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A study of fruit position and abiotic factors on melon fruit fly
Zeugodacus cucurbitae Coquillett (Diptera: Tephritidae)
infestation in cucumber
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ABSTRACT: The melon fruit fly (Zeugodacus cucurbitae Coquillett) is a major economic insect pest of Cucurbitaceae
crops that causes immense damage to the quality and quantity of agricultural products. Because biotic and abiotic
factors directly affect insect population growth and infestation, this work aimed to study the fruit position on the
cucumber tree and abiotic factors of the melon fruit fly in terms of both population and subsequent damage. Our
study comprised two growing years in Thailand’s Khon Kaen province; November 2018 to February 2019 and October
2019 - January 2020. The results from the first growing year showed 136.81+14.83 adult melon fruit flies/plant and
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12.33+22.72 damaged cucumbers from fruit located in the middle position of the cucumber tree; which was
significantly different (P<0.05) from the number of melon flies found in the upper and lower positions on the tree
at 106.50+6.15 and 102.29+7.87 fruit flies/plant, respectively; and the number of damaged cucumbers at 3.65+8.75
and 4.16+10.95 fruits/plant, respectively. The results in the second growing year resembled those of the first year.
The melon fruit fly began to migrate into the plots in the third week after planting and increased to its peak numbers
in the fifth and sixth weeks (flowering-fruiting period), recording 161+16.74 and 186+16.79 fruit flies/10 traps in the
first growing year, respectively, and 178+19.62 and 159+5.83 fruit flies/10 traps, respectively, in the second growing
year. The correlation coefficient (Correlation; r) between the number of melon fruit flies and such abiotic factors as
temperature, relative humidity, and rainfall in the first growing year were -0.47, 0.19, and 0.29, respectively. In the
second growing season, the values were -0.32, 0.69, and 0.01, respectively. Results from this study help to determine
the preference of melon fruit fly to fruit position on the cucumber tree and the appropriate time to control melon
fruit fly in the field condition.

Keywords: melon fruit fly, Zeugodacus cucurbitae; cucumber; fruit position on plant; abiotic factor

uni

wisnynduiivdniasegianflenuslnanaanuaziinisulssuilueuaziesosdronamainnaneyiiafiesningauly

a

mwansd1Anang o laud ansdnueuyadasy Imfiu uise waznsnesdiluidndusesninig wenanfduludniiuiun

a = a

wngUgnineuaslinandnsng (duiesh was fam, 2539) dewalsiiuiiugnitaisssmelul 2563 fugatuds 37,800
15 Vswomandnogil 64,188 fu nangtusendsaniioffiuiiugngsanasounquimiayisud quasivsill uassedan
ASEINY S08150 LATTaULAY (NSUALASUNTINEAT NSENTINNYATLATEUNTA], 2563) AeusinAnudesnisuslnaaziiy
qa%uwiwamémmnehuﬁqmLﬁa‘maLﬁawmmwﬁwﬁﬂmwaqLLmaaﬁmgﬁm Tagngllasiulns Zeugodacus cucurbitae
Cougillett Fuduwaaiesidadoiiiaunsaadennudemeliunnananludiesserinnonaafuiion G5nn wavaus,
2550) uananidsanunsavhanefinlduinnit 81 wia o1y uxidewe fin uzazne fas uavilanes Wudy @iihau
NEATTINTANSIA, 2557; USA wazAmE, 2559; Dhillon et al,, 2005) ArudemeiinannsidvhatsvesuuasTuwnesy
nnduduiomadieldeioznslinzwa dwmaliAnsosdmiidusvnadn fvuouiifinanldazdaiuogaeluna i
Tnaniniazuaziamau (Mir et al, 2014) Wenusuaiqingioanvheasindufioiidnuslufuuasiandusufuiodely
(@UNNUNYRTIININATIA, 2557) ‘luﬁuﬁﬁwumﬁsmmmmmmsawummLﬁammamamﬁmqaﬁq 100% (Unglen way
u3e, 2557; Dhillon et al,, 2005) Fslladendniidsmadenmsszuinveausadlunguuuasiunalsl Ao Jadomisdanin léud fiv
9113 AR3EIINTIR Y30 AuIMewn WU JUS1e wue & seiumNan wasssduaugauemsedy (Saun, 2503; 3591,
2545; Owens and Prokopy, 1986; Aluja and Robert, 2008) Toorani and Abbasipour (2017) lanaaaukIuiuAnNN1L
witleafiszduandunnaneiu leun Sivdesasiounas hewsu) Wdsss iy wasindsweu Tuulasdy ﬁizﬁummqq 1
1.5, 2, 2.5 uay 3 lwns wuisuasiunald Ceratitis capitata Wiedemann WhfusndmansasveuLasiuulusEiuAL
89 1.5 wnsuniige wonTINtgaiitadevamen wu 9oUnNA A waziinaniufiansadsasesiuaulssans
NITWNTIEUIA N15NT2AEAT Lagnsidiatevesuasiunaldluwsazgqniald (iang et al., 2001; Hou and Zhang,
2005: Liu and Ye, 2005: Chen and Ye, 2007) Widna wavane (2564) nanaiuuasiunals Bactrocera dorsalis Hendel
arsvumnnluraengiy @uiau-wiew) semntdadurisdinssfeulinananunniian uenaininaluiesufofinisves

a

James et al. (1994) Neauiuuasiunaldl 8. dorsalis avnslaldusunasnnidioaamaiiogh 22 °C lnsanunsanslalaas

Y

fiv 1,581 vlog vuziliilogaumgiiiugsdis 36 °C nsndlenduanaundaiiios 9 ves Mk undaliddsieauieldudagy
FinnuazneninseUseansuuasiuuaduaninuannuning daun1sinwddslavinisnadeuseiuniugavemau
nssruazdadenienienin loua gaumall Anuauduivg wasUsunauely Nlikadenisunsseuinvaiuasiuundluanin

wlasuaanvennunIns ludwminveuunu 91uu 2 Yugn Ae Tugnusn sendnuseungaIniey 2561-nuAus 2562



U s 50 atiufl 5: 1472-1485 (2565)./doi:10.14456/kaj.2022.xx 1474

wazllugniiaes sevdusiaunanAu 2562-un51A3 2563 wadilannisAnyazdiglunisneinsalnisunsseuinvesuiasiy
wasluusazdugnuaznsusmunidunisidvihatemelinistesiumdaiaussdniamgeanuazananudenienaziio

%UﬁUNaNaWWBGLﬂT‘}ﬁiﬂiQﬂQﬂLLﬁNﬂ’)’]

WmsAne
N13AREBAKATATITIANITUUALNEATNS

faidenudasgnunennaneiugiderntded aduiusfinwasnsluiiuiidmiavounnudonign S1uau 4 ulag
Lﬂmsm“lumiﬁmLﬁaﬂﬂfcjméﬁaﬂwaﬁLTJuLLUULawmmzﬁN (Purposive sampling) Inaflinausilun1sAaidn (Inclusion criteria) il
1) Wungununsnsiivgnumsnanluiiuiidandaveuudu 2) Wudufoaeulumsugnuasdamsguaunsnanuinnii 3
soilesauiielioqdu uay 3) unwasnsiiasdnslauasfusenliliudadumsiiudeya mmnmsdndenannsadadinumsns
a4 1 loun

\nwAsN39187 1 (WeSAnes neslans) vherInndnssudgninaduiivlgnunsnin Athunswdauysal a. vjalla e.
guasatl (fifauuas 16°44'13.7'N 102°4023.9'F) Wuiign 2 91 vunAuUadAazUUas 1x2 1. S2EE9NTEnINe 30 23,
spEgMesEIinaung 50 . Luszeyvineserinawasgn 1 . Insdanisuladlagldiereniissesnadien dddlonanses
fuvguiounsenuin feusonmen wasdfnmanan s 6 A% Thihlnessuumeenon 2-3 $u uasdoaturiindngiia
Tngldseslunlivasnousannon thduniuliiuazansataasion nésananan iiniswu 4-7 afsmaengquan

\nsnITIeT 2 (Weaunes wseUsens) inerdwndnssulgniuasgnuaan luituiithunde a. af 0. d1gs
(fifauUas 1673023.5'N 102°59'17.6'E) Huiiugn 1.5 91u sunautasas 1x1 1. Szeesineseningdiu 30 ou. svogvinessning
w7 50 e, Bussogvhassriaulasgn 1 . dnsdanmsulasddderenlnglanaussiaieniulgn 1 ads uaslilae

P

s fuiuty Josturdndnsiivlagldoosluuld diduntuldl uasansataazion wu 6-8 Asimaennguan

inunInITed 3 (weRnfiiu Taniu) ierdnndnssy Ugndnuaslsinendundn Tneugnuasnaluiufithuning
awysnl o, el . guasemi (Aifaulas 16°44°01 2'N 102°40'35.9'F) Aufiugn 2 11u aunandasay 1x2 4. svegviaseming
A1 30 Y. SEEEeTENINeT 50 Bu. Liussegrineserinadacan 1 u. dnsdenisuladegldunenlsesousiuuniniign

Y N

2 &Unvi WhlnsUdesniusesnanautawn 3 fu destuidndngfivlneldarsafidundn 1un Salnansa aaoslng
wloa warlewmosiuviu vu 7-8 Adimasnnguan

\nAsnITed 4 (weyumdmi dnea) Ugnuasnalufiuftiurineg o, fuau 0. TyaAT (Afnudas
16°29'44.9"'N 102°54'57.5"E) ﬁ”uﬁﬂqﬂ 1 91 YwinkUaday 1x1 4. 88eW9Teningsiu 30 ¥4, T8vinaTeninannl 50 gu.
Huszazeszariautasgn 1 u. dnmsdansuladinelddenen 2 ade vdtanuasisenld 14 Yu uazeonmen 1 ads It
ihlneudosmusesnarautamn 3 fu Jostuidndnsfialngldansiad 1dun sinlaanin raeslnivea uasluwesiumiy
Wy 7-8 afnaengqUan
NAYAITTAUANNGIVRINAUUNSSAUsian1Tidviatevasuuasiuung

ilesnnunainnanansalinandnldnnaiuvesddiu (Uu-nans-an) Faianudululifuasiuunszdenidvinas
Tunsiagaruunnsaniu ﬁqﬁ?uﬂwﬁﬂmﬁﬁqﬁi’mqﬂazmﬁﬁaﬁnmszﬁus’hmemmqwaqmaﬁLmaameawﬁwﬁ'}mammﬁqm
Lﬁa‘lfﬁtﬂu%;ﬂa‘tuﬂﬁﬁaﬂﬁuﬁﬁmsialﬂ TNUNUNITNARDIRUUUABNEALYT! (Randomized Complete Block Design; RCBD)
$1uau 3 n53NIng av 4 91 9 av 20 du Inslvsuunuasnsduslunsneassi sudunismeaessiua 2 Udan fio
Ugnusn szuinaifeungainiey 2561-nuanius 2562 uazdugniiaes seminafieunana 2562-unsAu 2563 Llefiveny
28 Jundsneniivaziasadngszevoanta gud1599MUAUNUAN 9 YBImNTIiU AaanslulLHuRINIINAADY

351N 1 fuvsduuuddy (ANgeanitu@y 0-0.83 11.)



KHON KAEN AGRICULTURE JOURNAL 50 (5): 1472-1485 (2022)./doi:10.14456/kaj.2022.xx 1475

N335 2 fumisdunansdidiu (nugeaIniuiy 0.84-1.66 1)

NIIART 3 Auvnlsdauansdidu (mmqamﬂﬁuﬁu 1.67-2.5 41

tuiindruaunad waznaideluusiaysumisvomsaiy nadefildanudanzgninndusnesfifinsiitensiati
Uinalszmnsuasiuunsiaudiae Tnsthwadevslundemanainuuin 20x20x8 w1, sosiufsunaummuIUszana 2
@3l Lﬁ@iﬁwuauifﬂqmﬁwﬁﬁmﬁ Pnuhndemanaindrednssinmierung 60x90x60 wu. wazilarindeitasedin
Huiudute iudeyadunviazadsfeurunsniniEusensa wiu 4 Uani degasuiunad naide warsiuiulssrnsiaudy
i’ﬂﬁlé’mmaLLm‘VfLﬁUGLuLLGiasigé’Uﬂ’quq%QmjwﬁmeﬁmmLLﬂSUiauwwqaaﬁmuLLmusTﬁmswmamLLUU RCBD #7e
TUsWNSY Statistix® 10 software package (Statistix, 2018) waziU3auiisuanuuanswesdwadsluudag seRumumls
AINNEVBINARILTS Turkey’s test fisziuanderiu 95% (P<0.05)
NavaIUITLNINNIBAINFADIIUIUYTEYINTUUALTUKAS

ﬁwLﬁumsajuﬁwsawizﬂmﬂﬂmaﬁuLLmLLazﬁmgﬁssummmmaqmwsﬂsﬁgﬂﬁmﬁaﬂ 1w 4 wdas Tu 2 Tugn
Tuthsnaugninileududenounth nefisuuuulunsifudeyafenisldiusinansaeilsluy cue-lure iiedesafiusoumes
fusnilsluundnanuini vwa 1.25 a. favanuenssniludesty Juwsniediuuu (FaaeinUinean 6 ou.) wasiud

asanreluussanlgnaulnuersansa el lsluy cue-lure M HAALAEIIVUIEIAYAUENT NYINTTITUYI

v
a |

unine1duasauaiuns Mnduininnniidauda @udiunn nuduiasiudinuadidulurndiuiiaes fude
wUAmdessevuinusesdaiiielifiaestudenfndu tidudnlunuiidnaunsna Megeaniuiu 1 3. Tnefussezsig
seminafudnuszanm 3 1. viouvaududnyn 25 A ady 10 Fudn/ulas (WA wazAne, 2559; Weems et al., 2015)
Sufindruaulsssnsfudutowasiuwnanaifudunsnnduinnenauiafufe: daniazads v 6 dani uenaini
yhnstiufindegatiadenismen 6un aumgll msduduing (asmsfindaaiosingamgivaraududie Delta Tark

3 a a

3 13309 wAnlaeusEm 13 1A tea Sumesiudunua Ussndalneg 3189) YSunaudy (Teyavnaudendeuinginia

99

[ 1Y

nyiuesnideunilonsuuw) wargluuunisiansuanignuesnunsniudazsng deyadnuiuussrndufuisuuasiuung
wer wazaaumal, ANNTUANTUS warUSnawy laggniiuniessinmunsssuiavesuiasiuuaduidagdieses
msasgAvlavesiviay AduUsyansandunus (Correlation, r) faelusinsy Microsoft excel 2010 software (version

2016 16.0.4266.1003)

Nan1sAneN

NAYBITEAUAUGITRINAULNSIRUdaNsIdvIae v IuNAsTuLAS
Funulszrnsuuasiuaianeduazmedleniiuanuadeisaesdugnaasarisggnialidannuuansieiuma

atid loglulugnil 1 uay 2 nURATIMLUAITULAWAY 6,91246.45 Uay 6,924+34.68 f/uUad AuaIfy LiaRa157

3 v & o ay v o J 1Y v ' = ! A 3

Pulsgrnsduduisnlaannuaiinuluudazseduanugavemssiuluudaziugn wuanludi 1 wudwiudsenng

@

wiasiunasianaguazinadenigalusunisnansdifegn 136.81+14.83 d/su lasdauuansaiunisadifiiises

c

'
a

AMULTRNY 95% AUAWAUIVULALAINAAVBITIAUNNY 106.50+6.15 WAz 102.29+7.87 A/AU AUaIRY VaueNUUgnil

U

' = v

9 v & o v o a ° 1 o v a ral v v A = =
EJ\W’N“W‘UGYJLWN'JEJLGU’IW'TaWEJN’]ﬂ‘I/]?jWW']LLWUQﬂa']Qa’W]‘LﬂﬂEJ@JﬂW@EJW 126.48+11.30 M/6U LUDANYIAINUEYRIYVDINANTEAU

U

v
LYK%

ANHEBIMTIMNTUANANTUTIERIngUan wuhianuduiusiuludeuin nafedwiunadsluwdasseaunsaduiinig

[

wansnanvatifeg19iledAny (P<0.05) Inenuaudemevesraungaianagimumiinanmssiunsluuagni 1 uag 2 4

o

ANYINAU 12.33+22.72 way 12.20+19.89 Na/AU ANUAIHU 50989U1AD FLrUIUUBazanadaldiinnuLanaaiunanan

=)

sefuAuLd ety 95% Tnenud uiunadeludi 1 eyl 3.65+8.75 na/fu uar 4.16+10.95 wa/du uazludi 2 of

[

a

4.38+14.01 Na/AU LAY 2.87+8.16 Na/AL ANNE1AU (Table 1) WathAedsdnuiunastasnadsluniagseAuuniagy



U s 50 atiufl 5: 1472-1485 (2565)./doi:10.14456/kaj.2022.xx 1476

3 a

Anvosidudnadeluusasiumisemssiu wuiriidunansddunuiesifudgeanil 61.22 uay 62.72 % lulusnuas U7
09 AU (Table 1) vausfidedifusinadevesinanuuiararafinnuunnsaiunmeainedsiifoddy (P<0.05) a1n
foyaiilfuandifiuhuasiuunnsdondwhaeludunamssiunniign uidutitvduaiilmiuduiuonanainia
UftRvesnuasnafugnuasitiinasyinéndiiounadesegiinnugs 2-2.5 wns gaisnanemssuasiimugsiiussana 0.84-
1.66 3. FeaenAdostuTeauves duad waraAmy (2555) uag Weems et al. (2015) find1ai19sszdunisdulunism
pnsnFenadiasveusasTunsazgenuAuUsEINm 0.5-1.5 Wng waelosedunnugeniiuAuiifingeduesd
anuduiusTulsauduanudeme (Ekesi et al, 2003) uenainifadoanugslunisiuvesiaiuioudrvunvemwadi
wangaufdudanszduliwasiunadonidinunmady wanisAnuluanimuvasues 93ns (2564) wuuuasiuunsaziden
iundlelunaunsrun 9 x 14 9. (vunedl 3 91gwa 15-16 Tu ndseonnen) gailgndeiuansesvaneiadede 3.86 3/ua
s99aNABHATIVIA 8x11 wal. (VAT 2 09GN 11-12 Yu ndeenaen) uaz 10x15 val. (VAT 4 egua 19-20 Yu nds
ponaen) fisesvihansiade 1.41-1.75 3/ua Faliifanuunndaneadd uagnavund 5 engua 23-24 Ju ndseennen
(16x20 wa1.) wazauIndl 1 engsia 7-8 Ju ndseenaen (5x8 wal.) wusesyhanelads 0.5 uaz 0.05 3/a My Fanunlu
Gﬁmeﬂa’ma"wﬁmzﬁ'«j’wmuwaiauL&Jasﬁqm (1,981-2,019 Ha/20 &u) Wiefieufudiuduvesddu (833-1,138 a/20 @)
denalvdidrurunavunni 3 gsawilufe fausiludunansdwuazfugafinueudemeunndian uiandeyadaus
Wfeiiaansoineananuaidslddsarenatulimiuusunduiu nandeluiudsunansiinuanudememnniigansy
wuduufufuToveausasiuunsienadl 11.10 uaz 10.36 da/ma mudisy Tulusnuazdiaes Sedumadunandraiui
dauvuLazdILaTiny 24.14-39.86 §/wa Tuaesliugn dedruudaduieiinutiosludiunarsenailaniumainnisunsues
A591MNSVRssE BT U URTUSINauunnTusa vhlrEnsdndnualar R s uduTesindt (Wu et al, 2011: Hu et al,,
2014; Pascacio-Villafan et al., 2018) uaﬂmﬂﬁé’nlﬂwvﬁmgﬁiimwmumiﬁ"mﬁqawLﬂumamﬂmﬁmﬂﬁwawaq

wnwnsnsidinisldansdesiuidausaadundnfidmalildnudngsssufluvis 2 Yugn



KHON KAEN AGRICULTURE JOURNAL 50 (5): 1472-1485 (2022)./d0i:10.14456/kaj.2022.xx 1477
Table 1 Effects of fruit position on number of adult melon fruit fly and fruit damage in 2 growing years
Fruit Number of adult Number of Number of Cucumber Number of
Growing year position melon fruit fly (fruit undamaged damaged fruit damage  adult melon
on the fliesxSD/plant) cucumber cucumber (%) fruit fly (fruit
tree (fruits£SD/plant)  (fruits+SD/plant) flies/fruit)
Top 106.50+6.15 B 7.03+17.37 B 3.65+8.75 B 18.12 B 29.18
1 Middle 136.81+14.83 A 12.91+22.05 A 12.33+22.72 A 61.22 A 11.10
(November 2018-February 2019) g 4y 102.29+7.87 B 8.44:16.17 AB 4.16:+10.95 B 20.66 B 24.57
Top 105.63+4.34 B 9.85+19.73 AB 4.38+14.01 B 22528 24.14
2 Middle 126.48+11.30 A 12.55+21.30 A 12.20+19.89 A 62.72 A 10.36
(October 2019-January 20200 gyt 114.1016.30 AB 7.55:14.78 B 2.87+8.16 B 14.76 B 39.86

Means followed by different letters in the same column of each growing year indicate significant differences at P<0.05 (Tukey’s HSD test)
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Aadewiniy 178+19.62 way 159+5.83 f1/10 Aufn mudiy (Figure 2) uazlinasiuussansuuasiuunanesfly
fusinmaanggniadiA1Leduwwindy 611+14.68 §2/10 Ausn (Figure 4) Dhillon et al. (2005) 5189 UNANISANYIT

a =%

genmdefiuiagnustasiuunsdhaeiituazasanudoneiduegannlugiiiinaiydidssesfnnenieen

v
[y 1

wa Foyafildanfuintsiiusasfuumsdvisszernalunsundssualiunneiuic 2 Sugnuarszernnasyiule
o9 sAUadpaAYluNITUNT T2 UIATDILNAITULAY WONAINULAITIULAS Z. cucurbitae LAEIAINITONULLATTY
7 tau lufusndsiisuurssuasiuslailuld 1 uay 2 waewinfy 23+1.55 waz 21+1.04 §2/10 fudn sy
(Figure 3, 4) MNFIBNUNMSANTINUILLATTUT 2 ATnfiny e Z cucurbitae WaE Z. tau I8uNISEUIANNNTAARN
vienalsinanenuazoonta Tnsuuasiumedlonaewidniarldnisueadiuuasndulunsdenfivenms uenaninns
itvemsdafesdndsdsansonmsdndae wudifiwermsdiiusinau asluleinm waglusugeazgnidonduy
BUAULIN (Vayssieres et al., 2010, Demirel, 2016; Mansour and Mohamad, 2016; Bansode and Patel, 2018; Abro
et al, 2020) Bnviauastunalivn 2 viniasiisonumsnululsendlng wasdnvansUssmalueiongTusenides
16 Tnwanunsodvianglinanasiadnnainnanevia Tnsemsiivasdunaiasds Wun3, 2544; Chinajari-yawong et
al., 2000; Huque, 2006; Wang et al., 2006; Vignesh and Viraktamath, 2015) ummnﬁé’&wu B. nigrofemoralis Tufu
fnludf 1 uay 2 maam@jmamﬁlmﬁm 10+0.87 waz 4+0.19 §1/10 fusn augdu (Figure 3, 4) Fsoradulule

wuariuriadlylaitrunyhatsanudsmelulnsninieasanliredsieonunisdiinaiswnaninuinay Siieesieany

'
=

nsvateueaneud dule uazazyndnegynluid (Tsuruta and Kawashita, 2002; Vargas et al., 2015) §aiin1u

Gululsfieansae cue-lure azisgauuasiunalsl B. nigrofemoratis Tidnanludugn (Metcalf, 1994; Khan et al, 2015)
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Figure 1 Number of adult male melon fruit fly Zeugodacus cucurbitae Coquillett collected from cue-lure

trap (n=10 traps/plot) in the first growing year (November 2018 - February 2019)
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Figure 2 Number of adult male melon fruit fly Zeugodacus cucurbitae Coquillett collected from cue-lure

trap (n=10 traps/plot) in the second growing year (October 2019 - January 2020)
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Figure 3 Number of different adult male fruit fly species collected from cue-lure trap in the first growing year

(November 2018 - February 2019)
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Figure 4 Number of different adult male fruit fly species collected from cue-lure trap in the second growing

year (October 2019 - January 2020)
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WaNansaANLdNRUsUealaTeN19N18AIN bawA gaun i ANNTL uazUTnauNy ﬁaaaq%aﬂlﬁﬁmm

uansnaity Ingwuingasiigumgimaauargsan mmmaawﬂaﬂﬂa 25.80-29.65 °C ANTUALITNS 61.20-73.23 %RH

9 LR

wazUSanathey 17.55-21.11 ua. (Table 2) #dlsifinruunnsnafufugisdnsiil 5-6 mwumﬂmmﬂmﬁwmm
fign (25.80-28.33 °C) lefnwnfarndudseAvSandusiug (Correlation, r) a2 Ydan wuhdwudszrnsuuasiuung
LLazamwQﬁﬁm r Wiy -0.47 ua -0.32 Tugndl 1 wag 2 mudiu Faduenuduiusiuusunduuandiifiuinile
gaungilaad Juazdsnalidnauuuasiuunsenas Jsaenndasiunenues Vergas et al. (2000) wiwq’m’nmmmw

29 °C Jul wuastuuns Z. cucurbitae aiidnanisnilidunasauaysaiiuganas vnefiandudssav andinius

v
=

spysdnuUsETnuLasTulRsiuALTudIMSLans1egR 0.19 uaz 0.69 lugestiugn FauandliiFiuinenndud
auduiusfusiuiuntasuaduBauan Aduusyans anduiudsesninssaulsvnsuasUsinaniduuansen
rAu 0.29 wag 0.01 wundanudunuslaensdludauin Nishida (1963) waznsinan (2555) Na1LasuIuasiu
Z. cucurbitae %Lﬁuf\i’wmumﬂsﬁuLLasﬂssmaﬁﬂﬁqﬁuLﬁaasﬂuﬁhaNumu‘%aﬁm'1m%u‘l,umsmmmumsauﬁﬂﬁsmm

70-80 %RH (Table 3)

Table 2 Temperature, Relative humidity and rainfall in farmer plots for 2 growing years

Temperature Relative humidity Rainfall
Growing €O (%RH) (mm.)
year Average (+SD) Range Average (+5D) Range Average (+SD) Range
1 26.16+0.88 25.80-26.50 67.10+2.62 61.24-67.23 19.05+1.41 17.55-21.22
2 27.25+1.00 27.13-29.65 67.95+3.25 64.45-73.23 20.03+ 1.72 17.23-21.11

Table 3 The correlation (r) between number of adult melon fruit fly and physical factors in 2 growing years

Correlation (r)

First growing year Second growing year
Temperature Relative  Rainfall Temperature Relative  Rainfall
°0) humidity — (mm.) 0 humidity ~— (mm.)
(9%RH) (9%RH)
Number of adult -0.47 0.19 0.29 -0.32 0.69 0.01

melon fruit fly
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