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C. bisignata BATES, 1865, C. latevittata BATES, 1865 (now Hilobothea latevittata), C. styligera 
BATES, 1865, C. grallatrix BATES, 1865, C. olivencia BATES, 1865, C. pura BATES, 1865, 
C. carneola BATES, 1865, C. forcipata BATES, 1865, C. naevigera BATES, 1865, C. lucaria 
BATES, 1865, C. crassa BATES, 1865, C. lineatocollis BATES, 1865, C. ordinata BATES, 1865, 
C. subtessellata BATES, 1865, C. octolineata BATES, 1865 (= C. bicuspidata (LATREILLE, 1833)), 
C. contaminata LEPELETIER & AUDINET-SERVILLE, 1825 (= C. hirtipes), C. geminata BATES, 
1865, C. concreta BATES, 1865 (= C. hirtipes), C. bilineata BATES, 1865, C. lunulata LUCAS, 
1859, C. hebraica BATES, 1865, C. fasciata BATES, 1865, and C. lateralis BATES, 1865. 
In fact, the male protarsi of the species currently included in Sangaris (Fig. 6) do not differ from 
those of the females (Fig. 5). Although there are also some species currently included in Colo-
bothea with the protarsi identical in both sexes (e.g., C. decemmaculata, C. colombiana), we 
think that this feature is useful to separate Sangaris from Colobothea and also from Priscilla, es-
pecially in Sangaris when considering also the short humeral carina and the posteriorly narrowed 
prothorax. For that reason, we transfer Colobothea biguttata and Priscilla brasiliensis to 
Sangaris. 

Sangaris biguttata (BATES, 1865), comb.n. 
(Figs. 1–10) 

Colobothea biguttata BATES 1865: 219; MONNÉ 2023: 522 (part). 

MATERIAL EXAMINED: 
BRAZIL: Espírito Santo: Santa Tereza, 1  (MZSP 55826), XI.1964, leg. C.T. Elias (MZSP); Linhares, 1  (MZSP 

55852), XI.1972, leg. P.C. Elias (MZSP). Rio de Janeiro: Itatiaia, 1  (MZSP 55834), 12.IV.1931, leg. J.F. 
Zikán (MZSP). Santa Catarina: Hansa Humboldt [now Corupá], 1  (MZSP 55835), III.1933, leg. A. Maller 
(MZSP); 1  (MZSP 55836), I.1931, leg. A. Maller (MZSP); 1  (MZSP 55839), XII.1930, leg. A. Maller 
(MZSP); 1  (MZSP 55838), II.1931, leg. A. Maller (MZSP); Corupá, 2 , no additional data (HSCV); 
Joinville, 1  (MZSP 55851), XII.1920, leg. Schmit (MZSP). São Paulo: Ilha da Vitória, 1  (MZSP 55827), 
1  (MZSP 55828), 16.–27.III.1964, leg. Exp. Dept. Zool. (MZSP); Ilha dos Pescadores (Ilha da Vitória), 1  
(MZSP 55829), 1  (MZSP 55830), 24.III.1964, leg. D. Zool. (MZSP); Itanhaém, 1  (MZSP 55831), IV.1964, 
leg. U.R. Martins (MZSP); Juquiá, 1  (MZSP 55832), 9.V.1937, leg. Lange de Morretes (MZSP); Peruíbe, 1  
(MZSP 55833), 5.VI.1941, leg. H. Zellibor (MZSP); Guarujá, 2  (MZSP 55837, MZSP 55840), 12.XII.1920, 
no collector indicated (MZSP); 1  (MZSP 55841), 18.XII.1920, no collector indicated (MZSP); 3  (MZSP 
55842, MZSP 55843, MZSP 55844), 11.XII.1920, no collector indicated (MZSP); 1  (MZSP 55845), 
10.XII.1920, no collector indicated (MZSP); Santos, 4  (MZSP 55846, MZSP 55847, MZSP 55848, MZSP 
55849), 1  (MZSP 55850), XI.1915, no collector indicated (MZSP). 

REMARKS: The female from Bolivia identified as S. biguttata by MONNÉ & MONNÉ (2010), 
apparently represents a close species, which does not correspond to S. biguttata or S. bra-
siliensis, because the scutellum is distinctly smaller (larger in S. biguttata and S. brasiliensis). In 
this specimen from Bolivia, the elytra (especially humeri and apex) agree better with S. bra-
siliensis than with S. biguttata. However, the pubescent band on the scutellum does not reach the 
apex, agreeing better with S. biguttata, and also the distance between the upper eye lobes agrees 
better with S. biguttata. Unfortunately, we do not know the shape of the frons and the length of 
the lower eye lobes. Therefore, we cannot be sure about the true identity of this specimen. 
DISTRIBUTION: Currently, S. biguttata is known from Ecuador, Bolivia and Brazil (Amazo-
nas, Bahia, Minas Gerais, Espírito Santo, Rio de Janeiro, São Paulo, Santa Catarina) (BEZARK 
2023, MONNÉ 2023, TAVAKILIAN & CHEVILLOTTE 2023). 
We believe that the species may actually occur also in the Brazilian state of Rio Grande do Sul. 
However, the record for that state was solely based on the unjustified synonymy proposed by 
MONNÉ & MARTINS (1974). Therefore, S. biguttata must formally be excluded from the fauna of 
Rio Grande do Sul until confirmed records are available. 
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Figs. 1–10: Sangaris biguttata:1–5) female from Brazil, São Paulo, Peruíbe: 1) habitus, dorsal, 2) same, 
ventral, 3) same, lateral; 4) head, frontal view, 5) protarsus; 6–8) male from Brazil, Espírito Santo, 
Linhares: 6) protarsus, 7) head, frontal view, 8) habitus, dorsal; 9–10) female from Brazil, Santa Catarina, 
Corupá: 9) head, frontal view, 10) habitus, dorsal. 
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Sangaris brasiliensis (FUCHS, 1961), reinstated, comb.n. 
(Figs. 11–16) 

Priscilla brasiliensis FUCHS 1961: 9; MONNÉ & MARTINS 1974: 28 (syn.). 
Colobothea biguttata: MONNÉ 2023: 522 (part). 

MATERIAL EXAMINED: 
BRAZIL: 1  (MZSP 55853), no additional data (MZSP). Rio Grande do Sul: holotype , Osório, 5.I.1950, leg. 

Pe. [Padre] Buck (HSCV); Corupá, 1 , without additional data (HSCV). Santa Catarina (new state record): 
Hansa Humboldt [now Corupá], 2  (MZSP 55854, MZSP 55855), XII.1933, leg. A. Maller (MZSP). 

REMARKS: FUCHS (1961) described Priscilla brasiliensis based on a single female from Brazil 
(Rio Grande do Sul) (Figs. 15–16). MONNÉ & MARTINS (1974) synonymized P. brasiliensis with 
Colobothea biguttata, without presenting any evidence. Ernst Fuchs died in 2000 (SCHMID 
2002), and there is no evidence that the holotype of Priscilla brasiliensis was examined by 
MONNÉ & MARTINS (1974). We believe that the holotype was not examined by these two authors 
but, even if they has seen a photograph, it would not be possible to separate the two species 
based only on a photograph of the dorsal habitus, because the two species are very similar in 
dorsal view. We believe that the synonymy was simply based on the original description of 
P. brasiliensis. 
Sangaris brasiliensis differs from S. biguttata (Figs. 1–10) as follows: lower eye lobes distinctly 
shorter (Figs. 14, 16), shorter than 1.5 times genal length; frons subparallel-sided (Figs. 14, 16); 
and humeri slightly projecting (Figs. 11, 15). In S. biguttata, the lower eye lobes are distinctly 
longer (Figs. 4, 9), about 3.0 times the genal length, frons distinctly widened toward clypeus 
(Figs. 4, 9), and humeri distinctly projecting (Figs. 1, 8, 10). Additionally, all specimens of S. bi-
guttata examined by us, males and females, have the outer apical angle of the elytra (Figs. 1, 8, 
10) with short spiniform projection (absent in the four females of S. brasiliensis examined, Figs. 
11, 15), and the pubescent band on the center of the scutellum does not reach the apex (reaching 
the apex in S. brasiliensis). Furthermore, the distance between the upper eye lobes in females of 
S. brasiliensis (Figs. 11, 15) is slightly wider than in females of S. biguttata (Figs. 1, 10). 
We are reinstating Priscilla brasiliensis as a valid species and transfer it to Sangaris (see above, 
under “General notes on the genera …”). As the two species occur in the same locality (Brazil, 
Santa Catarina, Corupá), they cannot be just subspecies. 
DISTRIBUTION: So far, this species is known only from Brazil (Rio Grande do Sul, Santa 
Catarina). 

Sangaris flavomaculata (BATES, 1865), comb.n. 
(Figs. 17–25) 

Colobothea flavomaculata BATES 1865: 218; MONNÉ 2023: 527 (cat.). 
Sangaris petrovi SCHMID 2010: 190; MONNÉ 2023: 547 (cat.). syn.n. 

MATERIAL EXAMINED: 
BRAZIL: Amazonas: Borba, 1  (MZSP 56066), no additional data (MZSP). 
PERU: Loreto: holotype  of Sangaris petrovi, ca. 58 km SSW of Iquitos, Itaya River, ca. 100 m a.s.l., 8.V.2009, 

leg. A. Petrov (HSCV). 

REMARKS: BATES (1865) described C. flavomaculata (Fig. 22) based on at least two syntypes 
(1 , 1 ) from Brazil (Amazonas). SCHMID (2010) described S. petrovi based on a single 
female (Figs. 23–25) from Peru. Comparison of the original descriptions, photographs of the 
male syntype of C. flavomaculata (Fig. 22), and the study of the holotype of S. petrovi (Figs. 23–
25) allow us to conclude that the two taxa belong to the same species. Therefore, S. petrovi is 
considered herein as a junior synonym of C. flavomaculata. As pointed out by BATES (1865), the 
protarsi are not sexually dimorphic. Therefore, C. flavomaculata is here transferred to Sangaris. 
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Figs. 11–16: Sangaris brasiliensis: 11–14) female from Brazil, Santa Catarina, Corupá: 11) habitus, 
dorsal, 12) same, ventral, 13) same, lateral, 14) head, frontal view; 15–16) holotype female: 15) habitus, 
dorsal, 16) head, frontal view. 
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Figs. 17–21: Sangaris flavomaculata: male from Brazil, Amazonas, Borba: 17) habitus, dorsal, 18) same, 
ventral, 19) same, lateral, 20) head, frontal view, 21) protarsus. 

DISTRIBUTION: Currently, this species is known from Peru and Brazil (Amazonas) (BEZARK 
2023, MONNÉ 2023, TAVAKILIAN & CHEVILLOTTE 2023). 
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Figs. 22–25: Sangaris flavomaculata: 22) male syntype, dorsal habitus, 23–25) holotype female of S. 
petrovi: 23) habitus, dorsal, 24) same, lateral, 25) head, frontal view. 
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