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Simple Summary: Hemp has become a rapidly growing industry in the United States in recent years.
However, due to many decades of prohibition, there has been relatively little research on insect
pests and their interactions with natural enemies in hemp production systems. Here, we provide the
first quantitative assessment of corn earworm (CEW) Helicoverpa zea parasitism in a hemp system.
Corn earworm larvae exhibited high parasitism rates by tachinid flies resulting in elevated mortality.
Host mortality increased with the number of tachinid eggs per larva even though typically only
one parasitoid successfully developed per host. Larger CEW larvae were more likely to survive
parasitism, but frequently, neither parasitoid nor host larvae successfully developed. Our results
suggest that tachinid flies hold promise as biological control agents for populations of this important
pest attacking hemp.

Abstract: In a survey on hemp grown in western Kentucky we found an average of 27.8 CEW
larvae per plant. We recorded 45% parasitism of CEW in these fields by two species of tachinid
flies, Winthemia rufopicta and Lespesia aletiae. Most parasitized larvae were third to sixth instars at
the time of collection. We found up to 22 tachinid eggs per host larva, 89% of which typically bore
between 1 and 5 eggs on the thorax. 45.9% of CEW bearing eggs died. The number of tachinid eggs
per host was unrelated to host body mass, but both the number of tachinid eggs and caterpillar body
mass influenced CEW survival. Larger CEW often survived parasitism and the number of fly eggs
was negatively related to survival rate. The emergence of adult flies was positively correlated with
the number of eggs, but no influence of the host size was found. High mortality of CEW larvae
and the parasitoids developing within them in this system suggests that secondary chemicals (or
poor nutrition) of the hemp diet may be negatively affecting host and parasitoid development and
influencing their interactions.

Keywords: biological control; Tachinidae; bristle fly; Cannabis sativa; superparasitism; Winthemia;
Lespesia

1. Introduction

The cultivation of hemp (Cannabis sativa L.) has had a long and complex history in the
U.S. since it was brought to the Americas by early colonists [1]. Hemp was widely grown as
a fiber crop in the 18th, 19th and early 20th centuries, and domestic production peaked in
1943 in an effort to support the United States’ involvement in World War II. However, hemp
production dramatically declined in the middle of the century due to drug enforcement
laws and competition with other fibers [2]. After the resurgence of the hemp industry in
the United States, allowed by the Agricultural Act of 2014, the production of Cannabis sativa
with <0.3% of delta-9-tetrahydrocannabinol started to rise. By 2018, about 78,000 acres
across 23 states had been licensed to grow hemp, and the following year, the number of
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licensed acres exponentially increased to 500,000 across 45 states [3]. To target a growing
market for products related to human nutrition, medicine, cosmetics, textiles, paper, and
fuel, the production of hemp has diversified in at least 25,000 commercial products [4]. This
has positioned hemp as a promising crop to spur domestic economic growth [5].

Despite the potential of agricultural hemp, many decades of prohibition have stifled
research on the management of insect pests and their impacts on cultivated hemp [6].
More than 270 species have been documented as feeding on C. sativa around the world,
including defoliators, chewing, and sucking insects and mites, stem and stalk borers, and
root feeders [7–9]. Among this diversity of potential pests, lepidopterous stem borers (e.g.,
Ostrinia nubialis) and budworms (e.g., Heliothis spp., Helicoverpa spp.) have been singled out
as the most recurrent and severe problems in hemp field crops across the United States [10].
In particular, the corn earworm (CEW) Helicoverpa zea (Boddie) (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae)
is a prevalent pest on hemp that can reach outbreak densities [11]. This species is a rising
concern among hemp growers who have reported infestations in Colorado, Illinois, Indiana,
Kentucky, Nevada, North Carolina, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, and Wisconsin [2,12].
Because CEW feeds on flower buds, the most valuable part of cultivars grown to produce
cannabidiol, it is considered a key pest of hemp.

Controlling hemp pests in the United States is regulated and restricted to the use
of biopesticides, such as bacteria, viruses, and plant extracts [13]. The release of natural
enemies is a common practice for indoor hemp production, but research on the classical
biological control of CEW in hemp is still limited. Although at least 17 families of arthropods
have been listed in the United States as natural enemies of hemp pests [11], the impact
of most of them on hemp cultivation remains unclear. Subsequently, the role of natural
enemies in controlling pests like CEW in these systems is largely unexplored [14], and no
studies have thus far examined the bionomics of tachinid fly parasitoids (i.e., “bristle flies”)
in these systems.

Previous research examining the interactions between tachinid parasitoids and CEW
has demonstrated that they can be important enemies of CEW in other agricultural sys-
tems [15–18]; however, no previous research has examined these interactions in cultivated
hemp. In the present work, we aimed to document the tachinid community associated with
CEW in hemp, assess parasitism frequencies, and explore the bionomics of CEW-tachinid
interactions in hemp agroecosystems. To tackle these goals, we addressed specific questions:
(1) What parasitoids are present and what levels of parasitism do CEW experience in hemp
agricultural systems? (2) How much CEW mortality do tachinid parasitoids cause and is
this related to host size or the number and placement of parasitoid eggs? (3) How does
host size and the number of eggs influence the adult emergence of tachinid parasitoids?

We predicted that greater CEW body mass would increase the likelihood of survival
of parasitized larvae due to more effective immune defenses (e.g., encapsulation of larval
parasitoids) and a greater probability that CEW larvae could complete development before
parasitoid larvae could kill them [19,20]. Conversely, smaller, earlier instar CEW larvae
with shorter inter-molt periods could have an advantage against parasitoids because they
may be more likely to molt off externally deposited tachinid eggs before they hatch [17].
We further predicted that greater numbers of fly eggs per larvae would decrease the chances
of survival of both hosts and parasitoids due to the overwhelming of host defenses and
larval competition for resources, respectively [16,21].

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Field Work

Field sampling took place in three hemp farms located in Caldwell (2 farms) and
Calloway counties (1 farm) of Western Kentucky, United States. Farms varied in size
and management and were surrounded by different vegetation cover. In late August
2021, we observed large numbers of CEW larvae feeding on flower buds in these hemp
farms. Along with the CEW larvae, many adult tachinid flies were observed in situ flying,
walking on hemp plants, and ovipositing on CEW caterpillars (Figure 1). From September
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to October 2021, CEW caterpillars were sampled from unsprayed hemp plants in each
commercial hemp farm. In total, we collected 276 caterpillars of which 200 were apparently
parasitized (i.e., they bore conspicuous tachinid eggs attached to the body, Figure 1) and 76
were apparently unparasitized (no eggs) or healthy. The collected caterpillars were taken to
the laboratory of Entomology at the University of Kentucky, Research & Education Center,
Princeton, KY for further inspection and rearing.
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Figure 1. Winthemia rufopicta preparing to lay eggs on a CEW larva (top). Caterpillar of H. zea with
attached eggs of W. rufopicta on the thorax (bottom).

To estimate the proportion of healthy and parasitized larvae in the field, we randomly
selected individual plants (N = 390) and quantified the number of caterpillars per plant
and the proportion bearing visible tachinid eggs. This assessment was conducted at
Caldwell Farm 1 during September and October. In addition to CEW, several yellow-
striped armyworm caterpillars, Spodoptera ornithogalli (Guenée), were observed bearing
tachinid eggs, but they were not examined in this study.
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2.2. Laboratory Measurements

In the laboratory, the caterpillars were carefully weighed and the number of attached
tachinid eggs was recorded. Since the tachinid eggs appeared to be distributed nonran-
domly across the caterpillar bodies, we categorized the location of tachinid eggs on CEW
larvae as either the thorax, middle abdomen, or posterior abdomen (no eggs were observed
on head capsules).

Corn earworm larvae were individually placed in plastic cups (59.1 mL) that were
covered with a perforated lid to avoid water condensation. Monitoring was conducted
every 1–2 days until the death of larva, or the emergence of CEW moths or tachinid flies.
Caterpillars were fed ad libitum with buds and leaves from healthy hemp plants. All CEW
larvae were kept in a growing chamber set at 25 ◦C, 20%RH, photoperiod of 12:12 (L:D).
Adult tachinids were identified using the keys of Guimarães [22] and Sabrosky [23,24],
along with a comparison with specimens in the JOS collection at Wright State University
(Dayton, OH, USA). Distinct differences were observed in the spiracular morphology of the
reared tachinid species [25], allowing the classification of un-enclosed puparia as well as
adult flies. Voucher specimens were deposited at the JOS collection and the insect collection
of the University of Kentucky.

2.3. Data Analysis

We used two independent variables as predictors explaining the mortality of CEW
larvae: the body mass of larva and the number of apparent tachinid eggs it bore. We used
body mass (g) as a proxy of the larval instar. The stadia of CEW caterpillars were categorized
from L1 to L6 according to Hardwick [26], where larval lengths are estimated to be on
average 1.5, 3.4, 7.0, 11.4, 17.9, and 24.8 mm for each instar, respectively. To associate
Hardwick’s category with weight, we measured and weighed the length and body mass of
50 caterpillars when collected. We did not measure body length daily to avoid excessive
manipulation of the larva and detachment of the tachinid eggs. The number of fly eggs on
the host was quantified to evaluate the relationship between egg number and caterpillar
survival, as well as egg number and the number of parasitoids emerging from a host [27].

2.4. Mortality of CEW and Tachinid Emergence

The percentage of CEW mortality was estimated in both healthy and parasitized
caterpillars using Henderson-Tilton’s formula of corrected mortality [28]. We used binomial
Generalized Linear Models (GLM) to estimate the probability of survival of CEWs and
the success of tachinid flies in relation to host body mass and number of tachinid eggs.
The odds ratio (OR) of each predictor was also calculated where OR values >1 indicated a
greater probability of survival and OR values < 1 indicated a lower probability of survival.
The overall effect of each variable was evaluated using Wald’s test. ANOVA was used
to compare models and assess if individual explanatory variables explained significant
variance in survival. We used a regression analysis to test the relationship between the
caterpillar mass (g) and the number of fly eggs and between mean number of tachinid flies
in response to the number of eggs per host. Model fitting and regressions were conducted
in R v4.1.1 [29]. The package MASS was used to estimate and plot predicted mortality [30].
We conducted a survival analysis using the Kaplan-Meier function to test whether the
intensity of parasitism (i.e., the number of tachinid eggs) affected the probability of the
survival of CEW larvae over time [31]. In addition, we discretized the number of fly eggs
per host larva to test whether there was a threshold in the survival in response to the
level of parasitism (low: 1–5, moderate: 6–10, or high: >10), and to evaluate possible
preferences of female flies for greater CEW size. This approach was also implemented
by Danks [17] using different egg rank categories. Censored individuals corresponded to
those who failed (caterpillars that neither pupated nor produced tachinid puparia) at any
stage. The Kaplan–Meier nonparametric estimation was conducted in R using the survival
package [32].
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3. Results
3.1. Parasitism Frequency

In surveyed hemp fields, the mean ± SEM number of CEW per plant was 27.8 ± 3.7,
ranging from 16 to 49. The overall parasitism rate in the field was 45%. An average of 42%
of CEW larvae were parasitized per hemp plant. Of the parasitized caterpillars, 50% were
parasitized by Winthemia rufopicta, 40% by Lespesia aletiae, and in 10% of the cases, both flies
emerged from the same host. However, typically (86%), only a single fly larva emerged
from a host, and we never observed more than two larvae emerging from a host. Most
larvae of both fly species (90%) emerged from the larval stage of the host, and 10% emerged
from moth pupae.

The total number of tachinid eggs observed per parasitized CEW larva ranged from 1
to 22, most frequently (73% of the individuals) between 1 and 5 eggs per larva (Figure 2,
Table 1). The mean body mass of healthy and parasitized caterpillars was not significantly
different (t = −1.76, df = 45.6, p = 0.085). The mass of parasitized individuals averaged
0.32 g at the time of collection, ranging from 0.02 g to 0.71 g (Table 1), corresponding
to L3–L6 (Figure 3). The most frequently attacked caterpillars were in the fourth instar
(Figure 3).
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Table 1. Means, standard errors and ranges of CEW caterpillar body mass and tachinid egg numbers.

Variables Mean ±SE Range (Min–Max)

Body mass 0.32 g 0.01 0.02–0.71 g
Tachinid eggs/host 4.36 0.31 1–22

No. of tachinid eggs on thorax 4.03 0.29 0–20
No. of tachinid eggs on middle 0.33 0.06 0–5

No. of tachinid eggs on posterior 0.12 0.03 0–3

The number of tachinid eggs per host was unrelated to host mass (Figure 4, t = −0.47,
df = 198, p = 0.63), but varied significantly across body regions (F = 154.5, df = 2, p < 0.001),
with 89% of eggs located on the thorax region. There was no relationship between the
body mass of CEW larvae and the number of eggs on each of the body regions (thorax,
middle, posterior).
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3.2. Mortality

Overall, 45.9% of CEW-bearing eggs died, while mortality of the unparasitized larva
reached 19.1%. The percentage of parasitized larvae that produced parasitoid puparia
ranged between 17% and 85% among collections, with the highest mortality of parasitized
CEW in late October (Table 2). Mortality differed significantly between larvae with and
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without tachinid eggs (χ2 = 25.9, df = 1, p < 0.001). According to our logistic model (Table 3),
both the number of tachinid eggs and caterpillar body mass influenced CEW survival
(Wald test, χ2 = 14.9, df = 2, p < 0.001). Caterpillar survival increased with caterpillar
mass (Figure 5a). Larger CEW (0.35 ± 0.15 g) often survived parasitism, whereas smaller
caterpillars (0.28 ± 0.16 g) were more likely to succumb to the developing parasitoids. The
number of tachinid eggs was negatively related to the probability of CEW survival: the
more fly eggs, the lower the probability of survival (Figure 5b). The success of parasitoids
(emergence of adults) was positively correlated with the number of eggs, but no influence
of the host size was found (Table 3). In contrast, the mean number of tachinids emerging
per egg (per capita survival of parasitoids) decreased as the number of eggs on the host
increased (Figure 6).

Table 2. Mortality of parasitized caterpillars over sampling events. N corresponds to the number of
parasitized caterpillars collected at each date.

Date N Mortality (%) Tachinid Species

14 September 2021 46 33 W. rufopicta (52%), L. aletiae (48%)
17 September 2021 11 82 W. rufopicta
20 September 2021 38 71 W. rufopicta
23 September 2021 20 75 W. rufopicta
27 September 2021 24 83 W. rufopicta (57%), L. aletiae (43%)

01 October 2021 6 17 L. aletiae
20 October 2021 55 85 W. rufopicta (14%), L. aletiae (86%)

Table 3. Summary of the logistic regression models explaining the survival of CEW and success of
tachinid flies (emergence of adults). SE = standard error, OR = odds ratio. Significant at 0.01 (*),
0.001 (**), <0.001 (***).

Survival/Success Variable Estimate SE p-Value OR

CEW Intercept −0.89 0.392 0.023 * 0.41
CEW body mass 2.91 1.013 0.003 ** 18.52

Number of tachinid eggs −0.09 0.038 0.011 * 0.91
Adult flies Intercept −3.21 0.748 <0.001 *** 0.04

CEW body mass −0.52 1.985 0.793 0.59
Number of tachinid eggs 0.16 0.043 <0.001 *** 1.18
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Host mortality and adult tachinid emergence varied significantly among parasitoid
egg rank categories (χ2 = 28.6, df = 4, p < 0.001), with the lowest host survival and high-
est proportion of adult fly emergence when >10 eggs were present on the CEW larva
(Figure 7). The median survival time of parasitized CEW larvae was 15 days. Survival
time was associated with the number of parasitoid eggs. For caterpillars with 1–5, 6–10,
and >10 parasitoid eggs, the median survival time was 19, 13, and 5 days, respectively
(Figure 8). The divergence of the three survival curves was statistically significant (χ2 = 14.9,
df = 2, p < 0.001).
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4. Discussion
4.1. Parasitism

Here, we provide the first quantitative assessment of tachinid parasitism of CEW
feeding on hemp, a growing industry in the United States. In the hemp fields surveyed,
we found that 45% of CEW larvae were apparently parasitized by tachinids based on
the presence of eggs of W. rufopicta. This likely represents an underestimate as larvae
without obvious eggs may also host parasitoids, either of other taxa that do not leave
behind conspicuous eggshells or due to the loss of these eggs through caterpillar molting.
Interestingly however, no tachinids emerged from caterpillars that lacked parasitoid eggs,
nor were any hymenopteran parasitoids reared from the collected larvae.

Both tachinid parasitoids reared in this study have been recorded previously from
H. zea [16,17,25,33] and are known to attack a variety of noctuid caterpillars, as well as taxa
in other lepidopteran families [34]. While W. rufopicta appears to primarily attack generalist
noctuids like CEW, L. aletiae has been reared from a wide variety of caterpillars belonging
to at least 15 families [34–36]. As indicated previously, W. rufopicta is oviparous, laying hard
shelled, unembryonated eggs that must develop for several days before the larva hatches
and burrows into the host, whereas L. aletiae deposits thin-shelled, membranous eggs that
are fully developed (ovolarvipary) and hatch within minutes of deposition [37]. These latter
eggs are typically not apparent on hosts even shortly after oviposition. Therefore, detecting,
and quantifying attacks from L. aletiae can be challenging without conducting species-
specific rearing experiments.

Interestingly, we found no evidence of such “cryptic parasitism.” That we only reared
L. aletiae from CEW caterpillars that were also parasitized by W. rufopicta (i.e., that bore
eggs) is a surprising pattern. Given the relatively low numbers of caterpillars lacking
obvious tachinid eggs that were collected (N = 76), it is possible that this is simply due to
chance, but with about 8.5% of (W. rufopicta) egg-bearing tachinids producing L. aletiae, this
appears unlikely (p < 0.01). This could be explained by individual caterpillars apparent



Insects 2022, 13, 519 10 of 15

to Winthemia also being apparent to Lespesia due to their microhabitat, activity level, or
other traits. It is also possible that prior parasitism by Winthemia weakens host defenses
sufficiently to allow Lespesia to successfully develop, where they would otherwise succumb
to encapsulation or other defenses. In either case, it appears that Lespesia could be the
dominant competitor when both species are present in a host, as this species dominated the
parasitism of caterpillars bearing Winthemia eggs, at least later in the season.

4.2. Parasitoid Egg Numbers and Distribution

The observed numbers of eggs per host that were laid by W. rufopicta in this study was
comparable to previous studies [16,17,38] in other crop systems. For example, Sherman [38]
found that parasitized caterpillars of Mythimna unipuncta Haworth (Noctuidae) in North
Carolina bore between 1 and 15 attached eggs (mean ± SD 3.5 ± 2.6) of W. rufopicta.
Danks [17] reported between 1 and 24 eggs of W. rufopicta on H. virescens and H. zea larvae
attacking tobacco plants. Our results agree with these previous studies in that most larvae
bear between 1 and 5 eggs of W. rufopicta, with estimates of the mean number of parasitoid
eggs per individual between 3 and 7 (Figure 9).
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We found a strong preference of W. rufopicta to lay eggs on the thorax of the host,
which agrees with a previous study of parasitism of CEW by W. rufopicta under laboratory
conditions [17]. Similar behavior has been documented in the exotic tachinid Drino munda
(Wiedemann) parasitizing CEW [39] and Exorista flaviceps Macquart attacking Pieris rapae
(L.) [40], among others. Oviposition stimulants may proximately explain this pattern, given
that some tachinids that lay eggs directly on the host are known to rely on physical stimuli,
including visual cues [41,42], and host attributes such as color, texture, and movements can
influence the oviposition behavior [43,44]. Indeed, during the field sampling we observed
female flies trying to oviposit on the thoracic area of CEW larvae, apparently following the
movement of the host head (Videos S1 and S2). Ultimately, the strategy is likely adaptive,
as eggs that are laid on the thorax cannot be bitten or removed by the host before they are
able to develop and hatch [17,45]. Other species of caterpillars have been observed biting
and destroying tachinid eggs with their mouthparts (e.g., [44]).

4.3. Host Mortality and Parasitoid Success

According to our first prediction, the positive relationship between the CEW body
mass and survival may be attributed to more effective immune defenses (e.g., encapsulation
of larval parasitoids) and a greater probability that large CEW larvae could complete
development before the parasitoid larvae could kill them [19,20]. In contrast, host size did
not explain the success of parasitoids (emergence of adult flies). This finding differs from a
previous study on Exorista thula Wood parasitizing Gynaephora groenlandica (Wocke) and
G. rossii (Curtis) [46], where the success of E. thula was positively correlated with the size
of both host species.

Our second prediction, that greater egg numbers per host would lead to more intense
competition among parasitoid larvae and thus lower parasitoid success, was not met.
Instead, we observed an increased probability of fly emergence with greater numbers of
fly eggs per host, as well as a positive relationship between the number of fly eggs and
host mortality. However, the per capita (per egg) emergence rate of tachinids declined
with increasing eggs, indicating a cost of superparasitism. Regardless of how many para-
sitoids a caterpillar bore, typically only one (occasionally two) larva emerged. Previous
research has indicated that superparasitism can reduce the success of both W. rufopicta
and L. aletiae [17,37]. In fact, the average puparia weight of L. aletiae has been shown to
decrease with an increasing number of conspecific eggs [37]. These studies were conducted
in different agricultural systems (i.e., tobacco, corn, soybean) and used artificial diets to
feed the parasitized larvae. Our contrasting results may be due to interactions between the
hemp diet, immune defenses of CEW, and parasitoid competition.

Caterpillar-tachinid interactions can be influenced by many different factors that are
associated with each trophic level and the environment (Figure 10). Previous research
examining tachinid-host interactions supports the idea of multidimensional drivers ex-
plaining the success of either the host or parasitoid [35,41,47–49]. In this work, given that
the L. aletiae eggs were imperceptible on the studied CEW larvae, we were not able to
quantify the mortality per tachinid species, thus adding complexity to the interpretation of
host mortality and parasitoid success. Instead, we could only evaluate parasitoid success
and mortality based on the number of eggs of W. rufopicta. In this sense, the mortality of
CEW as evaluated here should be considered the absolute mortality due to tachinids. In
other systems (e.g., either natural or artificial), where tachinids and parasitic wasps share
the same hosts, the interactive effects of parasitoids on host mortality may be even more
complex [50,51]. The absence of parasitic wasps attacking CEW in this hemp system is
unexpected since several species of braconid, ichneumonid, and trichogrammatid wasps
have been reported as parasitoids of CEW in the United States [52,53]. In fact, parasitic
wasps can cause greater mortality of CEW than W. rufopicta in soybean systems [54]. How-
ever, hymenopteran parasitoids often attack early developmental stages of Lepidoptera
and may have been missed by our focus on later instars [55]. Future research on the CEW
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mortality and parasitoid success should include a broader range of developmental stages
and replication across different local and landscape conditions.
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parasitoids. Arrows show the direction of regulation, where ecological factors, parasitoid fitness and
host defenses influence the outcome of the tritrophic interaction. More complexity could be included
since factors interact to determine fitness outcomes of plant-host-parasitoid interactions.

The hemp diet is likely a key factor modulating the mortality of parasitized CEW
and tachinid success and may help to explain the relatively low parasitoid success rates
in this system. Previous studies on the parasitism of W. rufopicta on H. zea, and L. aletiae
on Syntomeida epialis (Walker) (Erebidae) and Spodoptera frugiperda (Smith) (Noctuidae)
used artificial diets to feed both the caterpillars and flies [16,17,37], thereby altering the
performance of both host and parasitoid by providing different conditions than those found
in the field. Although artificial diets are convenient to conduct behavioral experiments
and may provide important biological data, the use of host plants in the diet may be more
realistic in terms of the plant-host-parasitoid interaction occurring in the field [56]. For ex-
ample, secondary plant compounds may impair caterpillar physiological defenses [57] or
compromise the fitness of immature parasitoids [58,59], as might be the case in hemp. It
has been observed that the survival and sex ratio of Helicoverpa armigera (Hübner) varied
significantly among different cultivated host plants [60], and the capacity of caterpillars
to encapsulate foreign bodies may also vary according to the food source [20]. It may be
insightful to evaluate the influence of the diet (hemp versus artificial) on the mortality of
CEW and the success of tachinid flies.

5. Conclusions

In summary, we found that a large proportion (45%) of CEW larvae bore tachinid eggs
in an outbreaking CEW population in hemp fields in Western Kentucky. Two species of gen-
eralist tachinids were reared in this system, W. rufopicta and L. aletiae, but no hymenopteran
parasitoids were recovered. The number of eggs was unrelated to caterpillar size, and most
were located on the thoracic region of CEW larvae. In the laboratory, CEW larvae with eggs
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experienced significantly greater mortality than those without; however, the apparent high
parasitism frequency did not translate into large numbers of parasitoid adults, with only
9% of caterpillars bearing parasitoid eggs that produced adult flies. Overall host survival
was positively related to body mass and negatively related to the number of tachinid eggs.
Tachinid survival was positively related to the number of fly eggs on the host. Conversely,
the mean number of adult flies emerging from the host decreased as the number of tachinid
eggs increased. Typically, only one fly emerged from a host, indicating strong competition
among larvae, but the positive association between egg number per host and the likelihood
of producing an adult tachinid suggests a facilitative effect. The high mortality of CEW
larvae and developing tachinid larvae in this system suggests that secondary chemicals (or
poor nutrition) in the hemp diet may be negatively affecting host and parasitoid develop-
ment and influencing their interaction. Still, the high parasitism rates that we observed,
and the elevated mortality of the parasitized CEW suggest that these tachinid flies may
exert significant biological control over this important pest in hemp.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/insects13060519/s1, Video S1: L. aletiae; Video S2: W. rufopicta.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.F.-B. and R.T.V.; experimental design A.F.-B. and R.T.V.;
methodology and data collection, A.F.-B., R.T.V. and Z.J.V.; data curation and software, A.F.-B.;
writing—original draft preparation, A.F.-B.; species identification, J.O.S.III; manuscript preparation
and data analysis, A.F.-B. and J.O.S.III; funding acquisition, R.T.V. All authors have read and agreed
to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This study was financially supported by the USDA-ARS, Grant No. 1000100010.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.

Acknowledgments: Special thanks to Christine L. Bradley for her kind help during the development
of this work and Caleb Whitney for helping in collecting data.

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

References
1. Deitch, R. Hemp: American History Revisited: The Plant with a Divided History; Algora Publishing: New York, NY, USA, 2003.
2. Cranshaw, W.; Schreiner, M.; Britt, K.; Huhar, T.P.; McPartland, J.; Grant, J. Developing Insect Pest Management Systems for

Hemp in the United States: A Work in Progress. J. Integr. Pest Manag. 2019, 10, 26. [CrossRef]
3. Agricultural Marketing Service, USDA. Hemp Production. Available online: https://www.ams.usda.gov/rules-regulations/

hemp (accessed on 2 February 2022).
4. Salentijn, E.M.J.; Zhang, Q.; Amaducci, S.; Yang, M.; Trindade, L.M. New developments in fiber hemp (Cannabis sativa L.) breeding.

Ind. Crop. Prod. 2015, 68, 32–41. [CrossRef]
5. Mark, T.; Shepherd, J. Trojan Horse or Golden Ticket. In Science of Hemp: Production and Pest Management; University of Kentucky,

College of Agriculture, Food and Environment: Lexington, KY, USA, 2020; p. 33.
6. McPartland, J.M.; Clarke, R.C.; Watson, D.P. Hemp Diseases and Pests, Management and Biological Control; CABI: New York, NY,

USA, 2000.
7. Batra, S.W.T. Some insects associated with hemp or marijuana (Cannabis sativa L.) in northern India. J. Kans. Entomol. Soc. 1976, 49,

385–388.
8. Lago, P.K.; Stanford, D.F. Phytophagous insects associated with cultivated marijuana, Cannabis sativa, in northern Mississippi.

Entomol. Sci. 1989, 24, 437–445. [CrossRef]
9. McPartland, J.M. Cannabis pests. JIHA. 1996, 3, 52–55.
10. Edde, P.A. Field Crop Arthropod Pests of Economic Importance; Elsevier; AP Academic Press: San Diego, CA, USA, 2021.
11. Ajayi, O.S.; Samuel-Foo, M. Hemp pest spectrum and potential relationship between Helicoverpa zea infestation and hemp

production in the United States in the face of climate change. Insects 2021, 12, 940. [CrossRef]
12. Villanueva, R.T. An Update in hemp insects: Emphasizing key pests in Kentucky in 2019. In Science of Hemp: Production and Pest

Management; University of Kentucky, College of Agriculture, Food and Environment: Lexington, KY, USA, 2020; p. 48.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/insects13060519/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/insects13060519/s1
http://doi.org/10.1093/jipm/pmz023
https://www.ams.usda.gov/rules-regulations/hemp
https://www.ams.usda.gov/rules-regulations/hemp
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2014.08.011
http://doi.org/10.18474/0749-8004-24.4.437
http://doi.org/10.3390/insects12100940


Insects 2022, 13, 519 14 of 15

13. EPA (United States Environmental Protection Agency). Pesticide Products Registered for Use on Hemp. 2022. Available online:
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-registration/pesticide-products-registered-use-hemp (accessed on 15 February 2022).

14. Grant, J.; Hale, F. Beneficials on Hemp: What You Need to Know. In Proceedings of the Entomological Society of America Annual
Meeting, Virtual, 16–19 November 2020; pp. 15–18.

15. Bryan, D.E.; Jackson, C.G.; Patana, R. Laboratory Studies of Lespesia archippivora in Four Lepidopterous Hosts. J. Econ. Entomol.
1968, 61, 819–823. [CrossRef]

16. Danks, H.V. Seasonal cycle and biology of Winthemia rufopicta (Diptera: Tachinidae) as a parasite of Heliotis spp. (Lepidoptera:
Noctuidae) on tobacco in North Carolina. Can. Entomol. 1975, 107, 639–654. [CrossRef]

17. Danks, H.V. Factors determining levels of parasitism by Winthemia rufopicta (Diptera: Tachinidae), with particular reference to
Heliothis spp. (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) as hosts. Can. Entomol. 1975, 107, 655–684. [CrossRef]

18. Proshold, F.I.; Gross, H.R.; Carpenter, J.E. Inundative release of Archytas marmoratus (Diptera: Tachinidae) against the corn
earworm and fall armyworm (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) in whorl-stage corn. Entomol. Sci. 1988, 33, 241–255. [CrossRef]

19. Barbosa, P.; Caldas, A. Do larvae of species in macrolepidopteran assemblages share traits that influence susceptibility to
parasitism? Environ. Entomol. 2007, 36, 329–336. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Carper, A.L.; Enger, A.; Bowers, M.D. Host plant effects on immune response across development of a specialist caterpillar. Front.
Ecol. Evol. 2019, 7, 208. [CrossRef]

21. Carpenter, J.E.; Proshold, F.I. Survival of Archytas marmoratus (Diptera: Tachinidae) from superparasitized corn earworm larvae
(Lepidoptera: Noctuidae). Environ. Entomol. 2000, 29, 606–611. [CrossRef]

22. Guimarães, J.H. A revision of the genus Winthemia Robineau-Desvoidy in America north of Mexico (Diptera, Tachinidae). Arq.
Zool. 1972, 22, 27–112. [CrossRef]

23. Sabrosky, C.W. Identification of Winthemia of America north of Mexico, with a revised key to the females (Diptera, Tachinidae).
Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 1973, 66, 1035–1041. [CrossRef]

24. Sabrosky, C.W. A revised key to the Nearctic species of Lespesia (Diptera: Tachinidae). Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 1980, 73, 63–73.
[CrossRef]

25. Danks, H.V.; Rabb, R.L.; Southern, P.S. Biology of insect parasites of Heliothis larvae in North Carolina. J. Georgia Entomol. Soc.
1979, 14, 36–64.

26. Hardwick, D.F. The corn earworm complex. Mem. Ent. Soc. Can. 1965, 97, 5–247. [CrossRef]
27. Reitz, S. Superparasitism and intraspecific competition by the solitary larval-pupal parasitoid Archytas marmoratus (Diptera:

Tachinidae). Fla. Entomol. 1995, 78, 578–585. [CrossRef]
28. Henderson, C.F.; Tilton, E.W. Tests with Acaricides against the Brown Wheat Mite. J. Econ. Entomol. 1955, 48, 157–161. [CrossRef]
29. R Core Team. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing; R Foundation for Statistical Computing: Vienna, Austria,

2021; Available online: https://www.R-project.org/ (accessed on 14 October 2021).
30. Venables, W.N.; Ripley, B.D. Modern Applied Statistics with S, 4th ed.; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2002.
31. Kaplan, E.L.; Meier, P. Nonparametric estimation from incomplete observations. J. Am. Stat. Assoc. 1958, 53, 457–481. [CrossRef]
32. Therneau, T. A Package for Survival Analysis in R. R package version 3.2-13. 2021. Available online: https://CRAN.R-project.

org/package=survival (accessed on 8 November 2021).
33. Benneway, D.F. A revision of the flies of the genus Lespesia (=Achaetoneura) in North America (Diptera: Tachinidae). Univ. Kansas

Sci. Bull. 1963, 44, 627–686.
34. Arnaud, P.H., Jr. A Host-Parasite Catalog of North American Tachinidae (Diptera); United States Department of Agriculture:

Washington, DC, USA, 1978; Volume 1319.
35. Stireman, J.O., III; Singer, M.S. What determines host range in parasitoids? An analysis of a tachinid parasitoid community.

Oecologia 2003, 135, 629–638.
36. Smith, M.A.; Wood, D.M.; Janzen, D.H.; Hallwachs, W.; Hebert, P.D.N. DNA barcodes affirm that 16 species of apparently

generalist tropical parasitoid flies (Diptera, Tachinidae) are not all generalists. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2007, 104, 4967–4972.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Cardoza, Y.J.; Epsky, N.D.; Heath, R.R. Biology and development of Lespesia aletiae (Diptera: Tachinidae) in two lepidopteran
species in the laboratory. Fla. Entomol. 1997, 80, 289–300. [CrossRef]

38. Sherman, F. Rearing of moths and tachina-flies from larvae and pupae of army-worm in North Carolina in 1914. J. Econ. Entomol.
1915, 8, 299–302. [CrossRef]

39. Chauthani, A.R.; Hamm, J.J. Biology of the exotic parasite Drino munda (Diptera: Tachinidae). Ann. Ent. Soc. Am. 1967, 60,
373–376. [CrossRef]

40. Rahman, M. Exorista flaviceps, a tachinid parasite of Pieris rapae in South Australia. J. Econ. Ent. 1970, 63, 836–841. [CrossRef]
41. Stireman, J.O., III; O’Hara, J.E.; Wood, D.M. TACHINIDAE: Evolution, Behavior, and Ecology. Annu. Rev. Entomol. 2006, 51,

525–555.
42. Dindo, M.L.; Nakamura, S. Oviposition strategies of tachinid parasitoids: Two Exorista species as case studies. Int. J. Insect Sci.

2018, 10, 1179543318757491. [CrossRef]
43. Stireman, J.O., III. Host location and acceptance in a polyphagous tachinid parasitoid. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 2002, 103, 23–34.

[CrossRef]

https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-registration/pesticide-products-registered-use-hemp
http://doi.org/10.1093/jee/61.3.819
http://doi.org/10.4039/Ent107639-6
http://doi.org/10.4039/Ent107655-6
http://doi.org/10.18474/0749-8004-33.3.241
http://doi.org/10.1093/ee/36.2.329
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17445367
http://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2019.00208
http://doi.org/10.1603/0046-225X-29.3.606
http://doi.org/10.11606/issn.2176-7793.v22i2p27-112
http://doi.org/10.1093/aesa/66.5.1035
http://doi.org/10.1093/aesa/73.1.63
http://doi.org/10.4039/entm9740fv
http://doi.org/10.2307/3496043
http://doi.org/10.1093/jee/48.2.157
https://www.R-project.org/
http://doi.org/10.1080/01621459.1958.10501452
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=survival
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=survival
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0700050104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17360352
http://doi.org/10.2307/3495564
http://doi.org/10.1093/jee/8.2.299
http://doi.org/10.1093/aesa/60.2.373
http://doi.org/10.1093/jee/63.3.836
http://doi.org/10.1177/1179543318757491
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1570-7458.2002.00958.x


Insects 2022, 13, 519 15 of 15

44. Ichiki, R.T.; Kainoh, Y.; Kugimiya, S.; Yamawaki, Y.; Nakamura, S. The parasitoid fly Exorista japonica uses visual and olfactory
cues to locate herbivore-infested plants. Ent. Exp. Appl. 2011, 138, 175–183. [CrossRef]

45. Nakamura, S. Ovipositional behaviour of the parasitoid fly, Exorista japonica (Diptera: Tachinidae), in the laboratory: Diel
periodicity and egg distribution on a host. Appl. Entomol. Zool. 1997, 32, 189–195. [CrossRef]

46. Morewood, D.W.; Wood, M.D. Host utilization by Exorista thula Wood (sp. nov.) and Chetogena gelida (Coquillett) (Diptera:
Tachinidae), parasitoids of arctic Gynaephora species (Lepidoptera: Lymantriidae). Polar Biol. 2002, 25, 575–582. [CrossRef]

47. Lill, J.T.; Marquis, R.J.; Ricklefs, R.E. Host plants influence parasitism of forest caterpillars. Nature 2002, 417, 170–173. [CrossRef]
48. Stireman, J.O., III; Singer, M.S. Determinants of parasitoid-host associations: Insights from a natural Tachinid–Lepidopteran

community. Ecology 2003, 84, 296–310. [CrossRef]
49. Stireman, J.O., III; Dyer, L.A.; Greeney, H.F. Specialised generalists? Food web structure of a tropical tachinid-caterpillar community.

Insect Conserv. Divers. 2017, 10, 367–384. [CrossRef]
50. Gerard, P.J.; Charles, J.G.; McNeill, M.R.; Hardwick, S.; Malipatil, M.B.; Page, F.D. Parasitoids of the painted apple moth Teia

anartoides Walker (Lepidoptera: Lymantriidae) in Australia. Aust. J. Entomol. 2011, 50, 281–289. [CrossRef]
51. Badillo-Montaño, R.; Amancio, G.; Falcon-Brindis, A.; León-Cortés, J.; Von-Thaden, J.; Dzul-Cauich, F. Trophic host-parasitoid

interactions of two Neotropical butterfly species in southeastern Mexico. Int. J. Trop. Insect Sci. 2022, 42, 1865–1875. [CrossRef]
52. Morrison, G.; Lewis, W.J.; Nordlund, D.A. Spatial differences in Heliothis zea egg density and the intensity of parasitism by

Trichogramma spp.: An experimental analysis. Environ. Entomol. 1980, 9, 79–85. [CrossRef]
53. Tillman, G.P.; Laster, M.L.; Powell, J.E. Development of the Endoparasitoids Microplitis croceipes, Microplitis demolitor, Cotesia kazak

(Hymenoptera: Braconidae) on Helicoverpa zea and H. armigera (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae). J. Econ. Entomol. 1993, 86, 360–362.
[CrossRef]

54. Tipping, P.W.; Holko, C.A.; Bean, R.A. Helicoverpa zea (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) dynamics and parasitism in Maryland soybean.
Fla. Entomol. 2005, 88, 55–60. [CrossRef]

55. Stireman, J.O., III; Shaw, S.R. Natural History and Ecology of Caterpillar Parasitoids. In Caterpillar in the Middle: Tritrophic
Interactions in a Changing World; Marquis, R.J., Koptur, S., Eds.; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2022; pp. 225–272.

56. De Morales, C.M.; Lewis, W.J.; Tumlison, J.H. Examining plant-parasitoid interactions in tritrophic systems. An. Soc. Entomol.
Bras. 2000, 29, 189–203. [CrossRef]

57. Smilanich, A.M.; Dyer, L.A.; Chambers, J.Q.; Bowers, M.D. Immunological cost of chemical defence and the evolution of herbivore
diet breadth. Ecol. Lett. 2009, 12, 612–621. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. Ode, P.J. Plant chemistry and natural enemy fitness: Effects on Herbivore and Natural Enemy Interactions. Annu. Rev. Entomol.
2006, 51, 163–185. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

59. Slinn, H.L.; Richards, L.A.; Dyer, L.A.; Hurtado, P.J.; Smilanich, A.M. Across multiple species, phytochemical diversity and
herbivore diet breadth have cascading effects on herbivore immunity and parasitism in a tropical model system. Front. Plant Sci.
2018, 9, 656. [CrossRef]

60. Liu, Z.; Li, D.; Gong, P.; Wu, K. Life table studies of the Cotton Bollworm, Helicoverpa armigera (Hübner) (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae),
on different host plants. Environ. Entomol. 2004, 33, 1570–1576. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1570-7458.2010.01091.x
http://doi.org/10.1303/aez.32.189
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00300-002-0382-y
http://doi.org/10.1038/417170a
http://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2003)084[0296:DOPHAI]2.0.CO;2
http://doi.org/10.1111/icad.12238
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-6055.2011.00808.x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s42690-021-00714-1
http://doi.org/10.1093/ee/9.1.79
http://doi.org/10.1093/jee/86.2.360
http://doi.org/10.1653/0015-4040(2005)088[0055:HZLNDA]2.0.CO;2
http://doi.org/10.1590/S0301-80592000000200001
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2009.01309.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19392713
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ento.51.110104.151110
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16332208
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00656
http://doi.org/10.1603/0046-225X-33.6.1570

	Parasitism of Corn Earworm, Helicoverpa zea (Boddie) (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae), by Tachinid Flies in Cultivated Hemp
	Repository Citation

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Field Work 
	Laboratory Measurements 
	Data Analysis 
	Mortality of CEW and Tachinid Emergence 

	Results 
	Parasitism Frequency 
	Mortality 

	Discussion 
	Parasitism 
	Parasitoid Egg Numbers and Distribution 
	Host Mortality and Parasitoid Success 

	Conclusions 
	References

