., J. Pérez-Panadés, E. A. Carbonell, P. Castañera, and A. Urbaneja.
2009. Effects of post-teneral nutrition and ginger root oil exposure on
longevity and mortality in bait treatments of sterile male Ceratitis capitata.
Entomol. Exp. Appl. 132: 256–263.
Arita, L. H., and K. Y. Kaneshiro. 1985. The dynamics of the lek system and
mating success in males of the Mediterranean fruit ly, Ceratitis capitata
(Wiedemann). Proc. Hawaiian Entomol. Soc. 25: 39–48.
Arita, L. H., and K. Y. Kaneshiro. 1989. Sexual selection and lek behavior
in the Mediterranean fruit fly, Ceratitis capitata (Diptera: Tephritidae).
Pacific Sci. 43: 135–143.
Bachmann, G. E. 2016. Factores que afectan el éxito de apareamiento de
machos de la Mosca Sudamericana de la Fruta, Anastrepha fraterculus
(Diptera: Tephritidae). Ph.D. Dissertation. Universidad de Buenos Aires,
Buenos Aires, Argentina.
Bachmann, G. E., F. Devescovi, A. L. Nussenbaum, F. H. Milla, T. E. Shelly,
J. L. Cladera, P. C. Fernández, M. T. Vera, and D. F. Segura. Mate choice
confers direct benefits to females of Anastrepha fraterculus (Diptera:
Tephritidae) (in review).
Bachmann, G. E., D. F. Segura, F. Devescovi, M. L. Juárez, M. J. Ruiz, M.
T. Vera, J. L. Cladera, P. E. A. Teal, and P. C. Fernández. 2015. Male sexual
behavior and pheromone emission is enhanced by exposure to guava fruit
volatiles in Anastrepha fraterculus. PLoS One. 10: 1–17.
Baker, T. C., R. Nishida, and W. L. Roelofs. 1981. Close-range attraction of
female oriental fruit moths to herbal scent of male hairpencils. Science.
214: 1359–1361.
Barry, J. D., T. E. Shelly, D. O. McInnis, and J. G. Morse. 2003. Potential
for reducing overflooding ratios of sterile Mediterranean fruit flies
(Diptera: Tephritidae) with the use of ginger root oil. Fla. Entomol.
86: 29–33.
Bateman, M. A. 1972. The ecology of fruit flies. Annu. Rev. Entomol. 17:
493–518.
Benelli, G., K. M. Daane, A. Canale, C. Y. Niu, R. H. Messing, and R.
I. Vargas. 2014. Sexual communication and related behaviours in
Tephritidae: current knowledge and potential applications for Integrated
Pest Management. J. Pest Sci. 87: 385–405.

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/aesa/article-abstract/111/5/239/5055962 by guest on 18 February 2019

et al. (2016) and Kouloussis et al. (2017) reported longer lifespan in
B. oleae and C. capitata males, respectively, after exposure to plant
compounds that increase their mating success. Another potential
benefit induced by phytochemical exposure/ingestion is related to
the ability of exposed/fed males to induce longer refractory periods
in females and therefore increase the odds that their own sperm are
used to fertilize eggs. This possibility has been studied in C. capitata
females mated with males exposed or not exposed to GRO, with
contrasting results. Shelly et al. (2002) found that females that initially mated to GRO-exposed, tsl males showed a similar propensity
to remate as females that mated to non-exposed males (in both cases,
remating propensity was ca. 10%). On the other hand, Morelli et al.
(2013) found that females reduced their remating propensity from
64 to 33% when tsl males had been previously exposed to GRO.
Contrasting results were also found for B. tryoni females. On one
hand, Kumaran et al. (2013) reported a significantly lower remating propensity among B. tryoni females mated with ZG- or CL-fed
males than those mated with unfed males. However, in a recent study,
Akter and Taylor (2018) found no such effects on remating propensity when males of B. tryoni were fed RK, which is, as mentioned
before, very similar to CL. Akter and Taylor (2018) proposed that
these differences could be related to the fact that they provided RK
when males were still sexually immature, whereas Kumaran et al.
(2013) fed ZG and CL to males that already attained sexual maturity. While remating in tephritids has been extensively studied, there
is a considerable gap in our understanding of the effect of phytochemicals on the ability of males to modulate female sexual behavior
(Pérez-Staples et al. 2013). Furthermore, phytochemicals could affect
other ecological aspects. In those cases where the plant compounds
are consumed by the insects (CL, RK, ZG, and ME), ingestion might
lead to reduced predation risks by geckos (Tan and Nishida 1998;
Tan 2000; Wee and Tan 2001, 2005). Such alternative effects may
be a key part of the evolution of the response of fruit fly to phytochemicals and may allow a more comprehensive understanding of
this phenomenon.

Annals of the Entomological Society of America, 2018, Vol. 111, No. 5

Drew, R. A. I., and G. H. S. Hooper. 1981. The responses of fruit fly species
(Diptera: Tephritidae) in Australia to various attractants. Aust. J. Entomol.
20: 201–205.
Drew, R. A. I., and B. Yuval. 2001. The evolution of fruit fly feeding behavior,
pp. 731–749. In M. Aluja, A.L. Norrbom, (eds.), Fruit flies (Tephritidae):
phylogeny and evolution of behavior. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL.
Eberhard, W. G. 2001. Sexual behavior and sexual selection in the medfly,
Ceratitis capitata, pp. 459–489. In M. Aluja, A.L. Norrbom, (eds.), Fruit
flies (Tephritidae): phylogeny and evolution of behavior. CRC Press, Boca
Raton, FL.
Edde, P. A., T. W. Phillips, J. B. Robertson, and J. W. Dillwith. 2007. Pheromone
output by Rhyzopertha dominica (Coleoptera : Bostrichidae), as affected
by host plant and beetle size. Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 100: 83–90.
Elzen, G. W., H. J. Williams, S. Bradleigh Vinson, A. A. Bell, and R.
D. Stipanovic. 1985. Quantification of volatile terpenes of glanded and
glandless Gossypium hirsutum L. cultivars and lines by gas ghromatography. J. Agric. Food Chem. 33: 1079–1082.
Etges, W. J., and A. D. Tripodi. 2008. Premating isolation is determined by larval rearing substrates in cactophilic Drosophila mojavensis. VIII. Mating
success mediated by epicuticular hydrocarbons within and between isolated populations. J. Evol. Biol. 21: 1641–1652.
Etges, W. J., C. L. Veenstra, and L. L. Jackson. 2006. Premating isolation
is determined by larval rearing substrates in cactophilic Drosophila
mojavensis. VII. Effects of larval dietary fatty acids on adult epicuticular
hydrocarbons. J. Chem. Ecol. 32: 2629–2646.
Fay, H. A. C. 2012. A highly effective and selective male lure for Bactrocera
jarvisi (Tryon) (Diptera: Tephritidae). Aust. J. Entomol. 51: 189–197.
Feron, M. 1962. L’instinct de reproduction chez la mouche méditerranéenne
des fruits Ceratitis capitata Wied. (Dipt. Trypetidae). Comportement sexuel. Comportement de ponte. Rev. Pat. Veg. Entomol. Veg. 41: 1–129.
Fisher, R. A. 1930. The genetical theory of natural selection. Oxford Univ.
Press. Dover Publications, Inc, New York, NY.
Fitt, G. P. 1981. Responses by female Dacinae to “male” lures and their
relationship to patterns of mating behaviour and pheromone response.
Entomol. Exp. Appl. 29: 87–97.
Flath, R. A., R. T. Cunningham, T. R. Mon, and J. O. John. 1994a. Male lures
for Mediterranean fruitfly (Ceratitis capitata Wied.): structural analogs of
α-copaene. J. Chem. Ecol. 20: 2595–2609.
Flath, R. A., R. T. Cunningham, T. R. Mon, and J. O. John. 1994b. Additional
male Mediterranean fruit fly (Ceratitis capitata wied.) Attractants from
Angelica seed oil (Angelica archangelica L.). J. Chem. Ecol. 20: 1969–1984.
Fletcher, B. S. 1987. The biology of Dacine fruit flies. Annu. Rev. Entomol.
32: 115–144.
Flores, S., J. P. Rivera, E. Hernandez, and P. Montoya. 2011. The effect of
ginger oil on the sexual performance of Anastrepha males (Diptera:
Tephritidae). Fla. Entomol. 94: 916–922.
Forister, M. L., and C. F. Scholl. 2012. Use of an exotic host plant affects mate
choice in an insect herbivore. Am. Nat. 179: 805–810.
Fornasiero, U., A. Guitto, G. Caporale, R. Baccichetti, and L. Musajo. 1969.
Identification of the attractant of Ceratitis capitata males contained in the
Angelica archangelica seed oil. Gazz. Chim. Ital. 99: 700–710.
Franz, G., P. Kerremans, P. Rendon, and J. Hendrichs. 1996. Development and
application of genetic sexing systems for the Mediterranean fruit fly based
on a temperature sensitive lethal, pp. 185–191. In B.A. McPheron, G.J.
Steck, (eds.), Fruit fly pests: a world assessment of their biologyand management. St. Lucie Press, Delray Beach, FL.
Frérot, B., E. Leppik, A. T. Groot, M. Unbehend, and J. K. Holopainen.
2017. Chemical signatures in plant–insect interactions. Adv. Bot. Res. 81:
139–177.
Gerofotis, C. D., C. S. Ioannou, and N. T. Papadopoulos. 2013. Aromatized to
find mates: a-pinene aroma boosts the mating success of adult olive fruit
flies. PLoS One. 8: 1–8.
Gerofotis C. D., C. S. Ioannou, C. T. Nakas, and N. T. Papadopoulos. 2016.
The odor of a plant metabolite affects life history traits in dietary restricted
adult olive flies. Sci. Rep. 6: 28540.
Gomez Cendra, P., G. Calcagno, L. Belluscio, and J. C. Vilardi. 2011. Male
courtship behavior of the South American fruit fly, Anastrepha fraterculus,
from an Argentinean laboratory strain. J. Insect Sci. 11: 1–18.

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/aesa/article-abstract/111/5/239/5055962 by guest on 18 February 2019

Briceño, R. D., and W. G. Eberhard. 2000. Male wing positions during courtship by Mediterranean fruit flies (Ceratitis capitata) (Diptera : Tephritidae).
J. Kansas Entomol. Soc. 73: 143–147.
Briceño, R. D., and W. G. Eberhard. 2002. Courtship in the medfly, Ceratitis
capitata, includes tactile stimulation with the male’s aristae. Entomol. Exp.
Appl. 102: 221–228.
Briceño, R. D., W. G. Eberhard, and T. E. Shelly. 2007. Male courtship behavior in Ceratatis capitata (Diptera: Tephritidae) that have received aromatherapy with ginger root oil. Fla. Entomol. 90: 175–179.
Buentello-Wong, S., L. Galán-Wong, K. Arévalo-Niño, V. Almaguer-Cantú, and
G. Rojas-Verde. 2016. Toxicity of some essential oil formulations against
the Mexican fruit fly Anastrepha ludens (Loew) (Diptera: Tephritidae).
Ind. Crops Prod. 85: 58–62.
Butcher, P. A., J. C. Doran, and M. U. Slee. 1994. Intraspecific variation in
leaf oils of Melaleuca alternifolia (Myrtaceae). Biochem. Syst. Ecol. 22:
419–430.
Buttery, R. G., L. C. Ling, and C. J. Xu. 1985. Volatile components of wheat
leaves (and stems): possible insect attractants. J. Agric. Food Chem. 33:
115–117.
Byers, J. A. 1982. Male-specific conversion of the host plant compound,
myrcene, to the pheromone, (+)-ipsdienol, in the bark beetle, Dendroctonus
brevicomis. J. Chem. Ecol. 8: 363–371.
Calkins, C. O., and A. G. Parker. 2005. Sterile insect quality, pp. 269–296. In
V. A. Dyck, J. Hendrichs, A. S. Robinson (eds.), Sterile insect technique.
Principles and practice in area-wide integrated pest management. Springer,
Dordretcht, Netherlands.
Carpita, A., A. Canale, A. Raffaelli, A. Saba, G. Benelli, and A. Raspi. 2012.
(Z)-9-tricosene identified in rectal gland extracts of Bactrocera oleae
males: first evidence of a male-produced female attractant in olive fruit fly.
Naturwissenschaften. 99: 77–81.
Casaña-Giner, V., A. Gandía-Balaguer, M. M. Hernánder-Alamós, C. MengodPuerta, A. Garrido-Vivas, J. Primo-Millo, and E. Primo-Yúfera. 2001.
Attractiveness of 79 compounds and mixtures to wild Ceratitis capitata
(Diptera: Tephritidae) in field trials. J. Econ. Entomol. 94: 898–904.
Chambers, D., K. Ohinata, M. Fujimoto, and S. Kashiwai. 1972. Treating
tephritids with attractants to enhance their effectiveness in sterile-release
programs. J. Econ. Entomol. 65: 279–282.
Christenson, L. D., and R. H. Foote. 1960. Biology of fruit flies. Annu. Rev.
Entomol. 5: 171–192.
Clarke, A. R., S. Balagawi, B. Clifford, R. A. I. Drew, L. Leblanc, A. Mararuai,
D. McGuire, D. Putulan, S. A. Sar, and D. Tenakanai. 2002. Evidence of
orchid visitation by Bactrocera species (Diptera: Tephritidae) in Papua
New Guinea. J. Trop. Ecol. 18: 441–448.
Conner, W. E., B. Roach, E. Benedict, J. Meinwald, and T. Eisner. 1990.
Courtship pheromone production and body size as correlates of larval
diet in males of the arctiid moth,Utetheisa ornatrix. J. Chem. Ecol. 16:
543–552.
Cossé, A. A., J. L. Todd, J. G. Millar, L. A. Martínez, and T. C. Baker. 1995.
Electroantennographic and coupled gas chromatographic-electroantennographic responses of the mediterranean fruit fly,Ceratitis capitata, to
male-produced volatiles and mango odor. J. Chem. Ecol. 21: 1823–1836.
Cruz-López, L., E. A. Malo, J. Toledo, A. Virgen, A. Del Mazo, and J. C. Rojas.
2006. A new potential attractant for Anastrepha obliqua from Spondias
mombin fruits. J. Chem. Ecol. 32: 351–365.
Delisle, J., and A. Bouchard. 1995. Male larval nutrition in Choristoneura
rosaceana (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae): an important factor in reproductive
success. Oecologia. 104: 508–517.
Diamantidis, A. D., N. T. Papadopoulos, and J. R. Carey. 2008. Medfly populations differ in diel and age patterns of sexual signalling. Entomol. Exp.
Appl. 128: 389–397.
Díaz-Fleischer, F., and M. Aluja. 2001. Behaviour of thephritid flies: a historical perspective, pp. 39–69. In M. Aluja, A.L. Norrbom (eds.), Fruit
flies (Tephritidae): phylogeny and evolution of behavior. CRC Press, Boca
Raton, FL.
Drew, R. A. I. 1974. The responses of fruit fly species (Diptera: Tephritidae) in
the South Pacific area to male attractants. Aust. J. Entomol. 13: 267–270.
Drew, R. A. I. 2004. Biogeography and speciation in the Dacini (Diptera:
Tephritidae: Dacinae). Bish. Museum Bull. Entomol. 12: 165–178.

259

260

Annals of the Entomological Society of America, 2018, Vol. 111, No. 5
Hurtado, J., E. M. Soto, L. Orellana, and E. Hasson. 2012. Mating success
depends on rearing substrate in cactophilic Drosophila. Evol. Ecol. 26:
733–743.
Iwahashi, O., T. S. Syamusdin-Subahar, and S. Sastrodiharojo. 1996.
Attractiveness of methyl eugenol to the fruit fly Bactrocera carambolae
(Diptera: Tephritidae) in Indonesia. Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 89: 653–660.
Jaffé, K., P. Sánchez, H. Cerda, J. V. Hernández, R. Jaffé, N. Urdaneta, G.
Guerra, R. Martínez, and B. Miras. 1993. Chemical ecology of the palm
weevil Rhynchophorus palmarum (L.) (Coleoptera: Curculionidae):
attraction to host plants and to a male-produced aggregation pheromone.
J. Chem. Ecol. 19: 1703–1720.
Jang, E. B., D. M. Light, R. A. Flath, J. T. Nagata, and T. R. Mon. 1989.
Electroantennogram responses of the Mediterranean fruit fly, Ceratitis
capitata to identified volatile constituents from calling males. Entomol.
Exp. Appl. 50: 7–19.
Ji, Q. E., J. H. Chen, D. O. McInnis, and Q. L. Guo. 2013. The effect of methyl
eugenol exposure on subsequent mating performance of sterile males of
Bactrocera dorsalis. J. App. Entomol. 137(S1): 238–243.
Jofré-Barud, F., S. López, A. Tapia, G. E. Feresin, and M. L. López. 2014.
Attractant, sexual competitiveness enhancing and toxic activities of
the essential oils from Baccharis spartioides and Schinus polygama on
Ceratitis capitata Wiedemann. Ind. Crops Prod. 62: 299–304.
Juan-Blasco, M., V. San Andrés, M. A. Martínez-Utrillas, R. Argilés, I. Pla,
A. Urbaneja, and B. Sabater-Muñoz. 2013. Alternatives to ginger root oil
aromatherapy for improved mating performance of sterile Ceratitis capitata (Diptera: Tephritidae) males. J. Appl. Entomol. 137: 244–251.
Katsoyannos, B. I., N. A. Kouloussis, and N. T. Papadopoulos. 1997. Response
of Ceratitis capitata to citrus chemicals under semi-natural conditions.
Entomol. Exp. Appl. 82: 181–188.
Keszei, A., Y. Hassan, and W. J. Foley. 2010. A biochemical interpretation of
terpene chemotypes in Melaleuca alternifolia. J. Chem. Ecol. 36: 652–661.
Khoo, C. C. H., and K. H. Tan. 2000. Attraction of both sexes of melon fly,
Bactrocera cucurbitae to conspecific males - A comparison after pharmacophagy of cue-lure and a new attractant - Zingerone. Entomol. Exp.
Appl. 97: 317–320.
Kokkari, A. I., O. D. Pliakou, G. D. Floros, N. A. Kouloussis, and D. S. Koveos.
2017. Effect of fruit volatiles and light intensity on the reproduction of
Bactrocera (Dacus) oleae. J. Appl. Entomol. 141: 841–847.
Koulibaly, A. A., M. Sakho, and J. Crouzet. 1992. Variability of free and
bound volatile terpenic compounds in mango. Leb. Wiss. und Technol.
25: 374–379.
Kouloussis, N. A., B. I. Katsoyannos, N. T. Papadopoulos, C. S. Ioannou, and I.
V. Iliadis. 2013. Enhanced mating competitiveness of Ceratitis capitata males
following exposure to citrus compounds. J. Appl. Entomol. 137: 30–38.
Kouloussis, N. A., C. D. Gerofotis, C. S. Ioannou, I. V. Iliadis, N.
T. Papadopoulos, and D. S. Koveos. 2017. Towards improving sterile
insect technique: exposure to orange oil compounds increases sexual signalling and longevity in Ceratitis capitata males of the Vienna 8 GSS. PLoS
One 12: 1–18.
Krasnoff, S. B., and D. E. Dussourd. 1989. Dihydropyrrolizine attractants for
arctiid moths that visit plants containing pyrrolizidine alkaloids. J. Chem.
Ecol. 15: 47–60.
Kuba, H., and Y. Sokei. 1988. The production of pheromone clouds by spraying in the melon fly, Dacus cucurbitae coquillett (Diptera: Tephritidae). J.
Ethol. 6: 105–110.
Kumaran, N. 2014. Functional significance of male attractants of Bactrocera
tryoni (Diptera: Tephritidae) and underlying mechanisms. Ph.D. dissertation. Queensland University of Technology, Brisbane, Queensland,
Australia.
Kumaran, N., and A. R. Clarke. 2014. Indirect effects of phytochemicals on
offspring performance of Queensland fruit fly, Bactrocera tryoni (Diptera:
Tephritidae). J. Appl. Entomol. 138: 361–367.
Kumaran, N., S. Balagawi, M. K. Schutze, and A. R. Clarke. 2013. Evolution
of lure response in tephritid fruit flies: phytochemicals as drivers of sexual
selection. Anim. Behav. 85: 781–789.
Kumaran, N., R. A. Hayes, and A. R. Clarke. 2014a. Cuelure but not zingerone
make the sex pheromone of male Bactrocera tryoni (Tephritidae: Diptera)
more attractive to females. J. Insect Physiol. 68: 36–43.

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/aesa/article-abstract/111/5/239/5055962 by guest on 18 February 2019

Gonçalves, G. B. 2005. Extração e identificação de constituintes voláteis
das secreções de glândulas salivares de machos de Ceratitis capitata e
Anastrepha obliqua (Diptera: Tephritidae) e de carambola e manga.
Ph.D. dissertation. Universidade Federal de Alagoas, Alagoas, Brazil.
Gonçalves, G. B., C. E. Silva, J. C. G. Dos Santos, E. S. Dos Santos, R. R. Do
Nascimento, E. L. Da Silva, A. De Lima Mendonça, M. Do Rosário Tenório
De Freitas, and A. E. G. Sant’Ana. 2006. Comparison of the volatile components released by calling males of Ceratitis capitata (Diptera: Tephritidae)
with those extractable from the salivary glands. Fla. Entomol. 89: 375–379.
Gripenberg, S., P. J. Mayhew, M. Parnell, and T. Roslin. 2010. A meta-analysis
of preference-performance relationships in phytophagous insects. Ecol.
Lett. 13: 383–393.
Guiotto, A. A., U. U. Fornasiero, and F. F. Baccichetti. 1972. Investigations on
attractants for males of Ceratitis capitata. Farm. Sci. 27: 663–669.
Haq, I., C. Cáceres, P. Liedo, D. Soriano, A. Jessup, J. Hendrichs, P. E. A. Teal,
and A. S. Robinson. 2013. Effect of methoprene application, adult food
and feeding duration on male melon fly starvation survival. J. Appl.
Entomol. 137: 61–68.
Haq, I., M. J. Vreysen, C. Cacéres, T. E. Shelly, and J. Hendrichs. 2014. Methyl
eugenol aromatherapy enhances the mating competitiveness of male
Bactrocera carambolae Drew & Hancock (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Insect
Physiol. 68: 1–6.
Haq, I. u., M. J. Vreysen, C. Cacéres, T. E. Shelly, and J. Hendrichs. 2015.
Optimizing methyl-eugenol aromatherapy to maximize posttreatment
effects to enhance mating competitiveness of male Bactrocera carambolae
(Diptera: Tephritidae). Insect Sci. 22: 661–669.
Havens, J. A., and W. J. Etges. 2013. Premating isolation is determined by
larval rearing substrates in cactophilic Drosophila mojavensis. IX. Host
plant and population specific epicuticular hydrocarbon expression influences mate choice and sexual selection. J. Evol. Biol. 26: 562–576.
Heath, R. R., P. J. Landolt, J. H. Tumlinson, D. L. Chambers, R. E. Murphy, R.
E. Doolittle, B. D. Dueben, J. Sivinski, and C. O. Calkins. 1991. Analysis,
synthesis, formulation, and field testing of three major components of
male Mediterranean fruit fly pheromone. J. Chem. Ecol. 17: 1925–1940.
Hee, A. K. W., and K. H. Tan. 1998. Attraction of female and male Bactrocera
papayae to conspecific males fed with methyl eugenol and attraction of
females to male sex pheromone components. J. Chem. Ecol. 24: 753–764.
Hee, A. K. W., and K. H. Tan. 2004. Male sex pheromonal components
derived from methyl eugenol in the hemolymph of the fruit fly Bactrocera
papayae. J. Chem. Ecol. 30: 2127–2138.
Hee, A. K. W., and K. H. Tan. 2006. Transport of methyl eugenol-derived sex
pheromonal components in the male fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis. Comp.
Biochem. Physiol., Part C: Toxicol. Pharmacol. 143: 422–428.
Hendrichs, J., and M. A. Hendrichs. 1990. Mediterranean fruit fly (Diptera:
Tephritidae) in nature: location and diel pattern of feeding and other
activities on fruiting and nonfruiting hosts and nonhosts. Ann. Entomol.
Soc. Am. 83: 632–641.
Hendrichs, J., and R. J. Prokopy. 1994. Food foraging behavior of frugivorous
fruit flies, pp. 37–55. In C. O. Calkins, W. Klassen, P. Liedo (eds.), Fruit
flies sterile insect tech. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL.
Hirvi, T., and E. Honkenen. 1984. The aroma of the fruit of sea buckthorn
Hippophae rhamnoides L. Z Leb. Forsch. 179: 387–388.
Hirvi, T., E. Honkanen, and T. Pyysalo. 1981. The aroma of cranberries. Z
Leb. Forsch. 172: 365–367.
Hoglund, J., and R. V. Alatalo. 1995. Leks. Princeton University Press,
Princeton, NJ.
Hounsome, N., B. Hounsome, D. Tomos, and G. Edwards-Jones. 2008. Plant
metabolites and nutritional quality of vegetables. J. Food Sci. 73: 48–65.
Howlett, F. M. 1912. The effect of oil of Citronella on two species of Dacus.
Trans. R. Entomol. Soc. London. 60: 412–418.
Howlett, F. M. 1915. Chemical reactions of fruit-flies. Bull. Entomol. Res. 6:
297–305.
Howse, P. E., and J. J. Knapp. 1996. Pheromones of Mediterranean fruit fly: presumed mode of action and implications for improved trapping techniques, pp.
91–99. In B. A. McPheron, G. J. Steck, (eds.), Fruit fly pests: a world assessment of their biologyand management. St. Lucie Press, Delray Beach, FL.
Hughes, P. R. 1974. Myrcene: a precursor of pheromones in Ips beetles. J.
Insect Physiol. 20: 1271–1275.

Annals of the Entomological Society of America, 2018, Vol. 111, No. 5

genetic sexing strains for fruit fly sterile insect technology.). Genetica. 116:
117–124.
McInnis, D., R. Kurashima, T. Shelly, J. Komatsu, J. Edu, and E. Pahio. 2011.
Prerelease exposure to methyl eugenol increases the mating competitiveness of sterile males of the oriental fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) in a
Hawaiian orchard. J. Econ. Entomol. 104: 1969–1978.
Mendoza, M. 2010. Efecto de la exposición al aceite de la raíz de jengibre
en el éxito para el apareamiento de machos de Anastrepha fraterculus
Wiedemann (Diptera: Tephritidae). Undergraduate thesis. Universidad
Nacional de Tucumán, Tucumán, Argentina.
Mercier, B., J. Prost, and M. Prost. 2009. The essential oil of turpentine and its
major volatile fraction (alpha- and beta-pinenes): a review. Int. J. Occup.
Med. Environ. Health. 22: 331–342.
Metcalf, R. L. 1990. Chemical ecology of Dacinae fruit flies
(Diptera:Tephritidae). Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 83: 1017–1030.
de Meyer, M., R. S. Copeland, R. A. Wharton, and B. A. McPheron. 2004. On
the geographic origin of the Medfly Ceratitis capitata (Wiedemann) (Diptera:
Tephritidae), pp. 45–53. In B. N. Barnes (ed.), Proceedings of 6th International
Fruit Fly Symposium, 6–10 May 2002, Stellenbosch, South Africa.
Morató, S., T. Shelly, J. Rull, and M. Aluja. 2015. Sexual competitiveness of
Anastrepha ludens (Diptera: Tephritidae) males exposed to Citrus aurantium and Citrus paradisi essential oils. J. Econ. Entomol. 108: 621–628.
Moreau, J., E. Desouhant, P. Louâpre, M. Goubault, E. Rajon, A. Jarrige,
F. Menu, and D. Thiéry. 2017. How host plant and fluctuating environments affect insect reproductive strategies? Adv. Bot. Res. 81: 259–287.
Morelli, R., B. J. Paranhos, A. M. Coelho, R. Castro, L. Garziera, F. Lopes, and
J. M. S. Bento. 2013. Exposure of sterile Mediterranean fruit fly (Diptera:
Tephritidae) males to ginger root oil reduces female remating. J. Appl.
Entomol. 137: 75–82.
Muller, K., D. Thiéry, Y. Moret, and J. Moreau. 2014. Male larval nutrition affects adult reproductive success in wild European grapevine moth
(Lobesia botrana). Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 69: 39–47.
Munhenga, G., B. D. Brooke, J. R. L. Gilles, K. Slabbert, A. Kemp, L.
C. Dandalo, O. R. Wood, L. N. Lobb, D. Govender, M. Renke, and L.
L. Koekemoer. 2016. Mating competitiveness of sterile genetic sexing
strain males (GAMA) under laboratory and semi-field conditions: steps
towards the use of the Sterile Insect Technique to control the major malaria
vector Anopheles arabiensis in South Africa. Parasit. Vectors. 9: 1–12.
Nation, J. L. 1990. Biology of pheromone release by male Caribbean fruit flies,
Anastrepha suspensa (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Chem. Ecol. 16: 553–572.
Nigg, H. N., L. L. Mallory, S. E. Simpson, S. B. Callaham, J. P. Toth, S. Fraser,
M. Klim, S. Nagy, J. L. Nation, and J. A. Attaway. 1994. Caribbean fruit
fly, Anastrepha suspensa (Loew), attraction to host fruit and host kairomones. J. Chem. Ecol. 20: 727–743.
Niogret, J., W. S. Montgomery, P. E. Kendra, R. R. Heath, and N. D. Epsky. 2011.
Attraction and electroantennogram responses of male Mediterranean fruit
fly to volatile chemicals from Persea, Litchi and Ficus wood. J. Chem. Ecol.
37: 483–491.
Niogret, J., M. A. Gill, H. R. Espinoza, and P. E. Kendra. 2017. Attraction
and electroantennogram responses of male Mediterranean fruit fly
(Diptera: Tephritidae) to six plant essential oils. J. Entomol. Zool. Stud.
5: 958–964.
Nishida, R. 2014. Chemical ecology of insect-plant interactions: ecological
significance of plant secondary metabolites. Biosci. Biotechnol. Biochem.
78: 1–13.
Nishida, R., K. H. Tan, M. Serit, N. H. Lajis, A. M. Sukari, S. Takahashi, and
H. Fukami. 1988. Accumulation of phenylpropanoids in the rectal glands
of males of the Oriental fruit fly, Dacus dorsalis. Experientia. 44: 534–536.
Nishida, R., O. Iwahashi, and K. H. Tan. 1993. Accumulation of Dendrobium
superbum (orchidaceae) fragrance in the rectal glands by males of the
melon fly, Dacus cucurbitae. J. Chem. Ecol. 19: 713–722.
Nishida, R., S. Schulz, C. S. Kim, H. Fukami, Y. Kuwahara, K. Honda, and
N. Hayashi. 1996. Male sex pheromone of a giant danaine butterfly, Idea
leuconoe. J. Chem. Ecol. 22: 949–972.
Nishida, R., T. E. Shelly, and K. Y. Kaneshiro. 1997. Acquisition of femaleattracting fragrance by males of oriental fruit fly from a Hawaiian lei
flower, Fagraea berteriana. J. Chem. Ecol. 23: 2275–2285.

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/aesa/article-abstract/111/5/239/5055962 by guest on 18 February 2019

Kumaran, N., P. J. Prentis, K. P. Mangalam, M. K. Schutze, and A. R. Clarke.
2014b. Sexual selection in true fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae): transcriptome and experimental evidences for phytochemicals increasing male
competitive ability. Mol. Ecol. 23: 4645–4657.
Landolt, P. J., and T. W. Phillips. 1997. Host plant influences on sex pheromone
behavior of phytophagous insects. Annu. Rev. Entomol. 42: 371–391.
Landolt, P. J., R. R. Heath, J. G. Millar, K. M. Davis-Hernandez, B. D. Dueben,
and K. E. Ward. 1994. Effects of host plant,Gossypium hirsutum L.,
on sexual attraction of cabbage looper moths,Trichoplusia ni (Hübner)
(Lepidoptera: Noctuidae). J. Chem. Ecol. 20: 2959–2974.
Liedo, P., E. de Leon, M. I. Barrios, J. Valle-Mora, and G. Ibarra. 2002. Effect
of age on the mating propensity of the Mediterranean fruit fly (Diptera:
Tephritidae). Fla. Entomol. 85: 94–101.
Liendo, M. C., F. Devescovi, G. E. Bachmann, M. E. Utgés, S. Abraham, M. T.
Vera, S. B. Lanzavecchia, J. P. Bouvet, P. Gómez-Cendra, J. Hendrichs, et al.
2013. Precocious sexual signalling and mating in Anastrepha fraterculus
(Diptera: Tephritidae) sterile males achieved through juvenile hormone
treatment and protein supplements. Bull. Entomol. Res. 103: 1–13.
Light, D. M., E. B. Jang, and J. C. Dickens. 1988. Electroantennogram
responses of the mediterranean fruit fly,Ceratitis capitata, to a spectrum of
plant volatiles. J. Chem. Ecol. 14: 159–180.
Liquido, N. J., G. T. McQuate, and K. A. Suiter. 2013. MEDHOST, an encyclopedic bibliography of the host plants of the Mediterranean fruit fly,
Ceratitis capitata (Wiedemann), version 1.1. United States Department of
Agriculture, Agricultural Research Service, Publication No. ARS-144.
Liu, H., X. F. Zhao, L. Fu, Y. Y. Han, J. Chen, and Y. Y. Lu. 2017. BdorOBP2
plays an indispensable role in the perception of methyl eugenol by mature
males of Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel). Sci. Rep. 7: 15894.
López-Guillén, G., L. Cruz-López, E. A. Malo, H. González-Hernández, C.
L. Cazares, J. López-Collado, J. Toledo, and J. C. Rojas. 2008. Factors
influencing the release of volatiles in Anastrepha obliqua males (Diptera:
Tephritidae). Environ. Entomol. 37: 876–882.
Macleod, A. J., and N. Gonzalez de Troconis. 1982. Volatile flavour components of guava. Phytochem. 21: 1339–1342.
Macleod, A. J., G. Macleod, and G. Subramanian. 1988. Volatile aroma constituents of orange. Phytochem. 27: 2185–2188.
Malo, E. A., L. Cruz-López, J. Toledo, A. Del Mazo, V. Armando, and J.
C. Rojas. 2005. Behavioral and electrophysiological responses of the
Mexican Fruit Fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) to guava volatiles. Fla. Entomol.
88: 364–371.
Malo, E. A., I. Gallegos-Torres, J. Toledo, J. Valle-Mora, and J. C. Rojas. 2012.
Attraction of the West Indian fruit fly to mango fruit volatiles. Entomol.
Exp. Appl. 142: 45–52.
Manoukis, N., D. H. Cha, M. Collignon, and T. Shelly. 2018. Terminalia
larval host fruit reduces the response of Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera:
Tephritidae) adults to the male lure methyl eugenol. J. Econ. Entomol.
(in press).
Marco, J. A., O. Barberá, S. Rodríguez, C. Domingo, and J. Adell. 1988.
Flavonoids and other phenolics from Artemisia hispanica. Phytochem. 27:
3155–3159.
Mavraganis, V. G., C. Liaropoulos, N. T. Papadopoulos, N. A. Kouloussis, and
T. Broumas. 2008. Whole body extract of Mediterranean fruit fly males
elicits high attraction in virgin females. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 127: 20–29.
Mayhew, P. J. 1998. The evolution of gregariousness in parasitoid wasps. Proc.
R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 265: 383–389.
Mazomenos, B. E., and G. E. Haniotakis. 1981. A multicomponent female
sex pheromone of Dacus oleae Gmelin: isolation and bioassay. J. Chem.
Ecol. 7: 437–444.
Mazomenos, B. E., and G. E. Haniotakis. 1985. Male olive fruit fly attraction
to synthetic sex pheromone components in laboratory and field tests. J.
Chem. Ecol. 11: 397–405.
McCombs, S. D., and S. H. Saul. 1995. Translocation-based genetic sexing
system for the oriental fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) based on pupal color
dimorphism. Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 88: 695–698.
McInnis, D. O., T. E. Shelly, and J. Komatsu. 2002. Improving male mating competitiveness and survival in the field for medfly, Ceratitis capitata (Diptera: Tephritidae) SIT programs (Special issue: Development of

261

262

Annals of the Entomological Society of America, 2018, Vol. 111, No. 5
Poramarcom, R., and C. R. B. Boake. 1991. Behavioural influences on male
mating success in the Oriental fruit fly, Dacus dorsalis Hendel. Anim.
Behav. 42: 453–460.
Prokopy, R. J., and R. I. Vargas. 1996. Attraction of Ceratitis capitata (Diptera:
Tephritidae) flies to odor of coffee fruit. J. Chem. Ecol. 22: 807–820.
Quilici, S., C. Schmitt, J. Vidal, A. Franck, and J. P. Deguine. 2013. Adult diet
and exposure to semiochemicals influence male mating success in Ceratitis
rosa (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Appl. Entomol. 137: 142–153.
Raghu, S. 2004. Functional significance of phytochemical lures to Dacine fruit
flies (Diptera: Tephritidae): an ecological and evolutionary synthesis. Bull.
Entomol. Res. 94: 385–399.
Raghu, S., and A. R. Clarke. 2003. Spatial and temporal partitioning of behaviour by adult dacines: direct evidence for methyl eugenol as a mate rendezvous cue for Bactrocera cacuminata. Physiol. Entomol. 28: 175–184.
Raghu, S., A. R. Clarke, and B. Yuval. 2002. Investigation of the physiological consequences of feeding on methyl eugenol by Bactrocera cacuminata
(Diptera: Tephritidae). Environ. Entomol. 31: 941–946.
Raghu, S., R. A. Drew, and A. R. Clarke. 2004. Influence of host plant structure and microclimate on the abundance and behavior of a tephritid fly. J.
Insect Behav. 17: 179–190.
Reddy, G. V. P., and A. Guerrero. 2004. Interactions of insect pheromones and
plant semiochemicals. Trends Plant Sci. 9: 253–261.
Rempoulakis, P., G. Taret, I. Ul Haq, V. Wornayporn, S. Ahmad, U. S. Tomas,
T. Dammalage, K. Gembinsky, G. Franz, C. Caceres, and M. J. B. Vreysen.
2016. Evaluation of quality production parameters and mating behavior
of novel genetic sexing strains of the mediterranean fruit fly Ceratitis capitata (wiedemann) (Diptera: Tephritidae). PLoS One 11: 1–14.
Ripley, L. B., and G. A. Hepburn. 1935. Olfactory attractants for male fruit
flies. Entomol. Mem. Dep. Agric. South Africa. 9: 3–17.
Rivero, A. 2000. The relationship between host selection behaviour and offspring fitness in a koinobiont parasitoid. Ecol. Entomol. 25: 467–472.
Robacker, D. C., and I. Fraser. 2002a. Do Mexican fruit flies (Diptera:
Tephritidae) prefer grapefruit to yellow chapote, a native host? Fla.
Entomol. 85: 481–487.
Robacker, D. C., and I. Fraser. 2002b. Attraction of Mexican fruit flies
(Diptera: Tephritidae) to grapefruit: enhancement by mechanical wounding of and experience with grapefruit. J. Insect Behav. 15: 399–413.
Robacker, D. C., and I. Fraser. 2003. Relative attractiveness of oranges and
grapefruits to Mexican fruit flies (Diptera : Tephritidae) in a wind tunnel.
J. Entomol. Sci. 38: 566–575.
Robacker, D. C., J. A. Garcia, and A. G. Hart. 1990a. Attraction of a laboratory strain of Anastrepha ludens (Diptera: Tephritidae) to the odor of
fermented chapote fruit and to pheromones in laboratory experiments.
Environ. Entomol. 19: 403–408.
Robacker, D. C., A. M. Moreno, J. A. Garcia, and R. A. Flath. 1990b. A novel
attractant for Mexican fruit fly, Anastrepha ludens, from fermented host
fruit. J. Chem. Ecol. 16: 2799–2815.
Robacker, D. C., W. C. Warfield, and R. A. Flath. 1992. A four-component attractant for the Mexican fruit fly, Anastrepha ludens (Diptera:
Tephritidae), from host fruit. J. Chem. Ecol. 18: 1239–1254.
Robinson, A. S. 2002. Genetic sexing strains in medfly, Ceratitis capitata, sterile insect technique programmes. Genetica. 116: 5–13.
Robinson, A. S., and G. Hooper. 1989. Fruit flies: their biology, natural enemies, and control. Elsevier, Amsterdam, The Netherlands.
Robinson, A. S., J. P. Cayol, and J. Hendrichs. 2002. Recent findings on medfly
sexual behavior: implications for SIT. Fla. Entomol. 85: 171–181.
Ruiz, M. J., M. L. Juárez, R. A. Alzogaray, F. Arrighi, L. Arroyo, G. Gastaminza,
E. Willink, A. d. e. l. V. Bardón, and T. Vera. 2014. Toxic effect of citrus
peel constituents on Anastrepha fraterculus Wiedemann and Ceratitis capitata Wiedemann immature stages. J. Agric. Food Chem. 62: 10084–10091.
Salvatore, A., S. Borkosky, E. Willink, and A. Bardón. 2004. Toxic effects of
lemon peel constituents on Ceratitis capitata. J. Chem. Ecol. 30: 323–333.
Scarpati, M. L., R. L. Scalzo, and G. Vita. 1993. Olea europaea volatiles attractive and repellent to the olive fruit fly (Dacus oleae, Gmelin). J. Chem.
Ecol. 19: 881–891.
Shelly, T. E. 1994. Consumption of methyl eugenol by male Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: Tephritidae): low incidence of repeat feeding. Fla. Entomol.
77: 201–208.

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/aesa/article-abstract/111/5/239/5055962 by guest on 18 February 2019

Nishida, R., T. E. Shelly, T. S. Whittier, and K. Y. Kaneshiro. 2000. α-copaene,
a potential rendezvous cue for the Mediterranean fruit fly, Ceratitis capitata? J. Chem. Ecol. 26: 87–100.
Norrbom, A. L. 2004. Host plant database for Anastrepha and Toxotrypana
(Diptera: Tephritidae: Toxotrypanini). Diptera Data Dissemination Disk
(CD-ROM) 2.
Obra, G. B., and S. S. Resilva. 2013. Influence of adult diet and exposure to
methyl eugenol in the mating performance of Bactrocera philippinensis. J.
Appl. Entomol. 137: 210–216.
Orankanok, W., S. Chinvinijkul, A. Sawatwangkhoung, S. Pinkaew, and
S. Orankanok. 2013. Methyl eugenol and pre-release diet improve mating
performance of young Bactrocera dorsalis and Bactrocera correcta males.
J. Appl. Entomol. 137: 200–209.
Papadopoulos, N. T., B. I. Katsoyannos, N. A. Kouloussis, A. P. Economopoulos,
and J. R. Carrey. 1998. Effect of adult age, food, and time of day on sexual calling incidence of wild and mass-reared Ceratitis capitata males.
Entomol. Exp. Appl. 89: 175–182.
Papadopoulos, N. T., B. I. Katsoyannos, N. A. Kouloussis, and J. Hendrichs.
2001. Effect of orange peel substances on mating competitiveness of male
Ceratitis capitata. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 99: 253–261.
Papadopoulos, N. T., T. E. Shelly, N. Niyazi, and E. Jang. 2006. Olfactory
and behavioral mechanisms underlying enhanced mating competitiveness following exposure to ginger root oil and orange oil in males of the
Mediterranean fruit fly, Ceratitis capitata (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Insect
Behav. 19: 403–418.
Papadopoulos, N. T., N. A. Kouloussis, and B. I. Katsoyannos. 2008. Effect of
plant chemicals on the behavior of the Mediterranean fruit fly, pp. 97–106.
In R.L. Sugayama, R.A. Zucchi, S.M. Ovruski, J. Sivinski, (eds.), Fruit Flies
of Economic Importance: From Basic to Applied Knowledge, Proceedings
of the 7th International Symposium on Fruit Flies of Economic Importance,
10–15 September 2006, Salvador, Brazil.
Papageorgiou, V. P., G. Ochir, O. Motl, N. Argyriadou, and H. Dunkel. 1985.
Composition of the essential oil from Heracleum dissectum. J. Nat. Prod
48: 851–853.
Papanastasiou, S. A., E-M. D. Bali, C. S. Ioannou, D. P. Papachristos, K.
D. Zarpas, N. T. Papadopoulos. 2017. Toxic and hormetic-like effects of
three components of citrus essential oils on adult Mediterranean fruit flies
(Ceratitis capitata). PLoS One 12: e0177837.
Paranhos, B. J., D. O. McInnis, K. Uramoto, Í. Damasceno, N. Gonçalves,
R. Morelli Alves, M. de L. Costa, J. Walser, A. Malavasi, and A. Nascimento.
2008. Sterile Medfly males of the TSL Vienna 8 genetic sexing strain display improved mating performance with ginger root oil, pp. 313–318. In
R.L. Sugayama, R.A. Zucchi, S.M. Ovruski, J. Sivinski, (eds.), Fruit Flies of
Economic Importance: From Basic to Applied Knowledge, Proceedings of
the 7th International Symposium on Fruit Flies of Economic Importance,
10–15 September 2006, Salvador, Brazil.
Paranhos, B. J., N. T. Papadopoulos, D. McInnis, C. Gava, F. S. Lopes, R. Morelli,
and A. Malavasi. 2010. Field dispersal and survival of sterile medfly males
aromatically treated with ginger root oil. Environ. Entomol. 39: 570–575.
Paranhos, B. J., D. Mcinnis, R. Morelli, R. M. Castro, L. Garziera, L.
G. Paranhos, K. Costa, C. Gava, M. L. Z. Costa, and J. M. M. Walder.
2013. Optimum dose of ginger root oil to treat sterile Mediterranean fruit
fly males (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Appl. Entomol. 137: 83–90.
Pavela, R., and G. Benelli. 2016. Essential oils as ecofriendly biopesticides?
Challenges and constraints. Trends Plant Sci. 21: 1000–1007.
Pereira, R., J. Sivinski, and P. E. Teal. 2009. Influence of methoprene and dietary protein on male Anastrepha suspensa (Diptera: Tephritidae) mating
aggregations. J. Insect Physiol. 55: 328–335.
Pereira, R., B. Yuval, P. Liedo, P. E. A. Teal, T. E. Shelly, D. O. Mcinnis, and
J. Hendrichs. 2013. Improving sterile male performance in support of programmes integrating the sterile insect technique against fruit flies. J. Appl.
Entomol. 137: 178–190.
Pérez-Staples, D., C. W. Weldon, C. Smallridge, and P. W. Taylor. 2009. Pre-release
feeding on yeast hydrolysate enhances sexual competitiveness of sterile male
Queensland fruit flies in field cages. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 131: 159–166.
Pérez-Staples, D., T. E. Shelly, and B. Yuval. 2013. Female mating failure and
the failure of ‘mating’in sterile insect programs. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 46:
66–78.

Annals of the Entomological Society of America, 2018, Vol. 111, No. 5

Shelly, T. E., and E. M. Villalobos. 2004. Host plant influence on the mating success of male Mediterranean fruit flies: variable effects within and
between individual plants. Anim. Behav. 68: 417–426.
Shelly, T. E., S. Resilva, M. Reyes, and H. Bignayan. 1996. Methyl eugenol
and mating competitiveness of irradiated male Bactrocera philippinensis
(Diptera: Tephritidae). Fla. Entomol. 79: 481–488.
Shelly, T. E., A. S. Robinson, C. Caceres, V. Wornoayporn, and A. Islam. 2002.
Exposure to ginger root oil enhances mating success of male mediterranean fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae) from a genetic sexing strain. Fla.
Entomol. 85: 440–445.
Shelly, T. E., P. Rendon, E. Hernandez, S. Salgado, D. McInnis, E. Villalobos,
and P. Liedo. 2003. Effects of diet, ginger root oil, and elevation on
the mating competitiveness of male Mediterranean fruit flies (Diptera:
Tephritidae) from a mass-reared, genetic sexing strain in Guatemala. J.
Econ. Entomol. 96: 1132–1141.
Shelly, T. E., C. Dang, and S. Kennelly. 2004. Exposure to orange (Citrus sinensis L.) trees, fruit, and oil enhances mating success of male mediterranean
fruit flies (Ceratitis capitata [Wiedemann]). J. Insect Behav. 17: 303–315.
Shelly, T. E., J. Edu, and E. Pahio. 2005. Influence of diet and methyl eugenol
on the mating success of males of the Oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis
(Diptera: Tephritidae). Fla. Entomol. 88: 307–313.
Shelly, T. E., J. Edu, and E. Pahio. 2006. Application of orange oil to prerelease holding boxes increases the mating success of sterile males of the
Mediterranean fruit fly in field cage trials (Diptera: Tephritidae). Proc.
Hawaiian Entomol. Soc. 38: 73–79.
Shelly, T. E., J. Edu, and E. Pahio. 2007a. Exposure to ginger root oil decreases
capture of male Mediterranean fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae) in
Trimedlure-baited traps. Proc. Hawaiian Entomol. Soc. 39: 27–32.
Shelly, T. E., J. Edu, and E. Pahio. 2007b. Condition-dependent mating success
in male fruit flies: ingestion of a pheromone precursor compensates for a
low-quality diet. J. Insect Behav. 20: 347–365.
Shelly, T. E., J. Edu, and E. Pahio. 2007c. Age-dependent variation in mating success of sterile male Mediterranean fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae):
implications for sterile insect technique. J. Econ. Entomol. 100: 1180–1187.
Shelly, T. E., J. Edu, E. Pahio, and J. Nishimoto. 2007d. Scented males and
choosy females: does male odor influence female mate choice in the
Mediterranean fruit fly? J. Chem. Ecol. 33: 2308–2324.
Shelly, T. E., J. Edu, E. Smith, K. Hoffman, M. War, R. Santos, A. Favela,
R. Garagliano, B. Ibewiro, and D. McInnis. 2007e. Aromatherapy on a
large scale: exposing entire adult holding rooms to ginger root oil increases
the mating competitiveness of sterile males of the Mediterranean fruit fly
in field cage trials. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 123: 193–201.
Shelly, T. E., D. O. McInnis, C. Rodd, J. Edu, and E. Pahio. 2007f. Sterile insect
technique and Mediterranean fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae): assessing the
utility of aromatherapy in a Hawaiian coffee field. J. Econ. Entomol. 100:
273–282.
Shelly, T. E., A. N. Cowan, J. Edu, and E. Pahio. 2008a. Mating success of male
Mediterranean fruit flies following exposure to two sources of a-copaene,
manuka oil and mango. Fla. Entomol. 91: 9–15.
Shelly, T. E., J. Edu, E. Pahio, S. L. Wee, and R. Nishida. 2008b. Re-examining
the relationship between sexual maturation and age of response to
methyl eugenol in males of the oriental fruit fly. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 128:
380–388.
Shelly, T. E., J. Edu, and D. McInnis. 2010a. Pre-release consumption of methyl
eugenol increases the mating competitiveness of sterile males of the oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis, in large field enclosures. J. Insect Sci. 10: 8.
Shelly, T. E., P. Rendón, F. Moscoso, and R. Menendez. 2010b. Testing the
efficacy of aromatherapy at the world’s largest eclosion facility for sterile males of the Mediterranean fruit fly (Diptera : Tephritidae). Proc.
Hawaiian Entomol. Soc. 42: 33–40.
Silva, N., L. Dantas, R. Calisto, M. J. Faria, and R. Pereira. 2013. Improving
an adult holding system for Mediterranean fruit fly, Ceratitis capitata, to
enhance sterile male performance. J. Appl. Entomol. 137: 230–237.
Siskos, E. P., M. A. Konstantopoulou, and B. E. Mazomenos. 2009. Insecticidal
activity of Citrus aurantium peel extract against Bactrocera oleae and
Ceratitis capitata adults (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Appl. Entomol. 133:
108–116.

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/aesa/article-abstract/111/5/239/5055962 by guest on 18 February 2019

Shelly, T. E. 1995. Methyl eugenol and the mating competitiveness of irradiated male Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: Tephritidae). Ann. Entomol. Soc.
Am. 88: 883–886.
Shelly, T. E. 2000a. Flower-feeding affects mating performance in male oriental fruit flies Bactrocera dorsalis. Ecol. Entomol. 25: 109–114.
Shelly, T. E. 2000b. Effects of raspberry ketone on the mating success of male
melon flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). Proc. Hawaiian Entomol. Soc. 34:
143–147.
Shelly, T. E. 2001a. Exposure to alpha-copaene and alpha-copaene-containing
oils enhances mating success of male Mediterranean fruit flies (Diptera:
Tephritidae). Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 94: 497–502.
Shelly, T. E. 2001b. Feeding on methyl eugenol and Fagraea berteriana flowers
increases long-range female attraction by males of the Oriental fruit fly
(Diptera: Tephritidae). Fla. Entomol. 84: 634–640.
Shelly, T. E. 2001c. Feeding on papaya flowers enhances mating competitiveness of male Oriental fruit flies, Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: Tephritidae).
Proc. Hawaiian Entomol. Soc. 35: 41–47.
Shelly, T. E. 2005. Does mating with ginger root oil-exposed males confer
fitness benefits to female Mediterranean fruit flies, Ceratitis capitata
(Diptera: Tephritidae)? Proc. Hawaiian Entomol. Soc. 37: 65–71.
Shelly, T. E. 2008. Aromatherapy and Medfly SIT, pp. 59–69. In R. L.
Sugayama, R. A. Zucchi, S. M. Ovruski, J. Sivinski, (eds.), Fruit Flies of
Economic Importance: From Basic to Applied Knowledge, Proceedings of
the 7th International Symposium on Fruit Flies of Economic Importance.
10–15 September 2006, Salvador, Brazil.
Shelly, T. E. 2009. Exposure to grapefruits and grapefruit oil increases male
mating success in the Mediterranean fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae). Proc.
Hawaiian Entomol. Soc. 41: 31–36.
Shelly, T. E. 2010. Effects of methyl eugenol and raspberry ketone/cue lure
on the sexual behavior of Bactrocera species (Diptera: Tephritidae). Appl.
Entomol. Zool. 45: 349–361.
Shelly, T. E. 2017a. Zingerone and the mating success and field attraction
of male melon flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Asia-Pacific Entomol. 20:
175–178.
Shelly, T. E. 2017b. Yeast hydrolysate deprivation and the mating success of
male melon flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). Fla. Entomol. 100: 772–776.
Shelly, T. E. 2018. Larval host plant influences male body size and mating success in a tephritid fruit fly. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 166: 41–52.
Shelly, T. E., and A. M. Dewire. 1994. Chemically mediated mating success
in male oriental fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am.
87: 375–382.
Shelly, T. E., and J. Edu. 2007. Exposure to the ripe fruit of tropical almond
enhances the mating success of male Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera:
Tephritidae). Fla. Entomol. 90: 757–758.
Shelly, T. E., and N. D. Epsky. 2015. Exposure to tea tree oil enhances the mating success of male Mediterranean fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). Fla.
Entomol. 98: 1127–1133.
Shelly, T. E., and K. Y. Kaneshiro. 1991. Lek behavior of the oriental fruit
fly, Dacus dorsalis, in Hawaii (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Insect Behav. 4:
235–241.
Shelly, T. E., and D. O. McInnis. 2001. Exposure to ginger root oil enhances
mating success of irradiated, mass-reared males of Mediterranean fruit fly
(Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Econ. Entomol. 94: 1413–1418.
Shelly, T. E., and R. Nishida. 2004. Larval and adult feeding on methyl eugenol and the mating success of male oriental fruit flies, Bactrocera dorsalis.
Entomol. Exp. Appl. 112: 155–158.
Shelly, T. E., and J. I. Nishimoto. 2015. Exposure to the plant compound
α-humulene reduces mating success in male Mediterranean fruit flies
(Diptera: Tephritidae). Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 108: 215–221.
Shelly, T. E., and J. I. Nishimoto. 2016. Does female mate choice confer direct
fitness benefits? Results from a tephritid truit fly. Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am.
110: 204–211.
Shelly, T. E., and E. Pahio. 2002. Relative attractiveness of enriched ginger root
oil and Trimedlure to male Mediterranean fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae).
Fla. Entomol. 85: 545–551.
Shelly, T. E., and E. M. Villalobos. 1995. Cue lure and the mating behavior of
male melon flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). Fla. Entomol. 78: 473.

263

264

Annals of the Entomological Society of America, 2018, Vol. 111, No. 5
Tripathi, A. K., S. Upadhyay, M. Bhuiyan, and P. R. Bhattacharya. 2009. A
review on prospects of essential oils as biopesticide in insect-pest management. J. Pharmacogn. Phyther. 1: 52–63.
Turek, C., and F. C. Stintzing. 2012. Impact of different storage conditions on
the quality of selected essential oils. Food Res. Int. 46: 341–353.
Vargas, R. I., T. E. Shelly, L. Leblanc, and J. C. Piñero. 2010. Recent advances
in methyl eugenol and cue-lure technologies for fruit fly detection, monitoring, and control in Hawaii. Vitam. Horm. 83: 575–595.
Vargas, R. I., L. Leblanc, J. C. Piñero, and K. M. Hoffman. 2014. Male annihilation, past, present, and future, pp. 493–511. In T. Shelly, N. Epsky, E. B. Jang,
J. Reyes-Flores, R. Vargas, (eds.), Trapping and the detection, control, and
regulation of tephritid fruit flies: lures, area-wide programs, trade implications. Springer International Publishing, Dordrecht, the Netherlands.
Vera, M. T., M. J. Ruiz, A. Oviedo, S. Abraham, M. Mendoza, D. F. Segura, N.
A. Kouloussis, and E. Willink. 2013. Fruit compounds affect male sexual
success in the South American fruit fly, Anastrepha fraterculus (Diptera:
Tephritidae). J. Appl. Entomol. 137: 2–10.
Warthen, J. D., Jr, and D. O. McInnis. 1989. Isolation and identification of
male medfly attractive components in Litchi chinensis stems and Ficus spp.
stem exudates. J. Chem. Ecol. 15: 1931–1946.
Wee, S. L., and K. H. Tan. 2000. Sexual maturity and intraspecific mating success of two sibling species of the Bactrocera dorsalis complex. Entomol.
Exp. Appl. 94: 133–139.
Wee, S. L., and K. H. Tan. 2001. Allomonal and hepatotoxic effects following
methyl eugenol consumption in Bactrocera papayae male against Gekko
monarchus. J. Chem. Ecol. 27: 953–964.
Wee, S. L., and K. H. Tan. 2005. Female sexual response to male rectal volatile
constituents in the fruit fly, Bactrocera carambolae (Diptera: Tephritidae).
Appl. Entomol. Zool. 40: 365–372.
Wee, S. L., and K. H. Tan. 2007. Temporal accumulation of phenylpropanoids in
male fruit flies, Bactrocera dorsalis and B. carambolae (Diptera: Tephritidae)
following methyl eugenol consumption. Chemoecology. 17: 81–85.
Wee, S. L., K. H. Tan, and R. Nishida. 2007. Pharmacophagy of methyl eugenol by males enhances sexual selection of Bactrocera carambolae. J. Chem.
Ecol. 33: 1272–1282.
Wee, S. L., M. Z. Abdul Munir, and A. K. W. Hee. 2018. Attraction and
consumption of methyl eugenol by male Bactrocera umbrosa Fabricius
(Diptera: Tephritidae) promotes conspecific sexual communication and
mating performance. Bull. Entomol. Res. 108: 116–124.
Weldon, C. W., D. Perez-Staples, and P. W. Taylor. 2008. Feeding on yeast
hydrolysate enhances attraction to cue-lure in Queensland fruit flies,
Bactrocera tryoni. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 129: 200–209.
White, I. M. 2001. Morphological features of the tribe Dacini (Dacinae): their
significance to behavior and classification, pp. 505–533. In M. Aluja, A.
L. Norrbom, (eds.), Fruit flies (Tephritidae): phylogeny and evolution of
behavior. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL.
White, I. M., and M. M. Elson-Harris. 1992. Fruit flies of economic significance: their identification and bionomics. CAB International, Wallingford,
UK.
Wong, T. T., D. O. McInnis, M. M. Ramadan, and J. I. Nishimoto. 1991.
Age-related response of male melon flies Dacus cucurbitae (Diptera:
Tephritidae) to cue-lure. J. Chem. Ecol. 17: 2481–2487.
Wu, Z., H. Zhang, Z. Wang, S. Bin, H. He, and J. Lin. 2015. Discovery of
chemosensory genes in the oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis. PLoS One
10: e0129794.
Wu Z., J. Lin, H. Zhang, and X. Zeng. 2016. BdorOBP83a-2 mediates
responses of the oriental fruit fly to semiochemicals. Front. Physiol. 7: 452.
Xu, H., and T. C. J. Turlings. 2018. Plant volatiles as mate-finding cues for
insects. Trends Plant Sci. 23: 110–111.
Yuval, B., M. Maor, K. Levy, R. Kaspi, P. Taylor, and T. Shelly. 2007. Breakfast
of champions or kiss of death? Survival and sexual performance of
protein-fed, sterile mediterranean fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). Fla.
Entomol. 90: 115–122.
Yuval, B., E. Ben-Ami, A. Behar, M. Ben-Yosef, and E. Jurkevitch. 2013. The
Mediterranean fruit fly and its bacteria - potential for improving sterile
insect technique operations. J. Appl. Entomol. 137: 39–42.
Zheng, W., C. Zhu, T. Peng, and H. Zhang. 2012. Odorant receptor co-receptor Orco is upregulated by methyl eugenol in male Bactrocera dorsalis
(Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Insect Physiol. 58: 1122–1127.

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/aesa/article-abstract/111/5/239/5055962 by guest on 18 February 2019

Steiner, L. F. 1952. Methyl eugenol as an attractant for the oriental fruit fly. J.
Econ. Entomol. 45: 241–248.
Steiner, L. F., D. H. Miyashita, and L. D. Christenson. 1957. Angelica oils as
Mediterranean fruit fly lures. J. Econ. Entomol. 50: 505–505.
Swords, G., and G. L. K. Hunter. 1978. Composition of Australian tea tree oil
(Melaleuca alternifolia). J. Agric. Food Chem. 26: 734–737.
Takeoka, G., R. A. Flash, T. R. Mon, R. G. Buttery, R. Teranishi, M. Güntert,
R. Lautamo, and J. Szejtli. 1990. Further applications of permethylated
b-cyclodextrin capillary gas chromatographic columns. J. High Resolut.
Chromatography. 13: 202–206.
Tan, K. H. 1998. Behaviour and chemical ecology of Bactrocera flies, p. 138.
In Fifth International Symposium on Fruit Flies of Economic Importance,
1–5 June 1998, Penang, Malaysia.
Tan, K. H. 2000. Sex pheromone components in defense of melon fly,
Bactrocera cucurbitae against Asian house gecko, Hemidactylus frenatus.
J. Chem. Ecol. 26: 697–704.
Tan, K. H. 2009. Fruit fly pests as pollinators of wild orchids. Orchid Dig.
73: 180–187.
Tan, K. H., and R. Nishida. 1995. Incorporation of raspeberry ketone in
the rectal glands of males of the Queensland fruit fly Bactrocera tryoni
Froggat. Appl. Entomol. Zool. 30: 494–497.
Tan, K. H., and R. Nishida. 1996. Sex pheromone and mating competition
after methyl eugenol consumption in the Bactrocera dorsalis complex,
pp. 147–153. In B. McPheron, G. J. Steck, (eds.), Fruit fly pests: a world
assessment of their biologyand management. St. Lucie Press, Delray
Beach, FL.
Tan, K. H., and R. Nishida. 1998. Ecological significance of male attractant
in the defence and mating strategies of the fruit fly, Bactrocera papayae.
Entomol. Exp. Appl. 89: 155–158.
Tan, K. H., and R. Nishida. 2000. Mutual reproductive benefits between a
wild orchid, Bulbophyllum patens, and Bactrocera fruit flies via a floral
synomone. J. Chem. Ecol. 26: 533–546.
Tan, K. H., and R. Nishida. 2005. Synomone or kairomone? - Bulbophyllum
apertum flower releases raspberry ketone to attract Bactrocera fruit flies.
J. Chem. Ecol. 31: 497–507.
Tan, K. H., and R. Nishida. 2007. Zingerone in the floral synomone of
Bulbophyllum baileyi (Orchidaceae) attracts Bactrocera fruit flies during
pollination. Biochem. Syst. Ecol. 35: 334–341.
Tan, K. H., and R. Nishida. 2012. Methyl eugenol: its occurrence, distribution,
and role in nature, especially in relation to insect behavior and pollination.
J. Insect Sci. 12: 1536–2442.
Tan, L. T., and K. H. Tan. 2013. Automated tephritid fruit fly semiochemical
mass feeding structure: design, construction and testing. J. Appl. Entomol.
137: 217–229.
Tan, K. H., L. G. Kirton, and M. Serit. 1987. Age response of Dacus dorsalis (Hendel) to methyl eugenol in A) a wind tunnel and B) traps set
in a village, and its implication in population estimation, pp. 425–432.
In A. P. Economopoulos, (ed.), Fruit Flies. G. Tsiveriotis Ltd, Athens,
Greece.
Tan, K. H., N. Ritsuo, E. B. Jang, and T. E. Shelly. 2014. Pheromones, male
lures and trapping of tephritid fruit flies, pp. 15–74. In T. Shelly, N. Epsky,
E. B. Jang, J. Reyes-Flores, R. Vargas, (eds.), Trapping and the detection,
control, and regulation of tephritid fruit flies: lures, area-wide programs,
trade implications. Springer International Publishing, Dordrecht, the
Netherlands.
Teal, P. E. A., R. Pereira, D. F. Segura, I. Haq, Y. Gómez-Simuta, A. S. Robinson,
and J. Hendrichs. 2013. Methoprene and protein supplements accelerate
reproductive development and improve mating success of male tephritid
flies. J. Appl. Entomol. 137: 91–98.
Teranishi, R., R. G. Buttery, K. E. Matsumoto, D. J. Stern, R. T. Cunningham,
and S. Gothilf. 1987. Recent developments in chemical attractants for
tephritid fruit flies. Allelochem. Role Agric. For. 330: 38–431.
Thorpe, W. H., and F. G. W. Jones. 1937. Olfactory conditioning in a parasitic
insect and its relation to the problem of host selection. Proc. R. Soc. B Biol.
Sci. 124: 56–81.
Tokushima, I., W. Orankanok, K. H. Tan, H. Ono, and R. Nishida. 2010.
Accumulation of phenylpropanoid and sesquiterpenoid volatiles in male
rectal pheromonal glands of the guava fruit fly, Bactrocera correcta. J.
Chem. Ecol. 36: 1327–1334.

