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Fig. 1: Map of Iran with the localities where ants were collected (black dots). 

 
STEINER & al. 2006, CSÖSZ &  al. 2007). However, based on 
distribution maps of Tetramorium ants in the western Pale-
arctic (see SCHLICK-STEINER & al. 2006) we left this spe-
cies in the list as Tetramorium cf. caespitum. The situa-
tion is similar with the old records of Lasius species (see 
SEIFERT 1992), that need to be reviewed by modern keys. 
Nevertheless this work is beyond the scope of the present 
paper, so we included these species in our preliminary list 
without revision.  

The record of Dorylinae is the first record of this sub-
family after the new clarification of this subfamily by BOL-
TON (2003).   

Distribution of records 

Regarding the geographical distribution of the species re-
cords that had been examined in this study, we found a 
mismatching between the area of the locations that had 
been studied and the respective number of species that 
had been found there: e.g., 34 species of a total of 109 spe-
cies were collected in natural or disturbed habitats of Teh-
ran province, though the territory of this province is less 
than 2 % of the territory of the country. Fifteen species 
were recorded from the Caspian forest region in the north 
of Iran that covers only 4 % of the country. Eight species 
were found in Zagros Mountains forest-steppe ecoregion 
(about 20 % of entire area of the country). From the south 
of Iran altogether 34 species were reported. In contrast, 
there are only a few records from the wide Elburz Range 
forest-steppe and the Eastern Anatoloian Mountains in the 
north and northwest of Iran, or from eastern parts and the 

centre of the country that lie in the vast Central Persian 
desert basin. There are no species records at all from the 
Eastern Iran mountain woodlands, the Kopet Dag wood-
lands, Kopet Dag semi desert, Azerbaijan shrub desert and 
steppe, and the desert and semi-desert areas in the centre 
and the east of Iran that comprise more than 50 % of the 
area of the country.   

Discussion 

Although the first reports on Iranian ants were published 
more than 100 years ago, the ant fauna of this country re-
mains poorly known. Most of the records are from the 
north of Iran, but many of these samples were collected in 
disturbed environments near human settlements that com-
prise only a few percent of the country's surface area. There 
are only a few species reports from the extensive natural 
habitats of the north, for example from the Caspian decid-
uous forests. The latter should have a rich ant fauna due to 
old geological age of that forest region: it has been cov-
ered with forests since the late Tertiary period (ZOHARY 
1973). As a result, Tertiarian elements could have survived, 
as it is known for the adjacent Talysh and Zuvand dis-
tricts in south-eastern Azerbaijan (ARNOLDI 1930, 1948). 

Among the other regions that have been investigated 
only cursorily is the Nubo-Sindian desert and semi desert 
ecoregion in the south and the southeast of the country. 
These areas are particularly interesting faunistically, as they 
are close to the boundaries of the Oriental and Afrotrop-
ical zoogeographic regions. Four important ecoregions that 
comprise a large part of the Irano-Anatolian biodiversity 


