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Redefinition of the genera
Marpissa C.L. Koch, 1846 and
Mendoza Peckham & Peckham, 1894
in the scope of the Holarctic fauna
(Araneae, Salticidae)

by Dmitri V. LoguNov#

Résumé

Basé a la fois sur la structure détaillée
des organes génitaux et sur les caractéres
somatiques, le genre Marpissa est redé-
fini; il inclu 16 espéces holarctiques.
Hyctia Simon, 1878 (avec 8 espéces) est
considéré comme un sous-genre du
genre Marpissa. Marpissa canestrinii et
les espéces voisines sont exclues du
genre Marpissa (s. str.) et attribuées au
genre Mendoza Peckham & Peckham,
1894 ; 7 nouvelles combinaisons sont éta-
blies: Mendoza canestrinii (Ninni in
Canestrini & Pavesi, 1868) comb. n.; M.
dersuuzalai (Logunov & Wesolowska,
1992) comb. n.; M. elongata (Karsch,
1879) comb. n.. M. ibarakiensis (Bohda-
nowicz & Prészyfiski, 1987) comb. n.; M.
nobilis (Grube, 1861) comb. n.; M. pul-
chra (Prészyfiski in Wesolowska 1981)
comb. n.; et M. zebra (Logunov &
Wesolowska, 1992) comb. n. De nou-
velles définitions, les affinités et le
synopsis des especes des deux genres,
Marpissa et Mendoza, sont donnés; tous
les caractéres diagnostics sont figurés et
discutés. Sept espéces sont mises en
synonymie: Pseudicius cognatus Peck-
ham & Peckham, 1894 et Attus memora-
bilis O. P.-Cambridge, 1876 avec Men-
doza canestrinii (Ninni in Canestrini &

Pavesi, 1868); Marpissa dybowskii
Kulczyfiski, 1895, Maevia nigrifrontis
Saito, 1939 et Marpissa magna Kishida,
1910 avec Marpissa milleri Peckham &
Peckham, 1894; Marpissa hiroseae
Nakatsudi, 1942 avec Mendoza elongata
(Karsch, 1879); et Marpissa wallacei
Barnes, 1958 avec Marpissa grata
(Gertsch, 1936). Mithion hotingchiehi
Schenkel, 1936 est considéré comme un
synonyme junior de Mendoza elongata
(Karsch, 1879), plutdt que de Mendoza
nobilis (Grube, 1861), comme il était
supposé auparavent. Marpissa magister
(Karsch, 1879) est considérée comme
nomen dubium. Une espece, Marpissa
sulcosa Barnes, 1958, est rétablie.

Summary

Based on both the detailed structure of
the genitalia and somatic morphology, the
genus Marpissa C.L. Koch, 1846, is
redefined to include 16 holarctic species.
Hyctia Simon, 1878 (8 species included)
is shown to only approve a subgeneric
rank within Marpissa. Marpissa canes-
trinii and related species are excluded
from Marpissa (s. str.) and assigned to
Mendoza Peckham & Peckham, 1894,
with 7 new combinations involved : Men-
doza canestrinii (Ninni in Canestrini &

* Manuscrit regu le 10 septembre 1998, Adresse de U’auteur : Zoological Museum, Institute for Sys-
tematics and Ecology of Animals, Siberian Division of the Russian Academy of Sciences, Frunze Street
11, Novosibirsk, 630091 Russia.
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Pavesi, 1868) comb. n.; M. dersuuzalai
(Logunov & Wesolowska, 1992) comb.
n.; M. elongata (Karsch, 1879) comb. n..
M. ibarakiensis (Bohdanowicz &
Prészyhski, 1987) comb. n.; M. nobilis
(Grube, 1861) comb. n.; M. pulchra
(Prészyfiski in Wesolowska 1981) comb.
n.; and M. zebra (Logunov &
Wesolowska, 1992) comb. n. Improved
definitions, affinities and synopsis of both
Marpissa and Mendoza are provided; all
the diagnostic characters are figured and
discussed. Seven species are first syno-
nymised : Pseudicius cognatus Peckham
& Peckham, 1894 and Attus memorabilis
O. P.-Cambridge, 1876 with Mendoza
canestrinii (Ninni in Canestrini & Pavesi,
1868); Marpissa dybowskii Kulczyhski,
1895, Maevia nigrifrontis Saito, 1939,
and Marpissa magna Kishida, 1910 with
Marpissa milleri Peckham & Peckham,
1894 ; Marpissa hiroseae Nakatsudi,
1942 with Mendoza elongata (Karsch,
1879); and Marpissa wallacei Barnes,
1958 with Marpissa grata (Gertsch,
1936). Mithion hotingchiehi Schenkel,
1936 is recognised to be a junior syno-
nym of Mendoza elongata (Karsch,
1879), rather than of Mendoza nobilis
(Grube, 1861), as it was supposed earlier.
Marpissa magister (Karsch, 1879) is first
reported as nomen dubium. One species,
Marpissa sulcosa Barnes, 1958, is reva-
lidated. '

pe3ome

Vlcxons M3 paHHHX NO HAeTanbHON
CTPYKTYPpe IeHUTaNnuM U COMaTuiecKux
npu3HaroB, pon Marpissa C.L. Koch,
1846, nepeonpepeneH, YTOLH BKIIOYUTh
16 ronapkruueckux BunoB. IlokasaHo,
uro Hyctia Simon, 1878 (BKmoueHo 8
BMOB) 3aciyxRuUbaeT JMllb NOJOAOBOrO
paHra BHYTPU Marpissa. Marpissa
canestrinii 1 BIN3KOPOACTeHHbE BUMH
BHIBefieHH U3 Marpissa (s. str.) 1 nepe-
HeceHH B Mendoza Peckham & Peckham,
1894, Brmouyas 7 HOBEIX KOMBMHAaIWM :
Mendoza canestrinii (Ninni in Canestrini
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& Pavesi, 1968) comb. n.; M. dersuuza-
lai (Logunov & Wesolowska, 1992)
comb. n.; M. elongata (Karsch, 1879)
comb. n.. M. ibarakiensis (Bohdanowicz
& Prészynski, 1987) comb. n.; M. nobi-
lis (Grube, 1861) comb. n.; M. pulchra
(Prészyfiski in Wesolowska 1981) comb.
n.; u M. zebra (Logunov & Wesolowska,
1992) comb. n. JaHel yTOUHeHHble fAuar-
HO3Hl, flaHHble TI0 POACTBEHHEIM CBS35M
M CIIMCKY BUOOB Kak Marpissa, Tak M
Mendoza; Bce [UarHOCTHYeCKMe NPU3-
HakK1 M30BpakeHb M ObCYxAeHH. CeMb
BHIOBLIX HA3BaHUM BllepBhHle CUHOHUMMU-
sunoBaHK : Pseudicius cognatus Peck-
ham & Peckham, 1894 u Attus memora-
bilis O. P.-Cambridge, 1876 ¢ Mendoza
canestrinii (Ninni in Canestrini & Pavesi,
1868); Marpissa dybowskii Kulczyhski
1895, Maevia nigrifontis Saito, 1939 n
Marpissa magna Kishida, 1910 ¢ Mar-
pissa milleri Peckham & Peckham, 1864
Marpissa hiroseae Nakatsudi, 1942 ¢
Mendoza elongata (Karsch, 1879); n
Hyctia wallacei Barnes, 1958 ¢ Marpissa
grata (Gertsch, 1936). Marpissa magister
(Karsch, 1879) BnepBhle yKa3aH Kak
nomen dubium. BrisicHeHo, 4ro Mithion
hotingchiehi Schenkel, 1963 sBnsercs
MnanmuM cuHonumom Mendoza elongata
(Karsch, 1879), a He Mendoza nobilis
(Grube, 1861), kaxk mnpepnonaraiy
paHee. BoccraHoBneHa BaNMAOCTh
ofiHOTrO BUAa, Marpissa sulcosa Barnes,
1958.

Introduction

The genus Marpissa C.L. Koch, 1846,
has consistently been considered in a
wide sense, when Marpissa (s. str.: the
type species: Araneus muscosus Clerck,
1758), Hyctia (the type species: Salticus
nivoyi Lucas, 1846) and Onondaga (the
type species : Maevia lineata C.L.. Koch,
1848) are placed together in the same
genus (BARNES, 1958; Harwm, 1980;
BoupaNowicz & PROszyNski, 1987;
PROSZYNSKI, 1990; PENG et al., 1993). At
least, as pointed out by BARNES (1958, p.
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2), such a combination has “the fortunate
result of producing a much simpler clas-
sification”. However, some of the above
authors (e.g. Bohdanowicz & PROSzZYN-
sk1, 1987; IKeEDA, 1993; PENG et al.,
1993) were also of opinion that Marpissa
(s. lat.) clearly consists of two distinct
species groups: the muscosa (or dybows-
kif) species group and the elongata spe-
cies group, the latter including Marpissa
elongata, M. pulchra, M. ibarakiensis
etc., and being sometimes wrongly
named Hyctia (e.g. IKEDA, 1993).

A re-examination of the taxonomic sta-
tus of Marpissa (s.lat.) based on the
detailed morphology of the genitalia and
somatic characters allows me to came to
somewhat different conclusions: (1) Hyc-
tia shows the same genital pattern as in
Marpissa (s. str.), differs from it only in
body shape and seems to approve no
more than a subgeneric rank within Mar-
pissa; and (2) the elongata species group,
which must include also Marpissa canes-
trinii, does not in reality belong to Hyc-
tia and should be assigned to Mendoza
Peckham & Peckham, 1894 (the type spe-
cies: Attus memorabilis O. P.-Cambridge,
1876). The latter genus was earlier trea-
ted as a junior synonym of Mithion
(SmoN, 1901) and then was synonymised
with Marpissa (PROszYNsKI, 1990).

The interpretation of Mendoza accep-
ted herein is similar to that of SIMON
(1901: 597-599, 610), who united the
species Mithion canestrinii and Attus
memorabilis in the same genus Mithion
(both specific names are hereafter consi-
dered synonymous, see below). As the
generic name Mithion is known to be
preoccupied (PROszyYNsKI, 1990), Men-
doza established originally by the PECK-
HAMs (1894) is actually the valid name
for the  genus hitherto diagnosed by
SIMON (1901) and then reported by some
subsequent authors (e.g. MKHEIDZE,
1992; FuuN & GHERASIM, 1995) under
the name Mithion.

The main aims of the present paper are
redefinitions and redescriptions of the
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genera Marpissa (with two subgenera,
Marpissa (s. str.) and Hyctia involved)
and Mendoza, including a synopsis of all
the known Holarctic species of both
genera. In usage of the name Marpissa, 1
follow BONNET’s (1955-1959, p.2718)
opinion regarding the validity of Mar-
pissa over Marpessa, Marptusa and Mar-
pissus.

The two Palearctic Marpissa species
have been excluded from consideration:
Marpissa longiuscula Simon, 1871, and
Marpissa zaitzevi Mkheidze, 1992. The
former was described and reported from
Ukraine and Italy (SiMoN, 1871). Howe-
ver, according to HANSEN (1985b, 1986),
the identification of Marpissa longius-
cula by CANESTRINI from Italy actually
belongs to Marpissa nivoyi. As the ori-
ginal description of Marpissa longiuscula
is inadequate for identification and I have
been unable to revise the holotype, the
taxonomic status of this species is in need
of a further study. Marpissa zaitzevi was
described from a single female from
Georgia. However, the original descrip-
tion (made in Georgian) and figures
(MKHEIDZE, 1992, figs 115, 116) allow to
only assume that Marpissa zaitzevi is
quite close to or the same as Marpissa
nivoyi. The problem calls for a special
attention in the future as well.

Material and methods

Specimens for this study were borro-
wed from of distributed among the fol-
lowing museums:

AMNH: American Museum of Natural
History, New York, U.S.A. (Dr N. PLAT-
NICK) ;

FSCA: Florida State Collection of
Arthropods FDACS, Division of Plant
Industry, Gainesville, Florida, U.S.A. (Dr
G.B. EDWARDS).

HEC: Hope Entomological Collec-
tion, Oxford University, England (Dr
G.C. McGAvVIN);

ISE: the Zoological Museum of the
Institute for Systematics and Ecology of



