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Table 1. Comparisons of length and density of thoracic microsetae

for six Liriomyza species

Length Density

Species

n Mean + SE n  No. per40 p,tm2

(um) Mean + SE

L. brassicae 100 4.13+0.07a 30 52.33+2.08c
L. bryoniae 50 5.01+0.07b 30 46.75+5.06bc
L. chinensis 100 9.60+0.17¢ 30 97.50+2.12¢
L. huidobrensis 50  5.58+0.15¢ 30 36.50+4.95a
L. sativae 100 5.00+0.13b 30 42.00+2.83ab
L. trifolii 50 8.21+0.10d 30 66.50+3.54d
n, sample size, numbers of specimens used in this analysis;

2

means followed by different letters significantly differ at a= 0.05.

-54 -



EHFEEDERETADEETZY ¢ (2 ) (Oct. 2004)

22 BREEERFIGINF L L RE DR A A2 A
2| B FES R
Table 2. Percentages of correct identification® using characters of microseta

measurements for Liriomyza species.

Correct percentage
. Correct percentage  Correct percentage .
Species . . . using both length
using length (%) using density (%) .
and density (%)
L. brassicae 86 93 100
L. bryoniae NCP 37 70
L. chinensis 74 100 100
L. huidobrensis 58 60 57
L. sativae NC 63 60
L. trifolii 71 100 100
Total® 74.3 73.8 80.0

“Based on classification matrix of General Linear Discriminant Analysis
(tolerance limit = 0.01).
®No significant difference based on ANOVA test, and was excluded from this

analysis.
¢ Summarized results of correct identification rates for all species by using the
characters.
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