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  Abstract. The present study aims to resolve the taxonomic confusion involving several taxa within 
Mycetophagidae Leach, 1815, originating from the introduction of the genus Atritomus Reitter, 1877, 
and then by its subsequent controversial interpretation. A detailed overview of the taxonomic and 
nomenclatural history of the taxa previously linked to Atritomus is provided. The authors propose the 
introduction of Stereophilus Biscaccianti, Audisio & Esser gen. nov. for Atritomus fi licornis Reitter, 
1887, and the restoration of Entoxylon Ancey, 1869 at the genus rank, together with some rectifi cations 
regarding the authorship and the date of publication of both Entoxylon and its type species, E. abeillei 
Ancey, 1869. Moreover, the Ethiopian species Atritomus vicinus Grouvelle, 1908 is herein transferred 
to the genus Typhaeola Ganglbauer, 1899 based on the examination of the holotype. The following 
new combinations are proposed: Entoxylon baudii (Seidlitz, 1889) comb. nov. (from Esarcus Reiche, 
1864), Entoxylon besucheti (Dajoz, 1964) comb. nov. (from Esarcus subg. Entoxylon), Entoxylon 
franzi (Dajoz, 1964) comb. nov. (from Esarcus subg. Entoxylon), Entoxylon inexpectatus (Dajoz, 
1964) comb. nov. (from Esarcus subg. Entoxylon), Entoxylon martini (Reitter, 1887) comb. nov. (from 
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Esarcus), Stereophilus fi licornis (Reitter, 1887) gen. et comb. nov. (from Atritomus), Typhaeola vicina 
(Grouvelle, 1908) comb. nov. (from Atritomus).

Keywords. Mycetophagidae, saproxylic beetles, taxonomy, new genus, new combinations.
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Introduction
The genus Atritomus Reitter, 1877 was fi rst introduced for the Sardinian species cribratus Reitter, 1877 
(type species by monotypy). The latter was formally described by Reitter (1877) in the same work, 
but he referred to it as Triphyllus cribratus, and erroneously attributed the authorship to Baudi, who 
never published its formal description (see Seidlitz 1889). Two years later, the same author (Reitter 
1879) transferred to Atritomus the Caucasian species univestris Reitter, 1878, originally described under 
Tritoma Geoffroy, 1762 [suppressed name (ICZN 1994), not Tritoma Fabricius, 1775].

Some years later, Reitter (1887a, 1887b) realized the synonymy of Atritomus cribratus (sub “Triphyllus 
cribratus Baudi”) with Esarcus abeillei (Ancey, 1869). Nevertheless, Reitter himself (1887a, 1887b) 
did not fi nd it necessary to establish a new genus for univestris or the then newly described North 
Algerian species A. fi licornis Reitter, 1887, thus maintaining Atritomus as valid (see also Reitter 1889, 
1901). It was Ganglbauer (1899) who introduced the new genus Parabaptistes Ganglbauer, 1899, 
implicitly for univestris by indication of Reitter’s (1887a) work (hence in accordance with ICZN 1999: 
art. 12.2). Ganglbauer’s action was correct. Indeed, as Reitter (1887a, 1887b) introduced the synonymy 
of the type species of Atritomus (Triphyllus cribratus) with Esarcus abeillei, type species of Entoxylon 
Ancey, 1869, the genus Atritomus automatically became a junior synonym of the latter, irrespective of 
the fact that Reitter himself (1879) moved univestris, not originally included, to Atritomus. It should be 
noted that the genus Entoxylon was later synonymized with Esarcus Reiche, 1864 by Reitter (1882), 
then rehabilitated at subgenus rank by Ganglbauer (1899). Furthermore, according to Seidlitz (1889), 
Atritomus cribratus and Entoxylon abeillei would not be conspecifi c, the former belonging to Esarcus 
and the latter of uncertain placement.

Following Reitter’s position, Grouvelle (1908) described Atritomus vicinus Grouvelle, 1908 from a single 
specimen collected by Rothschild in Ethiopia (Rothschild 1922a, 1922b). This species was listed under 
Atritomus also by Hetschko (1930), together with the fi ve Palaearctic species described in or transferred 
to that genus until then. To our knowledge, A. vicinus was treated only by Rothschild (1922a, 1922b) 
and Hetschko (1930), and was no longer mentioned in the literature thereafter. Moreover, Hetschko 
(1930) erroneously considered Parabaptistes and Atritomus as synonymous, so sharing Reitter’s point of 
view. Subsequently, both Atritomus and Parabaptistes were synonymized with Eulagius Motschulsky, 
1845 by  Iablokoff-Khnzorian (1976) and, fi nally, Nikitsky (2008) placed Atritomus in synonymy with 
Esarcus subg. Entoxylon. Therefore, Atritomus vicinus, clearly incompatible with Entoxylon, remained 
incertae sedis.

For the reasons above explained, the species described in, or transferred to, Atritomus were alternatively 
treated in their original combination or included in Eulagius, Esarcus or Parabaptistes according to the 
points of view of different authors, thus increasing confusion and uncertainty. In this paper, we discuss 
the systematic placement of the taxa involved and their distribution and describe a new genus, in view 
of a revision of the subfamily Esarcinae, currently in progress.
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Material and methods
The material examined consists of 370 specimens preserved in the institutional and private collections 
listed below. The acronyms of the  repositories follow Evenhuis (2020) where possible. The new records 
here reported are listed from North to South.

The specimens were examined using a Leica Wild M8 stereo microscope. Photographs, except those of 
the holotype of Atritomus vicinus (provided by MNHN), were taken by one of us (SC) using a Canon 
EOS 700D camera with extension tubes and a microscope digital camera AM Scope MU 500 (aedeagus). 
Pictures were composed using the Combine ZM software and edited with Adobe Photoshop ver. CS4.

Terminology follows Lawrence et al. (2014). Botanical nomenclature follows the World Checklist of 
Vascular Plants (2021) and Species Fungorum (2021).

 Institutional abbreviations
ABB = coll. A.B. Biscaccian, Rome, Italy
CCUA = Centro de Colecciones de la Universidad de Almería, Almería, Spain
CES = coll. J. Esser, Berlin, Germany
CSC = coll. S. Cuoco, Livorno, Italy
JCO = coll. J.C. Otero, Santiago de Campostela, Spain
 MCZR = Museo Civico di Zoologia, Rome, Italy
MNHN  = Muséum national d’histoire naturelle, Paris, France
MZUF = Museo Zoologico “La Specola”, Florence, Italy

Abbreviations
LI = Livorno province
RC = Reggio Calabria province

Results
Taxonomy

Class Insecta Linnaeus, 1758
Order Coleoptera Linnaeus, 1758
Suborder Polyphaga Emery, 1886

Family Mycetophagidae Leach, 1815
 Subfamily Mycetophaginae Leach, 1815

Tribe Mycetophagini Leach, 1815

Eulagius Motschulsky, 1845

Eulagius Motschulsky, 1845: 92. Type species: Eulagius acernus Motschulsky, 1845, by monotypy.
Parabaptistes Ganglbauer, 1899: 838. Type species: Tritoma univestris Reitter, 1878, by monotypy.

Remarks
Eulagius was introduced by Motschulsky (1845) for the Caucasian E. acernus Motschulsky, 1845. 
The genus seems characterized by an Asiatic chorotype (sensu Vigna Taglianti et al. 1999), extending 
westwards to the Caucasian region. Eight species are currently ascribed to Eulagius, fi ve of them 
occurring in the eastern part of Palaearctic Asia, namely E. lewisi (Reitter, 1889), E. reitteri (Lewis, 
1896), E. dentatus Nikitsky, 1988, E. ussuriensis Nikitsky, 1988, and E. chinensis Nikitsky, 1996, and the 
remaining three, namely E. acernus Motschulsky, 1845, E. irregularis (Reitter, 1888), and E. hyrcanicus 
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Esser, Varandi & Farashiani, 2018, occurring between the Caucasus and northern Iran (Esser et al. 2018; 
Nikitsky 2020). A ninth included species, “Eulagius fi licornis (Reitter 1877)” (described in Atritomus; 
Reitter 1877b), is transferred to a separate, new genus described hereunder.

It should also be noted that Eulagius reitteri was described in 1896 and not in 1895 (see Lewis 1896; 
Esser et al. 2018).

Eulagius acernus Motschulsky, 1845

Eulagius acernus Motschulsky, 1845: 92.
Tritoma univestris Reitter, 1878: 166.

Atritomus univestis (Reitter, 1878) – auctorum (incorrect subsequent spelling and then unavailable 
name).

Remarks
Among the species formerly ascribed to Atritomus Reitter, 1877, ‘univestris’ has been spelled as 
‘univestis’ by several authors (see Jakobson 1915; Hetschko 1930; Iablokoff-Khnzorian 1976). Although 
the original specifi c epithet ‘univestris’ is incorrect in the Latin language [the linguistically correct term 
‘univestis’ means ‘uniformly dressed’], it must be preserved unaltered in accordance with Art. 32.3 
of the ICZN (1999), as the provisions of Art. 32.5 are not met. Therefore, the name ‘univestis’ is to 
be considered an incorrect subsequent spelling (ICZN 1999: art. 33.3) and thus unavailable. Tritoma 
univestris is currently accepted as a synonym of Eulagius acernus (Iablokoff-Khnzorian 1976; Nikitsky 
2008, 2020). 

According to Nikitsky (2020), Eulagius acernus is distributed in Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, and in 
the southern part of European Russia.

Stereophilus Biscaccianti, Audisio & Esser gen. nov.
urn:lsid:zoobank.org:act:030718A5-DF2E-4C19-8DBC-B46FB5B1B934

Type species
Atritomus fi licornis Reitter, 1887 (Reitter 1887b).

Diagnosis
Stereophilus Biscaccianti, Audisio & Esser gen. nov. differs from all other known mycetophagid genera 
chiefl y in having simple, fi liform antennae. To the best of our knowledge, the threadlike antennal shape 
of this taxon likely represents an autapomorphic character state within the family. The new genus looks 
more similar to Triphyllus Dejean, 1821 and Mycetophagus Fabricius, 1792 rather than to Eulagius, in 
possessing a comparatively larger head, a wider and more strongly transverse pronotum with maximum 
width just ahead of base, anterolateral angles of pronotum rounded and blunt, not projected forward, and 
less convex body in lateral view. The strongly reduced laterobasal pronotal impressions, the chaetotaxy, 
and the body shape apparently place Stereophilus gen. nov. closer to Triphyllus, from which it differs 
in the lack of pore fi elds on the male abdomen (see Lawrence et al. 2014) and in the antennal features 
described below. The new genus differs from Mycetophagus chiefl y in having  laterobasal pronotal 
impressions almost indistinct, punctuation only vaguely arranged in striae at the elytral base, and fi liform 
antennae.  It also strongly differs from Typhaeini Thomson, 1863 (sensu Nikitsky 1993) and Bergininae 
Leng, 1920 (sensu Lawrence et al. 2014) in having laterally open mesocoxal cavities. These features 
make Stereophilus gen. nov. impossible to confuse with Atritomus (currently a synonym of Entoxylon 
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sensu novum), in which the type species of the new genus was originally placed, and easy to separate 
from Eulagius.

Etymology
The new genus is named after Stereum Hill ex Pers., the genus name of one of the fungi known as larval 
host of the included species, with addition of the Latin suffi x ‘-philus’ meaning ‘lover’. The gender is 
masculine.

Description
A medium-sized mycetophagid, elongate, subparallel, slightly convex in lateral view, with shiny 
integument. Head moderately wide, about 1.3–1.5 × as wide as long (measured from anterior edge 
of clypeus to neck), and about 0.58–0.61 × as wide as maximum pronotal width, deeply and coarsely 
punctured; frontoclypeal suture straight or barely concave, slightly impressed, fi nely but distinctly 
carinate, with carina continuing on sides of the frons up to upper edge of eyes, delimiting the frons on 
three sides so that it appears clearly trapezoidal in shape; clypeus transverse, about twice as wide as 
long, lateral margins slightly converging forwards, anterior margin straight, distal two fi fths of clypeus 
membranous; antennal insertions clearly visible from above, not concealed by the aforementioned frontal 
carina; compound eyes  slightly vertically elongate-oval, not globose, not emarginate anteriorly, weakly 
protruding laterally, anterior margin of eye not forming an evident angle with gena, fi nely facetted with 
interfacetal setae longer than diameter of one eye facet. Antennae 11-segmented, long, slender, surpassing 
pronotal base with the last three antennomeres if stretched backward through subantennal groove, 
without a distinct club, not or indistinctly widened towards apex, all antennomeres distinctly longer 
than wide. Pronotum fi nely margined on all sides, transverse, as wide as or barely wider than elytral base 
across humeri, constricted anteriorly, with maximum width just ahead of base, sides arcuate in dorsal 
view, lateral margin simple or indistinctly crenate (barely visible at high magnifi cation), anterior edge 
straight, anterolateral angles rounded and blunt, not projected forward, posterior edge weakly trisinuate, 
posterolateral angles rounded, paired basal impressions barely pronounced. Prosternal pubescent fovea 
absent in both sexes; notosternal suture complete. Scutellar shield subrectangular, about twice as wide as 
long, densely punctate. Elytra slender, about 1.7 × as long as combined maximum width, parallel sided 
up to distal fourth, rounded together at apex, elytral punctures weakly impressed and vaguely seriate at 
elytral base, then progressively confused towards apex, setation sparse, long, and semierect, background 
pubescence absent; epipleuron incomplete, large at base, regularly narrowed up to distal third of elytron, 
then obliterated. Hind wing (Fig. 1D) fully developed, about 2.5 × as long as wide. Mesocoxal cavities 
laterally open. Paired pore fi elds on male abdomen absent. Legs slender, tarsal formula 3-4-4 in males, 
4-4-4 in females.

Included species
The new genus is erected for Atritomus fi licornis, the only species included thus far.

Stereophilus fi licornis  (Reitter, 1887) gen. et comb. nov.
Fig. 1

Atritomus fi licornis Reitter, 1887b: 288.
Atritomus boissyi Caillol, 1925: 101.

Parabaptistes fi licornis – auctorum.
Eulagius fi licornis – auctorum.
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New records
FRANCE • 1 ♂, 2 ♀♀; Haute-Garonne, Forêt de Rieumes; 3 Sep. 1993; J. Rogé leg.; MZUF • 6 ♂♂, 
5 ♀♀; Pyrénées-Orientales, Forêt de Sorède; 13 Jun 2004; F. Wachtel leg.; CES.

ITALY • 1 ♂; Tuscany, Collesalvetti (LI), Nugola, Bosco Malenchini; 43°34′54″ N, 10°27′30″ E; alt. 45 m; 
14 Jul. 2012; S. Cuoco leg.; on dry branches of Quercus cerris L.; ABB • 1 ♂; same collection data as for 
preceding; 13 Aug. 2012; S. Cuoco leg.; sifting litter in a Turkey oak wood; ABB • 2 ♂♂, 1 ♀; Tuscany, 
Collesalvetti (LI), Nugola, Bosco Macchia Grossa; 43°35′27″ N, 10°26′54″ E; alt. 40 m; 8 May 2016; 
S. Cuoco leg.; sifting litter in a Turkey oak wood; CSC • 1 ♀; same collection data as preceding; ABB 
• 1 ♀; same collection data as for preceding; 18 Jun. 2016; S. Cuoco leg.; on Fraxinus ornus L.; CSC 
• 2 ♀♀; same collection data as for preceding; 1 Jul. 2016; S. Cuoco leg.; on Fraxinus ornus L.; CSC 
• 1 ♀; Tuscany, Livorno, Antignano, Mt Burrone; 43°29′16″ N, 10°20′10″ E; alt. 95 m; 12 May 2013; 
S. Cuoco leg.; on Erica arborea L.; ABB • 3 ♀♀; same collection data as for preceding; CSC • 1 ♀; 
Tuscany, Livorno, Bellosguardo, Via di Popogna (SP8) km 6.7; 43°30′41″ N, 10°23′18″ E; alt. 130 m; 
21 May 2013; S. Cuoco leg.; on branches of Quercus ilex L.; CSC • 1 ♂; Calabria, Aspromonte, San 
Giorgio Morgeto (RC), Mt Campanaro; 38°21′58.1″ N, 16°06′36.5″ E; alt. 693 m; 28 May 2018; A.B. 
Biscaccianti, F. Manti and E. Castiglione leg.; inside a hollow on Quercus suber L.; ABB.

Remarks
Stereophilus fi licornis gen. et comb. nov. occurs in western and southern Europe and western North 
Africa. The species was described from specimens collected in Algeria, and was later also reported from 
Belgium, France, Germany, The Netherlands, Spain, and Tunisia (Recalde Irurzun & Pérez-Moreno 
2007; Bonamie et al. 2010; Bouyon 2014; Gielen & Smets 2020; Nikitsky 2020; Bleich & Gürlich 2021; 
Háva 2021; Eisinger in press, all sub Eulagius). It has been imported to Great Britain, where it seems to 
be established (Harrison 1996; Foster 2001, 2013; Booth 2012; Denton & Dodd 2013; Nikitsky 2020, 
all sub Eulagius).

The biology and ecology of Stereophilus fi licornis gen. et comb. nov. are poorly known: some authors 
report catches from under bark on dead trunks, on woody debris of old trees, and by beating dead branches 
of broadleaf trees such as Castanea sativa Mill., Quercus canariensis Willd. (= mirbeckii Durieu), 
Q. robur L., Q. suber L. (Caillol 1925, sub Atritomus;  Peyerimhoff 1926, sub Parabaptistes; Labatut 
et al. 2014, sub Eulagius); only Freeman (2003, sub Parabaptistes) reported a series of specimens 
reared from carpophores of  Stereum hirsutum (Willd.) Pers. (Russulales, Stereaceae), sampled from 
Fagus sylvatica L. The single specimen here reported from southern Italy, Calabria (Aspromonte) 
was found by sifting wood mould, woody debris, and Daedaleopsis nitida (Durieu & Mont.) Zmitr. & 
Malysheva (Polyporales, Polyporaceae) carpophores, likely its local host fungus, collected from inside 
a large hollow on a Quercus suber trunk. The site is a mesophile cork oak mixed forest, referred to 
the Helleboro-Quercetum suberis association (Signorello 1984; Mercurio & Spampinato 2001). The 
habitat of Stereophilus fi licornis gen. et comb. nov. in Tuscan sites is represented by fragments of hilly 
submesophile woodland dominated by Castanea sativa and Quercus cerris L. (Nugola municipality: 
Bosco Malenchini and Bosco Macchia Grossa) and mosaics of Mediterranean maquis, holm oak and 
Aleppo pine woods (Antignano and Bellosguardo municipalities) (V. Lazzeri, pers. comm.).

Our records are the fi rst of this species for Italy. According to Tempère (1974, sub Parabaptistes), 
the species could also be present in Sicily. However, no source was provided and the occurrence of 
Stereophilus fi licornis gen. et comb. nov. in Sicily remains unconfi rmed.



BISCACCIANTI A.B. et al., Taxonomy of the ‘old’ genus Atritomus and related taxa

67

 Fig. 1. Stereophilus fi licornis (Reitter, 1887) gen. et comb. nov., ♂ from Italy, Tuscany. A. Habitus. 
B. Aedeagus (dorsal view). C. Aedeagus (lateral view). D. Right hind wing of a male from France, 
Haute-Garonne. Scale bars: A, D = 1 mm; B–C = 0.5 mm.
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Tribe  Typhaeini Thomson, 1863 (sensu Nikitsky 1993)

Typhaeola vicina (Grouvelle, 1908) comb. nov.

Atritomus vicinus Grouvelle, 1908: 378–379.

Remarks
Grouvelle (1908) described Atritomus vicinus from a single male collected by Rothschild in Ethiopia 
(Rothschild 1922a, 1922b). This species, listed under Atritomus also by Hetschko (1930), was no longer 
mentioned by any of the subsequent authors. Although we have not yet been able to directly access the 
holotype of A. vicinus for dissection, because of restrictions due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the high-
resolution images provided by our colleague Antoine Mantilleri (MNHN) (Fig. 2) allowed us to place 
this species in the genus Typhaeola Ganglbauer, 1899.

Subfamily Esarcinae Reitter, 1882

Entoxylon Ancey, 1869 stat. rev.

Entoxylon Ancey, 1869a: viii. Type species: Entoxylon abeillei Ancey, 1869a, by monotypy.
Atritomus Reitter, 1877: 384. Type species: Atritomus cribratus Reitter, 1877 (sub Triphyllus cribratus 

Baudi, nomen nudum), by monotypy.

Entoxylon – Ancey 1869b: 46 (primary homonym); 1870: 84 (primary homonym).

Remarks
The names ‘Entoxylon’ and ‘abeillei’ were introduced three times in the literature. The fi rst time in the 
second issue of Nouvelles et Faits Divers (Ancey 1869a: viii), a supplement of L’Abeille, where the 
new generic name ‘Entoxylon’ was erected (without a description) for the sole species therein shortly 
described, E. abeillei (type species by monotypy). Both ‘Entoxylon’ and ‘abeillei’ take the authorship 
and date from that publication, dated October 1869. Ancey shortly redescribed his taxa under the same 
names in a different journal, Petite Nouvelles Entomologiques, published 15 Dec. 1869 (Ancey 1869b), 
then provided a detailed description of both the genus and the species the following year (Ancey 1870). 
All subsequent authors overlooked the fi rst valid introduction of the two names, incorrectly citing 
‘Entoxylon’ as fi rst published in Petite Nouvelles Entomologiques (Ancey 1869b), and ‘abeillei’ in 
L’Abeille (Ancey 1870). No change in nomenclature affecting the Principle of Priority derives from this 
rectifi cation.

Entoxylon strongly differs from Esarcus mainly in having anterior edge of pronotum straight, with 
anterolateral angles blunt, never protruding forward, scutellar shield visible, not concealed under 
posterior margin of pronotum, elytral interstria, if present, fl at (always present, convex, in Esarcus), 
pterothorax and abdomen lacking setose cavities, and other, less evident characters. In our opinion, these 
features fully justify the restoration of Entoxylon as a separate genus.

Included species
Entoxylon abeillei Ancey, 1869 comb. rev. [SE France, NW Italy, doubtful in Sardinia and Sicily]; 
 Entoxylon baudii (Seidlitz, 1889) comb. nov. (from Esarcus) [SE France, NW Italy]; Entoxylon besucheti 
(Dajoz, 1964) comb. nov. (from Esarcus subg. Entoxylon) [SW Spain]; Entoxylon franzi (Dajoz, 
1964) comb. nov. (from Esarcus subg. Entoxylon) [SW Spain]; Entoxylon inexpectatus (Dajoz, 1964) 
comb. nov. (from Esarcus subg. Entoxylon) [S Spain]; Entoxylon martini (Reitter, 1887) comb. nov. 
(from Esarcus) [N Algeria].
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 Fig. 2. Atritomus vicinus Grouvelle, 1908 (= Typhaeola vicina (Grouvelle, 1908) comb. nov.), holotype  
(EC12477). A. Habitus, dorsal view. B. Habitus, lateral view. C. Habitus, ventral view. D. Labels. Scale 
bar = 1 mm.
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Discussion
A fi rst attempt of a global revision of mycetophagids was recently proposed by Lawrence et al. (2014), 
highlighting some unresolved taxonomic issues regarding subfamilial and tribal classifi cation, as well as 
the need for a detailed revision of several genera, mainly the most speciose and widely distributed ones, 
such as Mycetophagus Fabricius, 1792 and Litargus Erichson, 1846.

Among the genera occurring in the Palaearctic Region, the Afrotropico-Mediterranean genus Typhaeola 
Ganglbauer, 1899 was recently revised by Esser (2016, 2018), whereas the West-Mediterranean genus 
Esarcus Reiche, 1864 was summarily revised by Dajoz (1964) following the subgeneric division 
proposed by Ganglbauer (1899), which remains unchanged until present. Dajoz (1964), however, 
underestimated the importance of pronotal features, usually strongly distinctive in mycetophagids, and 
overlooked the presence or absence of deep, setose cavities on the pterothorax and fi rst abdominal 
ventrite. This last character is distinctive in Esarcus sensu stricto, and completely absent in the species 
here ascribed to Extoxylon Ancey, 1869 sensu novum. Species with pterothoracic and abdominal cavities 
share other relevant features: anterolateral angles of pronotum strongly projected forward, posterior 
pronotal edge deeply emarginate, scutellar shield concealed under posterior margin of pronotum, 
elytral punctures deeply impressed and aligned in regular striae, interstria convex. Conversely, species 
without pterothoracic and abdominal cavities have pronotum with anterior edge straight, anterolateral 
angles blunt, never projected forward, posterior edge at most weakly sinuate, scutellar shield visible, 
although rudimentary, elytral punctuation less impressed, aligned or not in more or less distinct striae, 
but interstria, if present, fl at.

Stereophilus fi licornis (Reitter, 1887) gen. et comb. nov. was originally described in the genus Atritomus 
Reitter, 1877, then moved to Parabaptistes Ganglbauer, 1899 (Jakobson 1915; Winkler 1926), and 
fi nally to Eulagius Motschulsky, 1845 after Iablokoff-Khnzorian (1976) proposed the synonymy of both 
Atritomus and Parabaptistes with Eulagius. The placement of S. fi licornis alternatively in Atritomus, 
Parabaptistes or Eulagius apparently derives from the consequent synonymies of the genus-group 
names adopted by different authors in the past, and not from a morphological study of the species. 
The peculiarities of the head, antennae, and pronotum exclude this species from Eulagius, making it 
necessary to establish the new genus proposed above.
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