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ISSUES RAISED FROM THE FIRST CONSULTATION: Draft Annex to ISPM 46: International movement of FRESH MUSA spp. fruit (2023-028)
(Revised by TPCS during December 2025 meeting)

1. Requests to include and to delete pests – TPCS recommendations
[1] The table below summarizes proposed pests for addition:
	Pest
	Steward recommendation
	Steward Justification
	TPCS recommendation

	Coccus hesperidum
	No
	Low mobility (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees and considers that a low mobility pest still can follow the pathway.
Include a Note indicating that it is a low mobility pest

	Rastrococcus invadens
	Yes
	Noting that its regulation is unclear
	TPCS agrees not to include until regulation issue is clarified with the CP that made the submission.

	Vinsonia stellifera
	No
	Low mobility, lack of evidence of fruit association.
	TPCS agrees not to include due to lack of evidence of association with fruits unless clarification is provided by the CP.

	Lasiodiplodia theobromae
	No
	No measures provided
	TPCS agrees.

	Nacoleia octasema
	No
	External feeder (not a pathway), no measures provided
	TPCS agrees due to no measures provided.

	Philephedra broadwayi
	No
	Low mobility (not a pathway)
	TPCS does not agree. Include a Note indicating that it is a low mobility pest

	Mussidia nigrivenella
	Yes
	
	TPCS agrees.

	Neoconocephalus affinis
	No
	lack of evidence of fruit association, not a pathway
	TPCS agrees, lack of evidence of fruit association, not a pathway unless clarification is provided by the CP.

	Trachysphaera fructigena
	No 
	Not a pathway
	TPCS agrees, it is not a pathway unless clarification is provided by the CP.

	Xanthomonas campestris pv. musacearum
	No 
	Not a pathway
	TPCS agrees, as it is not a pathway unless clarification is provided by the CP.

	Ceroplastes rubens 
	No
	Low mobility (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees and proposes to include the pest with a note indicating that it is a low mobility pest

	Coccus viridis
	No
	Low mobility (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees and proposes to include the pest with a note indicating that it is a low mobility pest

	Maconellicoccus hirsutus
	Yes
	Noting that its regulation is unclear
	TPCS disagrees and proposes not to include the pest until regulation issue is clarified with the CP that make the submission.

	Paracoccus marginatus
	Yes
	Noting that its regulation is unclear
	TPCS disagrees and proposes not to include the pest until regulation issue is clarified with the CP that make the submission.

	Pseudococcus cryptus
	Yes
	Noting that its regulation is unclear
	TPCS disagrees and proposes not to include the pest until regulation issue is clarified with the CP that make the submission.

	Cosmopolites sordidus
	No
	lack of evidence of fruit association
	TPCS agrees due to lack of evidence of association with fruits unless clarification is provided by the CP.

	Erionota thrax
	No
	lack of evidence of fruit association
	TPCS agrees due to lack of evidence of association with fruits unless clarification is provided by the CP.

	Virus
	No
	Low mobility (not a pathway)
	TPCS agrees not to include because of lack of clarity on regulation – pending until additional information is provided.



[2] The table below summarizes proposed pests for removal. 
	Pest
	Steward recommendation
	Steward justification
	TPCS recommendation

	Fruit flies
	Yes, except B. musae 
	Not associated with green mature fruit (not a pathway)
	TPCS agrees. Reason: Not associated with green mature fruit (not a pathway) Include a note to clearly explain the situation.

	Mites
	Yes
	Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees. Reason: Not associated with fruit (not a pathway). Include a note that clearly states that the pest may be associated with the fruits but it will be probably discarded during post harvest normal commercial processes. (e.g. washing, packaging, etc.)

	Diaspididae
	Yes
	Low mobility (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees and recommends including a note indicating that it is a low mobility pest

	Whiteflies
	Yes
	Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees. Reason: Not associated with fruit (not a pathway). Include a note that clearly states that the pest may be associated with the fruit but it will be probably discarded during post-harvest normal commercial processes. (e.g. washing, packaging, etc.)

	Spodoptera eridania 
	Yes
	Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees. Reason: Not associated with fruit (not a pathway). Include a note that clearly states that the pest may be associated with the fruit but it will be probably discarded during post-harvest normal commercial processes. (e.g. washing, packaging, etc.)

	Spodoptera frugiperda
	Yes
	Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees. Reason: Not associated with fruit (not a pathway). Include a note that clearly states that the pest may be associated with the fruit but it will be probably discarded during post-harvest normal commercial processes. (e.g. washing, packaging, etc.)

	Oiketicus kirbyi
	Yes
	Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees. Reason: Not associated with fruit (not a pathway). Include a note that clearly states that the pest may be associated with the fruit but it will be probably discarded during post-harvest normal commercial processes. (e.g. washing, packaging, etc.)

	Thrips palmi
	Yes
	Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees. Reason: Not associated with fruit (not a pathway). Include a note that clearly states that the pest may be associated with the fruit but it will be probably discarded during post-harvest normal commercial processes. (e.g. washing, packaging, etc.)

	Snails
	Yes 
	Contaminating pest
	TPCS agrees. Reason: Contaminating pest

	Ceratocystis paradoxa
	Yes 
	Not a pathway
	TPCS agrees. Reason: Not a pathway

	Colletotrichum musae
	Yes
	Not a pathway
	TPCS agrees. Reason: Not a pathway

	Mycosphaerellaceae
	Yes
	Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)
	TPCS agrees. Reason: Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)

	FocTR4
	Yes
	Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)
	TPCS agrees. Reason: Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)

	Phyllosticta cavendishii
	Yes
	Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)
	TPCS agrees. Reason: Not associated with fruit (not a pathway)

	Ralstonia solanacearum
	Yes
	Low probability to be associated with fruit, low mobility (not a pathway)
	TPCS disagrees, the pest should be included. Reason: technical justification was provided by submitter’s PRA. TPCS, however, proposes to add a note on low mobility.  
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