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Abstract

In this current research, a discrimination of two distinguished dragonfly species: Brachythemis
contaminata and Diplacodes trivialis in family Libellulidae gathered from Phichit-Phitsanulok areas was
conducted using geometric morphometric analysis of wing venation. A total of 120 wings obtained from
both males and females in each species (30 wings per sex in each species) were analyzed. Afterwards, a
set of 15 landmarks in each digitized right forewing was chosen and all data were computed under the
computer program. Our results revealed the patterns of forewing venation of dragonfly between sexes in
the same species were more closely related to each other than the dragonfly of the same sex in another
species. In this regards, it might be said that the landmark-based geometric morphometrics of the wing
could be applied to identify libellulid group or species. Besides, the different sexes of dragonfly could be
also classified. Thus, morphometric analysis of wing venation could be as a useful tool for systematic

biology of dragonfly and other insects or fossil records which are merely known from a wing.
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Pfanuiuldlutigunasituuinmsiivaug 1w sediivdngrududufonisdunumniindiussi (Fossil) o819
AT199719n71 150 wisvilan TnednisAunugnnansiussiaesiuasues Meeaneura monyi \UuusasUalusioy

= a 1

Hvunlnganlulanuazdd3negsnd 280 a1uTuwds (Wavs tendiule, 2541) wazdeunladn1sAunugn

o 4

néusIRYBILIAIe Liassogomphus brodiei Beckman fignéunuivluussnassngulasuuasia L. brodiei
fotuiindulurasUansga Jurassic (Hennig, 1981) usfu siounluge Triassic unasaldifiTannisegierngs
Tnauuseanidudusiugos Zygoptera Uag Anisoptera wazuiseandund (Family) agsdaiau mnanvasdugu
Ingwestnuaennsndndussiignaunulusdminlimsuldegsdaauimunveusaselugainduss
fvualngniusasUefinuiiuldlutlagtu Tnsfluunnnuniiswesdngs 70 wuiiuns luvasivuiaaunia
yosdnuuasUaludagtuiinnunfevesdnliifiu 9 wufiues 1intiauinisvesuasedusofinauistlagtud
vavesiiidnasn wisghdlsinmuguiensdaguinennsueniulilfivdsuwlasnntnanluein (Rans
Ng1wle, 2541) wuaseiiaastinkuuliianysal (incomplete metamorphosis) dunnsiifiauszegio szegly
Srurieau wazfufule Imaizasﬁaéauﬁmiaaﬂﬂmiﬂﬁaas]LﬁaL"T;JumsLﬁmmmaqéwmaﬁimjﬂﬁu o
spyaenATUASIARTsLar U IR LE I gmuAslE i fioaenaTuudananeidusausiute egndlsfinm
fhopuresitatedsdiunuimiarnihiiddamessuuinmiia AevhmiinduisihnosAuasdnguesiiviiuag
AsdiFAnvuindniiondoogluundain 1wy ddeuvesunain gnis gnuan wazgnden Wudu (Blois, 1985;
Johnson, 1991; Kumar, 1996) ImEJf?ha'ausumLLmaaUaa}smﬁaagu%nmmauijauma'ﬁﬁw (Benke and Benke,
1975; Crowley and Johnson, 1982; Corbet, 1999; Mahato, 2000) uenniifseuvosatotudensaven
fennunnvosunasilfiduegnad (bioindicator) Liiesainigouvesiuasteudazaiaaiusnnudeanin
danndeuignsuniulsiunnsinefiu uagnansviniszervesiigeuniunin 19 (Carle, 1979)

Ussinalnedudsemaiidsogluniou fdnvagvnanieniadu 2 wuufe lwn¥eu (True Tropical
Climate) wazuuuAs¥au (Sub-Tropical Climate) mnsmannuatemsszuuinags Inslawnzlunauthivsousinmy
wiasifiruvainvansveriniuauunn lnglenzusaseilofiannsanandugiineineusnsusislassaing
fne q Smnundierdiu wnsisiusaadunisueniueTeasitvsuenewiniu s1ndenissuuneindaeanen
ogdlsfinuluusagituilugiiniadig q vesUsemalneduidnwurvesszuuinaiuandeiu undseinis
pliemafiunnsaiuly Fstladesing q wanidudmaliwaeifinmanszaeiegnuninaiiuandietu iianis
fuutsvesdnifniu fufufuinnisfnwiauduutsvesdnumy (Character) TuAsdidinde3suaslniunin
(Morphometric Analysis) LfJumﬁmsﬂsﬁmaaﬁa%uqﬁ'mﬁuimqa%ﬁwwé’mgw%m%ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁm (Daly, 1985)
og1al5fnmunsAn M Morphometric Analysis Hesldfunguvesusasiifianududounissiioun 4 Ao
LLuaaﬁﬁé’nwmsmaé’mgmmauaﬂmﬁauﬁ’uﬁgaﬁﬁuLLasmaﬁinﬂgwéfmaumawmﬁaEJEJ'N i waasTunalsl He
wazdulss Wudu luedaldiinissmenudnvuesinueinaglulnvesiulseana Homotrigona, Lepdotrigona,
Tetragonilla waz Tetragonula 371U 8 dnwaue Wud1 awnsadnnquussainsiussavanauasaialadniau
(@n3dnual naluugs, 2555) minnsFnwaufuulsvesdnluliaogieia (Morphometric Analysis) Sitieslu
A9UsenA (Demayo et al,, 2011; Lee and Lin, 2012; Johnson et al,, 2013) uadlainunissieanululseimnelneg
FuftumsiagimsfnwinvuevedinuuasethuseiTinmeimasuadadagiuing (Geo Morphometric
Analysis) \iougnvinvasuuatUe

fadu mafnwadiiifnqusrasdiflemsinyanuiuusvesdnuua et uiiondueguianmunme
Tn&fuunasimusssuni Inedmauuaslusosdamiamenamileneudisiio fminfitng wasdmiafivalan
TATIEANNRULU I ST IneveUnuiitisuunn lngdgmsiesisimasuiadindugiuinel (Geometric
Morphometric Analysis) Lﬁa“lﬁ’fu’ﬂu%agaﬁugm’tumsﬁﬂmmq%ﬁm8'1é’mmmmaWﬂwmww%amwmaumawa
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guiiunuasUatu 2 wila lussezdniuds fe Brachythemis contaminate wag Diplacodes trivialis T
29 Libellulidae Tngldaislunslavduuuasetuluvinamgnlndfuumdsimnsssuni Smiafdnsuay
fiwaylan sevafiou wwigu-nsngnen wa. 2560 Mntuthegnsiilafulilugesnssmuanmiey DREIZPTRR
wazouwis wazshmsdaduunvinmugiiovesiigns tonsiuae (2541) vmsaegudnuurveseausasetiu
flgfaneuarmaiionelindesidneadmsunsnulududaly

nsAnwdematianiausvIAtindugIuinevaduln

thieg1sdnvowuuasatuii 2 9dia $1um 120 Un Fdldunantnianaduasmadovesuuasotiy
Tuusiazadin (30 Yndemevesudazaiia) thawlnddndituiinliseana JPEG Alsuninisgadumisuudn
(Landmark) 97u3u 15 39 sio Un (Fanmdt 1) dreTusunsy tpsUtil32, tpsDig32 uay tpsrelw32 (Rohlf, 2010a, b)
iy Welwdgnuuanduiuusuds tufinlwdidu Excel.csv anduidhglusunsy STAR Wodiaseinisdn
nguANENRUSAINBAYTENBY (Principal Component Analysis: PCA) 9113510135984 Rattanawannee et al.
(2010)

1cm

i 1 99 land mark uuUndsuuwvesuuasletu 2 ¥lla Ae Brachythemis contaminata Wa Diplacodes
trivialis 1u9é Libellulidae Taglusunsu tpsdig32 n) D. trivialis (mej\f) %), D. trivialis (WWeilily),
A) B. contaminata (LWﬂB:d:) uay ) B. contaminata (Weitile)

A

nnsAnsdnuarduguinernnduinvesuasetiuie 2 ¥ile Wiud 8. contaminata uag D,
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