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Abstract: Phytosanitary irradiation (PI) has been successfully used to disinfest fresh commodities
and facilitate international agricultural trade. Critical aspects that may reduce PI efficacy must be
considered to ensure the consistency and effectiveness of approved treatment schedules. One factor
that can potentially reduce PI efficacy is irradiation under low oxygen conditions. This factor is
particularly important because storage and packaging of horticultural commodities under low
oxygen levels constitute practices widely used to preserve their quality and extend their shelf
life. Hence, international organizations and regulatory agencies have considered the uncertainties
regarding the efficacy of PI doses for insects infesting fresh commodities stored under low oxygen
levels as a rationale for restricting PI application under modified atmosphere. Our research examines
the extent to which low oxygen treatments can reduce the efficacy of phytosanitary irradiation for
tephritids naturally infesting fruits. The effects of normoxia (21% O,), hypoxia (~5% O3), and severe
hypoxia (< 0.5% O;) on radiation sensitivity of third instars of Anastrepha fraterculus (sensu lato),
A. ludens (Loew), Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel), and Ceratitis capitata (Wiedemann) were evaluated and
compared at several gamma radiation doses. Our findings suggest that, compared to normoxia,
hypoxic and severe-hypoxic conditioning before and during irradiation can increase adult emergence
and contribute to advancement of larval development of tephritid fruit flies only at low radiation
doses that are not used as phytosanitary treatments. With phytosanitary irradiation doses approved
internationally for several tephritids, low oxygen treatments applied before and during irradiation
did not increase the emergence rates of any fruit fly species evaluated, and all treated insects died as
coarctate larvae. Thus, the findings of our research support a re-evaluation of restrictions related to
phytosanitary irradiation application under modified atmospheres targeting tephritid fruit flies.
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1. Introduction

Ionizing radiation is a relatively recent phytosanitary treatment that is increasing in use [1].
One factor that has the potential to reduce the efficacy of phytosanitary irradiation (PI) is reduced
oxygen levels before and during radiation treatments [2,3]. Oxygen reduction may be caused
intentionally to preserve commodity quality [4,5] or occur when commodities respire after packaging.
International organizations and regulatory agencies have responded to this risk by restricting the
application of PI in situations where commodities are maintained under modified atmospheres with
low oxygen levels [6,7]. The International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC) encourages the restriction
of PI treatments targeting insect pests for commodities stored in modified atmospheres [8-13], with the
exception of Rhagoletis pomonella (Walsh) [14] and Grapholita molesta (Busck) [15]. The United States
Department of Agriculture Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (USDA APHIS) imposes partial
restrictions on radiation treatments in modified atmospheres and recently reduced the oxygen limits
for commodities that are in packaging or other conditions from 18 to 10% [7].

The concerns addressed by international plant protection and regulatory organizations regarding
the application of PI under modified atmosphere are reasonable, considering the mechanisms
underlying radiation sensitivity in several organisms. Insects pre-conditioned and irradiated under
hypoxic or anoxic conditions may be protected against radiation damage by, among others,
the reduction of reactive oxygen species (ROS) formation [16-18] and increased enzymatic antioxidant
protection [19-21]. Tephritids, drosophilids, lepidopterans, and coleopterans irradiated with nonlethal
doses of radiation, often below recommended phytosanitary irradiation doses, under reduced
oxygen levels are less radiation sensitive than those irradiated in normoxia (21 kPa O,) [18,22-30].
However, critical factors must be considered before assuming that PI application under modified
atmosphere will always increase insect emergence, survival or fertility, and, therefore, decrease the
efficacy of approved radiation treatments.

The radioprotective effect of hypoxia or anoxia can vary significantly depending on both the
absorbed radiation dose and the insect pest species treated at the least radiation sensitive developmental
stage commonly found in traded fruit and vegetables. For instance, wandering larvae of Trichoplusia ni
(Htibner) irradiated in normoxia at 200 Gy failed to complete their development but approximately 15
to 20% of the wandering larvae irradiated at the same dose in near anoxia (0.1 kPa O,) emerged as
adults [28]. Moreover, irradiating wandering larvae of T. ni under severe hypoxia (<2.5 kPa O;) or
near anoxia (<0.1 kPa O;) induced radioprotection and, consequently, increased adult emergence with
radiation doses up to 150 Gy, whereas moderate hypoxia (>5 kPa O,) had no detectable radioprotective
effect [30]. However, the effect of either severe hypoxia (<2.5 kPa O;) or near anoxia (0.1 kPa O,)
on radiation sensitivity of wandering T. ni larvae irradiated at approved or proposed phytosanitary
radiation doses for lepidopterans (i.e., 250-400 Gy) remains to be determined. Rhagoletis pomonella third
instars infesting apples irradiated under near anoxia were not significantly less radiation sensitive
than those infesting apples irradiated in normoxia at a maximum absorbed dose of 57 Gy [22].
Similarly, Bactrocera dorsalis and Zeugodacus cucurbitae (Coquillett) third instars irradiated with the
generic dose of 150 Gy for all tephritids and Ceratitis capitata third instars irradiated with the low
dose of 100 Gy in modified atmosphere packages (either 1-4% O; or 7.2% O;) did not emerge as
adults [25,29].

In this study, we evaluated the effect of pre-conditioning and irradiation of tephritid third instars
under low oxygen levels on adult emergence and whether this potentially decreased the efficacy of
phytosanitary radiation treatments. Using the same experimental approach, we simultaneously assessed
the effect of hypoxia (~5% O;) and severe hypoxia (<0.5% O;) compared to normoxia on radiation
sensitivity of third instars of Anastrepha fraterculus (sensu lato), A. ludens, B. dorsalis, and C. capitata with
several radiation doses, including those approved as phytosanitary radiation treatments. Only naturally
infested fruits containing tephritid third instars were treated, and sub-samples of dead puparia were
dissected to determine the stage of development achieved until the insect death. Our study provides
compelling evidence that low levels of oxygen combined with radiation treatments do not reduce the
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efficacy of phytosanitary irradiation doses approved for tephritid fruit flies. We further discuss the
implications of our findings for the application of adopted phytosanitary radiation treatment schedules
under modified atmospheres.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Tephritids

The fruit flies A. fraterculus (Brazilian-1 morphotype), A. ludens, B. dorsalis, and C. capitata
were used in our study. The A. fraterculus colony (~F-35) was collected from infested guavas in
Argentina, the A. ludens colony (~F-6) from wild-infested oranges in Mexico, the B. dorsalis colony
(~F-70) from mangoes in Kenya, and the C. capitata colony (~F-25) from wild-infested oranges in
Argentina. Experiments were carried out using the same colony without the addition of wild flies
during the period of our radiation treatments. Colonies were maintained at the Insect Pest Control
Laboratory (IPCL) of the Joint FAO/ IAEA Division of Nuclear Techniques in Food and Agriculture in
Seibersdorf, Austria.

Rearing protocols consisted of routinely collecting and transferring eggs to an artificial diet,
followed by pupariation and adult maintenance. Briefly, eggs of A. fraterculus and A. ludens were
separately oviposited in silicon sealed devices (13.9 cm diameter) containing water positioned on
the top of the cage containing sexually mature adults. Bactrocera dorsalis females oviposited eggs in
perforated polyethylene bottles (250 ml) containing hundreds of minuscule holes (~0.5 mm diameter).
A small quantity of guava juice (<0.5 ml) was placed inside the bottles and served as an oviposition
stimulant for B. dorsalis. Ceratitis capitata females oviposited eggs through a panel made of voile.
Eggs from A. fraterculus and A. ludens were collected and transferred to an artificial diet based on carrot
powder and torula yeast [31,32], whereas the eggs from B. dorsalis and C. capitata were transferred to
an artificial diet based on wheat bran and yeast [33]. Larvae from all species were then held in diet
trays until pupariation in sawdust (GOLDSPAN® smoke, Brandenburg, Germany). Puparia were then
collected, weighted to determine insect density, transferred to screen-mesh cages, followed by adult
emergence. Adults were fed water and a dry diet (3 sucrose: 1 hydrolyzed yeast, MP Biomedicals™,
Eschwege, Germany) ad libitum. Allinsects were maintained under laboratory conditions at 25 + 0.5°C,
70 £+ 10% relative humidity, and 14L:10D photoperiod.

2.2. Fruit Infestation, Incubation, and Maintenance

Physiologically mature, but unripe, mangoes (Mangifera indica L.—cultivars “Tommy Atkins’ and
‘Kent’) from Brazil, Guatemala, Israel, and Senegal, and mandarins (Citrus reticulata Blanco) from
Israel, Spain, and South Africa were obtained from a local market and used in our experiments.
Fruit contamination by microorganisms was minimized by applying multiple sanitization measures
before and after natural infestation. Before infestation, mangoes and mandarins were separately
washed with soap, rinsed, soaked for 15 min in antifungal solution (4% sodium benzoate and 1%
sodium hypochlorite), and re-rinsed. Four to five pre-sanitized mangoes were naturally infested
for three to six hours by A. fraterculus (~11 days old) and for six to twenty-four hours by A. ludens
(~15 days old) in a screen-mesh cage (45 X 45 x 45 cm) containing up to 1500 sexually mature insects.
For B. dorsalis and C. capitata, 40 pre-sanitized mandarins were naturally infested in a screen-mesh
cage (60 x 60 x 60 cm) containing up to 4500 sexually mature insects (~10 days old) for 45 min to two
hours. After infestation, a second sanitization round was applied to all infested fruit to prevent the
development of microorganisms. Each fruit was then numbered with a black permanent marker,
weighed (digital balance, model IS 32001, VRW, Milan, Italy), and the perimeter measured. Subsequently,
numbered mangoes infested by either A. fraterculus (Xmass = 511 g + 5.0, Xperimeter = 29 cm + 0.5) or
A. ludens (Xmass = 527g * 3.6, Xperimeter = 29 cm £ 0.1) were individually placed into plastic containers
and incubated at 25 °C for 10-12 days or 14-16 days, respectively. Numbered mandarins infested
by either B. dorsalis (Xmass = 109 g £ 0.8, Xperimeter = 20 cm * 0.1) or C. capitata (Xmass = 107 g £ 1.5,
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Yperimeter = 20 cm + 0.1) were placed into a plastic tray covered with paper towels and sheets of voile
tightened by a rubber band and incubated at 25 °C for 8-9 days or 9-10 days, respectively. After the
incubation period, most infested fruit were ripe. Late third instars were used in all experiments because
they are the least radiation sensitive stage for tephritid fruit fly pre-puparial stages [2].

2.3. Low Oxygen Treatments

Prior to irradiation, infested fruits were transferred to plastic chambers, and then exposed to
a specific modified atmosphere treatment. Infested mangoes were placed individually in plastic
chambers (13.0 cm diameter x 18.5 cm high) containing a perforated plastic support ring (9.5 cm
diameter x 5.5 cm high) positioned on the bottom of the plastic chamber to elevate the fruit to the center
of the cylinder to improve radiation dose consistency among treatments. The plastic chambers used to
treat infested mangoes were built with a lid containing four sides interlocking, one plastic luer-lock
valve (Cole-Parmer®, Vernon Hills, IL, USA) attached to the left side of the lid, and a hole (0.6 cm
diameter) placed in the right side of the lid to allow the inside air to be expelled during gas flushing.
The top hole placed in the mangoes” chamber was sealed with an adhesive septum (1.5 cm diameter)
after gas flushing. For infested mandarins, two fruits were placed inside a galvanized steel-mesh
cylinder (7 cm diameter X 15 cm high) containing a rubber stopper (6 cm diameter x 5.5 cm high) at
the base, which was used to hold the fruits in the center of the cylinder and improve radiation dose
distribution. The galvanized steel-mesh cylinder with the two infested elevated mandarins were then
placed inside a plastic chamber (12.5 cm diameter x 19.5 cm high). The plastic chamber used to treat
the infested mandarins contained a screw lid on the top sealed with vacuum grease (Dow Corning®,
Midland, MI, USA), two plastic luer-lock valves (Cole-Parmer®, Vernon Hills, USA) attached to the
bottom and upper parts for gas flushing, and a hole (0.6 cm diameter) covered by an adhesive septum
(1.5 cm diameter) placed on the top side to allow for further determination of the gas concentration
inside the chamber. Before gas flushing, Gafchromic™ HD-V2 dosimetry films (Ashland®, Bridgewater,
NJ, USA) were positioned below and above each mango or mandarin that was later gamma irradiated,
allowing the absorbed radiation dose to be measured at different positions.

Two hypoxic atmospheres were achieved by flushing the plastic chambers for up to three minutes
with certified gas mixtures (Linde Gas GmbH, Stadl-Paura, Austria) composed of either 5% oxygen,
16% carbon dioxide, 1% argon, and 78% nitrogen (hypoxia) or 0% oxygen, 21% carbon dioxide,
1% argon, and 78% nitrogen (severe hypoxia). These gas mixtures simulated the possible mild to
extreme atmospheric conditions during phytosanitary irradiation under controlled atmospheres,
such as in apple storage and modified atmosphere packaging, in which oxygen can be partially or
completely replaced by carbon dioxide due to fruit respiration [34]. Infested mandarins and mangoes
were either conditioned under low oxygen atmospheres (hypoxia or severe hypoxia) for six hours
or kept under ambient air (normoxia) before irradiation. Oxygen and carbon dioxide concentrations
were monitored hourly using a CheckMate 3 gas analyzer (Dansensor®, Ringsted, Denmark) with
uncertainties of +0.01 (0-0.999% O,) or +£1.0% (1-100% O,) for oxygen and +0.5% for carbon dioxide.

2.4. Radiation Treatments

Mandarins and mangoes infested with third instars pre-conditioned to a given atmospheric regime
were irradiated in a Gammacell 220 (MDS Nordion, Ottawa, Canada) located at the IPCL in Seibersdorf,
Austria. Throughout the experiments, the gamma radiation dose rates ranged from 75 to 95 Gy-min~".
Gamma irradiation of infested fruits covered a range of doses with sub-lethal and lethal effects for
each fruit fly species. Briefly, mangoes infested with either A. fraterculus or A. ludens larvae were
irradiated with nominal doses of 25, 35, 50, and 70 Gy. Mandarins infested with B. dorsalis larvae were
irradiated with nominal doses of 30, 40, 80, 116, and 150 Gy. Mandarins infested with C. capitata larvae
were irradiated with nominal doses of 20, 30, 50, 70, and 100 Gy. Non-irradiated fruits conditioned to

normoxia, hypoxia, or severe hypoxia (controls) were handled similarly to irradiated fruits.
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Absorbed dose was verified for all irradiated fruits using a Gafchromic™ dosimetry system
(IAEA 2004) with 95% confidence limits that varied between +1.9% and +5.9% for different batches
of film used for this work. Three pieces (1 X 1 cm) of Gafchromic™ HD-V2 dosimetry film were
individually packed in paper envelopes (2.5 X 2.5 cm, FWT-80, Far West Technologies, Goleta, CA, USA),
and then sealed in a plastic bag (3.5 x 3.5 cm) to keep them from getting wet. Plastic bags containing
three dosimeters were then positioned above and below the infested fruit, allowing the measurement
of the absorbed dose at two reference points for mangoes (bottom and top) and three reference points
for mandarins (bottom, middle, and top). The dosimeters were read using a portable densitometer
(DoseReader 4®, RadGen, Budapest, Hungary) approximately 24 h after exposure.

2.5. Post-Treatment Evaluations

Treated and control fruits were individually labelled and placed in plastic containers
(21 x 21 x 14.5 cm for mangoes and 9.5 x 9.5 X 11.5 cm for mandarins) until dissection. Mangoes and
mandarins were dissected within seven days after treatment, and the number of third instars (dead and
live) and puparia were recorded. Live third instars and puparia were transferred to plastic containers
(9.5 cm diameter x 5.5 cm high) containing moist sawdust (GOLDSPAN® smoke, Brandenburg,
Germany) for further development. Treatment efficacy was determined by prevention of adult
emergence. At least a month after pupariation, enough time to ensure that the insects enclosed inside
the puparia were dead, we sampled puparia from each treatment and opened them to establish the
stage of development at the time of death. Dead insects dissected from the puparia were classified as
coarctate larvae, cryptocephalic pupae, phanerocephalic pupae, pharate adults, and partially emerged
adults [35,36]. Emerged adults were classified as deformed or fully formed.

2.6. Statistics

Adult emergence was adjusted using Abbott’s correction for control mortality and analyzed
with generalized linear mixed model (GLMM) for all fruit fly species. Developmental stage achieved
after treatment until insect death was evaluated using either GLMM assuming normal distribution or
a generalized linear model assuming a binomial distribution and logit link function. Radiation dose,
low oxygen treatments and their interaction were modeled as fixed effects. Temporal cohort (block)
was modeled as random effect. The statistical significance of the fixed effects and their interaction
were determined using either Type III Wald chi-square or F tests. Post-hoc pairwise comparisons of
estimated marginal means between the levels of radiation doses and low oxygen treatments were
performed with Bonferroni adjustment [37]. Model selection was performed using Akaike’s information
criterion [38]. Statistical analyses were carried out in R (version 3.6.1) using Ime4 [39], brgim2 [40],
bbmle [41], and emmeans [42] packages.

3. Results

Emergence rates for A. fraterculus, A. ludens, B. dorsalis, and C. capitata infesting irradiated and
non-irradiated mangoes or mandarins under normoxia, hypoxia, and severe hypoxia are shown in
Tables 1-4. Dosimetry, oxygen and carbon dioxide measurements were obtained for all infested fruits
irradiated under different oxygen levels and are summarized in Table S1 and Table S2.

As radiation dose increased, adult emergence decreased significantly for A. fraterculus
(dose: x2 =777, df = 4, p < 0.0001), A. ludens (dose: x2 = 340, df = 4, p < 0.0001), B. dorsalis
(dose: x* = 1759, df = 5, p < 0.0001), and C. capitata (dose: x> = 892, df = 5, p < 0.0001). Short-term
hypoxia or severe hypoxia alone did not affect emergence rates in B. dorsalis (atmosphere: x> = 5,
df =2, p =0.107) and C. capitata (atmosphere: x2=03,df=2, p = 0.873). Conversely, insects infesting
non-irradiated mangoes treated with hypoxia exhibited higher emergence rates than those infesting
non-irradiated fruits exposed to either normoxia or severe hypoxia in A. fraterculus (atmosphere: x> = 12,
df =2, p = 0.003, Table 1) and A. ludens (atmosphere: x> = 13, df = 2, p = 0.001, Table 2).
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Table 1. Numbers of replicates, larvae per fruit (mean + SE), treated larvae, dead insects, and adult survival (mean + SE) of Anastrepha fraterculus third instars
irradiated at different nominal doses and atmospheric conditions.

Dose (Gy)  Atmospheric Conditions ! n No. Larvae Per Fruit  Total No. Larvae Treated Total No. Insects Dead Adult Emergence (%) 2

Normoxia 36 180 + 33 8976 2051 75.8 £ 2.4 AB

0 Hypoxia 33 222 + 36 7318 1078 80.5+23A
Severe hypoxia 40 162 + 26 6475 1243 70.6 £3.7B
Normoxia 30 210 + 29 6287 6141 22+05A
25 Hypoxia 32 268 + 37 8578 8187 6.0+13A
Severe hypoxia 27 265 + 50 7145 4771 38.7+43B
Normoxia 12 207 + 47 2483 2476 02+03A
35 Hypoxia 10 327 +94 3275 3274 03+00A
Severe hypoxia 12 225+ 78 2701 2625 55+3.0A
Normoxia 17 131 + 24 2224 2224 0.0+00A
50 Hypoxia 11 224 + 66 2462 2462 0.0+£0.0A
Severe hypoxia 17 136 + 27 2318 2318 0.0+00A
Normoxia 28 196 + 32 5501 5501 0.0+00A
70 Hypoxia 31 191 =30 5911 5911 0.0+00A
Severe hypoxia 32 216 + 39 6896 6896 00+£00A

1 Normoxia (~21.0% O,, 0.0% CO»), hypoxia (5.5 + 0.1% O3, 15.7 + 0.2% CO,) and severe hypoxia (0.3 + 0.02% O, 22.2 + 0.2% CO5). 2 Different letters within the same radiation dose
indicate significant differences (estimated marginal means contrasts, p < 0.05). Raw data are available in Table S3.
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Table 2. Numbers of replicates, larvae per fruit (mean + SE), treated larvae, dead insects, and adult emergence (mean + SE) of Anastrepha ludens third instars irradiated
at different nominal doses and atmospheric conditions.

Dose (Gy)  Atmospheric Conditions ! n No. Larvae Per Fruit  Total No. Larvae Treated Total No. Insects Dead Adult Emergence (%) 2

Normoxia 27 109 + 15 5985 1723 683+31A

0 Hypoxia 18 209 + 44 3757 648 81.3+2.6B
Severe hypoxia 24 161 + 30 3863 1247 647 +45A

Normoxia 38 232 + 30 8797 8602 21+05A

25 Hypoxia 25 222 + 38 5539 5261 93+43A
Severe hypoxia 26 102 £ 23 2639 1891 35.6+54B

Normoxia 25 164 + 27 4088 4082 01+01A

35 Hypoxia 12 239 + 65 2864 2863 01+£01A
Severe hypoxia 16 145 + 35 2315 2293 1.5+£09 A

Normoxia 23 119 + 30 2731 2731 0.0+00A

50 Hypoxia 12 250 + 62 2996 2996 0.0+£0.0A
Severe hypoxia 19 170 + 36 3237 3233 01+£01A

Normoxia 20 100 + 26 1990 1990 0.0+00A

70 Hypoxia 14 176 + 49 2468 2468 0.0+£0.0A
Severe hypoxia 19 128 + 38 2435 2435 00+£00A

1 Normoxia (~21.0% O,, 0.0% CO»), hypoxia (5.2 + 0.1% O, 15.8 + 0.2% CO;) and severe hypoxia (0.3 + 0.03% O, 21.4 + 0.1% COy). 2 Different letters within the same radiation dose
indicate significant differences (estimated marginal means contrasts, p < 0.05). Raw data are available in Table S4.
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Table 3. Numbers of replicates, larvae per fruit (mean + SE), treated larvae, dead insects, and adult emergence (mean =+ SE) of Bactrocera dorsalis third instars irradiated
at different nominal doses and atmospheric conditions.

Dose (Gy) Atmospheric Conditions ! n No. Larvae Per Fruit = Total No. Larvae Treated Total No. Insects Dead Adult Emergence (%) 2
Normoxia 36 123 £ 10 18,397 3057 84.7+15A
0 Hypoxia 24 86 + 11 4050 844 824 +27A
Severe hypoxia 47 108 £ 10 11,168 2269 81.0+22A
Normoxia 8 78 £ 17 1172 1105 55+1.8 A
30 Hypoxia 16 141 £ 25 4523 3872 144+3.6 A
Severe hypoxia 7 101 + 21 1508 816 459 +568B
Normoxia 41 119 £ 17 4899 4787 38+1.1A
40 Hypoxia 34 133 + 21 4523 4264 120+3.2A
Severe hypoxia 43 89+ 14 3820 3143 21.8+38B
Normoxia 16 143 + 33 2289 2288 0.01 +£0.01 A
80 Hypoxia 31 116 + 22 3699 3699 00+00A
Severe hypoxia 14 76 + 23 1069 1069 00+0.0A
Normoxia 48 70+ 8 6405 6405 0.0+00A
116 Hypoxia 32 80 =12 4967 4967 00+00A
Severe hypoxia 36 63+9 4511 4511 00+0.0A
Normoxia 33 187 + 31 6175 6175 0.0+00A
150 Hypoxia 28 66 =10 1852 1852 00+00A
Severe hypoxia 28 141 £ 20 3938 3938 00+00A

1 Normoxia (~21.0% O,, 0.0% CO»), hypoxia (5.3 + 0.04% O, 15.0 + 0.1% CO;) and severe hypoxia (0.3 + 0.02% O, 21.6 + 0.1% CO,). 2 Different letters within the same radiation dose
indicate significant differences (estimated marginal means contrasts, p < 0.05). Raw data are available in Table S5.
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Table 4. Numbers of replicates, larvae per fruit (mean + SE), treated larvae, dead insects, and adult emergence (mean + SE) of Ceratitis capitata third instars irradiated
at different nominal doses and atmospheric conditions.

Dose (Gy) Atmospheric Conditions ! n No. Larvae Per Fruit = Total No. Larvae Treated Total No. Insects Dead Adult Emergence (%) 2
Normoxia 21 69 +7 5901 1293 783+25A
0 Hypoxia 9 63+19 1004 267 748 +3.1A
Severe hypoxia 29 46+ 6 2462 424 776 +3.6 A
Normoxia 4 76 +21 529 514 10.5+5.6 A
20 Hypoxia 10 49+ 14 977 796 291+62B
Severe hypoxia 10 66 + 18 1320 591 673 +6.0C
Normoxia 12 78 £ 15 2590 2470 36+16A
30 Hypoxia 9 32+9 543 489 12.2 + 6.0 AB
Severe hypoxia 12 44+9 1053 846 19.8+52B
Normoxia 9 73 + 36 654 653 0.6+06A
50 Hypoxia 20 62 +16 1248 1247 02+02A
Severe hypoxia 20 44 +11 880 880 00+0.0A
Normoxia 6 70 =18 1031 1031 0.0+00A
70 Hypoxia 11 124 £ 27 2727 2727 0.0+00A
Severe hypoxia 10 86 + 21 1334 1334 00+0.0A
Normoxia 39 39+5 2969 2969 0.0+00A
100 Hypoxia 19 59+9 2138 2138 00+00A
Severe hypoxia 33 27 +4 1550 1550 00+00A

1 Normoxia (~21.0% O,, 0.0% CO»), hypoxia (5.2 + 0.05% O, 15.6 + 0.1% CO;) and severe hypoxia (0.4 + 0.03% O, 21.5 + 0.1% CO,). 2 Different letters within the same radiation dose
indicate significant differences (estimated marginal means contrasts, P < 0.05). Raw data are available in Table S6.
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In general, low oxygen treatments, particularly severe hypoxia, applied before and during
irradiation exerted a radioprotective effect and contributed to advancement of larval development
only at low doses of irradiation (Figures 1 and 2). The protective effect provided by low oxygen
treatments observed in insects irradiated at low doses was not enough to reduce the damage in third
instars irradiated at the higher doses recommended for phytosanitary treatments. As a result, no larvae
irradiated with phytosanitary doses developed to the pupal or adult stages.

The proportion of insects that died as coarctate larvae after treatment was not affected by low
oxygen treatments alone but increased as radiation dose increased, particularly for third instars
irradiated under normoxia, in A. fraterculus (Figure 1a), A. ludens (Figure 1b), B. dorsalis (Figure 2a),
and C. capitata (Figure 2b). The highest numbers of coarctate larvae were observed for insects irradiated
in normoxia and the lowest numbers were found for insects irradiated with low doses of gamma rays
under severe hypoxia. Regardless of the low oxygen treatment, all insects died as coarctate larvae
when irradiated at phytosanitary doses.

Low oxygen treatments and irradiation did not affect the proportion of insects that died as
cryptocephalic pupae in A. ludens (Figure 1b). In A. fraterculus, a higher number of insects died
as cryptocephalic pupae when irradiated under hypoxia or severe hypoxia at low doses (25 and
35 Gy) compared to insects irradiated in normoxia (Figure 1a). In B. dorsalis, the highest number of
cryptocephalic pupae was observed for third instars irradiated at 40 Gy in severe hypoxia (Figure 2a).
Third instars of C. capitata irradiated with 20, 30 or 50 Gy at low levels of oxygen, particularly hypoxia,
died more often as cryptocephalic pupae than insects irradiated in normoxia (Figure 1b).

The proportion of phanerocephalic pupae was higher in third instars irradiated at 25 or 35 Gy under
severe hypoxia than in normoxia for A. fraterculus (Figure 1a) and A. ludens (Figure 1b). In B. dorsalis,
larvae irradiated at 40 Gy in normoxia died more often as phanerocephalic pupae than third instars
irradiated at 40 Gy in either hypoxia or severe hypoxia (Figure 2a). Third instars of C. capitata irradiated
at 20 or 30 Gy under severe hypoxia survived to the phanerocephalic pupal stage in a higher proportion
of cases than insects irradiated in normoxia or hypoxia with the same doses (Figure 2b).

The proportion of insects that reached the pharate adult stage was higher for third instars irradiated
at 25 or 35 Gy under low oxygen conditions, particularly in severe hypoxia, than larvae irradiated in
normoxia for both A. fraterculus (Figure 1a) and A. ludens (Figure 1b). In B. dorsalis, a higher proportion
of third instars irradiated at 30 Gy in severe hypoxia reached the pharate adult stage than insects
irradiated in normoxia (Figure 2a). Low oxygen treatments, especially severe hypoxia, before and after
irradiation of C. capitata third instars at 20 to 50 Gy increased the proportion of insects that reached the
pharate adult stage (Figure 2b).

Hypoxia or severe hypoxia alone did not affect the proportion of insects that died as partially
emerged adults in A. fraterculus, B. dorsalis, and C. capitata. For A. ludens, the proportion of third instars
that died as partially emerged adults was lowest for insects exposed to hypoxia, and highest for insects
irradiated at 25 Gy under severe hypoxia (Figure 1b). Third instars of A. fraterculus irradiated at 25
or 35 Gy died as partially emerged adults more often than insects irradiated in either normoxia or
hypoxia (Figure 1a). The proportion of partially emerged adults was higher for third instars irradiated
under severe hypoxia at 20 Gy for C. capitata (Figure 2b) and at 30 Gy for B. dorsalis (Figure 2a) than for
insects irradiated at the same doses in either normoxia or hypoxia.

Low oxygen treatments prior to and during irradiation at sublethal doses had a radioprotective
effect in treated third instars, leading to significant increases in the proportion of insects that reached
the adult stage. In A. fraterculus, irradiation of third instars at 25 Gy under hypoxia or severe hypoxia
increased the proportions of deformed and fully formed adults (Figure 1a). In A. ludens, the proportions
of third instars irradiated at 25 Gy under severe hypoxia that emerged as deformed or fully formed
adults (Figure 1b) were higher than for insects irradiated in either normoxia or hypoxia. In B. dorsalis,
severe hypoxia alone increased the proportion of third instars that developed into deformed adults
and, when combined with radiation doses of 30 or 40 Gy, hypoxia and severe hypoxia increased the
proportions of insects that developed into deformed or fully formed adults (Figure 2a). In C. capitata,
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severe hypoxia alone reduced the proportion of third instars that developed into fully formed adults,
and a higher proportion of third instars irradiated at 20 or 30 Gy under low oxygen treatments
developed into deformed or fully formed adult compared to insects irradiated in normoxia (Figure 2b).
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Figure 1. Percentages (mean + SE) of dead insects dissected from puparia and emerged adults of
(a) A. fraterculus and (b) A. Iudens after irradiation of third instars at different nominal doses and
atmospheric conditions and their controls. Generalized linear mixed model (GLMM) for the effect of
dose, atmosphere (atm), and their interaction on each developmental stage ("*** p < 0.0001, *** p = 0.001,
*" p < 0.05, ns = non-significant). Bars followed by different letters within the same radiation dose
are significantly different from each other (p < 0.05). Details in Table S7 (A. fraterculus) and Table S8
(A. ludens).
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Figure 2. Percentages (mean + SE) of dead insects dissected from puparia and emerged adults of (a)

B. dorsalis and (b) C. capitata after irradiation of third instars at different nominal doses and atmospheric

conditions and their controls. GLMM models for the effect of dose, atmosphere (atm), and their

interaction on each developmental stage (***’ p < 0.0001, *** p = 0.001, "*’ p < 0.05, ns = non-significant).

Bars followed by different letters within the same radiation dose are significantly different from each
other (p < 0.05). Details in Table S9 (B. dorsalis) and Table S10 (C. capitata).

4. Discussion

All third instars of A. fraterculus, A. ludens, B. dorsalis, and C. capitata pre-conditioned and irradiated

under normoxia, hypoxia (~5% O,) or severe hypoxia (<0.5% O,) with approved phytosanitary doses
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failed to emerge as adults and died as coarctate larvae. Radioprotective effects of low oxygen treatments
were observed only in larvae irradiated with low doses of gamma rays that are not used as phytosanitary
treatments. These findings corroborate previous studies evaluating the effect of low oxygen treatments
on PI efficacy using either the same or complementary experimental approaches for several fruit fly
species. Two experimental approaches have been used in studies evaluating the effect of low oxygen
atmospheres on PI treatments for plant pest insects: gas flushing to replace the atmospheric oxygen
and modified atmosphere packaging (MAP).

The replacement of atmospheric oxygen by flushing with nitrogen or certified gas mixtures has
been applied in PI studies with dipterans, lepidopterans, and coleopterans, including the fruit fly
species R. pomonella [18,22-24,27,28,30]. In the fruit fly study, third instars maintained in a nitrogen rich
atmosphere under severe hypoxic conditions before, during, and after irradiation showed decreased
radiation sensitivity to a dose of 30 Gy compared with insects irradiated in air. However, no difference
was found with absorbed doses around 57 Gy [22]. The evidence that low oxygen levels do not
reduce the efficacy of the radiation dose used as PI treatment for R. pomonella supported the adoption
of a phytosanitary treatment without restrictions regarding modified atmospheres by the IPPC [14].
Based on the same experimental approach used for R. pomonella, our study showed a similar trend for
A. fraterculus, A. ludens, B. dorsalis, and C. capitata. That is, PI treatments against these fruit fly species
under hypoxic (~5 O, ~16% CO;) and severe hypoxic (<0.5 O,, ~21% CO,) conditions, as expected,
decreased radiation sensitivity only with low doses of gamma rays but failed to provide sufficient
radioprotection to enable fruit fly development to the adult stage with radiation doses approved as
phytosanitary treatments.

As an applied experimental approach, MAP has been used to evaluate the effect of reduced oxygen
and increased carbon dioxide concentrations on PI efficacy under realistic commercial conditions and
durations [43]. Despite the limited precision of the oxygen and carbon dioxide concentrations usually
obtained in MAP bags [25], this approach has contributed considerably to our understanding of the
effect of modified atmospheres on PI efficacy for Drosophila suzukii and some tephritid species [25,26,29].
For tephritid fruit flies, the findings obtained by the research on PI under MAP conditions corroborate
those from gas flushing studies, including ours. Third instars of B. dorsalis, C. capitata and Z. cucurbitae
pre-conditioned and irradiated in MAP bags (1 to 15% O,, 8 to 22% CO;) did not emerge as adults
after irradiation with approved PI doses [25,29]. A small increase in radioprotection, measured in
terms of adult emergence, was reported for Z. cucurbitae third instars irradiated with 50 Gy under MAP
conditions with oxygen levels varying from 1 to 4%, but it was not statistically significant [25].

The radioprotective effect of low oxygen treatments in fruit fly third instars irradiated with sublethal
doses observed in our study may be explained by the activation of highly conserved cellular mechanisms
inresponse to hypoxia [44]. In general, insects exposed to functional hypoxia—a condition characterized
by the inadequate oxygen supply to meet the ATP demands of an organism despite compensations [45],
can use acute and chronic cellular responses to prevent damage due to oxygen deprivation [46].
Short-term strategies mediated by sensory neurons drive acute responses, whereas long-term strategies
mediated by hypoxia-inducible factors (HIF), among others [20,21,47], drive chronic responses to
ensure normal development and survival [45,48-53]. In B. dorsalis, for example, exposure of third
instars to a severe hypoxic treatment (~0.2% O,) for up to 15 h induced the expression of HIF-1x and
HIF-1-responsive genes, which, ultimately, rescued survival after reoxygenation [54]. Interestingly,
the HIF-1x and HIF-1-responsive genes expressed in B. dorsalis were responsive to severe hypoxic
treatments similar to those used in our study. Thus, we can speculate that the activation of HIF-1x and
HIF-1-responsive genes might be one of the mechanisms underlying the partial radioprotection reported
in the present study for fruit fly third instars irradiated with sublethal doses under hypoxia and severe
hypoxia. These HIF-1-responsive genes expressed by third instars of B. dorsalis, particularly those
encoding heat shock proteins and superoxide dismutases 1 and 2, have a critical role in the cellular
response against several stress factors [55,56].
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The transient upregulation of antioxidant enzymes during hypoxia may also offer protection
against future stressors, as observed in many cases of physiological conditioning hormesis. For instance,
beetles, fruit flies, and moths exposed to low oxygen treatments showed increased antioxidant
activity that later protected them from oxidative stress induced by ionizing radiation [18,19,57].
However, the induction of such radioprotective effects in phytosanitary irradiation may depend on
oxygen and carbon dioxide levels, duration of exposure, and radiation dose applied during the
treatment [1,2,30,43]. It has been suggested that oxygen levels above 5 kPa apparently do not induce
greater radioprotection in insects, an aspect that must be tested across different species taking into
consideration carbon dioxide levels as well [30]. For tephritid fruit flies, the radioprotection offered by
hypoxic and severe hypoxic exposures before and during irradiation seems to be limited to sublethal
doses of radiation that are not used as PI treatments. We have shown the significant lethality of
radiation doses approved as phytosanitary treatments by confirmed death of treated insects as coarctate
larvae. In such cases, it is very likely that the oxidative damage generated by PI doses was too high to
be repaired. Perhaps PI under low oxygen atmospheres may not be a significant problem for tephritids
irradiated at approved phytosanitary irradiation doses because they are already in hypoxic conditions
inside intact fruit [58,59], thus, already experiencing reduced detrimental effects of radiation. We have
accounted for this factor by using only naturally infested fruits in our experiments.

There is enough evidence supporting the fact that modified atmospheres do not reduce the
efficacy of phytosanitary irradiation for tephritids. Furthermore, modified atmosphere itself can
be used as a phytosanitary treatment [60], and the hormetic effect of low oxygen conditioning can
be reverted with longer durations of hypoxia that are harmful to organisms [21]. Based on these
findings and considerations, regulatory plant protection agencies and international organizations may
consider reviewing their restrictions on PI under modified atmospheres targeting tephritid fruit flies.
Future studies should focus on the effect of modified atmospheres on phytosanitary irradiation efficacy
using other insect taxa and considering approved PI doses in their experimental designs. The role
played by carbon dioxide levels combined with low oxygen treatments, seems to be a relevant factor
that also deserves some attention, as pointed out by other authors [30].

5. Conclusions

Our study provides evidence that hypoxic and severe-hypoxic conditioning before and during
irradiation can only increase adult emergence and contribute to larval development advancement of
tephritid fruit flies at low doses of gamma radiation that are not used as phytosanitary treatments.
At the doses used for phytosanitation purposes, low oxygen treatments did not increase the emergence
rate of any fruit fly species evaluated, and all treated insects died as coarctate larvae. Thus, international
organizations and regulatory agencies may consider re-evaluating restrictions related to phytosanitary
irradiation applications under modified atmospheres targeting tephritid fruit flies.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2075-4450/11/6/371/s1,
Table S1. Dosimetry, oxygen (O,) and carbon dioxide (CO;) levels for infested mangoes irradiated at different doses
in normoxia, hypoxia, and severe hypoxia atmospheres; Table S2. Dosimetry, oxygen (O,) and carbon dioxide (CO,)
levels for infested mandarins irradiated at different doses in normoxia, hypoxia, and severe hypoxia atmospheres;
Table S3. Experimental data for Anastrepha fraterculus. Table S4. Experimental data for Anastrepha ludens. Table S5.
Experimental data for Bactrocera dorsalis. Table S6. Experimental data for Ceratitis capitata; Table S7. Percentages
(mean =+ SE (total number of individuals)) of dead insects dissected from puparia (CAL, CCP, PCP, PHA, PEA)
and emerged adults (DFA, FFA) of Anastrepha fraterculus after irradiation of third instars at different nominal
doses and atmospheric conditions; Table S8. Percentages (mean + SE (total number of individuals)) of dead
insects dissected from puparia (CAL, CCP, PCP, PHA, PEA) and emerged adults (DFA, FFA) of Anastrepha ludens
after irradiation of third instars at different nominal doses and atmospheric conditions; Table S9. Percentages
(mean =+ SE (total number of individuals)) of dead insects dissected from puparia (CAL, CCP, PCP, PHA, PEA)
and emerged adults (DFA, FFA) of Bactrocera dorsalis after irradiation of third instars at different nominal doses
and atmospheric conditions; Table S10. Percentages (mean + SE (total number of individuals)) of dead insects
dissected from puparia (CAL, CCP, PCP, PHA, PEA) and emerged adults (DFA, FFA) of Ceratitis capitata after
irradiation of third instars at different nominal doses and atmospheric conditions.


http://www.mdpi.com/2075-4450/11/6/371/s1

Insects 2020, 11, 371 15 0f 17

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, V.S5.D. and G.J.H.; methodology, V.5.D., G.J.H., and A.G.P,; investigation,
VS.D, O.YM.-B, N.VH,, A ASC,LAC, CR, AS.A, and EM.; formal analysis, V.5.D.; resources, M.].B.V.,
C.E.C.-B., and S.\W.M,; data curation, V.5.D., O.YM.-B., N.VH., A.AS.C,, L.A.C, and A.S.A.; writing—original
draft preparation, V.S.D. and G.J.H.; writing—review and editing, V.5.D., GJ.H., A.G.P, O.YM.-B, CE.C.-B,,
M.J.B.V,, SW.M,; visualization, V.5.D.; supervision, SW.M., C.E.C.-B., M.].B.V,; project administration, M.].B.V. and
S.W.M.; funding acquisition, S.W.M. All authors have read and agree to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: Funding for this project was provided by the USDA Agriculture Quarantine and Inspection (AQI) User
Fee Program.

Acknowledgments: We thank Thilak Dammalage (Insect Pest Control Laboratory) for his technical assistance.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Hallman, G.J.; Hénon, YM.; Parker, A.G.; Blackburn, C.M. Phytosanitary irradiation: An overview. Fla. Entomol.
2016, 99, 1-13.

2. Hallman, G.J.; Levang-Brilz, M.; Zettler, ].L.; Winborne, I.C. Factors affecting ionizing radiation phytosanitary
treatments, and implications for research and generic treatments. J. Econ. Entomol. 2010, 103, 1950-1963.
[CrossRef]

3. Follett, P. Phytosanitary irradiation for fresh horticultural commodities: Generic treatments, current issues,
and next steps. Stewart Postharvest Rev. 2014, 10, 1-7.

4. Yahia, EM. Introduction. In Modified and Controlled Atmospheres for the Storage, Transportation, and Packaging of
Horticultural Commodities; Yahia, EM., Ed.; CRC Press/Taylor & Francis: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2009; pp. 1-16.

5. Kader, A.A. Postharvest technology of horticultural crops—An overview from farm to fork. Ethiop. |. Appl.
Sci. Technol. 2013, 1, 1-8.

6. IPPCISPM 18. Guidelines for the Use of Irradiation as a Phytosanitary Measure; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2003.

7. USDA Treatment Manual. Available online: https://www.aphis.usda.gov/import_export/plants/manuals/
ports/downloads/treatment.pdf (accessed on 1 May 2020).

8. IPPCISPM 28. Annex 1 PT 1: Irradiation Treatment for Anastrepha Ludens; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2009.

9. IPPCISPM 28. Annex 2 PT 2: Irradiation Treatment for Anastrepha Obliqua; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2009.

10. IPPCISPM 28. Annex 3 PT 3: Irradiation Treatment for Anastrepha Serpentina; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2009.

11. IPPCISPM 28. Annex 4 PT 4: Irradiation Treatment for Bactrocera Jarvisi; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2009.

12.  IPPCISPM 28. Annex 5 PT 5: Irradiation Treatment for Bactrocera Tryoni; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2009.

13. IPPCISPM 28. Annex 14 PT 14: Irradiation Treatment for Ceratitis Capitata; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2011.

14. IPPCISPM 28. Annex 8 PT 8: Irradiation Treatment for Rhagoletis Pomonella; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2009.

15. IPPCISPM 28. Annex 11 PT 11: Irradiation Treatment for Grapholita Molesta under Hypoxia; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2010.

16. Hutchinson, F. Molecular basis for action of ionizing radiations. Science 1961, 134, 533-538. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17.  Riley, P.A. Free radicals in biology: Oxidative stress and the effects of ionizing radiation. Int. ]. Radiat. Biol.
1994, 65, 27-33. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Wang, L.; Cheng, W.; Meng, J.; Speakmon, M.; Qiu, J.; Pillai, S.; Zhu-Salzman, K. Hypoxic environment
protects cowpea bruchid (Callosobruchus maculatus) fromelectron beam irradiation damage. Pest Manag. Sci.
2019, 75, 726-735. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Loépez-Martinez, G.; Hahn, D.A. Short-term anoxic conditioning hormesis boosts antioxidant defenses,
lowers oxidative damage following irradiation and enhances male sexual performance in the Caribbean fruit
fly, Anastrepha suspensa. J. Exp. Biol. 2012, 215, 2150-2161. [CrossRef]

20. Hermes-Lima, M.; Moreira, D.C.; Rivera-Ingraham, G.A.; Giraud-Billoud, M.; Genaro-Mattos, T.C.;
Campos, E.G. Preparation for oxidative stress under hypoxia and metabolic depression: Revisiting the
proposal two decades later. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 2015, 89, 1122-1143. [CrossRef]

21. Oliveira, M.E; Geihs, M.A.; Franga, T.E.A.; Moreira, D.C.; Hermes-Lima, M. Is “Preparation for Oxidative
Stress” a Case of Physiological Conditioning Hormesis? Front. Physiol. 2018, 9, 945. [CrossRef]

22. Hallman, G.J. Irradiation disinfestation of apple maggot (Diptera: Tephritidae) in hypoxic and
low-temperature storage. J. Econ. Entomol. 2004, 97, 1245-1248. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Hallman, G.J. Ionizing irradiation quarantine treatment against oriental fruit moth (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae)
in ambient and hypoxic atmospheres. |. Econ. Entomol. 2004, 97, 824-827. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1603/EC10228
https://www.aphis.usda.gov/import_export/plants/manuals/ports/downloads/treatment.pdf
https://www.aphis.usda.gov/import_export/plants/manuals/ports/downloads/treatment.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.134.3478.533
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13717053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09553009414550041
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7905906
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ps.5172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30101505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jeb.065631
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2015.07.156
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2018.00945
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jee/97.4.1245
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15384333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jee/97.3.824
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15279260

Insects 2020, 11, 371 16 of 17

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.
38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

Hallman, G.J. Hypoxia reduces reproductive susceptibility of plum curculio (Coleoptera: Curculionidae) to
ionizing radiation. Fla. Entomol. 2005, 88, 208-210. [CrossRef]

Follett, P.A.; Wall, M.; Bailey, W. Influence of modified atmosphere packaging on radiation tolerance in the
phytosanitary pest melon fly (Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Econ. Entomol. 2013, 106, 2020-2026. [CrossRef]
Follett, P.A.; Swedman, A.; Mackey, B. Effect of low-oxygen conditions created by modified atmosphere
packaging on radiation tolerance in Drosophila suzukii (Diptera: Drosophilidae) in sweet cherries.
J. Econ. Entomol. 2018, 111, 141-145. [CrossRef]

Lépez-Martinez, G.; Meagher, R.L.; Jeffers, L.A.; Bailey, W.D.; Hahn, D.A. Low oxygen atmosphere enhances
post-irradiation survival of Trichoplusia ni (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae). Fla. Entomol. 2016, 99, 24-33.
Condon, C.H.; White, S.; Meagher, R.L.; Jeffers, L.A.; Bailey, W.D.; Hahn, D.A. Effects of low-oxygen
environments on the radiation tolerance of the cabbage looper moth (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae).
J. Econ. Entomol. 2017, 110, 80-86. [CrossRef]

Srimartpirom, M.; Burikam, I.; Limohpasmanee, W.; Kongratarporn, T.; Thannarin, T.; Bunsiri, A.; Follett, P.A.
Low-dose irradiation with modified atmosphere packaging for mango against the oriental fruit fly
(Diptera: Tephritidae). J. Econ. Entomol. 2018, 111, 135-140. [CrossRef]

Chen, C.; Condon, C.H.; Boardman, L.; Meagher, R.L.; Jeffers, L.A.; Beam, A.; Bailey, W.D.; Hahn, D.A.
Critical PO, as a diagnostic biomarker for the effects of low-oxygen modified and controlled atmospheres on
phytosanitary irradiation treatments in the cabbage looper Trichoplusia ni (Hiibner). Pest Manag. Sci. 2020,
76,5768. [CrossRef]

Tanaka, N.; Okamoto, R.; Chambers, D.L. Methods of Mass Rearing the Mediterranean Fruit Fly Currently Used
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture; IAEA: Vienna, Austria, 1970; pp. 19-23.

Rempoulakis, P.; Afshar, N.; Osorio, B.; Barajas-Aceves, M.; Szular, J.; Ahmad, S.; Dammalage, T.; Tomas, U.S.;
Nemny-Lavy, E.; Salomon, M.; et al. Conserved metallomics in two insect families evolving separately for
a hundred million years. BioMetals 2014, 27, 1323-1335. [CrossRef]

Sobrinho, R.B.; Caceres, C.; Islam, A.; Wornoayporn, V.; Enkerlin, W.R. Diets based on soybean protein for
Mediterranean fruit fly. Pesqui. Agropecudria Bras. 2006, 41, 705-708. [CrossRef]

Rennie, T.J.; Sunjka, P.S. Modified atmosphere for storage, transportation, and packaging. In Novel Postharvest
Treatments of Fresh Produce; Pareek, S., Ed.; CRC Press: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2017; pp. 433—480.

Fraenkel, G.; Bhaskaran, G. Pupariation and pupation in cyclorrhaphous flies (Diptera): Terminology and
interpretation. Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 1973, 66, 418-422. [CrossRef]

Thomas, D.B.; Hallman, G.J. Developmental arrest in Mexican fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) irradiated in
Grapefruit. Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 2011, 104, 1367-1372. [CrossRef]

Holm, S. A simple sequentially rejective multiple test procedure. Scand. |. Stat. 1979, 65-70.

Burnham, K.P.; Anderson, D.R. Model Selection and Multimodel Inference: A Practical Information-Theoretic
Approach, 2nd ed.; Springer Science & Business Media: New York, NY, USA, 2002.

Bates, D.; Michler, M.; Bolker, B.; Walker, S. Fitting linear mixed-effects models using Ime4. J. Stat. Softw.
2015, 67, 1-48. [CrossRef]

Kosmidis, I.; Pagui, E.C.K.; Sartori, N. Mean and median bias reduction in generalized linear models.
Stat. Comput. 2020, 30, 43-59. [CrossRef]

Bolker, B.; R Development Core Team. bbmle: Tools for General Maximum Likelihood Estimation. R Package
Version 1.0.23.1. Available online: https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/bbmle/bbmle.pdf (accessed on
15 May 2020).

Lenth, R. emmeans: Estimated Marginal Means, Aka Least-Squares Means. R Package Version 1.4.6.
Available online: https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/emmeans/emmeans.pdf (accessed on 15 May 2020).
Follett, P.A.; Neven, L.G. Phytosanitary irradiation: Does modified atmosphere packaging or controlled
atmosphere storage creating a low oxygen environment threaten treatment efficacy? Radiat. Phys. Chem.
2020, 173, 108874. [CrossRef]

Wang, L.; Cui, S.; Ma, L.; Kong, L.; Geng, X. Current advances in the novel functions of hypoxia-inducible factor
and prolyl hydroxylase in invertebrates: Hypoxia-inducible factor and prolyl hydroxylase. Insect Mol. Boil.
2015, 24, 634-648. [CrossRef]

Harrison, J.E,; Greenlee, K.J.; Verberk, W.C.E.P. Functional Hypoxia in Insects: Definition, Assessment, and
Consequences for Physiology, Ecology, and Evolution. Annu. Rev. Entomol. 2018, 63, 303-325. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1653/0015-4040(2005)088[0208:HRRSOP]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1603/EC13117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jee/tox337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jee/tow273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jee/tox335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ps.5768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10534-014-9793-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2006000400023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aesa/66.2.418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1603/AN11035
http://dx.doi.org/10.18637/jss.v067.i01
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11222-019-09860-6
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/bbmle/bbmle.pdf
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/emmeans/emmeans.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.radphyschem.2020.108874
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/imb.12189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-020117-043145

Insects 2020, 11, 371 17 of 17

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

Lopez-Barneo, J.; Pardal, R.; Ortega-Saenz, P. Cellular mechanism of oxygen sensing. Annu. Rev. Physiol.
2001, 63, 259-287. [CrossRef]

Graham, A.M.; Barreto, ES. Loss of the HIF pathway in a widely distributed intertidal crustacean, the copepod
Tigriopus californicus. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2019, 116, 12913-12918. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Baird, N.A.; Turnbull, D.W.; Johnson, E.A. Induction of the heat shock pathway during hypoxia requires
regulation of heat shock factor by hypoxia-inducible factor-1. J. Biol. Chem. 2006, 281, 38675-38681. [CrossRef]
Centanin, L.; Gorr, T.A.; Wappner, P. Tracheal remodelling in response to hypoxia. J. Insect Physiol. 2010, 56,
447-454. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Morton, D.B. Behavioral responses to hypoxia and hyperoxia in Drosophila larvae: Molecular and neuronal
sensors. Fly 2011, 5, 119-125. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Harrison, J.F.; Haddad, G.G. Effects of oxygen on growth and size: Synthesis of molecular, organismal,
and evolutionary studies with Drosophila melanogaster. Annu. Rev. Physiol. 2011, 73, 95-113. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Hoback, W.W. Ecological and experimental exposure of insects to anoxia reveals surprising tolerance.
In Anoxia: Evidence for Eukaryote Survival and Paleontological Strategies; Altenbach, A.V., Bernhard, .M.,
Seckbach, J., Eds.; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2012; pp. 167-188.

Cao, Y,; Xu, K,; Zhu, X,; Bai, Y.; Yang, W.; Li, C. Role of modified atmosphere in pest control and mechanism
of its effect on insects. Front. Physiol. 2019, 10, 206. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Deng, Y.; Hu, F; Ren, L.; Gao, X.; Wang, Y. Effects of anoxia on survival and gene expression in Bactrocera dorsalis.
J. Insect Physiol. 2018, 107, 186-196. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Benoit, ].B.; Lopez-Martinez, G. Role of conventional and unconventional stress proteins during the response
of insects to traumatic environmental conditions. In Hemolymph Proteins and Functional Peptides: Recent Advances
in Insects and Other Arthropods; Tufail, M., Takeda, M., Eds.; Bentham Science: Oak Park, IL, USA, 2012;
pp- 128-160.

Gao, X.-M.; Jia, E-X,; Shen, G.-M,; Jiang, H.-Q.; Dou, W.; Wang, ].-J. Involvement of superoxide dismutase
in oxidative stress in the oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis: Molecular cloning and expression profiles.
Pest Manag. Sci. 2013, 69, 1315-1325. [CrossRef]

Loépez-Martinez, G.; Carpenter, J.E.; Hight, S.D.; Hahn, D.A. Low-oxygen atmospheric treatment improves
the performance of irradiation-sterilized male cactus moths used in SIT. J. Econ. Entomol. 2014, 107, 185-197.
[CrossRef]

Balock, J.W.; Burditt, A.K.; Christenson, L.D. Effects of gamma radiation on various stages of three fruit fly
species. ]. Econ. Entomol. 1963, 56, 42—46. [CrossRef]

Hallman, G.J.; Nisperos-Carriedo, M.O.; Baldwin, E.A.; Campbell, C.A. Mortality of Caribbean fruit fly
(Diptera: Tephritidae) immatures in coated fruits. J. Econ. Entomol. 1994, 87, 752-757. [CrossRef]

Neven, L.G.; Yahia, EM.; Hallman, G.J. Effects on insects. In Modified and Controlled Atmospheres for the
Storage, Transportation, and Packaging of Horticultural Commodities; Yahia, EM., Ed.; CRC Press/Taylor &
Francis: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2009; pp. 233-316.

@ © 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.physiol.63.1.259
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1819874116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31182611
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M608013200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jinsphys.2009.05.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19482033
http://dx.doi.org/10.4161/fly.5.2.14284
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21150317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-physiol-012110-142155
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20936942
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2019.00206
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30914968
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jinsphys.2018.04.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29630918
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ps.3503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1603/EC13370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jee/56.1.42
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jee/87.3.752
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Tephritids 
	Fruit Infestation, Incubation, and Maintenance 
	Low Oxygen Treatments 
	Radiation Treatments 
	Post-Treatment Evaluations 
	Statistics 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

