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Abstract

Based on adult morphology and DNA barcoding, two flower fly species are reported for the first time from India: Helophilus 
trivittatus (Fabricius, 1805) and Lejogaster tarsata (Megerle in Meigen, 1822). These species were collected from the Kash-
mir Valley, in the northern fringe of the Western Himalaya of the Indian subcontinent.
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Introduction

The family Syrphidae, commonly known as flower flies or hoverflies, comprises over 6,300 described species classified 
into circa 200 genera and it occurs nearly worldwide (Skevington et al. 2019). Flower flies are considered important 
pollinators in both agricultural and natural ecosystems (Larson et al. 2011; Inouye et al. 2015). The predatory larvae of 
the subfamilies Pipizinae and Syrphinae are natural biological control agents, reducing aphid and scale populations in 
both field and laboratory conditions (Tenhumberg & Poehling 1995; Nelson et al. 2012; Dunn et al. 2020). The syrphid 
fauna of India is very diverse and is currently made up of 358 species in 71 genera (Ghorpadé 2014a; Sengupta et al. 
2016, 2020; Mengual & Barkalov 2019; Wachkoo et al. 2019); however, flower flies have not been the subject of a 
dedicated study and remain poorly understood (Shah et al. 2014).
 Here we present the first records from India of two widespread Palaearctic flower fly species: Helophilus 
trivittatus (Fabricius, 1805), and Lejogaster tarsata (Megerle in Meigen, 1822). A brief diagnosis and color images 
with diagnostic characters are given for both species to facilitate their morphological identification, and also to validate 
these new faunal species records to the region. 
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Material and methods

Collecting sites
The studied specimens were collected by hand netting in the Kashmir Valley (Jammu and Kashmir), the Palaearctic 
portion of India, located in the northwestern part of the Indian subcontinent between 33°22′ and 34°50′N latitude and 
73°55′ and 73°33′E longitude (Maqbool et al. 2018). The specimens were collected in natural vegetation from two 
localities, Shopian and Srinagar. Shopian (33.710°N 74.844°E) is situated in Pir Panjal Range at an altitude of 2,146 
m with an average annual precipitation of 740.5 mm and 14 °C average temperature (Wachkoo et al. 2018a), whereas 
Srinagar (34.131° N 74.835° E) is at mid altitude (1,600 m) with an average annual precipitation of 660 mm and 13 °C 
average temperature (Wachkoo et al. 2018b). 

Morphological studies
The taxonomic study was conducted using a Leica Wild M10 stereomicroscope (Leica, Wetzlar, Germany). Adult 
identifications were made using Van Veen (2004) and verified with collection material from different collections stated 
below. Terminology follows the glossary in Skevington et al. (2019).

Institutional abbreviations
CNC  Canadian National Collection of Insects, Arachnids, and Nematodes, Ontario, Canada.
GCSI   Government Degree College, Shopian, Jammu and Kashmir, India.
JSA    Private collection of Jeroen van Steenis, Amersfoort, the Netherlands.
ZFMK  Zoologisches Forschungsmuseum Alexander Koenig, Bonn, Germany.

Photography
For photographs, adult specimens were placed inside a light box using cool day light LED lamps (3W) and images 
were captured using a DSLR camera (Nikon D5300) with a macro lens (Tokina 100 mm f 2.8) attached to microscope 
objectives. Multiple images were generated using an auto stacking-rail (Stackrail rs90) and merged using Combine 
ZP software (https://alan-hadley.software.informer.com/). Final plates were assembled with Adobe Photoshop ® CS4. 
To prepare genitalia slides for microphotography, male genitalia were removed by cutting between tergites 7 and 8 
and then cleared overnight in a 10% KOH solution. The genitalia were then placed into acetic acid for a few minutes 
followed by rinsing with ethanol before placing in glycerine. Male genitalia were then slide-mounted and examined 
with an LED lamp (3W) to produce the transmission light beam. Microphotographs were captured with the same set-up 
as above, with the addition of infinity-corrected microscope objectives (Maqbool et al. 2021).

DNA barcoding
One or two legs of selected specimens were used for DNA extraction. Extractions were carried out using the DNeasy 
Blood and Tissue Kit (Qiagen Inc., Santa Clara, CA, USA) following the manufacturer’s protocol. Entire specimens 
or remnants of specimens were preserved and labelled as DNA voucher specimens for the purpose of morphological 
studies and deposited in the above-mentioned collections as listed in the ‘Material examined’ sections.
 The standard DNA barcode of the 5′ region of the mitochondrial cytochrome c oxidase subunit I gene (COI) 
was amplified using the forward primer LCO1-1490 (5′-GCTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATTGG-3′; Folmer et al. 
1994) and the reverse primer COI-Dipt-2183R, also known as COI-780R (5′-CCAAAAAATCARAATARRTGYTG-
3′; Gibson et al. 2011). PCR amplification, purification, sequencing protocols and contig assembly were carried out as 
described in Rozo-Lopez & Mengual (2015) for specimens sequenced at ZFMK, or as described in Gibson et al. (2010) 
for specimens sequenced at CNC. All new sequences were submitted to GenBank via BOLD (www.boldsystems.
org). GenBank accession numbers are listed for each sequenced specimen in the text. Once we had the sequences, 
we used the BOLD Identification System ‘all barcodes’ database (IDS; https://www.boldsystems.org/index.php/IDS_
OpenIdEngine) to compare them against all the barcode records in BOLD, including private and public records with a 
minimum sequence length of 500 bp.
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Results

Helophilus trivittatus (Fabricius, 1805)
Figures 1–2
Eristalis trivittatus Fabricius, 1805: 235.
Musca parallelus Harris, 1778.
Helophilus camporum Meigen, 1822.
Helophilus solitarius Rondani, 1857.

Diagnosis. The genus Helophilus Meigen, 1822 has the wing vein R4+5 strongly sinuate into cell r4+5 and the wing cell 
r1 open; thorax pollinosity velvet black with off-white fasciae along the lateral margin and two additional ones medio-
laterally; protibia very short pilose; metafemur with a posterobasal patch of densely set, black setulae; bare eyes; 
male eyes widely dichoptic; face with medial bare vitta from central knob downwards; and face concave with clearly 
protruding ventral part.
 Mesembrius Rondani, 1857 and Parhelophilus Girschner, 1897 are both very similar to Helophilus, but they 
can be distinguished as follows: face entirely pollinose in Mesembrius or with a short and very narrow medial bare 
vitta in Parhelophilus; eyes in male holoptic or slightly dichoptic in Mesembrius (or males of  Parhelophilus also 
have eyes widely dichoptic like Helophilus); katepimeron pilose in Mesembrius (katepimeron bare in Helophilus and 
Parhelophilus); metabasitarsomere basoventrally with globuliferous pile in Mesembrius (Helophilus and Parhelophilus 
without such modified pile); and pterostigma very short, simulating a crossvein in Mesembrius and Parhelophilus 
(pterostigma elongate, longer than broad, in the form of a pigmented patch of wing membrane in Helophilus).

Figure 1. Helophilus trivittatus (Fabricius, 1805), male. A, Lateral habitus; B, Dorsal habitus; C, Head, frontal view; D–F, Male genitalia: 
D, Dorsal view; E, Ventral view; F, Lateral view.
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Figure 2. Helophilus trivittatus (Fabricius, 1805), female. A, Lateral habitus; B, Dorsal habitus; C, Head, frontal view.

 Helophilus trivittatus is easily recognized by the pale (usually yellow, sometimes brownish) medial bare vitta on 
the face in contrast to most other Helophilus species in which it is black. The only other species with this facial pattern 
are two Nearctic species (H. fasciatus Walker, 1849 and H. latifrons Loew, 1863), but these have the protarsus black 
instead of predominantly brown-yellow as in H. trivittatus. The abdominal markings are very characteristic with large 
lime-yellow maculae with a straight medial margin on tergum 2; tergum 3 with a pair of squarish maculae along the 
anterior margin and medially with strongly oblique greyish pollinose maculae; tergum 4 with strongly curved off-white 
pollinose fascia.
 Material examined. India: Jammu and Kashmir, Srinagar, 34.131° N 74.835° E, 1,750 m a.s.l., 23.iv.2016, Aijaz 
A. Wachkoo leg. (2♂, 2♀, GCSI – A_Wachkoo00001 to A_Wachkoo00004, 1♀, CNC – CNC_Diptera254129); same 
data as previous, except: 26.iv.2016 (1♂, 1♀, GCSI – A_Wachkoo00005 to A_Wachkoo00006, 1♂, CNC – CNC_
Diptera254130); with same data as previous, except: 22.ix.2016 (1♀, GCSI – A_Wachkoo00007).
 Geographical distribution. West Palaearctic eastwards through Eurasia to the Pacific, including Iran and 
Afghanistan (Speight 2020), and India (first records presented here). This species was previously reported from 
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northern Afghanistan (Bala Murghab; see Bańkowska 1969; Ghorpadé 2014b), but this genus has not been recorded 
from Pakistan (Shehzad et al. 2017). The new locality in India (Srinagar) is more than 1,000 km away from Bala 
Murghab to the East.
 DNA barcodes. The GenBank numbers for CNC_Diptera254129 and CNC_Diptera254130 are MZ995225 and 
MZ99526, respectively. Both DNA barcodes are 659 base pairs long and are a 100% match for over 20 other H. 
trivittatus specimens on BOLD.
 Remarks. The specimens collected in the present study are the first valid records of the genus Helophilus and the 
species H. trivittatus from India. The report of H. trivittatus from India by Khan (2017) is questionable as he did not 
provide literature used for his identifications, and did not mention if any experts verified his identifications. Moreover, 
vouchers were not lodged in a museum and consequently unavailable for examination. The fact that most of the species 
cited from India previously identified as Helophilus belong to Mesembrius Rondani, 1857 or Mallota Meigen, 1822 
(Ghorpadé 2014a, 2019), and that Khan (2017) cited the New World genus Palpada Macquart, 1834 from Kashmir 
make the re-evaluation of the material studied by Khan (2017) necessary. 

Lejogaster tarsata (Megerle in Meigen, 1822)
Figures 3–4
Chrysogaster tarsata Megerle in Meigen, 1822: 271.
Chrysogaster splendida Megerle in Meigen, 1822.
Chrysogaster bicolor Macquart, 1829.
Chrysogaster amethystina Macquart, 1834.
Chrysogaster amethystea Meigen, 1838 (misspelling).
Chrysogaster rufitarsis Loew, 1840.
Liogaster aurichalcea Becker in Becker & Stein, 1913.
Orthoneura longior Becker, 1921.

Figure 3. Lejogaster tarsata (Megerle in Meigen, 1822), male. A, Lateral habitus; B, Dorsal habitus; C, Head, frontal view; D–F, Male 
genitalia: D, Dorsal view; E, Ventral view; F, Lateral view.
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Diagnosis. This species is a member of the tribe Chrysogastrini, which is characterized by: postpronotum pilose; face 
with inconspicuous or reduced genae; face concave in most species without central knob; females of many species 
with grooves on the frons. The genera of the tribe Chrysogastrini are heterogeneous in their characters and none of the 
characters mentioned above are restricted to this tribe, nor are they present in all genera of the tribe. The delimitation 
of the tribe is still a point of debate (Moran et al. 2021).
 The genus Lejogaster Rondani, 1857 is, however, clearly differentiated from the other genera within this tribe 
and other Syrphidae by the overall greenish shiny thorax and abdomen. Other diagnostic characters are: male eyes 
dichoptic; wing vein M1 perpendicular to wing vein R4+5; base of wing vein R with some long setae on dorsal surface; 
metafemur with normal pile, apico-ventrally without setae; postpedicel round and large.
 Lejogaster tarsata is differentiated from L. metallina (Fabricius, 1777) by the pilose postero-dorsal corner of the 
posterior anepisternum (bare in L. metallina); the smaller postpedicel, more rounded in the male and more elongate 
in the female (large and oval in L. metallina); the usually yellow ventral part of the basoflagellomere (entirely black 
or brownish in L. metallina); and the medial tarsomeres of all tarsi yellow (tarsi black in L. metallina). In West-
Mediterranean and Asian specimens of L. tarsata, the legs tend to be entirely black.

Figure 4. Lejogaster tarsata (Megerle in Meigen, 1822), female. A, Lateral habitus; B, Dorsal habitus; C, Head, frontal view.
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 Material examined. India: Jammu and Kashmir, Shopian, 33.710°N 74.844°E, 2,146 m a.s.l., 17.iv.2014, Aijaz A. 
Wachkoo leg. (3♂, 7♀, GCSI – A_Wachkoo00008 to A_Wachkoo00017, 1♂, CNC–Jeff_Skevington_Specimen45204, 
1♂, 1♀, JSA – JV_Steenis00001 to JV_Steenis00002); same data as previous, except: 07.vi.2018 (7♂, 12♀, GCSI 
– A_Wachkoo00018 to A_Wachkoo00038); same data as previous, except: 02.x.2018 (4♂, 4♀, ZFMK– ZFMK-
DIP-00082381, ZFMK-DIP-00082382, ZFMK-DIP-00082450, ZFMK-DIP-00082451, ZFMK-DIP-00082383, 
ZFMK-DIP-00082384, ZFMK-DIP-00082452, ZFMK-DIP-00082453); Srinagar, 34.131N° 74.835E°, 1750 m. a.s.l., 
23.iv.2016 (2♂, 3♀, GCSI – A_Wachkoo00039 to A_Wachkoo00043, 2♀, CNC – CNC1078224-5), same data as 
previous, except 12.x.2014 (1♀, CNC – CNC_Diptera263860).
 Geographical distribution. West Palaearctic into European parts of Russia; Central Asia (Iran, Afghanistan, 
Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, Kirghizia, Turkmenistan and Kazakhstan to Mongolia), south-eastern Siberia and the Pacific 
coast (Speight 2020), and India (first records presented here). This species was previously reported from north and 
east Afghanistan (Bala Murghab and Jalalabad; Bańkowska 1969). The genus has not been recorded from Pakistan 
(Shehzad et al. 2017). The two new localities in India are more than 400 km eastwards from Jalalabad.
 DNA barcodes. The COI barcode was sequenced for four specimens (ZFMK-DIP-00082381, ZFMK-DIP-
00082382, ZFMK-DIP-00082383, ZFMK-DIP-00082384) and their GenBank accession numbers are OK415797, 
OK415796, OK415795 and OK415794, respectively. DNA barcodes are 666 base pairs long and all four are identical. 
The new sequences have a >99% similarity with over 20 specimens of L. tarsata on BOLD from different countries, 
namely Finland, France, Germany, the Netherlands, Pakistan and Russia.
 Comments. The genus Lejogaster is recorded for the first time from India. Lejogaster tarsata is a species found 
in large numbers in the Kashmir Valley and it seems it has two generations per year, one in spring and one in autumn.

Acknowledgements

Financial assistance rendered by the University Grants Commission, Govt. of India, New Delhi, under the D.S. Kothari 
Postdoctoral Fellowship (No. F.4-2/2006 (BSR)/BL/13-14/0148) is gratefully acknowledged.

References

Bańkowska R. 1969. Beitrage zur Kenntnis der Fauna Afghanistans (Sammelergebnisse von O. Jakeš 1963–64, D. Povolný 1965, D. 
Povolny & Fr. Tenora 1966, J. Šimek 1965–66, D. Povolný, J. Gaisler, Z. Šebek & Fr. Tenora 1967). Syrphidae, Diptera. Acta Musei 
Moraviae 54 (Suppl.): 277–286.

Becker T. 1921. Neue Dipteren meiner Sammlung. Mitteilungen aus dem Zoologischen Museum in Berlin 10(1): 1–93.
 https://biostor.org/reference/73563 
Becker T. & Stein P. 1913. Persische Dipteren von den Expeditionen des Herrn N. Zarudny 1898 und 1901. Ezhegodnik Zoologicheskago 

Museya Imperatorskoi Akademiia Nauk, St. Petersburg 17: 503–654, pls 15–16.
 https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.8570
Fabricius J. C. 1805. Systema antliatorum: secundum ordines, genera, species, adiectis synonymis, locis, observationibus, descriptionibus. 

C. Reichard, Brunsvigae [=Brunswick], xiv + 15–372 + [1] + 30 pp.
 https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.15806
Folmer O., Black M., Hoeh W., Lutz R. & Vrijenhoek R. 1994. DNA primers for amplification of mitochondrial cytochrome c oxidase 

subunit I from metazoan invertebrates. Molecular Marine Biology and Biotechnology 3: 294–299.
Dunn L., Lequerica M., Reid C. R. & Latty T. 2020. Dual ecosystem services of syrphid flies (Diptera: Syrphidae): pollinators and 

biological control agents. Pest Management Science 76(6): 1973–1979. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.5807
Ghorpadé K. 2014a. An updated check-list of the hover-flies (Diptera—Syrphidae) recorded in the Indian subcontinent. Colemania 44: 

1–30.
Ghorpadé K. 2014b.An annotated check-list and bibliography of the hover-flies (Diptera–Syrphidae) recorded from Afghanistan, Indian 

sub-continent. Colemania 45: 1–15.
Ghorpadé K. 2019. Hover-flies (Diptera: Syrphidae) recorded from “Dravidia,” or Central and Peninsular India and Sri Lanka. An 

Annotated Checklist and Bibliography, pp. 325–388. In: Indian Insects: Diversity and Science (S. Ramani, P. Mohanraj and H. 
Yeshwanth, editors). Boca Raton, CRC Press, 472.



TWO FLOWER FLY SPECIES J. Insect Biodiversity 029 (2) © 2021 Magnolia Press   •   51

  https://doi.org/10.1201/9780429061400-18
Gibson J. F., Kelso S., Jackson M. D., Kits J. H., Miranda G. F. G. & Skevington J. H. 2011. Diptera-specific polymerase chain 

reaction amplification primers of use in molecular phylogenetic research. Annals of the Entomological Society of America 104: 
976–997. 

 https://doi.org/10.1603/AN10153
Gibson J. F., Skevington J. H. & Kelso S. 2010. Placement of the Conopidae (Diptera) within the Schizophora based on ten mtDNA and 

nrDNA gene regions. Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution 56: 91–103.
 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2010.03.026
Harris M. 1778. An exposition of English insects : including the several classes of Neuroptera, Hymenoptera, & Diptera, or bees, flies, & 

Libellulae : exhibiting on 51 copper plates near 500 figures, accurately drawn & highly finished in colours, from nature : the whole 
minutely described, arranged & named, according to the Linnean system, with remarks : the figures of a great number of moths not 
in the Aurelian collection : formerly published by the same author and a plate with an explanation of colours, are likewise given in 
the work. Decads II. Robson Co., London, pp. 41–72, pls. 11–20.

 https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.168994
Inouye D., Larson B. M. H., Ssymank A. & Kevan P. G. 2015. Flies and flowers III: Ecology of foraging and pollination. Journal of 

Pollination Ecology 16: 115–133. 
 https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2015)15
Khan A. A. 2017. Distribution, relative abundance, species diversity and richness of syrphid flies in floricultural ecosystem of Kashmir. 

International Journal of Current Microbiology and Applied Sciences 6(9): 1539–1552. 
 https://doi.org/10.20546/ijcmas.2017.609.189
Larson B., Kevan P. & Inouye D. W. 2001. Flies and flowers: taxonomic diversity of anthophiles and pollinators. The Canadian 

Entomologist 133: 439–465. 
 https://doi.org/10.4039/Ent133439-4
Loew H. 1840. Bemerkungen über die in der Posener Gegend einheimischen Arten mehrerer Zweiflugler=Gattungen. [Zu der] offentlichen 

Prufung der Schuler des Koniglichen Friedrich-Wilhelms-Gymnasiums zu Posen, 40 pp., 1 pl.
Macquart P. J. M. 1829. Insectes diptères du nord de la France. Syrphies. Lille, 223 pp., 4 pls. Available from: https://www.

biodiversitylibrary.org/page/55965413
Macquart P. J. M. 1834. Histoire naturelle des insectes. Diptères. Tome premiere. Roret, Paris. 578 + 8 pp., 12 pls.
 https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.14274
Maqbool A., Akbar A. A. & Wachkoo A. A. 2018. First record of the genus Ficobracon (Hymenoptera: Braconidae) from India, with 

description of new species. Zootaxa 4379: 421–428. 
 https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.4379.3.5
Maqbool A., Wachkoo A. A., Stuke J.-H., Akbar S. A. & Clements D. K. 2021. Neotype designation and redescription of Sicus indicus 

Kröber, 1940 (Diptera: Conopidae). Zoosystema 43 (11): 197–203. 
 https://doi.org/10.5252/zoosystema2021v43a11
Meigen J. W. 1822. Systematische Beschreibung der bekannten europäischen zweiflugeligen Insekten. Dritter Theil. Schulz-Wundermann, 

Hamm, x + 416 pp., pls. 22–32.
 https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.12464
Meigen J. W. 1838. Systematische Beschreibung der bekannten europäischen zweiflugeligen Insekten. Siebenter Theil oder Supplementband. 

Schultz, Hamm, xii + 434 + [1] pp.
 https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.12464
Mengual X. & Barkalov A. V. 2019. Two new species of Rohdendorfia (Diptera: Syrphidae) from Central Asia. Acta Entomologica Musei 

Nationalis Pragae 59(1): 325–336. 
 https://doi.org/10.2478/aemnp-2019-0025
Moran K. M., Skevington J. H., Kelso S., Mengual X., Jordaens K., Young A. D., Ståhls G., Mutin V., Bot S., van Zuijen M., Ichige 

K., van Steenis J., Hauser M. & van Steenis W. 2021. A multigene phylogeny of the eristaline flower flies (Diptera: Syrphidae), 
with emphasis on the subtribe Criorhinina. Zoological Journal of the Linnean Society zlab006. 

 https://doi.org/10.1093/zoolinnean/zlab006
Nelson E. H., Hogg B. N., Mills N. J. & Daane K. M. 2012. Syrphid flies suppress lettuce aphids. BioControl 57: 819–826. 
 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10526-012-9457-z
Rondani C. 1857. Dipterologiae italicae prodromus. Vol: II. Species italicae ordinis dipterorum in genera characteribus definita, ordinatim 

collectae, methodo analitica distinctae, et novis vel minus cognitis descriptis. Pars prima. Oestridae: Syrpfhidae: Conopidae. A. 
Stocchi, Parmae [= Parma], 264 pp., 1 pl.

 https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.8160 

https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2015)15
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/page/55965413
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/page/55965413


ACHKOO ET AL.52   •   J. Insect Biodiversity 029 (2) © 2021 Magnolia Press

Rotheray G. E & Gilbert S. F. 2011. The natural history of hoverflies. Forrest Text, Tresaith, UK, 334 pp.
Rozo-Lopez P. & Mengual X. 2015. Mosquito species (Diptera, Culicidae) in three ecosystems from the Colombian Andes: identification 

through DNA barcoding and adult morphology. ZooKeys 513: 39–64. 
 https://doi.org/10.3897/zookeys.513.9561
Sengupta J., Naskar A., Maity A., Hazra S., Mukhopadhyay E., Banerjee D. & Ghosh S. 2016. An updated distributional account of 

Indian hoverflies (Insecta: Diptera: Syrphidae). Journal of Entomology and Zoology Studies 4: 381–396.
Sengupta J., Naskar A., Maity A., Parui P., Homchaudhuri S. & Banerjee D. 2020. A new record of the hoverfly genus Dasysyrphus 

Enderlein, 1938 (Insecta: Diptera: Syrphidae) from India. Journal of Threatened Taxa 12(4): 15503–15506. 
 https://doi.org/10.11609/jott.4330.12.4.15503-15506
Shah G. M., Jan U. & Wachkoo A. A. 2014. A checklist of hoverflies (Diptera: Syrphidae) in the Western Himalaya, India. Acta Zoologica 

Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 60: 283–305.
Shehzad A., Ghorpadé K., Rafi M. A., Zia A., Bhatti A. R., Ilyas M. & Shah S. W. 2017. Faunistic study of hover flies (Diptera: 

Syrphidae) of Pakistan. Oriental Insects 51: 197–220. 
 https://doi.org/10.1080/00305316.2016.1274275
Skevington J., Locke M., Young A., Moran K., Crins W. & Marshall S. 2019. Field Guide to the Flower Flies of Northeastern North 

America. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 512 pp. 
 https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctv7xbrvz
Speight M. C. D. 2020. Species accounts of European Syrphidae, 2020. Syrph the Net, the database of European Syrphidae (Diptera), 

vol. 104. Syrph the Net publications, Dublin, 314 pp.
Tenhumberg B. & Poehling H. M. 1995. Syrphids as natural enemies of cereal aphids in Germany: aspects of their biology and efficacy 

in different years and regions. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment 52: 39–43. 
 https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-8809(94)09007-T
Van Veen M. P. 2004. Hoverflies of Northwest Europe. Identification Keys to the Syrphidae. KNNV Publishing, The Netherlands, Utrecht, 

254 pp.
 https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004274495
Wachkoo A. A., Khurshid N., Maqbool A. & Akbar S. A. 2018a. Two first acalyptrate fly (Diptera: Acalyptratae) records from India. 

Ukrainska Entomofaunistyka 9: 33–36.
Wachkoo A. A., Kurahashi H., Khurshid N. & Akbar S. A. 2018b. First record of Dryomyza pakistana Kurahashi, 1989 (Diptera, 

Dryomyzidae) from India. Oriental Insects 52: 96–100. 
 https://doi.org/10.1080/00305316.2017.1377644
Wachkoo A. A., van Steenis J., Rather Z. A., Sengupta J. & Banerjee D. 2019. First record of the genus Spilomyia (Diptera, Syrphidae) 

from the Oriental region. Turkish Journal of Zoology 43: 239–242. 
 https://doi.org/10.3906/zoo-1811-27

https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-8809(94)09007-T

