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Abstract

A temporal study of the Calliphoridae fauna was conducted in five different types of habitats in the Humid Chaco 
ecoregion: an urban settlement, a cattle farm, an alfalfa crop, a savanna, and a forest. Research was carried out 
to analyze 1) how the species composition of blow fly communities changes across different types of human-
modified and wild environments, 2) their seasonal fluctuations, and 3) the influence of climatic factors (relative 
humidity, temperature, and precipitations) on the temporal dynamics of these communities. In each habitat, 
five sites were selected for the collection of blow flies using bait traps, and flies were collected for 1 yr. In total, 
32,100 blow flies were collected, distributed in five genera and 11 species. The native species Cochliomyia 
macellaria (Fabricius) (Diptera: Calliphoridae) was the most abundant, followed by the exotic Chrysomya putoria 
(Wiedemann)  (Diptera: Calliphoridae). The abundance of exotic species represented 59.9% of the total sample, 
showing a reduction toward less disturbed sites. The Calliphorid communities were compared in terms of species 
richness, composition, and abundance between habitats and seasons. Our results showed that the habitat type and 
season affect the composition of blow fly communities. The alfalfa crop and the forest showed the highest diversity 
of species. In general, there was a decrease in blow fly activity during winter in all habitats. The climatic factors did 
not greatly affect the diversity of these flies. This study provides a first understanding of several ecological aspects 
of the Calliphoridae assemblages of the previously unsurveyed Humid Chaco ecoregion of South America.
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Because of their abundance and variety of roles in the ecosystem, 
insects are excellent models to study the effects of highly anthropized 
ecosystems on diversity patterns and ecosystem functioning. Because 
insects display remarkable species–habitat associations, the assess-
ment of different insect species and their differential responses to 
several types of habitats along gradients of human intervention can 
provide valuable information.

Typically, modifications of natural environments by human action 
generate drastic changes in landscapes that create new resources for 
the development of many invasive organisms (McKinney 2002) and 
lead to habitat loss for native species (Blair 2001). The urbaniza-
tion process typically promotes an increase in the number of imper-
vious surfaces and artificial structures, and a reduction of the native 
vegetation coverage. Indeed, built habitats (walls, buildings, and 
paved areas) and transformed green areas (parks, cemeteries, road-
sides, lawns, and gardens) effectively define urban areas. Hence, the 

transformation of natural habitats into human settlements is respon-
sible for habitat homogenization and often facilitates the introduc-
tion of exotic and synanthropic species, which are well adapted to 
intensely modified and built habitats, and thus act as ‘global homoge-
nizers’ (Gilbert 1989, McKinney 2005). On the other hand, the trans-
formation of pristine areas into lands for agricultural crops and cattle 
farming constitutes an important amount of habitat transformation 
by human action. The expansion of cultivated areas, the agricultural 
intensification, and the effect of cattle on landscape transformation 
are among the main global threats to wildlife. The current model 
of agricultural intensification, which produces high yields, has also 
resulted in a loss of biodiversity, ecological function, and critical eco-
system services in agricultural landscapes (Power 2010, Sarthou et al. 
2014, Landis 2016). Indeed, the simplification of agroecosystems, as 
a result of the use of a smaller number of species during the produc-
tion process, has caused a significant decline in farmland biodiversity.
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Among Diptera, Calliphoridae species (commonly known as 
blow flies), whose larvae are scavengers, are usually the main car-
rion-associated flies due to their ubiquity and abundance. Ecological 
studies have indicated that blow flies respond rapidly to changes in 
ecosystems and that different species exhibit markedly differenti-
ated spatial and temporal patterns of occurrence (Ferraz et al. 2009; 
Sousa et al. 2010, 2011; Patitucci et al. 2011). In agreement with 
this, several studies have demonstrated that some species are com-
mon in human-disturbed habitats, whereas others are strongly asso-
ciated with undisturbed or better-preserved habitats (Mariluis et al. 
2008, Patitucci et al. 2011, Beltran et al. 2012, De Souza and Zuben 
2012, Dufek et al. 2016).

Species–habitat associations of Calliphoridae along anthropiza-
tion gradients are relevant not only from an ecological point of view 
but also from medical and veterinary points of view because these 
flies are mechanical vectors of pathogens (Greenberg 1971, Paraluppi 
et al. 1996, Graczyk et al. 2001), agents of myiasis in humans and 
domestic animals (Guimarães et al. 1983, Mariluis et al. 1995, Olea 
et al. 2014), and valuable tools to predict the time and circumstances 
of death in forensic entomological research, being adults, and larvae 
obtained on human corpses (Oliva 1997, Mariluis 2002, Horenstein 
et al. 2005, Alves et al. 2014).

Several studies on Calliphoridae ecology have compared the 
abundance and occurrence of blow fly between seasons as well as 
between habitat categories. These studies are useful to detect foren-
sically relevant species, providing information to support infer-
ence for applied research on criminal cases (Carvalho and Linhares 
2001, Wolff et al. 2001, Gruner et al. 2007, Horenstein et al. 2010). 
However, these studies are usually restricted biogeographically, and 
the ecological requirements of species (e.g., habitat–species associa-
tions, diversity or spatial segregation) for most blow fly assemblages 
are still poorly understood.

The forest and savannas of the Chaco ecoregion have been sub-
jected to widespread changes associated with increasing human 
population and deforestation due to agricultural expansion and 
grazing activities (Grau et al. 2005). The Chaco ecoregion extends 
from southern Bolivia, to west Paraguay, southern Brazil, and 

central-north Argentina (Cabrera and Willink 1973). Rainfalls in 
this ecoregion define an east-west decreasing gradient of humidity, 
dividing this ecoregion into two sectors: the eastern sector, belonging 
to the Humid Chaco, and the western sector, belonging to the Dry 
Chaco (Cabrera and Willink 1973). Particularly, the Humid Chaco 
presents numerous rivers and wetlands of high biodiversity, as well 
as a great variety of landscapes (e.g., gallery forests, flood forests, 
palm groves; Prado 1991, Oakley et al. 2005).

Although some studies have partially analyzed the faunal com-
position and abundance of blow fly along anthropization gradients 
in northeast Argentina (Mariluis et al. 1990, Dufek et al. 2016), no 
studies have evaluated how the blow fly assemblage changes spa-
tially and temporally within the Humid Chaco landscape. Therefore, 
in the present study, we conducted a field survey of blow flies in the 
Humid Chaco aimed to determine how different natural and human-
transformed habitats affect Calliphoridae in terms of abundance, 
richness, and species composition. We also aimed to assess temporal 
fluctuations and climatic factors associated with fly diversity. Based 
on patterns reported in the literature, we expected to find differences 
in blow fly species assemblages through the seasons. According to 
the process of biotic homogenization driven by human activities, we 
hypothesized that habitats with increasing anthropization should 
contain higher proportional abundance of exotic species and lower 
diversity of native blow flies.

Materials and Methods

Study Area
This study was performed in different habitats located in San 
Lorenzo Department, Chaco Province, Argentina (27° 17′ 00″ S, 60° 
25′ 00″ W). This Department has a population of 14,702 inhabitants 
(Indec 2010) and an area of 2,135 km2. It is characterized by intense 
human activities as livestock and wood exploitation for firewood 
and coal (Ginzburg and Moli 2005, Giraudo et  al. 2013) and is 
located in the Humid Chaco ecoregion (Cabrera 1971; Fig. 1a). The 
climate is subtropical with a mean annual temperature of 18–23°C 
and a mean annual precipitation of 1,300 mm.

Fig. 1.  (a) Location of study area in the Humid Chaco ecoregion. Chaco Province; Argentina; (b) urban; (c) cattle farm; (d) alfalfa crop; (e) savanna; (f) forest.
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To evaluate the community composition of blow flies in differ-
ent natural and human-transformed habitats, we selected five types 
of characteristic habitats of this ecoregion, separated for at least 4 
km from each other to guarantee independence among each one. 
We defined ‘habitat’ as an area with similar environmental charac-
teristics. These five habitat types were arranged into two subgroups: 
habitats modified by human action 1) and native wild habitats 2), 
as follows:

1)	 Urban (U): Villa Berthet (27° 17′ 09″ S, 60° 24′ 22″ W), capital 
city of San Lorenzo Department, with a population of 12,029 
inhabitants (Indec 2010). Sample points within this habitat were 
placed in residential gardens (Fig. 1b).

1)	 Cattle farm (C): located at 9 km of Villa Berthet (27° 12′ 52″ S, 60° 
23′ 14″ W), with production of livestock in an extension of 300 ha. 
It houses around 350 farm animals (Fig. 1c).

1)	 Alfalfa crop (A): a crop field located at 6 km of Villa Berthet (27° 
18′ 42″ S, 60° 21′ 36″ W), with an extension of 5 ha (Fig. 1d).

2)	 Savanna (S): located at 6 km of Villa Berthet (27° 14′ 59″ S, 60° 23′ 
06″ W), mainly with grasses and some trees (Fig. 1e).

2)	 Forest (F): located at 10 km of Villa Berthet (27° 13′ 34″ S, 
60° 21′ 02″ W). This forest is mainly a xeric deciduous forest, 
with wild animals, Cactaceae, and terrestrial Bromeliaceae 
characteristic of the Humid Chaco ecoregion (Cabrera 1971; 
Fig. 1f).

Trapping Methodology and Identification
To evaluate the temporal fluctuations and climatic factors, sam-
plings were carried out monthly from March 2015 to February 
2016. Flies were collected using van Someren–Rydon canopy traps 
baited with 250 g of rotten squid (Fig. 2). The bait was exposed 
to room temperature for 72 h before samplings. The use of squid 
as bait is very effective in ecological studies because it maintains a 
moist state of decay for much longer than other baits (e.g., chicken 
or liver; Newton and Peck 1975, Baz et al. 2007, Martin-Vega and 
Baz 2013, Dufek et al. 2016). In each habitat, five sites were cho-
sen at least 75–100 m from each other to avoid spatial pseudorep-
lication (Yepes-Gaurisas et al. 2013, Carvalho et al. 2017). Each 
trap was hung at 2 m above the ground from available trees or by 
using metal poles staked into the ground. Traps were exposed for 
48 h. The bait traps were always placed in the same location in 
each habitat every month. Twelve sampling events (one per month) 
were conducted in each habitat. In total, 300 independent samples 
were collected throughout the study period, 60 in each habitat. 
Specimens were killed in glass vials with ethyl acetate and then 
stored in the field in labeled envelopes for further study in the 
laboratory.

The identification of blow flies was based on taxonomic keys and 
descriptions (Whitworth 2014, Mulieri et al. 2014, Grella et al. 2015). 
The identification was also supported by comparison with reference 
specimens deposited at the Museo Argentino de Ciencias Naturales 
‘Bernardino Rivadavia’ (MACN), Buenos Aires, Argentina. Voucher 
specimens are housed at the Universidad Nacional del Nordeste, 
Corrientes, Argentina (CARTROUNNE), and MACN.

Data Analysis
From each trap, the number of individuals per species was recorded. 
If the data were transformed during data analysis, we specified so in 
each analysis description. The community composition of blow flies 
in each habitat and season was analyzed in terms of abundance, spe-
cies richness, and diversity.

The α diversity was calculated for each sample point and ana-
lyzed using different indices, including the Shannon-Wiener, equit-
ability, and Simpson’s dominance (Magurran 2004).

Analysis of variance, followed by multiple comparisons per-
formed according to the Tukey test, was used to compare the 
Shannon–Wiener diversity and abundance of the total blow flies 
captured and at specific level between the different habitats, with the 
abundance data being log (n + 1) transformed to reduce the effect of 
discrepant values. Only the species whose abundances represented 
more than 5% of total catches were analyzed. This analysis was 
performed by using the program PAST version 3.0 (Hammer et al. 
2001), with P < 0.05 as the significance level. In addition, indica-
tor species analyses (followed by a Monte Carlo permutation test 
with 1,000 permutations) were performed in PC-ORD version 6.0 
to determine whether there were species characteristic of a particular 
habitat or a group of habitats with presence or absence of anthropic 
intervention (Dufrêne and Legendre 1997).

The abundance transformed as log (n + 1), species richness and 
diversity (Shannon–Wiener index) in each habitat throughout the 
study period were evaluated. Multiple regression analyses with 
Bonferroni correction to P values were used to alternatively assess 
whether the abundance, species richness, and diversity of blow flies 
(Shannon–Wiener index) of each habitat were related to the follow-
ing environmental variables: relative humidity, temperature, and 
precipitation (mean values calculated from 7 to 14 d before the 
sampling date; Supp. Table  1 [Online only]). Multiple regression 

Fig. 2.  Schematic illustration of van Someren–Rydon canopy trap used in this work.
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analyses were performed using SPSS software version 25 considering 
P < 0.012 significance level (Bonferroni correction: 0.05/4 = 0.012). 
In addition, fluctuations in abundance every month of species whose 
represented more than 5% of total catches were analyzed.

Abundance of each species was used to test whether differences 
in the blow fly community assemblages result from differential com-
munity composition between habitats and seasons. A  non-metric 
multidimensional scaling (NMDS) analysis was performed based on 
the Bray–Curtis index as a measure of similarity with the data trans-
formed as log (n + 1) (Legendre and Legendre 1998). The distortion 
of the resolution of the two-dimensional arrangement is represented 
by a stress value. This analysis was performed using the program 
PRIMER version 6 (Clarke and Gorley 2001).

Finally, analyses of similarities (ANOSIM) were used to deter-
mine whether season or habitat affected the structure of blow fly 
assemblages. Similarity matrices were constructed using the Bray-
Curtis similarity coefficient on square-root-transformed data. 
Moreover, similarity percentages (SIMPER) were used to explore the 
relative contributions of individual species to the similarity within 
habitats and the dissimilarity among habitats (Clarke and Warwick 
2001). These analyses were conducted using PRIMER version 6 
(Clarke and Gorley 2001).

Results

Diversity of Calliphoridae Communities Between 
Habitats
In total, 32,100 blow flies, belonging to 11 species, were captured 
(Table 1). The largest percentage of individuals was collected in habi-
tats modified by human action (71.15%, Table 1).

Among all habitats, U had the highest abundance (44.51% 
of the total sample), followed by S (18.73%) and C (18.70%). 
The U habitat had the highest species richness (11 species), fol-
lowed by A, C, and S (10 species each). F had the lowest species 
richness (nine species). The most abundant species were the native 
Cochliomyia macellaria (Fabricius)  (Diptera: Calliphoridae) 
(33.13%), followed by the non-native (exotic species) Ch. puto-
ria (Wiedemann)  (Diptera: Calliphoridae) (29.87%), Chrysomya 
megacephala (Fabricius)  (Diptera: Calliphoridae) (14.81%), 

and Chrysomya albiceps (Wiedemann)  (Diptera: Calliphoridae) 
(14.79%). These four species accounted for 92.6% of all individuals 
collected considering all the habitats surveyed (Table 1).

Significant differences were found in the abundance of blow flies 
among habitats (F4,20  =  79.07, P  <  0.001). Five dominant species, 
whose abundances represented more than 5% of total catches, were 
individually analyzed. Chrysomya albiceps (F4,20 = 20.49, P < 0.001) 
was common in all habitats. Chrysomya megacephala (F4,20 = 171.4, 
P < 0.001) and Ch. putoria (F4,20 = 170.3, P < 0.001) were most abun-
dant in U. Cochliomyia macellaria (F4,20 = 134.6, P < 0.001) was cap-
tured in all habitats, but was most abundant in S. Lucilia ochricornis 
(Wiedemann)  (Diptera: Calliphoridae) (F4,20  =  50.2, P  <  0.001) was 
more abundant in F and U (Fig. 3).

The highest diversity was estimated for A  and F (Table  2). 
The results obtained indicated significant differences in diversity 
(Shannon–Wiener index) between habitats (F4,20 = 30.17, P < 0.001; 
Fig. 3).

The indicator species analysis detected only two species as indi-
cators for the U habitat: Ch. megacephala (Indicator value = 86.3, 
P  <  0.001) and Ch. putoria (Indicator value  =  90.4, P  <  0.001). 
Few species were identified as characteristic of habitats modified by 
human action and wild habitats (Table 3).

The ordination analysis (NMDS) showed that U and A were well 
separated from the assemblage formed by C, S, and F (Fig. 4). The low 
stress value (0.07) indicates a great representation of the overall variance.

Temporal Fluctuation and Relationships With 
Environmental Variables
The abundance and species richness per month are summarized in 
Table  4. The abundance of blow flies peaked in September (early 
spring) in all habitats, whereas the lowest numbers of flies were 
obtained in August (winter; Fig. 5a).

Low variation in species richness was recorded throughout the 
study period (Fig. 5b). The general pattern of species richness showed 
the highest values between September and May (autumn, spring, and 
summer) and the lowest values in August (winter; Fig. 5b). Multiple 
regression analysis only showed a relationship between richness and 
precipitation 14 d before samplings for S (overall regression model: 
F7,4 = 24.2, R2 = 0.93, P = 0.001; coefficientprecip.14 = 0.034, P = 0.001).

Table 1.  Abundance of Calliphoridae species captured in the habitats surveyed in the Humid Chaco ecoregion, Chaco Province, Argentina, 
between March 2015 and February 2016

Species U C A S F Total %

Chloroprocta idioidea (Robineau-Desvoidy) N 2 33 5 30 99 169 0.52
Chrysomya albiceps (Wiedemann) E 410 1,211 975 1,458 694 4,748 14.79
Chrysomya megacephala (Fabricius) E 4,104 30 582 20 20 4,756 14.81
Chrysomya putoria (Wiedemann) E 8,670 690 129 72 29 9,590 29.87
Cochliomyia hominivorax (Coquerel) N 1 9 1 9 13 33 0.10
Cochliomyia macellaria (Fabricius) N 422 3,789 758 4,235 1,431 10,635 33.13
Lucilia cuprina (Wiedemann) E 70 25 37 2 0 134 0.41
Lucilia eximia (Wiedemann) N 54 32 3 17 83 189 0.58
Lucilia ochricornis (Wiedemann) N 547 174 15 164 878 1,778 5.53
Lucilia sericata (Meigen) E 1 0 0 0 0 1 < 0.01
Sarconesia chlorogaster (Wiedemann) N 7 10 43 6 1 67 0.21
Abundance 14,288 6,003 2,548 6,013 3,248 32,100 100
Abundance (%) 44.51 18.70 7.94 18.73 10.12 100
Richness 11 10 10 10 9 11

Blow flies were captured for 1 yr in 25 sampling points (five per habitat) using van Someren–Rydon canopy traps baited with rotten squid. The traps were 
exposed for 48 h in each habitat per month. References: U, urban; C, cattle farm; A, alfalfa crop; S, savanna; F, forest. E (exotic species); N (native species).

Richness: total number of species.
Bold entries show the most abundant species in each habitat.
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The lowest diversity (Shannon–Wiener index) was recorded from 
August to September (winter and early spring), whereas the highest 
diversity was recorded from December to February (summer) in all 
habitats (Fig. 5c).

Monthly abundance (in numbers) of the five dominant species is 
summarized in Fig. 6. In general, the abundance of each species here 
studied peaked in spring season (September–November). Chrysomya 
albiceps, Ch. megacephala, and Co. macellaria markedly increased 

their abundance after the cold season. On the other hand, Ch. putoria 
and L. ochricornis occurred in relatively high abundance throughout 
the year, being L. ochricornis more abundant before winter.

Variability in Calliphoridae Assemblages per Season
When comparing species composition among seasons (Supp. Table 2 
[Online only]), NMDS analysis showed that species assemblages 

Fig. 3.  Species diversity and proportional abundance of Calliphoridae and dominant species in the habitats surveyed in the Humid Chaco ecoregion, Chaco 
Province, Argentina, between March 2015 and February 2016. Different letters above the bars indicate significant differences (Tukey test, α = 0.05). References: 
U, urban; C, cattle farm; A, alfalfa crop; S, savanna; F, forest.

Table 2.  Diversity indices and SD of Calliphoridae species captured 
in the habitats surveyed in the Humid Chaco ecoregion, Chaco 
Province, Argentina, between March 2015 and February 2016

Sites Simpson Shannon Equitability

U 0.539 (± 0.025) 1.035 (± 0.052) 0.489 (± 0.034)
C 0.542 (± 0.079) 1.074 (± 0.142) 0.466 (± 0.061)
A 0.708 (± 0.018) 1.392 (± 0.081) 0.669 (± 0.039)
S 0.440 (± 0.053) 0.814 (± 0.089) 0.382 (± 0.026)
F 0.680 (± 0.028) 1.326 (± 0.086) 0.638 (± 0.035)

References: U, urban; C, cattle farm; A, alfalfa crop; S, savanna; F, forest.

Table 3.  Significant indicator species identified for habitats modi-
fied by human action (H) and wild habitats (W) in the Humid Chaco 
ecoregion, Chaco Province, Argentina, between March 2015 and 
February 2016 (Monte Carlo test, α = 0.05)

Indicator  
site

Species Indicator  
value

Mean SD P

W Chloroprocta idioidea 74.6 45.6 8.05 0.004
H Chrysomya megacephala 98.7 64.9 10.96 0.001
H Chrysomya putoria 98.4 64.1 11.45 0.001
W Cochliomyia hominivorax 60 39.5 7.91 0.022
H Lucilia cuprina 97.8 41.3 7.54 0.001
H Sarconesia chlorogaster 79.4 47.1 8.84 0.001
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recorded in spring and winter differed from those sampled in au-
tumn and summer (Fig. 7). This recorded pattern was confirmed by 
an analysis of similarities (ANOSIM), which indicated that blow 
fly assemblages varied significantly between seasons (R  =  0.346, 
P = 0.001) and showed that the lowest similarity was found between 
winter and spring (R = 0.642, P = 0.001; Table 5).

ANOSIM test showed global significant differences in commu-
nity composition for each season (autumn R  =  0.818, P  =  0.001; 
winter R  = 0.784, P  = 0.0001; spring R  = 0.894, P  = 0.001; and 
summer R = 0.634, P = 0.001). The habitats C and S did not dif-
fer in community composition during winter, spring, or summer. In 
contrast, the other habitats showed significant differences in each 
season (Table 6).

The mean similarity percentage (SIMPER) of samples between 
sites within the same habitat varied from 81 to 59% in autumn, 
from 80 to 49% in winter, from 84 to 79% in spring, and from 75 

to 68% in summer (Table 7). The species that most contributed to 
the similarity between sites were Co. macellaria, Ch. putoria, Ch. 
megacephala, Ch. albiceps, and L. ochricornis.

Species responsible for dissimilarities between habitats were 
identified using SIMPER analysis. Lowest values of dissimilarity 
were obtained between C and S. In the U habitat, Ch. putoria and 
Ch. megacephala were the key species for the highest dissimilarity 
with the other habitats in all seasons. Lucilia ochricornis contrib-
uted most to the dissimilarity between F and the other habitats 
(Table 8).

Discussion

The diversity of Calliphoridae in the Humid Chaco had not yet been 
explored. In this work, we recorded 11 species, equivalent to 42% of 
the total Calliphorid fauna recorded in Argentina.

Fig. 4.  Non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMDS) of Calliphoridae species at 25 sampling points in the five types of habitats surveyed in the Humid Chaco 
ecoregion, Chaco Province, Argentina, between March 2015 and February 2016. References: U, urban; C, cattle farm; A, alfalfa crop; S, savanna; F, forest.

Table 4.  Abundance of Calliphoridae species captured between March 2015 and February 2016 in different habitats surveyed in the Humid 
Chaco ecoregion, Chaco Province, Argentina

Species M A M J J A S O N D J F Total %

Chloroprocta idioidea 17 2 20 5 1 2 3 6 2 4 3 104 169 0.52
Chrysomya albiceps 405 44 254 5 13 58 993 1,076 698 505 531 166 4,748 14.79
Chrysomya megacephala 410 308 139 35 89 26 37 544 2,345 421 336 66 4,756 14.81
Chrysomya putoria 158 108 809 53 556 40 1,846 2,433 2,616 342 498 131 9,590 29.87
Cochliomyia hominivorax 4 0 10 1 0 0 6 1 4 3 3 1 33 0.1
Cochliomyia macellaria 365 133 873 138 350 324 6,038 726 769 227 506 186 10,635 33.13
Lucilia cuprina 1 3 5 4 47 8 33 18 12 1 2 0 134 0.41
Lucilia eximia 14 52 44 3 50 0 22 1 0 2 1 0 189 0.58
Lucilia ochricornis 93 114 446 353 373 18 251 80 21 22 3 4 1,778 5.53
Lucilia sericata 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 <0.01
Sarconesia chlorogaster 0 3 3 9 22 5 25 0 0 0 0 0 67 0.21
Abundance 1,467 767 2,603 606 1,502 481 9,254 4,885 6,467 1,527 1,883 658 32,100 100
Abundance (%) 4.57 2.38 8.11 1.89 4.68 1.50 28.83 15.22 20.15 4.76 5.88 2.05 100
Richness 9 9 10 10 10 8 10 9 8 9 9 7 11

Blow flies were captured for 1 yr in five different types of habitats using van Someren–Rydon canopy traps baited with rotten squid. The traps were exposed 
for 48 h in each habitat per month.

Richness: total number of species.
Bold entries show the most abundant species in each month.

Journal of Medical Entomology, 2019, Vol. 56, No. 3730
D

ow
nloaded from

 https://academ
ic.oup.com

/jm
e/article/56/3/725/5272369 by guest on 06 D

ecem
ber 2023



Our results support the hypothesis of biotic homogenization, 
which predicts higher proportional abundance of exotic species 
and lower diversity of native blow flies in environments modified 
by human action. This pattern may rely on the ability of exotic spe-
cies to adapt and compete in these types of environments, a phe-
nomenon possibly attributed to the ecological disorder caused by 
urbanization, such as the accumulation of garbage and organic 
matter (Nuorteva 1963). In our study, we found five non-native 

species: Ch. albiceps, Ch. megacephala, Ch. putoria, Lucilia cup-
rina (Wiedemann)  (Diptera: Calliphoridae), and Lucilia sericata 
(Meigen) (Diptera: Calliphoridae). The abundance of exotic species 
represented 59.9% of the total blow flies captured, surpassing the 
native ones. Most of these blow flies were captured in the urban 
habitat (69% of the total exotic species captured), which is a strong 
indication that urbanization has negative effects on native commu-
nities by promoting the persistence of exotic species (Kavazos and 

Fig. 5.  Annual variation of Calliphoridae community structure in the habitats surveyed in the Humid Chaco ecoregion, Chaco Province, Argentina, between 
March 2015 and February 2016. References: U, urban; C, cattle farm; A, alfalfa crop; S, savanna; F, forest. (a) Abundance (log [n + 1]); (b) species richness; (c) 
Shannon–Wiener index.
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Fig. 6.  Abundance of the five dominant Calliphoridae species collected in the habitats surveyed in the Humid Chaco ecoregion, Chaco Province, Argentina, 
between March 2015 and February 2016. References: U, urban; C, cattle farm; A, alfalfa crop; S, savanna; F, forest.

Fig. 7.  Non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMDS) of Calliphoridae species grouping the 25 sampling points of all habitats per season (n = 100) surveyed in 
the Humid Chaco ecoregion, Chaco Province, Argentina, between March 2015 and February 2016.
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Wallman 2012). The rest of the exotic species (31% of the total 
exotic species captured) represented a low percentage in the other 
habitats (10% in the cattle farm, 9% in the alfalfa crop, 8% in the 
savanna, and 4% in the forest). We have previously obtained similar 
results in the Iberá Wetlands, Corrientes, Argentina, where >65% of 
the blow flies captured were exotic species and >90% of these were 
captured in the anthropized habitat (Dufek et al. 2016). In addition, 
in the present study, the total abundance of blow flies was consider-
ably higher in the urban habitat.

Two main hypotheses have been proposed to explain differences 
in species diversity along gradients of ecological disturbance: the 
niche diversification hypothesis, which predicts that more stable 
ecosystems such as forests contain higher species diversity, and the 
intermediate disturbance hypothesis, which states that diversity 
is maximized when the ecological disturbance is not very drastic, 
allowing both competitive and opportunistic species to coexist 
(Connell 1978). In the present study, we found that the diversity of 
blow flies in the Humid Chaco ecoregion depended greatly on the 
habitat type and that (α) diversity was highest in the alfalfa crop 
and forest habitats. The high diversity in the Humid Chaco may be 
strongly linked to the presence of forest environments. The alfalfa 
crop studied was close to native forest areas, which would indicate 
that species migrate from regions with complex vegetation structure 
(e.g., native forest) to open areas, such as a crop, being attracted by 
the bait used for the capture. The highest diversity recorded in the 
forest may correspond to the premise that a more complex envir-
onment will provide a greater abundance of potential niches, ena-
bling the coexistence of a larger number of species. Environmental 
heterogeneity may provide a greater diversity of potential feeding 
resources, such as feces and animal carcasses, for both adults and 

larvae, as well as more shaded and stable environments (Pereira de 
Sousa et al. 2016). In contrast to this, the Savanna habitat, where 
we registered the lowest diversity, has little shade and fewer micro-
climates available than an area with cover. The availability of shade 
and variable microclimates increases with vegetation complexity, 
which has been shown to correlate with invertebrate diversity, 
including Diptera (Reid and Hochuli 2007).

There is relatively little information on Calliphorid habitat pref-
erences along anthropization gradients. In the present study, we 
detected two indicator species for the urban condition: Ch. mega-
cephala and Ch. putoria. The abundances of both species represented 
89% of the total of blow flies captured in the urban habitat, which 
agrees with previous works where these species have been referred 
to as highly synanthropic (Prado and Guimarães 1982, Schnack 
et  al. 1989, Vianna et  al. 1998, Carmo and Vasconcelos 2016, 
Dufek et al. 2016). When analyzing the habitats taking into account 
anthropic intervention sensu lato (urban + cattle farm + alfalfa crop) 
in comparison to well-preserved habitats (savanna + forest), Ch. 
megacephala, Ch. putoria, L. cuprina, and Sarconesia chlorogaster 
(Wiedemann)  (Diptera: Calliphoridae) were identified as indicator 
species of anthropized environments, whereas Chloroprocta idioidea 
(Robineau-Desvoidy)  (Diptera: Calliphoridae) and Cochliomyia 
hominivorax (Coquerel) (Diptera: Calliphoridae) were identified as 
indicators of wild environments.

In general, blow fly captures were higher during spring and lower 
during winter, suggesting a decrease in their abundance in the cold 
season. Also, richness and diversity were lower in winter. A similar 
fluctuation pattern in terms of abundance, species richness, and 
diversity (Shannon–Wiener index) was found among the five envi-
ronments studied. In general, the different seasons of the year did 
not influence differentially in each of the environments studied. This 
was corroborated by the low correlation between these parameters 
(abundance, species richness, and diversity) and the environmental 
variables studied.

Blow fly assemblage similarity was higher in farmlands, savan-
nas, and fields with the presence of cattle. The presence of small 
forested patches, isolated trees in savannas, and cattle fields pro-
vides similar patchiness and microhabitat structure to these areas. 
In addition, field margins in agroecosystems are key factors to 
maintain landscape diversity, providing refuge and corridors to 
native species in these mostly open and sunny landscapes. These 
similar characteristics may be the cause of the dominance of Ch. 
albiceps and the native Co. macellaria (the most captured species in 
this work) in open areas of the Humid Chaco ecoregion (Marshall 

Table 5.  ANOSIM test for community similarities of Calliphoridae 
in the seasons surveyed in the Humid Chaco ecoregion, Chaco 
Province, Argentina, between March 2015 and February 2016

Seasons R statistic P value

Autumn and winter 0.163 0.003
Autumn and spring 0.349 0.001
Autumn and summer 0.130 0.002
Winter and spring 0.642 0.001
Winter and summer 0.434 0.001
Spring and summer 0.379 0.001

ANOSIM (analyses of similarities).

Table 6.  ANOSIM test for community similarities of Calliphoridae in the habitats surveyed in the Humid Chaco ecoregion, Chaco Province, 
Argentina, between March 2015 and February 2016

Habitats Autumn Winter Spring Summer

R statistic P value R statistic P value R statistic P value R statistic P value

U and C 1 0.008 1 0.008 1 0.006 1 0.007
U and A 1 0.008 1 0.008 1 0.008 1 0.008
U and S 1 0.008 1 0.008 1 0.008 1 0.007
U and F 1 0.007 0.948 0.007 1 0.008 1 0.008
C and A 0.504 0.008 0.632 0.008 1 0.006 0.618 0.007
C and S 0.380 0.038 0.006 0.436 0.208 0.062 0.036 0.236
C and F 0.908 0.007 0.906 0.007 0.912 0.007 0.444 0.049
A and S 0.544 0.008 0.748 0.008 1 0.008 0.38 0.026
A and F 0.872 0.007 0.960 0.007 1 0.009 0.764 0.006
S and F 0.992 0.007 0.969 0.007 0.812 0.008 0.388 0.031

References: U, urban; C, cattle farm; A, alfalfa crop; S, savanna; F, forest. ANOSIM (analyses of similarities).
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and Moonen 2002). The blow fly species that most contributed to 
the similarity of samples in the urban environment were Ch. puto-
ria and Ch. megacephala, whereas those in the other habitats were 
Co. macellaria and Ch. albiceps. In the forest, L. ochricornis was 
the main species that contributed to the similarity among samples, 
especially in autumn and winter. This agrees with the habitat pref-
erence by these species (Prado and Guimarães 1982, Mulieri et al. 
2006, Carmo and Vasconcelos 2016, Dufek et al. 2016). Finally, 
the urban habitat showed a greater dissimilarity than the rest of 
the habitats studied. This differentiation is mainly due to the dif-
ferential high abundance of species that were also identified in this 
work as indicators of this type of habitat.

Our results highlight the importance of habitat configuration and 
transformation (e.g., livestock farms, large-scale agriculture, urban 
settlements) in shaping the associated Calliphoridae fauna and sup-
porting the hypotheses that anthropized habitats contain higher pro-
portional abundance of exotic species and lower diversity of native 
blow flies. In addition, this study provides a first understanding of 
several ecological aspects of the blow fly assemblages of the pre-
viously unsurveyed Humid Chaco ecoregion and allows having a 
valuable insight into their patterns of resource use and temporal 
fluctuation. Moreover, this information should help to facilitate the 
wider use of blow flies in forensic and medical-veterinary investiga-
tions in this region of South America.

Table 7.  SIMPER analysis from comparison of Calliphoridae communities within a category in the habitats surveyed in the Humid Chaco 
ecoregion, Chaco Province, Argentina, between March 2015 and February 2016

Habitat Autumn Winter

Species Average abundance Contribution % Species Average abundance Contribution %

U Chrysomya putoria 209.4 45.05 Chrysomya putoria 129 51.7
Chrysomya megacephala 157.4 37.81 Lucilia ochricornis 42 21.09
Lucilia ochricornis 40.8 7.6 Chrysomya megacephala 29.2 14.34

Cochliomyia macellaria 15.4 7.56
Within similarity 74.33 Within similarity 70.15

C Cochliomyia macellaria 71.6 70.3 Cochliomyia macellaria 51 79.55
Chrysomya albiceps 18.4 17.04 Lucilia ochricornis 15.2 13.71
Lucilia ochricornis 10.2 6.45
Within similarity 81.03 Within similarity 68.46

A Cochliomyia macellaria 39.6 45.66 Cochliomyia macellaria 16.8 80.88
Chrysomya albiceps 43.2 36.17 Lucilia cuprina 4 8.94
Chrysomya megacephala 13.4 14.9 Sarconesia chlorogaster 3 6.89
Within similarity 59.2 Within similarity 49.83

S Cochliomyia macellaria 125.6 70.47 Cochliomyia macellaria 58.8 69.17
Chrysomya albiceps 42.4 20.81 Lucilia ochricornis 18 25.49
Within similarity 75.67 Within similarity 76.95

F Lucilia ochricornis 66.6 49 Lucilia ochricornis 72.6 70.78
Cochliomyia macellaria 22.2 21.03 Cochliomyia macellaria 20.4 21.74
Chrysomya albiceps 19.8 20.76
Within similarity 71.77 Within similarity 80.62

Habitat Spring Summer

Species Average abundance Contribution % Species Average abundance Contribution %

U Chrysomya putoria 1,229.2 72.36 Chrysomya putoria 166.4 51.02
Chrysomya megacephala 489 21.89 Chrysomya megacephala 145.2 38.83

Chrysomya albiceps 15.8 6.67
Within similarity 83.97 Within similarity 68.24

C Cochliomyia macellaria 572.6 64.79 Cochliomyia macellaria 62.6 48.6
Chrysomya albiceps 164.2 19.49 Chrysomya albiceps 55.6 38.17
Chrysomya putoria 117.6 13.79 Chrysomya putoria 18.8 9.42
Within similarity 79.09 Within similarity 72.44

A Chrysomya megacephala 85.6 35.33 Chrysomya albiceps 72 58.89
Cochliomyia macellaria 71.2 30.15 Cochliomyia macellaria 24 23.4
Chrysomya albiceps 79.4 26.1 Chrysomya megacephala 17.4 14.44
Within similarity 78 Within similarity 73.38

S Cochliomyia macellaria 610.6 77.53 Chrysomya albiceps 64.8 53.44
Chrysomya albiceps 178.2 21.01 Cochliomyia macellaria 52 43.84
Within similarity 82.36 Within similarity 72.94

F Cochliomyia macellaria 207.6 62.36 Chrysomya albiceps 32.2 40.47
Chrysomya albiceps 83.8 26.07 Cochliomyia macellaria 36 39.11
Lucilia ochricornis 34.8 10.53 Chloroprocta idioidea 13.8 17.19
Within similarity 77.48 Within similarity 75.27

References: U, urban; C, cattle farm; A, alfalfa crop; S, savanna; F, forest. Species contributing to >90% of average similarities are listed.
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online.

Acknowledgments
This research was funded by Secretaría General de Ciencia y Técnica, 
Universidad Nacional del Nordeste (16F020 ‘Caracterización de la comunidad 
de insectos en una escala espacial. Variación en áreas protegidas y en sistemas 
productivos del Chaco’) and Consejo Nacional de Investigaciones Científicas 
y Técnicas (CONICET, PIP 11220150100431 ‘Taxonomía y biodiversidad de 
Calyptratae (Diptera) de Argentina. Estudios de un grupo hiperdiverso con 
énfasis en taxones de importancia médica y veterinaria’). Hugo Rorhmann 
(Administración Provincial del Agua, Chaco Province, Argentina) is acknowl-
edged for precipitation data. We are grateful to Royce T. Cumming (Ecology 
Department, University of Nebraska–Lincoln) for revising the English of the 
manuscript. P. R. Mulieri is a Career Researcher of CONICET; M. I. Dufek 
holds a scholarship from CONICET.

References Cited
Alves, A. C.  F., W. E.  Dos Santos, and A. J.  Creão-Duarte. 2014. Diptera 

(Insecta) de importância forense da região Neotropical. Entomotropica 
29: 77–94.

Baz, A., B. Cifrián, L. M. Díaz-Aranda, and D. Martín-Vega. 2007. The distri-
bution of the adult blow-flies (Diptera: Calliphoridae) along an altitudinal 
gradient in central Spain. Ann. Soc. Entomol. Fr. 43: 289–296.

Beltran, Y. T. P, N. A. Segura, and F. J. Bello. 2012. Synanthropy of Calliphoridae 
and Sarcophagidae (Diptera) in Bogotá, Colombia. Neotrop. Entomol. 41: 
237–242.

Blair, R. B. 2001. Creating a homogeneous avifauna, pp. 459–486. In 
J. Marzluff, R. Bowman, and R. Donnelly (eds.), Avian ecology and con-
servation in an urbanizing world. Springer, Boston, MA.

Cabrera, A. L. 1971. Fitogeografía de la república Argentina. Bol. Soc. Argent. 
Bot. 14: 1–42.

Cabrera, A. L., and A. Willink. 1973. Biogeografia de America Latina. Secretaria 
General de la Organización de los Estados Americanos, Washington, DC.

Carmo, R. F., and S. D.  Vasconcelos. 2016. Assemblage of necrophagous 
Diptera in Atlantic insular environments and response to different levels 
of human presence. Neotrop. Entomol. 45: 471–481.

Carvalho, L. M. L., and A. X. Linhares. 2001. Seasonality of insect succession 
and pig carcass decomposition in a natural forest area in southeastern 
Brazil. J. Forensic Sci. 46: 604–608.

Carvalho, R. P., W. T.  A.  Azevedo, A. L.  Figueiredo, C. S.  S.  Lessa, and V. 
M.  Aguiar. 2017. Dipterofauna associated with rat carcasses in the 
Atlantic Forest, Southeastern Brazil. J. Med. Entomol. 54: 1498–1509.

Clarke, K. R., and R. N. Gorley. 2001. Primer v5. Primer-E, Plymouth, United 
Kingdom.

Clarke, K. R., and R. M. Warwick. 2001. A further biodiversity index applic-
able to species lists: variation in taxonomic distinctness. March Ecol. Prog. 
Ser. 216: 265–278

Connell, J. H. 1978. Diversity in tropical rain forests and coral reefs. Science 
199: 1302–1310.

De Souza, C. R., and C. J.  Zuben. 2012. Diversity and synanthropy of 
Calliphoridae (Diptera) in the region of Rio Claro, SP, Brazil. Neotrop. 
Entomol. 41: 243–248.

Dufek, M. I., E. B.  Oscherov, M. P.  Damborsky, and P. R.  Mulieri. 2016. 
Assessment of the abundance and diversity of Calliphoridae and 
Sarcophagidae (Diptera) in sites with different degrees of human impact in 
the Iberá Wetlands (Argentina). J. Med. Entomol. 53: 827–835.

Dufrêne, M., and P. Legendre. 1997. Species assemblages and indicator species: 
the need for flexible asymmetrical approach. Ecol. Monogr. 67: 345–366.

Ferraz, A. C. P., B. D. Q. Gadelha, and V. M. Aguiar-Coelho. 2009. Analysis 
of Calliphoridae (Diptera) fauna in Reserva Biológica do Tinguá, Nova 
Iguaçu, Rio de Janeiro. Rev. Bras. Entomol. 53: 620–628.

Gilbert, O. L. 1989. The ecology of urban habitats. Chapman and Hall, 
London, United Kingdom.

Table 8.  Percentage contribution of each species to dissimilarities in the habitats surveyed in the Humid Chaco ecoregion, Chaco Province, 
Argentina, between March 2015 and February 2016

Season Species U vs. C U vs. A U vs. S U vs. F C vs. A C vs. S C vs. F A vs. S A vs. F S vs. F

Autumn Chrysomya albiceps 6.8 28.99 25.3 4.55 20.21 20.49 11.62
Chrysomya megacephala 33.57 31.52 28.94 36.92 14.13 9.41 9.75
Chrysomya putoria 43.49 44.54 37.52 48.21
Cochliomyia macellaria 12.62 20.42 38.41 55.4 41.87 57.46 13.81 53.22
Lucilia eximia 4.87 6.33
Lucilia ochricornis 7.82 9.64 6.42 8.78 8.97 6.72 43.88 6.78 44.23 27.83
Between habitats dissimilarity 83.4 82.9 85.54 74.26 46.43 31.17 51.4 52.6 63.64 61.5

Winter Chrysomya albiceps 5.94 10.48 6.27 4.43
Chrysomya megacephala 12.75 13.74 12.39 14.01
Chrysomya putoria 51 54.1 50.09 57.73
Cochliomyia macellaria 16.43 4.6 18.94 3.5 58.42 50.94 30.78 55.88 10.38 35.83
Lucilia cuprina 6.01 5.22 4
Lucilia eximia 3.91 4.62 4.3
Lucilia ochricornis 13.35 21.22 11.29 16.9 24.02 27.81 57.82 23.35 73.34 52.89
Between habitats dissimilarity 76.57 85.46 74.8 61.56 61.54 27.61 56.18 65.29 75.39 53.94

Spring Chrysomya albiceps 11.55 16.1 13.63 13.49 11.53 17.26
Chrysomya megacephala 20.87 22.64 19.52 24.28 10.21 11.4 26.27
Chrysomya putoria 49.46 71.51 50.65 63.65 13.48 28.89 20.25
Cochliomyia macellaria 23.42 23.35 8.42 62.5 49.81 59.49 71.8 41.73 74.05
Lucilia ochricornis 11.13
Between habitats dissimilarity 82.89 81.07 91.68 89.15 68.94 22.72 49.48 69.44 53.33 46.83

Summer Chloroprocta idioidea 10.43 15.83 18.05
Chrysomya albiceps 10.86 16.74 13.2 5.14 29.42 38.27 31.36 37.95 42.51 43.29
Chrysomya megacephala 34.93 32.96 33.73 37.1 15.66 19.91 18.15
Chrysomya putoria 36.47 44.08 39.62 43.82 13.6 21.13 18.6
Cochliomyia macellaria 15.03 11.8 8.45 35.62 31.89 35.87 35.03 17.98 31.03
Between habitats dissimilarity 80.82 78.18 86.79 85.46 41.49 27.74 36.27 33.52 42.73 34.52

References: U, urban; C, cattle farm; A, alfalfa crop; S, savanna; F, forest. Species contributing to >90% of average similarities are listed.

Journal of Medical Entomology, 2019, Vol. 56, No. 3 735
D

ow
nloaded from

 https://academ
ic.oup.com

/jm
e/article/56/3/725/5272369 by guest on 06 D

ecem
ber 2023



Ginzburg, R., and J. Moli. 2005. Ecorregion Chaco Humedo: Situacion ambi-
ental en el Chaco Humedo, pp. 103–129. In A. Brown, U. Martínez Ortiz, 
M.  Acerbi, and J. Corcuera (eds.), La situación ambiental Argentina. 
Fundación Vida Silvestre Buenos Aires, Argentina.

Giraudo, A. R., I. M.  Barberis, Z. Y.  Marchetti, and C. G.  Ramonell. 2013. 
Humedales de las cuencas fluviales del sudeste chaqueño-paranaense, pp. 153–
160. In L. Benzaquén (ed.), Inventario de los humedales de Argentina: sistemas 
de paisajes de humedales del corredor fluvial Paraná-Paraguay. Secretaría de 
Ambiente y Desarrollo Sustentable de la Nación, Buenos Aires, Argentina.

Graczyk, T. K., R.  Knight, R. H.  Gilman, and M. R.  Cranfield. 2001. The 
role of non-biting flies in the epidemiology of human infectious diseases. 
Microbes Infect. 3: 231–235.

Grau, H. R., N. I. Gasparri, and T. M. Aide. 2005. Agriculture expansion and 
deforestation in seasonally dry forests of north-west Argentina. Environ. 
Conserv. 32: 140–148.

Greenberg, B. 1971. Flies and Diseases, vol. 1: Ecology, classification and bi-
otic associations. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ.

Grella, M. D., A. G. Savino, D. F. Paulo, F. M. Mendes, A. M. Azeredo-Espin, 
M. M. Queiroz, P. J. Thyssen, and A. X. Linhares. 2015. Phenotypic poly-
morphism of Chrysomya albiceps (Wiedemann) (Diptera: Calliphoridae) 
may lead to species misidentification. Acta Trop. 141: 60–72.

Gruner, S. V., D. H. Slone, and J. L. Capinera. 2007. Forensically important 
Calliphoridae (Diptera) associated with pig carrion in rural north-central 
Florida. J. Med. Entomol. 44: 509–515.

Guimarães, J. H., N. Papavero, and A. P. Prado. 1983. As míases na região 
Neotropical (identificação, biologia, bibliografia). Rev. Bras. Zool. 1: 
239–416.

Hammer, Ø., D. A. T. Harper, and P. D. Ryan. 2001. PAST: Paleontological 
Statistics Software Package for Education and Data Analysis. Palaeontol. 
Electron. 4: 1–9.

Horenstein, M. B., M. I. Arnaldos, B. Rosso, and M. D. García. 2005. Estudio 
preliminar de la comunidad sarcosaprófaga en Córdoba (Argentina): apli-
cación a la entomología forense. An. Biol. 27: 191–201.

Horenstein, M. B., A. X. Linhares, B. R. De Ferradas, and D. García. 2010. 
Decomposition and dipteran succession in pig carrion in central Argentina: 
ecological aspects and their importance in forensic science. Med. Vet. 
Entomol. 24: 16–25.

Instituto Nacional de Estadística y Censos (Indec). 2010. (http://www.
censo2010.indec.gov.ar/) (accessed 17 September 2018).

Kavazos, C. R., and J. F. Wallman. 2012. Community composition of carrion-
breeding blowflies (Diptera: Calliphoridae) along an urban gradient in 
south-eastern Australia. Landsc. Urban Plan. 106: 183–190.

Landis, D. A. 2016. Designing agricultural landscapes for biodiversity-based 
ecosystem services. Basic Appl. Ecol. 18: 1–12.

Legendre, P., and L.  Legendre. 1998. Numerical ecology, 2nd ed. Elsevier, 
Amsterdam, The Netherlands.

Magurran, A. E. 2004. Measuring biological diversity. Afr. J. Aquat. Sci. 29: 
285–286.

Mariluis, J. C. 2002. Key to the common adult blowflies of South America, 
pp. 94–100. In B. Greenberg and J. C. Kunich (eds.), Entomology and the 
law, flies and forensic indicators. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 
United Kingdom.

Mariluis, J. C., J. A.  Schnack, J.  Muzón, and G. R.  Spinelli. 1990. Moscas 
Calliphoridae y Mesembrinellidae de Puerto Iguazú. Composición especí-
fica y Ecología (Insecta, Diptera). Graellsia 46: 7–18.

Mariluis, J. C., O. A. Martino, J. Avila, and T. Orduna. 1995. Miasis, pp. 339–
348. In O. A. Martino (ed.), Temas de patología infecciosa. Fundación 
Alberto J. Roemmers, Buenos Aires, Argentina.

Mariluis, J. C., J. A.  Schnack, P. R.  Mulieri, and L. D.  Patitucci. 2008. 
Calliphoridae (Diptera) from wild, suburban, and urban sites at three 
Southeast Patagonian localities. Rev. Soc. Entomol. Argic. 67: 107–114.

Marshall, E. J. P., and A. C. Moonen. 2002. Field margins in northern Europe: 
their functions and interactions with agriculture. Agric. Econ. Environ. 89: 
5–21.

Martin-Vega, D., and A. Baz. 2013. Sex-biased captures of sarcosaprophagous 
Diptera in carrion-baited traps. J. Insect Sci. 13: 14.

McKinney, M. L. 2002. Urbanization, biodiversity and conservation. 
BioScience 52: 883–890.

McKinney, M. L. 2005. Urbanization as a major cause of biotic homogeniza-
tion. Biol. Conserv. 127: 247–260.

Mulieri, P. R., J. P. Torretta, J. A. Schnack, and J. C. Mariluis. 2006. Calliphoridae 
(Diptera) of the coastline of Buenos Aires, Argentina: species composition, 
numerical trends, and bait’s preferences. Entomol. News. 117: 139–148.

Mulieri, P. R., J. C. Mariluis, and L. D. Patitucci. 2014. Calliphoridae, pp 463–
474. In S. Roig-Juñent, L. E. Claps, and J. J. Morrone (eds.), Biodiversidad 
de Artrópodos Argentinos, vol. 4. Editorial INSUE, Universidad Nacional 
de Tucumán, San Miguel de Tucumán, Argentina.

Newton, A., and S. B. Peck. 1975. Baited pitfall traps for beetles. Coleopterists 
Bull. 29: 45–46.

Nuorteva, P. 1963. Synanthropy of blowflies (Dipt., Calliphoridae) in Finland. 
Ann. Entomol. Fenn. 29: 1–49.

Oakley, L., D. Prado, and J. Adámoli. 2005. Aspectos biogeográficos del Corredor 
fluvial Paraguay-Paraná. Serie Miscelánea INSUGEO 14: 245–258.

Olea, M. S., N. Centeno, C. A. Aybar, E. S. Ortega, G. B. Galante, L. Olea, and 
M. J. Juri. 2014. First report of myiasis caused by Cochliomyia hominivo-
rax (Diptera: Calliphoridae) in a diabetic foot ulcer patient in Argentina. 
Korean J. Parasitol. 52: 89–92.

Oliva, A. 1997. Insectos de Interés Forense de Buenos Aires (Argentina). 
Primera lista ilustrada y datos bionómicos. Revista de Museo argentino de 
Ciencias Naturales “Bernardino Rivadavia”. Entomología 7: 13–59.

Paraluppi, D. N., J. C. D. Vasconcelos, J. S. D. Aquino, E. G. Castellón, and M. 
D. S. Da Silva. 1996. Calliphoridae (Diptera) in Manaus: IV. Bacteria iso-
lated from blowflies collected in street markets. Acta Amazon. 26: 93–96.

Patitucci, L. D., P. R. Mulieri, J. A. Schnack, and J. C. Mariluis. 2011. Species 
composition and heterogeneity of blowflies assemblages (Diptera: 
Calliphoridae) in urban–rural gradients at regional scale in Argentinean 
Patagonia. Stud. Neotrop. Fauna Environ. 46: 49–58.

Pereira de Sousa, J. R., F. D.  Carvalho-Filho, L.  Juen, and M. C.  Esposito. 
2016. Evaluating the effects of different vegetation types on necrophagous 
fly communities (Diptera: Calliphoridae; Sarcophagidae): implications for 
conservation. PLoS One 11: e0164826.

Power, A. G. 2010. Ecosystem services and agriculture: tradeoffs and synergies. 
Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 365: 2959–2971.

Prado, D. E. 1991. A critical evaluation of the floristic links between Chaco 
and Caatingas vegetation in South America. Ph.D. dissertation, University 
of St. Andrews, Scotland.

Prado, A. D., and J. H.  Guimarães. 1982. Estado atual de dispersão e dis-
tribuição do gênero Chrysomya Robineau-Desvoidy na região Neotropical 
(Diptera: Calliphoridae). Rev. Bras. Entomol. 26: 225–231.

Reid, A. M., and D. F. Hochuli. 2007. Grassland invertebrate assemblages in 
managed landscapes: effect of host plant and microhabitat architecture. 
Austral Ecol. 32: 708–718.

Sarthou, J. P., A.  Badoz, B.  Vaissière, A.  Chevallier, and A.  Rusch. 2014. 
Local more than landscape parameters structure natural enemy commu-
nities during their overwintering in semi-natural habitats. Agric. Ecosys. 
Environ. 194: 17–28.

Schnack, J. A., J. C. Mariluis, J. Muzón, and G. R. Spinelli. 1989. Synanthropy of 
Calliphoridae. A first approach in Argentina (Insecta, Diptera). Eos 65: 273–280.

Sousa, J. R. P., M. C. Esposito, and F. D. S. Carvalho-Filho. 2010. Composição, 
abundância e riqueza de Calliphoridae (Diptera) das matas e clareiras com 
diferentes coberturas vegetais da Base de Extração Petrolífera, bacia do 
Rio Urucu, Coari, Amazonas. Rev. Bras. Entomol. 54: 270–276.

Sousa, J. R. P., M. C. Esposito, and F. D. S. Carvalho-Filho. 2011. Diversity 
of Calliphoridae and Sarcophagidae (Diptera, Oestroidea) in continuous 
forest and gaps at different stages of regeneration in the Urucu oilfield in 
western Brazilian Amazonia. Rev. Bras. Entomol. 55: 578–582.

Vianna, E. E., J. G. W. Brum, P. B. Ribeiro, M. E. A. Berne, and P. Silveira. 
1998. Synanthropy of Calliphoridae (Diptera) in Pelotas, Rio Grande do 
Sul State, Brazil. Rev. Bras. Parasitol. V 7: 141–148.

Whitworth, T. 2014. A revision of the Neotropical species of Lucilia Robineau-
Desvoidy (Diptera: Calliphoridae). Zootaxa 3810: 1,3–1,76.

Wolff, M., A. Uribe, A. Ortiz, and P. Duque. 2001. A preliminary study of fo-
rensic entomology in Medellín, Colombia. Forensic Sci. Int. 120: 53–59.

Yepes-Gaurisas, D., J. D.  Sánchez-Rodríguez, C. A.  de Mello-Patiu, and 
M. Wolff Echeverri. 2013. Synanthropy of sarcophagidae (Diptera) in La 
Pintada, Antioquia-Colombia. Rev. Biol. Trop. 61: 1275–1287.

Journal of Medical Entomology, 2019, Vol. 56, No. 3736
D

ow
nloaded from

 https://academ
ic.oup.com

/jm
e/article/56/3/725/5272369 by guest on 06 D

ecem
ber 2023

http://www.censo2010.indec.gov.ar/
http://www.censo2010.indec.gov.ar/

