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DISCUSSION .AND CONCLUSION

ies of bat involved in the present

} Sabnis (1979) by means of
whole mount and plast ession ws. Their specimens were

Hair structures of

work, were studied by

examined under light sad 3. \\ J&"*'-,— ause of the limitation
of resolution, i are fsu ively different from the

u 1cular scale as follow:

Species Scale characters

Rousettus leschen: 1— pinulate borders (S)

X

,broad lobate coronal (P)

—
il‘!
Taphozous _ﬁgﬁgﬁ /J wﬁﬂ lﬁ Fﬂa] me borders (S)

sent ergent dentate coronal (P)
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Taphozou$§ theobaldi corollar serrate borders (S)

absent divergent, dentate coronal (P)

Megaderma lyra absent serrate (S)

present divergent, unequal hastate

with pointed peak coronal (P)



Species Medulla Scale character

Hipposideros cineraceus absent corollar borders (S)

_absent slightly divergent, unequal

hastate coronal (P)

liar borders (8)

'Eiiisiéig divergent, unequal

- coronal (P)

Pipistrellus coromandra

Scotophilus heathi serrate scale (S)

unequal hastate

Eonycteris spelaea vergent, entire coronal (B)
nt ,~broad lobate

‘r“{

Aselliscus s‘tﬁlﬁﬁ ﬁﬁfﬂ m to repa:dc:zzjl( S)
et H 5%“3@3’1}11@ e

unequal hastate coronal (P)
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The common or striking different characters of hair of each
group on page indicate that the identification should be reconsidered on

the following points.

1. Group 1 : Pteropus has a unique striking difference from
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Hair st setu ¥

'- ignificance of the

diagnostic criteriom, but the combination ofm:heir structures will be

of valuable i i ﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁi‘tﬁ:ﬁade on the basis of
other mmho’;ﬂjj‘ s - i appearance of hair
¢
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be of great value in identifi
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