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4 A B L ECharacters used in the Otte's key (1984) to differentiate between adults of C. viridifasciata and C. australior.

#HARACTERASUCGHFRALIOR

#HARACTERWBIRIDBDIFASCIATA

-Disk of pronotum with posterior margins usually forming
almost right angle

-Lateral field of forewings with strong dark marking directly bove
base of hind femora

-Upper face of hind femora with three dark bands (including
knee), middle band distinctly triangular

-Frontal ridge slightly concave at level of antennae

-Hind tibiae bluish or blue-green

-Disk of pronotum strongly acute-angulate along posterior
margins

-Lateral field of forewings without strong dark marking directly
above base of hind femora

-Upper face of hind femora not strongly banded and without
strong triangular mark in central part

-Frontal ridge not concave at level of antennae

-Hind tibiae dirty yellow or brown

4 A B L ETest of differences between characters from Otte (1984) against month of collection for Nebraska specimens of Chortophaga
viridifasciata from, post-hoc tests. P-values are presented from Tukey tests following PROC GLM to detect significant differences (SAS

Institute Inc. 1999). *Significant.

-ONTH
Character April May June  July August+
Caudal margin of pronotum 0.0204* <0.0001* 0.0943 0.1053 0.1579
Forewing pattern <0.0001* 0.02325* 0.2830 0.3157 0.6315
Hind femur markings <0.0001* <0.0001* 0.1569 0.1579 0.4211
Hind tibial color <0.0001* 0.0465* 0.3400 0.3684 0.5263

&1 G Specimens representing typical C. viridifasciata (male = 1
specimen, females 2" and 3). Note the lack of markings on the
tegmina and hind femur, as well as the brownish to blackish hind
tibiae. These specimenswere collected in Lancaster County, Nebraska
in April 2006. See Plate VII for color version.

& I G Nebraska specimens sharing some characters with C. aus-
tralior. Note the markings on the tegmina (all) and hind femur (top
male; males = 1*and 3" specimens, female = 2" and 4), as well as
the blue hind tibiae. These specimens were collected in Lancaster
and Pawnee Counties in Nebraska in July 2006. See Plate VII for
color version.
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