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Abstract
The subfamily Harpactorinae is composed of six tribes. Phylogenetic studies bring together some of Har-
pactorinae tribes, but by and large the data on evolutionary relationships of the subfamily are scarce. 
Chromosome studies are of great importance for understanding the systematics of different groups of 
insects. For Harpactorinae, these studies are restricted to some subfamilies and involved only conven-
tional chromosome analysis. This work analyzed cytogenetically Ricolla quadrispinosa (Linneus, 1767). 
The chromosome number was determined as 2n = 24 + X1X2Y in males. In metaphase II the autosomal 
chromosomes were organized in a ring with the pseudo-trivalent of sex chromosomes in its center. After 
C-banding followed by staining with DAPI, AT-rich blocks in autosomes were observed and the nega-
tively heteropycnotic sex chromosomes. The data obtained, together with existing data for other species 
of the group, indicated that different chromosomal rearrangements are involved in the evolution of the 
species. In addition, a proposal of karyotype evolution for the subfamily, based on existing phylogenetic 
studies for the group is presented.

CompCytogen 10(4): 719–729 (2016)

doi: 10.3897/CompCytogen.v10i4.10392

http://compcytogen.pensoft.net

Copyright Angélica Nunes Tiepo et al. This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License 
(CC BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.

RESEARCH ARTICLE

COMPARATIVE

Cytogenetics
International Journal of Plant & Animal Cytogenetics, 

Karyosystematics, and Molecular Systematics

A peer-reviewed open-access journal

mailto:renata-darosa@uel.br
http://zoobank.org/B7D2A6DB-D7B8-4A37-9DD2-57F529686136
https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v10i4.10392
https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v10i4.10392
https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v10i4.10392
http://compcytogen.pensoft.net
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Angélica Nunes Tiepo et al.  /  Comparative Cytogenetics 10(4): 719–729 (2016)720

Keywords
holokinetic chromosomes, speciation, DAPI, heterochromatin, reproductive isolation, chromosomal rear-
rangements

Introduction

Reduviidae are the largest family of predatory insects of the suborder Heteroptera, 
consisting of approximately 7000 species (Kaur et al. 2009, Weirauch et al. 2014). 
Harpactorinae is the largest subfamily of Reduviidae, and is composed of six tribes: 
Apiomerini, Diaspidiini, Ectinoderini, Harpactorini, Tegeini and Rhaphidosomatini 
(Schuh and Slater 1995, Zhang et al. 2015). However, some authors consider Di-
crotelini as a tribe (Miller 1954, Tomokuni and Cai 2002, Weirauch et al. 2014). 
Phylogenetic studies suggest that the first three tribes form a separate clade from the 
last three tribes (Davis 1969, Coscaron and Melo 2003, Zhang and Weirauch 2014, 
Zhang et al. 2015).

In Harpactorinae cytogenetic studies are restricted to only three of the six tribes: 
Apiomerini, Dicrotelini, and Harpactorini (Table 1), showing diploid numbers rang-
ing from 12 to 30, a predominance of 24 autosomes and several sex systems (XY, XnY) 
(Table 1) (Kuznetsova et al. 2011, Kaur and Kaur 2013). Probable, the cytogenetical 
variations result from chromosomal rearrangements in autosomes and sex chromo-
somes. This type of alteration is an important factor in the speciation process, since 
causing dramatic effects on fertility (Spirito 1998, Rieseberg 2001, Livingstone and 
Rieseberg 2003, Nosil et al. 2009, Macaya-Sanz et al. 2011).

Evolutionary relationships related to karyotype changes are poorly known for 
Harpactorinae, and the majority of karyological reports in Harpactorinae are restrict-
ed to conventional analysis without the application of banding techniques (Cai and 
Tomokuni 2003). The present study analyzed cytogenetically, for the first time, Ricol-
la quadrispinosa (Linneus, 1767) (Harpactorini) in order to elucidate its karyotype 
structure and relate this to existing data on Harpactorinae. In addition, we presented 
different proposals for the phylogenetic relationships of this group based on the chro-
mosomal data available so far.

Material and methods

Samples and collection sites

Fifteen male specimens of R. quadrispinosa were collected from Iguaçu National Park - 
Foz do Iguaçu - Brazil - 25°37'40.67"S; 54°27'45.29"W (DDM). Each individual was 
identified and deposited at the Federal University of Pará (UFPA).
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Chromosome preparations and conventional staining

The gonads of the adult specimens were dissected in physiological solution for in-
sects (7.5g NaCl, 2.38g Na2HPO4, 2.72g KH2PO4 in 1L of distilled water). The 
testes were treated with tap water for 3 min and fixed in methanol:acetic acid (3:1) 
for 30 min. Chromosome preparations were performed through cellular suspension 
by maceration in a drop of 60% acetic acid, with each gonad previously treated with 
45% acetic acid. These preparations were submitted to conventional staining with 
Giemsa 3% and also to chromosome banding techniques. Chromosome measure-
ments were carried out using the computer application MicroMeasure version 3.2 
(Reeves and Tear 2000).

Chromosome banding

The distribution of heterochromatin was analyzed by Giemsa C-banding according to 
Sumner (1972), after treatment with 0.2M HCl for 10 min at room temperature, Ba 
(OH)2 for 1 min and 40 s at 60 °C, and 2× SSC for 1 hour at 60 °C. The AT-rich bands 
were detected with 4’-6-diamino-2-phenylindole (DAPI), respectively, according to 
Schweizer et al. (1983). The slides were stained with 2µg/mL DAPI for 30 min. Slides 
were mounted with a medium composed of glycerol/McIlvaine buffer (pH 7.0) 1:1, 
plus 2.5mM MgCl2. All images were acquired with a Leica DM 4500 B microscope, 
equipped with a DFC 300FX camera and Leica IM50 4.0 software, and optimized for 
best contrast and brightness with iGrafx Image software.

Results

The males of R. quadrispinosa presented 2n = 24 + X1X2Y. In metaphase II, the auto-
somes are arranged in ring while the three sex chromosomes form a pseudo-trivalent 
in the center (Fig. 1a, b, d, e). After C-banding, sex chromosomes were shown to 
be negatively heteropycnotic at all stages (Fig. 1a, b). The C-banding followed by 
conventional staining highlighted positive heteropycnotic blocks in the interphase 
nuclei (Fig. 1c). It was also possible to observe positive heteropycnotic blocks in 
terminal regions of the majority of autosomes and in interstitial region of one pair 
of chromosomes (Fig. 1d).

The fluorochrome staining with DAPI performed after the C-banding revealed 
several AT-rich blocks in the autosomes, which were located in both the terminal and 
interstitial regions of the autosomes while the sex chromosomes were shown to be 
negatively heteropycnotic (Fig. 1e).
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Figure 1. Meiocytes of Ricolla quadrispinosa. A, B conventional staining: metaphase II C conventional 
staining: interphase nucleus D Giemsa C-banding: metaphase II E DAPI staining: metaphase II. Sex 
chromosomes indicated by arrows. Interstitial heterochromatic block indicated by asterisk. Scale bar: 5µm.

Discussion

The number of autosomes observed in R. quadrispinosa (24) was similar to that revealed 
in the most species of the tribe Harpactorini (Table 1), and represents the karyotype con-
servation regarding the number of autosomes in this group. On the contrary, the mul-
tiple sex system observed in R. quadrispinosa (X1X2Y) has only been reported in another 
eight species (Table 1) (Kaur and Kaur 2013, Jande 1959, Dey and Wangdi 1988, Payne 
1909, Satapathy and Patnaik 1989). Cytogenetic data exist only for three tribes: Api-
omerini, Dicrotelini, and Harpactorini (Table 1). These studies are scarce considering the 
great diversity of the subfamily, with approximately 2800 species (Weirauch et al. 2014).

Within Harpactorinae, there is a very striking karyotype conservation in the Api-
omerini tribe, where all species studied so far have presented 2n = 22 + XY (Table 1). 
As of now, these data support the proposed phylogeny for the group (Tomokuni and 
Cai 2002, Weirauch 2008, Hwang and Weirauch 2012, Zhang et al. 2015), where 
Apiomerini form a clade separate from Harpactorini. Analyzing the existing cytogenet-
ic data and those obtained by us, a large karyotype variation within Harpactorini can 
be seen with 2n = 12 to 2n = 30 and different sex systems (Table 1), which reinforces 
its phylogenetic distance from Apiomerini.

According to Poggio et al. (2007), the ancestral chromosome number in Redu-
viidae is 2n = 28, with XY system, while the karyotypes with 22 autosomes are more 
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Table 1. Cytogenetic studies in Harpactorinae.

Tribe Species Diploid number (♂)* Reference

Apiomerini

Apiomerus lanipes 22A+XY Poggio et al. 2007
Apiomerus crassipes 22A+XY Payne 1912
Apiomerus flaviventris 22A+XY Ueshima 1979
Apiomerus spissipes 22A+XY Ueshima 1979
Apiomerus sp. 22A+XY Ueshima 1979
Heniartes huacapistana 22A+XY Ueshima 1979

Dicrotelini Henricohahnia typica 24A+X1X2X3Y Kaur and Kaur 2013

Harpactorini

Acholla ampliata 24A+X1X2X3Y Payne 1909
Acholla multispinosus 20A+X1X2X3X4X5Y Troedsson 1944
Arilus cristatus 22A+X1X2X3Y Payne 1909
Coranus fuscipennis 24A+X1X2Y Jande 1959
Coranus sp. 24A+X1X2Y Kaur and Kaur 2013
Cosmoclopius nigroannulatus 24A+X1X2X3Y Poggio et al. 2007
Cosmoclopius poecilus 24A+X1X2X3Y Poggio et al. 2007
Cydnocoris crocatus 24A+X1X2Y Dey and Wangdi 1988
Euagoras erythrocephala 24A+X1X2Y Kaur and Kaur 2013
Euagoras plagiatos 24A+X1X2Y Kaur and Kaur 2013
Fitchia spinulosa 24A+ X1X2Y Payne 1909
Harpactor fuscipes 24A+X1X2X3Y Ueshima 1979
Irantha armipes 24A+X1X2X3Y Kaur and Kaur 2013
Lophocephala guerini 24A+X1X2Y Satapathy and Patnaik 1989
Montina confusa 12+XY Bardella et al. 2014
Polididus armatissimus 10A+XY Banerjee 1958
Polididus sp. 10A+XY Manna and Deb-Mallick 1981
Pselliopus cinctus 24A+ X1X2X3Y Payne 1912
Repipta flavicans 18A+XY Bardella et al. 2014
Repipta taurus 24A+ X1X2X3Y Kaur et al. 2012
Ricolla quadrispinosa 24+X1X2Y Present study
Rhynocoris costalis 24A+X1X2X3Y Kaur and Kaur 2013
Rhynocoris fusicipes 24A+ X1X2X3Y Dey and Wangdi 1988
Rhynocoris kumarii 24A+X1X2X3Y Kaur and Kaur 2013
Rhynocoris marginatus 24A+ X1X2X3Y Satapathy and Patnaik 1989
Rhynocoris sp. 24A+X1X2X3Y Kaur and Kaur 2013
Rocconota annulicornis 24A+X1X2Y Payne 1909
Sinea complexa 24A+X1X2X3Y Payne 1909
Sinea confusa 24A+X1X2X3Y Payne 1909
Sinea rileyi 24A+X1X2X3 X4X5Y Payne 1912
Sinea spinipes 24A+X1X2X3Y Payne 1909
Sphedanolestes himalayensis 24A+X1X2X3Y Kaur and Kaur 2013
Sycanus collaris 24A+X1X2X3Y Jande 1959
Sycanus croceovittatus 24A+X1X2X3Y Kaur and Kaur 2013
Sycanus sp. 24A+X1X2X3Y Manna 1951
Velinus nodipes 24A+X1X2X3Y Toshioka1936
Velinus annulatus 24A+X1X2X3Y Kaur and Kaur 2013
Vesbius purpureus 24A+XY Manna and Deb-Mallick 1981
Zelus exsanguis 24A+XY Payne 1909
Zelus sp. close to Z. leucogrammus 24A+XY Poggio et al. 2007
Zelus laticornis 24A+XY Bardella et al. 2014

* ♂ – males; A – autosomes; XY – sex system XY
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common in Reduviidae (Ueshima 1979). Considering this, two evolutionary trends 
may be proposed for Harpactorinae: (i) reduction in the number of autosomes through 
episodes of chromosomic fusion, and (ii) increase in the number of sex chromosomes 
due to chromosomic fission events. Thus the occurrence of fissions and fusions prob-
ably gave rise to the karyotype R. quadrispinosa, and put the Apiomerini species in a 
condition closer to an ancestral karyotype

In the Harpactorini, twenty-one species present 2n = 24 + X1X2X3Y and 9 species 
present 2n = 24 + X1X2Y (Table 1). Karyotypes with multiple systems with a larger 
number of X chromosomes are observed only in two species, Acholla multispinosus 
(De Geer, 1773) (2n = 20 + X1X2X3X4X5Y) and Sinea rileyi Montandon, 1893 (2n = 
24 + X1X2X3X4X5Y). Although the variation in the sex chromosome systems is large, 
the number of autosomes is the same in the majority of species. In Heteroptera, the 
most common sex mechanism is XX/XY (Papeschi and Bressa 2006). Two hypotheses 
regarding the evolution of sex systems in Heteroptera have been proposed. The first 
hypothesis suggests that advanced Heteroptera, derived from the extinct group Gerro-
morpha, still have the plesiomorphic condition X0; thus, the XX/XY system is derived 
(Ueshima 1979). In contrast, the second hypothesis suggested that the X0 system is 
derived from the ancestral system XY (Nokkala and Nokkala 1983, 1984, Grozeva and 
Nokkala 1996). This last hypothesis appears to be plausible, since studies by Grozeva 
et al. (2014) in Xenophyes cacus Bergroth, 1924 (Peloridiidae, the sister group of Het-
eroptera) show a tendency to lose the Y chromosome during evolution. Regarding the 
origin of multiple sex systems, Ueshima (1979) and Papeschi and Bressa (2006) state 
that they are probably the result of fragmentations of the original sex chromosomes. 
This would likely be the origin of the multiple sex systems of R. quadrispinosa, which 
have originated by breaks in the XY sex systems of ancestors.

For Dicrotelini, the only species have been cytogenetically studied, Henricohahnia 
typical Breddin, 1900 with 2n = 28 (Kaur and Kaur 2013). If consider only the dip-
loid number, this species would be closer to the species of the Harpactorini. However, 
according to the phylogeny proposed by Zhang et al. (2015), the Dicrotelini form a 
separate clade, closer to Apiomerini than Harpactorini. In this way, due to lack of cy-
togenetic studies in the group, it is not possible to trace an evolutionary line within the 
tribe. The analysis of more species of Dicrotelini could help to elucidate this hypothesis.

Even taking into account the phylogenetic studies for the group proposed by Zhang 
et al. (2015), cytogenetic analyzes corroborate the differentiation of Apiomerini from 
Harpactorini, the former being the more conserved tribe. It is possible to group the spe-
cies with similar karyotypes within Harpactorini, where those with low diploid num-
bers and simple sex system form separate branches from those with a higher diploid 
number and multiple sex systems. Considering the above, coupled with the chromo-
somal number found in the sister group and most of the species of the subfamilies of 
Reduviidae, we propose an ancestor with 2n = 24 (22 + XY) for Harpactorinae (Fig. 2). 
Apiomerini would have remained closer to the ancestral karyotype. Observing Figure 2, 
it is possible to note that an autosome fusion event (event A) would have given rise to 
the karyotypes of the species with 2n = 12 + XY, and then a second fusion event (event 
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B) would have originated the karyotypes of the species with 2n = 10 + XY. These karyo-
types are observed in Montina confusa (Stål, 1859) (Bardella et al. 2014) and two spe-
cies of the genus Polididus Stål, 1858 (Banerjee 1958, Manna and Deb-Mallick 1981), 
respectively. This result can be confirmed by molecular analysis, where these genera are 
grouped forming a separate clade within Harpactorinae (Zhang and Weirauch 2014).

Another chromosomal alteration, the fission of autosomal chromosomes (C event) 
would have led to a new branch within the Harpactorini, originating 2n = 24 + XY (Zelus 
Fabricius, 1803 and Vesbius Stål, 1866 species) (Table 1). Also in this branch, chromo-
somal fusion events (D event) would originate the karyotypes with 2n = 18 + XY (Fig. 2), 
observed in Repipta flavicans (Amyot and Serville, 1843) (Bardella et al. 2014). Phyloge-
netically Zelus and Repipta are close (Zhang and Weirauch 2014) and occupy a separate 
branch within the Harpactorini distant from other species with simple sex systems, which 
allows us to put them in this position with respect to the karyotypic evolution. Variations 
in this karyotype were observed in R. taurus (Fabricius, 1803) (Kaur et al. 2012).

The multiple sex systems would have arisen by the fission of the X chromosomes of 
the ancestral XY system (event E) to give the karyotype 2n = 24 + X1X2Y, observed in 
nine species of the tribe (Table 1). A second fission event of sex chromosomes (F event) 
would have led to the most common karyotype observed in Harpactorini, 2n = 24 + 
X1X2X3Y, with maintenance of the number of autosomes revealed in twenty-one species 
of the tribe (Table 1). This explains the intermediate position of the species with these 
karyotypes in the phylogeny of Harpactorini (Zhang and Weirauch 2014). So far only 
the one species of Harpactorini, Sinea rileyi (Payne 1912), has a different karyotype 
with 2n = 24 + X1X2X3X4X5Y, that probably represents an isolated event of karyotypic 
variation, since all other species of the genus have 28 chromosomes (Table 1).

In addition to differences in the number of autosomes and sex chromosomes, in 
R. quadrispinosa the sex chromosomes are presented as negatively heteropycnotic. Also 
in metaphase II it is possible to notice several AT rich blocks occupying the terminal 
and, rarely, interstitial regions of the autosomes. Different patterns of heterochromatin 
have been reported in other 5 Harpactorinae species (Bardella et al. 2014). Thus in 
Apiomerus lanipes (Fabricius, 1803) the presence of terminal C-DAPI+/CMA3

+ bands 
in the terminal region was shown, and the heterochromatic sex chromosomes of this 
species exhibit different florescent patterns. In Montina confusa (Stål, 1859) C-DAPI+/
CMA3

+ bands were observed in both terminal regions of the two largest autosomes and 
sex chromosomes. M. confusa also showed the third autosomal pair with a C-DAPI+/
CMA3

+ band in only one terminal region, whereas the three smaller pairs were to-
tally C-DAPI+/CMA3

+. In Cosmoclopius nigroannulatus Stål, 1860 and Zelus laticornis 
(Herrich-Schaeffer, 1853) only one of the sex chromosomes in each species was totally 
DAPI+ and CMA3

+ in each species. Repipta flavicans (Amyot & Serville, 1843) has 
not demonstrated fluorescent bands in autosomes and sex chromosomes (Bardella et 
al. 2014). Thus, in Harpactorinae a wide variety of different patterns of C-hetero-
chromatin distribution between the chromosomes was revealed, that implying a large 
divergence in the karyotypic evolution of species of this subfamily.
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Figure 2. Chromosomal evolution in Apiomerini and Harpactorini. Evolutionary events marked by 
caps: A fusion of autosomes B fusion of autosomes C fission of autosomes D fusion of autosomes E fis-
sion of sex chromosomes F fission of sex chromosomes. Chromosomal formulae represent the diploid 
number. The tribe Dicrotelini was not included in scheme because only one species has been studied 
cytogenetically in this tribe.

Considering the influence of the chromosomal rearrangements in the speciation 
processes, particularly those involved in the differentiation of sex chromosomes, we 
can suggest that these alterations were fundamental as mechanisms of pre-zygotic 
reproductive isolation. It is probable that these chromosomal alterations caused the 
separation of groups, as different species are observed in the same geographical region, 
leading to a process of sympatric speciation.

Acknowledgments

The authors are grateful to the National Iguaçu Park staff members for their technical 
assistance; to Edson Mendes Francisco for his help with the sample collection. This 
work was supported by CNPq, Fundação Araucária and FAEPE/UEL-PUBLIC 2016. 
The researchers received permission from the Instituto Chico Mendes de Conservação 
da Biodiversidade – ICMBio to collect specimens.



Analysis of the karyotype structure in Ricolla quadrispinosa 727

References

Banerjee MK (1958) A study of the chromosomes during meiosis in twenty eight species of Hemip-
tera (Heteroptera, Homoptera). Proceedings of the Zoological Society of Calcutta 11: 9–37.

Bardella VB, Gil-Santana HR, Panzera F, Vanzela AL (2014) Karyotype diversity among pred-
atory Reduviidae (Heteroptera). Comparative Cytogenetics 8(4): 351–367. https://doi.
org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v8i4.8430

Cai W, Tomokuni M (2003) Camptibia obscura, gen. and sp. n. (Heteroptera: Reduviidae: 
Harpactorinae) from China. European Journal of Entomology 100(1): 181–185. https://
doi.org/10.14411/eje.2003.028

Coscaron MC, Melo MC (2003) Revision of the subfamily Bactrodinae (Heteroptera, Redu-
viidae), with a phylogenetic analysis of Bactrodes. Zootaxa 304(1): 1–15. https://doi.
org/10.11646/zootaxa.304.1.1

Davis NT (1969) Contribution to the morphology and phylogeny of the Reduvoidea. Part 4. 
The harpactoroid complex. Annals of the Entomological Society of America 62: 74–94.

Dey SK, Wangdi T (1988) Chromosome number and sex chromosome system in forty four 
species of Heteroptera. Chromosome Information Service 45: 5–8.

Grozeva S, Nokkala S (1996) Chromosomes and their meiotic behavior in two families of the 
primitive infraorder Dipsocoromorpha (Heteroptera). Hereditas 125(1): 31–36. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1996.t01-1-00031.x

Grozeva S, Kuznetsova V, Hartung V (2014) First cytogenetic study of Coleorrhyncha: Meiot-
ic complement of Xenophyes cascus (Hemiptera). European Journal of Entomology 111(2): 
303–306. https://doi.org/10.14411/eje.2014.023

Hwang WS, Weirauch C (2012) Evolutionary History of Assassin Bugs (Insecta: Hemiptera: 
Reduviidae): Insights from Divergence Dating and Ancestral State Reconstruction. PLoS 
ONE 7(9): e45523. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0045523

Jande SS (1959) Chromosome number and sex mechanism in nineteen species of Indian Het-
eroptera. Research Bulletin of Panjab University 10: 415–417.

Kaur H, Kaur R, Patial N (2012) Studies on internal male reproductive organs and course of 
meiosis in a predator species Repipta taurus (Fabricius, 1803) (Heteroptera:Reduviidae : 
Harpactorinae). Journal of Entomological Research 36(3): 247–250. http://www.indian-
journals.com/ijor.aspx?target=ijor:jer&volume=36&issue=3&article=008

Kaur H, Kaur R, Suman V (2009) Chromosomes and their meiotic behavior in two species 
of Stenopodainae (Heteroptera: Reduviidae). Cytologia 74(2): 147–152. https://doi.
org/10.1508/cytologia.74.147

Kaur R, Kaur H (2013) Chromosomes and their meiotic behavior in twelve species of the sub-
family Harpactorinae (Hemiptera: Heteroptera: Reduviidae) from north India. Zootaxa 
3694(4): 358–366. https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.3694.4.4

Kuznetsova VG, Grozeva SM, Nokkala S, Nokkala C (2011) Cytogenetics of the true bug 
infraorder Cimicomorpha (Hemiptera, Heteroptera): a review. ZooKeys 154: 31–70. htt-
ps://doi.org/10.3897/zookeys.154.1953

Livingstone K, Rieseberg L (2003) Chromosomal evolution and speciation: a recombination-
based approach. New Phytologist 161: 107–112.

https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v8i4.8430
https://doi.org/10.3897/CompCytogen.v8i4.8430
https://doi.org/10.14411/eje.2003.028
https://doi.org/10.14411/eje.2003.028
https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.304.1.1
https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.304.1.1
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1996.t01-1-00031.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1996.t01-1-00031.x
https://doi.org/10.14411/eje.2014.023
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0045523
http://www.indianjournals.com/ijor.aspx?target=ijor:jer&volume=36&issue=3&article=008
http://www.indianjournals.com/ijor.aspx?target=ijor:jer&volume=36&issue=3&article=008
https://doi.org/10.1508/cytologia.74.147
https://doi.org/10.1508/cytologia.74.147
https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.3694.4.4
https://doi.org/10.3897/zookeys.154.1953
https://doi.org/10.3897/zookeys.154.1953


Angélica Nunes Tiepo et al.  /  Comparative Cytogenetics 10(4): 719–729 (2016)728

Macaya-Sanz D, Suter L, Joseph J, Barbará T, Alba N, González-Martínez SC, Widmer A, 
Lexer C (2011) Genetic analysis of post-mating reproductive barriers in hybridizing Euro-
pean Populus species. Heredity 107: 478–486. https://doi.org/10.1038/hdy.2011.35

Manna GK (1951) A study of the chromosomes during meiosis in forty three species of Indian 
Heteroptera. Proceedings of the Zoological Society of Calcutta 4: 1–166.

Manna GK, Deb-Mallick S (1981) Meiotic chromosome constitution in forty one species of 
Heteroptera. Chromosome Information Service 31: 9–11.

Miller NCE (1954) The genera Henricohahnia Breddin, Dicrotelus Erichson, Nyllius Stål, Orge-
torixa China, and allied new genera. The Bulletin of the British Museum (Natural History) 
(Entomology) 3: 445–488.

Nokkala S, Nokkala C (1983) Achiasmatic male meiosis in two species of Saldula (Saldidae, 
Hemiptera). Hereditas 99(1): 131–134. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1983.
tb00737.x

Nokkala S, Nokkala C (1984) The occurrence of the X0 sex chromosome system in Dicty-
onota tricornis (Schr.) (Tingidae, Hemiptera and its significance for concepts of sex 
chromosome system evolution in Heteroptera. Hereditas 100(2): 299–301. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1984.tb00130.x

Nosil P, Funk DJ, Ortiz-Barrientos D (2009) Divergent selection and heterogeneous genomic 
divergence. Molecular Ecology 18(3): 375–402. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.20-
08.03946.x

Papeschi AG, Bressa MJ (2006) Evolutionary cytogenetics in Heteroptera. Journal Of Bio-
logical Research 5(1): 3–21. http://www.ege.fcen.uba.ar/wp-content/uploads/2014/11/
Papeschi-Bressa_JBR_2006.pdf

Payne F (1909) Some new types of chromosome distribution and their relation to sex. 
Biological Bulletin 16: 116.

Payne F (1912) A further study of the chromosomes of the Reduviidae II. The nucleolus in 
the young oocytes and the origin of the ova in Gelastocoris. Journal of Morphology 23: 
331–347.

Poggio MG, Bressa MJ, Papeschi AG (2007) Karyotipe evolution in Reduviidae (Insecta: Het-
eroptera) with special reference to Stenopodainae and Herpactorinae. Comparative Cy-
togenetics 1(2): 159–168. http://www.zin.ru/journals/compcyt/pdf/1/poggio.pdf

Reeves A, Tear J (2000) MicroMeasure for Windows. Version 3.3. Free Program Distributed 
by the Authors Over the Internet. Available at http://www.colostate.edu/Depts/Biology/
MicroMeasure [accessed February, 2013]

Rieseberg LH (2001) Chromosomal rearrangements and speciation. Trends in Ecology and Evolution 
16(7): 351–358. http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169534701021875

Satapathy SN, Patnaik SC (1989) Chromosome number in forty-one species of Indian Heter-
optera. Chromosome Information Service 47: 3–5.

Schuh RT, Slater JA (1995) True Bugs of the World (Hemiptera:Heteroptera): Classification 
and Natural History. Cornell University Press, Ithaca, New York.

Schweizer D, Mendelak M, White MJD, Contreras N (1983) Cytogenetics of the partheno-
genetic grasshopper Warramaba virgo and its bisexual relatives. X. Pattern of florescent 
banding. Chromosoma 88(3): 227–236. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00285625

https://doi.org/10.1038/hdy.2011.35
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1983.tb00737.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1983.tb00737.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1984.tb00130.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-5223.1984.tb00130.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.20%C2%AD08.03946.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.20%C2%AD08.03946.x
http://www.ege.fcen.uba.ar/wp-content/uploads/2014/11/Papeschi-Bressa_JBR_2006.pdf
http://www.ege.fcen.uba.ar/wp-content/uploads/2014/11/Papeschi-Bressa_JBR_2006.pdf
http://www.zin.ru/journals/compcyt/pdf/1/poggio.pdf
http://www.colostate.edu/Depts/Biology/MicroMeasure
http://www.colostate.edu/Depts/Biology/MicroMeasure
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169534701021875
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00285625


Analysis of the karyotype structure in Ricolla quadrispinosa 729

Spirito F (1998) The role of chromosomal change in speciation. In: Howard DJ, Berlocher SH 
(Eds) Endless forms: species and speciation. Oxford University Press, New York, USA, 
320–329.

Sumner AT (1972) A simple techinique for demonstrating centromeric heterochromatin. Experi-
mental Cell Research 75(1): 304–306. https://doi.org/10.1016/0014-4827(72)90558-7

Tomokuni M, Cai W (2002) Asiacoris pudicus, gen. & sp. n. of Dicrotelini (Heteroptera, 
Reduviidae, Harpactorinae) from Vietnam. Deutsche Entomologische Zeitschrift 49(2): 
209–212. https://doi.org/10.1002/mmnd.20020490205

Toshioka S (1936) On the chromosome types in several families of Heteroptera. Oyodobut-
sugaku-zasshi 8: 167–168.

Troedsson PH (1944) The behavior of the compound sex chromosomes in the females of 
certain Hemiptera-Heteroptera. Journal of Morphology 45(1): 103–147. https://doi.
org/10.1002/jmor.1050750106

Ueshima N (1979) Hemiptera II: Heteroptera. In: John B (Ed.) Animal Cytogenetics. 3. Insecta 
6. Gebrüder Bornträger, Berlin, Stuttgart, 113 pp.

Weirauch C (2008) Cladistic analysis of Reduviidae (Heteroptera: Cimicomorpha) based 
on morphological characters. Systematic Entomology 33(2): 229–274. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-3113.2007.00417.x

Weirauch C, Bérenger J-M, Berniker L, Forero D, Forthman M, Frankenberg S, Freedman A, 
Gordon E, Hoey-Chamberlain R, Hwang WS, Marshall SA, Michael A, Paiero SM, Udah 
O, Watson C, Yeo M, Zhang G, Zhang J (2014) An illustrated identification key to assas-
sin bug subfamilies and tribes (Hemiptera: Reduviidae). Canadian Journal of Arthropod 
Identification 26(2): 1–115. https://doi.org/10.3752/cjai.2014.26

Zhang G, Weirauch C (2014) Molecular phylogeny of Harpactorini (Insecta: Reduviidae): cor-
relation of novel predation strategy with accelerated evolution of predatory leg morphol-
ogy. Cladistics 30(4): 339–351. https://doi.org/10.1111/cla.12049

Zhang J, Weirauch C, Zhang G, Forero D (2015) Molecular phylogeny of Harpactorinae and 
Bactrodinae uncovers complex evolution of sticky trap predation in assassin bugs (Heter-
optera: Reduviidae). Cladistics 32(5): 1–17. https://doi.org/10.1111/cla.12140

https://doi.org/10.1016/0014-4827(72
https://doi.org/10.1002/mmnd.20020490205
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.1050750106
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.1050750106
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3113.2007.00417.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3113.2007.00417.x
https://doi.org/10.3752/cjai.2014.26
https://doi.org/10.1111/cla.12049
https://doi.org/10.1111/cla.12140

	Analysis of the karyotype structure in Ricolla quadrispinosa (Linneus, 1767): inferences about the chromosomal evolution of the tribes of Harpactorinae (Heteroptera, Reduviidae)
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Samples and collection sites
	Chromosome preparations and conventional staining
	Chromosome banding

	Results
	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References

