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Abstract.  Hamaticherus  Dejean, 1821 (Coleoptera: Cerambycidae: Cerambycinae) is considered a junior 
synonym of Cerambyx Linnaeus, 1758. Hamaticherus sensu Audinet-Serville, 1834 is considered a posterior 
usage of Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821, and an unavailable name. Plocaederus is considered as a new genus, and 
not a replacement name, proposed by Dejean (1835) to allocate the species included in Hamaticherus sensu 
Audinet-Serville, 1834. Therefore, a new genus, Hamaederus Santos-Silva, Garcia and Botero, is herein pro-
posed to include the species currently allocated in Plocaederus Dejean, 1835, creating 15 new combinations, 
and additionally, a  new species  from French Guiana,  Hamaederus allofasciatus  Santos-Silva, Garcia and 
Botero, is described. Furthermore, Plocaederus barauna Martins and Monné, 2002 and Plocaederus confu-
sus Martins and Monné, 2002 are proposed as new junior synonyms of Hamaederus yucatecus (Chemsak 
and Noguera, 1997), and Hamaticherus bellator Audinet-Serville, 1834 is transferred to Plocaederus Dejean, 
1835, new combination. New geographical records are provided for Hamaederus fraterculus (Martins), H. 
glaberrimus (Martins), H. rusticus (Gounelle), and H. yucatecus (Chemsak and Noguera). Hamaederus fas-
ciatus  is formally excluded from the fauna of French Guiana. A key to American genera of Cerambycina 
(Cerambycini) is provided.

Key words. Cerambycini, Neotropical, new taxa, South America, taxonomy

ZooBank registration. urn:lsid:zoobank.org:pub:D0692D26-00DD-4B33-ABEE-A642DF3F0F38

Introduction
Dejean (1821) proposed Hamaticherus listing available names for species from the old and new world. Audinet-
Serville (1834) used the name Hamaticherus and, despite attributing the authorship to Dejean, he included only 
species from the new world. Dejean (1835) proposed the name Plocaederus as a “new name” for Hamaticherus 
sensu Audinet-Serville 1834, and Chevrolat (1845) designated Cerambyx heros Scopoli, 1765 (a species included 
by Dejean (1821) in Hamaticherus) as type-species of Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821. Thomson (1864) designated 
H. bellator as type-species of Hamaticherus sensu Audinet-Serville. Recently, Sama (1991) designated H. bellator 
Audinet-Serville, 1834 as type-species of Plocaederus Dejean, 1835.  

Currently, Cerambyx heros is considered a junior synonym of C. cerdo Linnaeus, 1758, type-species of 
Cerambyx Linnaeus, 1758. Therefore, Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821 is also a junior synonym of Cerambyx and 
Hamaticherus sensu Audinet-Serville (1834) becomes a posterior usage for Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821.

Here, we update the taxonomic discussion involving Plocaederus and Hamaticherus, by making some con-
siderations on former studies. Accordingly, after reviewing all the pertinent literature we determined that it is 
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necessary to describe a new genus, Hamaederus, to include those species that are currently placed in Plocaederus. 
Furthermore, herein we describe a new species of Hamaederus from French Guiana.

Materials and Methods
Photographs were taken in the MZSP with a Canon EOS Rebel T3i DSLR camera, Canon MP-E 65mm f/2.8 1–5× 
macro lens, controlled by Zerene Stacker AutoMontage software. Measurements were taken in “mm” using a 
measuring ocular Hensoldt/Wetzlar - Mess 10 in the Leica MZ6 stereomicroscope, also used in the study of the 
specimens. 

The terminology for head and prothorax follows mostly Fragoso (1993); the remaining terminology follows 
Švácha and Lawrence (2014).

The acronyms used in the text are as follows:
AACP Alain Audureau Collection Privée, Saint Gilles Croix de Vie, France
ACMT James E. Wappes, American Coleoptera Museum (currently deposited in the FSCA)
BMNH The Natural History Museum, London, United Kingdom
CASC California Academy of Sciences, San Francisco, California, USA
DHCO Daniel Heffern Collection, Houston, Texas, USA
FSCA Florida State Collection of Arthropods, Gainesville, Florida, USA
FWSC Frederick W. Skillman collection, Phoenix, Arizona, USA
HSCV Herbert Schmid Private Collection, Vienna, Austria
JLGC Jean-Louis Giuglaris private collection, Matoury, French Guiana
MNHN Muséum national d’Histoire naturelle, Paris, France
MNRJ Museu Nacional, Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, Rio de Janeiro, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
MPUJ Museo Javeriano de Historia Natural Lorenzo Uribe, S.J, Pontifícia Universidad Javeriana, Bogotá, 

Colombia
MZSP Museu de Zoologia, Universidade de São Paulo, São Paulo, Brazil
OMPC Odette Morvan Private Collection, Kaw, French Guiana
PHDC Pierri-Henri Dalens Collection, Rémire-Montjoly, French Guiana
RFMC Roy F. Morris Collection, Lakeland, Florida, USA
SWLC Steven W. Lingafelter Collection, Hereford, Arizona, USA

Results

On Plocaederus and Hamaticherus and their type species

According to Monné (2021): “Hamaticherus Audinet-Serville, 1834”; “Type-species – Hamaticherus bellator 
Audinet-Serville, 1834 (original designation, of Pascoe, 1863: 559. “Hamaticherus bellator must be confined to 
H. bellator”).” And “Plocaederus Dejean, 1835”; “Type-species – Cerambys [sic] plicatus Olivier, 1790 (mono-
typy).” According to Tavakilian and Chevillotte (2021): “Hamaticherus Audinet-Serville, 1834”; Type species 
– Hamaticherus bellator Audinet-Serville, 1834 (designation by Pascoe, 1863: 559).” And “Plocaederus Dejean, 
1835; Type species – Cerambyx plicatus Olivier, 1790 (monotypy).”

Sama (1991: 122) and Martins and Monné (2002: 157) provided extensive historic information regarding 
Plocaederus and Hamaticherus. It is necessary to clarify some information and comments made by them on both 
genera:

Considerations regarding Sama (1991):
1. “= Hamaticherus Serville, 1835 nec Dejean, 1821”: the fact that Audinet-Serville (1834) excluded some 

species from Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821, does not make Hamaticherus [A.-]Serville a different genus. 
Therefore, the correct genus is Hamaticherus sensu Audinet-Serville, 1834 and it must be considered only 
as a posterior usage for Hamaticherus Dejean 1821;
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2. “Type species: bellator Dejean, 1837 [sic, 1836], nomen nudum (= bellator Serville, 1834) (present desig-
nation).” Plocaederus bellator is not a nomen nudum in Dejean, 1836, even 1835, because the species was 
already described in Audinet-Serville, 1834, and despite the fact that Dejean (1835 and 1836) attributed the 
authorship to himself.
Considerations regarding Martins and Monné (2002):

1. “In a later edition of his catalog, Dejean (1835: 322) repeated the concept of 1821 [for Hamaticherus]” In 
fact, Dejean did not repeat the concept of 1821, because Hamaticherus (written as Hammaticherus) included 
only non-American species, while those from America were included in Plocaederus Dejean, 1835, a new 
genus following the concept of Audinet-Serville (1834) for Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821. It is important to 
note that Plocaederus is not a new name for Hamaticherus sensu A. -Serville (1834), because only available 
names that are later determined to be homonyms can have replacement names, and this is not the case of 
the A.-Serville’s name, an unavailable name;

2. “The South American species, inserted by A.-Serville in Hamaticherus, were included in Plocaederus 
Megerle in Dejean, whose synonym was “Hammaticherus Serville.” In fact, Dejean (1835) indicated Plocae-
derus as by his authorship;

3. “Now, in Plocaederus, attributed to Megerle, it is valid in Dejean (1835: 319) because P. plicatus Olivier was 
inserted, the only species described; all others are nomina nuda.” This is not true since Dejean (1835) also 
included Hamaticherus bellator Audinet-Serville, 1834; 

4. “However, Plocaederus cannot be framed in this decision since it was mentioned by Dejean (1835) and 
attributed to Megerle.” The generic name Plocaederus was used several times after the publication of the 
catalogs by Megerle (1801–1805). Furthermore, the generic name Hamaticherus (or Hammatichereus) does 
not appear in Megerle (1801–1805);

5. “[with the following synonyms: Hamaticherus Stephens, Hamaticherus Servile [sic] … ].” The correct name 
is Hamaticherus sensu Stephens and Hamaticherus sensu Audinet-Serville. In fact, there are several cita-
tions along the text suggesting Hamaticherus was described many times. Actually, they are only different 
posterior usages for Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821;

6. “(1) The genus Plocaederus Megerle is valid in Dejean (1835) since it was included a species already 
described, Cerambyx plicatus Olivier, 1790, which is therefore the type species.” In fact, two previously 
described species had been included;

7. “(2) For Plocaederus Thomson, 1860, with non-American species, a new name must be provided because it 
is the junior homonym of Plocaederus Dejean, 1835.” In fact, Sama (1991) had already established the genus 
Neoplocaederus;

8. “(5) As Hamaticherus A.-Serville is not a homonym of Haematicherus Germar, it must be revalidated. The 
type species is H. bellator, designation by Thomson (1864: 228) ...” In fact, Hamaticherus A.-Serville or 
Haematicherus Germar never existed: the correct name is Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821 sensu A.-Serville; 
Haematicherus Dejean, 1821 sensu Germar (it is not an emendation, it is an incorrect subsequent spell-
ing: see ICZN 1999: 33.2 and 33.3). Furthermore, Germar (1823) did not write “Haematicherus”: he wrote 
“Hametaticheri Meg. Dej.” Hamaticherus sensu Audinet-Serville (1824) is at most a junior homonymy of 
Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821, which is currently a junior synonym of Cerambyx Linnaeus, 1758. But we 
think it must be considered a new concept for Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821. There is no evidence that the 
intention of Audinet-Serville (1834) was to describe a new genus. In other cases, some genera in Audinet-
Serville (1834), attributed by him to Dejean, cannot be attributed to this latter author because there were 
no available species originally included. If each time a concept of a genus is changed, we consider that the 
description of a new genus has occurred, we would have a chaotic nomenclatural situation. 
According to Monné (2021) regarding Hamaticherus Audinet-Serville, 1834: “Type-species - Hamaticherus 

bellator Audinet-Serville, 1834 (original designation, of Pascoe, 1863: 559, “Hamaticherus must be confined to H. 
bellator”).” According to Tavakilian and Chevillotte (2021): “Espèce-type: Hamaticherus bellator Audinet-Serville, 
1834”; and “Désignation: designation de Pascoe, 1863:559.” Pascoe (1863) reported: “Cerambyx, Linn., is now 
restricted to those Longicorns of which Cerambyx cerdo, Linn., is the type. Many authors substitute for Ham-
maticherus (Meg., Dej.), but the Hammaticherus, Serv., must be confined to H. bellator and its allies, (Plocaederus, 
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Dej.)”. It is clear that Pascoe (1863) was not designating the type species, especially because he affirmed that 
Hammaticherus Audinet-Serville “must be confined to H. bellator and its allies.” Furthermore, it is evident that 
for him, Hamaticherus Audinet-Serville was equal to Plocaederus.

As cited before, Monné (2021) and Tavakilian and Chevillotte (2021) reported Cerambyx plicatus Olivier, 
1790 as the type species of Plocaederus by monotypy. However, this is incorrect because Hamaticherus bellator 
Audinet-Serville, 1834 was already included in Plocaederus (also Cerambyx batus Linnaeus, 1758, in doubt). As 
seen before, the type species of Hamaticherus is Cerambyx heros Scopoli, 1763 (= cerdo Linnaeus, 1758) (Chevro-
lat 1845). Currently, Hamaticherus it is a junior synonym of Cerambyx, and the type species cannot be changed, 
as indicated by Martins and Monné (2002). 

The designation by Thomson (1864) of H. bellator as type-species for Hamaticherus sensu Audinet-Serville 
is incorrect, because an unavailable genus cannot have a type-species. Therefore, the type species of Plocaederus 
is Hamaticherus bellator Audinet-Serville, 1834, as proposed by Sama (1991). 

Brasilianus is an unnecessary substitute name and, as correctly pointed out by Martins and Monné (2002), 
the designation of Cerambyx batus as its type species is not valid. Macrobrasilianus Fragoso, 1971 has, as type 
species, Hamaticherus bellator. Accordingly, it is also a junior synonym of Plocaederus, since the type species of 
this latter is H. bellator (designation by Sama, 1991).

We were unable to find any work by Johann Karl Megerle von Mühlfeld in which he mentioned Hamaticherus. 
According to Dejean (1821) (translated): “The most difficult family is certainly that of the “Curculionites”; it is the 
least known to date. Mr. Germar and Megerle are very busy; I used their works, which are not yet published, but 
which they were kind enough to communicate to me … There were many new genera in the “Lamellicornes” and 
“Capricornes” families; I have kept some of those established by Mr. Schoenherr [sic, Schönherr], Mac-Leay [sic, 
MacLeay], and Megerle, and I’ve also created a few that I think are essential; but this work needs to be reviewed, 
and is still only an essay.” It is likely that Dejean (1821) also had used the unpublished works by Megerle, in which 
Hamaticherus and other generic names in Cerambycidae attributed by Dejean to this author were introduced. 

The following references must be included for Plocaederus (Hamaticherus in Monné 2021 and Tavakilian 
and Chevillotte 2021) in the current catalogues:

Plocaederus Dejean, 1835
Plocaederus Dejean 1835: 321 (partim); White 1853: 124 (partim); Sama 1991: 123; Bousquet and Bouchard 2013: 90 

(partim).
Hamaticherus Dejean 1821: 105 (partim); Audinet-Serville 1834: 15; Chevrolat 1861:  247; Thomson 1861: 196 (partim); 

Strauch 1861: 128 (partim); Pascoe 1863: 559 (partim); Thomson 1864: 228; Aurivillius 1912: 50 (partim); Martins and 
Monné 2002: 155 (syn.); Monné 2005: 51 (cat.); Monné 2012: 11; Monné 2021: 65 (cat.).

Cerambyx (Hamaticherus); Laporte 1840: 428 (partim).
Hammaticherus; Lacordaire 1868: 255 (partim); Chenu 1860: 313; Bates 1870: 250 (partim).
Hammatochaerus Gemminger 1872: 2800 (cat., emend.; partim); Heyne and Taschenberg 1907: 238 (partim).
Type species – Hamaticherus bellator Audinet-Serville, 1834 (subsequent designation, Thomson, 1864: 228).
Brasilianus Jakobson, 1924: 238 (partim); Zajciw, 1966: 47 (key spp.; partim).
Type-species – Cerambyx batus Linnaeus, 1758 (original designation, invalid designation).
Macrobrasilianus Fragoso, 1971: 7 (partim); 1982: 149 (partim).
Brasilianus (Macrobrasilianus); Fragoso and Tavakilian, 1985: 239 (partim); Monné, 1993: 7 (partim).
Type-species – Hamaticherus bellator Audinet-Serville, 1834 (original designation).

The following references currently included in Hamaticherus (= Plocaederus) need to be transferred to that 
of Juiaparus Martins and Monné, 2002: LeConte (1873: 301); Bates (1879: 16); LeConte and Horn (1883: 286); 
and Leng (1884: 115).

Key to American genera of Cerambycina (Cerambycini) 
This key is translated and adapted from Martins and Monné (2002). 
1.  Procoxal cavities open behind  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Plocaederus Dejean, 1835
— Procoxal cavities closed behind  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .2
2(1).  Antennomere III with long and curved apical spine  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3
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— Antennomere III without apical spine or with spine perpendicular to antennal axis  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .7
3(2).  Apical spine of antennomere IV with apex directed backward; outer spine of elytral apex short  . . . . . . .   

 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Peruanus Tippmann, 1960
—  Apical spine of the antennomere IV similar to that of antennomere III, directed forward  . . . . . . . . .   

 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4 
4(3).  Antennae in males twice length of body  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Juiaparus Martins and Monné, 2002 
— Antennae in males reaching elytral apex  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 
5(4).  Antennae in males reaching the middle of elytra; antennal tubercles not close to each other; scape rugose, 

at least on outer side of apical half; antennomere V slightly longer than IV; abdominal ventrites in 
males with abundant long setae  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Hirtobrasilianus Fragoso and Tavakilian, 1985

— Antennae in males reaching or surpassing elytral apex; antennal tubercles close to each other; scape not 
rugose; antennomere V longer than IV; abdominal ventrites in males without long setae  . . . . . . .  6

6(5). Antennae reaching elytral apex in males, and apical quarter of the elytra in females; antennomere IV half 
of length of III  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Atiaia Martins and Monné, 2002

— Antennae surpassing the elytral apex in both sexes; antennomere IV longer than half length of III  . . . .   
 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Paratiaia Dalens and Giuglaris, 2012

7(2).  Head and mandibles in males tumid and widened; sides of clypeus tuberculate (in large males); antennae 
in males with sexual pubescence  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Bothrocerambyx Schwarzer, 1929

— Mandibles in males without modifications; sides of clypeus without tubercle; antennal in males without 
sexual pubescence  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8

8(7).  Antennomeres III and IV with long spine, perpendicular to antennal axis  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   
 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Jupoata Martins and Monné, 2002

— Antennomere III unarmed or with short spine; antennomere IV with distinct spine (curved backward or 
perpendicular to antennal axis)  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  9

9(8).  Antennomere IV about as long as 1/3 of length of III, with long apical spine, often arched upward  . . . . . .   
 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Potiaxixa Martins and Monné, 2002

— Antennomere IV about as long as half of length of III, without apical spine or with spine short and per-
pendicular to antennal axis  . . . . . . . . . . .  Hamaederus Santos-Silva, Garcia and Botero, gen. nov. 

Hamaederus Santos-Silva, Garcia and Botero, new genus
Plocaederus Dejean 1835: 322 (partim); White 1853: 124 (partim); Martins and Monné 2002: 224; Monné 2005: 56 (cat.); 

2012: 11; Bousquet and Bouchard 2013: 90 (partim); Monné 2021: 72 (cat.).
Hamaticherus; Dejean 1821: 105 (partim); Audinet-Serville 1834: 15 (partim); Bates 1870: 250 (partim); Girard 1873: 726 

(partim).
Hammatochaerus Gemminger 1872: 2800 (cat., emend.; partim); Gounelle 1909: 607 (partim).
Brasilianus; Martins 1979: 23 (partim).

Etymology. The name is a combination of the names Hamaticherus and Plocaederus; referring to the historical 
confusion that involved those names. Masculine gender. 
Type species. Plocaederus bipartitus Buquet, 1860, here designated (name of the genus mistakenly registered as 
Plocoederus in the original description). 
Description (translation of Plocaederus sensu Martins and Monné 2002). “Head slightly narrower than protho-
rax. Frons from subquadrangular to wider than long. Frontoclypeal suture arched, well-marked. Median groove 
distinct between antennal tubercles, posteriorly prolonged as carina; area between upper eye lobes elevated 
and ending posteriorly in a small triangular depression. Eyes large, well-projected, narrowed between the lobes 
behind antennae. Upper eye lobes developed, separated by a distance equivalent to 1–4 rows of ommatidia (dis-
tance slightly variable in the sexes). Lower eye lobes reaching the ventral surface of the head, closer to each other 
than the insertion of the maxillae. Antennal tubercles slightly projected, distant from each other. Antennae in 
males longer than in females, often reaching the elytral apex about middle of antennomere VIII. In females, the 
antennae are almost as long or slightly longer than the body. Scape subcylindrical or gradually widened toward 
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apex; length about 1/3 of the length of the antennomere III. Scape without apical cicatrix or with the cicatrix vari-
able: from very distinct to slightly distinct. Scape coarsely punctate; outer side of apex with or without striae; in 
some species, with a small gibbosity on outer side of apical third. Antennomere III about 1/3 longer than scape, 
without carinae and rarely sulcate; apex nodose, without spine or with short spine transverse to the antennal axis. 
Antennomere IV shorter than III and V; apex nodose or with short spine, transverse to the antennal axis. Anten-
nomere V with long spine, more or less perpendicular to the antennal axis; rarely this spine is just longer than in 
the next antennomeres; inner area to the spine often with sensorial setae and, sometimes, carinated in this region. 
Antennomeres VI–X with apical spine, gradually shorter toward X, carinate or not along middle. In males, anten-
nomere XI slightly longer than X, often appendiculate; in females, as long as X. Prothorax wider than long, with 
variable basal and apical constriction. Sides of prothorax with a short central spine and a well-marked or slightly 
marked anterolateral tubercle. Pronotum transversely rugose in most species; centrobasal region without gib-
bosity or with well-marked gibbosity, pubescence of variable density, from practically glabrous to moderately 
pubescent. Sides of prothorax rugose, distinctly separated from the prosternum, which has no wrinkles. Pro-
sternum transversely depressed centrally, with variable pubescence. Procoxal cavities closed behind, angulated 
laterally. Prosternal process truncate, with tubercle turned toward mesoventrite, sometimes, slightly projected or 
with vertical tubercle. Mesoventrite transversely depressed centrally; mesoventral process emarginated apically, 
without or with tubercle, when present, often vertical. Apex of metanepisternum with short and spiniform projec-
tion. Metaventrite slightly convex, with variable pubescence; metakatepisternal suture well-marked; metathoracic 
discrimen not reaching mesoventrite. Elytra with variable apex, spiniform, transversely truncate or rounded; 
pubescence variable, from entirely glabrous to distinctly pubescent; without dorsal carinae. Femora fusiform; 
apex of metafemora unarmed, with acute projections or with inner apex with long spine. Tibiae slightly widened 
toward apex; metatibiae without carina. Metatarsomere I shorter than or as long as II–III together. Abdominal 
ventrites with variable pubescence.”
Remarks. Currently, the type species indicated for Plocaederus sensu Martins and Monné (2002) is Cerambyx 
plicatus Olivier, 1790. However, the original description and figure by Olivier (1790) do not allow us to be sure 
about the identity of the species. The holotype originally belonged to Mr. Pâris collection (Olivier 1795), and 
Olivier (1790, 1795) did not know where it came from. Thus, we prefer to designate Plocaederus bipartitus as the 
type species. 

Hamaederus bipartitus (Buquet, 1860), new combination
(Fig. 1–14, 18–23) 

Plocoederus bipartitus Buquet 1860: 624.
Hammaticherus bipartitus; Lacordaire 1868: 256.
Hammatochaerus bipartitus; Gemminger 1872: 2800 (cat.).
Hamaticherus bipartitus; Aurivillius 1912: 51 (cat.).
Brasilianus bipartitus; Blackwelder 1946: 560 (checklist; partim); Zajciw 1966: 51; Martins 1979: 24, 25; Fragoso 1982: 149; 

Monné 1993: 2 (cat.).
Brasilianus (Brasilianus) bipartitus; Monné and Giesbert 1994: 34 (checklist).
Plocaederus bipartitus; Martins and Monné 2002: 245 (partim); Monné 2005: 56 (cat.); Monné and Hovore 2006: 36 

(checklist); Morvan and Morati 2006: 10 (distr.); Wappes et al. 2006: 7 (distr.); Martins et al. 2009: 504 (distr.); Touroult 
et al. 2010: 28; Morvan and Morati 2011: 15 (distr.); Galileo et al. 2011: 10, 76 (distr.; partim); Giuglaris 2012: 61 (distr.); 
Monné 2021: 73 (cat.).

Remarks. Hamaederus bipartitus was described from French Guiana. According to Monné (2021) and Tava-
kilian and Chevillotte (2021) the species was described based on a single specimen (holotype). Monné (2021) 
also indicated that the holotype is a male. However, Buquet (1860) did not indicate the sex, and the species was 
described based at least on two specimens. Besides the description of the specimen from his private collection, 
Buquet (1860) also reported (translated): “I have seen, in the collection of Mr. J. Thomson, an individual of this 
species in which the red spot invades at least two-thirds of the elytra. It comes from the same locality [Cayenne]. 
According to Martins and Monné (2002) (translated): “Described based on a single specimen … from Cayenne, 
French Guiana, deposited in the MNHN. Buquet (1860: 625) examined a second specimen from Thomson’s col-
lection (MNHN), also from Cayenne, which may be considered as a paratype.” In fact, the specimen is a syntype, 
and not a paratype. 
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Figures 1–9. Hamaederus bipartitus (Buquet, 1860). 1–2) Male from French Guiana, specimen 1. 1) Dorsal habi-
tus. 2) Ventral habitus. 3) Male from French Guiana, specimen 2, dorsal habitus. 4) Male from French Guiana, 
specimen 1, antennomeres III–IV. 5–6) Prosternal and mesoventral processes, oblique ventral view, females from 
French Guiana. 5) Specimen 1. 6) Specimen 2. 7–9) Prosternal and mesoventral processes, lateral view, specimens 
from French Guiana. 7) Female, specimen 1. 8) Male. 9) Female, specimen 2. 
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Figures 10–17. Hamaederus spp. 10–14) Hamaederus bipartitus (Buquet, 1860), female from Ecuador. 10) Dor-
sal habitus. 11) Ventral habitus. 12) Lateral habitus. 13) Prosternal and mesoventral processes, lateral view. 14) 
Prosternal and mesoventral processes, oblique ventral view. 15–17) Hamaederus fragosoi (Martins and Monné, 
2002), male from French Guiana. 15) Dorsal habitus. 16) Scape, pedicel, and antennomeres III–V. 17) Prosternal 
and mesoventral processes, lateral view. Figures 10–14 by Steven W. Lingafelter.
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Although the mesoventral process was not described in the original description, it has been described as 
having a distinct central tubercle in other works (e.g. Martins 1979, Martins and Monné 2002). However, the 
tubercle (Fig. 5–9, 13–14, 21–22) may or may not be present and, when present, it is highly variable: from a slight 
tumescence to a distinctly elevated tubercle, which may be transversely wide or somewhat narrow and, in some 
cases, the apex is emarginate. 

The specimens from Ecuador reported as being H. bipartitus, may or may not belong to this species. The 
general appearance is very similar but, apparently, the prothorax is somewhat slender, and the elytra are pro-
portionally slightly longer (about 3.5 times prothoracic length), while in the specimens from French Guiana 
the prothorax is somewhat wider, and the elytra are slightly shorter (about 3.0 times the prothoracic length). 
Although we examined specimens from Ecuador only using photographs, especially those of a female sent by 
our friend Steven W. Lingafelter (Fig. 10–14), those differences apparently occur in both sexes. At least some 
specimens from the Brazilian Amazonian have the elytra as in the specimens from Ecuador, also slightly differing 
from those from French Guiana. Unfortunately, it was not possible to be sure what those small differences repre-
sent. For now, we are considering that H. bipartitus occurs in Brazil (Amazonas, Pará, Rondônia, Maranhão) and 
Ecuador, as listed in Monné (2021) and Tavakilian and Chevillotte (2021). 

Martins and Monné (2002) reported on H. bipartitus (translated): “Variability. The color of the elytra var-
ies a lot; in several specimens, the apical third is black, but this color may decrease until the elytra are reddish 
orange only with the friezes and small apical portion brownish.” We examined some specimens deposited in the 
MZSP collection, from the Brazilian Amazonian and Bolivia (Fig. 18–23), with the elytra black only on the mar-
gins, as reported by Martins and Monné (2002). Some of those specimens have the elytra proportionally longer 
than in the specimens from French Guiana. It is possible that they do not belong to H. bipartitus but, again, we 
could not find a reliable morphological characteristic, other than the elytral color. We did not see specimens 
with intermediate condition of the black posterior area of the elytra (between covering the apical quarter and 
only present on the apex) from Brazil and Bolivia. In addition to these variations, we also found variations (not 
related to geographic distribution) in the shape of the prosternal process, which may have the apex rounded (Fig. 
22) or somewhat acute (Fig. 5); the length of the antennae in males (Fig. 1, 3, 18), which may be as long as in the 
specimen of the figure 18 (from French Guiana); the shape of the metatibiae, which may be slender or somewhat 
distinctly widened toward the apex; and the length of the black apical macula on the elytra with may starts from 
about middle to apical quarter.       

For additional comments see remarks in Hamaederus fragosoi. 
Material examined. SURINAME, Marowijne: Langaman Kondre, 1 female, VIII.1965, R. Malkin leg. (MZSP). 
FRENCH GUIANA: Route de Kaw – pk 35, 1 female, 4.VIII.1983, D. Dauthuille leg. (MZSP); pk 30, 1 female, 
24.VII.1995, E. Giesbert and J. Wappes leg. (FSCA); pk 37, 1 female, 17–18.VIII.1995, J. Wappes leg. (FSCA); 1 
male (MZSP), 1 female (RFMC), 27.IX–6.X.2013, Morris and Rasmussen leg.; 1 female, 11–23.VIII.2017, Wappes 
and Morris leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); pk 38, 1 male, 19.VIII.1995, Giesbert and Morris leg. (MZSP); pk 38 
(Amazone Nat. Lodge; Montagne de Kaw, 4°33′N / 52°11′W), 1 female, 11–23.VIII.2017, Wappes and Morris 
leg. (MZSP, formerly ACMT); Route de l’Est km 90, 1 male, 8.XI.1980, G.L. Tavakilian leg. (MZSP). BRAZIL, 
Amazonas: AM 010, km 26, Reserva Ducke, 27.IX.1978, no collector indicated (MZSP). ECUADOR, Orellana: 
Yasuní N.P., Yasuní Res. Stn., 0°40.4′S / 76°23.9′W, Malaise trap M7-2, canopy, 27 m, 1 female, 18–24.VII.2008, 
A.K. Tishechkin leg. (SWLC).
Specimens that may or may not be H. bipartitus. BRAZIL, Rondônia: 62 km SW Ariquemes, Fazenda Ran-
cho Grande, 2 males, 11.X.1993, C.W. and L.B. O’Brien leg. (MZSP); Porto Velho, Parque Ecológico, 1 male, 
06.IX.2008, no collector indicated (MZSP). Pará: Vianopolis, Fazenda São Lucas, 1 female, no date indicated, 
Jauffret leg. (MZSP); Serra Norte, Est. Manganês, 1 male, 10.VI.1986, W. França leg. (MZSP); Óbidos, 1 male, 
IX.1959, formerly Dirings collection (MZSP); km 93 da BR-14, 1 female, VIII-IX.1959, Expedição Departamento 
de Zoologia leg. (MZSP). BOLIVIA, Santa Cruz: 4–6 km SSE Buena Vista, FandF Hotel, 1 male, 23–26.X.2000, 
Wappes and Morris leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); FandF Hotel, 1 male, 7–10.X.2004, Morris and Wappes leg. 
(RFMC); Dpt. Potrerillos del Guendá, 350–400 m, 17°40′S, 63°27′W, 1 female, 7-9.IX.2012, Wappes, Skelley, 
Bonaso leg. (MZSP, formerly ACMT); Buena Vista, vic. Flora and Fauna Hotel, 1 male, 1 female, 17–20.X.2000, 
R. Morris leg. (RFMC).
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Figures 18–23. Hamaederus bipartitus (Buquet, 1860), specimens from Bolivia (Santa Cruz). 18–22) Male. 18) 
Dorsal habitus. 19) Ventral habitus. 20) Lateral habitus. 21) Prosternal and mesoventral processes, lateral view. 
22) Prosternal and mesoventral processes. 23) Female, dorsal habitus. 

Hamaederus fasciatus (Martins and Monné, 1975), new combination
(Fig. 24–33) 

Brasilianus fasciatus Martins and Monné 1975: 275; Martins 1979: 25 (key); Fragoso 1982: 149; Monné 1993: 2 (cat.).
Brasilianus (Brasilianus) fasciatus; Monné and Giesbert 1994: 34 (checklist; partim).
Plocaederus fasciatus; Martins and Monné 2002: 231 (partim); Monné 2005: 56 (cat.; partim); Wappes et al. 2006: 7 (distr.); 

Monné and Hovore 2006: 36 (checklist; partim); Galileo et al. 2011: 10, 78; Monné et al. 2017: 7 (holotype); Lingafelter 
et al. 2017: 23; Monné 2021: 73 (cat.; partim).

Redescription. Female (Fig. 24–27). Head capsule dark brown, sometimes almost black; ventral mouthparts red-
dish-brown or orangish-brown, except for mentum mostly brownish, and palpi lighter with apex of palpomeres 
pale yellow; anteclypeus mostly pale yellow or reddish-brown; labrum brown; antennae orangish-brown. Pro-
thorax from brown to almost black, except reddish-brown central area of prosternal process. Ventral surface of 
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mesothorax reddish-brown, except mesoventral process with dark brown margins and orangish-brown central 
area. Ventral surface of metathorax from orangish-brown to reddish-brown, except dark brown margins of meta-
ventral process. Scutellum from reddish-brown to brown. Elytra reddish-brown or brownish on circum-scutellar 
area, orangish-brown on remaining area between anterior margin and transverse dark brown macula placed just 
after middle (dark brown macula from distinctly to slight arched), pale yellow or light orangish-brown from dark 
brown macula to apex. Legs orangish-brown. Abdominal ventrites from orangish-brown to reddish-brown, often 
with apex of ventrites I–IV pale yellow. 

Head. Frons coarsely and abundantly punctate, punctures sparser on sides of frontal plate and absent cen-
trally between eyes (close to frontal plate); with minute, sparse white setae, and one long, erect seta on each 
side close to clypeus. Area between antennal tubercles coarsely, abundantly punctate; with minute, sparse white 
setae. Area between upper eye lobes carinate centrally; with a few minute white setae close to eyes. Central area 
of vertex close to prothorax smooth and glabrous. Area behind upper eye lobes coarsely, densely punctate; with 
minute, sparse whitish setae. Area behind lower eye lobes almost smooth close to eye, plicate-punctate on wide 
area close to prothorax; surface almost glabrous. Genae coarsely, somewhat rugose-punctate except smooth apex; 
with minute, sparse white pubescence except glabrous smooth area. Antennal tubercles coarsely punctate on 
base, gradually finer toward smooth apex; with minute, sparse white setae on punctate area. Wide central area 
of postclypeus coarsely, densely punctate, and sides smooth; punctures with minute white setae. Labrum with 
minute, sparse yellowish-brown or yellowish-white setae close to anteclypeus, and long, erect setae of same color 
directed forward on sides of this area; anterior area with moderately long yellowish-brown or yellowish-white 
setae directed forward centrally, shorter laterally. Gulamentum mostly smooth, glabrous posteriorly, coarsely 
plicate-punctate and with sparse, yellowish-white or slightly brownish, both short and somewhat long setae. 
Distance between upper eye lobes 0.06 times distance between outer margins of eyes; in frontal view, distance 
between lower eye lobes 0.43 times distance between outer margins of eyes. Antennae 1.6 times elytral length, 
reaching elytral apex at base of antennomere XI. Scape coarsely, abundantly punctate basally, punctures gradu-
ally sparser toward apex except smooth dorsal apex; with yellowish-white pubescence not obscuring integument 
except glabrous dorsal apex; with narrow cicatrix near apex. Antennomeres with yellowish-white pubescence, 
pubescence denser from V; antennomeres III–IV cylindrical, with nodose apex; antennomeres V–X serrated; 
antennomere XI abruptly narrowed near apex. Antennal formula based on length of antennomere III: scape = 
0.73; pedicel = 0.12; IV = 0.75; V = 0.90; VI = 0.81; VII = 0.77; VIII = 0.69; IX = 0.69; X = 0.61; XI = 0.85.

Thorax. Prothorax slightly wider than long (including lateral tubercles); lateral tubercles placed slightly 
after middle. Pronotum coarsely, densely punctate on basal half, except nearly smooth narrow area close to ante-
rior margin, slightly plicate-punctate from middle to posterior constriction, except central area subsmooth or 
only slightly transversely plicate, abundantly punctate near apex (punctures slightly finer); with minute white 
seta in most of punctures. Sides of prothorax coarsely, somewhat abundantly punctate except anterior area 
densely micropunctate, with a few coarse punctures interspersed, and posterior border and proepimeron densely 
microsculptured, with oblique band toward procoxal cavity with coarse punctures interspersed; nearly all coarse 
punctures with minute white seta. Prosternum coarsely rugose-punctate on wide central area, coarsely punctate 
on sides of central area, densely, somewhat coarsely punctate close to procoxal cavities and prosternal process, 
opaque, finely rugose-punctate inside anterior sulcus, rugose close to anterior margin; with short, sparse white 
setae from anterior sulcus to posterior area, setae gradually denser toward posterior area. Prosternal process 
distinctly inclined apically (Fig. 32 – equal to that in male); without tubercle; narrowest area 0.2 times procoxal 
width. Mesoventrite coarsely, abundantly, shallowly punctate (punctures sparser laterally); with short, sparse white 
setae. Mesanepisternum coarsely, abundantly punctate (punctures almost absent on mesanepisternum close to 
mesepimeron), with somewhat abundant white setae (almost absent close to mesepimeron); mesepimeron finely, 
abundantly punctate; with white pubescence; mesoventral process without tubercle, with apical sides tab-shaped, 
and posterior margin strongly emarginate centrally; narrowest area 0.5 times mesocoxal width. Metanepister-
num coarsely, somewhat abundantly punctate; with white pubescence, slightly denser anteriorly and posteriorly. 
Metaventrite moderately coarsely, shallowly, abundantly punctate; most punctures with short yellowish-white 
seta. Scutellum with a few decumbent yellowish-white setae. Elytra. Coarsely, abundantly punctate; most of 
punctures with minute yellowish-white seta; apex truncate. Legs. Femora coarsely, densely, shallowly punctate; 
with sparse white pubescence, slightly denser toward apex. Tibiae with somewhat sparse whitish setae, except 
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Figures 24–33. Hamaederus fasciatus (Martins and Monné, 1975). 24–27) Holotype female. 24) Dorsal habitus. 
25) Ventral habitus. 26) Lateral habitus. 27) Head, frontal view. 28–31) Male. 28) Dorsal habitus. 29) Head, 
frontal view. 30) Ventral habitus. 31) Lateral habitus. 32) Prosternal process, oblique view. 33) Prosternal and 
mesoventral processes. 
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dense, bristly light yellowish-brown pubescence on posterior area of ventral surface. Metatarsomere I shorter 
than II–III together. 

Abdomen. Ventrites finely, somewhat sparsely punctate; with sparse whitish pubescence, slightly denser 
laterally; apex of ventrite V subrounded. 

Male (Fig. 28–33). It differs from female by the antennae slightly longer (1.8 times elytral length, reaching 
elytral apex at posterior third of antennomere IX). 

Dimensions (mm) (male/female). Total length, 7.45/8.45–9.75; prothoracic length, 1.35/1.55–1.70; ante-
rior prothoracic width, 1.25/1.35–1.50; posterior prothoracic width, 1.30/1.45–1.65; maximum prothoracic 
width, 1.60/1.75–2.00; humeral width, 1.90/2.10–2.40; elytral length, 4.80/5.30–6.00. Dimensions of the holotype 
(original description): Total length, 7.93; prothoracic length, 1.52; maximum prothoracic width, 1.73; humeral 
width, 2.06; elytral length, 5.54. 
Material examined. BOLIVIA, Santa Cruz: Potrerillos del Guendá, 17°40′S / 63°27′W, 350–400 m, 1 male (MZSP, 
formerly ACMT), 2 females (FSCA, formerly ACMT), 7-9.IX.2012, J. Wappes, P. Skelley and T. Bonaso leg.; (800 
m), holotype female, 1.X.1960, Zischka leg. (MZSP).
Remarks. Martins and Monné (1975) described Brasilianus fasciatus based on a single female from Bolivia (Santa 
Cruz). Later, Monné and Giesbert (1994) reported the species from French Guiana, apparently, based on speci-
mens from the private collection of the second author (currently, deposited at FSCA). According to Martins and 
Monné (2002) (translated): “Variability. We examined a male from French Guiana [probably the female currently 
present in the MZSP collection] that differs considerably from the holotype. In this specimen, the head, prono-
tum, and scape are dark brown, almost black; the posterior half of the pronotum has some very shallow wrinkles; 
the elytra are unicolorous, reddish-orange and the apices of the elytra are obliquely truncate.” Based on specimens 
from French Guiana examined by us, we have no doubt that those specimens belong to Hamaederus allofasciatus 
, new species Accordingly, we are formally excluding H. fasciatus from the fauna of French Guiana. Monné and 
Hovore (2006) reported H. fasciatus from Ecuador, without a doubt, based on specimens belonging to the pri-
vate collection of the second author, who extensively collected in Ecuador (currently, deposited at CASC). It is 
possible that the species occurs in this country, but only the examination of the specimens collected by Frank T. 
Hovore would confirm the identification. 

Hamaederus fragosoi (Martins and Monné, 2002), new combination
(Fig. 15–17) 

Plocaederus fragosoi Martins and Monné 2002: 238; Monné 2005: 56 (cat.); Wappes et al. 2006: 7 (distr.); Martins et al. 
2008: 281 (distr.); Touroult et al. 2010: 28; Morvan and Morati 2011: 15 (distr.); Galileo et al. 2011: 10, 78 (distr.); Nas-
cimento and Bravo 2014: 131 (distr.); Monné and Monné 2016: 7 (holotype); Monné 2021: 73 (cat.).

Remarks. Hamaederus fragosoi was described based on a single female from Brazil (Amapá). The holotype was 
destroyed during the fire in 2018 at the MNRJ. Martins et al. (2008) reported the species from French Guiana, and 
Martins et al. (2014) from the Brazilian state of Ceará. 

According to Martins and Monné (2002) (translated): “The absence of tubercle in the mesoventral process 
separates P. fragosoi from P. bipartitus, P. glabricollis, P rugosus, and P. rusticus, species whose mesoventral process 
is provided with a tubercle. It is more similar to P. glaberrimus and differs in its general color, in the apical spines 
of non-divergent elytra, and in the upper ocular lobes as far apart as a row of ommatidia. In P. glaberrimus, the 
elytral spines are markedly divergent and the upper ocular lobes are separated by a distance equal to two rows of 
ommatidia.” In fact, H. fragosoi is much more similar to H. bipartitus. With the finding that the tubercle of the 
mesoventral process may be absent in H. bipartitus, as in H. fragosoi (Fig. 17), the only reliable difference between 
these two species is the shape of the apex of antennomeres III and IV: nodose or subnodose in H. fragosoi (Fig. 
16), distinctly projected in H. bipartitus (Fig. 4). This feature does not vary in other species (including those of 
which we examined a large number of specimens). 
Material examined. FRENCH GUIANA: Amazone Nature Lodge, Kaw Rd. 6, 4.550330, −52.170310, 1 male, 
11–23.VIII.2017, Morris and Wappes leg. (RFMC); Saint Laurent du Maroni, Crique Serpent, 1 female, 10.XI.2006, 
O. Morvan leg. (MZSP).



14 · October 11, 2021 Santos-Silva et al.

Hamaederus fraterculus (Martins, 1979), new combination
(Fig. 34–42)

Brasilianus fraterculus Martins 1979: 26; Fragoso 1982: 149; Monné 1993: 2 (cat.).
Brasilianus (Brasilianus) fraterculus; Monné and Giesbert 1994: 34 (checklist).
Plocaederus fraterculus; Martins and Monné 2002: 233; Monné 2005: 57 (cat.); Monné and Hovore 2006: 36 (checklist); 

Galileo et al. 2011: 10, 80 (distr.); Monné 2021: 74 (cat.). 

Redescription. Male (Fig. 34–37). Integument mostly black. Ventral mouthparts mostly dark brown posteriorly, 
mostly reddish-brown anteriorly (maxillary palpomere IV and labial palpomere III brown with apex reddish-
brown); part of anteclypeus and anterior area of labrum brownish. Elytra rufous except for black margins.

Head. Frons coarsely, abundantly punctate, punctures slightly sparser on frontal plate; with sparse, white 
pubescence, almost absent on sides of frontal plate. Area between antennal tubercles and upper eye lobes coarsely, 
abundantly, confluently punctate laterally, almost smooth centrally; with abundant white pubescence laterally, 
almost absent centrally. Remaining surface of vertex with abundant, transverse, small rugosities (more punctate-
plicate centrally toward eyes); with sparse white pubescence toward eyes, almost glabrous toward prothorax. 
Area behind upper eye lobes somewhat finely, abundantly, confluently punctate close to eye, with abundant, 
transverse, small rugosities toward prothorax; with minute, sparse white pubescence, sparser toward prothorax. 
Area behind lower eye lobes coarsely rugose-punctate toward upper eye lobe, except narrow smooth area close to 
eye (sometimes entire area close to eye smooth), longitudinally plicate toward ventral surface; with short, decum-
bent, very sparse yellowish-white setae. Genae somewhat finely and rugose, except smooth apex; with minute, 
sparse white pubescence on punctate area. Antennal tubercles coarsely, somewhat abundant punctate, except 
smooth apex; with white pubescence not obscuring integument, except glabrous smooth area. Wide central area 
of postclypeus coarsely, abundantly punctate, and sides smooth; with sparse white pubescence on wide central 
area, glabrous laterally. Labrum coplanar with anteclypeus posteriorly, inclined anteriorly; smooth and glabrous 
close to anteclypeus, finely punctate close to the inclined area (punctures anastomosed, forming elliptical depres-
sion on each side); coplanar area with minute, sparse white setae centrally, and long yellowish setae directed 
forward laterally; inclined area with somewhat long and abundant yellowish setae. Gulamentum almost smooth, 
glabrous posteriorly, depressed, finely, sparsely punctate, with short, erect, sparse yellowish-white setae between 
eyes. Distance between upper eye lobes (only one male measured) 0.12 times distance between outer margins of 
eyes; in frontal view, distance between lower eye lobes 0.50 times distance between outer margins of eyes. Anten-
nae 2.5 times elytral length, reaching elytral apex at basal quarter of antennomere VIII. Scape without apical 
cicatrix; scape, pedicel, and antennomeres with abundant white pubescence not obscuring integument, except 
glabrous, narrow dorsal apex of III and IV; antennomeres III–X with apex tumid and triangularly projected on 
outer apex; antennomeres V–X somewhat flattened dorso-ventrally; antennomere XI arched, with posteriorly 
area not abruptly narrowed. Antennal formula based on length of antennomere III: scape = 0.71; pedicel = 0.16; 
IV = 0.80; V = 1.09; VI = 1.18; VII = 1.21; VIII = 1.21; IX = 1.21; X = 1.11; XI = 1.52.

Thorax. Prothorax wider than long; lateral tubercles large, conical, placed centrally. Pronotum transversely, 
irregularly plicate on wide central area, except on central gibbosity placed from anterior third to posterior fifth 
(anterior area of this gibbosity carina-shaped); finely, abundantly punctate among folds and on central gibbosity; 
finely, abundantly punctate on anterior and posterior fifth; with abundant white pubescence not obscuring integu-
ment (more yellowish-white depending on light intensity), almost absent on central gibbosity, shorter and sparser 
close to anterior margin, absent inside posterior sulcus. Sides of prothorax transversely, irregularly plicate, and 
finely, abundantly punctate on wide central area; smooth inside anterior and posterior sulci; posterior border and 
proepimeron somewhat finely rugose; with abundant white pubescence not obscuring integument, nearly absent 
anteriorly (this area widened toward prosternum), and sparse on posterior border and proepimeron. Prosternum 
somewhat rugose-punctate about posterior half, with transverse sulcus about middle, irregularly plicate-punctate 
from central sulcus to anterior sulcus, finely punctate close to anterior margin; with abundant white pubescence 
from anterior sulcus to procoxal cavities (pubescence denser toward posterior area), glabrous inside anterior 
sulcus, and with short yellowish-white pubescence on sides of area close to anterior margin. Prosternal process 
strongly inclined posteriorly, with rounded protuberance in the just after inclined region (sometimes slightly 
conspicuous); narrowest area 0.3 times procoxal width. Ventral surface of meso- and metathorax with abundant 
white pubescence, partially obscuring integument laterally (pubescence shorter and sparser on anterocentral 
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Figures 34–42. Hamaederus fraterculus (Martins, 1979). 34–37) Male. 34) Dorsal habitus. 35) Ventral habi-
tus. 36) Lateral habitus. 37) Head, frontal view. 38) Female, dorsal habitus. 39–42) Holotype female. 39) Head, 
oblique view. 40) Dorsal habitus. 41) Ventral habitus. 42) Lateral habitus.
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area of mesoventrite). Mesoventral process with tab-shaped process on sides of apex, strongly, widely emargin-
ate centrally on posterior margin; narrowest area 0.7 times mesocoxal width; central area widely, longitudinal 
depressed, without tubercle. Scutellum with yellowish pubescence on margins, nearly glabrous on remaining 
surface (sometimes, pubescence white, covering most of surface). Elytra. Finely, densely punctate; apex from 
rounded to truncate, often with sutural angle slightly projected; with abundant white pubescence not obscuring 
integument. Legs. Femora with abundant white pubescence not obscuring integument; apices not spiniform. 
Tibiae with abundant white pubescence not obscuring integument, except dense, bristly light yellowish-brown 
pubescence on posterior area of ventral surface. Metatarsomere I shorter than II–III together.

Abdomen. Ventrites finely, abundantly punctate, except smooth apex of I–IV; with abundant white pubes-
cence not obscuring integument; apex of ventrite V truncate, slightly emarginate centrally.

Female (Fig. 38–42). Similar to male, differing especially by the antennae distinctly shorter (1.75 times 
elytral length, reaching elytral apex at basal third of antennomere X; only one female measured).

Dimensions (mm) (male (3)/ female (4)). Total length, 15.55–16.60/14.65–16.70; prothoracic length, 
3.05–3.35/2.65–3.10; anterior prothoracic width, 2.65–2.80/2.30–2.65; posterior prothoracic width, 2.95–
3.15/2.65–3.05; maximum prothoracic width, 3.65–4.10/3.35–3.80; humeral width, 4.35–4.70/4.10–4.50; elytral 
length, 9.70–10.65/9.25–10.25. Dimensions of the holotype (original description): Total length, 12.90; protho-
racic length, 2.70; maximum prothoracic width, 3.50; humeral width, 3.80; elytral length, 8.90.
Material examined. BOLIVIA (new country record), Santa Cruz: El Refugio Los Volcanes, 3363′, 1 male, 
1–10.X.2008, Morris and Wappes leg. (RFMC); 1 male, 2 females, 18–24.X.2014, Morris and Wappes leg. (RFMC); 
4 km N Bermejo, Refugio Los Volcanes, 1045–1350 m, 18°06′S / 63°36′W, 1 male (MZSP, formerly ACMT), 1 
female (FSCA, formerly ACMT), 17–24.X.2014, Wappes and Morris leg.; 20 km N Camiri, Road to Eyti, 1250 m, 
6–8 km E Hwy 9, 19°52′S / 63°29′W, 1 female, 5–10.XII.2012, Wappes, Bonaso and Skillman leg. (MZSP, formerly 
ACMT). 
Remarks. Hamaederus fraterculus was described based on a single female from Paraguay (Boquerón). Formally, 
this is the only known specimen of this species, although Bezark (2021) illustrated a female from the collection 
of the late Ole Mehl from Paraguay (Canindeyú), which may or may not belong to H. fraterculus. Martins (1979) 
described the elytral apex as rounded. However, the elytral apex is from truncate to rounded in this species. The 
male is unknown.

Hamaederus fraterculus belong to the group of species without a cicatrix on the apex of the scape. 

Hamaederus glaberrimus (Martins, 1979), new combination
(Fig. 43–58) 

Brasilianus glaberrimus Martins 1979: 26; Fragoso 1982: 149; Monné 1993: 3 (cat.).
Brasilianus (Brasilianus) glaberrimus; Monné and Giesbert 1994: 34 (checklist).
Plocaederus glaberrimus; Martins and Monné 2002: 238; Monné 2005: 57 (cat.); Monné and Hovore 2006: 36 (checklist); 

Monné et al. 2010: 238 (distr.); Galileo et al. 2011: 10, 81 (distr.); Monné et al. 2017: 7 (holotype); Monné 2021: 74 (cat.). 

Redescription. Male (Fig. 49–56). Integument mostly black; ventral mouthparts mostly dark brown posteriorly, 
irregularly reddish-brown and yellowish-brown anteriorly; antennomere III dark brown basally, gradually brown 
toward the apex; antennomeres IV–XI brown. Elytra mostly brown, except for narrow black area on base of dor-
sal surface, widened close to humerus, black macula on inclined basal quarter, narrow black band along suture, 
epipleural margin, and apex. Apical area of protibiae and tarsi brown. Yellowish-white pubescence appearing to 
be white depending on light intensity. 

Head. Frons finely, somewhat abundantly punctate; frontal plate with punctures slightly coarser and sparser 
than on remaining surface of frons; with yellowish-white pubescence not obscuring integument, sparser on fron-
tal plate, especially anteriorly. Area between antennal tubercles and upper eye lobes carinate centrally, especially 
toward upper eye lobes; area between antennal tubercles with yellowish-white pubescence not obscuring integu-
ment, except for glabrous central carina. Remaining surface of vertex with small, elongated, smooth, glabrous 
depression following the central carina between upper eye lobes, somewhat finely, densely scabrous-punctate, 
with sparse yellowish-white pubescence on remaining surface. Area behind upper eye lobes slightly depressed, 
with shallow, confluent punctures close to eye, somewhat finely, densely and scabrous-punctate on remaining 
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Figures 43–49. Hamaederus glaberrimus (Martins, 1979). 43–48) Holotype female. 43) Dorsal habitus. 44) 
Ventral habitus. 45) Scape, pedicel, and antennomeres III–V. 46) Scape. 47) Lateral habitus. 48) Prosternal and 
mesoventral processes. 49) Male, dorsal habitus.



18 · October 11, 2021 Santos-Silva et al.

surface; with sparse yellowish-white pubescence close to eye, almost glabrous on remaining surface. Area behind 
lower eye lobes smooth, glabrous close to eye, transversely plicate-punctate, glabrous on remaining surface. Genae 
finely, sparsely punctate except smooth apex; with sparse yellowish-white pubescence on punctate area (slightly 
more abundant toward ventral surface), glabrous on smooth area. Antennal tubercles finely, abundantly punctate, 
with yellowish-white pubescence not obscuring integument basally, smooth and glabrous apically. Wide central 
area of postclypeus somewhat coarsely, abundantly, partially confluent punctate, with sparse yellowish-white 
pubescence, and somewhat long, erect setae of same color interspersed laterally; sides smooth, glabrous. Labrum 
coplanar, smooth, glabrous at posterior third, inclined, concave at anterior 2/3; inclined area with sparse yellow-
ish-white pubescence close to coplanar area, and long yellow setae directed forward laterally; anterior margin 
with tuft of yellow setae centrally. Gulamentum transversely plicate-punctate (nearly smooth centrally), glabrous 
on posterior 2/3; area between eyes tumid, finely, abundantly punctate on each side of posterior region, nearly 
smooth anteriorly, and with bristly yellowish-white pubescence not obscuring integument (pubescence slightly 
more abundant centrally). Distance between upper eye lobes 0.04 times distance between outer margins of eyes; 
in frontal view, distance between lower eye lobes 0.39 times distance between outer margins of eyes. Antennae 
1.75 times elytral length, reaching elytral apex at basal 2/5 of antennomere X. Scape somewhat coarsely and abun-
dantly punctate, except posterior half of dorsal surface transversely plicate, with sparse punctures between them; 
without apical cicatrix; with sparse yellowish-white pubescence. Pedicel and antennomeres III–IX with abundant 
yellowish-white pubescence, especially from V. Antennomeres III–IV cylindrical, widened, lacking projection 
apically; antennomeres V–X serrate; antennomere XI not abruptly narrowed near apex. Antennal formula based 
on length of antennomere III: scape = 0.59; pedicel = 0.11; IV = 0.60; V = 0.87; VI = 0.87; VII = 0.87; VIII = 0.81; 
IX = 0.75; X = 0.69; XI = 0.94.

Thorax. Prothorax transverse (including lateral tubercles); lateral tubercles placed centrally. Pronotum 
coarsely, transversely plicate (irregular on center of posterior half); with somewhat abundant yellowish-white 
pubescence not obscuring integument (pubescence slightly more abundant laterally), except glabrous anterior 
and posterior sulci; minutely punctate between folds. Sides of prothorax with sculpturing and pubescence as on 
sides of pronotum, except anterior area almost smooth (this area widened toward prosternum), and posterior 
border and proepimeron rugose (posterior border almost glabrous). Prosternum almost smooth on posterior 
third, rugose from posterior third to anterior sulcus; with abundant, bristly whitish pubescence (slightly more 
yellowish anteriorly), except glabrous anterior sulcus. Prosternal process (Fig. 56) distinctly inclined apically; 
with abundant whitish pubescence on anterior 3/4, sparse, shorter, brownish apically; narrowest area 0.45 times 
the procoxal width. Ventral surface of meso- and metathorax with abundant whitish pubescence, obscuring 
integument on some areas, except for glabrous central area on mesoventrite and metathoracic discrimen. Meso-
ventral process slightly tumid on center of basal area; apical sides tab-shaped, and posterior margin strongly 
emarginated centrally. Scutellum with sparse yellowish pubescence centrally, distinctly dense on margins. Ely-
tra. Minutely, densely punctate on basal half, and finely, abundantly punctate on posterior half; with abundant 
yellowish-white pubescence not obscuring integument; apex with outer triangular projection somewhat long, 
arched outward, and sutural angle with small projection. Legs. Femora finely, abundantly punctate (profem-
ora slightly rugose on peduncle); with abundant yellowish-white pubescence partially obscuring integument. 
Tibiae with abundant yellowish-white pubescence partially obscuring integument, except for posterior third of 
profemora with bristly yellowish-brown pubescence on inner surface and ventral surface of apical third, and 
apical 2/3 of ventral surface of meso- and metatibiae with bristly yellowish-brown pubescence. Metatarsomere 
I shorter than II–III together. 

Abdomen. Ventrites with abundant whitish pubescence partially obscuring integument, except glabrous 
apex of I–IV; apex of ventrite V almost truncate.

Female (Fig. 43–48, 57–58). Very similar to male, often differing by the shorter antennae (1.45 times elytral 
length, reaching elytral apex at posterior third of antennomere XI – only one female measured).

Variation (males and females). Punctures on frons slightly coarse, not differing from those on frontal 
plate; transversely plicate on dorsal area of scape with abundant punctures (especially in specimens from south-
eastern Brazil); tubercle on mesoventral process may or may not be present and, when present, it is very variable: 
from a slight tumescence to a distinctly elevated tubercle; antennae in males as long as in females; elytra minutely 
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Figures 50–58. Hamaederus glaberrimus (Martins, 1979). 50–56) Male. 50) Dorsal habitus. 51) Ventral habitus. 
52) Lateral habitus. 53) Head, frontal view. 54) Scape. 55) Scape, pedicel, and antennomeres III–V. 56) Prosternal 
and mesoventral processes. 57–58) Female. 57) Dorsal habitus. 58) Prosternal and mesoventral processes.
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or finely punctate throughout; outer projection of elytral apex, spiniform; outer projection of elytral apex from 
slightly to strongly arched outward.   

Dimensions (mm) (male (12)/female (22)). Total length, 15.55–21.45/18.20–23.45; prothoracic length, 
3.05–4.10/3.50–4.40; anterior prothoracic width, 2.65–3.40/2.95–3.70; posterior prothoracic width, 3.00–
4.00/3.40–4.40; maximum prothoracic width, 3.80–5.15/4.30–5.60; humeral width, 4.10–5.70/4.80–6.30; elytral 
length, 9.70–13.60/11.50–15.20. 
Material examined. BRAZIL, Amazonas (new state record): Manaus, ZF2, km 14, torre at 023521S / 600655W, 
1 male, 13-16.IX.2004, F.F. Xavier Fo, A.R. Ururahy, F. Godoi and S. Trovisco leg. (MZSP). Minas Gerais: Mar de 
Espanha, holotype female, 14.IX.1909, J.F. Zikán leg. (MZSP). Rio de Janeiro: Corcovado, 1 female, 31.VIII.1959, 
Alvarenga and Seabra leg. (MZSP); 1 male, 30.X.1970, Alvarenga and Seabra leg. (MZSP). BOLIVIA (new coun-
try record), Santa Cruz: 4 km SSE Buena Vista, Hotel Flora and Fauna, 1 male, 1 female, 17–19.X.2000, Wappes 
leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); 17°20′S / 63°39′W, 300–400 m, 1 male, 23.XI.2013, Skillman and Wappes leg. 
(SWLC); Buena Vista, Hotel Flora and Fauna, 1 male, 14–16.X.2000, Morris leg. (RFMC); 1 female, 19–22.X.2004, 
Morris and Wappes leg. (FSCA). Cochabamba: Vila Tunari, Hotel El Puente, 1158 ft, 16°59′S / 65°24′W, 1 male, 
10–12.IX.2012, Wappes, Skelley and Bonaso leg. (MZSP, formerly ACMT). FRENCH GUIANA (new country 
record): Kaw Rd. 6, Amazone Nature Lodge, Montagne de Kaw, 4°33′N / 52°11′W, 970 ft, 1 male, 4 females, 
11–23.VIII.2017, Wappes and Morris leg. (ACMT); Kaw Rd, pk 31, 1 female, 20–23.VIII.1995, Wappes leg. 
(MZSP, formerly ACMT); 2 females, 23.25.VIII.1995, Wappes leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); pk 32, 1 male, 3 
females, 24.VIII.1995, Wappes leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); pk 39, 2 females, 19–20.VIII.1995, Wappes leg. 
(FSCA, formerly ACMT); 3 females, 20.VIII.1995, Wappes leg. (1 female MZSP, 2 females FSCA, formerly 
ACMT); Amazone Nature Lodge, Kaw Rd. 6, 4.550330 / −52.170310, 1 male, 2 females, 27.IX–6.X.2013, Morris 
and Wappes leg. (RFMC); 2 males, 11–23.VIII.2017, Morris and Wappes leg. (RFMC); Kaw Mt, Camp Caimans, 
3 males, 26.VIII–7-IX.2019, J. Vlasak leg. (DHCO). 
Remarks. Hamaederus glaberrimus was described based on a single specimen from Brazil (Minas Gerais). 
According to Martins (1979), the holotype is a male. However, it is a female. Although it was not mentioned 
in the original description, the posterior half of the dorsal surface of the scape of H. glaberrimus is transversely 
rugose (but also with distinct punctures), especially on the posterior third, and does not have an apical cicatrix as 
mentioned by Martins and Monné (2002). 

Hamaederus rusticus (Gounelle, 1909), new combination
(Fig. 59–64) 

Hammatochaerus rusticus Gounelle 1909: 698.
Brasilianus rusticus; Blackwelder 1946: 561 (cat.); Zajciw 1966: 51; Martins 1979: 25; Fragoso 1982: 150; Monné 1993: 6 

(cat.).
Brasilianus (Brasilianus) rusticus; Monné and Giesbert 1994: 35 (checklist).
Hamaticherus rusticus; Aurivillius 1912: 51 (cat.).
Plocaederus rusticus; Martins and Monné 2002: 234; Monné 2005: 58 (cat.); Wappes et al. 2006: 7 (distr.); Monné and 

Hovore 2006: 36 (checklist); Morvan and Morati 2011: 15 (distr.); Galileo et al. 2011: 10, 89 (distr.); Wappes et al. 2018: 
5 (distr.); Monné 2021: 76 (cat.).

Remarks. Hamaederus rusticus was described based on six syntypes (five males and one female – MNHN; one 
specimen – BMNH) from Brazil (Goiás). Currently, it is known from Brazil (Amazonas, Pará, Mato Grosso, Mato 
Grosso do Sul, Goiás, São Paulo), French Guiana, and Bolivia (Santa Cruz) (Monné 2021; Tavakilian and Chevil-
lotte 2021). 

According to the key proposed by Martins and Monné (2002) (translated): “Scape without apical cicatrix,” 
leading to H. plicatus (Olivier, 1790), H. mirim (Martins and Monné, 2002), H. fasciatus (Martins and Monné, 
1975), and H. pisinnus (Martin and Monné, 1975) / Scape with apical cicatrix,” leading to H. rusticus and other 
species; and “Scape finely and densely punctate, without rugosities; apical region just with carina.” However, H. 
rusticus (Fig. 62), as well as H. fasciatus (Fig 24, 28), have an apical cicatrix on the apex of the scape.
Material examined. PERU (new country record), San Martin: Escalera Lodge, Tarapoto, 435 m, 2 males, 9– 
12.X.2012, J.B. Heppner leg. (FSCA)
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Figures 59–64. Hamaederus rusticus (Gounelle, 1909), male from Peru. 59) Dorsal habitus. 60) Ventral habitus. 
61) Lateral habitus. 62) Scape. 63) Apex of metafemora. 64) Prosternal and mesoventral processes, lateral view.

Hamaederus yucatecus (Chemsak and Noguera, 1997), new combination
(Fig. 65–81) 

Hammaticherus glabricollis Bates 1892: 147 (misidentification).
Brasilianus yucatecus Chemsak and Noguera 1997: 6; Toledo et al. 2002: 525 (distr.).
Plocaederus yucatecus; Turnbow et al. 2003: 6; Monné 2005: 58 (cat.); Hovore 2006: 371 (distr.); Monné and Hovore 2006: 

36 (checklist); Swift et al. 2010: 12 (distr.); Maes et al. 2010: 75 (distr.); Audureau 2010: 3 (distr.); Galileo et al. 2011: 10 
(distr.); Noguera et al. 2017: 460 (distr.); Monné 2021: 76 (cat.).

Plocaederus confusus Martins and Monné 2002: 243; Maia et al. 2003: 411 (distr.); Monné 2005: 56 (cat.); Wappes et al. 
2006: 7 (distr.); Monné and Hovore 2006: 36 (checklist); Martins et al. 2009: 504 (distr.); Monné et al. 2010: 238 (distr.); 
Galileo et. al. 2011: 10, 77 (distr.); Martins et al. 2014: 380 (distr.); Ferreira and Rocha 2015: 365 (distr.); Nascimento 
et al. 2016: 556 (distr.); Monné et al. 2017: 7 (holotype); Nascimento et al. 2017: 82 (distr.); Moura and Von Groll 2017: 
440 (paratype); Lingafelter et al. 2017: 22; Wappes et al. 2018: 5 (distr.); Monné 2021: 73 (cat.). New synonym. 

Hammatocherus pactor ? var. ?; Gounelle 1909: 607.
Brasilianus pactor; Buck 1959: 582 (not Lameere, 1885).
Plocaederus barauna Martins and Monné 2002: 239; Monné 2005: 56 (cat.); Galileo et al. 2011: 10, 75 (distr., hosts); 

Monné and Monné 2016: 7 (holotype); Monné 2021: 72. New synonym
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Figures 65–70. Hamaederus confusus Martins and Monné, 2002 (= H. yucatecus (Chemsak and Noguera, 1997)). 
65–67) Holotype male. 65) Dorsal habitus. 66) Ventral habitus. 67) Prosternal and mesoventral processes, lateral 
view. 68) Paratype female, dorsal habitus, from Brazil (São Paulo). 69) Paratype male, dorsal habitus, from Brazil 
(Rio de Janeiro). 70) Paratype male, dorsal habitus, from Brazil (São Paulo). 

Remarks. Chemsak and Noguera (1997) described H. yucatecus based on a series of males and females from 
Mexico (Yucatán, Chiapas, Quintana Roo) and Guatemala (Zacapa). According to them, H. yucatecus differs 
from the other species of the Brasilianus present in Mexico by the small size. However, Brasilianus mexicanus 
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(Thomson, 1861) currently belongs to Juiaparus Martins and Monné, 2002, and Brasilianus plicatus (Olivier, 
1790) sensu Lacordaire (1868) (= Cerambyx rufipennis Gory, 1831) currently belongs to Jupoata Martins and 
Monné, 2002. This species corresponds to Hammaticherus glabricollis sensu Bates (1892): “Hab. Mexico, Temax 
in North Yucatan (Gaumer). Three examples, females. The Yucatan examples resemble the unique specimen 
found by me on the Upper Amazons very closely, except that the 3rd and 4th antennal joints have dentiform pro-
cesses at their inner apices, of which there is scarcely any trace in the type-specimen, and the spine at the sutural 
apex of the elytra is a little longer. They are, however, females, whilst the Amazons specimen is a male, and the 
spines may be a sexual character …” The different shape of the antennal tubercles is not a sexual dimorphism, 
and both sexes of H. yucatecus have the apex of the antennomeres III and IV distinctly projected, and not nodose 
as in H. glabricollis. Therefore, Bates’ (1892) reference must be removed from H. glabricollis and included in that 
of H. yucatecus. 

Later, Martins and Monné (2002) described Plocaederus confusus based on a large series of males and 
females from Bolivia (Chuquisaca) and Brazil (Ceará, Mato Grosso, Distrito Federal, Mato Grosso do Sul, Bahia, 
Minas Gerais, Espírito Santo, Rio de Janeiro, São Paulo, Paraná). Currently, Plocaederus confusus is also known 
from the Brazilian states of Alagoas, Sergipe, Maranhão, Goiás, and Piauí, and from the Bolivian department 
of Santa Cruz (Monné 2021; Tavakilian and Chevillotte 2021). Probably, due to the geographical distribution, 
Plocaederus confusus was not compared with H. yucatecus. However, comparison of specimens from Mexico 
and Central America (Fig. 72–74) with South American specimens (Fig. 65, 68–70, 71) showed that there are no 
differences between H. confusus and H. yucatecus. The type series of Plocaederus confusus show that the elytral 
pubescence, as well as the black area on the elytra is highly variable. Accordingly, the former is synonymized with 
H. yucatecus.

Martins and Monné (2002) also described Plocaederus barauna (Fig. 75–76) based on males and females 
from Brazil (Paraíba, Pernambuco, Bahia). According to them, P. barauna differs from P. confusus by the antenno-
mere III without spine on apex. However, comparison between the type series of P. confusus (Fig. 65, 68–70) and 
two paratypes of P. barauna (Fig. 76) showed that the antennomere III is the same in both species. Accordingly, P. 
barauna is also synonymized with H. yucatecus. The sculpturing of the scape (Fig. 77–81) in H. yucatecus is highly 
variable, regardless of where the specimen is from. Additionally, the apex of the dorsal surface of the scape may 
or may not be slightly rugose, and the projection of the apex of the antennomere III may or may not be distinctly 
projected (these variations also occur in the type series of H. confusus). 

Hamaederus yucatecus (including Plocaederus confusus and P. barauna) is currently known from Mexico 
(Chiapas, Yucatán, Quintana Roo, Oaxaca), Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, and Costa Rica, Bolivia (Santa 
Cruz), Brazil (Ceará, Alagoas, Sergipe, Piauí, Paraíba, Mato Grosso, Mato Grosso do Sul, Bahia, Minas Gerais, 
Espírito Santo, Rio de Janeiro, São Paulo, Paraná) (Monné 2021; Tavakilian and Chevillotte 2021). Herein, we 
extend its geographical distribution to Colombia and Argentina, after the examination of a series of specimens. 
Material examined. MEXICO, Chiapas: El Aguacero, 1 male, 26.VI.1989, P.K. and E.B. Lago leg. (MZSP, formerly 
ACMT); Chorreodero Canyon, 5 mi. E Chiapa de Corzo, 1 male, 15.VI.1986, Reifschneider, Thomas, Bazata 
and Cldwell leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); 16 km W Ocozocoautla at El Aguacero, 1 male, 10.VI.2009, Skillman 
and Hidelbrant leg. (FWSC). COSTA RICA, Guanacaste: 15 km SW Bagaces, 1 male, 14.II.1972, G. Frankie leg. 
(FSCA, formerly ACMT). COLOMBIA (new country record), Bolivar: San Jacinto, Reserva La Flecha, 324 m, 
09°51′12.4″N / 75°10′41.4″W, 1 female, 15–16.IV.2018, Trampa de luz UV, Garcia leg. (MZSP); 09.852705°N / 
−75.17564°W, 1 male (MZSP), 1 female (MPUJ), 27.IV.2017, Trampa de luz, BST, I. Mendoza-Pérez leg. BOLIVIA, 
Santa Cruz: Potrerillo del Guendá, Snake Farm, 17°40′S / 63°27′W, 370–400 m, 1 female, 21–24.X.2011, Wappes 
and Skillman leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); 1 male, 10–12.XI.2011, Bettela, Bonaso and Romero leg. (FSCA 
formerly ACMT); 2 males, 19.XI.2013, Skillman and Wappes leg. (FWSC); 1 male, 22–14.IX.2012, Wappes and 
Skelley leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); Reserva Natural, 40 km NW Santa Cruz, 17°40′S / 63°27′W, 1 male, 30.IX–
3.X.2007, Wappes and Morris leg. (FSCA); 8 km NW Terebinto, Javier Chaco, 17°41′S / 63°24′W, 2 males, 1 female, 
1.XII.2012, Skillman, Wappes, Bonaso and Romero leg. (FWSC); Florida, 4 km N Bermejo, Refugio los Volcanes, 
18°06′S / 63°36′W, 1000–1200 m, 1 female, 6-8.XII.2015, Skillman, Wappes and Kuckartz leg. (FWSC); 1 male, 
28.X.2011, Skillman and Wappes leg. (FWSC); 1045–1350 m, 2 males, 2 females, 17–24.X.2014, Wappes and 
Morris leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); 3363′, 1 male, 18–24.X.2014, Morris and Wappes leg. (RFMC); 2 females, 
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Figures 71–81. Hamaederus yucatecus (Chemsak and Noguera, 1997). 71) Male from Bolivia, Santa Cruz (Buena 
Vista), dorsal habitus. 72) Male from Costa Rica, Guanacaste (near Bagaces). 73) Male from Mexico, Chiapas 
(near Ocozocoautla), dorsal habitus. 74) Male from Mexico, Chiapas (El Chorreodero Canyon), dorsal habitus. 
75–76) Plocaederus barauna Martins and Monné, 2002 (= H. yucatecus (Chemsak and Noguera, 1997)), para-
types. 75) Dorsal habitus, female. 76) Antennomeres III–IV, male. 77–81) Scape. 77) Male from Bolivia. 78) 
Male from Mexico. 79) Male from Mexico. 80) Paratype male of P. confusus from Brazil. 81) Paratype female of 
P. confusus from Brazil. 
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1–10.X.2008, Morris and Wappes leg. (RFMC); 3400–4200 ft., 2 males, 16–20.IX.2012, Wappes, Skelley, Bonaso 
and Hamel leg. (FSCA formerly ACMT); Pampagrande, 1 female, 3.X.2011, Langer leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); 
Buena Vista, vic. Flora and Fauna Hotel, 1 female, 14–16.X.2000, R. Morris leg. (RFMC); 4 km SSE Buena Vista, 
Hotel Flora and Fauna, 17°29′S / 63°39′W, 300–400 m, 1 female, 20.X.2011, Skillman and Wappes leg. (FWSC); 1 
female, 17.X.2011, Skillman and Wappes leg. (FWSC); 1 female, 23.XI.2013, Skillman and Wappes leg. (FWSC); 1 
female, 3 males, 17–20.X.2000, Morris leg. (RFMC); 1 female, 17–19.X.2000, Skillman and Wappes leg. (FWSC); 
1 female, 17–20.X.2000, Morris leg. (FSCA); 1 female, 22–31.X.2002, Wappes and Morris leg. (FSCA, formerly 
ACMT); 1 male, 2–14.X.2003, R. Clarke leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); 1 female, 3–8.X.2004, Wappes and Morris 
leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); 430 m, 2 females, 14–19.X.2000, M.C. Thomas leg. (FSCA); 2 males, 17–19.X.2000, 
Wappes and Morris leg. (FSCA, formerly ACMT); 8 km SE Buena Vista, 1 female, 24.X.1992, E. Giesbert leg. 
(FSCA); 1 female, 18–25.X.1992, E. Giesbert leg. (FSCA); Achira Camp, 1360 m, 18°09′49″S / 63°48′83″W, 1 male, 
14–15.X.2006, Wappes, Nearns and Eya leg. (MZSP, formerly ACMT). ARGENTINA (new country record), Cor-
doba: Rt. 20 km 834, 4 km E Taninga, 1 male, no date indicated, Cordo, Stange and Woodruff leg. (FSCA).

Hamaederus allofasciatus Santos-Silva, Garcia and Botero, new species 
(Fig. 82–89) 

Brasilianus (Brasilianus) fasciatus; Monné and Giesbert 1994: 34 (checklist; partim).
Placaederus fasciatus; Martins and Monné 2002: 231 (partim); Monné 2005: 56 (cat.; partim); Monné and Hovore 2006: 36 

(checklist; partim); Morvan and Morati 2006: 10 (distr.); 2011: 15 (distr.); Monné 2021: 73 (cat.; partim).

Description. Holotype male (Fig. 82–88). Head capsule and prothorax black (posterior area of ventral surface 
slightly lighter); anteclypeus and labrum mostly brownish; posterior region of ventral mouthparts brown, and 
anterior area yellowish-brown; scape black, slightly lighter apically; pedicel brown; basal third of antennomere 
III brownish and remaining surface orangish-brown; remaining antennomeres orangish-brown; ventral surface 
of meso- and metathorax and abdomen reddish-brown, with some irregular areas orangish-brown, and margins 
of thoracic sclerites darkened. Elytra orangish-brown, slightly darkened on circum-scutellar region and slightly 
distinct area after middle. Legs orangish-brown. 

Head. Frons finely, somewhat sparsely punctate, absent on inferior sides of frontal plate; with minute, 
sparse white setae, slightly more abundant close to eyes. Area between antennal tubercles finely, confluently 
punctate, especially centrally; with minute, sparse white setae, and a few long, erect setae of same color. Area 
between upper eye lobes centrally carinated, rugose between eyes and carina; with a few minute white setae on 
rugose area. Remaining area of vertex almost smooth, except a few coarse punctures on sides of posterior area, 
and finely, somewhat abundant punctate area close to eyes; with minute white setae close to eyes, and a few long, 
erect setae of same color on same area. Area behind upper eye lobes somewhat rugose-punctate; with minute, 
sparse yellowish-white setae close to eye. Area behind lower eye lobes coarsely, sparsely punctate (punctures 
elongated), glabrous. Genae coarsely, somewhat rugose-punctate close to eye, nearly smooth apically; with min-
ute white pubescence on rugose-punctate area. Antennal tubercles finely, sparsely punctate, except smooth apex; 
with minute, sparse white setae on punctate area, glabrous on smooth area. Wide central area of postclypeus 
finely, somewhat abundantly punctate, and sides smooth; punctures with minute white seta; with one long, erect 
translucent seta on each side of wide central area close to frons. Labrum with long yellowish setae laterally on 
posterior area coplanar with anteclypeus; anterior area with long, abundant yellowish setae directed forward 
centrally. Gulamentum sparsely, transversely plicate, glabrous on posterior area, coarsely, moderately abundantly 
punctate between eyes (general appearance somewhat rugose), punctures with short, erect whitish seta. Distance 
between upper eye lobes 0.06 times distance between outer margins of eyes; in frontal view, distance between 
lower eye lobes 0.37 times distance between outer margins of eyes. Antennae 1.75 times elytral length, reaching 
elytral apex at basal quarter of antennomere X. Scape coarsely, abundantly punctate, except smooth apical area; 
with whitish pubescence not obscuring integument, except glabrous smooth areas. Antennomeres III–V with 
whitish pubescence not obscuring integument, and remaining antennomeres with denser yellowish pubescence; 
antennomeres III and IV cylindrical with nodose apex; antennomeres V–X serrate; antennomere XI abruptly nar-
rowed near apex. Antennal formula based on length of antennomere III: scape = 0.71; pedicel = 0.16; IV = 0.75; 
V = 0.91; VI = 0.87; VII = 0.79; VIII = 0.73; IX = 0.71; X = 0.67; XI = 0.87.
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Figures 82–89. Hamaederus allofasciatus sp. nov. 82–88) Holotype male. 82) Dorsal habitus. 83) Ventral habitus. 
84) Lateral habitus. 85) Head, frontal view. 86) Scape. 87) Prosternal process, oblique view. 88) Prosternal and 
mesoventral processes. 89) Paratype female, dorsal habitus.

Thorax. Prothorax slightly wider than long (including lateral tubercles); lateral tubercles placed slightly 
after middle. Pronotum somewhat coarsely, abundantly, slightly plicate-punctate on anterior half, transversely 
more distinctly plicate-punctate on posterior half, except central area of posterior half only transversely pli-
cate, and area of posterior constriction only punctate; punctures with minute whitish seta. Sides of prothorax 
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somewhat coarsely and abundantly punctate, except for anterior area nearly smooth (this area widened toward 
prosternum), and posterior border and proepimeron densely microsculptured, with oblique band of shal-
low punctures toward procoxal cavity; punctures on wide central area with minute white seta. Prosternum 
coarsely, somewhat sparsely punctate on sides of posterior third, finely, densely punctate on central area of 
posterior quarter, coarsely, rugose-punctate on wide central region, especially on middle of this area, plicate 
on anterior quarter; with minute, sparse whitish setae on posterior 3/4, glabrous on anterior quarter. Proster-
nal process (Fig. 87) gradually inclined toward apex; narrowest area 0.15 times procoxal width. Mesoventrite 
coarsely, abundantly punctate, punctures with short yellowish-white seta. Mesanepisternum and mesepimeron 
with coarsely, somewhat abundantly punctate; punctures with short yellowish-white seta; mesoventral process 
without tubercle, with apical sides tab-shaped, and posterior margin strongly emarginated centrally; surface 
somewhat finely, densely punctate; narrowest area 0.39 times mesocoxal width. Metanepisternum and metaven-
trite finely, sparsely punctate; with short, sparse, decumbent whitish setae, except smooth posterior area close to 
metathoracic discrimen smooth and glabrous. Scutellum with minute whitish setae on sides. Elytra. Coarsely, 
abundantly punctate on basal half, punctures distinctly finer on posterior half; nearly all punctures with min-
ute yellowish-white seta; apex slightly oblique, truncate. Legs. Femora coarsely, densely, shallowly punctate; 
with sparse white pubescence, slightly denser toward apex. Tibiae with somewhat sparse yellowish-white setae, 
except dense, bristly light yellowish-brown pubescence on posterior area of ventral surface. Metatarsomere I 
shorter than II–III together. 

Abdomen. Ventrites finely, somewhat sparsely punctate; with sparse whitish pubescence, slightly denser 
laterally; apex of ventrite V subtruncate. 

Female (Fig. 89). Very similar to male, differing especially by the antennae slightly shorter (1.6 times elytral 
length, reaching elytral apex at base of antennomere XI).

Variation. Posterior area of vertex and area behind upper eye lobes coarsely, transversely plicate-punctate.
Dimensions (mm) (holotype male/paratype male/paratype female). Total length, 8.05/8.10/9.70; 

prothoracic length, 1.55/1.60/1.85; anterior prothoracic width, 1.25/1.25/1.50; posterior prothoracic width, 
1.35/1.40/1.65; maximum prothoracic width, 1.55/1.65/2.00; humeral width, 1.95/2.00/2.40; elytral length, 
4.85/5.05/6.00. 
Type material. Holotype male from FRENCH GUIANA: Kaw Rd pk 41, 19.VIII.1995, J.E. Wappes leg. (FSCA, 
formerly ACMT). Paratypes – FRENCH GUIANA: Montagne de Kaw, PK 4, 1 male, 29.VIII.1986, light trap, 
Gérard Tavakilian leg. (OMPC); Kaw Rd pk 18, 1 male, 26.VIII.1995, J.E. Wappes leg. (MZSP, formerly ACMT); 
Montagne de Kaw PK 36, 7.IX.1991, light trap, Joannes Chacun-Francoz leg. (OMPC); Montagne de Kaw PK 
43, 26.VIII.1992, light trap, Jean A. Cerda leg. (OMPC); Montagne de Kaw, PK 45,5, 1 male, 11.X.1986, light 
trap, Odette Morvan leg. (OMPC); Kaw Rd pk 46, 1 female, 29.VIII.1986, G.L. Tavakilian leg. (MZSP); Route de 
Kaw, pk 32, 1 male, 24.IX.2003, A. Audureau leg. (DHCO); Route de Kaw pk 47, 1 malem 10.IV.1991, light trap, 
Odette Morvan leg. (OMPC); 3 males, 10.VIII.1991, UV light trap, J.L Giuglaris leg. (JLGC); Piste de Bélizon pk 
24, 1 female, 15.VIII.1999, UV light trap, J. Hulin/JL Giuglaris leg. (JLGC); Petit Saut pk 3 Sinnamary, 1 female, 
24.VIII.2006, light trap (PHDC); Grand Bœuf Mort Saül, 1 female, 14.IX.2007, light trap (PHDC); Montagne 
Pelée Saül, 1 male, 05.X.2010, light trap (PHDC); Route de Kaw pk 37, 2 males, 9–12.IX.1999, light trap, A. Audu-
reau leg. (AACP); Route de Kaw pk 37, 1 female, 20.XI.2000, light trap, A. Audureau leg. (AACP); Route de Kaw 
pk 29, 1 female, 15–19.XI.2006, light trap, A. Audureau leg. (AACP); Roura, 1 specimen, IX.2009, J.L. Giuglaris 
leg. (HSCV). 
Etymology. From the Greek “allos/αλλος”, meaning “other” or “different,” and “fasciatus”; indicating that it is 
different from Hamaederus fasciatus. 
Remarks. Hamaederus allofasciatus is similar to H. fasciatus (Martins and Monné, 1975) but differs as follows: 
scape black, slightly lighter apically; pedicel brown; basal third of antennomere III brownish; posterior half of 
pronotum distinctly plicate-punctate; prosternal process gradually inclined toward apex (Fig. 87); mesoven-
tral process (Fig. 88) distinctly narrower; elytra without transverse dark brown band. In H. fasciatus, the scape, 
pedicel, and antennomere III are orangish-brown, posterior half of pronotum not distinctly plicate-punctate, 
prosternal process abruptly inclined posteriorly (Fig. 32), sometimes somewhat tuberculate centrally near apex, 
mesoventral process distinctly wider (Fig. 33), and elytra with transverse dark brown band.
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The following list of Cerambycini genera and species reflects the taxonomic changes made based on the 
result of our study. 
Hamaederus Santos-Silva, García and Botero, new genus

Type species. Plocaederus bipartitus Buquet, 1860, here designated.
Hamaederus allofasciatus Santos-Silva, García and Botero, new species
Hamaederus bipartitus (Buquet, 1860), new combination
Hamaederus dozieri (Martins and Galileo, 2010), new combination
Hamaederus fasciatus (Martins and Monné, 1975), new combination
Hamaederus fragosoi (Martins and Monné, 2002), new combination
Hamaederus fraterculus (Martins, 1979), new combination
Hamaederus glaberrimus (Martins, 1979), new combination
Hamaederus glabricollis (Bates, 1870), new combination
Hamaederus inconstans (Gounelle, 1913), new combination
Hamaederus mirim (Martins and Monné, 2002), new combination
Hamaederus pactor (Lameere, 1885), new combination
Hamaederus pisinnus (Martins and Monné, 1975), new combination
Hamaederus plicatus (Olivier, 1790), new combination
Hamaederus rugosus (Olivier, 1795), new combination
Hamaederus rusticus (Gounelle, 1909), new combination
Hamaederus yucatecus (Chemsak and Noguera, 1997), new combination

= Plocaederus barauna Martins and Monné, 2002, new synonym
= Plocaederus confusus Martins and Monné, 2002, new synonym

Plocaederus Dejean, 1835
= Hamaticherus Audinet-Serville, 1834 (not Dejean, 1821)
Type species. Hamaticherus bellator Audinet-Serville, 1834; designated by Sama (1991)

Plocaederus bellator (Audinet-Serville, 1834), new combination
Cerambyx Linnaeus, 1758

= Hamaticherus Dejean, 1821 (Type species Cerambyx heros (Scopoli, 1763), designated by Chevrolat (1845), 
currently senior synonym of Cerambyx cerdo Linnaeus, 1758)
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