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JENDEK, E. 2007. Taxonomic and nomenclatur al clarificationson thegenusAgrilusCurtis(Coleopter a: Buprestidae: Agrilini).
Entomol. Probl. 37(1-2): 87—95. — The following taxonomic or nomenclatural changes are proposed: Agrilus Curris, 1825 (=
Wallaceilus HoLynski, 2003 syn.nov.); Agrilus aereus Saunpers, 1866 (= perrierianus DESCARPENTRIES & VILLIERS, 1967 Syn.nov.);
A. auricollisKIEsENWETTER, 1857 (= distinstipilis OBENBERGER, 1924 syn.nov.; = madari OBENBERGER, 1924 syn.nov); A. aurocyaneus
KEerremaNs, 1900 (= valens Kerremans, 1900 syn.nov.); A. convexicollis REDTENBACHER, 1849 (= tesari OBENBERGER, 1935 syn.nov.);
A. cylindratus Kerremans, 1896 (= brooksi FisHeEr, 1930 syn.nov.); A. discicollis DeyroLLE, 1864 (= simiolus KERREMANS, 1896
syn.nov.); A. graminis KIEseNweTTER, 1857 (= armenus OBENBERGER, 1936 syn.nov.; = barbatus AgeiLLE DE PerrIN, 1897 syn.nov.;
= cervicornis AselLLE DE PerRIN, 1897 syn.nov.; = mamorensis THEry, 1930 syn.nov.; = talyschensis OBENBERGER, 1917 syn.nov.);
A. hastulifer (RaTzesure, 1837) (= aladaghensis OBENBERGER, 1918 syn.nov.); A. humilis KErrReMANs, 1895 (= tantillus KERREMANS,
1896 syn.nov.); A. hyperici (CReuTzer, 1799) (= prasinus MuLsanT & Rey, 1863 syn.nov.; = trinacriae OBENBERGER, 1924 syn.nov.);
A. impopularis DevroLLE (= semivillosus Kerremans, 1896 syn.nov.); A. integerrimus (RaTzesURG) (= nemeobius OBENBERGER,
1922 syn.nov.); A. melanarius DeyroLLE, 1864 (= semivestitus KErremaNs, 1900c syn.nov.); A. pulcher Saunpers, 1874 (= albocinctus
FisHER, 1921 syn.nov.); A. purpurifrons DevroLLE, 1864 (= penangensis OBENBERGER, 1936 syn.nov.); A. raapi Kerremans, 1900 (=
amatus Kerremans, 1912 syn.nov.; = benguetensis FisHer, 1921 syn.nov.; = corporaali OBENBERGER, 1922 syn.nov.; = klossi
FisHER, 1930 syn.nov.); A. scutellaris DevroLLE, 1864 (= venditator KerremaNs, 1900 syn.nov.; = surcoufi OBENBERGER, 1924
syn.nov.; = papua HoLynski, 2003 syn.nov.); A. simplex KErReMANs, 1894 (= jeannelianus DescARPENTRIES & VILLIERS, 1963
syn.nov.); A. subrobustus Saunpers 1873 (= boisreymondi ALexeev & BiLy, 1980 syn.nov.); A. suturaalba DevroLLE, 1864 (=
densus KerremANs, 1896 syn.nov.); A. viridanus (Kerremans, 1900) (= cyanochloris FisHeEr, 1930 syn.nov.); A. viridicupreus
SAUNDERS, 1866 (= kelnerae DescARPENTRIES & VILLIERS, 1963 syn.nov.); A. viridifrons Kerremans, 1893 (= verecundus KERREMANS,
1893 syn.nov.); A. gussakovskiji ALexeev, 1981 correct original spelling; A. orestestakaii Nakang, 1983 stat.nov. L ectotypes of 43
species are designated. Type localities are determined by the lectotype for: Agrilus elegans MuLsant & Rey, 1863, A. miwai

OBENBERGER, 1936 and A. densus KErRrReMANS, 1896.
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Introduction

This study presents continuation of taxonomic and
nomenclatural studies in the genus Agrilus Curris, 1825
based on an examination of type specimens. See JENDEK
(1994, 1995, 1998, 2000, 2001, 2003a, 2005, 2006, 2007)
for prior taxonomic changes.

Material and methods

The following abbreviations are used in the text: [p],
preceding data‘ printed’; [h], preceding data‘ handwritten’;
[MS], handwritten (manuscript); [sic!] (= so, thus), aword
or phrase that appears strange or incorrect but has been
written intentionally or quoted verbatim. Square brackets
“[ 1" are used for my remarks and addenda; the backslash
“\" is used to separate data from different labels.

Collection codens used throughout the text: BMNH,
The Natural History Museum, London, England; DEI,
Deutsches Entomologisches Institut, Eberswalde Finow,
Germany; EIHU, Hokkaido University, Sapporo, Japan;
MCSN, Museo Civicodi StoriaNaturale* Giacomo Doria”,
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Genova, Italy; MHNG, Muséum d' Histoire Naturelle, Ge-
neva, Switzerland; MHNL, Museé d’Histoire Naturelle de
Lyon, Lyon, France; MNHN, Muséum national d'Histoire
naturelle, Paris, France; NMW, Naturhistorisches Museum,
Wien, Austria; NMPC, Néarodni muzeum, Prague, Czech
Republic; USNM, United States National Museum of Natu-
ral History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington D.C.,
U.S.A; ZMAN, Zoologisch Museum, Instituut voor
Taxonomische Zoologie, Universiteit van Amsterdam,
Amsterdam, Netherlands, ZMHB, Museum fir Naturkunde
der Humboldt-Universitét, Berlin, Germany; ZSMC,
Zoologische Staatssammlung, Miinchen, Germany.

Taxa are listed in alphabetical order and names in
synonymy are chronological. In the following text, each
examined taxon is given in its origina generic combina-
tion and rank. All new nomenclatural or taxonomic acts
are indicated by boldface.

According to Article 74.7.3 of the ICZN (1999),
|ectotype designations after 1999 “must contain an express
statement of the taxonomic purpose of the designation”.
L ectotype designations herein are provided in order to pre-
serve the stability of nomenclature by fixing the status of



the specimen as the sole name-bearing type of a particular
nominal taxon and in order to specify the type locality.
Some lectotype designations are not followed by any taxo-
nomic act but are intended to serve as resources for subse-
quent revisions since a limited number of type specimens
areavailable. L ectotype designationswere made with care-
ful attention to previously accepted usage of a name.

Subsequently fixed name-bearing types of species-
group names were provided with a printed red label bear-
ing all relevant data including: type status (e.g., lectotype,
paral ectotype), specific namein origina generic combina
tion and rank, author of name and year of publication, name
of designator and year of designation.

Agrilus CurTis, 1825
=Wallaceilus HoLynski, 2003 syn.nov.

HoLynski (2003) proposed Wallaceilus as a new
subgenus of Agrilus including the new species Agrilus
(Wallaceilus) papua Horynski, 2003 and A. scuttelaris
DevroLLE, 1864 as a type species. Based upon the type
examination, | consider A. papua and A. scuttelaris to be
conspecific (see under A. scutellaris). The subgenus
Wallaceilus is de facto distinctive only by deep circular
excavation of thefront. All remaining characters (e.g. short
antennae, lacking prehumeral carinae, spinose scutellar
apex, conformation of elytral apices) occur very frequently
within Agrilus. Because the frons in Agrilus is aso very
often modified (impressions, depressions, sulci, protu-
berances) | do not consider characters given by Holynski
to be distinctive enough to keep Wallaceilus as a valid
subgenus.

Agrilus aequalis KERREMANS

Agrilus aequalis Kerremans, 1900a: 4, 21, 25-26.
L ectotype by present designation, J: “Sumatra, Weyers
[h] \ aequalis Kerr. Type [h] \ SYNTY PE [p] [round label
with blue border] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]” and three
paralectotypes from the same locality are deposited in
BMNH. The exact number of syntypes is unknown.

Remarks. One paralectotype is not conspecific with
A. aequalis.

Agrilus aereus SAUNDERS
= perrieri Baubon, 1965
= perrierianus DEsCARPENTRIES & VILLIERS, 1967 Syn.nov.

Agrilus aereus SAUNDERS, 1866: 318. Lectotype, sex
not examined, BMNH: “Type H. T. [p] [round label with
red border] \ Type[p] \ Laas[h] Mouhot [p] \ aereus ES[h]
\ Saunders 74.18 [p]”. The exact number of syntypes is
unknown. Lectotype designation by DESCARPENTRIES &
VILLIERS (1967).

Remarks. The original description of A. aereus nei-
ther implies not requires that there were syntypes, then
DescArPENTRIES & VILLIERS (1967) by the mention about
“thetype’ validly fixed thelectotype (ICZN, Article 74.6.)].
Agrilus perrierianusis areplacement name for A. perrieri
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Baupon, 1965 (junior primary homonym of A. perrieri
FalrMAIRE, 1902).

Agrilus auricollis KIESENWETTER
= distinstipilis OBENBERGER, 1924 syn.nov.
= madari OBENBERGER, 1924 syn.nov.

Agrilusauricollis KieseNweTTER, 1857: 125, 149-150.
L ectotype designated by Jenpex (2003a).

Agrilus auricollis var. distinstipilis OBENBERGER,
1924a: 49. Lectotype by present designation, sex not
examined, NMPC: “Gallia: Montpellier [h] \ [TYPUS [p]
[red label] \ Agrilus auricollis var. distinctipilis [sic!] m.
Type [h] Det. Dr Obenberger [p] \ Mus. Nat. Pragae Inv.
[p] 24805 [h] [orangelabel]”. Theexact number of syntypes
is unknown.

Agrilusauricollisssp. madari OBENBERGER, 1924a: 49.
L ectotype by present designation, sex not examined,
NMPC: “Cauc. occ. [h] \ [TYPUS[p] [red label] \ Agrilus
auricollisvar.[sicl] Madari m. Type[h] Det. Dr Obenberger
[p] \ Mus. Nat. Pragae Inv. [p] 24806 [h] [orange label]”.
The exact number of syntypesis unknown.

Remarks. The name “ distinstipilis’ was proposed
with no indication about its etymology. Incorect trandglit-
eration or latinization are not to be considered inadvertent
errors (ICZN, Article 32.5.1), thus “distingtipilis’ is the
correct origina spelling (ICZN, Article 32.2). Subsequent
spelling of thisnameas* distinctipilis’ by e.g. OBENBERGER
(1936b) is subsequent incorrect spellings.

Though the name “ distinstipilis’ was proposed as a
variety of A. auricollisit should be deemed available, be-
cause OBeNBERGER (1936b) adopted it as aname of subspe-
cies of A. auricollis (ICZN, Article 45.6.4.1).

Agrilus aurocyaneus KERREMANS
= valens KerremaNs, 1900 syn.nov.

Agrilus aurocyaneus Kerremans, 1900a: 5, 22, 30.
L ectotype by present designation, J: “Sumatra, Weyers
[h] \ aurocyaneus Kerr. Type [h] \ SYNTYPE [p] [round
label with blue border] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]” and ten
paral ectotypes with the same locality data are deposited in
BMNH. Another paralectotypes are preserved in; MCSN
(2 exs), MNHN (5 exs), NMW (1 ex), ZMAN (1 exs),
ZMHB (1 ex). The exact number of syntypesis unknown.

Agrilus valens Kerremans, 1900a: 5, 22, 30-31.
Holotype by monotypy, &, BMNH: “Type[p] [round label
with red border] \ Sumatra, Weyers [Kerremans MS] \
valens Kerr. Type [Kerremans MS] \ A. valens Kerrem.
Sumatra [h] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]”.

Agrilus coloratus KERREMANS

Agrilus coloratus KErRrRemANS, 1894: 473-474.
L ectotype by present designation, ?, BMNH: “Barway,
P. Cardon [h] \ coloratus Kerr. Type [h] \ TY PE [p] [round
label with red border] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]”. The ex-
act number of syntypes is unknown.



Agrilus convexicollis REDTENBACHER
= tesari OBENBERGER, 1935 syn.nov.

Agrilus tesari OBENBERGER, 1935: 167. L ectotype by
present designation, ?, NMPC: “ Jesgentuk Caucasus [h]
\[TYPUS[p] [red label] \ Agrilus Tesati m. Type [h] Det.
Dr Obenberger [p] \ Mus. Nat. Pragae Inv. [p] 24314 [h]
[orangelabel]”. The exact number of syntypesisunknown.

Remark. Type specimens of A. convexicollis
REDTENBACHER, 1849 were not traced. The conspecifity of
A. convexicollisand A. tesari isjudged from the generally
accepted concept of A. convexicollis(e. g. ScHAEFER, 1949).

Agrilus cupreiceps WALKER

Agrilus cupreiceps WALKER, 1859: 258. L ectotype by
present designation, d: “Agrilus[h] \ cupreiceps[h] \ G3
52 [h] \ TYPE [p] [round label with red border]” and one
paralectotype with the same label data are deposited in
BMNH. The exact number of syntypes is unknown.

Remar ks. Described from Ceylon as indicated from
the title of publication.

Agrilus curtulus MuLsanT & REY

Agrilus curtulus MuLsanT & Rev, 1863: 12, 14.
L ectotype by present designation, J&: “[round pale la
bel] [the label’s color codes the locality Beaujolais (H.
Labrique pers. comm. 2006)]” and three paralectotypes
labeled as lectotype are deposited in MHNL. The exact
number of syntypes is unknown.

Remarks. Described from “Collines du Beaujolais’
[= Monts du Beaujolais, Rhéne Alpes, France]. A single
specimen labeled as a “Type” of A. curtulus from
“Pyrénées’ is deposited in BMNH. The locality of this
specimen does not correspond to the type locality thusitis
excluded from the type series.

Agrilus cylindratus KErRREMANS
= brooksi FisHer, 1930 syn.nov.

Agrilus cylindratus Kerremans, 1896b: 138-139.
L ectotype by present designation, &: “Sumatra, Manuf.
Tabacs [h] \ SYNTY PE [p] [round label with blue border]
\ cylindratus Kerrem. Type [h] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]”
and one paral ectotype with the same locality data are pre-
served in BMNH. The exact number of syntypes is un-
known.

Agrilus brooks FisHEr, 1930b: 73-75. Holotype by
monotypy, ¢, USNM: “N. BORNEO SAMAWANG NR.
SANDAKAN [p] jungle 14th [h] July, 1927 [p]; [under-
side] C. B. K[loss]. & H. M. Plendlebury]. F. M. S. Muse-
ums. [p] [pink label] \ TypeNo [p] 57432 [h] USNM [p]
[red label] \ Agrilus brooksi Fisher [p]”.

Agrilus discicollis DEyRoLLE
= simiolus KErRrREMANS, 1896 syn.nov.

Agrilus discicollis DevroLLE, 1864: 143, 189.
L ectotype designated by Jenpek (1998).
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Agrilus simiolus KerremaNs, 1896b: 143. L ectotype
by present designation, 3: “SYNTYPE [p] [round label
with blue border] \ Sumatra, Manuf. Tabacs [Kerremans
MS] \ simiolus Kerr. Type [Kerremans MS] \ Kerremans
1903-59 [p]” and one paral ectotype with the same locality
dataaredepositedin BMNH. Theexact number of syntypes
is unknown.

Remarks. The paraectotype of A. simiolus is not
conspecific with the lectotype.

Agrilus elegans MuLsanT & Rey

Agrilus elegans MuLsanT & Rev, 1863: 14, 17.
L ectotype by present designation, d: “[round black la-
bel] [the label’s color codes the locality Provence (H.
Labrique pers. comm. 2006)]” and 4 83 paraectotypes
with the same labels as lectotype are deposited in MHNL.
The exact number of syntypesis unknown.

Remarks. Agrilus elegans was originally descibed
from two localities “Marseille, Hyeres'.

Type locality. Provence (determined by the lectotype
(ICZN, Article 76.2)). Provence is part of the administra-
tive région of Provence-Alpes-Cote dAzur. Thetraditional
region of Provence comprises the départements of Var,
Vaucluse, and Bouches-du-Rhéne and parts of Alpes-de-
Haute-Provence and Alpes-Maritimes.

Agrilus fidelis KERREMANS

Agrilus fidelis Kerremans, 1896b: 140-141. L ecto-
type by present designation, ¢: “SYNTYPE [p] [round
|abel with blue border] \ SumatraWeyers[Kerremans MS]
\ fidelisKerr. Type [Kerremans MS] \ Kerremans 1903-59
[p]” and one paral ectotype with the same locality data are
deposited in BMNH. The exact number of syntypesisun-
known.

Agrilus fugax KERREMANS

Agrilus fugax KerremaNs, 1894: 472-473. L ectotype
by present designation, ¢, BMNH: “Ceram Boucard [h]
\ fugax Kerr. Type [h] \ TYPE [p] [round label with red
border] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]”. The exact number of
syntypes is unknown.

Agrilus fulvopictus KERREMANS

Agrilus fulvopictus Kerremans, 1896b: 139-140.
L ectotype by present designation, ?, BMNH: “ Sumatra,
Manuf. Tabacs [h] \ TYPE [p] [round label with red bor-
der] \ fulvopictus Kerrem. Type [h] \ Kerremans 1903-59
[p]”. The exact number of syntypesis unknown.

Remarks. Agrilus fulvopictus resembles some
Neotropical species (e. g. A. kaszabi PocHon, 1967) so it
can concern about introduction or locality confusion.

Agrilus graminis KIESENWETTER
= akbesinus OBENBERGER, 1924
= armenus OBENBERGER, 1936 syn.nov.



= barbatus ABeiLLE DE PERRIN, 1897 syn.nov.

= cervicornis ABeiLLE DE PerrIN, 1897 syn.nov.
= mamorensis THERy, 1930 syn.nov.

= talyschensis OBENBERGER, 1917 syn.nov.

Agrilus graminis KiEsenweTTER, 1857: 117, 118, 124,
137-138. Lectotype designated by Jenpek (1998) is based
on A. graminis sensu Laporte & Gory (Jenpek, 2003b).

Agrilus graminis variety akbesinus OBENBERGER,
1924a: 50. L ectotype by present designation, 3, NMPC:
“SYRIE AKBES CD 1895 [p] \ [TYPUS [p] [red label] \
Agrilus graminis v. Akbesinus m. Type [h] Det. Dr
Obenberger [p] \ Mus. Nat. Pragae Inv. [p] 24888 [h] [or-
ange label]”. The exact number of syntypesis unknown.

Agrilus armenus OBENBERGER, 1936a: 106. L ectotype
by present designation, ¢, NMPC: “Erivan Ca [h] \
[TYPUS [p] [red label] \ Agrilus Armenus m. Type [h]
Det. Dr Obenberger [p] \ Mus. Nat. Pragae Inv. [p] 24332
[h] [orange label]” and one female PLT with the same lo-
cality data. The exact number of syntypesis unknown.

Agrilus barbatus AseiLLE DE PerrIN, 1897: 34-35.
L ectotypeby present designation, &, MNHN: “Lenkoran
[h] \ barbatusAb. sp. nov. Typ[h] \ MUSEUM PARISColl.
ABEILLE de PERRIN 1919 [p]”. Described from two
males.

Agrilus cervicornis ABelLLE DE PerrIN, 1897: 35-36.
Holotype by monotypy, &, MNHN: “cervicornis Ab. &
typ. unic. [h] \ Mt Edough Hénon [h] \ cervicornis Ab. [h]
\ TYPE [p] [red ink] \ MUSEUM PARIS 1935 coll. A.
THERY [p]”. Described from a single male.

Agrilus disparicornis mamorensis THEry, 1930: 423,
427, 446. L ectotype by present designation, &, MNHN:
“Mamora mar. sur chéne liege 5.7.24 [h] \ mamorensis
Thery Type & [Théry’'s MS] \ TYPE [p] [red ink] \
MUSEUM PARIS 1935 coll. A. THERY [p]” and one ¢
paral ectotype with the same locality data. Described from
two syntypes. Paral ectotypeisconspecific with A. hastulifer
(RATZEBURG, 1837).

Agrilus talyschensis OBENBERGER, 1917: 215-216.
L ectotype by present designation, ¢, NMPC: “Kasp.
Meer-Geb. Talysch 1897 Korb [p] \ TYPUS [p] [red label]
\ A. talyschensism. Typ [h] Det. Dr. Obenberger [p] \ Mus.
Nat. Pragae Inv. [p] 24933 [h] [orange label]”. Paralecto-
types: 1 ? (NMPC), 1 ex (DEI), both from “Talysch”. The
exact number of syntypes is unknown.

Remarks. Agrilus graminis is very variable in size,
body form, color, shape of elytral pubescence and form
and proportion of body parts. The only reliable distinctive
characters are sexual adaptations of 3: peculiar form of
antennomers, stuff of erect settae on prosternal process,
distinct subtriangular impression on tip of last ventrite and
form of aedeagus.

THERY (1930) cited A. akbesinus asan uncertain syno-
nym of A. disparicornis BepeL, 1921 (now synonym of A.
graminis). Examination of type specimens confirmed its
conspecifity with A. graminis.

Since BepeL (1916) A. barbatusisconsidered asyno-
nym of A. hastulifer. Examination of thelectotypereveaed
its conspecifity with A. graminis.
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AseILLE DE PerRIN (1897) distinguished A. cervicornis
mainly by peculiar form of antennomeres. Examination of
the holotypereveal ed, that despite of beeing more expanded,
antennomeres are conformable to those at A. graminis.
Moreover, the examined holotype of A. cervicornis hasthe
same sexual adaptations as A. graminis.

Agrilusdisparicornis mamorensisis characterized by
smaller but robust body. Similar specimens frequently oc-
curs within variability of A. graminis.

The lectotype of A. talyschensis is a female with ex-
panded elytral pubescence, conspecific with A. graminis.

Agrilus gussakovskiji ALExeev correct original spelling

Agrilus gussakovskiji ALexeev, 1981: 3-7. The spe-
cific name * gussakovskiji” was proposed with no indica-
tion about its etymology. Incorect transliteration or
latinization are not to be considered inadvertent errors
(ICZN, Article 32.5.1), thus * gussakovskiji” isthe correct
origina spelling (ICZN, Article 32.2). Subsequent spell-
ing of thisnameas* gussakovskii” by ALexeev (1989, 1998)
is subsequent incorrect spellings.

Agrilus hastulifer (RATZEBURG)
= aladaghensis OBENBERGER, 1918 syn.nov.

Agrilus aladaghensis OBeNBERGER, 1918: 24.
L ectotypeby present designation, &, NMPC: “PersiaAla
dagh. Budschnurd, 1033m. 6. 1902 Coll. Hauser. [p] \
[TYPUSIp] [red label] \ AgrilusAladaghensism. Type[h]
Det. Dr Obenberger [p] \ Mus. Nat. Pragae Inv. [p] 24892
[h] [orange label]” and & paralectotype, with the same
locality data. The exact number of syntypes is unknown.

Remar ks. Typespecimensof A. hastulifer (Ratzeburg,
1837) were not traced. The conspecifity of A. hastulifer
and A. aladaghensisisjudged from the generally accepted
concept of A. hastulifer (e. g. ScHAEFER, 1949).

Agrilus humilis KERREMANS
= tantillus KerremANs, 1896 syn.nov.

Agrilus humilis Kerremans, 1895: 223-224. L ecto-
type by present designation, &, BMNH: “TYPE [p]
[round label with red border] \ 1. Bodjo Weyers[Kerremans
MS] \ humilis Kerr. Type [Kerremans MS] \ Kerremans
1903-59 [p] \ A. humilis Kerrem. Bodjo [h]”. The exact
number of syntypes is unknown.

Agrilus tantillus KErremans, 1896b: 143-144.
L ectotype by present designation, 2, BMNH: “TY PE [p]
[round label with red border] \ Sumatra, Manuf.Tabacs
[Kerremans MS] \ tantillus Kerr. Type [Kerremans MS] \
Kerremans1903-59 [p] \ A. tantillusKerrem. Sumatra[h]”.
The exact number of syntypesis unknown.

Agrilus hyperici (CReUTZER)

= albaniae OBENBERGER, 1922

= prasinus MuLsant & Rev, 1863 syn.nov.
= trinacriae OBENBERGER, 1924 syn.nov.



Agrilus albaniae OBENBERGER, 1922a: 66-67.
L ectotype by present designation, 2, NMPC: “Albania
Florina[h] \ TYPUS [p] [red label] \ A. abaniae m. Type
[h] Det. Dr. Obenberger [p] \ Mus. Nat. Pragae Inv. [p]
24969 [h] [orange label]”. The exact number of syntypes
is unknown.

Agrilus prasinus MuLsanT & Rey, 1863: 17-19.
L ectotype by present designation, 2, MHNL (collection
Rey): “[no locality] [round pale label] \ female sign [p]”.
The exact number of syntypesisunknown. Described from
“Montagnes du Lyonnais’.

Agrilustrinacriae OBENBERGER, 1924a: 52. L ectotype
by present designation, 2, NMPC: “Sicile[h] \ TYPUS
[p] [red label] \ A. Trinacriae m. Type [h] Det. Dr.
Obenberger [p] \ Mus. Nat. Pragae Inv. [p] 24992 [h] [or-
ange label]”. The exact number of syntypes is unknown.

Remarks. Type specimens of A. hyperici (CReUTZER,
1799) were not traced, its identity is judged from the gen-
eraly accepted concept (e. g. ScHAEFER 1949).

Agrilus albaniae was synonymized by SakALIAN
(2003). Examination of the lectotype of A. albaniae
reconfirmed his opinion. Type locality “Albania Florina’
is determined by lectotype (ICZN, Article 76.2.). Florina
isatown or prefecture in the Greece.

Agrilus prasinus was considered a synonym of A.
roscidus KIEseNwETTER, 1857 (e.g. Pic 1909) or A. hyperici
(e. g. CoBos 1986). Examination of the lectotype of A.
prasinus confirmed its conspecifity with A. hyperici.

Lectotype of A. trinacriae differs from A. hyperici
only by having deepen median pronotal sulcus (terato-
logic?). All remaining characters (acute hind pronotal an-
gles, denser adsutural pubescence) fall under variability of

A. hyperici.

Agrilus impopularis DeYROLLE
= semivillosus KErRREMANS, 1896 syn.nov.

Agrilus impopularis DevroLLE, 1864: 146, 199-200.
L ectotype designated by Jenpek (1998).

Agrilus semivillosus KErremaNs, 1896b: 141.
L ectotype by present designation, 2, BMNH: “SYN-
TYPE [p] [round label with blue border] \ Sumatra Manuf.
Tabacs [Kerremans' MS] \ semivillosus Kerrem. Type
[Kerremans M S] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]” . Paralectotype,
sex not examined (BMNH) with the same locality data.
The exact number of syntypes is unknown.

Remar ks. The paralectotype of A. semivillosusis not
conspecific with the lectotype.

Agrilus integerrimus (RATZEBURG)
= nemeobius OBENBERGER, 1922 syn.nov.

Agrilus nemeobius OBENBERGER, 1922a: 22-23.
L ectotype by present designation, &, NMPC: “Sicilia
[h] \ TYPUS [p] [red label] \ A. nemeobius m. Type [h]
Det. Dr. Obenberger [p] \ Mus. Nat. Pragae Inv. [p] 26334
[h] [orange label]”. Paralectotype &, (NMPC) with the
same locality data. The exact number of syntypes is un-
known.

91

Remarks. Type specimens of A. integerrimus
(RaTzEBURG, 1837) were not traced, its identity is judged
from the generally accepted concept (e. g. ScHAEFER 1949).

There are two type specimens of A. nemeobius pre-
served in NMPC, though CurLerTi (1985) stated that A.
nemeobiuswas described from a.sol e specimen. Type speci-
mens of A. nemeobius differ by smaller (lectotype 5.8 mm,
paralectotype 5.3 mm) and more robust body. All other
characters (color, form and structure of pronotum, depth
of pronotal sulcus) fall under variability of A. integerrimus.
Aedeagus is congruent with that of A. integerrimus.

Agrilus litura KIESENWETTER

Agrilus litura KieseNweTTER, 1857: 124, 139-140.
L ectotype by present designation, &, BMNH: “SYN-
TYPE [p] [round label with blue border] \ Styrie Kiesenw.
[Kerremans M 9]\ liturusKiesenw. Type[Kerremans M S|
\Collection Chevrolat [p] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p] \ A.
liturusKiesenw. Eur. mér. [h]”. Paraectotypesare preserved
in BMNH (12); DEI (3 exs); MNHN (1 ex); ZSMC (1
ex); MHNG (1 ex).

Agrilus melanarius DeYRoOLLE
= semivestitus KERREMANS, 1900 syn.nov.

AgrilusmelanariusDevroLLE, 1864: 147, 207-208 (LT
by Jendek, 1998)

Agrilus semivestitus Kerremans, 1900c: 339-340.
L ectotype by present designation, &, BMNH: “SYN-
TYPE [p] [round label with blue border] \ SumatraWeyers
[Kerremans MS] \ semivestitus Kerr. Type [Kerremans
MS] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]”. Paralectotype ¢, BMNH
with the same locality data. The exact number of syntypes
is unknown.

Agrilus miwai OBENBERGER

Agrilus miwai OBENBERGER, 1936a: 37. L ectotype by
present designation, ?, NMPC: “Formosa, Koshun [h] \
[TYPUS [p] [red label] \ Agrilus Miwai m. Type [h] Det.
Dr Obenberger [p] \ Mus. Nat. Pragae Inv. [p] 26858 [h]
[orangelabel]”. The exact number of syntypesisunknown.

Type locality. “Formosa, Koshun [= Hengchun,
22°00'N, 120°44'E]” . Determined by thelectotype (ICZN,
Article 76.2). Originaly described from “Formosa’.

Agrilus nigrocinctus SAUNDERS

Agrilus nigrocinctus Saunpers, 1874: 325-326.
L ectotype by present designation, 3, BMNH: “Type[p]
[round label with red border] \ Mindanao 193 [h] \ A.
nigrocinctusE.SType[h] [Saunders M S] \ Saunders 74.18.
[p]”. The exact number of syntypesis unknown.

Agrilus orestes takaii NAKANE stat.nov.

Agrilus takaii Nakang, 1983: 109-110. Holotype, ¢,
EIHU: “Shinjyo Koshiyama, Is. Okinoerabu, Amami Iss.



Japan, 1981.VII1.17, Y. Teka leg. [h] \ Holotype [p] [red
label] \ Agrilus takaii Nakane [h] det. T. Nakane [p] [pink
label] \ Nakane Coll. Sehu Japan 1999 [p] [green label]”.

Remarks. The holotype differs from A. orestes
KEerrRemANS, 1913 only by having body more robust and
elytral apices less prolonged.

Agrilus paganettii OBENBERGER
= pisanus CurLETTI, 1980

Agrilus pisanus was erroneously listed by JEnpex
(2006) both as a valid species and a synonym of A.
paganettii OBENBERGER, 1913. Agrilus pisanusisaa syno-
nym of A. paganettii as stated by Jenoex (2005).

Agrilus pulcher Saunbers
= albocinctus FisHER, 1921 syn.nov.

Agrilus pulcher Saunpers, 1874: 327. Lectotype by
present designation, sex not examined, BMNH: “TY PE
H. T. [p] [round label with red border] \ W Mindanao 188
[h] [round white label] \ A. pulcher ES Type\ Saunders 74
18 [p]”. The exact number of syntypesis unknown.

Agrilus albocinctus FisHer, 1921: 356, 369-370.
Holotype, sex not examined, USNM: “Davao Mindanao
Baker [p] \ 8313 [h] \ TypeNo. [p] 51463 [h] U.S.N.M. [p]
[red label] \ Agrilus abocinctus Fisher. [h] [red label]”.
Described from three males.

Agrilus purpurifrons DeyroLLE
= penangensis OBENBERGER, 1936 Syn.nov.

Agrilus purpurifrons DevroLLE, 1864: 138, 163-164.
L ectotype designated by Jenpek (1998).

Agrilus penangensis OBENBERGER, 1936¢: 36-37.
L ectotype by present designation, 8, NMPC: “Penang
[ \[TYPUS|p] [red label] \ Agrilus penangensis m. Type
[h] Det. Dr Obenberger [p]”. The exact number of syntypes
is unknown.

Agrilus raapi KERREMANS

= amatus KerremaNs, 1912 syn.nov.

= benguetensis FisHER, 1921 syn.nov.

= corporaali OBENBERGER, 1922 syn.nov.
= kloss FisHER, 1930 syn.nov.

Agrilus raapi Kerremans, 1900b: 82. L ectotype by
present designation, ?, BMNH: “Type [p][round |abel
with red border] \ Is Nias, 1897-98 U. Raap [p] \ Raapi
Kerr. Type [h] \ A. raapi Kerrem. Nias [h]”. A single
paralectotypeis deposited in MCSN. The exact number of
syntypes is unknown.

Agrilus amatus Kerremans, 1912: 75. L ectotype by
present designation, ¢, MNHN: “Matang Sarawak
Moulton[Kerremans M S] \ amatusKerr. Type[Kerremans
MS]\MUSEUM PARISCOLL.CH. KERREMANS 1923
[p] [yellow label]” and one paralectotype with the same
locality data. The exact number of syntypes is unknown.
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Agrilus benguetensis FisHer, 1921: 356, 361-362.
Holotype by monotypy, 2, USNM: “Baguio Benguet Baker
[p] \ Type No. [p] 51458 [h] U.S.N.M. [p] [red label] \
HOLOTY PE [p] [redink] AGRIL USbenguetensisFISHER
[h] [white label with red border]”.

Agrilus corporaali OBENBERGER, 1922b: 178-179.
L ectotype by present designation, sex not examined,
NMPC: “Corporaal Brastagi 5-1928 [h] \ [TYPUS|p] [red
label] \ Agrilus Corporaali m. Type[h] Det. Dr Obenberger
[p]”. The exact number of syntypes is unknown.

Agriluskloss FisHERr, 1930a: 46-47. Holotype, sex not
examined, USNM: “PAHANG, F.M.S. Lubok Tamang [p]
3500 [h] ft. [p] 24 th [h] June, 1923 H. M. Pendlebury [p]
\ TypeNo [p] 57415 [h] U.S.N.M. [p] [red label] \ Agrilus
kloss Fisher [h]”. Described from the holotype and one
paratype.

Remarks. Thelocality of lectotype and paral ectotype
of A. amatus“Matang Sarawak” does not correspond with
“Sarawak: Limbang” cited in the description.

Agrilus scutellaris DeyroLLE

= venditator KerremANs, 1900 syn.nov.
= surcoufi OBENBERGER, 1924 syn.nov.
= papua HoLynski, 2003 syn.nov.

Agrilus scutellaris DeyroLLE, 1864: 135, 148.
L ectotype designated by Jenpek (1998).

Agrilusvenditator Kerremans, 1900c: 335. L ectotype
by present designation, sex not examined, BMNH: “ Type
[p] [round label with red border] \ Sumatra Weyers
[Kerremans M S] \ venditator Kerr. Type [Kerremans M S]
\ A. venditator Kerrem. Sumatra [h] \ Kerremans 1903-59
[p]”. The exact number of syntypes is unknown.

Agrilus surcoufi OBENBERGER, 1924b: 117-118.
L ectotype by present designation, &, NMPC: “Sumatra
or. [N]\[TYPUS[p] [red label] \ Agrilus Surcoufi m. Type
[h] Det. Dr Obenberger [p]”. The exact number of syntypes
is unknown.

Agrilus (Wallaceilus) papua HoLynski, 2003: 17-19.
Holotype, 8, NMPC: “NovaGuinea[h] \[TYPUS|p] [red
label] \ Agrilus Papuam. Type [h] Det. Dr Obenberger [p]
\ Agrilus [p] papua Hol. 1995 [h] det. R. Holynski [p]”.
Described from 3 specimens, two declared as females.

Agrilus simplex KERREMANS
= jeannelianus DescARPENTRIES & VILLIERS, 1963 Syn.nov.

Agrilussimplex KErrRemANs, 1894 470. L ectotype by
present designation, ?, BMNH: “Syn- Type [p] [round
label with blue border] \ Barway Cardon [h] \ smplex Kerr.
Type[h] \A. simplex Kerrem. Inde [h] \ Kerremans 1903-
59 [p]”. The exact number of syntypes is unknown.

Agrilus jeannelianus DESCARPENTRIES & VILLIERS,
1963: 2, 9. Holotype, 8, MNHN: “MUSEUM PARIS
TONKIN CENTR. ENV. DE TUYEN-QUAN A. WEISS
1901 [p] \ Type[p] [red label] \ Agrilus jeannelianus n. sp.
nob. Holotype &, Descarpentries et [p] Villiers, det. 19 [p]
63 [h]”.



Agrilus sospes Lewis
= quadristictulus OsenBerceR 1940

Agrilus quadristictulus was erroneously listed by
Jenpek (2006) asasynonym of A. quadrisignatus MARseuL,
1866 instead of synonym of A. sospesLewis, 1893 asgiven
by Jenpex (2005).

Agrilus subrobustus SAuNDERS
= boisreymondi ALexeev & BiLy, 1980 syn.nov.

Agrilus subrobustus Saunpers, 1873: 516-517.
L ectotype designated by Jenpek (1995).

Agrilusboisreymondi ALexeev & Bicy, 1980: 604-605.
Holotype, ¢, NMPC: “China[p] 1907 Kiu Kiang [h] \ Dr.
du Bois-Reymond Shanghai [p] \ Agrilus bois-reymondi
sp. n. [h] Alexeev det. [p] \ HOLOTYPE [p] Agrilus
boisreymondi [h] Sv. Bily det. [p] et Alexeev 1977 \ Mus.
Nat. Pragae Inv. [p] 65340 [h] [red label]”. Described from
asingle female.

Remarks. ALexeev & BiLy (1980) probably by mis-
take cited “ Severnaya Birma, Kin-Kiang” as the type lo-
cality. Holotype comesfrom“ ChinaKiu Kiang” (see above)
[= Jiyjiang, Jiangxi province, 29° 42" N, 116° 8' E].

Agrilus suturaalba DeyroLLE
= densus KErrReMANS, 1896 syn.nov.

Agrilus suturaalba DeyroLLE, 1864; 139, 168-169.
L ectotype designated by Jenbek (1998).

Agrilus densus KerremaNs, 1896a; 362. L ectotype
by present designation, ¢: “Mentawei, Si Oban IV-VIII,
Modigliani 94 [p] \ SYNTYPE [p] [round label with blue
border] \ densus Kerr. Type [Kerremans MS] \ Kerremans
1903-59 [p] \ A. densus Kerrem. Mentawei [h]” and one
paralectotype ¢ with the same locality data are deposited
inBMNH. Another paralectotypesare preserved in: MNHN
(1 ex), MCSN (3 exs). The exact number of syntypesis
unknown.

Type locality. “Mentawei, Si Oban”, Indone-
sia. Determined by the lectotype (ICZN, Article 76.2).

Agrilus testor KERREMANS

Agrilus testor Kerremans, 1900c: 339. L ectotype by
present designation, 2, BMNH: “TYPE [p] [round |abel
with red border] \ SumatraWeyers[Kerremans M S] \ testor
Kerr. Type [Kerremans MS] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p] \ A.
testor Kerrem. Sumatra[h]”. The exact number of syntypes
is unknown.

Agrilus videns KERREMANS

Agrilus videns KerremaNs, 1900a: 5, 22, 35. Lecto-
type by present designation, ¢: “SYNTYPE [p] [round
label with blue border] \ SumatraWeyers[Kerremans M S]
\ videns Kerr. Type [Kerremans MS] \ A. videns Kerrem.
Sumatra [h] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]” and eight
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paralectotypes with the same locality data are deposited in
BMNH. Two paralectotypes are deposited in MNHN and
onein ZMHB. The exact number of syntypes is unknown.

Agrilus viridanus (K ERREMANS)
= cyanochloris FisHER, 1930 syn.nov.

Samboides viridana Kerremans, 1900a: 4, 17.
L ectotype designated by Jendek (2000).

Agrilus cyanochloris FisHer, 1930b: 82-84. Holotype,
sex not determined, USNM: “N. BORNEO BETTOTAN
NR. SANDAKAN [p] Aug. 6th [h] 1927 [p]; [underside]
C.B.KJloss]. & H. M. Plendlebury]. [leg.] F. M. S. Muse-
ums. [p] [pink label] \ TypeNo [p] 57437 [h] USNM [p]
[redlabel] \AgriluscyanochlorisFisher [p]” . Two paratypes
preserved in BMNH are probably not conspecific with the
holotype. Described from the holotype and two paratypes.

Agrilus viridicupreus SAUNDERS
= kelnerae DEsCARPENTRIES & VILLIERS, 1963 syn.nov.

Agrilusviridicupreus Saunpers, 1866: 319. L ectotype
by present designation, &: “Type SYN- TYPE [p] [round
label with blue border] \ Laas [h] Mouhat [p] \ Type [p] \
Saunders 74.18 [p] \ viridipurpureus [sic!] ES Type Laas
[h]” and one ? paralectotype with the same locality data
are deposited in BMNH. The exact number of syntypesis
unknown.

Agrilus kelnerae DescARPENTRIES & VILLIERS, 1963:
2,9. Holotype, 2, MNHN: “TONKIN REGION DE HOA
BINH [p] \ ?[sic!] TYPE[p] [red label] \ Agrilus Kelnerae
n. sp. Holotype ? [sic!] nob. A. Descarpentries et [h] A.
Villiers det. 19 [p] 63 [h]”.

Remarks. Type specimens of A. viridicupreus lack
origina Saunders’ label with a name. Lectotype was sub-
sequently erroneously labeled as “viridipurpureus’.

Agrilus viridifrons KERREMANS
= verecundus KerremaNs, 1893 syn.nov.

Agrilus viridifrons KErRrRemANS, 1893: 346-347.
Holotype by monotypy, &, BMNH: “Type [p][round label
with red border] \ Belgaum Andrewes [Kerremans MS] \
viridifrons Kerr. Type [Kerremans' MS] \ A. viridifrons
Kerrem. Inde [h] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]”.

Agrilus verecundus KerRreMANS, 1893: 347-348.
Holotype by monotypy, ?, BMNH: “Type [p][round label
with red border] \ Kanara Andrewes [Kerremans MS] \
verecundus Kerr. Type [Kerremans' MS] \ A. verecundus
Kerrem. Inde [h] \ Kerremans 1903-59 [p]”.
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