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Diagnostic Protocol Notification Period : 01 July – 15 August 2018 

Formal Objections 

 

Formal objection submitted by: China 

Date: 14 August 2018 

Draft DP: Bactrocera dorsalis complex (2006-026) 

 

To the Secretariat of the International Plant Protection Convention: 

China formally submits an objection on < Draft annex to ISPM 27: Bactrocera dorsalis complex 

(2006-006)>. China believes that the draft is unable to guarantee the effective diagnosis of Bactrocera 

dorsalis complex. The reasons are as follows:  

 

1. The debate for the taxonomy revision of Bactrocera dorsalis complex has been lasted in recent 

years. The synonymous status of B. dorsalis s.l. is still argued by different experts (Schutze et al. 

2017, Drew and Roming 2016, Schutze et al. 2015). The taxonomy status for the described 6 species 

in this draft is also uncertainty, for example, the hybridization between B. dorsalis with B. carambolae, 

B. kandiensis with B. dorsalis are known (Doorenweerd et al. 2018). 

 

2. The draft standard is few practicable.  

There are more than 80 species within B. dorsalis complex. The adult morphology characters and key 

in the protocol are just provided for diagnosis the 6 economic significant species which the category of 

severity is quite different (Vargas et al., 2015). The diagnosis key can not be used to distinguish the 

other species of the complex which is also considered as the target regulated pest in international 

commodity quarantine. The content of this draft is not consist with the topic.  

 

3.The draft need more revision in the further development.  

Many logistic problems had been found in the draft. For example, (1)Figure 2(a), 2(b) were found at 

para.107 and Figure 1 was first listed as referenced at para. 122. (2)The diagnostic morphological 

characters of adult in Table 3 had not been described by head, thorax, abdomen as the other taxonomic 

publications. Therefore the logistic confusion had found from Figure 3 to Figure 18 in the protocol. (3) 

The origin of specimen of complex, identification expert in Figure 3, the relevant information of B. 

dorsalis s.l. specimen used in this protocal had not provided.  

According to the great concerns and the new technology (e.g. second sequence technology) for the 

research of B. dorsalis complex by international experts, the taxonomy debates will be clarified by 

more new publications. It is suggested that this draft should be pended, revised and adopted when new 

scientific evidences are provided.  
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