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B E [B#] RAJVTESSRFR SIS B R KW 8 Neohomoneura ( XG3# H Diptera 45 Wi F}
Lauxaniidae [7] k4% 183V #} Homoneurinae [FJkZ548 )8 Homoneura ) 8 % i M A i) /NSRS 0847
ERANT, WU 8 MPIISEL IR, i IR kg b 0w 3 DR G SR fb i s SR itk . [ iR ] Bk
XEHT R K 4R 8 A 116 ShARA G B ATAR SR s, BASBFEAEE 14 A FRIPEAR 51, i Bk
/I ( Centriod size, CS). HHZE I/ (One-way ANOVE ), ¥ [CZ N ( Procrustes superimposition ).
F 53441 (Principal component analysis, PCA ), 775534 ( Canonical variate analysis, CVA ), #
MEEZ53HT ( Thin-plate spline, TPS ), £748wrJy22/0#71 ( Multivariate analysis of variance, MANOVA ) Fl
FAHHr (Cluster analysis ) J7 ik EF TR e FUMERENR] 22 5 DL BCEE R T [ SR ] 8 I RIF @K
INFTEREEES (P<0.001), XA ZEBEHF k4548 Homoneura (Neohomoneura) nebulosa Sasakawa Fl1J~
PR Ik 4 Homoneura (Neohomoneura) grandipunctata Gao et Yang MEHEH K/ NFTE B 3 22 5 (P<0.05),
VRIS R/ INT LU SA DX 4380 ) ok e 0 I0 e S AU AR, (HORREA 0B IX 43 MERE ; PCA 25381, Hij 2
A TR RFREAE b SR SR Y 78.651%, REMSULHIARRIAN IS Z I £ 2225 CVA Z5RR W], #idsE—
FEE MR AR i R RE A U A [FFp g 20, SIREESERER, 8 MR RAGREER
(P<0.05), HZBEWIRIKkEm A BEg kG Mg 8 2 R K TPS 45R%EW, C. A, CuA; M r-m
Je B S R R K, TESEAL TP AEX AT SE 5 MANOVA 4553 WoR, (UA B S8 R K45 88 Homoneura
(Neohomoneura) indica Malloch F1)" KEHT 7] ik 40 M6 04 BE ER T IR BE 25 (P<0.05); BIHHrRH, #
[CHT R Ik 4548 Homoneura (Neohomoneura) dongae Li et Yang H1 & 285 [6) ik 45 8 Homoneura (Neohomoneura)
latisurstyla Li et Yang SRR I, O kG085 A 7 MFPEECRKE. [ i) JUES
2R AV RE BT MR AT IR K 48 IV S A R B T R 2500, TE B T TUARI I 282 5 I T () Jhk 44 Vi o 1) S
W KRG R BRI T i AT
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Geometric mor phometric analysis of thewing of eight Chinese species
in the subgenus Neohomoneura (Diptera: Lauxaniidae: Homoneura)
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Abstract [Objectives] To use geometric morphometry to analyze differences in the wing size and wing vein morphology
of 8 Chinese species in the subgenus Neohomoneura, quantify sexual wing dimorphism of these species and investigate their

genetic relationships, thereby providing a basis for further work on the evolution and classification of this taxa. [M ethods]
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The landmark method was used to label the right wing veins of 116 specimens of the 8 Neohomoneura species with 14
landmarks. Differences in the wing size, vein morphology and the genetic relationships of 8 species were analyzed using
centroid size (CS), one-way ANOVA, Procrustes superimposition, principal component analysis (PCA), canonical variate
analysis (CVA), thin-plate spline analysis (TPS), multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA) and cluster analysis. [Results]
There were significant differences in wing size among the eight species (P<0.001). Only Homoneura (Neohomoneura)
nebulosa Sasakawa, 2001 and Homoneura (Neohomoneura) grandipunctata Gao et Yang, 2006 displayed significant sexual
dimorphism in wing size (P<0.05), indicating that wing size can only be used to distinguish between species, rather than sexes.
The PCA results indicate that the eigenvalues of the first two principal components account for 78.651% of the total variation,
which explains the main differences among samples. The CVA results indicate that the 8 species cannot be completely
separated by CV1 and CV2. Mahalanobis’ distance indicates that there are significant differences in wing shape among the
eight species (P<0.05), the largest being between H. (N.) nebulosa and H. (N.) grandipunctata. The TPS results indicate that C,
A2, CuA, and r-m are highly variable wing veins, indicating that they have been relatively unstable in evolution. The
MANOVA results indicate significant sexual dimorphism in wing shape in both Homoneura (N.) indica Malloch, 1929 and H.
(N.) grandipunctata (P<0.05). Cluster analysis indicates that Homoneura (N.) dongae Li et Yang, 2015 and Homoneura (N.)

latisurstyla Li et Yang, 2015 are the most closely related species, whereas H. (N.) nebulosi is the most distantly related to the

other 7 species. [Conclusion]

Landmark methods can readily identify species of Neohomoneura, illustrating the benefits of

using geometric morphology to resolving the phylogeny of this group.

Key words Neohomoneura; geometric morphology; wing veins; centroid size; genetic relationship

7 Al Lauxaniidae J& T XG# H Diptera %8 ff
V. H Brachycera JCHEIEZS Acalyptratae 4 SR}
Lauxanioidea, ZaMg MW AEIEM . R, JE
JE AR S R TE Bl , FEE I E R
3% (Hering, 1951; Broadhead, 1989 ), 7Ef#
PRI | B LT . e A T AT
+rEEMME (Shewell, 1965; Miller and
Foote, 1976; Moretti et al., 2008 ); ZHM¥R4 )&
AR A AE I ( Papp and Shatalkin, 1998;
Silva and Mello, 2008 ), XHE Y 1& ¥ 47 T ZAEH ;
PRI 2 g 0ot R 53 A8 A b e R, e RO 2 F Al |
EBREAR BTN W FE R, s kA
HEBRGEEM AR ISR AT Z — (Reddersen,
1995 ). Gl IAE S /3 A0 8 TAERCN BB, Xt
SPRFRE ORI R (RS, 2020), AR T
JETAEN R EEAE R A G Y58 , 1 H 45 b fA A
BUN, BARIAENESS , ToE B E R
7 ) B BT A T B S Ml 65 2 5 2 o T [ ok 25 e S
J& Neohomoneura 4 [7] ik %% 4 V £ Homoneurinae
[ k4R M8 Homoneura WWJg2Z—, {0/ T
ARPESL, AT 54 Fh, FRET %0 30 F(Liand
Yang, 2015 ). ZJ@AERIEA, (HHBEN N AH
oL, V7 Z AL RE M AEYE (Y BH2E 2 A IR S50 it 4T

X4 (Li and Yang, 2015), Z5i%ZERER02HT
K THRIAIME, R, #RFFH R G KiER
JEHLEE

bk TS RIERS 24 F DNA %56, JUIES
= el FH 2 E I o ) 65 1 ) — S (B
T H (Z#4, 2017; Chaiphongpachara, 2018;
WIS, 20185 BERSE, 2020), JLTEES:
S — P TH RR MR s R ARGE T AT T
Bk TEGIER A s S, EAOCFEAEYIE
RdnEE (AR ER, 2014), ZEG 0
T % &N F 3734 ( Principal component
analysis, PCA ), #7175 55431 ( Canonical variate
analysis, CVA ), HMUEE 253 #7( Thin-plate spline,
TPS ) FFE B A MRS BT 55 50 B s, XHEAS LA
ik e b u K S ESI 0k e W) INE R UNWEESE7S
HMIAEBRAT, 2010), Ak, LB 07
P H B, FENHTAY R, oA
e FRARKB S (A, 2014),
FETERCH E . XUHE | 853 E | B3 E | g
H. 3 HSEEH 2SN Z (Pretorius,
2005; Giler et al., 2006; Villemant et al., 2007;
Bubliy et al., 2008 ; {& M55, 2008 ; Prieto et al.,
2009; LA, 2015; BSS7RAE, 20185 2o
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4. 2019; Sarikaya et al., 2019), B HAHE
A HAS S AT, iz 2 ER R
JEs Sy, TSR B s U UE S 25 ki T
B ARG KT R s AR 5
SRR, 2010 ), ko Hto ok )iz Hb
MHT RS KT M (Giler et al., 2006;
Villemant et al., 2007 ), AHF5E LLHT ] k40 g 30
JEH 8 AN UL RURE M BFFE X 42, 328 FbR 5 %) Hd
49 JOT 0 /N KO 25 A8 A R A T 00 26 1
O3B, T LTI 28527 T i % 3 [ fok e g IV s 3
RURh S e eI, IFEF TR R T,
R LRI SRR BRI S 2

1 #MR5ERE

11 ARG 4R R B AR #

1) ik 2 e WV i L HUPR AR 42k B 10T R R
R RB B b AL, 8 Fh 116 Sk, WaAfs
BRI 1,

12 BERRERERAELLE
B e S 5 e U G AR A, FHA SR TR

BRSE A AT T T3 b, T — T RS
SEaETRE, W L EuE A, [HEERE EOS 6D 2%
BA R AAALEC B85k (MP-E65mm ) X K 45 3
PEATHASE , FTAT AR AR ] AR AR S B B A 4y
P B — B, IR LAAH R AR, LURERE S
fir%s . ZJGMH ] TpsUtil 1.64 (Rohlf, 2013 ) #
PE¥ jpe ¥ RS i tps AR SCPF, Bk
J& B35 TpsDig 2.20 ( Rohlf, 2015) #ff
W EA T AR AR o, B AR AR B4 JE )R 119 7 5 1
WP A T A, A o R ARV 14 A Hiubs 2 (&
1), FiSBIRARAT N tps 5 30. ARBFFEBEBUI bR
TR T RYHBAR 55« WIFSE X G2 R) L[] R A i
FUUEE SRR B a5, BN AR E s, Bl
Sk 1 A2 R S A ( Bookstein, 1991 ),
Pk 14 AR 1 ATk (C) 58Pk (h)
L, 2. CHIFZ K (Sc) 588, 3.C 551
Bk (Ry) 288, 4. 552, 3 51K (Ros) 5
CAm, 5. %4, sHREMK (Rys) 5 C 284,
6. 55 1Pk (M) 5 Cz2i, 7. % 1 BRIk
(CuA,) 5MZcs, 8. 55 2 Bk (Ay) K,
9. 55 2 FEAEIK (A+CuA, ) Ko, 10. 2k
(r-m) 5 Rys 2885, 11.r-m 5 M, 385, 12,

®1 RGBT EMERIREEST

Tablel Statisticsof speciesand specimensin subgenus Neohomoneura

FEAR (/M)

Sﬁlj,t Number of specimens C llﬂtt%ﬂﬁ "
pecies ( Female/Male ) ofiection sttes

T [CHT [A] bk 4 i 10 (7/3) 7P Yunnan
Homoneura (Neohomoneura) dongae Li et Yang, 2015
S ) ik 4 B 26 (12/14) ZxF4 Yunnan, iR Hainan
Homoneura (Neohomoneura) incompleta Malloch, 1927
21 ) 39 [vi) ok e 8 (4/4) 7P Yunnan
Homoneura (Neohomoneura) indica Malloch, 1929
T, S [F) Jok 4 7 (3/4) = F§ Yunnan, PYJi| Sichuan
Homoneura (Neohomoneura) latisurstyla Li et Yang, 2015
15T 7] ok 4 s 10 (3/7) ZuF Yunnan
Homoneura (Neohomoneura) menglunensis Li et Yang, 2015
Z5 B [vi) ok e e 35 (15/20) ] P4 Guangxi
Homoneura (Neohomoneura) nebulosa Sasakawa, 2001
T BB [6) Jok 455 10 (3/7) ] P4 Guangxi
Homoneura (Neohomoneura) grandipunctata Gao et Yang, 2006
B 3 [A] ik e e 10 (4/6) J" VY Guangxi, ¥ F Hainan

Homoneura (Neohomoneura) nigribasis Li et Yang, 2015

M3t Total

116 (51/65)
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1 BPERTEE
Fig.1 Landmarkson thewing of Neohomoneura

C: FIZMK; h: JARK; Sc: WRTZNK; Ri: 55 148K Rows: 020 38480K; Raws: 40 554800 My S 1
fik; CuAy: Rk (Cu) 525 1Mk (A)) BIFRDBLEIFMMAEE 1 EENK; Ay 28 2 0k r-m: Ferpfilk;
dm-cu: FFHERK; A+ CuAy: Cu 5551, 28k (A Ay) BGIFMMAE 2 & K.
KRB s 14 DHAR s, BOF IR X BHAR (U . 181 2. & 4 FIE 6 [

C: Costa; h: Humeral vein; Sc: Subcosta; R;: First radial vein; R, ; 3: Eombined vein of second and third radial vein;
R, + 5: Combined vein of fourth and fifth radial vein; M,: First medial vein; CuA;: Combined vein of cubital
and first anal vein; A,: Second anal; r-m: Radial-median crossvein; dm-cu: Median-cubital crossvein;

A+ CuA,: Combined vein of cubital, first and second anal vein.

The circles represent the 14 landmarks, and the numbers represent the order of the corresponding landmarks.
The same as Fig. 2, Fig. 4 and Fig. 6.

Bk (dm-cu) 5 M, 285, 13. dm-cu 5 CuA,
e, 14, TSR A SN AR (E 1),

1.3 HESH

1.31 AR/ SHAR/NE S H TG RN R
( Bookstein, 1991 ), CS A4 by i 2|3
O S 7 MRS 5 MR o ] PAST 4.04
( Hammer et al., 2001 ) #4115 8 Fhggim# g
OB, #E SPSS 20.0 % fF (SPSS Inc, IBM
company, Chicago ) X FEAEE AT o 1k 73
B, EASEA 1] e g o (1] AR A 1) ) 820 S /N2 St 0
W e T IES A, BT A B AT A e
B (P>0.05), @7 2250 A, JE T
F 22N 2581 ( One-way ANOVA ), A #1455
PEKEES, #E4T Welch F AESEK 5 .

132 @K K .tps 1 HSCHF A Morpho J
1.06 ( Klingenberg, 2011 ) #ffrr, 40 FRRKAL
PRt A Tl 2B IR BRI | AL BRI [m] 14 52 e
(Bookstein, 1991) ([ 2), i TEAYFbrA

Bog A—2, Sriran et S A YR
AR, RCHEART F I3 AR T 8 U R A A2
TEHUEE , SR 5 TR A 25 0BT R TR T
MRAZ S o SR HTHLBYAZ 173 DAk s AURh 22 [] 1143
B 2E 5, A IR g 22 ¢ BB R R
JEIHES R . Z Ja AR a2 [RHE R, SR ATk
THEMAT A FE AR B (Unweighted pair-
group method with arithmetic means, UPGMA )

75 BE7E Ntsyspe 2.11 (Rohlf, 2000 ) #fbhifki7
AT, HNLRIEE N HLEL 8 Fh 4 a5

2 #3 ot
&1
5
10 «14
=11
=12 <6
«9
g « 13
.7

B2 ETXEBMEHMRS
Fig. 2 Landmark positions after Procrustes
superimposition
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U (R AR AR b 22 S A5 2, R F2 3 o
Mret B LA & 5 225081 ( Multivariate analysis
of variance, MANOVA ), Giit 4 7E PAST 4.04
T,

2 GR59H

21 BMMKMER

R, 8 AN S T CME RO 8 A 255
MRS, W) Welch FAESHER S, 4550580 8
Fifr 25 W 1 A BB B0 R ONARTE E 2 R
( F=205.190, df=33.178, P<0.001 ), ##.CME
AL EISIRRY], BEFF KA Homoneura
(Neohomoneura) nigribasis i O HEK, ZHE
#olA Bk 4 88 Homoneura (Neohomoneura)
nebulosa ST H I/ (B 3), 8 T K/
P R R e R[] bk 45 > OB () ok 4 e
Homoneura (Neohomoneura) dongae >#))¢#r 7] ik
25y Homoneura (Neohomoneura) menglunensis >
T, 5 W [7) Bk 45 W Homoneura (Neohomoneura)
latisurstyla > 7 f8) #r [F] Bk %6 W Homoneura
(Neohomoneura) indica > 3 J| Hr [F] Ik 45 b8
Homoneura (Neohomoneura) incompleta >] 3877
k& Homoneura (Neohomoneura) grandipunctata >
S PO IR Dk G e oAb, RSl ) BT 0 /N
PR T AR AR SR, ST ] Jhk e i R 55 3R [k
G N ZE R ROV R E . BB EREZEH I

IR EE SR, PO IR ik e g R B B [R) ik e g
WAR/NZESAREE (P>0.05), SUHIH A bk i
T2 e 5 ) Uk e e 3R R /N 25 S 3 ( P>0.05),
25 B 7 [V ik 4 e R ) BRE S [ ok e e 0 K /N 2 S
AiE (P>0.05),

SRR, 8 b e v 3 O (B34 S O
ZFTHER R, FRINE T 2R (£ 2) &
H, 55 B ) ik 20 e 00 B39 [) Jk 2 o e e o0
F/NA B EES (P<0.05), H MR KT ks
W, HAR 6 /oM A ] OR D 22 ORI
( P>0.05 ).

€7.000
28 6.000 s
a8 ?
5 5.000
=B
: | ¥
3 4.000
BEIEJBSEIBZBIBIRY
EYEREIETEIEIEIES
2SI ETRSRIRI RS 2I2S
Eg@ SEZEY E@Ei]@%@'s
ROR-RS R R Y RS RS RO
Hy Bz B K2 X R &K E BT
Gl P(m- & %Ji B2 KT Lgﬁéém
T =
2 Species =

B3 #FEMKGRTE 8 MEMmAIEA/N
(CS) EHUHEEE
Fig. 3 Boxplot of eight species of Neohomoneura
centroid size (CS) variationsin right wings

R 2 HEIRKG R R MO K/NBRRREFTES

Table2 One-way ANOVE on the centroid size of male and female in subgenus Neohomoneura

h 4 [a]/ZH T A ¥75 FfH PfE
Species Between/Within groups Sum of square df Mean square F P

HE [T [ ik 4 #[6] Between groups 0.009 1 0.009 0.179  0.684
H. (N.) dongae 2/ Within groups 0.410 8 0.051
SRR R Pk e e #{[d] Between groups 0.377 1 0.377 2.898  0.102
H.(N.) incompleta 44 Within groups 3.126 24 0.130
2 ) 35 [R) ik 4 4 ] Between groups 0.020 1 0.020 0.240  0.642
H. (N.) indica 214 Within groups 0.488 6 0.081
B 2 [R) Jik 4 20 7] Between groups 0.000 1 0.000 0.026  0.879
H. (N.) latisurstyla 214 Within groups 0.065 5 0.013
Bl B [ ok e e #H [] Between groups 0.003 1 0.003 0.084  0.779
H. (N.) menglunensis 2114 Within groups 0.287 8 0.036
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#E3k 2 (Table 2 continued)

(N 4LE] /4N KI5 A FI Yo7 F{i PfH
Species Between/Within groups Sum of square df Mean square F P

55 B [ ok 2 ¢ [H] Between groups 0.635 1 0.635 4.780  0.036
H. (N.) nebulosa

2 N Within groups 4.381 33 0.133
T B [7) Jok 455 2| [7] Between groups 0.515 1 0.515 11.324  0.010
H. (N.) grandipunctata

2l Within groups 0.364 8 0.046
TR IL 5 ) ok 5 8 #H W] Between groups 0.033 1 0.033 0.762  0.408
H. (N.) nigribasis

2H 14 Within groups 0.348 8 0.044

B (Rows) S085 . 55 1 AT (CuA,) 5%

22 BRBRER A2 15 DL K B Bk ((dme-cu ) 5 CuA, 19385, (Fr
TSP SRR, IR 7 A BN 5203040 7AI13) I, HARSG 2. 3. 7H1 13

o, R 2 A FRAT (PCI=50457% Rl PC2=  BERMIZ 1007 RS 31, b 4 WShR A S FAR
28.195% ) 29,5 BUBARZEILIY 78.651%, BRMSUL 4 4 sk myIERL MBS, BANTEHBE
A A Z RN ER ISR (K 4). 16 PC2 Hil |- A S fr 4 BB A AE C 15 Ry
KT RSP HTIOLAER (B 4) BIEARE sz, 45 2 Bk (Ay) A, A PBEBK (r-m)
S 4) R, 7EPCLANL, SMIERNA 55 4, 5 4R (Rus) ZEMK -m 54 1
FERAEERSENK (C) SWATZIK (Sc) 288, ik (M) 384 (FRfi4. 8. 10 M1 11) I, H
C 5% 1k (Ry) W28, C 55 2. 384 FRA 4K TR, bl 8 MRy [R5,

0.02 -
F LT FEI K MBH. (N.) nebulosa ®
0.01 FBELFFRIKGGERH. (V) nigribasis

° © T (G R R 4URH. (N.) dongae

FESSH FIBKGRIRHE. (N.) latisurstyla

- o UK RIS H. (N.) incompleta
BCH Rk SEYBH. (N.) menglunensis

it FIRKGH8EH. (N.) indica

FH5H28.195%)
PC2 (28.195%)

—0.01
%&]
a e v -0.02
&3 5 1% RS, O grandipunciat
o 6
9 -0.03 . s . . . .
‘\ ol3 ~0.02 -0.01 0 00l 002 003 004
; o7 F— RS (50.457%)
PC1 (50.457%)
Xl o4
ol
ol0 »
°l1
ol2 o6
o9 B!
o8 < \7

& 4 8FhHE kSR EEKERK 5357
Fig. 4 Principal component analysisfor the wing veins of eight species of Neohomoneura
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B 5 8HFERGEWREK 14 MRIC S HERERE ST
Fig. 5 Thin plate spline analysis of eight species of Neohomoneura with 14 landmarks
A, EICHT RIS B, SURGERRIBKE5 0 ;s C. Zifa) B [RIBK 450 ;s D. SESBT RIIKGR S ; B, ol &8 IR k4 i ;
F. ZVPOHIRIKG0E; G BORRIKEs s H. SREEHT IR bk 4m i
LUK SR L MATER AR, I ORI 4R/, 2R @ RN B RE B
A. H. (N.) dongae; B. H. (N.) incompleta; C. H. (N.) indica; D. H. (N.) latisurstyla; E. H. (N.) menglunensis;
F. H. (N.) nebulosa; G. H. (N.) grandipunctata; H. H. (N.) nigribasis.

Compared to the average profile, red means the area is expanded, blue means the area is reduced,
green means the area is similar to average.

Prmi 10, 11 KF AR D), A EENEHE,
SVARSRET, FEH Rk G e 0 i i A 5 A e
C. Ay, CuAl Fl r-m 278 5 R S Ak . 8
T Rl Bk e Y 14 A hr i a5 i £ - 2 (i 1F
PRS0, 1S BIAEXTHL M 5, IS h
ATDVEWE 8 FhrFikamemip S5 2
KATERRICH 2. 3. 8 Al 9 &b Frid s 2 Al 3 4b
ST [R] Pk e e . 5l ) Mk 4 e o S 5 [ ik
SAURAH LT B R, T4 [ ik e e
Bt 2 ) Jok 400 e AT SXE ) ok 40 e ok Ak B 8 4
ANy BRI 8 19 AhHE PG IRk 4 g . SURIHT IR
ik e i 01 55 BRE I [) ik o e R EESF- 2 (A 4 /N, oAy
5 Fham A fE LAY K

PRI A B AT R, AT 2 A AR AT DLy
MfRFE 54.021% F1 20.831%MIERAE S, it
74.852%, REMBULHIAHEARZ MM FEER . 1
MK CEL6) or, ) kg i s [F) A SR AR 1
RLAF, 55 B [ Jok 4 e 1) SR ) ik 40 g i 0% 5
S4rEs, Hith 6 ANFHBEL T AN ES, KHERI
WS (6) TR, £ CVI L, #Agas
SO B R TR CuA, SR S dm-cu 5
CuA, M35, (AR 7 Fibrss 13) b, A N5
k¥ 78 CV2 #ll 1, WA A8 R R A

TE C 5 Rysy 285 CuA | 5L 5 (s 4 F
FRi 7) b, ARG BIREW, 755
7] ok e i R i kA 58 S, C Rl CuA 2728
S A e AR Ik o ) 5 FR B S L P LR
B (3£ 3), 8 Fhprlel bkam g e 22 % A Giit
SR (P<0.05), Hr S5 R ik 4a i T B
B[R] ok e g 1) 5 [GBE B fe K (12.2625), Ut
BRI 25 57 ks IR R Ik 4r . 58 583 [7)
Jik & e | 2 e R Pk 2ri . G IR ke .
ST [7) Bk 24 i R0 S 5 3 () ok 453 e 45 0hb ] 1) 5 [
PR B #0a /N (4.5234-6.1874), B 6 MFhHY
WY 2= 580

Xof 8 Tl e M AR T AR AT 22 400, 43l
XoF 8 e s R T R A 32 53 A AT L AR A 3
(1) 32 153 R i 2 28 7 225381 ( MANOVA ),
SEIRANFR 4 Fiow , Bh-CoB R kg e AN ) B IR ik
SabRME IR 22 5 W3 (P<0.05), H4r 6 4
T IR 25 SN S 3, 10 B T ) ik o e
F14) M G TR SR G I AN 3

23 BHBES

5 T A P R A 1) 2R 2 0 A 2 2R
(& 7) SR, FEHTES %0 0.01 I, #FHT[R]
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ik 45 e A0 5 2 ) Jok e 3 S — 2, U PH R & A 3 i1t
SRGRF L ; TR E RECH 0.050 B, 25 BEHT

] ik G A~ 5 AR 3R — 32, 16 IA 25 505 [R] ik AMIFFEATE I TUART I 28527 5 v 0k 35 ) ok e B
Gl 5 AN 7 ARG O R IR EJE 8 A R S A Al e 11858 RN K
6
14 ; _ 3 ECHFK SR H (N.) menglunensis
6 2g
S oF N SN T
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Fig. 6 Canonical variate analysisfor the wing veins of eight species of Neohomoneura

®3 SHMIHEMERAMDREER PREESIF (£F 10000 XEL )
Table3 Mahalanobisdistances and P-values among eight species of Neohomoneura in wing
viens (10 000 per mutation rounds)
eI SORBETIRI B SEomnlallik ) BesEl bk gifgrEl ik S IRk 25 BREHT IR bk
Gl HO(N.) ZRMEH (N) ZEhg H O (N) FMH (V) 50 H (V) %90 H (N.) %30 H. (N.)

menglunensis incompleta latisurstyla grandipunctata indica dongae nebulosa
ST ] Jik G s 53642
H. (N.) incompleta (<0.0001)
i 5 [F) ik 4 e 4.7372 4.802 4
H. (N.) latisurstyla (<0.0001) (<0.0001)
T B IR ik e e 10.236 9 8.943 2 8.586 4
H. (N.) grandipunctata  (<0.000 1) (<0.0001) (<0.000 1)
41t 451 397 ) ik e 4.986 6 49270 5.038 3 8.620 6
H. (N.) indica (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (0.0001) (<0.0001)
G R ik gt 6.187 4 5.106 8 4.746 0 9.654 8 4.729 3
H. (N.) dongae (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001)
25 BB [ Jok 2 8.1390 6.148 4 8.083 7 12.262 5 74733 7.300 4
H. (N.) nebulosa (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001)
B L 7] fok 4 e 4.663 9 4.523 4 5.063 8 10.457 4 53807 6.009 7 6.900 6
H. (N.) nigribasis (0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001) (<0.0001)

55N P K {E . The P-test values are indicated in parentheses.
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x4 8 FFTE ARG IR IEMEHIK X MANOVA T4 R
Table4 MANOVA in wing shapes between male and female among eight species of Neohomoneura

i Species Wilks'A F P
# [CHRIIk4E 08 H. (N.) dongae 0.246 1 1.532 0.396 2
SfEr R k4R b H. (N.) incompleta 0.180 7 1.432 0.345 8
i) Rk 458 H. (N.) indica 0.4252 0.541 0.749 6
eI KA H. (N.) latisurstyla 0.226 4 1.708 0.401 6
BOEF kG H (V) menglunensis 0.046 1 10.350 0.0410
EPEH Rk 4GS H. (N.) nebulosa 0.546 8 1.520 0.190 4
JBEHT IR Ik 4E M8 H. (N.) grandipunctata 0.007 1 39.720 0.024 8
AL IR k4R H. (V) nigribasis 0.590 8 0.198 0.956 2

HCHTFI Bk 4508 H.(H.)dongae

Fa B FIIk G0 H.(H.)latisurstyla

4‘: BRIk H.(H.)menglunensis

BRIk SR8 H.(H.)nigribasis

ORI F Bk SRR H.(H.)incompleta

AT R Bk 4508 H.(H.)indica
I BEH R k4508 H.(H.)grandipunctata

FEBEHT R bk 4E 08 H.(H.)nebulosa

1
0.03
FILLZ %X Coefficient

1
0.05 0.04

0.02

|
0.01

B 7 ETEKHEE 8 MRS RBAFIERES

Fig. 7 Clustering for Procrustes distances among eight species of Neohomoneura in wing
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K B4k, C. Ay, CuA, fl r-m =24 F
FER R Rk, fEHEAE AR O E , AT IR
P X LB bk 1) 25 SR MBS S e b7, A JE
o2 S SR T 2 0] S5 (R AR Al o TR AR )
Mras R won, 8 A LI FR ] B R B 45 22, X
25 B [ ok e W 0 ) BRE T [) ik 40 g B 9 4 40 5
DR B RMREIE A B E LS, 4 RAA 5%
TR X, 25 B0 Rk Zr e A K5 [v) Jik 270 e 3

BESRK, Hih 6 ML ZERE/N, Ui
CVA I REA R 58 444 7 1] Jok 4e i IV & 30 {pl
O ESTT AN FX 8 MBI S R A A —
SEMNSZME . TR A | v >
() P A 70 2 S A B U R A AE S, HR
T 3V v B N i | K e < S K (T
( Stillwell et al., 2010 ), 7EAIRIRH, MM
FNKTE, AN S5 B[R] ok & i A1) BREHT () ik e e
WERfERR RN B 25 5, HMEME K T EpE
BRI ERSE AT h Rt RS Z 1R, /)
AR, X e, BT EEAER
SERE R , WP R I (AR 70 B A ] e 1 i 2
(A, 2015), MHPTERKEE, MANOVA
45 5 W R XA B G R [m) fik 4 i R ) BT [ Ik 4
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i S T IR AT W 2 25 5 o £ B RO W] Jok 4 e
7 M P B I I AN i, SRS R B #E G
S [7) Jok 240 e 1 5 9 3 ) Bk e i R 2 O R i, %5
BEHT 7] ok 4o e 5 FLAh 7 AP Y SR 200C R .
M A JLART IR 2557 RE % 400 20 FH T 440 ol ] 25
GeRF AR T AR A AR A Bl R) 2 A 3
%, HAgs i m] g HOE A B A i
I 2E 5, HA5 SRR 7 MR Hb S b Py 22 18] (4 &
BER B KRBT LG TR 55 2 P
TT&iamth (EEHESE, 2012 ), 41 Kamimura
85 (2020 ) A UADE R F R IrT27 D5 R0 T
Triatoma brasiliensis TEEE R AR
g3, GRS BIN TR R 2 MO A B4R
HA 30k, (BB SRS R 2 A SR
URENE , 73T DT VRS4R3 DY R A5
Wi, PN TITEERRSE & 2 AR 4 R B m 5 o i
BERRAE R ) 5 BRARAE 02 s B A AR AR
E—EREE F AR TRy R i oAU,
F i (2021) R UTIE XA REFEA TR 5
X4 T Bk I8 Conogethes punctiferalis FIFN M UE
Conogethes pinicolalis ; Chaiphongpachara #I
Laojun (2019 ) FI il 53k A 45 5 bm s 4 5
(7753 N 28 [ 4 b P SO ) $ BR A T 40 A
e, HIRRWJE A LRI AR B A X)) Cx.
quinquefasciatus F Cx. sitiens. 7 k&m0 &
WITAMBIEA 4 NEEE, H#REmARKE
S, PRHGRT DB — 20 45 5 2 Wi 0 S 6 R 11
WFFERAD T UE IR 7 3 2 Hhe - A s 2. e
Ab, BRI AR A 1 R MEAFAE— RE 1 22 5%
BIRE . &Y. PSR R 2 3] B i
K/ (Vargas et al., 2010 ), HABEIAFEA
AR, WaE S RATRE, T
AT LY FERE A 455 v AR KO R/
AU P TerE S ) |G A G D o N g
R as R, M LRDE S 2= Re 0120 H
THIFFIRISEG KR, H 8 MEMIF AR R
A DAL A B R Bk G g s, R — 25l L3
I N B BCRE , E—20 A i ) 8 s 1) 55
RO ICHAT TSR, WHREEREKEF. 7
TR HTER G T

SRR R U 2 BRI R R LM SIS
S RTTEN E, AR USRI N, R
24, S R EFE S K W A 54 1, I
LR AT AU B S BARRAE 43430, ME LA
o 5L M, TUIERSEH B K
AR FERS D | PTEEPEEESRAGML , REAS T INAN
4w Hog |t R AIES LS
( Zelditch et al., 1995 ), T ELAE LA E LAY 5 Xk
MR, B HARA R RN, eg
JZNHTRRASERRGEBWR T, Hid
15 HL IR 75 R E 50005 A 0k 17 8 7 B o i ) 8 )
(XUHF, 2015), HHTENAMEAR 7 TH 9 AH G
WF5E, AR SE (2020 ) LIEBK BRI 42,
SR FH LRI 25 2 A i o b ] 4 e B 110 s e By
JCHEAT T HIAEHESY , BT LRI 25 24 50 BT fe 4e i
BRGS0 ] R G0 Kk F WEIE b i A AR R 1 1
FHZS ], FEAR R 0] RE 2 BN 5 iR} B U428 5%
EETHZ—,
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