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I. DEFINITION AND TAXONOMIC POSITION
IONEL TABACARU1, ANDREI GIURGINCA1

Abstract. In this first note, we present the taxonomic position and the differential diagnosis
of the family Trichoniscidae. In our opinion from the common ancestor of Oniscidea
two lineages evolved: a lineage evolved toward the complete disappearance of the genital
apophyses leaving only two separated male genital openings (Infraorder Tylomorpha)
while the other lineage evolved toward merging the two genital apophyses up to the
fusion of the ejaculatory ducts and a single genital opening (Infraorder Ligiamorpha).
Within Ligiamorpha, the family Trichoniscidae is included in Suprasection Orthogonopoda,
Section Synocheta. We argue for the sister group relationship of Section Synocheta
with Microcheta (Mesoniscidae) and not with Crinocheta, the most evolved group among
the terrestrial Isopods.
Key words: Isopoda, Oniscidea, Orthogonopoda, Synocheta, Trichoniscidae, taxonomic
position, definition.

1. INTRODUCTION

EMIL RACOVITZA, the founder, one hundred years ago, of the Institute of
Speleology bearing his name, is a renowned explorer of the Antarctic fauna and
father of Biospeleology but also a forerunner of the phylogenetic systematics.
EMIL RACOVITZA pointed since 1910 how to study the characters of the species:
«It is necessary to study the taxonomic characters of the group from the point of
view of their history and their phylogenetic significance to reach an exact understanding
of their classification…It is necessary to study the particular history of each character».
He stated very clearly the aim of the taxonomic research: «The main purpose of
taxonomic studies, the sole interesting me anyway, is, in my opinion, the natural
classification of the animals, that is a classification mirroring as exactly as possible
the real kinship of the various animal lineages. Seen in this way, the taxonomy
becomes one of the branches of general biology, as it provides the material for the
study of the laws and the ways of evolution» (1912: p. 204). RACOVITZA remarked
the important role of isolation in evolution and offered a precise definition of the
Trav. Inst. Spéol. «Émile Racovitza», t. LVIII, p. 47–63, Bucharest, 2019
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species concept (1912, p. 208): «For there to be a subdivision of lineages, so speciation,
a certain isolation is essential but sufficient. The morphological differentiation is an
obligatory continuation of isolation. A colony which is isolated, evolving from now
on independent from others, is a new factor that is introduced into the history of the
globe. These premises once admitted, the conclusion will be that the definition of
the species as a taxonomic unit cannot be anything else but «An isolated colony of
individuals sharing the same descent».
We can say RACOVITZA provided a new definition of Taxonomy based on
phylogenetics: «This incursion in Taxonomy…gave me the conviction that there is
no other possible Taxonomy but that based on phylogeny and geographical repartition,
that it is impossible to correctly place a species within the classification of beings
without knowing its origin in time and its extension in space. Taxonomy cannot be
anything but applied phylogeny» (1926a, p. 42-43).
In his zoological researches, EMIL RACOVITZA was preoccupied especially by
the study of the Isopoda, both aquatic (1904, 1910, 1912, 1950) and terrestrial ones
(1907, 1908). His researches have been so through that even today it can be stated
(SCHMIDT, 2008): “The description of the relative position of parts and appendages
follows RACOVITZA (1923) …”
The exceptional value of the isopodological studies of Emile Racovitza was
emphasized many times by renowned isopodologists like RAGNAR WAHRBERG
(1922-1924, pp. 24 & 65), ALCESTE ARCANGELI (1942, p.175-176), ALBERT VANDEL
(1960, p. 10), HANS STROUHAL (1963, p.157), JEAN-PAUL HENRY (1976),
JOHANN-WOLFGANG WÄGELE (1989, p. 1). In the volume terrestrial Isopods from
the series Faune de France, the French scientist ALBERT VANDEL (1960, p. 10)
said: “Ce sont les deux mémoires de E. G. Racovitza (1907, 1908) consacrés à
l’étude des premières récoltes de Biospeologica qui ouvrent une ère nouvelle de
l’isopodologie, en décrivant, pour la première fois, de façon précise, la structure
des Trichoniscidae, et en soulignant l’importance systématique des deux premières
paires de pléopodes mâles pour la distinction des genres et des espèces.”
Regarding the Trichoniscidae, we can state with certainty their systematic
study owes to Racovitza the fundamental premises. At the centenary of Emile Racovitza
birth, VANDEL (1970, p. 146) stated: “Ce n’est pas tant le nombre considérable
d’espèces nouvelles qu’il a décrites au cours de sa carrière d’isopodologue qui
représente la véritable valeur de son oeuvre, mais la clarté qu’il a portée dans la
systématique de cet ordre de Crustacés. C’est le cas, en particulier, pour la famille
des Trichoniscidae, dont on peut dire que la classification était inexistante avant les
deux mémoires classiques qu’il a publiés en 1907 et en 1908”.
The Trichoniscidae represent one of the most numerous terrestrial Isopods
family. Synthetizing the current data (SCHMALFUSS, 2003, 2004; SCHMIDT &
LEISTIKOW, 2004; SFENTHOURAKIS & TAITI, 2015; KARAMAN & HORVATOVIČ,
2018, TAITI ET AL., 2018; BEDEK, GOTTSTEIN, TAITI, 2019; CIFUENTES, 2019), we
consider 85 genera and 500 species as belonging to this family. We did not include
the genera Buddelundiella, Borutzkyella and Pseudobuddelundiella since we consider
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them as part of the family Buddelundiellidae; also, we did not include the genus
Cylindroniscus as it found to belong to the family Styloniscidae (CAMPOS-FILHO
ET AL., 2017), Utopioniscus synonymous with Alpioniscus (TAITI ET AL., 2018). But
we consider as valid the genera Stylohylea, Tachysoniscus.
As we have already pointed out (TABACARU, 1994), the Trichoniscidae and,
in general, the group they belong to, respectively Synocheta, inhabit especially humid
biotopes and are frequently found in caves. Following MANICASTRI & ARGANO
(1989), 80% of the cave-dwelling terrestrial Isopoda belong to the section Synocheta
(74% Trichoniscidae, 2% Buddelundiellidae, 4% Styloniscidae). In Romania
(TABACARU & GIURGINCA, 2013), 15 species of Oniscidea can be considered as
strictly troglobitic, 12 of them belonging to the family Trichoniscidae.
However, we have to note that some specialists do not regard the Trichoniscidae
as a monophyletic group. J.-W. WÄGELE (1989) writes the Trichoniscidae with quotation
marks since he regards the family as “nicht-monophyletischen Sammelgruppen”,
while SCHMALFUSS (2005) maintained about the family Trichoniscidae: “however,
will certainly turn out to be paraphyletic and therefore will have to be split up in a
number of separate families”. We do not share the opinion the Trichoniscidae are a
paraphyletic group. As defined by W. HENNIG (1982), a paraphyletic group reunites
elements with a common ancestor but does not include all the descendants of that
ancestor. In the case of a paraphyletic group, the problem is to include all the
descendants of the common ancestor in order to become a monophyletic group.
The problem of splitting in a series of monophyletic groups comes up in the case of
a polyphyletic group, so a group based on convergences and reuniting elements lacking
a common ancestor. We do not think this is the case of the family Trichoniscidae.
In the classification we use here, the family Trichoniscidae Sars, 1899 belongs
to: Order Isopoda Latreille, 1817, Suborder Oniscidea Latreille, 1802, Infraorder
Ligiamorpha Vandel, 1943, Supersection Orthogonopoda Tabacaru & Danielopol,
1996, Section Synocheta Legrand, 1946.
2. ORDER ISOPODA-TAXONOMIC POSITION, SYSTEMATICS

Isopods represent one of the most numerous and diversified groups of the
Class Malacostraca Latreille, 1806 (Subclass Eumalacostraca Grobben, 1892, Superorder
Peracarida Calman, 1904). Usually, Isopoda is considered an order, rarely a suborder
(SCHRAM, 1986) or a superorder (WATLING, 1999). The high diversity of this order
is obvious both in its morphology and in its ecology. The majority of authors
consider the Isopoda as a monophyletic group. However, ROMAN & DALENS (1999)
in the chapter Isopoda from the Grassé Traité de Zoologie, consider the monophyly
of Isopoda as debatable taking into account the original characters present in
several suborders (Anthuridea, Gnathidea, Phreatoicidea).
In the present, we can say the monophyly of the Isopoda is unanimously
accepted and was well demonstrated through numerous characters (see TABACARU
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& DANIELOPOL, 2012). But the sister-group of the Isopoda, as WILSON (2009) has
pointed out, is still a controversial proposition.
Numerous authors offered various opinions regarding the position of the Isopoda
(TABACARU & DANIELOPOL, 2011 & 2012).
The relationship of the Isopoda with the other orders of the Peracarida represented
a long debated problem. The question was if the Tanaidacea or the Amphipoda
represent the closest group to the Isopoda. Firstly, the Tanaidacea have been grouped
together with the Isopoda and, in 1895, HANSEN defined the Order Tanaidacea.
SIEWING (1963) argued amply for a sister-group relationship between the Isopoda
and the Tanaidacea. Other authors, among which Haeckel, Perrier, Hertwig, considered
the Amphipoda as the closest group to the Isopoda. This hypothesis was argued
especially by REIBISCH in Kukental-Handbuch der Zoologie (1926-1927).
Concerning the order Isopoda, the paper about the phylogeny of the Malacostraca,
published by TABACARU & DANIELOPOL (2011, 2012) argues against a sister-group
relationship between Amphipoda and Isopoda and, following a cladistics analysis,
the authors argue for a sister-group relationship between Isopoda and the ensemble
Spelaeogriphacea+(Cumacea+Tanaidacea).
As for the division of the order Isopoda, MARTIN & DAVIS (2001) in their
synthesis paper AN UPDATED CLASSIFICATION OF THE RECENT CRUSTACEA consider
the suborders: Phreatoicidea Stebing, 1893, Anthuridea Monod, 1922, Microcerberoidea
Lang, 1961, Flabelifera Sars, 1882, Asellota Latreille, 1802, Calabozoidea Van Lieshout,
1983, Valvifera Sars, 1882, Epicaridea Latreille, 1831 and Oniscidea Latreille, 1802.
The classic treaties also include a suborder Gnathiidea Hansen, 1916, subsequently
included by some authors within Flabelifera. But, we have to specify that the
phylogeny and, so, implicitly, the classification of Isopoda is still under debate,
especially based on cladistics analyses (SCHMALFUSS, 1989; WÄGELE, 1989; BRUSCA &
WILSON, 1991; TABACARU & DANIELOPOL, 1999; BRANDT & POORE, 2003; WILSON,
2008, 2009; POORE & BRUCE, 2012). At present, the following suborders are considered:
Phreatoicidea, Asellota, Microcerberoidea, Calabozoida, Oniscidea, Spheromatidea
Wägele, 1989, Cymothoidea Wägele, 1989, Limnoriida Brandt & Poore, 2002,
Phoratopidea Brandt & Poore, 2003.
3. SUBORDER ONISCIDEA-MONOPHYLY,
PROBLEMS ABOUT THE SUBORDERS’ DIVISIONS

Within the order Isopoda, the suborder Oniscidea has a special importance
due to the high number of species (over 3700 species, 500 genera belonging to
37 families-after SCHMALFUSS, 2003, 2004, SFENTHOURAKIS & TAITI, 2015) but
also due to the fact it is the sole crustacean group that conquered the terrestrial
environment starting from a marine ancestor. Oniscidea inhabit terrestrial environments
from high-humidity ones to arid regions (TAITI, 2017). Fossil Oniscidea and
biogeographic data argue for very old group with a pre-Pangean origin in the Late
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Paleozoic most likely during the Carboniferous (BROLY ET AL., 2013; BROLY
ET AL., 2015).
At present, the majority of authors regard Oniscidea as a monophyletic group
including five monophyletic groups: Tylidae, Ligiidae, Mesoniscidae, Synocheta
and Crinocheta. We have to note that ALBERT VANDEL, one of the great specialists
in this group, maintained in many papers that Oniscidea is a polyphyletic group.
From 1943, VANDEL considered the Tylidae as related with the suborder Valvifera
while the other terrestrial Isopoda as originating in the suborder Flabelifera. The family
Tylidae contains only two genera, respectively Tylos Latreille with 20 halophilic
species (SCHMALFUSS & VERGARA, 2000), spread on sea shores and Helleria Ebner
with a sole species, a Tyrrhenian relict living in forest humus. Starting from this
idea, VANDEL considers two different phyletic lineages within the suborder Oniscidea,
lineages named by him Tylian Series and Ligian Series. In 1981, VANDEL maintains
that the Tylidae should be included in the Valvifera beside the Idoteidae. Subsequently,
by describing an aquatic trichoniscid, Cantabroniscus primitivus Vandel, 1965, he
reaches the conclusion the Trichoniscidae and the entire group they belong to, the
Synocheta, represent a third phyletic lineage that evolved independently from the
aquatic to the terrestrial environment.
Thus, after VANDEL, the terrestrial Isopods represent a polyphyletic group
because the transit from an aquatic to a terrestrial lifestyle, took place through three
independent, phyletic lineages with different origins: Tylian Series, Ligian Series
and Trichoniscian Series.
Supporting the monophyly of the terrestrial Isopods, SCHMALFUSS (1974, 1989)
argued that Tylos is obviously related with Ligia, respectively with Oniscidea
and not with Mesidotea, respectively Valvifera. Also, TABACARU & DANIELOPOL
(1996A, B, 1999) do not share (as erroneously stated by SCHMIDT, 2008, p. 202) the
hypothesis sustained by Vandel of a diphyletic origin of the terrestrial Isopoda but,
of contrary, argue for the monophyly of Oniscidea.
The conformation and position of the uropods is the most important character
that led to considering a link between the Tylidae and the Valvifera. The uropods
have a widened (plate-like) protopodite and are inserted laterally on the pleotelson
and are ventrally folded. But a comparative study (TABACARU & DANIELOPOL,
1996A, B) between Tylidae species (Tylos ponticus Grebinscky and Helleria brevicornis
Ebner) and species of Idotea (Valvifera) showed they are two independent apomorphies
with different functions. In Valvifera, the pleotelson is long and shelters the pleopods
while the uropods, also elongated, cover the pleopods forming a respiratory chamber;
at the Tylidae, the pleotelson is short and shelters only the anal valves, also covered
by the uropods, and, together with a transversal septum, divide the anal from the
respiratory space.
The problem of an aquatic lifestyle in the section Synocheta was extensively
analyzed leading to the conclusion (TABACARU & DANIELOPOL, 1996A, B, TABACARU,
1999) it represents a secondary reversal to the aquatic environment and not a proof
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of an independent origin of the Synocheta. This conclusion was confirmed by
subsequent studies (SCHMALFUSS, 2005; TAITI & XUE, 2012; SOUZA, FERREIRA,
SENNA, 2015).
The monophyly of the suborder Oniscidea and especially its splitting were
debated in numerous studies (SCHMALFUSS, 1974, 1989; WÄGELE, 1989; BRUSCA &
WILSON, 1991; ERHARD, 1995A, B, 1996, 1997, 1998; TABACARU, 1994, 1999;
TABACARU & DANIELOPOL, 1996A, B, 1999; SCHMIDT, 2008; BROLY, DEVILLE,
MAILLET, 2013).
In our opinion, the most important characters arguing for the monophyly of
the suborder Oniscidea are:
1. The presence of a scale system ensuring the circulation of a liquid on the
surface of the body. This complex water-conducting system ensures the moisturizing
of the tegument and has an important role in multiple functions: respiration, excretion,
thermoregulation. It was discovered by VERHOEFF (1917) who presumed its importance
for the shift towards a terrestrial life-style in Isopoda. The system was minutely
studied by HOESE (1981, 1982) who distinguished two types of functioning: “Ligiatype” and “Porcellio-type”. The Trichoniscidae present the first type, featuring
parallel, longitudinal rows of scales on the caudal side of pereiopode 6 (excepting
the basipodite) and pereiopode 7 (at least on the basipodite) absorbing water from
the substrate by capillarity.
2. Reduction of the antennules to 1-3 articles. VANDEL (1943, 1960) considers
this as the sole character of all the terrestrial Isopods.
3. Mandibles without palpus. This character is found also in the suborders
Calabozoidea and Valvifera excepting a single species Holognathus stewarti (Filhol)
but this is certainly a reversal of the subordinal synapomorphic state (POORE G.C.B,
2001, p. 218).
4. The maxillulae (maxilla II) reduced to a single bilobed piece. The majority
of Isopoda, including Calabozoidea, have maxillae formed by three distinct endites.
5. The maxillipeds endite without retinacles. The majority of the aquatic Isopoda,
the maxillipeds present retinacles.
6. Endopodite of pleopode 2 male completely changed in a copulatory stylus.
Regarding the relations between the suborder Oniscidea and the other suborders,
respectively considering a sister group, the problem is still debated. SCHMALFUSS
(1989) in a phylogenetic cladogram, first separates the suborder Asellota and then
Oniscidea that becomes in this way a sister group with all the other suborders of
Isopoda. WÄGELE (1989) separates firstly the suborder Phreatoicidea and then considers
a sister group Calabozoidea-Asellota while Oniscidea is regarded as a sister group
with an ensemble of suborders Valvifera, Anthuridea, Spheromatidea, Cymothoidea.
BRUSCA & WILSON (1991) consider Calabozoidea is either a primitive oniscidean
or is the sister group of the Oniscidea. A detailed analysis of the species Calabozoa
pellucida Van Lieshout led to the conclusion (TABACARU & PLATVOET, 2000;
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TABACARU & DANIELOPOL, 1999) that Calabozoidea cannot be a sister group of
Asellota and that the presence of five free pleonites (the first two being reduced)
point to a close relationship with Oniscidea. The conclusion is confirmed by subsequent
studies (MESSANA, BARATTI & BENVENUTI, 2002; PREVORČNIK, FERREIRA & SKET,
2012). The statement that in Calabozoa the pleonites 1 and 2 are reduced to sternal
part (VAN LIESHOUT, 1983) is inexact; the tergal part of the respective pleonites is
not visible being covered by pereionite 7.
As we have pointed out, we consider as erroneous the hypothesis sustained
by VANDEL about the separate origin of the Tylidae from Valvifera but neither can
we agree with the hypothesis of WÄGELE (1989) regarding the Tylidae as a sister
group of the Mesoniscidae and, together, with Ligiidae, they form the section
Diplocheta. The main character of Diplocheta is the presence of two very close
genital apophyses but at the Tylidae the genital apophyses are completely missing
and each ductus is opening directly by distant openings. Also, we cannot agree with
the hypothesis of SCHMALFUSS (1989) following which the Tylidae are included in
the section Crinocheta. We have to note the family Tylidae present none of the
important apomorphies that define the Crinocheta.
The Tylidae are the sole group of Oniscidea that keep an important plesiomorphic
character namely coxal plates distinct from the tergite. Also, the Tylidae present
remarkable autapomorphies clearly separating it from all other groups of Oniscidea
demonstrating their early split from the common ancestor of all terrestrial Isopods.
Among the most remarkable autapomorphies of the family Tylidae are: male genital
papillae absent; rudimentary pleopode 1 at both sexes (endopodite missing at both
sexes, the exopodite present only at males of T. spinulosus and T. chilensis after
SCHMALFUSS & VERGARA, 2000); exopodites of pleopodes 2-5 with respiratory
organs with ventral stigma; uropod protopodite plate-like laterally inserted on the
pleotelson and ventrally folded forming opercula closing an anal region by a
transversal septum; brood pouch prolonged by an internal sack; frontal process
strongly developed; antennule becomes rudimentary.
Taking into account all these facts, in our opinion (TABACARU & DANIELOPOL,
1996A, B; TABACARU & GIURGINCA, 2014) the monophyletic suborder Oniscidea
contains two evolutive lineages, so sister groups with a common origin, and we
maintain the division into two infraorders as named by VANDEL: Tylomorpha and
Ligiamorpha. The same division is also used by other authors (BOWMAN & ABELE,
1982; HOLDICH ET AL., 1984; BRUSCA & WILSON, 1991; ROMAN & DALENS, 1999;
MARTIN & JUHAULT, 1999; GREEN, LEW-TON, POORE in POORE, 2002; NOEL &
SECHET, 2007; PÉREZ-SCHULTHEISS, 2009; MARTIN, HOEG, OLESEN, 2014).
SCHMALFUSS (1989), WÄGELE (1989) and ERHARD (1995) do not recognize
this division and include the Tylidae either in Crinocheta, in Diplocheta or regard
them as a basal group within the series Tylidae+Mesoniscidae+Synocheta + Crinocheta.
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4. INFRAORDER LIGIAMORPHA – SUPRASECTION ORTHOGONOPODA

As we have shown, the phyletic series Ligiamorpha is characterized by the
fusion of the coxal plates to their respective tergites, sometimes with an obvious
fusion line. This character clearly differentiates Ligiamorpha from Tylomorpha which
presents distinct coxal plates, articulated to the tergites. In the same time, we note
in Ligiamorpha two close genital papillae or even fused while in Tylomorpha there
are no genital papillae and there are distant genital ductus openings.
From the Ligiamorpha phyletic lineage, including all Oniscidea except the
Tylidae, the most plesiomorphic group, respectively the closest to the common
ancestor of Oniscidea, is Diplocheta (the family Ligiidae). This is argued by the
plesiomorphic characters of the family that subsequently disappear at all the other
groups: the presence of fossa occipitalis marking the fusion line of the maxillipedal
segment with the cephalon; antenna with a rudimentary exopodite (squama); the
presence of two distinct genital apophyses.
At present, the section Diplocheta includes only the family Ligiidae Leach.
This family contains two widespread genera and genera with only one or two species
and a restricted spreading: Ligia Fabricius (35 species), Ligidium Brandt (45 species),
Ligidioides Wahrberg (1 species), Typhloligidium Verhoeff (2 species), Tauroligidium
Borutzky (1 species), Caucasoligidium Borutzky (1 species). Ligia, with halophilic
species inhabiting sea-shores, represents a transition between ancestral marine forms
and completely terrestrial forms and can be considered the prototypal terrestrial
isopod (CAREFOOT & TAYLOR, 1995).
WÄGELE (1989) also includes in the section Diplocheta, the family Mesoniscidae
but as a sister group with the family Tylidae, while the sister group MesoniscidaeTylidae, in his turn, is sister group with the family Ligiidae. But SCHMALFUSS (1989)
argues for the first time for a close connection between the Mesoniscidae, Synocheta
and Crinocheta. In the same time, he uses for the Mesoniscidae the name Microcheta.
The group Microcheta+Synocheta+Crinocheta, for which the name Suprasection
Orthogonopoda Tabacaru & Danielopol, 1996 was introduced, is well defined by
numerous synapomorphies (TABACARU, 1994; ERHARD, 1995A, B, 1996, 1997, 1998;
TABACARU & DANIELOPOL, 1996 A, B, 1999; TABACARU & GIURGINCA, 2003B;
SCHMIDT, 2008; TABACARU & GIURGINCA, 2014). In our opinion, the most important
characters are:
1. Endeopodite of pleopode 2 male perpendicularly articulated on the basipodite
without forming an angle between the first and the second article.
2. Genital apophyses joined and fused ventrally (Microcheta) or even fused in
a single apophysis (Synocheta, Crinocheta).
3. Disparition of the fossa occipitalis. This represents a rudiment of the fusion
line of the maxillipedal segment with the cephalon, existing only in Diplocheta.
4. Disparition of the squama, the rudimentary exopodite of the antenna. Squama
is present at Diplocheta.
5. Uropodes endopodite inserted on the medial side of the protopodite, more
proximally than the exopodite.
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After SCHMALFUSS (1989), ERHARD (1996, 1997, 1998) and SCHMIDT (2008)
within the monophylum Orthogonopoda, the section Synocheta is the sister group
of Crinocheta. For the sister group Synocheta+Crinocheta they use the name
Eunoscoidea Vandel, 1943.
We have to note that VANDEL (1957) regards the Mesoniscidae as an intermediary
group between the Ligiidae and the Trichoniscidae. Also, according to VANDEL, if
the Mesoniscidae are probably not exactly the ancestor of the Trichoniscidae, at
least it provides an excellent image of this ancestor. The structure of the genital
apophysis of the Trichoniscidae with the vasa deferentia completely fused cannot
represent, noted VANDEL, the ultimate level of the genital apophyses fusion (as it is
found in Crinocheta) as Synocheta is group more basal than Crinocheta. Since at
Mesoniscus, as VERHOEFF has pointed out, there is a single spermatophore, VANDEL
considers this condition close to the genital apophysis of Synocheta. According to
Vandel the genital apophysis of Synocheta is a new formation with no connection
with the genital apophysis of Crinocheta and, in conclusion, he sees a fundamental
dichotomy in the evolution of Oniscidea that very early divided Synocheta from
Crinocheta.
As we have shown (TABACARU & DANIELOPOL, 1996A, B; TABACARU &
GIURGINCA, 2014), within the monophylum Orthogonopoda, the sections Microcheta
and Synocheta form a sister group, representing in turn the plesiomorphic sister group
of the Crinocheta. Firstly, we have to specify that the sister group Microcheta-Synocheta
maintains a series of characters, here plesiomorphic, found at the Tylidae and the
Ligiidae but missing in Crinocheta: mandibles with pars molaris; inner endite of
the maxillula with three penicilla; stomach with superomedianum; dorsal side of
the epipodites of pleopode 1 with scales belonging to the water conducting system.
For the group Microcheta+Synocheta, the name Monospermophora was used
(TABACARU & DANIELOPOL, 1996B) and we define it by the following characters:
1. There is a single spermatophore resulting either through the joining of the
two spermatophores (Microcheta) or through the fusion of the two vasa deferentia
in a single ductus (Synocheta). ERHARD (1996) states the single genital papilla of
Mesoniscus is ventrally completely fused but dorsally it presents a division proving
its origin from initially paired genital papillae. Also, ERHARD points the different
causes underlying the single spermatophore: at the Mesoniscidae, the joining of the
initially two spermatophores is due to the very short genital papillae with very
close gonopores while at Synocheta the single spermatophore results from the
fusion of the ejaculatory ducts at least in the distal half of the genital papilla. In our
opinion, the main difference is the fact that at Crinocheta the two spermatophores
are conducted separately by each of the two endopodites, something inexistent
when there is a single spermatophore.
2. Visual apparatus reduced at most to three ommatidia. The Mesoniscidae
lack a visual apparatus, while at the Synocheta with a visual apparatus, it is formed
either by three ommatidia or by a single, big ommatidia. We have to point out that
the visual apparatus of the Tylidae, Ligiidae and Crinocheta is made up by numerous
ommatidia (sometimes on the order of hundreds).
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3. The claw of the pereiopodes is simple, without a secondary claw. SCHMIDT
(2008) suggests the inner claw as present in Ligiidae and Tylidae was lost in the
stemline of Orthogonopoda and that the inner claw present in most Crinocheta is a
new structure. But this hypothesis has no support.
Within the Microcheta-Synocheta, the section Microcheta, respectively the
family Mesoniscidae Verhoeff, represents the plesiomorphic group. Following a
revision of the family (GRUNER & TABACARU, 1963) based on an extended material,
including the types of the species described by Verhoeff, it was established the
family contains a single genus, Mesoniscus Carl, 1906 with two species: M. alpicola
(Heller, 1858) and M. graniger (Frivaldsky, 1865). The analysis of the material
showed that Nematoniscus Verhoeff, 1930 is synonymous with the genus Mesoniscus
Carl, 1906. Also, M. cavicolus, M. calcivagus, M. subterraneus are synonymous
with M. alpicola while Nematoniscus prenjanus, N. triangulifer, N. illyricus and
Mesoniscus histrianorum Arcangeli, 1939 are synonymous with M. graniger.
The section Microcheta, respectively the family Mesoniscidae, is well defined
(GRUNER & TABACARU, 1963; TABACARU & DANIELOPOL, 1996; ERHARDT, 1996,
1998; TABACARU & GIURGINCA, 2003; GIURGINCA, 2005) by a series of apomorphies:
1. Distal article of the antennule reduced and included in the second article;
2. Visual apparatus completely missing;
3. Genital apophyses short and ventrally united while the genital openings
and the spermatophores joined;
4. Pleopodes 4 and 5 with trilobed endopodites, with one lobe directed over
the protopodite;
5. Stomach with long and narrow superomedianum, surpassing the lateralia
while superolateralia presents a fringe of long hairs.
Mesoniscus alpicola has a disjunctive spreading in the Alps, respectively in a
restricted limestone region from the Southern-Central Alps and a larger region in
the Northern Calcareous Alps; Mesoniscus graniger is spread along the entire Carpathian
chain, beginning from the Northern Carpathians, the Romanian Carpathians, SouthDanube Carpathians and in the Dinarids and the Julian Alps (GIURGINCA, 2003,
2005, 2009).
The section Crinocheta represents the most diversified group of the Oniscidea,
including 80% of all the described species of Oniscidea (SCHMIDT, 2008).
Concomitantly, Crinocheta comprises the species best adapted to terrestrial life and
is defined by numerous apomorphies. SCHMIDT (2008) sums 21 apomorphies arguing
for the monophyly of the group but also a clear difference from the other groups of
Oniscidea. In the first place, in opposition with the sister group Microcheta-Synocheta,
we note the presence of some plesiomorphic characters existing at the Tylidae and
the Ligiidae: visual apparatus with a high number of ommatidia and the pereiopodes
claw is doubled by a robust spine. Among the apomorphies, we note:
1. Mandible without pars molaris;
2. Inner endite of maxillula with only two penicilla;
3. Endopodite of pleopode 1 male with a spermatic channel;
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4. Brood pouch with cotyledons;
5. Superomedianum absent while inferolateralia are limited by a strongly
chitinized frame and divided into two areas by an oblique bar.
The study of the stomach at all sections of Oniscidea (TABACARU & GIURGINCA,
2003A, B) emphasized the very different structure of the stomach in Crinocheta, so
different a comparison is very difficult to draw. We have noted only the most obvious
characters of the stomach of the Crinocheta.
The section Crinocheta has a very wide spreading, including after the current
data 29 families (SFENTHOURAKIS & TAITI, 2015).
5. SECTION SYNOCHETA – THE FAMILY TRICHONISCIDAE

The section Synocheta is well defined from the other sections of Oniscidea
by the genital apophysis with the ejaculatory ducts fused at least in the distal part
of the genital apophysis. As a result, there is a single genital opening and a single
spermatophore.
In our opinion, two lineages evolved from the common ancestor of the Oniscidea:
a lineage evolved toward the complete reduction of the genital apophyses leaving
behind two distanced male genital openings while the other lineage evolved toward
very close genital apophyses going up to a merging of the ejaculatory ducts and a
single genital opening. But the Crinocheta are obviously the most evolved group of
Oniscidea from the point of view of their diversification degree and their level of
adaptation at the terrestrial life. In some Crinocheta the genital apophysis is forked
in the distal part. This was regarded by KESSELYAK and VANDEL as a remainder of
the primitive duality, while MACCAGNO and VERHOEFF as a secondary condition
due to the coaptation at the endopodites of the first pleopode (VANDEL, 1962). In
both cases, the clear difference of the section Crinocheta from the Monospermophora
is obvious.
Section Synocheta contains 6 families: Trichoniscidae Sars, 1899 Buddelundiellidae
Verhoeff, 1930, Styloniscidae Vandel, 1952, Schoebliidae Verhoeff, 1938, Titaniidae
Verhoeff, 1938 and Turanonisciidae Borutzki, 1969.
ALBERT VANDEL (1952) grouped these families in two superfamilies: Superfamily
Trichoniscoidea Sars, 1899 with the families Trichoniscidae, Buddelundiellidae and
Superfamily Styloniscoidea Vandel, 1952 with the families Styloniscidae, Schoebliidae,
Titaniidae, Turanoniscidae.
The two superfamilies (as Vandel has pointed) have a clearly different spreading
(TABACARU, 1993). Superfamily Styloniscoidea has a predominant Gondwanan
spreading while the Superfamily Trichoniscoidea is spread in the northern hemisphere.
Between the two superfamilies there is a difference in the structure of the
muscles of the first pleopode. At Styloniscoidea the muscles of the first pleopode
are extremely well developed. This aspect was noted by VANDEL in Styloniscidae
and Titaniidae. ERHARDT (1997) verified this character at Styloniscus magelanicus
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and we could verify this character at Cordioniscus stebbingi. But, as ERHARD (1993)
has pointed, the other families included within Styloniscoidea are insufficiently studied
and as a result the division into the superfamilies is not clear.
Regarding the Buddelundiellidae, included in the same superfamily with the
family Trichoniscidae, we have to note that in the present many authors consider it
as synonymous with the family Trichoniscidae. We do not support with this opinion
(TABACARU, 1993, TABACARU & GIURGINCA, 2014).
The family Buddelundiellidae contains three genera: Buddelundiella Verhoeff,
1930, Pseudobuddelundiella Borutzky, 1967 and Borutzkiella Tabacaru, 1993. Initially,
the genus Buchnerillo Verhoeff, 1942 (with three species) was also included in this
family. However, there is a consensus (TAITI & FERRARA, 1991, 1996; TABACARU,
1993; SCHMALFUSS, 2003; TAITI, MONTESANTO & VERGAS, 2018) that the characters
of Buchnerillo do not allow its inclusion in the section Synocheta.
The genus Pseudobuddelundiella (with two species) and the genus Borutzkyella
(with one species) are known from caves from the Caucasus. The genus Buddelundiella
contains 12 species, one of them, respectively B. cataractae is an expansive and
synanthrope species, with eyes and slightly pigmented found in numerous disjunctive
stations from Europe (FLASAROVA, 1966, TABACARU, 1971, CARUSO & BRISOLESE,
1974, OLIVER, 1981). The other species are troglobitic or endogenous and have very
narrow ranges within a restricted areal: South-Eastern France and North-Western
Italy (Maritime Alps, Piedmont, Liguria, Tosco-Emilian o Apeninnes), only two
species being found outside this areal: B. sporadica Schmalfuss (recorded in a cave
from Giura Island-Northern Sporades) and B. serbani Tabacaru collected in the
endogeous from the south-west of the Southern Carpathians.
The synonymy between Buddelundiellidae and Trichoniscidae is based on
the idea that Buddelundiella is close to the representatives of the subfamily
Haplophthalminae within the framework of the Family Trichoniscidae (VANDEL,
1960, SCHMALFUSS, 1981). A thorough analysis of the species of Buddelundiella
led us to the conviction that there is no close relation between this genus and the
Haplophthalminae and there are differences between the Buddelundiellidae and the
Trichoniscidae supporting their consideration as distinct families. This fact can also
be seen from the detailed description of Buddelundiella cataractae Verhoeff, by
MARIE FLASAROVA (1966). In the following, we present the most significant
differential characters:
Buddelundiellidae
1. Endoantennal volvational ability;
2. Cephalon with linea frontalis and supraantennalis;
3. Linea supraantennalis medially extended toward clypeus with an edge
(crista interantennalis);
4. Weakly developed antennal lobes but posterior to the antennal lobes, the
linea frontalis continues on the edge of the cephalon with the lateral lobes;
5. Three ommatidia at the Buddelundiellidae species that present visual apparatus;

13

Contributions to the study of the Trichoniscidae

59

6. Primary, in the pereionites ornamentation there is a medial ridge of tubercles
(we noted the presence of a medial ridge at B. cataractae, B. voluta, B. insubrica,
B. serbani);
7. Exopodite of the first pleopode oval-shaped and very narrow in relation
with the protopodite width;
8. Widened telson and flattened uropodes protopodites ensure the ability to
roll into a ball, leaving outside only the endo- and exopodite of the uropodes.
Trichoniscidae
1. Non conglobation ability;
2. Cephalon without linea frontalis but presenting supraantennalis;
3. Linea supraantennalis is medially curved toward clypeus and there is no
crista interantennalis;
4. Well developed antennal lobes but there are no lateral lobes;
5. The visual apparatus formed by a single, big ommatidia at all species of
the Haplophthalminae presenting a visual apparatus;
6. At the Haplophthalminae, there is no medial ridge within the ornamentation of
the pereionites; only exceptionally at the species Sanfilippia concii Brian there is a
medial ridge resulting from the merging of the paramedian tubercles;
7. Usually, the exopodite of the first pleopode has a more or less triangular
shape, surpassing by half the length of the protopodite;
8. Telson not widened and the uropodes protopodite not flattened.
Acknowledgments: Our study has been undertaken within the framework of Program 1 of the
“Emile Racovitza” Institute of Speleology of the Romanian Academy. The translation in English of
the quotations from Racovitza belongs to one of us (A.G.).
REFERENCES
BEDEK, J., GOTTSTEIN, S., TAITI, S., A new species of Alpioniscus (Illyrionethes) from the
Dinaric Karst (Isopoda, Oniscidea, Trichoniscidae). Subterranean Biology, 32, 33-42, 2019.
BOWMAN, T. E., ABELE L.G., Classification of Recent Crustacea. In BLISS, D.E. & ABELE L.G.,
(Eds.) The Biology of Crustacea. Academic Press, New York, 1, 3-27, 1982.
BRANDT, A. & POORE G.C.B., Higher classification of flabelliferan and related Isopoda. Invertebrate
Systematics, 17, 893-923, 2003.
BROLY, P., DEVILLE, P., MAILLET, S., The origin of terrestrial Isopods (Crustacea : Isopoda :
Oniscidea). Evolutionary Ecology, 27, (3), 461-476, 2013.
BROLY, P., MAILLET, S., ROSS, A. J., The first terrestrial isopod (Crustacea : Isopoda : Oniscidea)
from Cretaceous Burmese amber of Myanmar. Cretaceous Research, 55, 220-228, 2015.
BRUSCA, R. C., & WILSON G. D. F., A phylogenetic analysis of the Isopoda with some classsificatory
recommendations. Mem. Queensland Mus., 31, 143-204, 1991.
CAMPOS-FILHO, I.S., BICHUETTE, M.E., ARAUJO, P.B., TAITI, S., Description of a new speecies
of Cylindroniscus Arcangeli, 1929 (Isopoda : Oniscidea) from Brazil, with considerations on
the family placement of genus. North-Western Journal of Zoology Oradea, Romania, 13 (2),
227-233, 2017.
CAMPOS-FILHO, I.S., FERNANDES, C. S., CARDOSO, G. M., BICHUETTE, M. E., AGUIAR, J. O.,
TAITI, S., Two new species and new records of terrestrial isopods (Crustacea, Isopoda, Oniscidea)
from Brazilian caves. Zootaxa, 4564 (2), 422-448, 2019.

60

Ionel Tabacaru, Andrei Giurginca

14

CAREFOOT, T.H. & TAYLOR, B.E., Ligia: A prototypal terrestrial isopod. Crustacean Issues, 9,
1-13, 1995.
CARUSO, D., BRISOLESE, S., Ricerche bio-ecologiche sulla fauna delle grotte di Sicilia. I. Isopodi
terrestri delle grotte vulcaniche dell’Etna. Animalia, Catania, 1, 123-133, 1974.
CIFUENTES, J., Contribution à la connaissance des Trichoniscoides Sars, 1899 ibérique, avec la
description de deux nouvelles espèces :Trichoniscoides marinae n. sp. et Tr. enoli n. sp.
(Crustacea, Isopoda, Trichoniscidae).Boln. Asoc. Esp.Ent., 43 (1-2), 27-54, 2019.
ERHARD, F., Vergleichend- und functionel-anatomische Untersuchungen am Pleon der Oniscidea
(Crustacea, Isopoda). Zugleich ein Beitrag zur phylogenetischen Systematik der Landasseln.
Zoologica, Stuttgart, 145, 114 pp., 1995a.
ERHARD, F., Untersuchungen am Skelet-Muskel-System des Landasseln-Pleon (Isopoda, Oniscidea).
Ein Beitrag zur phylogenetisch-systematischen Stellung der Familie Mesoniscidae. Verh. Deutschen
Zool. Ges., 88.1, 144, 1995 b.
ERHARD, F., Das pleonale Skelet-Muskel-System und die phylogenetisch-systematische Stellung der
Familie Mesoniscidae (Isopoda : Oniscidea.). . Stutt. Beitr.Naturk. Ser A, Nr. 538, 1-40, 1996.
ERHARD, F., Das pleonale Skelet-Muskel-System von Titanethes albus (Synocheta) und weiterer
Taxa der Oniscidea, mit Schlussfolgerungen zur Phylogenie der Landasseln. Stutt. Beitr.Naturk.
Ser A, Nr. 550, 1-70, 1997.
ERHARD, F., Phylogenetic relationships within the Oniscidea (Crustacea, Isopoda). Israel Journal of
Zoology , 44, 303-309, 1998.
FLASAROVA, M., Buddelundiella cataractae Verhoeff, 1930, in der Tschechoslowakei (Isopoda,
Oniscoidea). Crustaceana, 11, 1, 33-44, 1966.
GIURGINCA, A., The spreading of the genus Mesoniscus in the Romanian Carpathians. Trav. Inst.
Spéol. “É. Racovitza”, 39-40 (2000-2001), 13-24, 2003.
GIURGINCA, A., Contribution to the historical biogeography of the Oniscidean lineage Mesoniscus
(Microcheta, Isopoda, Crustacea). Trav. Inst. Spéol. «Émile Racovitza», 43-44, (2004-2005), 2006.
GIURGINCA, A., Aspects concerning the genus Mesoniscus. Morphology, Spreading, Historical
Biogeography. Ed. Politechnica Press, 124 p., 2009.
GREEN, A. J. A., LEW TON, H. L., POORE, G. C. B., Suborder Oniscidea Latreille, 1802. In Zoological
Catalogue of Australia, 19.2 A, 279-344, 2002.
GRUNER, H.– E., TABACARU, I., Revision der Familie Mesoniscidae Verhoeff, 19 (Isopoda, Oniscoidea).
Crustaceana, 6, 15-34, 1963.
HENNIG, W., Phylogenetische Systematik. Paul Parey, Berlin – Hamburg, 1-246, 1982.
HOESE, B., Morphologie und Funktion des Wasserleitungssystem der terrestrischen Isopoden
(Crustacea, Isopoda, Oniscoidea). Zoomorphology, 98, 135-167, 1981.
HOESE, B., Die Ligia-Typ des Wasserleitungssystem bei terrestrischen Isopoden und seine Ebtwicklung
in der Familie Ligiidae (Crustacea, Isopoda, Oniscoidea). Zool. Jb. Anat., 108, 225-261, 1982.
HOESE, B., The Marsupium in Terrestrial Isopods. Symp. zool. Soc. London, 53, 65-76, 1984.
HOLDICH, D.M., LINCOLN, R. J., ELLIS J.P., The Biology of Terrestrial Isopods : Terminology
and Classification. Symp. Zool. Soc. London, 53, 1-6, 1984.
KARAMAN I., HORVATOVIČ M., Revision of the genera Cyphonethes Verhoeff, 1926 and Titanethes
Schioedte, 1849 (Isopoda : Oniscoidea : Trichoniscidae) with a description of a new genus
and three new taxa. Zootaxa, 4459 (2), 261-284, 2018.
MANICASTRI, C., ARGANO, R., An analitical synopsis of the troglobitic terrestrial Isopods. Monit.
zool. Ital. (N.S.), Monogr. 4, 63-73, 1989.
MARTIN, G., JUCHAULT, P., Androgenic hormone specificity in terrestrial Isopods (Oniscidea) :
systematic involvements. Journal of Crustacean Biology, 19 (4), 684-689, 1999.
MARTIN, J. W., DAVIS, G. E., An Updated Classification of the Recent Crustacea. Natural History
Museum of Los Angeles, County Contributions in Science, 39, 1-124, 2001.
MARTIN, J. W., OLESEN, J. & HØEG, J.T., Atlas of Crustacean Larvae. John Hopkins Univ. Press,
370 pp., 2014.

15

Contributions to the study of the Trichoniscidae

61

MESSANA, G., BARATTI, M., BENVENUTI, D., Pongycarcinia xiphidiourus n. gen. n. sp., a new
Brazilian Calabozoidae (Crustacea Isopoda). Tropical Zoology, 15, 243-252, 2002.
NOËL, F., SÉCHET, E., Crustacés Isopodes terrestres du Nord-Ouest de la France (Crustacea,
Isopoda, Oniscidea). Clé de détermination et références bibliographtques. Invertébrés Armoricains,
2, 1-48, 2007.
OLIVER, P. G., The occurrence of Buddelundiella cataractae Verfoeff, 1930 (Isopoda, Oniscoidea)
in Wales Great Britain. Crustaceana, 44, (1), 105-108, 1983.
PÉREZ-SCHULTHEISS, J., State of knowledge on terrestrial Isopods (Crustacea : Isopoda : Oniscidea)
of Chile, with species checklist. Bol. Mus. Nacional Hist. Natur., Chile, 58, 51-66, 2009.
POORE, G. C. B., Isopoda Valvifera: Diagnoses and relationship the Familiens. Journal of Crustacean
Biology, 21(1), 205-230, 2001.
POOORE, G. C. B., BRUCE, N.L., Global diversity of Marine Isopods (Except Asselota and Crustaceans
Symbionts). PLOS ONE, 7(8), e43529, 2012.
PREVORČNIK, S., FERRREIRA, R. L., SKET, B., Brasileirinidae, a new isopod family (Crustacea:
Isopoda) from the cave in Bahia (Brazil) with a discussion on its taxonomic position. Zootaxa,
3452, 47-65, 2012.
RACOVITZA, E.G., Typhlocirolana moraguesi n. g. Isopode aquatique cavernicole des grottes du
Drach (Baleares). Bull. Soc. Zool. France, 30 : 72-80, 1905.
RACOVITZA, E.G., Isopodes terrestres (Première série). Biospeologica IV, Arch. Zool. exp. et gén.,
4e série, 7 : 145-225, 1907b.
RACOVITZA, E.G., Isopodes terrestres (Seconde série). Biospeologica IX, Arch. Zool. exp. et gén.,
4e série, 9 : 239-415, 1908.
RACOVITZA, E.G., Sphéromiens (1re série) et Révision des Monolistrini (Isopodes sphéromiens).
Biospeologica XIII, Arch. Zool. exp. et gén., 5e série, 4 : 625-758, 1910.
RACOVITZA, E.G., Cirolanides (1re série). Biospeologica XXVII, Arch. Zool. exp. et gén., 5e série,
10 : 203-329, 1912.
RACOVITZA, E.G., Notes sur les Isopodes 10. Orientation de l’Isopode et essais – de nomenclature
pratique des bords et faces de son corps et de ses appendices. – 11. Morphologie et phylogénie
des péréiopodes et de leurs phanères. . Arch. Zool. exp. et gén., Notes et Revue nr.4, 61 : 75- 122,
1923.
RACOVITZA, E.G., Notes sur les Isopodes 13. Morphologie et phylogénie des Antenes II. – Le Fouet.
Arch. Zool. exp. et gén., 63 : 533-622, 1925.
RACOVITZA, E.G., Biospeologica. Trav. Inst. Spéol. Cluj, 1 (1), 42-50, 42-50, 1926.
RACOVITZA, E.G., Asellides (Première série)Biospeologica LXX, Arch. Zool. exp. et gén., 87,(1)
1-94, 1950.
ROMAN, M.-L., DALENS H., Ordre des Isopodes (Epicarides exclus) (Isopoda Latreille, 1917). In :
GRASSÉ – Traité de Zoologie, VII, III A, Crustacés, Péracarides. Mem. Inst. Océanogr. Monaco,
19, 177-278, 1999.
SCHMALFUSS, H., Skelet und Extremitäten-Muskulatur des Isopoden-Cephalothorax. Z. Morph. Tiere,
78, 1-91, 1974.
SCHMALFUSS, H., Die Isopoden der Nördlichen Sporaden (Ӓgäis). Stutt. Beitr.Naturk. (Ser. A),
Nr. 343, 1-24,1981
SCHMALFUSS, H., Phylogenetics in Oniscidea. Monit. Zool. Ital. (N.S.), Monogr. 4, 3-27, 1989.
SCHMALFUSS, H., World catalog of terrestrial isopods (Isopoda: Oniscidea). Stuttgarter Beitr. zur
Naturk., Ser. A, Nr. 654, 341 pp., 2003.
SCHMALFUSS, H., World catalog of terrestrial isopods (Isopoda: Oniscidea). Revized and updated
version http//www.oniscidea-catalog. naturkundemuseum-bw.de, 2004.
SCHMALFUSS, H., Utopioniscus kuehni n. gen., n. sp. (Isopoda : Oniscidea : Synocheta) from submarine
caves in Sardinia. Stutt. Beitr.Naturk. Ser A, Nr. 677, 1-21, 2005.
SCHMALFUSS, H. & VERGARA, K., The Isopod Genus Tylos (Oniscidea: Tylidae) in Chile, with
Bibliographies of all described Species of the Genus. Stutt. Beitr.Naturk. Ser A, Nr. 612, 1-42,
2000.

62

Ionel Tabacaru, Andrei Giurginca

16

SCHMALFUSS, H., WOLF-SCHWENNINGER, K., A bibliography of terrestrial isopods (Crustacea:
Isopoda: Oniscide). Stuttgarter Beiträge zur Naturkunde, Ser. A, 639, 120 p., 2002.
SCHMIDT, C., Phylogeny of the Terestrial Isopoda (Oniscidea): a Review. Arthropod Systematics &
Phylogeny, Mus. Tierkunde Dresden, 66, 191-226, 2008.
SCHMIDT, C., LEISTIKOW, A., Catalog of genera of the terrestrial Isopoda (Crustacea : Isopoda :
Oniscidea). Steenstrupia, 28 (1), 1-118, 2004.
SCHMÖLZER, K., Ordnung Isopoda (Landasseln). In Bestimmungsbücher zur Bodenfauna Europas,
Akademie Verlag, Berlin, Lieferung, 4, 5, 468 pp., 1965.
SCHRAM, F. R., Crustacea. Oxford Univ. Press. New York, 606 pp., 1986.
SFENTHOURAKIS, S., TAITI, S., Patterns of taxonomic diversity among terrestrial isopods. ZooKeys,
515, 13-25, 2015.
SIEWING, R., Studies in malacostracan morphology: Results and problems. In : WITINGTON &
ROLF (Eds.) Phylogeny Evolution and of Crustaceans. Mus. Comp. Zool., Spec. Publ., Cambridge,
MA., 85-103, 1963.
SOUZA, L. A., FEREIRA, R. L., SENNA, A. R., Amphibious shelter-builder Oniscidea species from
the New Word with description of a new subfamily, a new genus and a new species from
Brazilian Cave (Isopoda, Synocheta, Styloniscidae). PloS ONE, 1-18, 2015.
STROUHAL, H., Sphaeromides bureschi, eine neue Höhlen-Wasserassel aus Bulgarien (Isopoda,
Cirolanidae). Bulg. Akad. Nauk. Izvest. Zool. Ins. Mus. Sofia, 13, 157-175, 1963.
TABACARU, I., Sur une nouvelle espèce cavernicole du genre Buddelundiella Silvestri (Crustacea,
Isopoda) de Roumanie. Trav. Inst. Spéol. “É. Racovitza”, 10, 217-229, 1971.
TABACARU, I., Sur la classification des Trichoniscides et la position systématique de Thaumatoniscellus
orghidani Tabacaru, 1973 (Crustacea, Isopoda, Oniscidea). Trav. Inst. Spéol. «Émile Racovitza»,
32: 43-85, 1993.
TABACARU, I., Les Trichoniscidae des grottes de Roumanie. Description d’une nouvelle espèce
troglobie : Trichoniscus racovitzai n.sp. (Crustacea, Isopoda, Oniscidea). Trav. Inst. Spéol.
«Émile Racovitza», 33: 49-61, 1994.
TABACARU, I., L’adaptation à la vie aquatique d’un remarquable Trichoniscide cavernicole,
Cantabroniscus primitivus Vandel, et le problème de la monophylie des Isopodes terrestres.
Trav. Inst. Spéol. «Émile Racovitza», 37-38, (1998-1999),115-131, 2002.
TABACARU, I., DANIELOPOL, D.L., Phylogénie des Isopodes terretres. C.R. Acad. Sci. Paris sér.
III, Sciences de la Vie, Évolution, 319 : 71-80, 1996 a.
TABACARU, I., DANIELOPOL, D.L., Phylogenèse et convergence chez less Isopodes terrestres.
Vie et Millieu, 46 (2) : 171-181, 1996 b.
TABACARU, I., DANIELOPOL, D.L., Contribution à connaissance de la phylogénie des Isopoda
(Crustacea). Vie et Millieu, 49 (2/3) : 163-176, 1999.
TABACARU, I., DANIELOPOL, D.L., Essai d’analyse critique des principales hypothèses conernant
la phylogénie des Malacostracés (Crustacea, Malacostraca). Trav. Inst. Spéol. «Émile Racovitza»,
50: 87-119, 2011.
TABACARU, I., DANIELOPOL, D.L., Essai d’analyse critique des principales hypothèses concernant
la phylogénie des Malacostracés (Crustacea, Malacostraca). (2éme partie). Trav. Inst. Spéol.
«Émile Racovitza», 51: 3-36, 2012.
TABACARU, I., GIURGINCA, A., The stomach in Oniscidea: Structure and evolution. The Biology
of Terrestrial Isopods V. Crustaceana Monographs 2, Brill, Leiden-Boston, 69-83, 2003 a.
TABACARU, I., GIURGINCA, A., On the structure of the stomach at Mesoniscus (Isopoda, Oniscidea,
Microcheta). The constitutive elements of the stomach at Isopoda. Trav. Inst. Spéol. «Émile
Racovitza», 39-40, (2000-2001), 23-42, 2003 b.
TABACARU, I., GIURGINCA, A., Cavernicolous Oniscidea of Romania. Trav. Inst. Spéol. «Émile
Racovitza», 52: 3-26, 2013.
TABACARU, I., GIURGINCA, A., Identification key to the cavernicolous Oniscidea of Romania.
Trav. Inst. Spéol. «Émile Racovitza», 53, 41-67, 2014.
TABACARU, I., PLATVOET, D., La morphologie de l’estomac de Calabozoa pellucida (Isopoda,
Calabozoidea). Trav. Inst. Spéol. «Émile Racovitza», 36, (1997), 63-67, 2000.

17

Contributions to the study of the Trichoniscidae

63

TAITI, S., Biologia e biogeografia degli Isopodi terrestri (Crustacea, Isopoda, Oniscidea). Atti Accad.
Anno LXV, 83-90, 2017.
TAITI, S., XUE, Z., The cavernicolous genus Trogloniscus nomen novum, with descriptions of four
new species from southern China (Crustacea, Oniscidea, Styloniscidae). Tropical Zoology, 25,
(4),183-209, 2012.
TAITI, S., MONTESANTO, G., VARGAS, J.A., Terrestrial Isopoda (Crustacea, Oniscidea) from
the coasts of Costa Rica, with descriptions of three new species. Revista de Biologia Tropical
(Int. J. Trop. Biol.), 66 (1), S187-S210, 2018.
TAITI, S., ARGANO, R., MARCIA, P., SCARPA, F., SANNA, D., CASU, M., The genus Alpioniscus
Racovitza, 1908, in Sardinia: taxonomy and natural history (Isopoda, Oniscidea, Trichoniscidae).
ZooKey, 801, 229-263, 2018.
VANDEL, A., Essai sur l’origine, l’évolution et la classification des Oniscoidea (Isopodes terrestres).
Bull. biol. France Belgique Suppl. 30, 1-136, 1943.
VANDEL, A., Sur la constitution et la genèse des diferents types d’apophyses génitales chez les
Crustacés Isopodes. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, 245, 2160-2163, 1957.
VANDEL, A., Isopodes terestres (Première Partie). In Faune de France 64, Ed. Lechevalier, Paris,
416 p. 1960.
VANDEL, A., Isopodes terrestres (Deuxième partie). In Faune de France, Lechevallier, Paris, 66,
417-931, 1962.
VANDEL, A., Sur l’existence d’Oniscoïdes très primitifs menant une vie aquatique et sur le polyphylétisme
des Isopodes terrestres. Ann. Spéléologie, 20:489-518, 1965.
VANDEL, A., L’oevre isopodologique de Émile Racovitza. Livre du centenaire Émile G. Racovitza
1868-1968, Ed. Acad. Bucureşti, 145-149, 1970.
VAN LIESHOUT, S. E. N., Calabozoidea, a new suborder of stygobiont Isopoda, discovered in Venezuela.
Bijdragen tot de Dierkunde, 55 (1), 165-177, 1983.
VERHOEFF, K. W., Zur Kentnis der Atmung und Atmungsorgane der Isopoda-Oniscoidea. 113- 127, 1917.
VERHOEFF, K. W., Weltstellung der Isopoda terrestria, neue Familien derselben und neues System.
Zool. Jahrb.Syst., 71, 253-264, 1938.
WEGELE, J. W., Evolution und phylogenetisches System der Isopoda. Stand der Forschung e und
neue Erkenntnisse. Zoologica 140, 1-262, 1989.
WAHRBERG, R., Terrestre Isopode aus Australien. Arkiv för Zoology, 15, 1-91, 1924.
WATLING, L., Peracaridan disunity and its bearing on eumalacostracan phylogeny with a redefinition
of eumalacostracan superorders. In: SCHRAM, F. R (Ed.) Crustacean Phylogeny. Crustacean
Issues, Balkema, Rotterdam, 1, 213-228, 1983.
WILSON, G. D. F., Global diversity of Isopod crustaceans (Crustacea; Isopoda) in freshwater.
Hydrobiologia, 595, 231-240, 2008.
WILSON, G.D.F., The phylogenetic position of the Isopoda in the Peracarida (Crustacea Malacostraca).
Arthropod Syst. & Phylog., 67,159-198, 2009.
1 “Emile Racovitza” Institute of Speleology
13 Septembrie No 13, 059711, Bucharest, Romania
E-mails: igtabacaru@yahoo.com, sankao2@yahoo.com

64

Ionel Tabacaru, Andrei Giurginca

18

