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GENETIC AND MORPHOMETRIC VARIATION OF

CUCUMBER FRUIT FLIES FEMALE Dacus ciliatus USING

GEOMETRIC MORPHOLOGY OF WING VEINS

M. A. Shawkit R. A. Akeli
B. Sh. Hamed A. J. Al-Shammary

ABSTRACT

The geometric morphometric of wing size studied among three distinct

populations of Cucumber fruit flies, the right wings of the sixth generations of
adult female from three different regions populations: Baghdad, Babylon and
Waist, the rate wing centroid sizes reached: 461.55, 459.15 and 457.98u
respectively. The result showed no significant difference in wing centroid sizes to
identify and know the variation in the size and the shape of the wing
morphological variation appeared from the three different collected regions.

This indicate that females from the three different populations belong to the
same species.

Ministry of Sci. and Tech., Bagdad, Iraq.
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