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Abstract: The silverleaf whitefly (Bemisia tabaci) and the South America tomato pinworm (Tuta
absoluta) are two of the most destructive pests of tomato. Open-field tomato production frequently
relies on chemical treatments, which has been shown to lead to pesticide resistance. The integration
of biological control using predatory mirid bugs is an effective alternative method for managing these
pests. However, methods to establish and maintain populations of zoophytophagous mirids are not
adequately described. We explored the potential use of two mirids naturally occurring in Florida,
Nesidiocoris tenuis and Macrolophus praeclarus. We conducted 6 field experiments over 4 consecutive
years to develop a strategy to maintain the mirids. Pre-plant inoculation of tomato plants did not
lead to their establishment, likely due to the low prevalence of prey. We explored the use of sesame
(Sesamum indicum) to retain the mirids. Intercropping sesame maintained the populations of N. tenuis
throughout the duration of the crop. Macrolophus praeclarus never established in any of the open-field
experiments. Nesidiocoris tenuis damage was minimal (<1 necrotic ring/plant) and mirid damage
was reduced in the presence of sesame. Our results show that intercropping sesame may provide
a means to utilize mirids to manage B. tabaci, an established pest, and provide options to tomato
growers should T. absoluta invade USA.

Keywords: preventive biological control; companion plant; invasive pests; Bemisia tabaci; Tuta absoluta;
Nesidiocoris tenuis; Macrolophus praeclarus

1. Introduction

Tomato, a crop of major economic importance [1], is under constant threat from
arthropod pests that can cause severe losses. Among these, the siverleaf whitefly, Bemisia
tabaci (Gennadius) (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) and the South America tomato pinworm,
Tuta absoluta (Meyrick) (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae) are currently two of the most destructive
and difficult pests to manage [2,3]. Bemisia tabaci has invaded the United States, Australia,
Africa, and several European countries. Bemisia tabaci causes damage through feeding and,
more importantly, as a vector of viruses [3]. Tuta absoluta, a pest native to South America,
invaded the Mediterranean region in 2006 causing high yield losses [4]. From there,
T. absoluta quickly spread across the Afro-Eurasian supercontinent, Central America, and
China, and threatens to invade Mexico and the United States, which together account for
25% of the world’s tomato crop area and 42% of the world’s tomato production [2].

Insecticide application continues to be the primary control method for these pests
in most parts of the world [2]. Chemical tools can provide relief, but alternatives are
needed because of insecticide resistance and sub-lethal effects [5,6], the ever-increasing
close interface with suburban communities, environmental contamination, worker and
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food safety issues, and prohibitive costs [7–9]. The fact that management of these pests
solely based on chemical control has led to insecticide resistance and control failure [10,11]
has encouraged the development of non-chemical alternatives (i.e., botanical insecticides,
trapping, use of pheromones, cultural control, and biological control) [2].

The use of predatory mirids has been found to be one of the most successful al-
ternatives to chemical insecticides [12]. Nesidiocoris tenuis Reuter and Macrolophus pyg-
maeus Rambur (Hemiptera: Miridae) are widely used for biological control of B. tabaci and
T. absoluta in European greenhouses [13,14]. Additionally, the plant feeding of these zoophy-
tophagus mirids can activate defensive responses in the tomato plant, which makes the
plant less susceptible to the attack [15–18].

However, mirids can only regulate pest populations if they are well established in the
crop [12]. There are two release strategies based on the level of pest pressure at the time of
transplanting time. If pest pressure is high, mirids are released and allowed to establish on
the tomato plants before transplanting [19,20]. Inoculation before transplanting tomatoes
is common in southeastern Europe in summer planting cycles where the populations
of T. absoluta and the whitefly Bemisia tabaci Gennadius (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) are
high at the time of transplantation [21]. When pest pressure is low or non-existent, such
as with crops with planting dates at the end of winter, mirids are released in the field
3–4 weeks after transplantation [22,23]. In this situation, the mirid populations increase
as pests appear [21]. In both release strategies, the addition of alternative food, mainly
the mixture of frozen Ephestia kuehniella Zeller (Lepidoptera: Pyralidae) eggs and Artemia
spp. (Anostraca: Artemiidae) cysts is highly recommended to successfully establish the
mirids. These strategies were designed for greenhouse tomato crops, where Integrated
Pest Management (IPM) strategies based on the use of natural enemies have been widely
developed to help reduce the excessive use of insecticides [24]. However, strategies for
using mirids in open-field tomato production require further development.

Multiple factors limit the use of biological control agents in open-field tomato pro-
duction. One major drawback is that the natural enemies will likely leave the crop at low
pest levels. The phytophagous behavior of predatory mirids may overcome this barrier
by helping to retain the predator in the absence of prey. However, heavy plant feeding
may lead to economic damage [25]. When confined in greenhouses, N. tenuis can become
a pest of tomatoes when prey is scarce by causing necrotic rings that can lead to plant
stunting, flower abortion, and, ultimately, reduced yield [26]. Management strategies based
on selective pesticide applications, the addition of supplemental food, and companion
planting with sesame [Sesamum indicum L. (Lamiales; Pedaliaceae)] have been developed to
lessen the mirids’ negative impact and to enhance their establishment in protected toma-
toes [27–31]. Another approach has been to use other mirid species, such as Macrolophus
spp. or Dicyphus spp. that are not considered pests of tomatoes [17,32–34]. To date, the
damage caused by N. tenuis in commercial open-field tomato production remains unknown.

Cultural control measures have been developed for open-field systems, which include
use of resistant varieties and repellents, crop rotation, the removal and destruction of
infested plant material and the use of reflective mulch [35,36]. Although there have been
efforts to use parasitoids to control whiteflies [37], to date the use of natural enemies in
open-field tomato has been neglected.

The aim of this study was to develop methods to deploy zoophytophagus mirid
in open-field tomatoes to control established pests such as B. tabaci and prepare for the
potential invasion of T. absoluta. The studies were conducted in Florida where tomatoes
are produced mainly in large open-field areas [38]. The main pest that attacks Florida
tomatoes is the whitefly B. tabaci [39]. An invasion of T. absoluta is anticipated to cause
major economic damage based on the losses that were experienced in Europe, Israel and
Africa and the difficulty in controlling the pest with insecticides. We tested two established
mirids in southern USA, N. tenuis and Macrolophus praeclarus (Distant), that were previously
tested in laboratory and field cage studies to be potential biological control agents of
B. tabaci and pest moths [17,32]. The studies showed that M. praeclarus did not cause
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feeding damage to tomato plants compared to N. tenuis and that adding sesame increased
N. tenuis populations without increasing damage to the tomatoes. Although the addition of
sesame also slightly increased M. praeclarus numbers in the absence of prey, this species did
not reach the adult stage by feeding on sesame alone. In this study, we explored the use
of sesame to retain and increase populations of unconfined mirids. Our main goal was to
examine the mirids’ effectiveness in controlling populations of an established pest, B. tabaci,
and to learn how to exploit them for developing an IPM program for the possible incursion
of T. absoluta.

2. Results
2.1. Pre-Plant Inoculation of Tomato to Establish N. tenuis in Open Field Tomatoes

Nesidiocoris tenuis dispersed early from the field plots, which corresponded to the
decrease in the availability of B. tabaci as prey (Figure 1C,D). The number of B. tabaci found
in plots receiving N. tenuis was similar to both the insecticide-treated and the untreated
plots (Figure 1B) and there was no interaction between week and treatment (F14,63 = 1.17
p = 0.323). Mirid feeding reduced the subsequent generations of B. tabaci as seen with lower
numbers of eggs and nymphs 7 and 8 weeks after release, but their control did not persist
(Figure 1B). Significantly fewer B. tabaci eggs and nymphs were seen on plants treated with
insecticides compared to the untreated plots (Figure 1B, treatment: F2,9 = 5.85 p < 0.024) as
the populations of B. tabaci increased during the study (week: F7,63 = 12.53 p < 0.001). The
mirids did little damage to the tomatoes in accordance with their low numbers. Necrotic
rings were observed only on one date (16 March 2015) and on only three plants out of the
total 140 plants sampled.

In contrast, N. tenuis was more effective and more damaging when confined to cages
(Supplemental Figure S1). The mirids rapidly decimated the number of B. tabaci (treatment:
F2,9 = 53.04 p < 0.001), which remained near zero for the duration of the study (week:
F4,36 = 1.79 p = 0.152, treatment x week F8,36 = 7.23 p < 0.001). The mirids controlled
B. tabaci numbers to similar levels as the insecticide treatment, which was significantly
lower compared to cages with B. tabaci-infested tomatoes (S1B, treatment: F7,24 = 3.13
p = 0.017). Unlike the field study, the number of mirids was consistent throughout the
experiment (S1C, F7,24 = 3.13 p = 0.017). When dispersal was not an option, the number
of necrotic rings on the tomatoes remained similar through the course of the experiment
(F3,12 = 0.41 p = 0.748).

2.2. Tomato-Sesame Intercrop to Retain Zoophyatophagus Mirids
2.2.1. Field Evaluation of Sesame to Retain N. tenuis in Tomato

The addition of sesame to a tomato field planting retained N. tenuis for the duration of
the study even when whitefly numbers were very low (Figure 2B). The mirids were able to
control the initial population of whiteflies as well as natural migration into the field. The
mirids reduced the number of whiteflies to near zero levels and the number of whiteflies
did not increase during the study (Figure 2B, F3,12 = 0.24 p = 0.865). Similar numbers of
whiteflies were found on sesame and tomato plants and there were no differences whether
the tomato was planted next to sesame or planted next to tomato. Mirids were found on
both tomato and sesame plants throughout the study. Mirids were found more frequently
in the tomato release plots planted next to tomatoes and in sesame release plots planted
next to tomatoes compared to sesame plants planted next to sesame plants and tomato
planted next to sesame (Figure 2C, F3,12 = 11.36 p < 0.001). The effect of interplanting
sesame on tomato damage changed during the study (Figure 2D, F9,108 = 18.52 p < 0.001)
and there was no interaction between week and treatment (F9,108 = 1.56 p < 0.06). Initially,
more tomato seedlings in the sesame-tomato intercrop had necrotic rings compared to
tomato seedlings planted next to tomato. However, the early damage to tomato in the
tomato-sesame intercrop was not detectable as the plants grew. In fact, more damaged
tomato plants were seen when tomato was planted next to tomato when populations of
mirids were high in November compared to the sesame-tomato intercrop that had similarly
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high numbers of plants with mirids (Figure 2C), showing the potential benefit of sesame to
lower damage to tomatoes as mirid populations increase (Figure 2D).
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Figure 2. The field plot layout (A), the mean (±SE) number of B. tabaci (eggs + nymphs) per leaf
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2.2.2. Field Evaluation of Reduced Amount of Sesame in Tomato-Sesame Interplanting

The spring 2016 field study showed that the amount of sesame needed to retain mirids
in the crop could be greatly reduced. With a border of 10 sesame plants, the mirids were
retained in the tomato plants even when B. tabaci prey were reduced to near zero (Figure 3).
In fact, the sesame -tomato planting was sufficient to retain the mirids in the tomato-alone
planting. There was no N. tenuis damage seen on tomato plants. There were no differences
in the number of B. tabaci found in the tomato alone planting and sesame-tomato planting
(Figure 3B, F1,8 = 4.47 p = 0.066) and there was an interaction between week and treatment
(F6,65 = 12.82 p < 0.001). More whiteflies were found on sesame on the first collection
date compared to the tomato plants in the tomato alone or the tomato-sesame intercrop.
However, the number of whiteflies was reduced to similar levels as seen on tomato planted
alone or in the tomato-sesame intercrop (Figure 3B). Mirids were seen on sesame and
tomato plants 5 weeks after the plants were transplanted into the field and remained
at similar levels throughout the remainder of the study (Figure 3C. week: F6,54 = 1.76
p = 0.117). There was no difference in the percentage of tomato plants with mirids in the
tomato-sesame intercrop or the tomato alone planting and there was no difference in the
percentage of sesame and tomato plants with mirids (Figure 3C, treatment: F2,9 = 0.533
p = 0.604) and there was no interaction between week and treatment (F12,54 = 0.413
p = 0.952).
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2.2.3. Field Comparison of Pesticide and N. tenuis in a Tomato-Sesame Intercrop to Control
B. tabaci

The fall 2016 field study showed that N. tenuis released into a tomato-sesame intercrop
plots controlled B. tabaci populations on tomato to similar levels found in pesticide-treated
plots (Figure 4B). The experiment also showed the highly mobile nature of the mirids.
Nesidiocoris tenuis were found in the untreated tomato plots and insecticide-treated sesame
6 weeks after planting (Figure 4C,E). This invasion of N. tenuis into the other treatments
corresponded to an increase in B. tabaci prey and a subsequent decrease in the number of
B. tabaci in untreated plots. Bemisia tabaci numbers increased for 9 weeks and then decreased
in the subsequent 4 weeks of the study (Figure 4B, week: F12,108 = 25.39 p < 0.001, week
x treatment: F24,108 = 1.43 p = 0.109). There were no significant differences in the number
of B. tabaci found on tomatoes in untreated, insecticide-treated and N. tenuis release plots
(F2,9 = 2.40 p = 0.146). The percentage of tomato plants with mirids increased during the
study and there were no differences between the amount of tomato plants with mirids in
untreated and mirid release plots (Figure 4C).
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Bemisia tabaci and N. tenuis were found on both the untreated and insecticide-treated
sesame (Figure 4D,E). Like the tomato plots, B. tabaci numbers were low throughout the
experiment and there were no differences in the number of B. tabaci found in the insecticide-
treated and untreated plots (F1,6 = 3.75, p = 0.101). Bemisia tabaci numbers fluctuated during
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the study with a significant effect of week (F12,72 = 5.64, p =< 0.001) seen, and the lowest
number of B. tabaci were found during the last 3 weeks of the study (Figure 4D). Although
the insecticide application did not completely exclude the presence of N. tenuis on sesame,
mirid populations were reduced on insecticide-treated sesame with their presence being
recorded on only one sample date (28 November 2016).

2.2.4. Field Evaluation of M. praeclarus to Control B. tabaci in a Tomato-Sesame Intercrop

Macrolophus praeclarus were never recovered from tomato alone or the tomato-sesame
intercrop. Bemisia tabaci numbers increased in the absence of the mirids. Bemisia tabaci
numbers were low for the first 5 sample dates then increased in the subsequent 3 sample
dates (week: F7,84 = 183.8 p < 0.001; week x treatment: F21,84 = 1.45 p = 0.119).

Although not released, N. tenuis moved into the experimental plots from the surround-
ing area on the last sampling day. Nesidiocoris tenuis were found in all treatments and there
was no effect of planting (tomato alone or tomato-sesame intercrop; F1,12 = 0.016, p = 0.901)
on the percentage of tomato plants with mirids found in the plots (Figure 5C).

Plants 2022, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW 8 of 18 
 

 

Figure 4. The field plot layout (A), the mean (±SE) number of B. tabaci (eggs + nymphs) per tomato 
(B) and sesame leaflet (C) and the mean (±SE) percentage of tomato (D) and sesame (E) plants with 
N. tenuis (adults + nymphs), in a study that compared insecticide-treated and N. tenuis releases to 
control B. tabaci. The number under each field plot treatment (A) indicates the number of tomato 
and sesame plants. 

2.2.4. Field Evaluation of M. praeclarus to Control B. tabaci in a Tomato-Sesame Intercrop  
Macrolophus praeclarus were never recovered from tomato alone or the tomato-sesame 

intercrop. Bemisia tabaci numbers increased in the absence of the mirids. Bemisia tabaci 
numbers were low for the first 5 sample dates then increased in the subsequent 3 sample 
dates (week: F7,84 = 183.8 p<0.001; week x treatment: F21,84 = 1.45 p = 0.119). 

Although not released, N. tenuis moved into the experimental plots from the sur-
rounding area on the last sampling day. Nesidiocoris tenuis were found in all treatments 
and there was no effect of planting (tomato alone or tomato-sesame intercrop; F1,12 = 0.016, 
p = 0.901) on the percentage of tomato plants with mirids found in the plots (Figure 5C).  

 
Figure 5. The field plot layout (A) and the mean (±SE) number of B. tabaci (eggs + nymphs) per 
tomato and sesame leaflet (B) in a study that tested whether a tomato-sesame intercrop retained M. 
praeclarus. M. praeclarus were originally released but not recovered and N. tenuis colonized from the 
surrounding area are reported as the mean (±SE) percentage of tomato (C) plants with N. tenuis 
(adults + nymphs). The number under each field plot treatment (A) indicates the number of tomato 
and sesame plants. 

2.2.5. Field Comparison of Pesticide, M. praeclarus and N. tenuis to Control B. tabaci in 
Tomato Alone and Tomato-Sesame Intercrop 

Mirids reduced whiteflies on tomatoes as there were fewer nymphs and eggs in plots 
with mirids compared to the untreated plots (Figure 6B, F4,21 = 40.31 p < 0.001). The differ-
ence was most evident during the first 5 weeks of the experiment, where the whitefly 
numbers were reduced by 40–75 % in treatments with mirids compared to untreated to-
matoes (week: F7,139 = 41.67 p < 0.001, week x treatment: F28,139 = 2.39 p = 0.001). Plots treated 
with insecticides had the lowest number of whiteflies, which was consistent through the 
study (Figure 6B).  

Figure 5. The field plot layout (A) and the mean (±SE) number of B. tabaci (eggs + nymphs) per
tomato and sesame leaflet (B) in a study that tested whether a tomato-sesame intercrop retained
M. praeclarus. M. praeclarus were originally released but not recovered and N. tenuis colonized from
the surrounding area are reported as the mean (±SE) percentage of tomato (C) plants with N. tenuis
(adults + nymphs). The number under each field plot treatment (A) indicates the number of tomato
and sesame plants.

2.2.5. Field Comparison of Pesticide, M. praeclarus and N. tenuis to Control B. tabaci in
Tomato Alone and Tomato-Sesame Intercrop

Mirids reduced whiteflies on tomatoes as there were fewer nymphs and eggs in plots
with mirids compared to the untreated plots (Figure 6B, F4,21 = 40.31 p < 0.001). The
difference was most evident during the first 5 weeks of the experiment, where the whitefly
numbers were reduced by 40–75 % in treatments with mirids compared to untreated
tomatoes (week: F7,139 = 41.67 p < 0.001, week x treatment: F28,139 = 2.39 p = 0.001). Plots
treated with insecticides had the lowest number of whiteflies, which was consistent through
the study (Figure 6B).
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The highly mobile nature of mirids was very apparent in this experiment. During the
first 5 weeks of the study, mirids were present only in plots where mirid releases were made
(Figure 6C). By week 6, N. tenuis was found in all the untreated plots and the M. praeclarus
release plots and by week 8 they were present in the pesticide-treated plots. Macrolophus
praeclarus were not recovered from the M. praeclarus release plots or from any of the other
treatment plots. The establishment of N. tenuis in the untreated treatments paralleled a
decrease in Bemisia tabaci numbers (Figure 6).

Mirid damage was found in all treatments (Figure 6D). However, the damage was low,
with a mean of less than one ring being seen per plant. Corresponding to mirid abundance
(Figure 6C), the number of rings found on tomatoes was highest in treatments with mirid
releases (F4,20 = 6.97, p = 0.001). The presence of sesame reduced N. tenuis feeding damage
(Figure 6D). Pesticides reduced but did not totally prevent N. tenuis damage. Nesidiocoris
tenuis and necrotic rings were found on pesticide-treated tomato plants on the last two
sample dates.

3. Discussion

The use of zoophytophagous predators in commercial vegetable production has
increased worldwide [24]. However, their use in open tomato field cropping systems
is very limited compared to greenhouse production. Our results showed that zoophy-
tophagus mirids can be established in open field crops and they can provide control of
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B. tabaci when other management strategies were also in place. These results lead to the
possibility of developing an IPM strategy utilizing mirids as biological control agents in
open-field tomatoes.

Inoculating tomato seedlings with mirids prior to field planting was critical to establish
the predator in the field. In our initial field studies, we never recovered N. tenuis when
adults were released directly into plots. With low prey densities, the mirids quickly
dispersed and providing supplementary food to establish the mirids on tomato seedlings
prior to planting was found to be necessary.

Utilizing mirids’ phytophagous behavior appears to be a viable means to retain them
when prey numbers are low. With the addition of sesame as a companion crop, N. tenuis
was present the entire cropping season even when B. tabaci populations were near zero.
Nesidiocoris tenuis can reproduce on sesame in the absence of prey [40]. In cage studies,
the combination of sesame and tomato increased N. tenuis populations without increasing
damage to the tomatoes [17,28,31]. This study showed that the benefits previously seen
with T. absoluta when mirids, N. tenuis and Macrolophus pygmaeus, were confined to a
cage [31] could also work to control B. tabaci in open-field production where the mirids
could leave the crop. When given the ability to move freely in the field, N. tenuis did
not remain on sesame despite the presence of whiteflies and being a better plant resource
than tomato [27]. The mirid was found equally on tomato and sesame plants and readily
moved into to treatment plots containing only tomato. Mirids migrating into tomato crops
have been found to concentrate on plants with high prey density, which may enhance
pest control on tomato. In all four years, N. tenuis reduced the number of B. tabaci to
very low numbers (<10 whiteflies/leaf), which were similar to numbers seen in the pots
where pesticides commonly used by USA growers were applied. In fact, N. tenuis began to
invade all treatments including the pesticide-treated pots once whitefly numbers began to
increase. This indicates that N. tenuis may work effectively to control whiteflies in open
fields. However, further work is needed to evaluate whether the mirids can provide control
similar to pesticides in large fields, typical of USA, Mexico and China production. Our
reduced sesame planting study showed that a number of sesame plants needed to retain
the mirid could be decreased and still retain mirids in the plots. Additional studies are
needed to determine the amount of sesame and planting distribution to have the mirids
remain and effectively control B. tabaci in large commercial tomato fields.

Over the course of this study, N. tenuis was found to establish near the experimen-
tal plots. In fact, the mirid invaded the M. praeclarus experiment despite not being
released that season. Where N. tenuis is established, the mirid can fortuitously colonize
crops [41–43]. This is advantageous in Southern Europe as N. tenuis controls T. absoluta [14].
However, their phytophagy can cause significant damage to tomatoes grown in heated
greenhouses when pest populations are low [25,44]. Consequently, N. tenuis is considered
a pest of heated greenhouse tomatoes in Northern Europe [45]. Nesidiocoris tenuis can also
cause damage in open-field sesame and tobacco crops and is considered a pest [46,47]. Our
cage studies and many other greenhouse studies showed that confining N. tenuis forces the
mirid to rely on tomato plants for survival. Logically, the likelihood for damage increases.
Our studies suggest that N. tenuis will disperse and cause minimal damage in open-field
tomato cropping systems. In fact, we recorded very low levels of damage and had difficulty
maintaining a population in the crop without the presence of sesame. Hence, the status
of N. tenuis as pest or biological control agent will depend on the crop, pest complex, and
cropping system.

Other species of mirids that cause less damage to tomato have been used to control
pests in greenhouse production systems [13]. For the USA, M. praeclarus appeared to
be a good biological control candidate. In laboratory and field cage studies, the mirid
controlled B. tabaci, preyed on moth eggs (Ephestia kuehniella), and caused no damage
when confined to tomato plants [17,32]. In addition, M. praeclarus is reported from South
Florida, the Caribbean, Mexico, and Central America, making this species a potentially
accessible biological control agent where T. absoluta has not invaded. However, differ-
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ent methods are needed to utilize M. praeclarus in open-field tomatoes. In our studies,
M. praeclarus did not establish in tomato alone or in a sesame-tomato intercrop. On the
contrary, N. tenuis invaded the M. praeclarus release plots in both experiments where
M. praeclarus was released. Further studies are needed to explore whether M. praeclarus was
not recovered because N. tenuis fed upon or behaviorally displaced M. praeclarus or whether
other factors in the experiment (i.e., low density of prey or environmental conditions)
caused the mirid to disperse.

Pesticide resistance and environmental problems necessitate looking for alternatives
to control important tomato pests like B. tabaci and T. absoluta. For successful biological
control, predators must establish when the pest population is low [12,21]. As seen in our
studies, B. tabaci invasions are unpredictable. The mirids’ generalist predation behav-
ior has the benefit of controlling other pests, like tomato leafminers, should they invade
the crop. Although N. tenuis and Macrolophus species are generalists, they show prey
preference [47–50]. In fact, the need to provide N. tenuis supplementary food in order to
retain the mirids to control T. absoluta is reduced when B tabaci are present [51]. Under-
standing the mirids’ prey preference is essential to select species for release that will likely
attack the target pest(s) when given a choice. In addition, the mirid’s phytophagous feeding
behavior can help to maintain the predator in the field in the absence of the target pest. We
showed that a low density of sesame plants served as a method to retain the predator when
prey densities were low. Additionally, non-cultivated host plants may provide refuges from
pesticide residues [52,53]. Our studies were the first steps in learning how to incorporate
zoophytophagus mirids to manage an existing pest, whiteflies, in open field tomatoes
as well as prepare for potential new invaders such as T. absoluta that are spreading in
the region.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Plants and Colonies

Nesidiocoris tenuis and M. praeclarus were collected from Uncarina grandidieri (Baill.)
Stapf (Lamiales: Pedaliaceae) in Miami, Florida, USA, and used to establish colonies
on pesticide-free seedlings at the University of Florida, Southwest Florida Research and
Education Center (SWFREC), Immokalee, FL. Tomato (var. ‘Lanai’ Tomato Growers Supply
Company, Ft. Myers, FL, USA) was used to rear M. praeclarus and tobacco was used to
rear N. tenuis as tobacco was more tolerant to feeding damage caused by this specie than
tomato. The plants were seeded 4–5 weeks before use in the colonies or the experiments.
Tomato plants (30 cm high) and tobacco plants (40–50 cm high) were placed into insect
rearing cages (61 × 61 × 61 cm, Bugdorm MegaView Science Company, Ltd., Taichung
Taiwan) and the mirids were subsequently added. Both mirid species were fed a mixture
of frozen E. kuehniella eggs and Artemia spp. cysts (1:5 w:w) (Koppert Biological System,
Howell, MI, USA), which was offered ad libitum on the adhesive portion of repositionable
notes (Post-it® Brand, 3M Cynthiana, KY, USA). Every 3 months, the tomato plants were
cut at the base and placed on new plants to allow nymphs to move to the new material.
Tobacco plants were trimmed every 30 days to cage height. Bemisia tabaci were collected
from an abandoned tomato field at SWFREC and reared on collards (Brassica oleracea L. var.
acephala). Colonies and plants were maintained at 25 ± 1 ◦C, 60% humidity and 14:10 h
(L:D) photoperiodic conditions in climatic chambers at SWFREC.

Tomato and sesame (Hancock Seed Company, Dade City, FL, USA) used in the field
experiments were seeded individually into 128 cell plug seed starting trays (8 × 16 cells
each). Seedlings were fertilized once with Milogranite® nitrogen fertilizer (0.5 g per cell,
Milogranite®, Milwaukee, WI, USA) and 3 times weekly with Peters Professional 20-20-20
general purpose fertilizer (5 mL per 1 L of water). Tomato plants were used 4 weeks after
seeding and sesame plants 18 days after sowing.
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4.2. Field Plot Preparation

Six field experiments were conducted to determine whether M. praclearus and N. tenuis
could be established in open field tomato production systems and whether the mirids
damaged the tomatoes. All trials were conducted at the IFAS /SWFREC research facility
near Immokalee, Florida, on single row raised beds 81 cm × 128 m long and 20 cm high.
The experiments were run during the south Florida tomato growing season; in the fall
(October–January) and in the spring (March–May). Tomato varieties were selected to
best match the planting season [54]. Granular 10-2-10 NPK fertilizer was incorporated
before each planting at a rate of 121 kg N/ha. The remaining fertilizer requirements were
met through fertigation over the course of the crop with liquid 7-2-7 NPK. Beds were
then fumigated with 121 kg/ha 50:50 methyl bromide + chloropicrin, two drip tapes with
20.3 cm emitter spacing were laid down and beds were covered with whiteface (fall) or
black (spring) polyethylene film mulch (fumigant barrier film, Raven VaporSafe® 1.1 mil,
Raven Engineered Film, Sioux Falls, SD, USA). The experimental rows of plants were
separated by two rows (81 cm × 128 m) of corn (Zea mays L.). Experimental plots were
arranged in a randomized complete block design (RCB).

4.3. Comparison of N. tenuis and Pesticides to Control Whiteflies
4.3.1. Pre-Plant Inoculation of Tomato to Establish N. tenuis in Open-Field Tomatoes

We conducted studies to determine whether N. tenuis would establish in open-field
tomatoes by inoculating seedling tomatoes with the mirid and prey (B. tabaci). Tomato
plants were inoculated with whiteflies and N. tenuis by placing tomato seedlings (TYLCV
tolerant variety ‘BHN 8845′) into cages. To inoculate the tomatoes with B. tabaci, infested
sesame plants (5–6) taken from the colony were placed in the cage to allow an estimated
10–15 adults per seedling to move to the tomato plants. For mirid treatment, 50 female and
50 male N. tenuis were randomly collected from the colony and introduced to a second cage
with 100 B. tabaci-infested tomatoes as previously described. The mirids were provisioned
with E. kuehniella eggs/Artemia cysts and allowed to oviposit for 1 week. The seedlings
were transplanted on 2 March 2015, into two rows of raised beds (46 cm spacing/35 plants
per plot, Figure 1A), with each tomato plot separated by a plot of corn (10 plants/plot).
Seedlings in the insecticide treatment plots received 1 application of imidacloprid (Admire®

Pro 207 mL/4047 m2, Bayer Crop Science LP, Research Triangle Park, NC, USA) applied
in transplanting/setting water 7 days after transplanting. Whiteflies were also allowed
to infest the experimental plots naturally. The experiment consisted of three treatments
(n = 4): (1) N. tenuis + B. tabaci, (2) insecticide + B. tabaci and (3) untreated tomatoes +
B. tabaci. Whitefly populations were monitored weekly by randomly selecting 5 plants
from the middle of each experimental plot. One leaf was randomly selected from the top
25-50 cm of the plant. In the laboratory, all whitefly eggs and nymphs were counted using
a dissecting microscope (10×). Mirids were monitored weekly by counting all mirid adults
and nymphs in situ seen on each tomato plant in the N. tenuis + B. tabaci plots.

4.3.2. Cage Evaluation of Pesticide and N. tenuis to Control B. tabaci

To understand the impact of the mirids under confined conditions, the comparison
of N. tenuis to pesticides experiment was repeated in cages (61 cm × 61 cm × 91 cm,
Bugdorm MegaView Science Company, Ltd., Taichung Taiwan) held in a polycarbonate
greenhouse provided with evaporative cooling (25 ± 1 ◦C, 60 % humidity and 14:10 h (L:D)
photoperiodic conditions). This experiment used the same pool of whitefly and whitefly+
mirid-infested seedlings as were used for the field experiments. Four potted plants, taken
from the same pool of plants used in the field study described above, were randomly
assigned to cages, which were then arranged in a randomly completed block design (n = 4)
in the greenhouse. As above, the experiment consisted of three treatments: (1) N. tenuis
+ B. tabaci, (2) insecticide + B. tabaci and (3) untreated tomatoes + B. tabaci. Bemisia tabaci
populations were monitored weekly by taking 1 leaf from the middle of each plant. The
leaves were taken to the laboratory and examined under the dissecting microscope (10×)
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and all whitefly eggs and nymphs were counted. N. tenuis populations and associated
damage were monitored by randomly selecting one of the plants in the cage and counting
all mirids (adults and nymphs) and necrotic rings in situ.

4.4. Tomato-Sesame Intercrop to Retain Zoophyatophagus Mirids
4.4.1. Field Evaluation of Sesame-Tomato Interplanting to Retain N. tenuis

In the fall of 2015, a field experiment was conducted to determine whether sesame
plants would help retain N. tenuis when planted near tomatoes. Tomato (var: BHN 8846)
and sesame seedlings were pre-infested with whiteflies and mirids prior to transplanting
in the fields. To infest seedlings with whiteflies, plants were confined in cages with highly
infested sesame plants for 1 week. To inoculate the plants with mirids, 100 whitefly-infested
tomato and sesame seedlings were placed in cages with 50 female and 50 male N. tenuis
(1 mirid/plant) for 1 week. Additionally, the mirids were provided with E. kuehniella eggs
and Artemia spp. cysts ad libitum. Each whole plot contained a total of 36 plants spaced
30.5 cm apart (Figure 2A). The center 12 plants were infested with N. tenuis (tomato or
sesame) and whiteflies. On either side of the center planting were 12 whitefly-infested
sesame or tomato (no N. tenuis) seedlings. There were 4 treatments arranged in a RCB
(n = 4): (1) tomato, tomato + N. tenuis, tomato; (2) sesame, sesame + N. tenuis, sesame;
(3) tomato, sesame + N. tenuis, tomato; (4) sesame, tomato + N. tenuis, sesame. Beginning
1 month after transplanting, the number of whitefly nymphs and eggs was evaluated each
week by selecting 1 leaf from the mid-canopy of 3 randomly selected plants in the central
planting. The presence and absence of N. tenuis were evaluated by counting the number of
plants in the center sub-plot with at least 1 mirid per plant. N. tenuis damage was assessed
by counting the number of tomato plants from the center planting (treatments 1 and 3) with
visible necrotic rings.

4.4.2. Field Evaluation of Reduced Amount of Sesame in Tomato-Sesame Interplanting

In the spring of 2016, the amount of sesame interplanted with tomato was reduced to
determine whether the lower amount would still help retain N. tenuis. Tomato (var: BHN
8845) and sesame seedlings were infested with B. tabaci by placing trays in cages with highly
B. tabaci-infested collards for 1 week. Additional seedlings were infested with B. tabaci and
N. tenuis by introducing adult mirids (1 adult/plant) along with the infested collard plants.
As above, the mirids were provided with E. kuehniella eggs and Artemia spp. cysts to ensure
survival and maximum oviposition. The infested seedlings were transplanted on 4 March
2016, with a 30.5 cm spacing between plants. There were two treatments: tomato alone
(40 plants per plot) and sesame-tomato interplanting (10 sesame plants next to 20 tomato
plants per plot; Figure 3A). Treatments were separated by 14 tomato plants sprayed on
19 April 2016 with Dinotefuran (Venom 118 mL/4047 m2). The treatments were arranged in
RCB (n = 4) distributed in two rows separated by rows of corn. Whiteflies were monitored
weekly by taking 1 leaflet from 50% of the plants in the plot. In the laboratory, all whitefly
eggs and nymphs were counted using a dissecting microscope (10×). The presence and
absence of N. tenuis was evaluated by counting the number of plants in the plot having at
least 1 adult or nymph.

4.4.3. Field Comparison of N. tenuis and Pesticide to Control B. tabaci in a Tomato Boarded
by Sesame

In the fall of 2016, the ability of N. tenuis to control B. tabaci was compared to insecticide-
treated tomatoes in plantings bordered by sesame. Each treatment plot had 30 grape
tomatoes (‘BHN784′) bordered by 10 sesame plants and was assigned to 1 of 3 treatments
(n = 4): (1) untreated tomato, (2) insecticide-treated tomato or (3) tomato + N. tenuis.
Seedlings were transplanted on 19 September 2016, after being inoculated with B. tabaci and
N. tenuis for mirid treatment plots 1 week prior, as described above (Figure 4A). Initial field
samples indicated that populations of B. tabaci were low, and additional releases were made
by placing 1 B. tabaci infested tomato plant (var. ‘Lanai’) per plot on 24 October 2016. Mirid
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numbers were also low and an additional release of 1 N. tenuis per plant was performed on
October 31 in the designated mirid treatment plots. The insecticide-treated tomato plots
and the sesame bordering the untreated tomato plots were drenched with imidacloprid
(Admire® Pro 207 mL/ 4047 m2). The sesame was treated with pesticides to form a barrier
to help limit the possible spread of N. tenuis to the untreated tomato plots. Acibenzolar-S-
methyl (Actigard® 10 mL/ 4047 m2, Syngenta Crop Protection, LLC, Greensboro, NC, USA)
and extract of Reynoutria sachalinensis (Regalia® 1 qt/ 4047 m2, Marrone Bio Innovations,
Inc. Davis, CA, USA) were applied to all plots on 5 October, 10 October, 18 October,
25 October, 1 November, 8 November, and 15 November 2016 for suppression of the fungal
and bacterial disease. A single application of Bacillus thuringiensis subspecies aizawai strain
ABTS-1857 (XenTari, 1 lb/ 4047 m2, Valent BioSciences LLC, Libertyville, IL) was applied to
all plots on Oct. 5 to control southern armyworm (Spodoptera eridania (Stoll), Lepidoptera;
Noctuidae). Bemisia tabaci numbers were monitored weekly beginning Oct. 3 by selecting
3 leaflets randomly from the mid-canopy of all sesame plants per subplot and 9 leaflets
per plot from tomato plants. In the laboratory, all B. tabaci eggs and nymphs were counted
using a dissecting microscope (10×). The presence and absence of N. tenuis was evaluated
on 17 October, 28 November, and 29 December 2016, by counting the number of plants in
the plot having at least 1 adult or nymph.

4.4.4. Field Evaluation of M. praeclarus in a Tomato-Sesame Intercrop

This field experiment evaluated the ability of M. praeclarus to establish and persist on
tomato and whether intercropped sesame functioned to maintain M. praeclarus in the field.
Two weeks prior to planting in the field, grape tomato (Jolly Girl) and sesame seedlings
were infested with whiteflies by placing highly infested collard leaves taken from the colony
into cages with the seedlings. The following week, M. praeclarus adults (1 per plant) were
released into the cages and allowed to oviposit. As above, the mirids were provisioned
with E. kuehniella eggs and Artemia spp. cysts. The infested seedlings were transplanted
on 20 March 2017 (Figure 5A). Each plot held a single row of 30 plants (46 cm spacing):
30 tomato plants (tomato alone treatment) or 25 tomato plants interplanted with 5 sesame
plants (i.e., 1 sesame every 5 tomato plants, tomato-sesame intercrop treatment). The
plots were separated by 14 tomato plants treated with Cyantraniliprole (200 mL/ 4047 m2,
Verimark® FMC Corporation, Philadelphia, PA, USA) to exclude insects. The experiment
had 2 treatments with B. tabaci and M. praeclarus-infested plants (n = 4); (1) tomato alone
and (2) tomato-sesame intercrop. Each week 30% of the plants were sampled by taking one
leaf per plant (8 tomato and 2 sesame leaves) and counting all B. tabaci nymphs and eggs in
the laboratory. On the last sample date (23 May 2017), the presence and absence of mirids
were assessed by counting the number of plants with at least one adult or nymph mirid. A
sample of mirids was collected from each plot and identified in the laboratory.

4.4.5. Field Comparison of Pesticide, M. praeclarus and N. tenuis to Control B. tabaci in
Tomato Alone and Tomato-Sesame Intercrop

In the spring of 2018, a field study was conducted to study the ability of M. praeclarus
and N. tenuis to control B. tabaci in tomato. The previous field studies showed that intercrop-
ping sesame with tomato helped retain N. tenuis, but the presence of sesame did not help to
retain M. praeclarus. Therefore, tomato-sesame intercrop treatment plots were established
with only N. tenuis. Each treatment plot held 30 plants (60 cm spacing) bordered by 10 corn
plants (Figure 6A). There were 5 treatments (n = 5): (1) untreated tomato (grape tomatoes,
var. Jolly Girl), (2) insecticide-treated tomato, (3) tomato alone + N. tenuis, (4) tomato
alone + M. praeclarus or (5) tomato-sesame intercrop + N. tenuis (5 tomato plants:1 sesame
plant). To establish the whiteflies in the treatment plots, tomato and sesame seedlings were
placed inside 24 × 61 × 91 cm cages two weeks prior to planting in the field and infested
with whiteflies by adding collard leaves taken from the colony. One week later, 1 mirid
per plant was released into cages with plants designated for treatments with mirids. The
seedlings were transplanted into the field on 13 March 2018. Two weeks after field planting,
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Verimark (90 mL/plant) was applied to the pesticide treatment plots. To suppress fungal
and bacterial disease, extract of Reynoutria sachalinensis was applied to all plots on 27 March,
9 April, and 16 April 2018 at a rate of 0.95 L per 76, 151, and 227 L of water per 4047 m2

per date, respectively. The fungicide Actigard was applied to all treatments on 27 March,
9 April, and 16 April 2018 at a rate of 10 mL per 76, 151, and 227 L of water per 4047 m2 per
date, respectively. Each week, B. tabaci populations were monitored by sampling 1 leaflet
from the mid-canopy of 6 randomly selected plants per plot. In the laboratory, all eggs
and nymphs were counted using a dissecting microscope (10×). The presence of mirids
was determined weekly by counting the number of plants with at least one mirid adult
or nymph per plot. At the end of the experiment, mirid feeding damage was assessed
by counting the number of necrotic rings found on 5 tomato stems taken from the top
one-third of the canopy of 5 randomly selected plants.

4.5. Statistical Analysis

Bemisia tabaci, mirid, and necrotic rings (mirid damage) data were tested for normality
(Shapiro–Wilk test) and homoscedasticity (Bartlett test) using software from SAS Institute
(JMP, Cary, NC, USA). The total number of egg and nymph B. tabaci and total number of
adult and nymph mirids were transformed using log (x + 1) for count data and arcsine-
square root for percentage data to meet the assumptions of analysis of variance (ANOVA).
The data were analyzed using a two-factor nested random effects model with treatment
and sampling week considered as fixed factors and plot as a random factor. Treatment was
nested within plot. Pairwise comparisons of the fixed factor levels were made using the
Tukey’s HSD post hoc tests. p-values ≤ 0.05 were considered statistically significant.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/article/
10.3390/plants11202779/s1, Figure S1: The cage study treatments (A), the mean (±SE) number of
B. tabaci (eggs + nymphs) per leaflet (B), and the mean (±SE) number of N. tenuis (adults + nymphs)
and damage (necrotic rings) per tomato plant (C) in a study that compared the ability of N. tenuis to
control B. tabaci to insecticides (imidacloprid). The number under each cage treatment (A) indicates
the number of tomato plants.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, P.S., A.R., A.U. and M.P.-H.; methodology J.C., P.S. and
A.R.; formal analysis J.C. and A.R.; investigation J.C. and P.S.; resources P.S., A.R. and J.Q.; data
curation A.R. and J.Q.; supervision P.S. and J.Q.; project administration P.S., A.R. and J.Q.; funding
acquisition P.S. and A.R.; writing—original draft preparation J.C., P.S. and A.R.; writing—review and
editing A.R., J.Q., A.U. and M.P.-H. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the United States Department of Agriculture’s Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service through PPA 7721 and the joint sponsorship by the Fulbright Program
and the Spanish Ministry of Universities (FMECD-ST-2022: CAS21/00544 & PRX21/00719), the
Spanish Ministry of Science and Innovation through the project PID2020-113234RR-I00.

Data Availability Statement: All data included in the main text.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Barry Kostyk for assistance in establishing the field plots and
Teri Allen for rearing mirids used to start Immokalee colonies. We would also like to thank Katrina
Scheiner, Benjamin Lee, and Woodward Bailey for their helpful comments on earlier versions of the
manuscript. This research may not necessarily express APHIS’ views. This study would not have
been possible without Phil Stansly, who passed away in the course of preparing this manuscript. The
authors would like to dedicate this work to him posthumously.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript; or
in the decision to publish the results.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/plants11202779/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/plants11202779/s1


Plants 2022, 11, 2779 16 of 18

References
1. Research and Markets World-Tomato—Market Analysis, Forecast, Size, Trends and Insights. Available online: https://www.

researchandmarkets.com/reports/4701312/world-tomato-market-analysis-forecast-size (accessed on 12 July 2022).
2. Desneux, N.; Han, P.; Mansour, R.; Arnó, J.; Brévault, T.; Campos, M.R.; Chailleux, A.; Guedes, R.N.C.; Karimi, J.; Konan,

K.A.J.; et al. Integrated Pest Management of Tuta absoluta: Practical Implementations across Different World Regions. J. Pest Sci.
2022, 95, 17–39. [CrossRef]

3. Stansly, P.A.; Naranjo, S.E. Bemisia: Bionomics and Management of a Global Pest; Stansly, P.A., Naranjo, S.E., Eds.; Springer: Dordrecht,
The Netherlands, 2010; ISBN 978-90-481-2459-6.

4. Desneux, N.; Wajnberg, E.; Wyckhuys, K.A.G.; Burgio, G.; Arpaia, S.; Narváez-Vasquez, C.A.; González-Cabrera, J.; Catalán
Ruescas, D.; Tabone, E.; Frandon, J.; et al. Biological Invasion of European Tomato Crops by Tuta absoluta: Ecology, Geographic
Expansion and Prospects for Biological Control. J. Pest Sci. 2010, 83, 197–215. [CrossRef]

5. Desneux, N.; Decourtye, A.; Delpuech, J.M. The Sublethal Effects of Pesticides on Beneficial Arthropods. Annu. Rev. Entomol.
2007, 52, 81–106. [CrossRef]

6. Hemingway, J.; Field, L.; Vontas, J. An Overview of Insecticide Resistance. Science 2002, 298, 96–97. [CrossRef]
7. Nicolopoulou-Stamati, P.; Maipas, S.; Kotampasi, C.; Stamatis, P.; Hens, L. Chemical Pesticides and Human Health: The Urgent

Need for a New Concept in Agriculture. Front. Public Health 2016, 4, 148. [CrossRef]
8. Calvo-Agudo, M.; González-Cabrera, J.; Picó, Y.; Calatayud-Vernich, P.; Urbaneja, A.; Dicke, M.; Tena, A. Neonicotinoids in

Excretion Product of Phloem-Feeding Insects Kill Beneficial Insects. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2019, 116, 16817–16822. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

9. Tortell, P.D. Earth 2020: Science, Society, and Sustainability in the Anthropocene. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2020, 117, 8683–8691.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Biondi, A.; Guedes, R.N.C.; Wan, F.; Desneux, N. Ecology, Worldwide Spread, and Management of the Invasive South American
Tomato Pinworm, Tuta absoluta: Past, Present, and Future. Annu. Rev. Entomol. 2018, 63, 239–258. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Guedes, R.N.C.; Roditakis, E.; Campos, M.R.; Haddi, K.; Bielza, P.; Siqueira, H.A.A.; Tsagkarakou, A.; Vontas, J.; Nauen, R.
Insecticide Resistance in the Tomato Pinworm Tuta absoluta: Patterns, Spread, Mechanisms, Management and Outlook. J. Pest Sci.
2019, 92, 1329–1342. [CrossRef]

12. Urbaneja, A.; González-Cabrera, J.; Arnó, J.; Gabarra, R. Prospects for the Biological Control of Tuta absoluta in Tomatoes of the
Mediterranean Basin. Pest Manag. Sci. 2012, 68, 1215–1222. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Pérez-Hedo, M.; Riahi, C.; Urbaneja, A. Use of Zoophytophagous Mirid Bugs in Horticultural Crops: Current Challenges and
Future Perspectives. Pest Manag. Sci. 2021, 77, 33–42. [CrossRef]

14. van Lenteren, J.C.; Lanzoni, A.; Hemerik, L.; Bueno, V.H.P.; Bajonero Cuervo, J.G.; Biondi, A.; Burgio, G.; Calvo, F.J.; de Jong, P.W.;
López, S.N.; et al. The Pest Kill Rate of Thirteen Natural Enemies as Aggregate Evaluation Criterion of Their Biological Control
Potential of Tuta absoluta. Sci. Rep. 2021, 11, 10756. [CrossRef]

15. Pérez-Hedo, M.; Urbaneja-Bernat, P.; Jaques, J.A.; Flors, V.; Urbaneja, A. Defensive Plant Responses Induced by Nesidiocoris tenuis
(Hemiptera: Miridae) on Tomato Plants. J. Pest Sci. 2015, 88, 543–554. [CrossRef]

16. Pérez-Hedo, M.; Bouagga, S.; Jaques, J.A.; Flors, V.; Urbaneja, A. Tomato Plant Responses to Feeding Behavior of Three
Zoophytophagous Predators (Hemiptera: Miridae). Biol. Control 2015, 86, 46–51. [CrossRef]

17. Pérez-Hedo, M.; Gallego, C.; Roda, A.; Kostyk, B.; Triana, M.; Alférez, F.; Stansly, P.A.; Qureshi, J.; Urbaneja, A. Biological Traits of
the Predatory Mirid Macrolophus praeclarus, a Candidate Biocontrol Agent for the Neotropical Region. Bull. Entomol. Res. 2021,
111, 429–437. [CrossRef]

18. Pérez-Hedo, M.; Bouagga, S.; Zhang, N.X.; Moerkens, R.; Messelink, G.; Jaques, J.A.; Flors, V.; Broufas, G.; Urbaneja, A.; Pappas,
M.L. Induction of Plant Defenses: The Added Value of Zoophytophagous Predators. J. Pest Sci. 2022, 95, 1501–1517. [CrossRef]

19. Calvo, F.J.; Lorente, M.J.; Stansly, P.A.; Belda, J.E. Preplant Release of Nesidiocoris tenuis and Supplementary Tactics for Control of
Tuta absoluta and Bemisa tabaci in Greenhouse Tomato. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 2012, 143, 111–119. [CrossRef]

20. Calvo, F.J.; Bolckmans, K.; Belda, J.E. Release Rate for a Pre-Plant Application of Nesidiocoris tenuis for Bemisia tabaci Control in
Tomato. BioControl 2012, 57, 809–817. [CrossRef]

21. van Lenteren, J.C.; Van Alomar, O.; Ravensberg, W.J.; Urbaneja, A. Integrated Pest and Disease Management in Greenhouse Crops;
Gullino, M.L., Albajes, R., Nicot, P.C., Eds.; Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2020; ISBN 978-3-030-22303-8.

22. Mollá, O.; Gonzalez-Cabrera, J.; Urbaneja, A. The Combined Use of Bacillus thuringiensis and Nesidiocoris tenuis against the Tomato
Borer Tuta absoluta. BioControl 2011, 56, 883–891. [CrossRef]

23. Calvo, J.; Bolckmans, K.; Stansly, P.A.; Urbaneja, A. Predation by Nesidiocoris tenuis on Bemisia tabaci and Injury to Tomato.
BioControl 2009, 54, 237–246. [CrossRef]

24. van Lenteren, J.C.; Bolckmans, K.; Köhl, J.; Ravensberg, W.J.; Urbaneja, A. Biological Control Using Invertebrates and Microorgan-
isms: Plenty of New Opportunities. BioControl 2018, 63, 39–59. [CrossRef]

25. Chinchilla-Ramírez, M.; Garzo, E.; Fereres, A.; Gavara-Vidal, J.; ten Broeke, C.J.; van Loon, J.J.A.; Urbaneja, A.; Pérez-Hedo, M.
Plant Feeding by Nesidiocoris tenuis: Quantifying Its Behavioral and Mechanical Components. Biol. Control 2021, 152, 104402.
[CrossRef]

26. Moerkens, R.; Pekas, A.; Bellinkx, S.; Hanssen, I.; Huysmans, M.; Bosmans, L.; Wäckers, F. Nesidiocoris tenuis as a Pest in Northwest
Europe: Intervention Threshold and Influence of Pepino Mosaic Virus. J. Appl. Entomol. 2020, 144, 566–577. [CrossRef]

https://www.researchandmarkets.com/reports/4701312/world-tomato-market-analysis-forecast-size
https://www.researchandmarkets.com/reports/4701312/world-tomato-market-analysis-forecast-size
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10340-021-01442-8
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10340-010-0321-6
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ento.52.110405.091440
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1078052
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2016.00148
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1904298116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31383752
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2001919117
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32312801
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-031616-034933
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28977774
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10340-019-01086-9
http://doi.org/10.1002/ps.3344
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22730076
http://doi.org/10.1002/ps.6043
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-90034-8
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10340-014-0640-0
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocontrol.2015.04.006
http://doi.org/10.1017/S0007485321000067
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10340-022-01506-3
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1570-7458.2012.01238.x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-012-9455-1
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-011-9353-y
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-008-9164-y
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-017-9801-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocontrol.2020.104402
http://doi.org/10.1111/jen.12789


Plants 2022, 11, 2779 17 of 18

27. Naselli, M.; Zappalà, L.; Gugliuzzo, A.; Tropea Garzia, G.; Biondi, A.; Rapisarda, C.; Cincotta, F.; Condurso, C.; Verzera, A.; Siscaro,
G. Olfactory Response of the Zoophytophagous Mirid Nesidiocoris tenuis to Tomato and Alternative Host Plants. Arthropod-Plant
Interact. 2017, 11, 121–131. [CrossRef]

28. Biondi, A.; Zappalà, L.; Di Mauro, A.; Tropea Garzia, G.; Russo, A.; Desneux, N.; Siscaro, G. Can Alternative Host Plant and
Prey Affect Phytophagy and Biological Control by the Zoophytophagous Mirid Nesidiocoris tenuis? BioControl 2016, 61, 79–90.
[CrossRef]

29. Urbaneja-Bernat, P.; Bru, P.; González-Cabrera, J.; Urbaneja, A.; Tena, A. Reduced Phytophagy in Sugar-Provisioned Mirids. J.
Pest Sci. 2019, 92, 1139–1148. [CrossRef]

30. Biondi, A.; Zappala, L.; Stark, J.D.; Desneux, N. Do Biopesticides Affect the Demographic Traits of a Parasitoid Wasp and Its
Biocontrol Services through Sublethal Effects? PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e76548. [CrossRef]

31. Konan, K.A.J.; Monticelli, L.S.; Ouali-N’goran, S.W.M.; Ramirez-Romero, R.; Martin, T.; Desneux, N. Combination of Generalist
Predators, Nesidiocoris tenuis and Macrolophus pygmaeus, with a Companion Plant, Sesamum indicum: What Benefit for Biological
Control of Tuta absoluta? PLoS ONE 2021, 16, e0257925. [CrossRef]

32. Roda, A.; Castillo, J.; Allen, C.; Urbaneja, A.; Pérez-Hedo, M.; Weihman, S.; Stansly, P.A. Biological Control Potential and
Drawbacks of Three Zoophytophagous Mirid Predators against Bemisia tabaci in the United States. Insects 2020, 11, 670. [CrossRef]

33. Abraços-Duarte, G.; Ramos, S.; Valente, F.; Borges da Silva, E.; Figueiredo, E. Functional Response and Predation Rate of Dicyphus
cerastii Wagner (Hemiptera: Miridae). Insects 2021, 12, 530. [CrossRef]

34. Smith, H.A.; Krey, K.L. Three Release Rates of Dicyphus hesperus (Hemiptera: Miridae) for Management of Bemisia tabaci
(Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) on Greenhouse Tomato. Insects 2019, 10, 213. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Smith, H.A.; Nagle, C.A.; MacVean, C.M.; Vallad, G.E.; van Santen, E.; Hutton, S.F. Comparing Host Plant Resistance, Repellent
Mulches, and At-Plant Insecticides for Management of Bemisia tabaci MEAM1 (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) and Tomato Yellow Leaf
Curl Virus. J. Econ. Entomol. 2019, 112, 236–243. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Johnston, N.; Paris, T.; Paret, M.L.; Freeman, J.; Martini, X. Repelling Whitefly (Bemisia tabaci) Using Limonene-Scented Kaolin: A
Novel Pest Management Strategy. Crop Prot. 2022, 154, 105905. [CrossRef]

37. Castillo, J.A.; Stansly, P.A. Biology of Eretmocerus sudanensis n. sp. Zolnerowich and Rose, Parasitoid of Bemisia tabaci Gennadius.
BioControl 2011, 56, 843–850. [CrossRef]

38. The Florida Tomato Committee Tomato 101 Fact Sheet. Available online: https://www.floridatomatoes.org/tomato-101/
(accessed on 12 February 2022).

39. Smith, H.A. Biopesticides for Management of Bemisia tabaci MEAM1 (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) and Tomato Yellow Leaf Curl
Virus. J. Econ. Entomol. 2020, 113, 2310–2318. [CrossRef]

40. Nakaishi, K.; Fukui, Y.; Arakawa, R. Reproduction of Nesidiocoris tenuis (Reuter) on Sesame. Jpn. J. Appl. Entomol. Zool. 2011,
55, 199–205. [CrossRef]

41. Arnó, J.; Castañé, C.; Riudavets, J.; Gabarra, R. Risk of Damage to Tomato Crops by the Generalist Zoophytophagous Predator
Nesidiocoris tenuis (Reuter) (Hemiptera: Miridae). Bull. Entomol. Res. 2010, 100, 105–115. [CrossRef]

42. Rozenberg, T.; Shaltiel-Harpaz, L.; Coll, M. Visualizing Eggs of Nesidiocoris tenuis (Heteroptera: Miridae) Embedded in Tomato
Plant Tissues. Entomol. Sci. 2015, 18, 400–402. [CrossRef]

43. Shaltiel-Harpaz, L.; Gerling, D.; Graph, S.; Kedoshim, H.; Azolay, L.; Rozenberg, T.; Nachache, Y.; Steinberg, S.; Allouche, A.; Alon,
T. Control of the Tomato Leafminer, Tuta absoluta (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae), in Open-Field Tomatoes by Indigenous Natural
Enemies Occurring in Israel. J. Econ. Entomol. 2016, 109, 120–131. [CrossRef]

44. Bompard, A.; Jaworski, C.C.; Bearez, P.; Desneux, N. Sharing a Predator: Can an Invasive Alien Pest Affect the Predation on a
Local Pest? Popul. Ecol. 2013, 55, 433–440. [CrossRef]

45. Moerkens, R.; Janssen, D.; Brenard, N.; Reybroeck, E.; del Mar Tellez, M.; Rodríguez, E.; Bosmans, L.; Leirs, H.; Sluydts, V.
Simplified Modelling Enhances Biocontrol Decision Making in Tomato Greenhouses for Three Important Pest Species. J. Pest Sci.
2021, 94, 285–295. [CrossRef]

46. Dilipsundar, N.; Chitra, N.; Gowtham, V. Checklist of Insect Pests of Sesame. Indian J. Entomol. 2019, 81, 928. [CrossRef]
47. Pérez-Hedo, M.; Urbaneja, A. The Zoophytophagous Predator Nesidiocoris tenuis: A Successful but Controversial Biocontrol Agent

in Tomato Crops. In Advances in Insect Control and Resistance Management; Horowitz, A.R., Ishaaya, I., Eds.; Springer International
Publishing: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2016; pp. 121–138. ISBN 978-3-319-31798-4.

48. Molla, O.; Urbaneja, A.; Arnó, J.; Gabarra, R. Preferencia de Presa Por Nesidiocoris tenuis Reuter (Hemiptera: Miridae) Cuando
Tuta Absoluta (Meyrick) (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae) Coexiste Con Bemisia tabaci (Gennadius) (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae). Phtyoma
España 2011, 235, 48–50.

49. Moayeri, H.R.S.; Ashouri, A.; Brødsgaard, H.F.; Enkegaard, A. Odour-Mediated Preference and Prey Preference of Macrolophus
caliginosus between Spider Mites and Green Peach Aphids. J. Appl. Entomol. 2006, 130, 504–508. [CrossRef]

50. Jaworski, C.C.; Bompard, A.; Genies, L.; Amiens-Desneux, E.; Desneux, N. Preference and Prey Switching in a Generalist Predator
Attacking Local and Invasive Alien Pests. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e82231. [CrossRef]

51. Urbaneja-Bernat, P.; Mollá, O.; Alonso, M.; Bolkcmans, K.; Urbaneja, A.; Tena, A. Sugars as Complementary Alternative Food for
the Establishment of Nesidiocoris tenuis in Greenhouse Tomato. J. Appl. Entomol. 2015, 139, 161–167. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s11829-016-9481-5
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-015-9700-5
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10340-019-01105-9
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0076548
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0257925
http://doi.org/10.3390/insects11100670
http://doi.org/10.3390/insects12060530
http://doi.org/10.3390/insects10070213
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31331037
http://doi.org/10.1093/jee/toy333
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30376109
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2022.105905
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-011-9358-6
https://www.floridatomatoes.org/tomato-101/
http://doi.org/10.1093/jee/toaa131
http://doi.org/10.1303/jjaez.2011.199
http://doi.org/10.1017/S0007485309006841
http://doi.org/10.1111/ens.12125
http://doi.org/10.1093/jee/tov309
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10144-013-0371-8
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10340-020-01256-0
http://doi.org/10.5958/0974-8172.2019.00141.X
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0418.2006.01094.x
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0082231
http://doi.org/10.1111/jen.12151


Plants 2022, 11, 2779 18 of 18

52. Messelink, G.J.; Bennison, J.; Alomar, O.; Ingegno, B.L.; Tavella, L.; Shipp, L.; Palevsky, E.; Wäckers, F.L. Approaches to
Conserving Natural Enemy Populations in Greenhouse Crops: Current Methods and Future Prospects. BioControl 2014,
59, 377–393. [CrossRef]

53. Bresch, C.; Ottenwalder, L.; Poncet, C.; Parolin, P. Tobacco as Banker Plant for Macrolophus pygmaeus to Control Trialeurodes
Vaporariorum in Tomato Crops. Univers. J. Agric. Res. 2014, 2, 297–304. [CrossRef]

54. Ozores-Hampton, M.; McAvoy, G. Tomato Varieties for Florida—Florida “Red Rounds,” Plums, Cherries, Grapes, and Heirlooms.
HS1189. Horticultural Sciences Department, UF/IFAS Extension. Available online: https://edis.ifas.ufl.edu/pdf%5Carchived%
5CHS%5CHS1189%5CHS1189-14561040.pdf (accessed on 30 September 2022).

http://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-014-9579-6
http://doi.org/10.13189/ujar.2014.020803
https://edis.ifas.ufl.edu/pdf%5Carchived%5CHS%5CHS1189%5CHS1189-14561040.pdf
https://edis.ifas.ufl.edu/pdf%5Carchived%5CHS%5CHS1189%5CHS1189-14561040.pdf

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Pre-Plant Inoculation of Tomato to Establish N. tenuis in Open Field Tomatoes 
	Tomato-Sesame Intercrop to Retain Zoophyatophagus Mirids 
	Field Evaluation of Sesame to Retain N. tenuis in Tomato 
	Field Evaluation of Reduced Amount of Sesame in Tomato-Sesame Interplanting 
	Field Comparison of Pesticide and N. tenuis in a Tomato-Sesame Intercrop to Control B. tabaci 
	Field Evaluation of M. praeclarus to Control B. tabaci in a Tomato-Sesame Intercrop 
	Field Comparison of Pesticide, M. praeclarus and N. tenuis to Control B. tabaci in Tomato Alone and Tomato-Sesame Intercrop 


	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Plants and Colonies 
	Field Plot Preparation 
	Comparison of N. tenuis and Pesticides to Control Whiteflies 
	Pre-Plant Inoculation of Tomato to Establish N. tenuis in Open-Field Tomatoes 
	Cage Evaluation of Pesticide and N. tenuis to Control B. tabaci 

	Tomato-Sesame Intercrop to Retain Zoophyatophagus Mirids 
	Field Evaluation of Sesame-Tomato Interplanting to Retain N. tenuis 
	Field Evaluation of Reduced Amount of Sesame in Tomato-Sesame Interplanting 
	Field Comparison of N. tenuis and Pesticide to Control B. tabaci in a Tomato Boarded by Sesame 
	Field Evaluation of M. praeclarus in a Tomato-Sesame Intercrop 
	Field Comparison of Pesticide, M. praeclarus and N. tenuis to Control B. tabaci in Tomato Alone and Tomato-Sesame Intercrop 

	Statistical Analysis 

	References

