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Two new findings of fossil pricklebacks (Pisces: Stichaeidae) from the Miocene deposits of 
Honshu Island (Japan) and Kamchatka Peninsula (Russia) are described. Both specimens are 
incomplete and cannot be identified below either family or subfamily level. Nevertheless, these 
findings suggest wide distribution of stichaeids in the North-Western Pacific during the Mio-
cene. The specimen from the deep-sea Bessho Formation of Honshu represents the first fossil 
record of pricklebacks of the subfamily Lumpeninae.

Описаны две новые находки ископаемых стихеевых рыб (Pisces: Stichaeidae) из отложе-
ний миоцена острова Хонсю (Япония) и полуострова Камчатка (Россия). Оба изучен-
ных образца очень фрагментарны, и не могут быть определены ниже уровня семейства 
или подсемейства. Однако эти находки показывают, что семейство стихеевых рыб было 
широко распространено в середине миоцена в северо-западной части Тихого океана. Эк-
земпляр из глубоководной формации Бесшо острова Хонсю является первым обнаруже-
нием подсемейства Lumpeninae в ископаемом состоянии. 
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INTRODUCTION

Recent pricklebacks, family Stichaeidae, 
are widely distributed in the coastal marine 
waters of the Northern Hemisphere. They 
are common members of littoral and near 
shore fish communities (Makushok, 1958), 
though some species occur at depths more 
than 200 m. Most stichaeids inhabit the 
North Pacific, and only few species occur 
in the Northern Atlantic and in the Arctic 
(Andriashev, 1954; Makushok, 1958; Lind-
berg & Krasjukova, 1975). Pricklebacks are 
usually small elongated fishes, characterized 

by long-based dorsal fin, which consists of 
only or, less often, mostly of spines. Togeth-
er with other morphologically similar fami-
lies, pricklebacks belong to the suborder 
Zoarcoidei assigned to either Perciformes 
(Nelson, 2006) or Cottiformes (Imamura & 
Yabe, 2002; Wiley & Johnson, 2010). 

Based on a detailed morphological 
analysis of the Stichaeidae and closely re-
lated families, Makushok (1958) divided 
pricklebacks into the eight subfamilies and 
proposed a hypothesis on their interrela-
tionships. Mecklenburg & Sheiko (2004) 
reviewed later advances in the pricklebacks 
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taxonomy (i.e. Makushok, 
1961a, 1961b, 1973; Shiogaki, 
1984; Stoddard, 1985; Miki, 
1985; Yatsu, 1985, 1986; Miki 
et al., 1987; Follett & Powell, 
1988; Follett & Anderson, 1990; 
Anderson, 1994; Kimura & Ji-
ang 1995; Posner & Lavenberg, 
1999) and listed six stichaeid 
subfamilies diagnosed by mor-
phological characters. The re-
sults of recent phylogenetic 
studies based on molecuar data 
(Kartavtsev et al., 2009; Rad-
chenko et al., 2009, 2010, 2012; 
Turanov et al., 2012; Kwun & 
Kim, 2013) do not support pre-
vious classifications of prickle-
backs based on morphology in-
cluding osteology.

The greater taxonomic di-
versity of recent pricklebacks 
in the Northern Pacific suggests 
that they had originated from 
this region. This assumption 
is consistent with the known 
pricklebacks fossil findings, 
which are unique to North-
Western Pacific. Until recently, 
fossil stichaeids were found in 
the two localities in East Asia: 
Honshu Island (Japan) and 
Sakhalin Island (Russia) (Fig. 
1). Stichaeus matsubarai Niino 
(subfamily Stichaeinae) was 
described from the Miocene 
deposits near Azuma, Gunma 
Prefecture, Japan (Niino, 1951; 
Yabumoto & Uyeno, 1994). Five species of 
fossil pricklebacks were found in the Middle 
Miocene (Serravalian) Agnevo Formation 
of western Sakhalin, Russia: Ernogrammus 
litoralis Gretchina, 1980, Stichaeus brachi-
grammus Nazarkin, 1998, and Stichaeopsis 
sakhalinensis Nazarkin, 1998 (Stichaeinae); 
Ascoldia agnevica Gretchina, 1980 (Opisto-
centrinae); and Nivchia makushoki Nazar-
kin, 1998 (Xiphisterinae) (Gretchina, 1980; 
Nazarkin, 1998). All mentioned Miocene 

pricklebacks are members of recent sub-
families. Most of fossil species belong to the 
recent genera, with only one genus, Nivchia, 
presently extinct.

Examination of fossil fish collections de-
posited in the National Museum of Nature 
and Science (NSMT, Tokyo, Japan) and 
Borisyak Paleontological Institute, Russian 
Academy of Sciences (PIN, Moscow, Rus-
sia) revealed two previously undescribed 
specimens of fossil pricklebacks from Hon-

Fig. 1. Sketch map of the Sea of Japan and the Sea of Okhotsk 
showing localities of the Miocene pricklebacks: 1 – Kavran-
Utcholok Bay; 2 – Agnevo; 3 – Azuma; 4 – Amikake.
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shu Island (Japan) and Kamchatka Penin-
sula (Russia) (Fig. 1). Although both speci-
mens are incomplete, they provide new im-
portant information on the distribution and 
diversity of Neogene stichaeids. The length 
of dorsal-fin spines in both specimens dis-
tinguishes them from the two closely re-
lated families also having the entirely spi-
nous dorsal fin – gunnels (Pholidae) with 
a shorter dorsal-fin spines and wolffishes 
(Anarhichadidae) with much longer and 
slender dorsal-fin spines. In this paper, we 
describe these new findings and provide 
some remarks on geographical distribution 
of stichaeids in the Miocene.

MATERIAL, LOCALITIES 
AND METHODS

NSM PV 22683, a single partial skel-
eton of the caudal region from the black 
shale (mudstones) of the Bessho Forma-
tion, Honshu, Japan, is represented by the 
molds on the matrix with most skeletal el-
ements preserved as whitish mineralized 
bones. The Bessho mudstone formation is a 
part of the Neogene sequence of Fossa Mag-
na. It showed typical flysch facies (Suzuki, 
1982) and yielded fossil bivalves, indicating 
deep-sea hydrothermal activity (Takeu-
chi, 2004). The Bessho Formation is well 
known due to the reach assemblage of fossil 
organisms – plants, echinoderms, bivalves 
and cephalopods, elasmobranchs and deep-
water teleosts, birds and sea mammals – 
discovered in its beds (Ohe & Koike, 1988; 
Matsuoka et al., 1998; Kawase & Koike, 
2003, 2006; Kohno et al., 2007; Koike et al., 
2008a, b; Takakuwa et al., 2009; Ishida et 
al., 2009). The age of the Bessho Formation 
is defined as Early-Middle Miocene, 13–16 
mya (Takeuchi, 2004).

PIN 3181/1050, a mold of the caudal 
part of a fish skeleton on the thin-grained 
sandstone without any bones remaining, 
from the western coast of Kamchatka, Rus-
sia, was found in an outcrop of the Etolona 
Formation. This formation contains alter-
nation of conglomerates, pebbles, sand-

stones and aleurolites, with layers of tuffa-
ceous sandstones, lignite and shell-rocks. 
It had been deposited in the comparatively 
shallow-water conditions (Sinelnikova et 
al., 1985). The remains of plants, numer-
ous bivalves and gastropods, echinoderms, 
worms and sea mammals are abundant in 
those beds. The rich assemblage of bivalves 
indicates a relatively warm littoral and sub-
littoral environment (Sinelnikova et al., 
1985). The age of this formation is defined 
as Middle-Late Miocene (Gladenkov, 1978; 
Gladenkov et al., 1986).

Osteological features of recent stichaeids 
were studied based on X-ray photos of the 
following specimens from the main ich-
thyological collection of the Zoological 
Institute, Russian Academy of Sciences 
(ZIN; St Petersburg, Russia): Alectrias gal-
linus (Lindberg, 1938): ZIN 52834; Ascold-
ia variegata Pavlenko, 1910: ZIN 40310, 
40361; Bryozoichthys lysimus (Jordan et 
Snyder, 1902): ZIN 44739; Chirolophis sny-
deri (Taranetz, 1938): ZIN 54503; Dictyo-
soma burgeri van der Hoeven, 1855: ZIN 
55128; Lumpenella longirostris (Evermann 
et Goldsborough, 1907): ZIN 53762; Opis-
thocentrus ocellatus (Tilesius, 1811): ZIN 
54194; Stichaeus punctatus (Fabricius, 
1780): ZIN 54489, 54501, 54502; Stichae-
opsis nevelskoi (Schmidt, 1904): ZIN 52837.

Measurements were made with calipers 
to the nearest 0.1 mm. Drawings were based 
on digital photos.

DESCRIPTION

Order PERCIFORMES

Family STICHAEIDAE Gill, 1864

Subfamily LUMPENINAE Jordan 
et Evermann, 1898 

Gen. et sp. indet.
(Fig. 2)

Material. NSM PV 22683, part and counter-
part of the caudal region; ca. 36°27’N 138°10’E, 
Sakaki Town, Amikake, Oami, Nagano Prefec-
ture, Honshu, Japan; Bessho Formation, Early-
Middle Miocene.
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Description. The fossil represents an 
incomplete caudal portion of the skeleton 
including posterior parts of the dorsal and 
anal fins, and a partially preserved caudal 
fin with its skeleton. Most of the elements 
are articulated in a natural position. The 
length of the fossil to the posterior edge of 
hypurals is 25.2 mm and the greatest body 
depth is 8.0 mm. 

There are 26 preserved caudal verte-
brae, including the urostylar one (the sec-
ond preural centrum is completely lost). 
The vertebral centra are rectangular, longer 
than high, symmetrical. The neural and hae-
mal spines are relatively long and slender, 
slightly curved backward. Tips of the neu-
ral spines located posterior to the dorsal-fin 
base are slightly expanded.

Twenty six spines and 24 pterygiophores 
are preserved in the dorsal fin. Generally, 
a single pterygiophore is placed in each 
interneural space, but the 1:1 ratio is not 

observed above the preural centra 10–12 
as a result of fossilisation. Proximally, the 
pterygiophores are deeply placed in the in-
terneural spaces, and overcome with neural 
spines on 1/3–1/2 of their length. The pos-
teriormost dorsal pterygiophore is located 
between the neural spines of the preural 
centra 5 and 6. The dorsal spines are almost 
equal in their thickness and height, but the 
posteriormost one appears to be slightly 
shorter. The greatest spine height 1.8 times 
exceeds the caudal-peduncle depth mea-
sured between bases of the posteriormost 
dorsal- and anal-fin rays. The posterior dor-
sal pterygiophore supports only one spine.

The anal fin is more damaged than the 
dorsal one. There are 20 anal-fin soft rays 
and approximately 22 pterygiophores pre-
served. Apparently, most of the pterigio-
phores and rays are displaced, and their real 
position had been changed. The greatest 
height of the anal fin rays is 1.3 times great-

Fig. 2. Lumpeninae gen., sp. indet., specimen NSM PV 22683, photo (a) and outline drawing (b) 
based on part and counterpart: ar, anal rays; ds, dorsal fin spines; hhy, hypaxial hypural; hy 4+5, 
fused hypural 4+5; ptf, pterigiophores; uc, utostylar center.
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er than the caudal peduncle depth. All the 
anal-fin rays are segmented and, apparently, 
not branched.

The caudal fin with at least 12 branched 
principal rays. Bases of two dorsal procur-
rent rays are seen in the upper lobe. Distal 
part of the urostylar vertebra and a free hyp-
axial hypural plate, bearing the opening of 
the caudal vein, are discernible. The epaxial 
lobe was destroyed, but it can be assumed 
that there were two free epaxial hypurals – 
hypurals 3 and 4+5 – in its structure.

The entire body and the base of the 
anal fin are densely covered with elongated 
overlapped cycloid scales (Fig. 3). 

Measurements (in mm): total length of 
the fossil 32.9; length of the fossil to the 
posterior edge of hypurals 25.2; length of 
10 vertebrae (pu3–pu13) 8.0; greatest dor-
sal fin depth 5.4; greatest anal fin depth 4.0; 

caudal fin length 8.6; caudal peduncle depth 
(measured between bases of posteriormost 
rays of dorsal and anal fins) 3.0.

Comparative remarks. Incompleteness 
of this fossil does not allow its identifica-
tion to the species or genus. Nevertheless, 
it possesses some key characters, usually 
used in the stichaeid taxonomy. The most 
important of them are the absence of the se-
rial ray on the posteriormost dorsal pterygi-
ophore, equal thickness of the dorsal spines, 
and the presence of dense scale cover on the 
body. Combination of these characters is 
unique for the fishes of the recent subfam-
ily Lumpeninae (Makushok, 1958). Among 
pricklebacks, representatives of the subfam-
ily Lumpeninae are the most deep-water 
dwellers (Makushok, 1958). Thus, it is not 
surprising that the species of this subfamily 
was a part of the deep-water fish commu-

Fig. 3. Lumpeninae gen., sp. indet., specimen NSM PV 22683, fragment of scale cover of counterpart: 
pu, preural centrae and as in Fig. 2.
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nity of the Bessho Formation. The standard 
length of this fish, estimated by proportions 
in the recent Lumpenella longirostris Ever-
mann et Goldsborough, was about 117 mm.

Family STICHAEIDAE Gill, 1864

Gen. et sp. indet.
(Fig. 4)

Material. PIN 3181/1050, mold of caudal 
part of skeleton; coastal cliff 2 km north from the 
Kheysliveyem River mouth, Kavran-Utcholok 
Bay, western Kamchatka, Russia, ca. 57°24´N, 
156°59´E; Etolona Formation, Middle-Late 
Miocene; coll. A.R. Geptner.

Description. The specimen contains sev-
enteen caudal vertebrae (including the uro-
stylar one) and associated pterygiophores 
and rays of the unpaired fins. The vertebrae 
are symmetrical, moderately elongated; the 
length of a vertebra exceeds its depth by a 
factor of 1.3. Preural vertebrae 2 and 3 are 
shorter, with their depth greater than the 
length. The neural and haemal spines are 
relatively elongate and slender.

Apparently, a single dorsal- or anal-fin 
pterygiophore is associated with each in-
terneural or interhaemal space, but this 
arrangement was destroyed due to the fos-
silization. Thirteen spines and 12 pterygi-

Fig. 4. Stichaeidae gen., sp. indet., specimen PIN 3181/1050, photo (a) and outline drawing (b); 
abbreviations as in Fig. 2.
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ophores are seen in the dorsal fin. The 
pterygiophores are comparatively long and 
deeply set in the interneural spaces–some-
times they almost reach the bases of the 
neural spines. Posterior pterygiophores of 
the dorsal and anal fins are inserted behind 
the 8th preural vertebrae. The posterior 
dorsal pterygiophore supports two spines. 
Dorsal-fin spines are stout, comparatively 
long; their greatest length is slightly shorter 
than the caudal-peduncle depth. There is no 
noticeable intergradation of thickness of the 
dorsal-fin spines in the posterior direction.

Only at least 8 anal-fin pterygiophores 
(slim, elongated and deeply set in the in-
terhaemal spaces) and 17 segmented and, 
apparently, branched anal fin rays are pre-
served.

The caudal fin and its skeleton are se-
verely destroyed. At least 11 principal rays 
(7 in the lower lobe) are preserved. Two 
procurrent rays are visible ventrally. The 
urostylar centrum is short. Hypurals of the 
upper lobe are not preserved. In the lower 
lobe there is a single hypural plate.

Measurements (in mm): total length of 
the fossil 71; length of the fossil to the pos-
terior edge of hypurals 56.1; length of 10 
vertebrae (pu3-pu13) 33.3; greatest dorsal 
fin depth 10.5; greatest anal fin depth 12.0; 
caudal peduncle depth (measured between 
bases of posteriormost rays of dorsal and 
anal fins) 11.7; greatest body depth 18.4.

Comparative remarks. Based on the 
morphological characters preserved on 
this mold, it is impossible to identify this 
fish below the family level. Presence of 
two spines on the postriormost dorsal-
fin pterygiophore places this fossil out-
side of the subfamily Lumpeninae. On the 
other hand, this Miocene fish had a long 
caudal peduncle with 8 vertebrae poste-
rior to dorsal fin (free caudal vertebrae of 
Makushok, 1958, p. 25), which exceeds the 
limits known for pricklebacks. Among re-
cent stichaeids, only representatives of the 
subfamily Lumpeninae have a long caudal 
peduncle with 4–7 free caudal vertebrae 
(Makushok, 1958, Appendix 2, p. 120–

121), a character state somewhat similar to 
the fossil specimen.

The size of the fossil, especially deep 
caudal peduncle, suggests a comparatively 
large fish. Examination of the comparative 
materials of extant pricklebacks shows that 
the relation of standard length (SL) to the 
caudal peduncle depth fluctuates from 13.3 
in Ascoldia variegata to 38.9 in Lumpenella 
longirostris. Therefore, the fossil fish from 
Miocene of Kamchatka might have been 
155 to 455 mm SL.

DISCUSSION 

The remains of the Miocene stichaeids, 
described in this article, add new informa-
tion on the Neogene stage of development 
of this family. Fossil representatives of three 
pricklebacks subfamilies have been known 
earlier: Stichaeinae, Xiphysterinae, Opis-
tocentrinae (Niino, 1951; Gretchina, 1980; 
Nazarkin, 1998). The present study expands 
this list to the four subfamilies. Thus, four 
out of six extant prickleback subfamilies are 
confirmed from the Neogene fossils. It sup-
ports the assumption of an early origin of 
the family, and existence of its modern taxo-
nomic structure from as early as the middle 
of the Miocene.

The locations of our findings mark the 
northern- and southernmost range of fossil 
stichaeids, expanding the known Neogene 
distribution of this family from Honshu to 
Kamchatka, approximately by 21 degree of 
latitude. The greatest diversity of the Mio-
cene pricklebacks is found on the islands 
of Japan Sea basin. Apparently, this region 
played an important role in the speciation 
and evolution of this group of fishes.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We are grateful to Makoto Manabe, Shinya 
Miyata and Gento Shinohara (NSMT, Japan), 
and Eugenia Sytchevskaya (PIN RAS, Russia) 
for their kind help with collections and literature, 
and Alexei Pinchuk (University of Alaska, USA) 
for English revision. The study was supported 
by the Russian Foundation for Basic Research, 



NAZARKIN M.V. & YABUMOTO Y. NEOGENE STICHAEIDAE FROM EAST ASIA 135

© 2015  Zoological Institute, Russian Academy of Scienсes, Zoosystematica Rossica 24(1): 128–137

grant 14-04-00642a, and the Grant-in-Aid for 
Scientific Research (C) No. 26400506 from the 
Japan Society for the Promotion of Science.

REFERENCES

Anderson M.E. 1994. Systematics and osteolo-
gy of the Zoarcidae (Teleostei: Perciformes). 
Ichthyological Bulletin of the J.L.B. Smith In-
stitute of Ichthyology, 60: 1–120.

Andriashev A.P. 1954. Ryby severnykh morei 
SSSR [Fishes of the Northern Seas of the 
USSR]. Moskva–Leningrad: Izdatelstvo 
Akademii Nauk SSSR. 566 p. [In Russian].

Follett W.I. & Anderson M.E. 1990. Essele-
nia, a new genus of pricklebacks (Teleostei: 
Stichaeidae) with two species from Cali-
fornia and Baja California Norte. Copeia, 
1990(1): 147–163.

Follett W.I. & Powell D.C. 1988. Ernogrammus 
walkeri, a new species of prickleback (Pisces: 
Stichaeidae) from south-central California. 
Copeia, 1988(1): 135–152.

Gladenkov Yu.B. 1978. Neogen Kamchatki 
[Neogene of Kamchatka]. Moscow: Nauka. 
251 p. [In Russian].

Gladenkov Yu.B., Serova M.Ya. & Sinelniko-
va V.N. 1986. Kamchatka. In: Nalivkin D.V. 
& Sokolov B.S. (Eds). Stratigraphia SSSR. 
Neogenovaya sistema [Stratigraphy of the 
USSR. Neogene system], 2: 119–141. Mos-
cow: Nedra. [In Russian].

Gretchina N.I. 1980. Fossil sticklebacks (Tele-
ostei) from the Miocene of Sakhalin. Paleon-
tological Journal, 14(3): 81–87. 

Imamura H. & Yabe M. 2002. Demise of the 
Scorpaeniformes (Actinopterygii: Percom-
orpha): an alternative phylogenetic hypoth-
esis. Bulletin of Fisheries Science of Hokkaido 
University, 53: 107–128.

Ishida Y., Koike H. & Narita K. 2009. Ophia-
cantha (Echinodermata, Ophiuroidea) from 
the middle Miocene Bessho Formation at 
Azumo City, Nagano Prefecture, central Ja-
pan. Research Report of the Shinshushinmachi 
Fossil Museum, 12: 1–6.

Kartavtsev Y.P., Sharina S.N., Goto T., Ruten-
ko O.A., Zemnukhov V.V., Semenchen-
ko A.A., Pitruk D.L. & Hanzawa N. 2009. 
Molecular phylogenetics of pricklebacks and 
other percoid fishes from the Sea of Japan. 
Aquatic Biology, 8: 95–103.

Kawase M. & Koike H. 2003. Leaf and cone 
plant fossils from the Miocene Bessho For-

mation, Nakatani, Toyoshina-machi, Mizu-
nami-gun, Nagano Prefecture, Central Japan 
(Part 3). Research Report of the Shinshushin-
machi Fossil Museum, 6: 1–6.

Kawase M. & Koike H. 2006. Mizuhobalis izu-
moensis from Bessho and Aoki Formation 
kept in the Shinshushinmachi Fossil Muse-
um. Research Report of the Shinshushinmachi 
Fossil Museum, 9: 1–13.

Kimura S. & Jiang Z.-Q. 1995. Zoarchias mi-
crostomus, a new stichaeid fish from north-
eastern China. Japanese Journal of Ichthyol-
ogy, 42(2): 115–119.

Kohno N., Koike H. & Narita K. 2007. Outline 
of fossil marine mammals from the Middle 
Miocene Bessho and Aoki Formations, Naga-
no Prefecture, Japan. Research Report of the 
Shinshushinmachi Fossil Museum, 10: 1–45.

Koike H., Ohe F. & Narita K. 2008a. A fossil 
dermal denticle, Scymnodon ichiharai (Elas-
mobranchii; Somniosidae) from Miocene 
Bessho Formation in Azumino City, Nagano 
Prefecture, Japan. Research Report of the 
Shinshushinmachi Fossil Museum, 11: 1–13.

Koike H., Ohe F. & Narita K. 2008b. A fossil 
dermal denticle, Etmopterus sp. (Elasmo-
branchii; Etmopteridae) from the Middle 
Miocene Bessho Formation in Azumino City, 
Nagano Prefecture, Japan. Research Report 
of the Shinshushinmachi Fossil Museum, 11: 
15–18.

Kwun H.J. & Kim J-K. 2013. Molecular phy-
logeny and new classification of the genera 
Eulo phias and Zoarchias (Pisces, Zoarcoidei). 
Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution, 69: 
787–795.

Lindberg G.U. & Krasyukova Z.V. 1975. Ryby 
Yaponskogo morya i prilezhaschikh chastey 
Okhotskogo i Zheltogo morey, 4. Teleostomi. 
XXIX. Perciformes: 2. Blennioidei—13. Gobi-
oidei (CXLV. Anarhichadidae—CLXXV. Peri-
ophthalmidae) [Fishes of the Sea of Japan and 
the adjacent areas of the Sea of Okhotsk and 
the Yellow Sea. Part 4. Teleostomi. XXIX. 
Perciformes: 2. Blennioidei—13. Gobioidei 
(CXLV. Anarhichadidae—CLXXV. Perioph-
thalmidae)]. Leningrad: Nauka. 463 p. [In 
Russian. English translation: Collette B.B. 
(Ed.). 1989. Washington: Smithsonian Insti-
tution Libraries and National Science Foun-
dation. 602 p.].

Makushok V.M. 1958. The morphology and clas-
sification of the northern blennioid fishes 
(Stichaeidae, Blennioidei, Pisces). Trudy 



NAZARKIN M.V. & YABUMOTO Y. NEOGENE STICHAEIDAE FROM EAST ASIA136

© 2015  Zoological Institute, Russian Academy of Scienсes, Zoosystematica Rossica 24(1): 128–137

Zoologicheskogo instituta RAN [Proceedings 
of the Zoological Institute, Russian Acad-
emy of Sciences], 25: 3–129. [In Russian. 
English translation by Gosline A.R. & Gos-
line W.A. 1959. Washington: Ichthyological 
Laboratory, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service., 
U.S. National Museum. 105 p.].

Makushok V.M. 1961a. The Neozoarcinae 
(Zoar cidae, Blennioidei, Pisces) and its place 
in the classification of fishes. Trudy Instituta 
Okeanologii AN SSSR, 43: 198–224. [In Rus-
sian. English translation by Gosline A.R. & 
Gosline W.A., Washington: Ichthyological 
Laboratory, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
U.S. National Museum Translation No. 40: 
1–39].

Makushok V.M. 1961b. Some peculiarities in 
the structure of the seismosensory system of 
the northern blenniids (Stichaeoidae, Blen-
nioidei, Pisces). Trudy Instituta Okeanologii 
AN SSSR, 43: 225–269. [In Russian. English 
translation by Gosline A.R. & Gosline W.A., 
Washington: Ichthyological Laboratory, 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. National 
Museum. 63 p.].

Makushok V.M. 1973. Stichaeidae, Lumpeni-
dae. In: Hureau J.-C. & Monod T. (Eds). 
Check-list of the fishes of the north-eastern 
Atlantic and of the Mediterranean, 1: 532–
533, 536–539. Paris: Unesco.

Matsuoka H., Makiguchi T. & Koike H. 1998. 
Preliminary notes on the avian remains of 
the Middle Miocene Bessho Formation, Toy-
oshina, Nagano, and the taphonomic aspects. 
Research Report of the Shinshushinmachi Fos-
sil Museum, 1: 43–48.

Mecklenburg C.W. & Sheiko B.A. 2004. Fam-
ily Stichaeidae Gill 1864 – pricklebacks. 
California Academy of Sciences. Annotated 
Checklist of Fishes, 35: 1–36.

Miki T. 1985. New Genus and Species of the 
Family Stichaeidae from Hokkaido, Japan. 
Japanese Journal of Ichthyology, 32(2): 137–
142.

Miki T., Kanamaru S. & Amaoka K. 1987. Neo-
lumpenus unocellatus, a new genus and spe-
cies of stichaeid fish from Japan. Japanese 
Journal of Ichthyology, 34(2): 128–134.

Nazarkin M.V. 1998. New stichaeid fishes 
(Stichaeidae, Perciformes) from Miocene 
of Sakhalin. Journal of Ichthyology, 38(4): 
279–291.

Nelson J.S. 2006. Fishes of the World. 4th ed. 
Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons. 601 p.

Niino H. 1951. Description of some fossil fishes 
and prawns from Japan. Journal of the Tokyo 
University of Fisheries, 38(1): 47–58.

Ohe F. & Koike H. 1988. Fish assemblage of the 
Miocene Bessho Formation, Toyoshina-ma-
chi, Minamiazumi-gun, Nagano Prefecture. 
Research Report of the Shinshushinmachi 
Fossil Museum, 1: 33–39.

Posner M. & Lavenberg R.J. 1999. Kasatkia 
seigeli: a new species of stichaeid (Perci-
formes: Stichaeidae) from California. Copeia, 
1999(4): 1035–1040.

Radchenko O.A., Chereshnev I.A., Petrovs-
kaya A.V. & Balonov A.A. 2009. Molecular 
systematics and phylogeny of the suborder 
Zoarcoidei. Vestnik Dalnevostochnogo otdele-
niia Rossiiskoi akademii nauk, 3: 40–47. [In 
Russian].

Radchenko O.A., Chereshnev I.A. & Petro-
vskaya A.V. 2010. Relationships and po-
sition of the genus Neozoarces of the sub-
family Neozoarcinae in the system of the 
suborder Zoacoidei (Pisces, Perciformes) by 
molecular-genetic data. Journal of Ichthyol-
ogy, 50(3): 246–251.

Radchenko O.A., Chereshnev I.A. & Petro-
vskaya A.V. 2012. Position of Neck Banded 
Blenny Leptostichaeus pumilis (Perciformes: 
Zoarcoidei) in the system of the suborder 
Zoarcoidei as inferred from molecular ge-
netic data. Journal of Ichthyology, 52(9): 
592–598.

Shiogaki M. 1984. A review of the genera Pholi-
dapus and Opisthocentrus (Stichaeidae). Jap-
anese Journal of Ichthyology, 31(3): 213–224.

Sinelnikova V.N., Bratzeva G.M., Dubro-
vo I.A. & Sytchevskaya E.K. 1985. Par-
tition and paleontological characteristics 
of Neogene section of Kavrano-Utcholok 
Bay (western Kamchatka). In: Puscha-
rovsky Yu.M. & Gladenkov Yu.B. (Eds). 
Korrelyatsiya kaynozoyskih tolsch Dalnego 
Vostoka [Correlation of Cenozoic beds of the 
Far East], 1: 84–156. Moscow: Geological 
Institute RAS. [In Russian].

Suzuki K. 1982. Sedimentological analysis of the 
Neogene Basins in the Central Part of the 
northern Fossa Magna region, Central Ja-
pan. Memoirs of the Faculty of Science, Kyoto 
University, Series of Geology and Mineralogy, 
48(1–2):1–42.

Stoddard K.M. 1985. A phylogenetic analysis of 
some prickleback fishes (Teleostei, Stichaei-
dae, Xiphisterinae) from the North Pacific 



NAZARKIN M.V. & YABUMOTO Y. NEOGENE STICHAEIDAE FROM EAST ASIA 137

© 2015  Zoological Institute, Russian Academy of Scienсes, Zoosystematica Rossica 24(1): 128–137

Ocean, with a discussion of their biogeogra-
phy. Unpubl. M.A. thesis. Cal. State Univer-
sity, Fullerton. CA.

Takakuwa Y., Koike H. & Narita K. 2009. Out-
line of fossil elasmobranchs from the Middle 
Miocene Bessho and Aoki Formations, Naga-
no Prefecture, Japan. Research Report of the 
Shinshushinmachi Fossil Museum, 13: 7–18.

Takeuchi A. 2004. Basement-involved tecton-
ics in North Fossa Magna, central Japan: 
The significance of the northern Itoigawa-
Shizuoka Tectonic Line. Earth Planets Space, 
56: 1261–1269.

Turanov S.V., Kartavtsev Y.P. & Zemnu-
khov V.V. 2012. Molecular phylogenetic 
study of several eelpout fishes (Perciformes, 
Zoarcoidei) from far eastern seas on the basis 
of the nucleotide sequences of the mitochon-
drial cytochrome oxidae 1 gene (Co-1). Rus-
sian Journal of Genetics, 48(2): 235–252. 

Wiley E.O. & Johnson D.G. 2010. A teleost 
classification based on monophyletic groups. 
In: Nelson J.S. et al. (Eds). Origin and phy-
logenetic interrelationships of teleosts, 123–
182. Munchen: Verlag Dr. Friedrich.

Yabumoto Y. & Uyeno T. 1994. Late Mesozoic 
and Cenozoic fish faunas of Japan. Island Arc, 
3(4): 255–269.

Yatsu A. 1985. Phylogeny of the family Pho-
lididae (Blennioidei) with a redescription of 
Pholis Scopoli. Japanese Journal of Ichthyol-
ogy, 32(3): 273–282.

Yatsu A. 1986. Phylogeny and zoogeography of 
the subfamilies Xiphisterinae and Cebidich-
thyinae (Blennioidei, Stichaeidae). In: Uy-
eno T. et al. (Eds). Indo-Pacific Fish Biology, 
663–678. Tokyo: Ichthyological Society of 
Japan.

Received March 21, 2015 / Accepted May 3, 2015

Scientific editor: N.G. Bogutskaya


