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Or, ;i nerr Anopheles from Brasil, (Work of the 
Tnstituto Oswald0 Cruz). 

When I was in January of this year in this Institute’s post in Estrella 1 had 

the chance to capture 2 specimens of m anopheline of the genus Anopheles 

subgenus Arribma, Twrhich seems to be of a species that is relatively rare -- 

there. In fact, llrhen capturing ampheliaes, either at light or from a horse, 

the dominant species OF the subgenus Arrisalss@a TX~S alyrlays A, intermedius, m----I) 1 & 

There also appeared almw’: every night, but in lesser numbers* s~eci-n~rls 3: 

--hat is still called Anopheles or Arpibalzagia - -- pseudomaculipeh ‘ -_ 

When I ex;lm5.1ed the specimens ,irsijtls~ mentioned, I found That they exhibited 

characters of the latter species, mzi:l?y as c-~l .3er‘;ls those of the wing; holxre5Jer, 

they could not be absolutely ascribed to pseudomaculipes because X9 o%z* :_%v- 

at?ters peculiar to theme 

At first 1 thought they belonged to a species deszxibed by Theotial3 as _h-~;- - . . 

, but then I[ saTxr that 1 had at hand an entirely difFere:lt ;;p!3 :I+:: ~ 

and Tnhen I read the redescription of A. msculipes made by Hmard, Dyar, and 

Kab based upon 2 specimens, one from Trinidad and the other from Brasil and 

from this Institute, 17xTas surprised to find that the characters of my specimens - 

agreed more or less lx,ith those cited in the redescription, principally in the 

part dealing 4th the hindtarsi. 

Suspecting that my specimens might be of a neTI, species, perhaps the same 

that TTlas examined by Holrard, Dyar, and Knab, I asked Dr. Soper if he lrvould 

have the kindness to obtain in the United States a specimen at least of the typical 

A. maculipes in order to make the necessary comparisons. - 

After a fell? months, Soper se’glt Ine a copy-of a letter from Russel, llrhich 

contained a transcription of a reply from Root in ansTT,er to a request from that 

colleague. Root had sent, after receiving the request from Soper, ’ 8 
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specimens of Anopheles that had been classified as A, pseudomaculipes to 

Ed=yards at the British hluseum, and he,after comparing them Lth the type of 

Anopheles maculipes Theobald,had verified their identity lrith the latter species. 
. 

This confirmed the suspicion I had that the 2 specimens studied by Ho-lard, War, 

and Knab lrrere not & maculipes and meaning that a neqrr name TrTould have to be c 

given for tk descri@m. carrarpmding to such specimms. 

1 do not kno~ry 111 h&her or not they are identical TGth mine, but what I am sure 

of is that mine are different from txrhat has been SO far called 

and that they are, according to the communicat$ons of Edwards and Root, A. 

-2aculipes Theobald. I therefore consider them as cotypes of a new species, 
5 

minor, the description of TXrhich is given in the folloTGt,g lines, 

f 

Wing of Anopheles (Arribalzagia) minor n, sp. (X 18). . . 
r 

A relatively small species (body 4 mm., wing 3.25 mm), Palpus covered 

entirely Gth black scales; Gth only 1 or another Tlrhite scale at the level of the 

last 2 articulations. Head, thorax, and abdomen 716th scalecovering identical 

Trith that seen in species of this group; only in the lateral tufts of abdominal 

scales are there black scales. 

A fey17 light scales present on only 7th and 8th urotergites, but they are more 

abundant on the apex of the 9th. 

Thorax Gth 3 dark spots on mesonotum, as in other species of Arribalzagia. 

Wings as in the photomicrograph. The emargination on the costa at the level 

of the junction of the subcostal nearly imperceptible and the scales, are exactly 

* 
of the type to be seen i and apicimacula. 



* 
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Fore and *idlegs as in other species of Arribalzagia; Hindlegs 4th femora 

and tibiae speckled, All tarsal segments, except 5th, 4th narrm apical 

annulus. Basitarsus, besides apical armulus, sho4ng 6 nearly equidistant 

small dots. 

We are concerned here with a species very close to 
\.a 

-rrhich it is distinguished primarily by the arrangement of the spots on the 

Gngs and by the appearance of the hindtarsi. 

Cotypes: 2 specimens mounted in dra=rer no. 291 and 2 slide preparations 

673 and 890 in the entomological collection of the Instituto Osyxraldo Cruz. 
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