
INTRODUCTION

Genus Aenictus Shuckard, 1840 belongs to the 
monotypic ant subfamily Aenictinae. Previously 
Aenictinae Emery, 1901 and Ecitoninae Forel, 
1893 were considered as tribes of the subfamily 
Dorylinae Leach, 1815, but Bolton (1990) sepa-
rated Aenictinae from Dorylinae. Members of 
these three subfamilies, together with subfamily 
Cerapchyinae Forel, 1893, are collectively referred 
as “army ants” (or sometimes “driver ants” or 
“legionary ants”). All are predators, which do 
not have permanent nests and are nomadic (for 
details see Wheeler 1910, Gotwald 1982, 1995, 
Hölldobler and Wilson 1990). Their reproductive 
queens have extremely enlarged gaster and often 
cannot move without the help of workers. Most 
of species live in the tropical regions of the Old 
World (Aenictinae and Dorylinae), New World 
(Ecitoninae) or are pan-tropical (Cerapachyinae).

Workers of Aenictus have predominantly ter-
restrial habits, foraging in soil, leaf litter or on the 
ground surface where they hunt mainly other ants 
or termites. Workers are small (2.5–3.5 mm), monomor-
phic (with one known exception until now, see Yamane 
and Yoshiaki 1999), blind, yellow to brownish yellow in 
colour, with smooth and shiny teguments; they have a 
2-segmented waist (whereas that of queens and males is 
1-segmented) and 8–10 jointed antennae. Additionally 
they are characterized by reduced and vertical frontal 
lobes, so that antennal sockets are completely exposed 
and almost fused, and by an inflexible promesonotum 

with vestigial to absent promesonotal suture (see also 
Bolton 1994, Aktaç and Radchenko 2002).

The distributional area of Aenictus widely overlaps 
that of Dorylus, and includes Africa (except for the 
most arid regions of Central Sahara, and Madagascar), 
Saudi Arabia, Southern and South-Eastern Asia 
(including Southern China, Taiwan and southern 
Japanese islands), North-Eastern Australia, Philippines, 
Indonesia and New Guinea (Fig. 1).
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Figure 1. An outline of the known distribution of Aenictus and Dorylus.

 Aenictus ■ Dorylus  Aenictus and Dorylus

● A. rhodiensis ▲ A. dlusskyi  A. sagei


