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Abstract: The morphological characteristics of 6 species of fruit flies male adult trapped from Hunan

Province were described, including 5 species of Bactrocera (B. scutellata (Hendel), B. tau (Walker), B. cuctur-

bitae (Coquillett), B. dorsalis (Hendel) and B. minax (Enderlein)) and one species of Dacus sp. It would pro-

vide the basis for the quarantine and control of these fruit flies in Hunan Province.
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Fig.1 Male adults of six species of fruit flies from Hunan Province
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Table 1 Morphology comparison of five species of male adult fruit flies
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Fig.2 Comparison of forehead of six species of fruit flies
The arrows 1 in the diagram show the orbital setae, arrows 2 show frontal setae.
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Fig.3 Comparison of chest of six species of fruit flies (show the meditruncus)

The arrows 1 in the diagram show the lateral post-sutural vittas, arrows 2 show medial post-sutural vitta. (A) B. scutellata
(Hendel) (two lateral post-sutural vittas are almost parallel. Base of medial post-sutural vitta enlarged unobviously); (B) B. tau
(Walker) (two lateral post-sutural vittas are almost parallel. Base of medial post-sutural vitta enlarged obviously); (C) B. cuctur-
bitae (Coquillett) (two lateral post-sutural vittas are almost parallel. Medial post-sutural vitta is short, base of it unobviously); (D)
B. dorsalis  (Hendel)(two lateral post-sutural vittas are almost parallel. No medial post-sutural vitta); (E) B. (Tetradacus) minax
(Enderlein) (teardrop-shaped medial post-sutural vitta); (F) Dacus sp. (unobvious medial post-sutural vitta).
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Fig.4 Comparison of chest of six species of fruit flies (show the scutellum)

The arrows 1 in the diagram show the basal scutellar setas, arrows 2 show apical scutellar setas, arrows 3 show stipe on scutel-
lum. (A) B. scutellata (Hendel) (two basal scutellar setas and apical scutellar setas. Black apical scutellum); (B) B. tau (Walker)
(two basal scutellar setas and apical scutellar setas); (C) B. cucturbitae (Coquillett) (2 apical scutellar setas); (D) B. dorsalis
(Hendel) (2 apical scutellar setas); (E) B. (Tetradacus) minax (Enderlein) (2 apical scutellar setas); (F) Dacus sp.) (2 apical

scutellar setas). |

v
\ §

B
3

(A) HASEW B.scutellata (Hendel)

(C) JIREZHE B.cucturbitae (Coquillett)

(E) GRS B. (Tetradacus ) (F) HERE S8 (Dacus sp.)

minax (Enderlein)

(D) ##5/NSZE B.dorsalis (Hendel)
5 JIMKERMAEES LR CRIEER)
Ak 15 IBCF BARATGAR, 47k 2 7 5 MY F AT A, 47k 3 =% I VA= VBT 3 A b 50
Fig.5 Comparison of belly of six species of fruit flies (show tergites)

The arrows 1 in the diagram show stipe on I tergite, arrows 2 show stipe on IIl tergite, arrows 3 show stipe on IV and V tergites.
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Fig.6 Comparison proala of six species of fruit flies

The arrows 1 in the diagram show stipe on costa, arrows 2 show anal steak, arrows 3 show stipe on dm-cu.
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