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Abstract F ius racen osa Lnn.  ismonoec bus there exist several fower layers n figs at the stage of pre-post fbra

A ccording to the pedicel length the galls are classified nto three layers galls projected into the cavity are naned as
nner layer ( the lengh of pedicel is 5 13 £0. 65 mm), then intem ediate layer ( the length of pedicel is 3 60 *
0.47mm) , galls next to the fig wall belong 1o the outer layer ( the lengih of pedicel is L 32 FQ 15 mm) .

size of ovaries in the different layers are not the sang¢ the ovaries n the mner layer are senificantly bigger than

hose n ntem ediate and outer layer The ovaries are also w ith the different sizes thewasps The ovaries contained

Platyneura testacea are the biggest they are sgnificantly larger than the others The ovaries occup ed by P. mayri

are larger than those by P. agraensis and pollinators but there exist little difference bew een Apocryp ia w est oodi

andApoayp n sp . The distribution of ovaries contaned pollinators are alost in nner and intem ediate layers but

the non-pollnators are nclined to live n the outer layers Specially, as gallmakers P. tesiacea are different to other

non-pollnators they prefer live in the ovaries of nner layer which & quite similar to pollinators
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