MSNUYATINVAY RAJABHAT AGRIC. 21 (2) : 29-36 (2022)

= = | = J v
AMsANENUSIUEUUSUIUE159IMNT IR LD LA T UNE L]
Masslunvardenuanai1eany

Comparative Study of Nutritional Composition of Tephritid Fruit Fly
Larvae Reared on Different Host Fruits
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Abstract

The tephritid fruit fly is an importance pest of several fruits and vegetables in Thailand.
It causes a huge damage to agricultural products, has an impact on the economy and food
security. Therefore, the use of insect pest as a source of alternative protein food, in a
replacement of the meat meal, is another method that can be used to control pest
population. The comparative study of nutritional composition in the larvae of Bactrocera
correcta, Bactrocera dorsalis and Zeugodacus cucurbitae reared on different host fruits
showed that Z cucurbitae had the highest average dry weight, while B. correcta had the
highest protein content and B. dorsalis had the highest lipid content. However, there was no
significant different in the average sugar content from the three fruit fly larvae. In addition, the
larvae of B. correcta and B. dorsalis reared on banana showed higher nutritional composition
than the larvae fed on guava. As well as Z. cucurbitae, the larvae that reared on pumpkin had
higher nutritional composition than that fed on cucumber. This demonstrated the influence
of the host plants on the nutrient content of the fruit fly larvae that can be used as an
information to develop a suitable diet for large scale mass-rearing of high nutritional value

fruit fly larvae.
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unin nuoulilld dnualuy 1Yudu (Yhoung-aree, 2010)
Feuenunuuasiinuld Aanldiduomsmaniugy
wuas Wudnilifnszgndundeifdiuiy unasdsiiselovilufudu o Snde 1wu 1Huddes
LazaunaInnatsvesviafusuinigalulan aane uazuasinasfiadyluszuuiina sgslsinu
uenanil Seannsanvuadldluiuiiogerdeifio wuaslulafiudusslogusnudes daluuamaieviln
NNFULUU (van Huis et al,, 2013) lagnudn wuasla Immwwaﬁm?ﬁqLmaﬁmgﬁﬁuﬁﬁﬁ@ fnelAna
gmiarlfiduemsvosyudfausiszana 7 fuli Feredaiyni1an1sinens kasivlasegia 59uis
wi3 (Ramos-Elorduy, 2009) Jagtuuiamanvany wuasiineliiAndunseunuyed wazdnilidnse
‘uﬁmgmi’]:u’f[fﬁﬂsxia‘zjﬁl,ﬂummwaaﬁqué uay W wnasiuane unasiui uasiunalsl Ainnand
dnflumangdszimailan sisluniduening andiu wenlithunldluemsuuud usenadidneninlunis
o131 1oi¥y saufsuseimalng esannuuaadl anlduszlogdaunisdulysfiunaunulueins

‘U%mnﬂfdiauﬁiaﬁmﬁﬂqaﬂdfﬂé’miuazﬁwﬁmﬁu 9 dnila
ladsUszunal 40 - 75% (van Huis et al,, 2013; Tang wuasiuwald (tephritid fruit fly) WWuuuas
et al., 2019; Papastavropoulou et al., 2022) g3y ﬁmgﬁ‘uﬁﬁwﬁwaamdﬁ wagieRnuaneydalulsyina
UszwAlng uuasimduunadlusiumadendmiv lny (nsuduasunisinuns, 2550) dneglududu
Huemsiitenaunuldsiundnu iedns 19 uay Diptera 19# Tephritidae %QLLmaaﬁmgﬁﬂmaﬁﬁ du
wy Tnetawzegeddluitufivuunvesniamile waz Ingjazavihatediv dn wald Inen1sasluasludiu
menzusenidsanielasnudn unasiifeuiun navesfiniifiudenuns ilvnandafnainadene
fuUsemuldun anuey 39vTa uuasan liuaLAs (White and Elson-Harris, 1992) Tagnui1 wuadiy
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nwaldvlla Bactrocera correcta (Bezzi) ua
Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel) L“ﬁluﬁmg‘ﬁ'ﬁﬁ AU
walivnaasugRavatovia 1y 15 uzaia ndae
YUY UTALN® 187 dIU Zeugodacus cucurbitae
(Coquillett) 1Judngfidifyvoafivnsznauns
(Allwood et al,, 1999; Clarke et al., 2001) ¥inbitAn
ANUEEeRofivin nalivnienisinensvessene
Ineuohaunn iesanuuasiunaliivanilinie
du anunsandldldvateadslusevd wasny
uwsnsza1wegiannginia (Clarke et al, 2001;
White and Elson-Harris, 1992) §1518974731 ang B.
dorsalis SUALAIAINITAATIIAMUFLVIEAIUATT
dwonualdvesUszwelve Juyarmanedumiony
anfyeiol losnnuuasiunalivilvinandnana
waztAntguiarunisanduiy (Orankanok et al,,
2007) Fesiulain Yaymunasiunalddmansenunig
WiswgnveUsemalne saufsdmansenusianiy
sfunnsesdmiulssnayedande
Tutlgiunuinussanauyedinisadyia
FruruedasIngs nefinnsaianisalidszeins
uywdagiindaudy 9,800 d1unu lutied o,
2050 VlAnudesnisomssiinuanilagtudn
Jsgunnd 60% (Orkusz, 2021) Felumsiiinusunu
m’vm‘ia'auLﬁmﬁanﬁ’uﬂmﬁuﬁuﬁmwﬂqﬂﬁgﬁﬁm%’u
Juemsdmiuuyed uazsiluemsdmsuuadn’d
Vane-Wright (1991) iwmudwﬂmﬁ’uﬂmmﬁmﬁuﬁ
Tunsugnomsdmiuuadnd fifuversuinty
fdvdamansznudeduiiviluszuuiing fedu nsmn
uwiavomsadeniiinislinuilunisuaatenndy
WU wuas (Papastavropoulou et al., 2022) Fa91Tu
madendia waznisiiasathuuasiidudngited
WuN13EUIn wariivszrnsiuaunnunldduunes
omslUsAuld enadudnisniaiiunldluniugy
wuasdngiiy ioannsldasidnuuas uazenaae
Tiufiugnemsdmiudadnigniuasunduiduiiud
U1 Wuntsteiiunszuuinavedlanls fady
iAfeifiingUszasdiiofnuidisuifiouTum
a0 w3 Teun Wiy o uaznna Tuuuasiu
nald 3 wila lowA B. correcta B. dorsalis haz Z.
cucurbitae Mapslufivordodsviafu Faudaves
Luas wazfivenduenaiinanouiuinasomsi
wanaafulel TnenanisAnuiildonaifuuumands
Tumsfiansaniusasiunals! Fadudngiiviiddy
Tudsginalng il duvsslovd 1iosannid
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AuandAfiAfe awnsadsainyualdieuas
59157 Tudsanunsaaune s A v ldilaay
azonUaonduseauninls neerathlUlddulusiu
madenidienaunulusimsdnd wieerathluiaun
LﬁaLfJuLméammiIﬂsﬁuﬁgﬂuL%aﬂmmw Lay

YSunadmsuuywdlaluowan

/NTNAADY

uuasiunald

wuasiuwaldyiia B. correcta B. dorsalis
wag Z cucurbitae gnidssluiesufjoins
ANATYITIINGT ANTINGIANAAT UMIINYITEYTNA
Fadavan3 Tnewdesiausiuislunsydesnaainnax
WAURUAUINAN 24.5 lURIAT g9 29.5 lufiluns
Fsauvaslfanunsasyuneennield Iansazaneting
10% way fammeana (Yeast Extract Powder:
HiMedia®) luo1ms flgamgd 25 + 2 °C Aty
Fuing 65 + 10% nsiasadfiuuSunaadielildvueu
yosuwuasTunaliszozfiaty (thid instar larva)
gusurnisneasiAs1EiUsiIaE15819s Yilag
TuuasTunalinsldlufinedefiunnaedu 2 via
Hunan 24 2l iesnnuuasiunaliuagngu &
AU INIERO RTINS ALANRISTY ey B
correcta waz B. dorsalis Fudunuasiunaliifinnge
Tunalsdluisiugonuns Tnslalu ndaethi was
153 dau Z cucurbitae Fudunuasunaliiiangly
wnzlufignszgawns Falindaly weedu uag
finnes antuAviverfousdassiaediunseaiy
W9 wenldnaesnalainuuin 18 x 30 x 12 [URIAT
Adauvasiiszurseniald lnedsuszyvinves
wuasiunaldnavydafigondelivsiiudienans
dunm waziAuivondownazylalvidusuiuuin
Weoanariiaiiuermsunvuey JUNUBULITYLIE
sepsfianuazinsoananfisede unusuLLasiy
raldfusazyln vanuazendigtissun Futild
Wi waziiunwlifigamgdl -4 °C qundnazihly
AATEAUSIIUNETOIMNS

A5AATIZRUIUIUETDINNS
ATIATILRUSUIUEIS9 IS ITID AT 1Y

TagUszunad (proximate analysis) A1435n1590 4

AOAC (1990) 15 1aseviaudulnenseudietng

Tudouaufouiigaumall 130 °C Wurian 1 Flue ms
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Sirserilimalulnsauiimunlagds Keldalh waz
AmuUsnulusiulagamdiea 6.25 (protein
factor) N5t IzMlagiulaeds Soxhlet extraction
wazmUSiaiaalasnisinannnies Refrac-
tometer Ima‘mﬂmsamsw 2iUSunma1501M5 Ve
fetheay 3 ads ‘D’]ﬂ‘mﬂLﬂi%ﬁ‘U@iJﬂVl’Nﬁﬂ@IﬂEJU’]
Adildumnduaneds uagdudosivuuinigiu
(standard deviation: SD) 3tAs1gRANLUTUTIU
(Analysis of Variance: ANOVA) iiaiUSeu iisuainy
wANFITeIR ALYl nMaTo I TLAaT ey
vueuutastunalyl 3 wiafiaselufivendefiuandig
A leeldlusinsu SPSS version 23 (IBM Corpo-

ration)
NAN1INAAaDY u,az%mmi

wnastunaliied Tephritidae tTunuas
dngity fsverfianhaneivinualdfessozdmusy
Taswuirdmiuuuasialuiifguuuunisiaigiaun
wuuauysal (holometabolous) szezinupuazilu
sraviifinishuiienisasyfiulawaziaun Tngay
azanosINTgaluTIususTIzAATNeY (final
instar larval stage) (Kaleka et al., 2019; Scriber and
Slansky, 1981) fetiulunisneassilsudenldnueu
uiastunalil szosfianudaduszozanvionoudig
S¥UERNLE (White and Elson-Harris, 1992) iiiefiay
IofivsunauansomswiarUssinnavaueglusiiviueu
gefian uennifauiniuasemslufivende
fianuduiusfuuinaasemsimulunueuwuas
Ansitelududu Diptera (Gou et al., 2020) st Tu
nsinuinsed SeldvnasnuIeuiiisuysunn
ansemsfinulunueuuasTuna s lufivends
Funnaafy ImaLﬁaﬂﬁﬂjmﬁaﬂuﬁmﬁﬁmiﬂqﬂmﬂ
arusanvldiayngiaialudszinealneg uay
Usganruilensuusenu saudeiansanudrinduily
afeiimnzavd msusuasiunaliuazyindae
(Jaleel et al, 2018; Jaleel et al., 2021; Wu et al,,
2011; Jayanthi and Verghese, 2002)

91AN153AT1ERLUS s UL B UUS U
a1591m3UsELAMA 9 Tunusuuuasiunald 3 vila
laun B. correcta, B. dorsalis wag Z. cucurbitae
WU Ysurmannudu wazdiuidnudelunuou
wuasfunaliiiaueiainnuunnsisiuegiedl
Hod1Ag (F = 7.073, P = 0.007) lngnusuuuasiy
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waldl 8. correcta fidnadoanutugdian (79.34 +
2.87%) s09au1laun B. dorsalis (75.86 + 1.41%)
Tusaisdl Z cucurbitae Sarwiiutiosiian (74.12 «
2.78%) fsiiu Z. cucurbitae Ssihinmdnusisnniiae
uay B. correcta thwinuistiosiian Seaonadosiy
Yund inuimueuluasunaldl Z cucurbitae §i
ﬂummﬁﬂwzyﬁqm (F = 68.481, P = 0.000) Tuduvas
TUsAunuI vueuwsasiunald B. correcta HUsuw
TUsfulady (48.61 + 2.99%) gani1 B. dorsalis
(43.09 + 2.20%) wag Z. cucurbitae (40.60 + 2.65%)
pg19lded1Agyn19adf (F=14.507, P = 0.000)
Tuvazfivsuialuiuedslunueunuasiunaldl 8.
correcta (6.74 + 2.73%) wag B. dorsalis (8.95 +
5.16%) ldunnsnafusgeldodAnni9ada weigs
adnlunueuwuasiunalyd Z cucurbitae (1.56 =
0.72%) (F = 7.462, P = 0.006) Wwagnui1 UYSuney
thmaedsiinulunueunyasiunaldiiassdn Tl
wangAuegelted1AgYN19ais (F = 1.028,P =
0.382)

dlefiansanudsuifisulsunuansenis
wasudazUsvianlunusuntasiunaldias duity
a1fefiuand1af (m159991 1) Wu31 nueuLuasy
wals 8. dorsalis fhasslundae flvurnslngnin
muauﬁlﬁymé’hstli”'aasmﬁisﬁwﬁagmqaﬁa waziile
FAs1eRUsuIuaIsoMIsANYIn eldsinuey
wnas¥unaldl B. dorsalis lundreasianadedmiin
wis USunaulusiu aandnegnaldunnieiuegiadl
Hoddmeadd winvifidnadeysunaleiy uas
‘13ﬁmag_jnﬂ’mﬁat,§aﬂuw%"q a1l dyd I Ayneana
Tudruvosuountasiunaldl 8. correcta wuiile
\Aesnuausuasiunald B correcta Tundroasdl
Anadoaudusi Wvunadilvgnin dwidnuiegs
i1 wasdidnadeUTunuasesnUssangany
LﬁaLf?;laﬂuﬂ%"ﬂasmﬁﬁfﬂﬁwﬁ"zymaaﬁa LAZNUDY
wuas¥unaldl Z cucurbitae woldssluilnnesasdl
ynda Analetiutnute worUinuase s
Ussiangeniiidesluunsiueshaiifoddynsads
snifudnadsuiualuiuisidnadsganiudlsl
wansnsfuegalfoddaynieadn Semanisiingzi
Usunaansermislunueunsasiunaldie 3 adaly
MUITeilaenndesiu Gou et al. (2020) Tude
USuranseuisiufivendeasdinanousun
ansonsfiazadlunusunsasiunals
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M15197 1 Usanaansenmnsinguseanal (proximate composition) Uesrueutuasiunald 3 vliaidesluivende

RSNl
B. dorsalis B. correcta Z. cucurbitae

nae AER nae ER TN ER! finneg
Suf/mueu 1 nsy 120.33+0.47°  140.33+£0.47° 125.33x0.41° 128.67+0.47° 90.67+0.94° 78.00+0.81°
ALY (%) 704.94+1.21°  76.78+1.00° 77.19+1.33" 81.50+2.21° 76.41+0.77° 71.83+1.72°
Yhuidnusia (%) 25.06£1.21°  23.22+41.00° 22.81+1.33" 1850+2.21° 23.59+0.77° 28.17+1.72°
TUsAY (%) 44.71+1.89° 41.48+0.86° 51.31+0.70° 4592+0.28° 38.22+0.50° 42.99+0.54°
gl (%) 13.48+2.06° 4.41+0.87°  8.87+1.85°  4.61+1.27°  1.12+0.68° 2.00+0.52°
e (%) 2.14+0.03°  1.2040.30°  1.90+032°  1.03x0.01°  0.94+0.05° 1.60+0.08"
NA99U (kcal/100 NH)  308.72 210.41 292.67 229.29 166.72 196.36
funw/vuou 1 nsu (L) 2.03 2.59 1.73 2.56 3.81 3.07

*FUNUBY harUSunaanseImsiaeUseunamansdy Aade+SD
**611088999US U1 UE1591NTAAZUTELAN MUY AR A9 In T URAIAUME DN ¥IANTY hEAIINTALLANAIIDENS

HledAneadia (P = 0.05)

fyordeilalumnuised 1dun ndreriai
\Dunalsfifiauamalaruinisgendndss luiues
{weau finnesiifuiivinidaaaimsemsgenin
wnedru aludulusiu ety wazaslulewnsn
(@1inlnau1ns nsueunTe, 2561) Fatu 39
Funaiulatn wueuuasTunalsiiin 8. correcta
waz B. dorsalis Thasslundaedvwalvginin waed
AadsUTuiaaIseImsnnUTsIAnganIMLey
wnasiunaldiaselud$s Wuisafunueunuasiy
waldl Z. cucurbitae Maesluiinnadivunalnginin
uazflAedeTinuasemsnuszvganitueu
wasfunaliidsduund iessnesdusenou
Nea1seIMsIuNT R dINalnenTInan1saTy LAy
WauvessivuauunasTunaldiules (Castilho et
al,, 2019; Hafsi et al., 2016) lagWU31 @1581%15
Usziananslulawsaduwvaandsauy dulusfudu
wdensnezilufisuiu dewasdengfnssunisiu
9T NISLATYLAULH LAZHAIUIVDITTIZNUB UV
LA (Gou et al., 2020) Iae Hou et al. (2020) wag
Panduranga et al. (2018) 5189711191 NuUBUKNAITY
naldwia B dorsalis way 7 cucurbitae AléAu
mmimiﬂimum agyinlissey Lamiumiwm
WRAIUIINTE 8“1%@1&5 sovdfutoduas waziile
NsUNFREINUSHIE1 TS IUR LD ULNATTY
wald wazgArwiandundesnu wuin vusuluasiu
walsl B. dorsalis Mdsssendelimdsnugean way

wueuwiasriunall Z cucurbitae TasEIEuAEL
Tindarudiign uenanidmuiindredudie
ownsiildunuiiian dadunisdendivenisd
wanzanlunisiasmueutaseyinliaun saides
WsSinamueuldodng Aur1rng wagiinuamg
mmsgqﬁqm
IINIIBNUNTANYIAUAM DI TIULLAS
wudn wuandudninilusiuduesdusznoulu
USinauge Taoladengseaing 40 - 75% (Tang et al.,
2019) denADIRUNANISANYIE TaNUT MUY
wasfunalianuriafidesluivondesiingma 4 1
Ysunalusiuroudnegs (38.22 - 51.31%) lndiAes
FunueukawTindy 9 WU Mueultasiuae (44.82
- 49%) WuBULLAIIUTIU (54 - 61%) (Anankware
et al,, 2021; Tang et al,, 2019) “usuUun (48 -
57.8%) (Papastavropoulou et al., 2022; Tang et
al,, 2019) nuauluy (54.19 - 68.97%) (gl333508 wae
Uz, 2550) waziethluiusouisuiuuSinalusau
Fnulwilodniuszianse 9 dredmdnduitu
WU was wasednifinuamisomsdulusiu
TnalAeiu ansnsalanaunuiule (Orkusz, 2021) Tu
druresasausznaumulatiu wuldl wusuLLaTY
nalisanssinfiasdlundrouariss fiusualuty
Aouda6in (4.4 - 13.48%) \lelfisufunusuuuas
yiinduiinuuTnaluiugs wu wueulsfli (60.3%)
(Grabowski et al,, 2021) Taga1nN1SANEINUIN
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Togfuinuluunandulodud wouletulydusgd
Baheanazidadou (Raksakantong et al., 2010;
Tang et al, 2019; Orkusz, 2021; Oonincx and
Finke, 2021) Tnga1nn15@n®1U03 Pongsirisak and
Kitthawee (2019) kanaliilfinudn usuve el
waldl B. dorsalis way 7. cucurbitae illusiulaidy
WuesAUszneuile 49.78 - 53.95% veoaUSunaslusiu
v wazdaszneusaensaluturie Towni-3
way Towni-6 ftluszlomdvilvanssdupeaamasea
Tuiden wazdunumanglun1siiaulasnIswaun
993au94 (Djuricic and Calder, 2021) waNaNG &
wuimusuLasiunaliitaewiadiuunaiman
aonndasfunanisineluauised fedu e
‘ﬂﬁﬂimﬂQmﬂ"l'ﬂ”l\‘lEJ’I‘VI’]?‘ZJENWLJ@HLLJJ@Jijuwalﬁ‘l/ﬁjﬁ 3
¥fauar nsdruldusylesiaiue nisaeiiniiy
iaulaifuegnads uaziilevsziiuainauainig
9IMNINNUITLAN UAZAUNUAIUNTDITIUNTANY
afdl muounuasiunalsl B. correcta Mapslunded
dnonmdigelunisinluliussTesidunisldidu
2WNIVAuwNY 8eelshany dusunuesuuiasiunali
gelaiusingifinsihunldiduermsdmivuyud
Tnensanilounasiinuladu o wu vueuldile dnud
vy nSefeaunie LANUIEN1TEINUBUYD Y
wrasiunaldwdwmesisidounnyiniulusiune oy
USTnnAReMslulssinadasea dmsulddu
Smgdulumsndne1mns uasiadesdrensdniuuyud
wazdn (https://www.flyingspark.com/) ddnilvg)
Wan wuammaqﬁﬁmmmLﬁﬂﬁﬂgﬂﬁﬂﬂwlﬂumﬁau
naUNUlUDIMITERNT WU nastavueuLuasTunaldl
Dulusaunaunudundesluemisiassunnseni
(Sayed et al,, 2019) %30 n1stinusUUNALTUUIY
Wuermsiasuiiielasliiide (Hwangbo et al,
2009) drnsuluusswalneg G5189un1slanueuy
wuasiuty way rusuwlasTuaneienaunulusiiu
Tuomsln uag ans (Fnsing uazmne, 2563; 1531
wazundu, 2549) UE)ﬂ"\]’]ﬂ‘ﬁ ATENTNABITUFUVD
Uszwnalneg Jeladaasuliuuandueimisiasy
futuiiflusiugedmsudntonoudlsuioudd
ANMTVINFITIVNT LATBIANITOIMITUALINYATILIAY
anuszynv@ (FAO) Aatiuayuliuuanlueinis
lUsAugeluauandniunysduasdndiguiu (van
Huis et al, 2013) Wai) \esanuuaafinuAinig
91M138 wazmsiasaauiielFlaUsunauan &
Usendiien 14nandu uavnanfeideunsyantos

34

ﬂ’i’lmiﬁ’lﬂ?jﬁmi (Oonincx and de Boer, 2012; van
Huis et al, 2013) Wadaansnsaldnisiasuansening
dindy 1wy iy vienseladusndu adlueims
Aoauaad LﬁaﬁﬂﬁﬂmmmnmmsmmLLuaﬂqﬂ%ulﬁ
dnene (Finke, 2015)

dyunan1IvaaDg

1NNTANHIUSUIUAITEIWT I UNUBY
wuasdunald 3 wida lawn B correcta B. dorsalis
wae Z cucurbitae wuiidnenmiiissneadiaziiun
nandulusfunaunulueimsle lnefive1nisd
dndwarilvnusuuuasTunaldfiusunuaisenns
wansnaiy wazrueuLlasunalsl B. correcta MAns
Tundreddneamaigalunisinluldusslovidu
sl dulUsiuneauny esanlilusiugaiigauas
Tddunuduiivemisiifian dea1u1snding
nsfnwildluldlunsiaungnsomsiivmnzanly
msdsafiuUsinamusulilgsiuiunnlussezia
&u avonvaenste wazdaudAimsemisgasioly
wonanil nsldusyleviannuuasdngiivlusiunig
thunduundseims uidnsuiefidreniuay
Uszgnsuuasiineliinaanudeniedafivni
wwsugha Snitdianunsatdidnualifindeainnng
wlapunldifuemnsdmduidsmusunsasfunals
Fafunisnisandiuiuves wazdiseying
FandenvesUszndalnglasnsae

AnRNssUUsENA

YOYBUAMNIAIYITIINGT LagA1ATYN
WYIMIENINITEINIT ANEINEIAIENS UNTINERE
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