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apicals; hind tibia (Fig. 4) inconspicuously thickened in basal half (MSSC), with 2 
strong dorsal and 1 strong posterodorsal bristles, with 3–4 shorter posterodorsals, with 
7-8 fine posterior setae in basal two thirds, 1.5-2 times longer than diameter of tibia 
(MSSC), with double antero- and posterodorsal row of fine setae in distal two thirds, 
1.5-2 times longer than diameter of tibia (MSSC), with 4 apicals; fore basitarsus with 
posteroventral row of elongate setulae, slightly longer than diameter of segment 
(MSSC); all tarsi without claws, with enlarged pulvilli (MSSC); femur, tibia and tar-
somere (from first to fifth) length ratio: fore leg: 77/72/34/11/9/7/10, mid leg: 
77/82/40/19/12/9/10, hind leg: 89/94/30/23/15/9/10.  

Wing (Fig. 5): colorless and transparent, with brown veins; ratio of costal section 
between R2+3 and R4+5 to that between R4+5 and M1+2, 23/34; R4+5 and M1+2 subparallel 
in middle part and slightly divergent in apical part of wing; M1+2 with bend in middle of 
apical part, strongly weakened at bend and somewhat weakened in apical part; section 
of M1+2 between posterior cross-vein (dm-cu) and bend slightly longer than that between 
bend and wing margin (69/66); dm-cu located at level of R1; ratio of apical portion of 
CuA1 to dm-cu, 73/13; anal vein distinct, anal lobe developed, anal angle obtuse; calyp-
ter yellow, with simple yellow cilia; halter yellow.  

Abdomen: black, with black setation; sterna 4-5 developed, setose; tergum 6 gla-
brous; sternum 6 and segment 7 reduced; segment 8 large, rounded, with four strong 
black bristles; hypopygium (Fig. 6) black, small, partly concealed; epandrium flattened 
laterally, with left lateral foramen; hypandrium fused with epandrium, simple, short, 
triangular (ventral aspect); phallus long and thin, simple; a pair of long and narrow 
symmetrical epandrial lobes originating near base of hypandrium, pointed at apex, with 
3-4 setae as figured; surstylus bilobate, more or less straight; ventral lobe of surstylus 
subtriangular in basal half, narrow in distal half, with subapical ventral notch, bearing 
some short setulae and one strong but short middorsal seta; dorsal lobe narrow, half as 
long as ventral lobe, bearing short apical seta; postgonite reduced, concealed; cercus 
black, small, rounded, bearing short setae. 

 
Fig. 6. Asyndetus congensis sp. nov., hypopygium, lateral aspect. 

Female: similar to male except lacking MSSC, otherwise as noted: face white pol-
linose; hind tibia with 1 anterodorsal and 2-3 posterodorsal bristles; abdomen with anal 
plate projecting, rounded; hemitergites of last segment each with 4 thick spines. 

Measurements (mm): Body length 2.1, antenna length 0.76, wing length 2.2, wing 
width 0.8.  
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Asyndetus savannensis sp. nov. 

(Figs. 7−9) 
Diagnosis. The new species is close to A. congensis and A. madagascarensis, dif-

fering in distinctly interrupted M1+2, with broken sections usually partly running parallel 
to each other; in acicular in distal half epandrial lobe, bearing one strong apical seta. A. 
congensis and A. madagascarensis have more or less weakened bend in middle of api-
cal part M1+2; epandrial lobe bearing two apical setae in A. madagascarensis; male of A. 
congensis has ventral setae on mid and hind femora about twice as long as diameter of 
corresponding femur (see key below). 

Type material. HOLOTYPE ♂, [D.R. Congo:], Congo Belge, P.N.G., Miss. H. 
De Saeger, II/fd/17, 29.VII.1952, H. De Saeger, 3844 [RMCA]. PARATYPES 9♂, 
same label; 1♂, [D.R. Congo:], Congo Belge, P.N.G., Miss. H. De Saeger, II/gd/4, 
8.VIII.1952, H. De Saeger, 3923 [RMCA]; 1♂, [D.R. Congo:], Congo Belge, P.N.G., 
Miss. H. De Saeger, II/gd/6, 2.IX.1952, H. De Saeger, 4023 [RMCA]; 1♂, [D.R. Con-
go:], Congo Belge, P.N.G., Miss. H. De Saeger, II/gc/8, 9.IX.1952, H. De Saeger, 4042 
[RMCA]; 1♂, [D.R. Congo:], Congo Belge, P.N.G., Miss. H. De Saeger, II/gd/4, 
31.VII.1952, H. De Saeger, 3859 [RMCA]; 1♂, [D.R. Congo:], Congo Belge, P.N.G., 
Miss. H. De Saeger, II/gd/4, 25.VIII.1952, H. De Saeger, 3978 [RMCA]; 2♂, Senegal: 
M’Bour, St. ORSTOM, 7.XII.1979, D. Pluot [MNHN]. 

Etymology. The species is named for the ecoregion uniting two rather distant col-
lection areas in NE Congo and Senegal, where the new species was taken. 

Description. Similar to A. congensis in all respects, except for the following fea-
tures. Male: Head: antenna (Fig. 7) black; length ratio of scape to pedicel to postpedicel 
to stylus (segments 1 and 2), 10/6/10/5/61.  

Thorax: no additional short seta between 2nd and 3rd strong dorsocentrals.  

7
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Figs. 7−8. Asyndetus savannensis sp. nov.: 7 – antenna, 8 – wing. 
Legs: mainly greenish-black, knees dirty yellow, fore and mid tibiae and bases of 

tarsi pale brown, hind tibia brown; all femora with two ventral rows of fine setae, half as 
long as height of femur (MSSC); hind tibia simple, without rows of remarkable setae; 
femur, tibia and tarsomere (from first to fifth) length ratio: fore leg: 
86/82/40/17/12/10/11, mid leg: 92/96/47/22/15/10/10, hind leg: 95/105/34/26/15/10/13.  

Wing (Fig. 8): colorless and transparent, with brown veins; ratio of costal section 
between R2+3 and R4+5 to that between R4+5 and M1+2, 28/46; R4+5 distinctly convex ante-
riorly at wing apex; M1+2 distinctly interrupted, with broken sections usually partly run-
ning parallel to each other; section of M1+2 between posterior cross-vein (dm-cu) and 
bend distinctly longer than that between bend and wing margin (88/72); dm-cu located 
right before level of R1; ratio of apical portion of CuA1 to dm-cu, 93/18.  

Abdomen: black, with black setation; sterna 4–5 developed, setose; tergum 6 gla-
brous; sternum 6 and segment 7 reduced; segment 8 large, rounded, with four strong 
black bristles; hypopygium (Fig. 9) black, small, partly concealed; epandrium flattened 
laterally, with left lateral foramen; hypandrium fused with epandrium, simple, short, 
triangular (ventral aspect), with apical brush of setae; phallus long and thin, practically 
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simple, with indistinct dorsal serration at base of swollen part; a pair of long symmetri-
cal epandrial lobes originating near base of hypandrium, broad at base, acicular at apex 
(with somewhat variable length and width, in holotype slightly longer, than in some 
paratypes), with 1 apical and 2 subapical setae as figured (variable in location and 
length in paratypes); surstylus bilobate, more or less straight; ventral lobe of surstylus 
subtriangular in basal half, narrow in distal half, with subapical ventral notch, bearing 
some short setulae (variable in number and length in paratypes) and one short, but 
strong apicoventral spine, having no middorsal seta; dorsal lobe narrow, about half as 
wide as ventral lobe in middle, bearing short apical spine; postgonite bilobed, with both 
lobes narrow, curved ventrally, reaching apex of dorsal lobe of surstylus; cercus black, 
small, rounded, bearing short setae. 

 
Fig. 9. Asyndetus savannensis sp. nov., hypopygium, lateral aspect. 

Female: unknown. 
Measurements (mm): Body length 2.6–2.8, antenna length 0.85, wing length 2.6, 

wing width 0.9.  
 

Asyndetus namibiensis sp. nov. 
(Figs. 10−12) 

Diagnosis. The new species is close to A. congensis, both differing from other 
Afrotropical species in the unusually ciliated hind tibia (see key below). Male of A. na-
mibiensis differs in ventral setae on mid and hind femora about half as long as diameter 
of corresponding femur. 

Type material. HOLOTYPE ♂ [in glycerol in vial, mounted on pin], Namibia: 
Katima Mulilo Dist., mopane in Salambala, M4, S17°42'55'' E24°32'47'', 24-26.II.2001, 
E. Marais & A.H. Kirk-Spriggs, yellow pans [BMSA]. PARATYPES 4♂, 4♀ [in alco-
hol in vial, 1♂, 1♀ dried and mounted on pins], same label [BMSA]. 

Etymology. The species is named for the country of origin. 
Description. Similar to A. congensis in all respects, except for the following fea-

tures. (All specimens are quite discolourated due to long-term storage in alcohol, with 
major bristles brown to brown-black.). Male: Head: antenna (Fig. 10) with postpedicel 
trapezoidal, with rounded tip, 1.3 times as long (along ventral margin) as high at base, 
bearing short hairs; arista-like stylus basodorsal; palpus discolourated, but apparently 
dark, brownish in dried specimen. Length ratio of scape to pedicel to postpedicel to sty-
lus (segments 1 and 2), 12/11/20/8/39.  
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10 

12 

Figs. 10−12. Asyndetus namibiensis sp. nov., 10 – an-
tenna, 11 – hind leg, 12 – hypopygium, lateral aspect. 

11 

Thorax: upper part of proepisternum with one seta; lower part of proepisternum 
with one strong and one weak setae above coxa; 4 pairs of strong dorsocentral bristles 
of about equal length; no additional seta between 2nd and 3rd dorsocentrals; short acros-
tichals in biserial row; scutellum with one pair of strong bristles and two small lateral 
setae.  

Legs: discolourated, with coxae and femora distinctly darker than tibiae; femora 
without strong bristles, with short anteroventrals and posteroventrals at apex; hind fe-
mur (Fig. 11) with one strong erect ventral seta at basal third, not longer than height of 
femur (MSSC); fore tibia with 3-4 apicals; mid tibia with 2 anterodorsals and 1-2 pos-
terodorsals, of which upper anterodorsal bristle somewhat stronger, 3-4 apicals; hind 
tibia (Fig. 11) with 1-2 posterodorsals, with one dorsal and one ventral rows of elongate 
semi-erect setae in distal half, of which ventral setae about as long as diameter of tibia 
(MSSC), with 4 apicals; all tarsi without claws, with enlarged pulvilli (MSSC); femur, 
tibia and tarsomere (from first to fifth) length ratio: fore leg: 80/76/43/18/13/8/10, mid 
leg: 90/96/51/23/17/10/9, hind leg: 90/104/34/27/20/13/10.  

Wing: similar to that in A. congensis; ratio of costal section between R2+3 and R4+5 
to that of costal section between R4+5 and M1+2, 26/39; section of M1+2 between dm-cu 
and bend distinctly shorter than that between bend and wing margin (55/78); ratio of 
apical portion of CuA1 to dm-cu, 74/14.  

Abdomen: tergum 6 almost glabrous, with at most 2 middorsal setae; segment 7 
reduced; segment 8 with four strong bristles and short hairs; the bristles nearly as long 
as epandrium; hypopygium (Fig. 12) brown, small, partly concealed; phallus long and 
thin, simple; epandrial lobe subtriangular, pointed at apex, with three setae as figured; 
ventral lobe of surstylus elongate-triangular (dorso-lateral aspect), pointed at apex, bear-
ing some short setulae and one strong middorsal seta; dorsal lobe narrow, rod-like, bear-
ing weak apical seta; postgonite narrow, curved ventrally, reaching middle of surstylus; 
cercus small, rounded, bearing short setae. 
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Female: similar to male except lacking MSSC, otherwise as noted: postpedicel 

subtriangular with rounded tip, nearly as long as high; mid tibia with both anterodorsals 
equally strong; hind tibia with few short dorsal setae. 

Measurements (mm): Body length 2.2 (dry) – 2.7 (in alcohol), antenna length 0.7, 
wing length 2.2, wing width 0.9.  

 
Asyndetus madagascarensis sp. nov. 

(Figs. 13−15) 
Diagnosis. The new species is close to A. virgatus, differing in longer postpedicel, 

nearly 2 times longer than high, and presence of the large suboval epandrial lobe (see 
key below). 

Type material. HOLOTYPE ♂ [in glycerol in vial, mounted on pin], 
MADAGASCAR: Fia[narantsoa Province], Ranomafana [National Park, 21°00'S 
47°30'E], 19.I.1992, A. Pauly, forêt (IRSNB). PARATYPES 14♂, 7♀ [in alcohol in 
vial, 1♂, 1♀ dried and mounted on pins], same label [IRSNB]. 

Etymology. The species is named for the country of origin. 
Description. Similar to A. congensis in all respects, except for the following fea-

tures. (All specimens are quite discolourated due to long-term storage in alcohol, with 
major bristles brown to brown-black.). Male: Head: antenna (Fig. 13) with postpedicel 
large, trapezoidal, with rounded tip, 1.8 times as long (along ventral margin) as high at 
base, bearing short hairs; arista-like stylus basodorsal; palpus discolourated, but appar-
ently dark, brownish in dried specimen. Length ratio of scape to pedicel to postpedicel 
to stylus (segments 1 and 2), 12/10/22/6/36.  

13 14 

Figs. 13−14. Asyndetus madagascarensis sp. nov.: 13 – antenna, 14 – wing. 
Thorax: upper part of proepisternum with one seta; lower part of proepisternum 

with one strong and one weak setae above coxa; 5 pairs of strong dorsocentral bristles; 
short acrostichals in biserial row; scutellum with one pair of strong bristles and two 
small lateral setae.  

Legs: discolourated, with coxae and femora distinctly darker than tibiae; all femo-
ra with double row of long ventral setae along entire length, at least half as long as 
height of femur, in addition to subapical ventral bristles (MSSC); at apices those setae 
nearly as long as height of corresponding femur; fore tibia with 3-4 apicals; mid tibia 
with 2 anterodorsals and 2 posterodorsals, of which upper anterodorsal bristle somewhat 
stronger, 3-4 apicals; hind tibia with one dorsal row of about 8 short setae, of which one 
middorsal seta strongest, slightly longer than diameter of tibia (MSSC), with 4 apicals; 
all tarsi without claws, with enlarged pulvilli (MSSC); femur, tibia and tarsomere (from 
first to fifth) length ratio: fore leg: 75/71/37/14/10/6/9, mid leg: 84/80/42/17/11/8/8, 
hind leg: 88/98/27/22/14/9/8.  

Wing (Fig. 14): similar to that in A. congensis; ratio of costal section between R2+3 
and R4+5 to that of costal section between R4+5 and M1+2, 27/37; wing vein dm-cu faint, 
located before level of R1; section of M1+2 between dm-cu and bend distinctly longer 
than that between bend and wing margin (82/63); ratio of apical portion of CuA1 to dm-
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cu, 89/9.  

Abdomen: tergum 6 glabrous; segment 7 reduced; segment 8 with four strong 
bristles and short hairs; hypopygium (Fig. 15) small, partly concealed; phallus long and 
thin, simple; epandrial lobe suboval, with three long setae as figured; ventral lobe of 
surstylus elongate-triangular (dorso-lateral aspect), acute at apex, bearing some short 
setulae and one or two strong middorsal setae; dorsal lobe narrow, rod-like, bearing 
short apical spine; postgonite narrow, curved ventrally, reaching middle of surstylus; 
cercus small, rounded, bearing moderately long setae. 

 
Fig. 15. Asyndetus madagascarensis sp. nov. hypopygium, lateral aspect. 

Female: similar to male except lacking MSSC, otherwise as noted: postpedicel 
subtriangular with acute tip, as long as high; mid tibia with both anterodorsals equally 
strong; hind tibia with 2 anterodorsal and about 5 short dorsal setae. 

Measurements (mm): Body length 2.1 (dry) – 2.6 (in alcohol), antenna length 
0.65, wing length 2.1, wing width 0.85.  

 
Doubtful species 

 
Asyndetus indifferens Curran, 1926b: 411. 
Remarks: A female holotype (South African Museum, Cape Town, not seen) was in-
completely described, being compared with a male of A. crassitarsis Curran, 1926b, 
differing from the latter in brown fore tibia, the character being common in females of 
A. virgatus (Curran, 1926a) and A. decaryi (Parent, 1929b). I think the A. indifferens 
may be conspecific to either A. virgatus or A. decaryi. 
Distribution: Type locality: South Africa: Zululand, M’fongosi. Afrotropical: South 
Africa. 
Asyndetus inermis Parent, 1937: 7. 
Type material examined: ♀ [holo]type: [DR Congo:] Congo-belge, Rives Busira, 
VI.1936, J. Ghesquière / R. Mus. Hist. Nat. Belg. 10482 / Asyndetus inermis n.sp. ♀, O. 
Parent / O. Parent det. 1936: Asyndetus inermis n.sp. / tête disparue du course duretour 
du determinateur [RMCA]. 
Remarks: The holotype examined is strongly damaged. According to the original de-
scription, the species is close to the A. albifrons female, differing in reduced number of 
bristles on tibiae (1 antero-, 2 posterodorsals on mid tibia and 2 antero-, 2 posterodor-
sals on hind tibia in A. inermis vs. 2 antero-, 2 posterodorsals on mid tibia and 2 antero-, 
4 posterodorsals on hind tibia in A. albifrons and all Afrotropical species of the genus) 
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and in distinctly interrupted wing vein M1+2 (weakly interrupted in distal part in A. albi-
frons). Legs black except fore and mid knees. 
Distribution: Type locality: Congo-belge, Rives Busira. Afrotropical: DR Congo. 

 
Key to Afrotropical species of Asyndetus based on male characters 

Remarks: Females usually cannot be identified without males of the same series; A. in-
ermis and A. indifferens, known only from females, are not included. 
 
1. At least anterior four tarsi with claws, with small pulvilli; M1+2 distinctly interrupted 
with broken sections partly running parallel to each other; wing vein dm-cu indistinct; 
1.7–2.2 mm ..................................................................................  pseudoseparatus sp. n. 
– At least fore tarsus without claws, with enlarged pulvilli; M1+2 usually with bend in 
middle of apical part, more or less weakened at bend; wing vein dm-cu usually distinct .. 
..........................................................................................................................................2 
2. Fore basitarsus slender; segments 4–5 of fore tarsus dilated and flattened; 3 mm ......... 
............................................................................................................. crassitarsis Curran 
– Fore tarsus unmodified .................................................................................................3 
3. Hind tarsus with claws, with small pulvilli; 2.5 mm ..........................  albifacies Parent 
– All tarsi without claws, with enlarged pulvilli ..............................................................4 
4. Hind tibia with ventral row of semi-erect setae, at least as long as diameter of tibia ...5 
– Hind tibia without remarkable ventral row of long setae ..............................................7 
5. Hind tibia with regular or irregular row of elongate ventral or anteroventral setulae 
along entire length, not longer than diameter of tibia; epandrial lobe absent; 2.5–3 mm ... 
............................................................................................... virgatus Curran (see below) 
– Hind tibia with regular ventral row of semi-erect setae in middle or in distal half, at 
least as long as diameter of tibia and distinctly longer than other setulae in the same and 
other rows; epandrial lobe well developed ......................................................................6 
6. Mid and hind femora with double rows of erect ventral setae, about 2 times longer 
than height of femur; epandrial lobe long and narrow; 2.1 mm ...............congensis sp. n. 
– Mid femur with ventral setae, at most as long as height of femur; hind femur ventrally 
almost bare, with one strong erect ventral seta at basal third, not longer than height of 
femur; epandrial lobe large, triangular; 2.2 mm ...................................namibiensis sp. n. 
7. Mid and hind femora with double row of ventral setae along entire length, about half 
as long as diameter of femur, in addition to subapical ventral bristles; postgonite long 
and narrow .......................................................................................................................8 
– Mid and hind femora with only subapical ventral bristles; postgonite usually short, 
concealed .......................................................................................................................10 
8. M1+2 distinctly interrupted, with broken sections usually partly running parallel to 
each other; epandrial lobe pointed in distal half, long and narrow, bearing one strong 
apical seta ............................................................................................. savannensis sp. n. 
– M1+2 with bend in middle of apical part, more or less weakened at bend; epandrial 
lobe either absent or bearing two apical setae ..................................................................9 
9. Postpedicel 1.5–2 times longer than high; wing vein dm-cu faint; epandrial lobe large, 
suboval, with three long setae; surstylus with dorsal lobe much narrower than ventral 
lobe; 2.1 mm ................................................................................ madagascarensis sp. n. 
– Postpedicel at most slightly longer than high; wing vein dm-cu strong; epandrial lobe 
absent; surstylus with dorsal lobe wide, nearly as wide as ventral lobe at apex; 2.5–3 
mm ............................................................................................................virgatus Curran 
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10. Halter brown; M1+2 distinctly interrupted; hind tibia with 1 antero- and 1 posterodor-
sal bristles at base and one row of dorsal setae in distal half ............... amaphinius Séguy 
– Halter clear yellow; M1+2 usually with bend in middle of apical part, more or less 
weakened at bend; hind tibia differently setose .............................................................11 
11. Section of M1+2 between posterior cross-vein (dm-cu) and bend about as long as that 
between bend and wing margin; epandrial lobe short and wide, distinctly shorter than 
surstylus, bearing two apical setae; 2–3 mm ........................................... latifrons (Loew) 
– Section of M1+2 between posterior cross-vein (dm-cu) and bend distinctly longer than 
that between bend and wing margin ..............................................................................12 
12. Frons silvery-white pollinose; fore femur with double ventral row of long setae; 2.5 
mm ........................................................................................................... albifrons Parent 
– Frons grey pollinose; fore femur with short setae; epandrial lobe long and slender, 
rod-like, bearing two apical setae; 2 mm ....................................................decaryi Parent 

 
Appendix. Notes on some Palaearctic and Oriental species 

General remarks: As noted above, the presence or absence of acrostichal setae is the 
only appropriate character for distinguishing Asyndetus from Cryptophleps (Capellari & 
Grichanov, 2012). Therefore, at least three Palaearctic species described in the Asynde-
tus (A. izius Negrobov, 1973, A. minutus Negrobov et Shamshev, 1986 and A. vividus 
Negrobov et Shamshev, 1986) may be recombined with Cryptophleps. Nevertheless, my 
investigation of the hypopygial morphology of species of the two genera (see figures in 
this and cited papers) assumes that the genera will be synonymised in future. 

 
Asyndetus albipalpus Loew, 1871: 295; Negrobov, 1973: 158. 
Type material examined (here designated): Lectotype: ♂, [Uzbekistan: upper stream of 
Syr Darya River:] “Сыръ Дарья” [ZIN]. Paralectotypes: 2♂, same locality [ZIN]. 

Remarks: Describing new species from the A.P. Fedtshenko’s Turkistan expedition 
(1868-1871), H. Loew everywhere mentioned “Sarawschan Thal” (Zeravshan River 
Valley) as the type locality of his newly described species. Nevertheless, A.P. 
Fedtshenko collected the material from a much larger territory of the former Khanate of 
Kokand, from Kattaqurghon and Samarqand cities in the West to Fergana Valley and 
Alai Mountains in the East (e.g., Negrobov, 1981) within the present countries Kyr-
gyzstan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan. Some collection sites were also located in the pre-
sent Kazakhstan. Most part of the identified material was returned to ZMU at the end of 
XIX century, while some voucher specimens (including Loew’s syntypes) were retained 
in the Natural History Museum, Berlin, Germany (MFN; Negrobov, 1981). A part of the 
ZMU material collected by Fedtshenko was probably borrowed or taken in exchange by 
A.A. Stackelberg (ZIN) before the WWII and was recently found in ZIN collection. It 
contains apparently mixture of identified and unidentified specimens under original la-
bels, comprising locality number (separately) and brief description of a locality (in Cy-
rillic letters). Six specimens bear old hand-written museum labels with species names 
(including two specimens of Loew’s species with abbreviation “n. sp.”; one of the 
names is unpublished), followed by a more or less long row of unlabeled specimens. 
Some specimens bear hand-written (by Stackelberg) identification labels including 
types (with abbreviation “n. sp.”) of at least two species, i.e. the holotype of Syntormon 
turanicus Stackelberg, 1927 and two syntypes of Teuchophorus rohdendorfi Stackel-
berg, 1927, in addition to possible syntypes (with only locality labels) of Fedtshenko-
myia chrysotymoides Stackelberg, 1927 and Rhaphium turanicola (Stackelberg, 1927). 
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Regarding Asyndetus, the ZIN old material examined comprises a series of speci-

mens followed by a male (with broken abdomen) bearing an old hand-written museum 
label “albipalpus Lw.” and Stackelberg’s hand-written label “Asyndetus albipalpis 
Lw.”. The series contains three Asyndetus species, of which three males (with a locality 
label “Syr Darya” in Russian) fully correspond to the original Loew’s description of A. 
albipalpus (Loew, 1871) and generally correspond to a brief description of A. albi-
palpus by Negrobov (1973), which was based on Mongolian material and may belong 
to a different species. The other specimens belong to A. longicornis Negrobov, 1973 
and A. mixtus Negrobov et Shamshev, 1986 (see below). Therefore, lectotype and 
paralectotypes are here designated to fix the current taxonomic concept of A. albipalpus 
and ensure consistent future interpretation. 

Distribution: Type locality: Uzbekistan: upper stream of Syr Darya River (origi-
nally published as “Turkestan, Sarawschan Thal”). Palaearctic: ?Mongolia, Tajikistan, 
Uzbekistan. 
 
Asyndetus barbiventris Stackelberg, 1952: 402; Negrobov, 1973: 159. 
Material examined: 1♂, Tajikistan: Khatlon Prov., Farkhor distr., Novobod, 37.551°N, 
69.460°E, 475 m asl, 6.VI.2010, water, pastures, K. Tomkovich [ZMU]; 1♂, [Kazakh-
stan or Uzbekistan]: Bairakum / 4 [pink label; ex coll. A.P. Fedtshenko 1871; ZIN]; 
Distribution: Type locality: Tajikistan: Tigrovaya balka, river Pyandzh, Kirovobad. Pal-
aearctic: ?Kazakhstan, Tajikistan, ?Uzbekistan. First record after description. 
 
Asyndetus chaetifemoratus Parent, 1925: 162. 
Material examined: 3♂, 1♀, Israel: Mt. Hermon, 1600 m, 5.IX.1981, A. Freidberg 
[TAU]. 
Distribution: Type locality: Egypt: Baharia Oasis. Palaearctic: Egypt, Israel. New for 
Israel. First record after description. 
 
Asyndetus longicornis Negrobov, 1973: 160. 
Material examined: 1♂, 1♀, [Uzbekistan: upper stream of Syr Darya River:] “Сыръ 
Дарья” [ZIN]. 2♂, 1♀, [Kazakhstan: Kosaral:] “Косаралъ” /24 [ZIN]; 1♂, [Tajikistan 
or Uzbekistan: Zeravshan Valley:] “Заравш. д.” /1 [ZIN]; 1♂, Russia: Astrakhan Re-
gion, Ikryanoe district, Zyuzino, 45.751°N, 47.678°E, 8–9.V.2010, water, pastures, K. 
Tomkovich [ZMU].  
Additional material examined: 1♀, [Tajikistan or Uzbekistan: Zeravshan Valley:] 
“Заравш. д.” /6 [ZIN]; 2♀, [Uzbekistan: Keles:] “Келесъ” /22 [ZIN]; 2♀, [Uzbekistan: 
Karak:] “Каракъ” /7 [ZIN]; 1♀, [Kazakhstan:] Taldyqorghan Region, Katutau Mts., 
Kuibynskoe Gorge, 25 km NWN Koktal, 30.VI.1988, Tanasiichuk [ZIN]; 1♀, [Turk-
menistan:] 30 km E Nebit-Dag, S slope of Bolshoi Balkhan Ridge, 9.V.1984, Tana-
siichuk [ZIN]. 
Remarks: A. longicornis males examined show some extent of variation in shape of an-
tennal postpedicel (with ovate to subtriangular apex) and setation of phallus (aedeagus); 
the characters were considered diagnostic by Pârvu (1989) when he described his new 
species A. negrobovi from Romania. E.g., two males collected in Kosaral differ from 
each other in subapical setation of phallus (in addition to shape of postpedicel): weaker 
(as shown by Negrobov, 1973: Fig. 24) or stronger dorsal setation with two basal dents 
long and narrow (as shown by Pârvu, 1989: Fig. 5). Therefore, A. longicornis can repre-

 44
sent a complex of widely distributed sibling species (including A. negrobovi) or differ-
ent phenotypes of the same species. 
Distribution: Type locality: “Mongolei, Südgobi aimak, 40 km SSO von Nomagon, 
Salzbodenwiese, in der Nähe von der Wasserquelle”. Palaearctic: China (Inner Mongo-
lia), Hungary, Kazakhstan, Mongolia, ?Romania, Russia (Astrakhan), Tajikistan, Turk-
menistan, Uzbekistan. New for Kazakhstan, Russia, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uz-
bekistan. 
 
Asyndetus mixtus Negrobov et Shamshev, 1986: 48. 
Material examined: 1♂ (with broken abdomen), [Tajikistan or Uzbekistan: Zeravshan 
Valley:] “Заравш. д.” /4. / “albipalpus Lw.” [old hand-written museum label] / “Asyn-
detus albipalpis Lw., Stackelberg det.” (ZIN); 1♂, [Tajikistan or Uzbekistan: Zeravshan 
Valley:] “Заравш. д.” /28 (ZIN); 1♂, [Tajikistan: Vorukh:] “Ворухъ / 20” (ZIN). 
Remarks: Negrobov & Shamshev (1986) referred the type locality of the species in error 
to Turkmenistan instead of Uzbekistan. 
Distribution: Type locality: [Uzbekistan]: Samarkand, Kattakurgan district, Kumak. 
Palaearctic: Tajikistan, Uzbekistan. New for Tajikistan. 
 
Asyndetus separatus (Becker), 1902: 56 (Meringopherusa); Becker, 1918: 78 (Asynde-
tus); Negrobov, 1973: 161. 
Asyndetus lateinterruptus Strobl, in Czerny, Strobl, 1909: 190 (as late-interruptus). 
Type locality: Italy and Austria: “Monfalcone bei Triest; Admont” (synonymised by 
Becker, 1918: 78) 
Material examined: 1♂, [Egypt:] Fayūm, III, 44741 / Meringopherusa separata Beck., 
det. Becker [ZIN]; 1♀, [Egypt:] Kairo, XI, 44277 [ZIN]; 3♂: Cyprus, Famagusta, 9-
12.VII.1939 (Håkan Lindb.) [ZMH]; 3♀, Israel: Ein Hajla, 11.V.1977, A. Freidberg 
[TAU]. 
Remarks: A male from Fayūm (Egypt) examined may belong to the type series of A. 
separatus. It corresponds to the description and figure provided by Becker (1902). The 
male genitalia preparation was made by the author of this paper, showing its strong sim-
ilarity with the A. pseudoseparatus described in this paper (see Fig. 1), but differing 
from the figure provided by Negrobov (1973) in shape of epandrial lobe and in simple 
phallus (without setation). In addition, a male from Fayūm has two pedunculate apical 
setae on the left epandrial lobe and three apical setae (of which one seta is pedunculate) 
on the right epandrial lobe. Negrobov (1973) studied the material collected from Tajiki-
stan, and his pictures may belong to another species. 
Distribution: Type locality: Egypt: Alexandrien, Fayūm. Palaearctic: Algeria, Cyprus, 
Egypt, Greece, Iraq, Israel, Libya, Spain, Tunisia, ?Tajikistan. New for Israel. 
 
Asyndetus thaicus Grootaert et Meuffels, 2002: 42; Wang et al., 2007: 151. 
Material examined: 2♂, India: Gujarat, Naliya, env. Kothara, riv. Nayera, 23.137°N, 
68.931°E, 5.X.2012, K. Tomkovich [ZMU]; 1♂, 2♀, India: Goa, Palolem, ~15.018°N, 
74.018°E, 3-9.II.2009, K. Tomkovich [ZMU]. 
Remarks: This is the second Asyndetus species found in India, which is still undercol-
lected. The wide areas of A. latifrons and A. thaicus distribution assume the presence of 
more Oriental, Palaearctic and Afrotropical species of the genus in this country. 
Distribution: Type locality: Thailand: Rayong Province, Ko Samed, Tarn Tawan. Orien-
tal: China (Yunnan), India (Goa, Gujarat), Thailand. New for India. 
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О.П.Негробов, О.В.Селиванова, О.О.Маслова, М.А.Чурсина. Справочный спи-

сок хищных мух-зеленушек семейства Dolichopodidae (Diptera) фауны России 
Приведен обзор изученности фауны семейства Dolichopodidae (Diptera) России. Пер-

вые сведения по Dolichopodidae России с описанием ряда новых видов включены в работы 
зарубежных и российских авторов XIX-XX веков (Dwigubsky, 1802; Fischer von Waldheim, 
1819; Gimmerthal, 1847; Eversmann, 1834; Остен-Сакен, 1858; Motschulsky, 1859; Loew, 
1848, 1871; Kowarz, 1877; Порчинский, 1874; А. Федченко, 1868; Б. Федченко, 1891, 1892; 
Becker, 1900, 1915, 1923; Lundström, Frey 1913; Frey, 1915, 1918; Wnukowsky, 1932, 1936; 
Parent, 1925, 1927, 1930). А.А. Штакельбергом (1919–1971) было впервые для России ука-
зано 68 видов долихоподид, а также описано много новых видов с юга Дальнего Востока, 
из Сибири и других регионов нашей страны. Е.С. Смирновым (1948а, 1948б) было описано 
18 видов рода Dolichopus из Приморья и 2 вида рода Hercostomus (Смирнов, Негробов, 
1977, 1979). К началу 1960-х гг. наиболее полно была исследована территория Ленинград-
ской области, для которой было отмечено 205 видов Dolichopodidae (Штакельберг, 1962). 
О.П. Негробов с соавторами (1963–2012) описал из разичных регионов России более 200 
новых для науки видов. И.Я. Гричановым (1979-2012) получены новые фаунистические 
данные и описан ряд новых видов, в том числе из европейской части России, Сибири и 
Дальнего Востока. Работы Б.И Вольфова и С.Ю. Кустова (2006-2010) посвящены фауне 
северо-западной части Кавказа. В настоящей работе впервые публикуется список хищных 
мух-зеленушек Dolichopodidae фауны России, включающий 52 рода, 735 видов и подвидов. 

Воронежский государственный университет, Воронежский государственный педа-
гогический университет, Воронеж. 
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Introduction 
 

The first data on Dolichopodidae of Russia with descriptions of some new species 
were published by European and Russian authors (Dwigubsky, 1802; Fischer von 
Waldheim, 1819; Gimmerthal, 1847; Eversmann, 1834; Osten-Saken, 1858; Motschul-
sky, 1859; Loew, 1848-1873; Kowarz, 1873, 1877, 1889; Porchinski, 1874; А. Fed-
tchenko 1868; B. Fedtchenko, 1891, 1892; Becker, 1900, 1915, 1923; Lundström, Frey, 
1913; Frey, 1915, 1918, 1933; Wnukowsky, 1932, 1936; Parent, 1925, 1927, 1930). 
A.A. Stackelberg (1919–1971) recorded 68 species of Dolichopodidae from Russia for 
the first time and described many new species from the South of the Far East, from Si-
beria and some other regions of the country. In 1960s the Leningrad Region was the 
most studied territory in Russia with 205 known species of Dolichopodidae (Stackel-
berg, 1962). E.S. Smirnov (1948a, 1948b) described 18 species of the genus Dolichopus 
from Primorye and two species of the genus Hercostomus (Smirnov, Negrobov, 1977, 
1979). More than 200 species new to science were described from various territories of 
Russia by O.P. Negrobov and coauthors (1963–2012). New faunistic data were obtained 
and a number of new species were described by I.Ya. Grichanov (1979–2012) from the 
European part of Russia, Siberia and the Far East. Works of B.I. Volfov and S.Yu. Kus-
tov (2006-2010) were devoted to the fauna of northwestern part the Caucasus. 
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There were also a number of publications on larvae of the genus Medetera being 

predatious on bark beetles, on ecology and ethology of Dolichopodidae. So far 52 gen-
era, 735 species and subspecies are known on the territory of Russia. The number of 
species and subspecies in genera are as follows: Achalcus – 5, Acropsilus – 1, Anepsio-
myia – 1, Aphrosylus – 1, Argyra – 25, Asyndetus – 4, Campsicnemus – 27, Chrysotimus – 6, 
Chrysotus – 37, Diaphorus – 16, Diostracus – 5, Dolichophorus – 1, Dolichopus – 179, Epi-
thalassius – 1, Guzeriplia – 2, Hercostomus – 54, Hydrophorus – 32, Hypophyllus – 3, Lam-
prochromus – 4, Liancalus – 1, Ludovicius – 1, Machaerium – 1, Medetera – 100, Melanos-
tolus – 3, Mesorhaga – 2, Micromorphus – 5, Nematoproctus – 4, Neurigona – 22, Nepalo-
myia – 1, Orthoceratium – 1, Paraclius – 1, Peloropeodes – 1, Peodes – 3, Poecilobothrus – 
7, Pseudoxanthochlorus – 1, Rhaphium – 62, Scellus – 5, Sciapus – 19, Setihercostomus – 1, 
Sphyrotarsus – 1, Suschania – 1, Sybistroma – 8, Sympycnus – 8, Syntormon – 22, Systenus 
– 4, Tachytrechus – 9, Telmaturgus – 1, Teuchophorus – 6, Thinophilus – 5, Thrypticus – 20, 
Vetimicrotes – 1, Xanthochlorus – 5.  

 
Check-list 

 
Achalcus Loew, 1857. 
Achalcus cinereus (Walker, 1851) – Moscow reg. (Fedtchenko A., 1868, Fed-

tchenko B., 1892), Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Achalcus flavicollis (Mei-
gen, 1824) – Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Achalcus melanotrichus Mik, 
1878 – Pskov reg. (Grichanov, 1998), Achalcus polleti Negrobov et Selivanova, 2010 – 
Amur reg. (Negrobov, Selivanova, 2010), Achalcus thalhammeri Lichtwardt, 1913 – 
Pskov reg. (Przhiboro, Grichanov, 2003). 

Acropsilus Mik, 1878. 
Acropsilus niger (Loew, 1869) – Russia (Parent, 1938). 
Anepsiomyia Bezzi, 1902. 
Anepsiomyia flaviventris (Meigen, 1824) – Russia (Parent, 1938). 
Aphrosylus Walker, 1851. 
Aphrosylus ferox Haliday, 1851 – Russia (Parent, 1938). 
Argyra Macquart, 1834. 
Argyra argentina Meigen, 1824 – Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925), North Cau-

casus (Negrobov, 1967 с, Negrobov, Duhanina, 1984, Grichanov, Volfov, Kustov, 
2006), Argyra argyria (Meigen, 1824) – North Caucasus (Negrobov, 1967 с), Krasno-
dar Territory (Grichanov, Kustov, Volfov, 2006), Vologda reg. (Grichanov, 2006 b), 
Argyra atriceps Loew, 1857 – Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), North Cauca-
sus (Negrobov, 1967 с), Tatarstan (Negrobov, Korneev, Selivanova, 2010), Kras-
noyarsk Territory (Pogonin, Negrobov, 2008), Argyra auricolis (Meigen, 1824) – Len-
ingrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Russia (Parent, 1938), Argyra diaphana (Fabri-
cius, 1775) – Moscow reg. (Fedtchenko A., 1868, Fedtchenko B., 1892), Leningrad reg. 
(Stackelberg, 1922, 1925, 1962), Voronezh reg. (Negrobov, 1963, 1965 с, 1967 а), 
Ryazan reg. (Negrobov, Pogonin, 1984), North Caucasus (Grichanov, Volfov, Kustov, 
2006), Kursk reg. (Grichanov, 2007a), Ryazan reg. (Negrobov, Pogonin, 2008), Kras-
noyarsk Territory (Pogonin, Negrobov, 2008), Argyra elongata (Zetterstedt, 1843) – 
Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Voronezh reg. (Negrobov, 1967 a), Vologda 
reg. (Grichanov, 2006 b), Argyra flavida Negrobov, 1973 – Primorye (Negrobov, 1973 
c), Argyra grata Loew, 1857 – Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1962), Voronezh reg. (Ne-
grobov, 1972), Argyra ilonae Gosseries, 1989 (synonym – Argyra confinis (Zetterstedt, 
1849) – Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), North Caucasus (Negrobov, 1967 c, 
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Grichanov, Volfov, Kustov, 2007, Grichanov, 2012 c), Adygea (Grichanov, Volfov, 
Kustov, 2009), Argyra leucocephala (Meigen, 1824) – Volga River basin (Eversmann, 
1834), Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1922, 1925, 1962), Voronezh reg. (Negrobov, 1963, 
Negrobov, 1967 a), North Caucasus (Negrobov, 1967 с), Ryazan reg. (Negrobov, Po-
gonin, 1984, Negrobov, Pogonin, 2008), Adygea (Grichanov, Volfov, Kustov, 2009), 
Krasnodar Territory (Grichanov, 2012c), Argyra magnicornis (Zetterstedt, 1838) – 
Murmansk reg. (Frey¸ Lundsrom, 1913), Russia (Parent, 1938), Leningrad reg. 
(Stackelberg, 1962), Voronezh reg. (Negrobov, 1963, Negrobov, 1967 a), Krasnodar 
Territory (Negrobov, Duhanina, 1984), Argyra negrobovi Grichanov & Shamshev, 1993 
– Khabarovsk Territory (Grichanov, Shamshev, 1993, Grichanov, 2006 a), Argyra ore-
ada Negrobov, 1973 – North Caucasus (Negrobov, 1973 c, Grichanov, 2012 c), Adygea 
(Grichanov, Volfov, Kustov, 2009), Argyra pulata Negrobov et Maslova, 2003 – Ural 
(Negrobov, Maslova, 2003), Argyra setimana Loew, 1859 – Leningrad reg. (Stackel-
berg, 1925, 1962), Russia (Parent, 1938), Murmansk reg. (Grichanov, 2004), Argyra 
setulipes Becker, 1918 – Orenburg reg. (Becker, 1918, Negrobov, Selivanova, 2005), 
Argyra shamshevi Selivanova et Negrobov 2007 – Primorye (Selivanova, Negrobov, 
2007), Argyra skufjini Negrobov, 1965 – North Caucasus (Negrobov, 1965 b, Ne-
grobov, 1967 c), Argyra spoliata Kowarz, 1878 – Russia (Parent, 1938), Leningrad reg. 
(Stackelberg, 1962), Sayan Mountains (Negrobov, Selivanova, Maslova, 2010), Kras-
noyarsk Territory (Pogonin, Negrobov, 2008), Khanty-Mansi autonomous region 
(Grichanov, 2010 a), Irkutsk reg. (Maslova, Negrobov, Selivanova, 2010), Lipetsk reg., 
Krasnodar Territory, Sayan Mountains, Buryatia, Irkutsk reg., Krasnoyarsk Territory, 
Primorye , Amur reg. (Selivanova, Negrobov, Maslova, 2012), Argyra subarctica Ring-
dahl, 1920 – Baikal (Negrobov, 1976 b), North Caucasus (Grichanov, 1998), Adygea 
(Grichanov, Kustov, Volfov, 2006), Altai (Negrobov, Barkalov, 2009), Irkutsk reg. 
(Maslova, Negrobov, Selivanova, 2010), Argyra submontana Negrobov et Selivanova, 
2005 – Krasnodar Territory (Negrobov, Selivanova, 2005, Grichanov, 2012 c), Argyra 
superba Takagi, 1960 – Kuril Islands (Negrobov, 1976 b), Argyra ussuriana Negrobov, 
1973 – Primorye (Negrobov, 1973 c), Argvra venevitinovensis Selivanova et Negrobov 
2007 – Voronezh reg. (Selivanova, Negrobov, 2007 a), Argyra vestita (Weidemann, 
1817) – Moscow reg. (Fedtchenko A., 1868, Fedtchenko B., 1892), Leningrad reg. 
(Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Vologda reg. (Grichanov, 2006 b), Krasnodar Territory 
(Grichanov, 2012 c). 

Asyndetus Loew, 1869. 
Asyndetus diaphoriformis Negrobov et Shamshev, 1986 – Primorye (Negrobov, 

Shamshev, 1986a), Asyndetus latifrons (Loew, 1857) – Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 
1962), Voronezh reg. (Negrobov, 1963, Negrobov, 1968 b, Negrobov, 1972), North 
Caucasus (Negrobov, 1967 c, Grichanov, Volfov, Kustov, 2006), Ryazan reg. (Ne-
grobov, Pogonin, 1984, Negrobov, Pogonin, 2008), Krasnodar Territory (Grichanov, 
Kustov, Volfov, 2006), Adygea (Grichanov, Volfov, Kustov, 2009), Asyndetus minutus 
Negrobov et Shamshev, 1986 – Khabarovsk Territory (Negrobov, Shamshev, 1986 a, 
Grichanov, 2006 a), Asyndetus vividus Negrobov et Shamshev, 1986 – Primorye (Ne-
grobov, Shamshev, 1986 a). 

Campsicnemus Haliday, 1851. 
Campsicnemus argyropterus Negrobov et Shamshev, 1985 – Yakutia (Negrobov, 

Shamshev, 1985), Khabarovsk Territory (Grichanov, 2006 a), Campsicnemus armatus 
(Zetterstedt, 1849) – Murmansk reg. (Frey, 1915), Karelia (Becker, 1918), Arkhangelsk 
reg., Murmansk reg., Yamal-Nenets autonomous region, Yakutia, Kamchatka (Ne-
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grobov, Zlobin, 1978), Yakutia (Negrobov, Chalaya, 1991, Grichanov, Bagachanova, 
2006), Tatarstan (Negrobov, Korneev, Selivanova, 2010), Campsicnemus articulatellus 
(Zetterstedt, 1843) – Pskov reg. (Przhiboro, Grichanov, 2003), Campsicnemus bagach-
anovae Grichanov et Volfov, 2009 – Yakutia (Grichanov, Volfov, 2009), Campsicne-
mus compeditus Loew, 1857 – Siberia (Frey, 1915), Russia (Parent, 1938), Leningrad 
reg. (Stackelberg, 1962), Buryatia, Yakutia, Kamchatka (Negrobov, Zlobin, 1978), Ya-
kutia (Negrobov, Chalaya, 1991, Grichanov, Bagachanova, 2006), Campsicnemus cur-
vipes (Fallén, 1823) – Moscow reg. (Fedtchenko A., 1868, Fedtchenko B., 1892), Sibe-
ria (Frey, 1915), Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Voronezh reg. (Negrobov, 
1963, 1967a), North Caucasus (Negrobov, 1965 а, 1967 c, Grichanov, Volfov, Kustov, 
2006, 2007), Krasnodar Territory (Negrobov, Duhanina, 1984, Grichanov, 2006 a, 2012 
c), Ryazan reg. (Negrobov, Pogonin, 1984, Negrobov, Pogonin, 2008), Kursk reg. 
(Grichanov, 2007a), Krasnoyarsk Territory (Pogonin, Negrobov, 2008), Adygea (Grich-
anov, Volfov, Kustov, 2009), Kaluga reg. (Grichanov, 2010b), Perm reg. (Grichanov, 
2012), Campsicnemus dasycnemus Loew, 1857 – Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 
1962), Russia (Parent, 1938), Ryazan reg. (Negrobov, Pogonin, 1984, Negrobov, Po-
gonin, 2008), Campsicnemus femoratus Ringdahl, 1949 – Krasnoyarsk Territory (Ne-
grobov, Zlobin, 1978, Pogonin, Negrobov, 2008), Campsicnemus filipes Loew, 1859 – 
Voronezh reg. (Negrobov, 1965 b, 1965 c, 1966 а), North Caucasus (Grichanov, 
Volfov, Kustov, 2006), Campsicnemus konstantini Grichanov, 2011 – Astrakhan reg. 
(Grichanov, 2011), Campsicnemus lineatus Negrobov et Zlobin, 1978 - Primorye (Ne-
grobov, Zlobin, 1978), Campsicnemus loripes (Haliday, 1862) – Leningrad reg. 
(Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Russia (Parent, 1938), Campsicnemus lumbatus Loew, 1857 
– Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Russia (Parent, 1938), Voronezh reg. (Ne-
grobov, 1963, 1966 а, 1967 a), North Caucasus (Negrobov, 1967d, Grichanov, Volfov, 
Kustov, 2006), Orenburg reg. (Negrobov, Zlobin, 1978), Ryazan reg. (Negrobov, Po-
gonin, 1984, Negrobov, Pogonin, 2008), Krasnoyarsk Territory (Pogonin, Negrobov, 
2008), Moscow reg., Voronezh reg. (Grichanov, 2012), Campsicnemus magius (Loew, 
1845) – North Caucasus (Negrobov, 1967 c, Grichanov, Volfov, Kustov, 2006, 2007), 
Yakutia (Negrobov, Chalaya, 1991), Astrakhan reg. (Grichanov, 2011), Campsicnemus 
marginatus Loew, 1857 – Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Voronezh reg. 
(Negrobov, 1965c), Ryazan reg. (Negrobov, Pogonin, 1984, Negrobov, Pogonin, 2008), 
Krasnoyarsk Territory (Pogonin, Negrobov, 2008), Tatarstan (Negrobov, Korneev, Se-
livanova, 2010), Campsicnemus paradoxus (Wahlberg, 1844) – Yakutia (Negrobov, 
Zlobin, 1978, Negrobov, Chalaya, 1991, Grichanov, Bagachanova, 2006), Campsicne-
mus picticornis (Zetterstedt, 1843) – Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Kam-
chatka (Parent, 1930), Russia (Parent, 1938), Yakutia, Buryatia, Sayan Mountains, Pri-
morye (Negrobov, Zlobin, 1978), Yakutia (Negrobov, Chalaya, 1991, Grichanov, Ba-
gachanova, 2006), Jewish AR, Khabarovsk Territory (Grichanov, 2006 a), Krasnoyarsk 
Territory (Pogonin, Negrobov, 2008), Sayan Mountains (Negrobov, Selivanova, 
Maslova, 2010), Novosibirsk reg. (Grichanov, 2012), Campsicnemus pumilio (Zet-
terstedt, 1843) (synonym – Campsicnemus pectinulatus Loew, 1864) – Moscow reg. 
(Fedtchenko A., 1892), Leningrad reg. (Stackelberg, 1925, 1962), Voronezh reg. (Ne-
grobov, 1963, 1967 a), North Caucasus (Negrobov, 1967 c), Yakutia, Krasnodar Terri-
tory (Negrobov, Zlobin, 1978), Ryazan reg. (Negrobov, Pogonin, 1984, Negrobov, Po-
gonin, 2008), Yakutia (Negrobov, Chalaya, 1991, Grichanov, Bagachanova, 2006), 
Krasnoyarsk Territory (Pogonin, Negrobov, 2008), Novgorod reg. (Grichanov, 2012), 
Campsicnemus pusillus (Meigen, 1824) – Moscow reg. (Fedtchenko A., 1868, Fed-




