G GED)

]
=

fdauszezh 3 ‘uaaumﬁuﬁﬁmma"'lﬁ’tymaﬁﬁLq'ﬂﬁﬂa@lfgnﬁ’lmﬁﬂmzﬂiw
anwuznwuanlaglindassanseidilinaseusfiadainnea LA wiATiada
Hydrotaea spinigera (NFT Muscidae), Piophila casei (’NFT Piophilidae), Megaselia scalaris
(’N?T Phoridae) ez Chrysomya rufifacies (’3\‘1?7 Calliphoridae) ﬁaLLﬂ’ﬁ’déaummLLuaﬁuﬁv‘a
ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁgﬂiﬁoﬂé’ﬂﬂﬂﬁaﬁu atg lsiauanNEIeL9UIENTITY anterior spiracle, RA81A7,
posterior spiracle Fafanuuandiuluudazsia munsosslumssumnuazifiedsd
sanuyas Twmanitle f’ﬁw:Lﬂuﬂ'sﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬂumsﬁ'ugmﬂw'luamﬂﬂ nsdinuasou

LuauTAafIna12 luan



Abstract

Scanning electron microscopy was used to describe the third-instar of four
forensically-important fly species, i.e., Hydrotaea spinigera (family Muscidae), Piophila
casei (family Piophilidae), Megaselia scalaris (family Phoridae) and Chrysomya rufifacies
(Calliphoridae). Although all were muscoid-shaped, some distinctive features could be
used to differentiate them. These particular features included anterior spiracle,
integument, posterior spiracle. This information will be useful for diagnostic or
differentiate such fly larvae in the future, especially if these species were found

associating in a corpse.



