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.' Tato pdce je prvgm pokusem o srovdnf fauny P r ~ ~ ~ ~ t r u p f d e f f  {Hymenopt$?ml 
dvou ptlbuzngch mgeagraIickpch oblastf - palearktlck6 a nearkticke. Fauna ne- 
arktick5 byla souborne zpracovhna A s h m e a d  e m v roce 1893, tj. pflbllZn6 padesht 
let p o  vyddnl hlavnich klasickpch pracI evropskgch. A s h m e a d ma1 evropskk rndy 
a druhy vi2tSin0~ len z poplsfi a tak se stalo, Ze velkq poEet nearktlck$ch dmhP je 
dmud 3patn8 rodov8 zapazen a Pada r d f i  totogni s w d p  palearktlckprn~. ZvlSSti3 o2e- 
bavd je othzka typd rod8 [,type specie%"), z nfchZ mnoho bylo stanoveno prAvS 
A s  h m  e a d ern. PTeklgdan8 pr6ce se snaZI adstranit tento nepflmivq stav v taxo- 
. nomli holarktickfch Proctotmpoldei. 

UBkuji Dr. C. F. W. Muesebeckovi (Smtthsonian Instltutlon, Washfngton] ?a nevgednf 
mhotu, s jakou m n l  byl pfi teto praci n&pomocen, zvlalb5 pak za zapPjEen1 cele 
Pady tppP ze sbIrek U. S. National Museum. 

The author received a small narcel of some Nearetlc P r ~ C t ~ t ~ u ~ ~ f d e a  bv 
cwrtesy of Dr. G. F. W. ~ u e s e b e c i  [ Smtthsonian Institution, washington]. it 
was formerly intended to use these specimens only for the comparison with 
the related European forms. The results of the examinadon were, however, so 
important and surprising that the author prefers to publi& them. 

Thanks are due to Dr. C. F. W. Muesebeck for hfs valuable help. 

The state of our knowledge of Nemcttc Pmtolrupoids fs not up to the mark. 
This circumstance Is emphasized in almost ail studies dealing with this 
subject both in theoreticaI and economic entomology. Actually, some genera 
of Proctotrupoidea created by American authors remained untouched since the 
date of their descrtptlons. The examination of types canfirmed our suspitlon 
that many of these descriptions (and f~gures as well] are not correct, that 
Kg. Ashmead was not perfectly acquafnted with European genera and misin- 
terpreted many of them. The s w y  of M u e s e b e  c k et  W a l k I e y [I9581 
fixed the types of genera, but, caused simdtaneously some problems which 
are to k solved. The present study is an account on the taxonomy, mrpho- 
logy and phylogeny of some Nearcttc species wblch were designated as types 



of the genera. We are convinced that this is one at the most lmpotant 
of the present taxonomy d Proctorrupoidea 

The material on which the present paper Is based c ~ 1 s i s b  mostly of 
(paratypes, allotypse], specimens compared with types by Dr. Muesebeck - 
other authoritatively named specimens [identified by Brues, Gahan 4 Foub]. This rnaterfal has been compared with type materials of Europe" 
species, particularly wlth those species whlch represent the tgpes 01 .a 
genera. 

F a m i l y  C e r a p h r o n l d a e  

Subf amlly Megaspf Ifnae 

Genus Conosttgmur Dahllmm, 1858 

1858, Conostigmus Dahlbom, Olv. Vet Akad. FMrh., 14 : 2 9 1  f185T1; type gpeciaa 5 
Megaspilus aZuraceus Thornson, 1858. Designated by Muesebeck et Walklay, 1951, & 
Muesebeck et ax., U.S. DepZ Agt., Mr. Wonogr. No. 2 : 870. 
1888, Emegaspllus Ashmead, Can. Ent., 20 : 48. 49; type sgecies - Eumege~pn@ 

c m d e n s l s  Ashmead, 1888. Designated by Muesebeck at Walklay, 1951, in Muesebeck 
%t al., U.S. Dept Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 870. 
1906, Eumegalo$prlus Scbulz, Spolla hgmenopteroIogica, p. 152 - emendanoh 
1914, Conosttgmoides Dodd, Trans Ray. Sac. S. Austral., 38 : 88, 94: type spades - 

Eumegaspilus erythroihomx Ashmead, 1893, by manotypy and original designaum 
Syn. n. 

In 1888 A s h m e a d created the genus Eumegar~pfZu Ashm. to comprise two 
species - canadensis Ashm. and ottawensfs Ashm. Later (18931 he dedded 
to transfer both species in Conostigrnu~ Dahlb. [ -  M e g ~ ~ p f l ~ s  Westw. senv 
Ashmead], widtlng verbatim: "Two species, R. canadensts and ottowensts, 
described In Canadian Entomologist, Vol. xx, p. 49, under thta genus I Zlnd are 
nothing but wlngless species belonging to the genus Megasptlus" [p. 1201. 
Thus, there remained no species In the genus, and, according to the nome& 
clatoric Fules the genus should be considered synonym of Conosrigmus Dablb 
[ - M e g a q t l u  sensu Ashmead]. A s h m e  a d 11893 : 120) neglected this fact 
and described the third [new) species - Eumegaspilus erythrothorux Ashm. 
considering it to bB the type of the genus. Do d d (1914) pointed out thfs 
confusion and proposed a new generic name tor erythrothorax Ashm. - 
Cortostigrnofdes Dodd, believlng it to be a 'good genusn. This was caussd 
by Ashmead's mtsleadtng statements. A e h m e a d (18931 emphasized two 
characters in the description of erythrothorax Ashm. to make It distln'ct ga- 
nectcally. First, he mentions that the thorax ls  considerably cons@icted, the 
head very broad. I.e. the characters which - accordtng to h ~ s  conception - do 
not occur in Conostlgmus Dahlb. Secondly, Be states that the maxlllaq pdpi 
are 4-jdnted contrary to 5-jointed in Canostigmus Dahlb. The examlnatb~ of 
Ashmead's allotype does not confirm these statements. 
Generally spoken is the axonomy of genera in C ~ ~ p A r o n i d o e  [from 

phylogenetical point of view) not very satisiactory. Only very few genera 
are sharply distinct while the bulk represents a more or less contlnuCW line 
of spectes where the differences are sometimes very minute and dlffimlC 
formulate. This i s  also the case of the genus Conostigmus Dahlb. One part of 
Its  species is related to Megasptlus Westw., the other wwld remind Lyg0cem 
F&rst 



Conostigmus erythrathorax (Ashmead, 18931 c o rn b. n. 
1899, Eumegusptlur eryrhrothorax Ashmead, Bul l .  U.S.  Nat Mus., 45 : 120. 
1914, Bumegaspllus erythmthorax: Kieffer. Das Tierretch. 42 : 236. 
1914. Conostlomofdes erulhrothoraxr Dodd. T r a n s  Rov. Soc. S. Ausml..  38 : 94. 
iiii ~onostigrnofdes er~throthorux: ~ u e s i b e c k  et ~ a l k l e y ,  In ~ues sbe ik  kt  sl., U.S. 

: ~ m t  A@., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 872 
' 

The male allotype emmlned. Labb:  "Jacksnville Fla."; 'Type"; red label 
''Allotype No. 24409, U.S.N.M."; "Eumegaspilus erythrothorax Ashm. d type." 
The latter label written by Ashmead. The specimen Is slightly damaged 
(antennae broken off] but sUll all essential oharacters could be seen. There 
are, actually, no differences between Conostfgmuifles Dodd and Conostigmus 
Dahlhm since many Conostlgmus-species exhibit various degree of constrictton 
of the thorax just as shown in erythrathorar [Ashm.]. The mouth parts were 
not extlrped because of the age of the specimen but we are convinced that 
Ashmead's statements are [like In many cases] not correct I t  1s noteworthy 
that the species Is not perfectly apterous [as stated by Ashmead) but vastigfai 
stumps of wings are present. 

Genus Airfiomellus Kleffer, 1914 
1878, Alrlrornus Ftimter. not Reltter, 1877, Verh. Maturh. Ver. Preuss. Rheinl., 35 : 56: 

types species - Atrtlornus mccophagus Ftkster, 1878, by rnonotypy and original 
designation. 

1914. AtrltomeIIus Klaffer, Das Tlemich, 42 : 141: type species - Atrlfornus c m o -  
phagus FUrster, 1878, by subsntutfon o f  ArrlromeIIus for Airitomus Wmter. 

Atr.ikmellus conzuentzfae {Gahan, 1919) c o m b. n. 

1919, DendMcerus conwentziae Gahan, Pme. Ent. Soc. Wash, 21 : 122 
1951, Dendrocerus conwentzfae: Mueseback e t  WaIkley, m Musebeck at aI., U.S. 

Dept. Agc., Agr. Mcnogr. No. Z : 672. 

A female paratype examined. Labels: "Reared from ConwentzIa hageni"; 
"~mherst,  Mass."; "A. I. Borne  collectorn; red label 'Paratype No. 22271 
U.S.N.M."; "Dendrncerus conwentziae Gahan, Paratype." The specimen is 
well preserved. 
The wrong generic classification of the species was due to Kt e f f e r' s 

I1911) conceprIon of the genus Dendroceruo R a g  G a h  a n (1919a) had most 
probably not seen the K i e f f e r ' s [I9141 compendium which contains the 
actual posttion of Atritomellus Kieff. The descriptlan of Gahank species is 
quite perPect so that we have nothing t o  add. 

Atrttomellus conwentziae var. rufus (Gahan, 1919) c o m b. n. 
1919, Dendrocerus mnwentziae war. rufus Gahan, P r w  Ent. SOC. Wash., 21 : US. 
19S1, Dendmcems conwntztae var. rufus: Muesebeck et Walkley, in Muesebeck et 

el., U.S. Dept. Agr, Monogr. ND. 2 : 672. 

Subfamily Ceraphronlnoe 

Genus Allomicrops Kieffer, 1914* 

1914, Attomtcrops Kleffer, Das Tierreich, 42 : 138; type spedes - C e m p h m  ab- 
notmis Perkins, W l Q  by mmotypy. 

In 1863 D e s sa  r t (Bull. Ann. Sac. Roy. Ent Belg., 99 : 523-5291 made Atlo- 
microps K ~ e f f ,  a synonym of Ceraphmn Jur. daring our study was in print. We accept 
fully his conception. 

125 



ls17, Bulagynodes Gimult, Mew Javanese Hymenoptera, p, 9, private prlnt; 
specles - BuIaggrnodes bfcolor Glrault, 1917, by monotmy and 0)lgltMl deslgnaflw 
S y n. n. 

I t  is obvious that G 1 r au 1 t [I9171 was mt acquainted with K I s f f 53 
119141 compendium and therelore he created Eulagynodes Gir. Bath gened - AILomicrops Kfeff. and Eulagynodes Gir. am without any doubt idmu; 
Surprising Is the fact that also the species are identic. 

Fmm the phylagenetic point of view, AIIomicrops Kieff. 1s In no conmcflg 
to Lagynodea Filrst,. as believed by K 1 e f f e r (1914) and G I r a u 1 t [1917]2 
The closest nelatlonships are with Cemphron Jur. and EIysoceraphron sze~; 
There i s  only m e  large combed spure on the middle tibia 1.e. the dishc< 
character of the subfamily CerapRroninae. 

Allonticrops abnomls (Perkins, 19101 
1910, Ceraphron obrrrrrmts Perkins, Fauna Hawaii, 2 : 817. 
2914, AlIomtcrops nbnorrnis: Kieffer, Das Tierretch, 42 : 138. 
1917, lulagynodes btcalor: Glrault, New Javanese Hymenoptere, p. 9. S y n. n. 
1951, A l I o m t C r ~ p ~  abnormis: Muesebeck et Walkley, In Muesebeck st at., U.S. Dept 

Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 869. 

A female paratype of EuIagynodes bicolor Gir. examined. Lahlst: ' E x  
Acrocercops crarnerella, Javam; red labal "Paratype" and " Eulag ynodes bicolor 
Glrault, Paratypen. Paratype in coll. U.S. N a t  Mus. Washmgton. The specimen 
I s  damaged [the head tom off, crushed and pasted aside, the same wlth' 
antennae]. 

Me~scutUm shows a deep central furrow, two lateral shallow ~rnpressfons~. 
these being margined by sharp carinae (inner and outer) and two peculiar 
areas sltuated rnedionaterlorly. Thus the parapsidaI furrows are substftued by 
carinae. 

Despite the wide geographic distrtbution (California, Hawaii, Java] tt appeari 
that there is only one specks in Asia and Arnedca. ? e r k i n s  (1910] supposed 
A?lorntcrops abnormis [Perk. j to have been Introduced accidental1 y to Hawait 
f r ~ m  Noftti America. On the other hand. the occumnce of the species in 
Java conlradicts this sUppOStttOn. 

F a m i l y  D f a p r f f d a e  

Subfamily BeIytinae 

Genus Cfnetus Jurine, 1807 
1807, Ctnetus Jurfna, Nouvalle m$thode de classer les hym8nopt8res.. ., p. 310. NO 

species: type species - Cinerus iridtpennis Lepeletlm and Serville, 1825. Flrst included 
specles. 

1829, CInntrrs Curtts, A guide to an arrangement of British insectq colmn I09 - 
error. 
1858, Leptorlraptw Farster net auct., Hymenoptemlogische Studien, 2 : 129, 137. NU 

specios: type species - Leptorhaptus conicns Ashmead, 1693. Designated by Muesebeck 
and Walkley, In Muessbeck et  al., U.S. D e p t  Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 685. S y n n. 
l85B, Miota FUrster, Hvmenoptemloglsche Studien, 2 : 123, 127. No species. tppe 

species - Mlola gIabm Ashmead, 1890. FIrst included spec1ss. 
1897, Stylld010n A s h e n d ,  Can. Ent, 29 : 53; type spacles - Stylidoton polttum 

Ashmead, 1897, by munotypy. S y n n. 
1802, Stylldodon Ashmead, Journ. New Yok Enf. Sac., 10 : 245 - m r .  

The gmus k p t o r h a p t u s  Flfrst. is considered synonym of Cinetus Jw. slnCe 



btbe type species - Leptorhaptus conicus Ashrn. [see below) is a @pica1 Cine- 
ywspeciH. 

The holotype Of Stylidelon politurn Ashm. was, however, not examined but 
f, considered to belong also to Cinetus Jur. Dr. Muesebeck was so kind to 
d o m i  us [in I l t t ]  on the wing venatlon of hhlntype of this species. K 1 e f f e r 
(1gl6] distinguished StyIidolon Ashm. from Cinetus Jur. and other related 
genera by emphasizing the presence of 6 gastral segments in Stylfdoloa 
cwmry to 7-8 in other genera. We are not incI1ned to consider this 
character to be af a great significance. The apfcal gastral segments in females 

Fig. 1 - Auxopnedeures lyrlformis Bmes, 1910 - female (det. Brues]. Fig. 2 - 
Tetroheus amerrcanus (Brues. 19081 - fore wrng [holotype 91. Plg. 3 - Pseudan- 
teris fnsfgnfs Fouts, 1927 - fate wing '[paratype $1. Fig. 4 - Myrmecopria m@lleQ 
[Ashmead, 18871 - petiolus in dorsal aspect {male).  Flg. 5 - Myrmecopria mellea 
(Ashmead, 18871 - petiolus in lateral aspect [female allotype). Fig. 6 Tetrobueus 
amerlcanus [ 3 m s ,  19081 ,-, antenna [female holotype]. Fig. 7 r Auxopaedeutes 
l y r i f o n t s  Brues, lgPO - p r w d e u m  in lateral aspect [lemale]. Flg. 8 - Eritsisso- 
merus ceeidomylae Ashmead, 1893 - head in lateral aspect [male allotppe]. 



could ke namely telescoped and either extruded or retracted within the gastral 
cavity. Thk is a common feature in many Clneiu~speclas. 

1897, StylidoIun pdiflurn Ashmaad nec Cimtr*r poltius Thornson. t858. 

We propwe the new name for Ashmead's specles since after transferring it 
hto CFnetus Jur. it d d  Cause homonymy with C. paItrus Thorns. even when 
the latter speder was transferred in another genus [see below). 

Ctnems confcus [Ashmead, 18931 c o m  b. n. 
1893, hpsorhaptus conlcus Ashmead, U.S. Nut. Mus. Bull., 45 : 350. 
1918, Leptorhaptus conlcur Kiellsr. Das Tlerrelch, 44 : 580. 
1951, Leptorhaptus conicus: Mueseback et  Walkley, in Mueseback st aL, U.S. Dept. 

Agt, Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 685. 

A femaIe paratype exarnfned Labels: uArllngton Va."; "Collecflon A h e a d u ;  
red label "Type No. 2312"; "Leptorbaptus conicus Ashm." The latter is 
Ashmead's handwriting. Right antenna behind third ]oInt, right pair of wings 
and rlght hind leg broken off. The apical and penultimate joints of leit 
antenna missing. The specimen 1s pasted on a triangular label. 

Ashmead's descdptron should be corrected and completed In following 
points. With respect tm the age of the speclmen examined 170 years) the: 
colawrs are paler than gfven in description. The general C D ~ O U ~  is  chest-nut= 
brown, antennae, palpi and legs unffomly honey yellow. Antennae slendar,; 
flliform, not thickened towards apex (proportions 33 : 7 : 16 : 13 : 12 : 12 :; 
: 12 : 11 : 10 : 9 : 9 : 9 : 9, joints 14 and 15 broken off; the average wid*, 
of joints I s  3 along the whole length of antenna). Joints clothed with d e w j  
Bne short hairs Eyes pilose. Epornia wall developed, s w  along the whoIei 
length. Prothorax densely halry. Mesoscutum aImost bare, extremely poUshedd 
smooth. Parapsidal furrows distinctly divergent a t  tips [in front of scuteIlar; 
pit]. Petiole almost twice as long as w~de  (20 : 131, wlth several longitudlml: 
carfnae. Gaster slender, mnic 1115 : 38); second tergite the longest (7 5 : 381!, 
third tergita tubulose 140 : 201, terminating in a n  open t u b ,  the remainin% 
segments retracted well within the gasbal cavity. 

Leptonerus n o rn, nov. 
[type species - Cinelus polttus Thornson, 1858, by present designation) 

1858 et seg., bpto~haptus  auct. nec FBrster; type species - LeptOPhQptUS My 
ntatur F h t e r ,  designated by Ashmead, 1893, U.3. Nat  Mus. Bull., 45 : 350. 

As a d e ,  F fl r s t e r (18561 did not Include any species when deseribq 
the @nus Leptorhaptus. A s h m e a d [ 18931 designated Leptwhnptus abbre j 
u i h s  Farster, but this was a nomen nutiurn, never used or cited by Fllrster; 
In 1951 M u e s e be c k et W a 1 k I e y designated Leptorhaptus confcus Ash: 
mead, 1893 to be the type species of Leptorhaptus ~isrst. With regard to 
decision of 'the International Commission on ZoologicaE Nomenclature (BuI!; 
Zool. Mom., 4 : 160, 346, 19501 their desIgnatlon of Ashmead's species Is 
C D ~ C L  ~ m m  t$e taxonomic point of view, however, the latter speciw do'?! 
not belong to Leptorhaptus F6rst as interpreted by various authors le-g: 
K i e f f e r, 1916; N t x Dn, 1957). We had the opportunity of examinink the 



female  paratype [call. Ashmead, U.S. Nat. Mus. Washington] of Leptorhaptus 
conicus Ashmead, 1893. This is the real Cinetus-species and was transferred 
hereto ln me present paper (see above]. Thus, the genus Leptorhaptus FUmt 
nec auct. is considered synonym of Cinetns Jur. (see above]. ConsequentIy, 
there amse a need to substitute the old generic name for a new one. We 
p r e f m d  tn designate Cinetus politus Thhmson, 1858 as the type spectes of 
Lepfonetus. N I x inin I19571 examined the type of Cfnetus poltius Thorns. and 
recommended us /fn 11%) to designate this species as a type. 

N i x o n [I 9571 gives new characters to disttnguish Leptonetus [I.@. Leptor- 
Raptus auct. nec F0rst.J from Cfneius Jur. Actually, these are very suitable 
and we are going to keep on them. The genera In questton can ba disunguish- 
ed as fallows: 

Cinerus Jur. Cept~netus a a rn. n o v. 

parapsfdal furrows sllghtly divergent parapsldal iumows convergent, rheir 
posteriorly, their posterlor extremfties posterlor extremities directed to points 
directed to points outsfde the scutellar well wIthln the scutellar hollow: gaster 
hollOW; epomla present and well de- In IemaIes laterally compressed at apex 
lined; apfcal gastcal segment in females [except In one species); epomia com- 
almost always modiffed; thlrd gastral plere or incomplete. 
segment aImost always very long, dorm 
ventrally flattened or  in the f o n  of a 
auncated cone, the open (posterlor] 
end of which Is more or less tubular; 
or the apical segments otherwise modl- 
fled; rarely 2-3 clearly dellned simple 
ring segments beyond the Ierge tsrgits; 
in many species the gaster of the Is- 
males shorrs a wide divergence of form 
IN i x o  n, 19571. 

Leptonefus pofitus [Thomsw, 1858) c o m b. n. 
1858, Cfnetus politus Thomsan, ofv. K. Vet. Akad. FLlrh., 15 : fB3. 
1916, i%ptor?mptus pollms: Kldfer, bas Tiermich. 44 : 573. 
1957, Leptorhaptus polttns: Nixon, Handb. Identif. Brit. Ins. VlII : 89, 91. 

Leptonem verus [Fouts, 1927) ' c  om b. n. 
. 1927, Smrplotelein vern Fonts, Pmc. Ent. Soc. Wash.. 29 : 179. 

1951, Scorptoteleta ueerar Muesebeck et Walkley. In MuesebecX et al., U.S. Dept. Agr, 
Agr. Uonogr. NO. 2 : 885. , 

The author examined one female labelled "Rumam Co, Flla, 1-31-30, A h/l+ 
Towles": *Florida Fruit Fly Trap Sum."; "Scorpioteleia V e r a  Fouts, det. 
Muese&ckA. This Is a true Leptonetuaspecfes where the apical abdomina1 
segments are more exserted, forming a pale tube. This feature 1s not rare 
among teptonetus- and particularly Cinetus-species and is supposed to be 
caused by the exsertion of apical segments when the femaIe is ovipositing. 
st is noteworthy that the type species of Sc~rpfoteleia Ashm. (S. mirabilts 
Mm] shows the radial cell twice as long as the marginal vein. [C. F. W. 
Fnmebeck ut litt, who examined the type]. In rhfs respect is the Ashmead's 
description not quite correct In tha Fouts9pecies the marginalis is as long 

fie radial cell. N 1x0 n 119571 emphasized a good disthguishlng cha- 
m*r for separation of Leptonelus from Cfnetus Jur. - the shape and 
di~ctlon of parapsidal fmrows just in front of ttw scutellar pit. In uptonems 



the parapsfdes are tending inward the scutellar pit, whils in Cinetus they 
tend outward the pit, being slightly divergent at Ups. In verus [Pouts] 
parapsides are exactly like fn European Leptonefus-spectes. In the same way 
the shape of gaster is  typtcal for Leptonetus. 

Genus Scorpiotelela Ashmead, 1897 ' 

1897, Srorpr~telela Ashmead, Canad. Ent, 29 : 53; type species - Storptoteleh 
mirabilis Ashmead, 1897, by monotypy. 

1856, et seq. Miora auct nec FBrster; type species - Mfota ComPresStr Kleffer, 
1910, designated by Kleffer, 1910, In Wytsman, Genera Insactorum, 107 : 40. S yn. L 

As concluded from the a w e  mentioned facts, MIota auct Is a qnonym of 
Scorpioteleia Ashm., but Mfota Ftjrst is a synonym of Cinetus Fur. [a. 
M u e s e b e c k  et W a l k l e y ,  1956; M u e s e b e c k  in K r o r n b e f n ,  19581. 
This confused s i b f l o n  is caused by the type species which wem either 
wrong? y Included or €naccurateE y described. SO, the type of Scorpfoteleia- 
mlrabiits Ashmead shows the radial cell twice a s  long as the marginal v e b  
(see a b v e ]  whlle the description states only that 'marglnalts shorter than 
the radial cell". In this way, in ScorpioteIeia Ashm. were later tncl~tded such 
species whew the marginal vein is as long as the radial cell or longer [Scor- 
piotPIeia Vera Fouts, S. {usitmfca KiefPer, 3. dilorna Kieffer, S. rufa Kieffer, 
S.  gracflicornls Kleff.]. N I x o n (1957) transferred S. lusffanlca KIeft. to Ci- 
netus Jur. and S, rufa Kleff. synonymized with Cinetus plceus Thorns. E m  
pean species which should belong to Scerploteleio are - macrocera [Thorn; 
son, 1858) from Htota auct. nec. Furst  resp. Cinetus Jur., longepetiolafa 
[Thornson, 1858) from Miota auct. nec Filrst, resp. Cfnerus Jur., luteipes- 
[Kleffer, 1910) from Mfota aucc, nec F&-sL, compressa [Kieffer, 19101 fro*' 
Hlotn auct nec Ftrrst. Xongiventrfs [Klefier, 1910) from Mfota auct nec FDrst; 
and cebes [Nixon, 19571 from Miota auct. sec Fllrst, c o rn b. nn. 

The type species of Miliota Ffirst. nec auct. is glabra Ashmead, 1890. 
is the first included species. and, according to M u e s e b e c k et W a l k 1 e yi 
61956) should belong to Cinetus Jur. Further NearcUc species of Hlota (See6 
M u  e s e b e  c k et W a 1 k l e y, 19511 were transferred to Cfnetus Jur. or other. 
genera (see M u e s e b e c k  in K r o r n b e f n ,  19581. 

Genus Propsllomma Kieffer, 1916 
UI&. PrcpsiI~rrrma klerfer. Des Tiernick, 44 : 351, 422; type species - ~$f fom@ 

002Unlbt~Zlti7 Ashmead, 1893, by monatypy. 

The genus exhibits some typicaI characters of BeEytinae but also some 
Dtaprffnae. The sexsegment in male is located an the 4th antenna1 join& ,$! 
scutellar pit shows a slight central keel at the bottom and the general shap: 
of the body reminds on some genera of Dioprlinoe. O n  the other hand the 
antenna of female fs virtually 15jointed and the hind d n g s  exhibit a closed 
basal cell. There are keel-like prominences on each side of scutellum bu! 
not pronounced to such extent as e.g. In Oxylabis Ftlrst or ~neurhyncm? 
W'estw. The structure of gaster is, however, very striking and we are inclined 
to believe that Propsilamma Kieff. belnngs most probably to subfamIij 
Arnbosfhlnae [M a s n e r, 1961a). 

Propsilomma cohm bfanum [Ashmead, 1893 1 
1893, Psilamma coIurnbianurn Ashmsad, Bull. U.S. NaL Mus., 15 : 379. 
1918. PmpsUOrnma columbianum: Kieffer. Das Tlerretch. 44 : 422. 



1951, P m p s f l m m  columb~anurn: Muesebsck st Walkley, In Muesebeck et a]., U.S. 
Dept. Am., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 663. 

A male from the type sertes examinad Labels: "Washgb, 29. 5., DC"; "dm; 
'Collection Ashmead"; red label "Type No. 2317 U.S.N.M.n and 'PPilomrna 
columbianum Ashm d Type*. 

Contrary to Ashmead" descriptioa Dr. Muesebeck notfced (fn 1Ett.) hat the 
Byes in female have scattered long hafrs like fa male. 

Genus Folypeza Ftirster, 1558 

1856, Fofgpeza Ferster, Hymenaptemlogisce Stulffen, 2 : 123, 127. No specles. 
2893. Ashmead, Butl. U.S. N a t  M u s ,  45 : 385, 387. One specles; type species - 
Pdypera pergandei Ashmead, 18s3. Plmt included species. 
1908, Alelnpsllus Kieffer, In Andre, Spec. Hym. Eur. Alg, 10 : 300: type species - 

Panrolyta brunnee Ashmead. 1893, b y  monDtypy and original deslgnatron. S y n. n. 
1915, Prapanrolyta Kieffer in And&, Spec. Hym. Eur. Alg., 10 : 897, 709: type 

specles - Polypera pergandel Ashmead, 1893, by monotypy and arlginal designation. 

The author examined one female specimen of Polypezn sp. determined bv 
Dr. Muesehack [compared with the Ashmead's holotype of PoIypeza pergan- 
deil. There fs a Pine basal cell in the hind wing like in AteEopsiIus Kieff.  
Tbe mandibles are not always so prominent to characterfze tbe genus suffi. 
ciantly. In the same way the apical flange of scape is sometimes difficult to 
perceive. O n  the other hand, the wing venation (particularly the shape of 
marginalis and R t )  1s very charactedstic for Polypezn Fdrster, making the 
genus quite dlstlnct. 

There was a lot of conlusions about the taxonomy and nomenclature of 
Polypeza Filrst The former suppwitlon constderfng PoIypeza to belong to 
Diaprfinae [see e.g. K i e f f e r, 5916) was wrong since It is a typical BeIyUne 
[cf. M a s n e r  & S u n d h o I m ,  1959). 

The necessary nomenclatoric change is as I0I1ows: 
PoTgpeza brltnnea (Ashmead, 18931 corn b. n. 

1893, Pantolyia brmnea Ashead, Bull. U.S. Nat. Mus., 45 : 383. 
1908, Rhynchupszlus [Arelopsilus] brunnaus: Klelfer, In Andrd. Spec. Hym. Eur. Alg.. 

10 : 380. 
1916, AtetopsiZus brunneus: Btefier, Das TleheW, 44 : 381. 
1951, Atetopsilus brunneus: Muesebeck a t  Walkley, In Muesebeck et dl., U.S. Dept. 

Age., Agr. Monogr. No. Z = :  &Ill. 

Genus Sgnacra Furster, 1856 
1856, Synacm Forstar, Hymenopterologrsche Studten, 2 : 128. 130, 134. NO species. 

1873, Marshall, A catalogue of Brltish Hymenoptera: Oxyum, p. 10. One species but 
two names, one of them vatldated in synonymy: type species - DlQpria brmhialis 
Nee% 1834. Designated by Ashmead, 1893, Bull. U.S. Mat Mus., 45 : 4011. 
1857, ArtiboIus Haliday, Nat. Hist. Rev, 4 : 173; tgpe species - Dlaprla brachtalis 

Nee$, 1834. Designated by Muesebeck & Walkley, 1956, Pmc. U.S. Nat. M u s ,  105 : 332. 
1904, Neurupria Kleffer, Bull. Soc. Hlst Nat. Meb, 23 : 53; type spectes - Neum- 

Soclabtlts Klefier, lW4, by manotypy. 
19B, Paratelopsilus Whltteker. Pmc. Ent, SOc. Wash., 32 : 73: type spectes - 

Par~te~e~psilus canadensis Whfttaker, 1930, by monotypy and ~rlglnal designation. 
S Y n. n. 

19% Parafetopstlus cmodensfs Whtttaker, Pmc. Ent 50c. Wash., 32 : 73. 
Pararelopsflus canadensis: ~uesebeck et Walkely, in Muesebeck et al., U.S. 

Dept. AD., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 6SU. 



Female hoIotype examined: red margined round label *TypeH; red label 
"Type"; Chilllwack B. C. 5. VI. 27 Coll. 0. W.; Canada: 0. Whittaker CoIl. pep 
W. H. Storey B. M. 1947-212 3581 Paratelopsllus canadensis Whftt p Det 
0. Whittaker [the holotype preserved in coll. Brit. Mus. Mat His+, London]. 

Female paratype examined: red label %paratype No."; red labe1 g~aratype 
No. 43142, U.S-N.M."; 'Chilllwtick B. C., lo. VI. 27, Foil. 5. W."; '3683 Para- 
teIopsilus canademis Whitt 9, D e t  0. Whlttaker". The latter label mi t ten  
Whittaker. 
W h i t t a k e r t1930) recognized correctly the actual systemanc position of 

this ,species classifying it: among Belytfnae. On the ather hand, however, he 
is not correct by creaflng a new genus here. He was not acquainted with 
the genus Synacra Fdrst. which was, at that time, classified among Diaprffnm 
(cf. K l e f f e r, 1916). Whittaker" species lacks the  typical protruded mandibles 
as  we11 as apical flange of scape and the basal cell in the bind wing is well 
developed. These characters should distinguish ParateIopsiIus from Synacre- 
On the other hand we have to emphasize Ehat just these characters show a 
wide divergence in forms also within Synacra. Sometimes i t  is very dlfflcuIt 
to make out whether they are well developed or net. We suppose Synacm 
to be characterized by 1Zfointed antennae in female sex, typical wing vena- 
tion and almost globose petiole in both sexes, as well as by a slightly 
compressed apex of gaster in females. 

Subfamily Dinprfinae 

Genus Myrmecaprla Afimead, 1893 

1893, Mymecopria Ashmead. Bull. W.S. Nat. Mus., 45 : 446: type species - Loxo- 
trow mellerr. Ashmead, 1887, by monotypy and ortg~nal deshgnatfon. 

Myrmecaprra meIIea [Ashmead, 1887) 

1887, Loxotmpu rnellea Ashmead, Can. Ent., 19 : 196. 
1893. Myrmmpria mellea Ashmead, Bull. U.S. N a t  Mus.. 45 : 447, 448. 
1916, Hymeeoprta meilea: Kieffer, Das Tlerrefch, 44 : 252. 
1951, Myrmecoprta rnellea: Musseback et Walkley. In Muesebeck st &I.. U.S. D w t ,  

Agr., Agr. Manogr. No. 2 : 873. 

Two specimens examined - male labelled "ArchboId Biol. Sra. Fla. 12. 5, 
9"; "M~mecoprla melIea {Ashrn.], det Mws."; female labelled 'Assoc. wim 
Ecfton opaclthorax"; label ,bearing a worker of Neivamymex ogaclthera*. 
IEmery;].; "Mymecopr~a mellea fAshm.1 det. Mnes."; "hi.  S. Spanish Ft 
Ratdwin CO. Ala.  4.-1-49, E. 0. Wilson, 49-9757". The male specimen has 
been compared with the type and Dr. Muesebeck believes it to be 'an e x ~ e l l : ~  
ent match of Ashmead's original specimen" which is actually a male and not: 
female as wrongly stated by A s h  rn e a d  f1887, 18933 K i e f f e r [I9161 and, 
W i n g  (19511. The female specimen i s  actually the allotype sInce only the 
male is known so far. 

Before going to describe the female we prefer to make some notes on the: 
morphology of the male of M. mellea. f i  s h m e a d' s (1893) descripttan 1s 
ddeading in many respects. In the same way the figure (pt. XVIII, 81 is 
also misIeading. Virtually, there are no basal cells in the fore wing as st&* 
by Ashmead. Dr. Muesebeck also supposes that Ashmead overIooked that 
the wings overlap in the type and the shadows might cause the f m p r e ~ i ~  



of "basal cellsw. me wing venaUon is wry much llke that of Dfapria Latr. 
and other related genera; the fringes are not so long at the apex of the wing 

given In the figure. The antenna is 14jointed, by no means clavate or 
s~bcIavate, covered with raised sflvery hairs. There i s  no modified segment 
in the antenna (so called sexsegment]. The fourth faint i s  quite normal show- 
ing no peculiadty. Third joint is skongly elongated, being the longest in the 
flagellum. The six apical loints more or less rnoniliform. Propodeum sloping 
gradualIy, the surface coriaceous or finely granulose. The posterior edge 
sx~avated to contain the anterior part of peaole, being margined by a slight 
carine dorsaEly. Petiole - in dorsal aspect - of very curious shape. The 
anterior part is a little swollen, fitting in the excavation of the propodeum. 
p ~ ~ t  behind this part there Is a neck IIke consh-iction and immediately 
backwards the penoIe is extremely broaded and knot llke in shape [fig. 41. 
The surface is - like in propodeum - roughly granulose. Seen laterally, the 
lower part of penole Is projecting downwards to form a stKlng tmth [cf. 
ftg. 5 ) .  Hind tibiae and partIcu1arly all tarsi exbemelly compressed laterally 
ltke in other eCitophilous Diapriinae [Ashmead's descrSpUon i s  somewhat 
misleading in stating that the posterior tarsi are thick and somewhat dlIated]. 

Myrmecop~ta mellea [Ashmaad, 1887 ] - f e mi n a , n o  v a 
Like the male, diilering from ~t in foliowlng characters: entirely termginenus, the 

surface of the body (except gaster) more distinctly granulose but yet somewhat 
shtnrog. There is a more lntenslve pllosity of the body and legs. The wings bitten 
off by ants, only small stumps r e i t  

Antennae Iljolnted, gradually thickened toward apex. There is consequently no 
abrupt club. Scape elongated 137 : 101 sllghtIy ctlnstrlcted basally, as long as four 
iollow~ng joints combined. Pedlcel oblong (12 : 71, third antenna1 folnt slightly 
longer than pedicel [15 : 131. The 4th and 5th joints moderately longer than wrde. 
The six following jolnts  ma gradually thickened club, the apicai folnt. the broadest, 
oval, longer than w ~ d e  (18 : 111. Head, mesoscutum, scufellum and pieurae finely 
granulose. Propodeum and petiole (fig. 51 densely granulated throughout. Easter 
extremely shining, smooth, sharply pointed aprcally. Legs densely halry, tax%$ ot all 
three palrs extremely cornpnssed laterally. more than in male. 

Length - 2 mm. approx. 
Anotype - 1 9, deposited In Call. U.S. Nat. Mus.. Washington. 
Locality - 1m1. S. Spanlsh, Ft. Baldwin Co., A h . ,  4.-1-49. E. D. Wil30n ~01lectOr. 
Bionom~cs - assiclatecl with Neiunmyrmex opaciihorux Emery (Forrnfcotdea, Dory- 

Itdae]. 

The siriking sexual. dimorphism in the sculpture is, without doubt, surprising. 
Despite of this difference both, Dr. Muesebeck and the present author are 
, b l ined  to consider both male and the femaIe spsctmens to belong to one 
$Pmes. Usually, in ecithophilous Diapriinae the sculpture Is more pmnwnced 
In females than in males. 

b r n  the phy1ogeneMc polnt of dew, Myrmecoprta Ashrn. is closely related 
to other ecitophilous genera like Asol@napsia Kleff., Neiuapria Borgm., Mf- 
m o ~ f l ~  Holmgr., PhiIolestes Kieff., Phflolesrtoides Ferr. and Notowoprfa Kiefl.  
3Ut by no means to Solenopsia Wasm. despite of having l l jointed antenna in 
'male Sex. Myrmecopr& Rshrn. exhibits all typical charactefs O f  ecitophiloue 
5 t ~ ~ r l i n a e  - at least a part of the body is sculptured [coriaceous or granu- 

sculpture], apparent rufenism, tarsi strongIy compressed laterally, bind 
mxae very strong, legs v e q  long and slender, body covered with long raised 

or even bristles, eyes r o ~ h l y  facetted, wings biten off bp ant-protectors. 



Genus Pentapria Kfeffer, 1905 

1905, Pentapria Kieffer, An& Mus. CW.  Stor. Nat., Genova, 13) 2 : 34. No pecias. 
1905, Kieffer, Bull. Soc. Hist. Nat. Me& ( 2 )  12 : 105. One species; type Species , 
Penrapria canlungens Ktetter, 1105. First included species. 
1939, Xenopria Fours, Proc. Ent. Sac. Washington, 4 1  : 280. Three species; me 

specles - Xenopria CobrnbtaM Fouts, 1939, by orlgin0.1 designation. S y n n. 

Pentaprfa columbiana (Fouts, 19391 c o m b. n. 
1939, Xenopria cotumbiana Pouts, Roc. Ent. Soc. WashIngwn, 41 : 281. 
W51, Xenopria columbtam: Muesebeck et  Walkley. In Muesebeck e t  al., U.S. Dept 

Agr., Agr. Monogr No. 2 : fi78. 

Two paratypes examined - a male labelled 'Mc Leod Maw. Kootenay 
Natl. Park, B. C. IX-15-37, G. R.  Hopping"; "~rnerged Vernon B. C. I. 3-38. 
Stratiomyid Parasite"; red label "Paratype"; red label 'paratype Na, 53282, 
U.S.N.M.': "Xenopria colurnbIana Fouts d, Det. R. M. Fouts". Female labelled: 
*Mc Leood Mdw. Kootenay NatI. Park B. C. IX-15-37 G. R. Boppingm; U~merged 
Vernon B. C., XLI-28-37, Stattomyid parasite"; red label "~aratype": red label 
'Paratype No. 53262, U.S.N.M.*; "Xenopria columbiana Fouts Q D e t  R. M. 
Fouts". 

F o u t s [I9391 most probably overlooked Feniaprfa Kielf. when describing 
Xenopria, There i s  not doubt an the synonymy. Peniaprfa Kieff.  is well deflned 
and dlstInctIy different M!h from Puramesius Westw. and Sp~omicrus Westw. 
The cIosest relationships exhibits to Syrnphytoprfa Kleff. and S p i f o m i m '  
Westw. but the latter shows dlfferen formation of the second abdominal tergite 
and only two prts on scutellum. Generally, the lateral pits on scutellum are 
sometimes difficult to make out but there are three characteristic large pits 
Ln the anterior part of scutlellum. In the same way it was ascertained that 
the sculpture of petiole may very ( F  0 u t s, 193911. 

Genus Entomacis FBrster, 1856 

1858, Entornacts Ftirster, Hymenoptemlogfsehe Studsen, 2 r 121, S25. No species; 
type species - Diapria IClyphidoprlaE platyptern Hallday, 189. Designated by Mues* 
beck et Walklay, In Muesebeck et al.. U.S. Dept, Agr.. Agr. Monogr- KO 2 : 873. 
1856, Herntlexis Fhrster, Hymenopterologische Studien. 2 : 122, 123, 127. No species; 

type species - Hemilexts (mel l~pei loial)  = meIllpetiolara Ashmead, 1887. First In- 
cluded- species. 

1857, GEyphidopria Hailday, Hist. N a t  Rev., 4 : 172. Two species; type Wecies - 
Diauria IGlu~hidon~.!al  nlatuntera Halldav. 18V. Desranated bv Wuesebeck at  Walklel; 
in hue&beyk et :I.* u.k. Gpt. ~ g r . ,  A&. Moaogr. Go. 2,: i73. 

1902, Adelioprla Ashmead, 8101. BUU., 3 : 15; type species - MeIiopr!a W 
Ashnead, 1902, by monotypy and original designation. S yn. n 

Entomacts Iongfi Ashmead, 19021 c o rn b. n. 
lm Adelloprrn longti Ashmead, Biol. Bull., 3 : IS. 
1916, Adel fopm longti: Kleffer, Das Tlerrelch, 44 : 37. 
195k Adelioprta longrr: Muesebeck s t  Walklay. in Muesebeck et aL, U.S. DePt Asr* 

Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 873. 

One female spedmen [imm Ashmeadms type series] examined; labels: "Aw 
tin Tex., 16. 1. Oim; W. H. Long Jr. Collector"; 'AdeIioprfa longii MxD. ' .  The 
latter is Muesebeck's determination label. 

The specimen emmined la a W e  Entornacfs-species, &owing the 
Whg-venation of Entomacis-type [ l,e. not of Trichopria-type]. The antenna' 
are not 12- but 13jofnted with apical joina strongly apprrwchfng owE 



The dividing suture is well visible but has been most probably omtooked by 
hhmead when describfng the species. This misled K 1 e f f e r (1916), M u e s e- 
b e c k  and W a l k l e y  /I9511 as we11 as Wing [1951]. It is well known 
&at the monstrous antennae often occur in Entomacfs-species i.e. some joints 
are fused or semifused. With regard to this i t  1s not out of question that 
the antennae are monstrous fn the type series of Inngif Ashrn. Even Fi 
not, we are not Inclined to consider Mis character W be of generfc m b  In 
Df~prlfdae. 

Genus Oolioprio Kfeffer, 1910 
EXlO, Dptfoprla Klafhr, Ent Rundschau, 27 : Y. One species: type species - 

DoIfopria fIaulpes Kleffer, 1910. F l a t  included species. 

Doliopria amerlcano Fonts, 1928 
1926. Dolfoprla americana Fauts, Proc. Ent. Soc. Washington, 28 : 169. 
1951, Doliopria nmertcana: Muesabck et  WaIkIey. in Muesebeck et a!., U.S. Dept 

Agc., Monogr. No. 2 : 681. 

Female paratype specimen examined. LakIs: "Lawn grass, Carlisle, Pa., 
VII. 15-1918"; red label "Paratype ND. 28774, U.S.N.M."; "~ollopria americana 
  outs, Det. 8. M. Fouts". 
The species calls in some respects back to Loxotrapa Fllrst I t  seems that 

the genus DoIiopria is nther  heterogenous, be1 onging to the Trfchopria:com- 
plex. 

Auxopoedeures B m s ,  1903 
1903, Auxopaedeutes Brues, Trans. Amer. Ent Soc., 29 : 128; type specles - AuxO- 

pnederrtes sddalls Brues. 2903, by monotypy. 
1924, Craclnopria Fouts, Proc. Ent. Soc. Washington, 26 : 162. Four species; type 

species - Trtchoprla rnarytandlca Fouts, 1920, by or~gtnd designatton. S y n n 
Auxopaedeutes Brues fs a typical Diaprilne of the Trichopria-complex. ~ru<s 

figure misled K I e f f e r (1916 : 311 to consider Auxopaedmes to belong 
possibIy to Br~confdae. It  is te notice tha t  the ovipositor is issulng fmm the 
very apex of the gaster in Auxopaedeutes, llke in other Dinpriinae. The m g s  
are bitten off by an5 so that only small stumps are left Tegulae, however, 
we11 developed and relatively very large. We examined one female specimen 
of Auxopaedeutes lyrlfmmis Brues. ~abels: a label bearfng two workers 01 
Solenopsls molesfa [Say]; "Eocest BilIs, Mass., V : 22 . 1$15, F. X. Wllllamsn; 
4~uxopaedeutes lyciformls Brues". The latter fs supposed to be written by 
Brues himsell. ' 

The type species of Gmclnoprto Fouts is Trfchopria mmylandtca Fouts. We 
=mined one paratype female bearing following labels: "~agerstown Md., 
JY- 31, 1915"; 'HL Parker Collectorn; 'ACC. No. 12003'; red Iabsl "Paratype*; 
*mChopria marylandica Fouts Paratype'. F D U  t s (1924b) evidently overlooked 
atbe existence of Auxapaedeutes when creating Cracinopia. He did not e ~ p e c t  
that Auxopaedeutes might be a wfnged from since that was h a w n  as purely 
aP@mns. On the other hand we Iearnt that Auxopaedeutes is primary winged 
[see above] but secondarily mutiled by ants which bite off the wings almost 

to the basis. Contrary to Eouts' statements we did nut see any parapstdes 
Or traces of them in the paratype of marylandfca, and, consequently we are 
g c O ~ t i ~  towards Ws date also in other species descrfbed by Fouts in Crmfno- 
*h. Auxopaedeutes Bmes [i.e. Cracinopria Fouts] has absolutely nDthing to 
do with Ashmeadoprfn Kieff. as given by F 0 u t s [1924b]. 



'Since no material ai A. sodalis E m s  as well as three remaining species 
described by Fouts is available we hesftars to say anyming on the synonm 
of Auxopaedeutes-species. We are rather Inclined to doubt the validity of four 
 outs' species.  he differences given are very minute, and, moreover 
 outs' species were found on the same locality ~ s p .  the same biampe [toll- 
ecred on wheat]. With regard to this we are only making the neccesary fnma 
change in the nomenclature. 

Auxopaedeutes mm"y?andicus [Fouts, 1420) c o m b. n. 

1920, Mchopria mQFy1llndfC~ Fouts, Proc. Ent. 50c. Washington, 22 : 8 2  
1924, Crnctnoprfa maryIandica Foua. Proc. Ent Soc. Washington. 28 : 164. 
1951, Ctacznoprta marylandlca: Muesebeck e t  Walkley, in Meusebeck et al., U.S. 

Dapt. Agr., Agc. Monogr. No. 2 : 880. 

Genus Trichoprfa Ashmead, 1893 

1893, Trtehoprla Ashmead. U.S. Nat  Mus. Bull.. 45 : 407. 431. Nine species; type 
species - Trlchoprla pentaplasta Ashmead, 1893, by origlnal designation. 
1893, Phaenoprla Ashmead. U.S. Nat. Mus.  Bull.. 45 : 407, 436. Eight species; we 

species - Phaenopri~ mtnrrtisszma Ashmead, 1893, by original designation (spnony- 
mized by S u n d h o 1 m, 19801. 

1908, Planop~fa Klsfier, Bull. Soc. Hlst. Mat. Mstz, 25 : 19. SIxteen spectes included 
by biblio~mpblcal reforence: type species - Draprza cnIifornica Ashmead, 1893. 
Designated by Muesebeck et WalkIey, 1951. In Muesebeck et al., U S. D e p t  Agr., Agr. 
Monogc. No. 2 : 678. 
1911, Orihopria Kteffer. in Andw. Spec. Hym. Eur. Alg.. 10 : 983. 984. Twenty two 

species, 16 of them Included by bibl~ographical reference; type species - Dfapla 
caIfforntca Ashmead, 1893. Deslgnnted by Muesebeck et WaIkIey, 1951, In Muesebeck 
et al., U.S. DepL Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. Z : 678. 
lgll, Ashmeadopna KleEfer. In Wytsman, Genera Insectorurn, fasc. 124 : 13, 10, 59. 

Fifty-five species; +ype species - Diaprta u@rtlctItara Latre~lle, 1805. Designated by 
Mani, 1941, Catalogue 01 Indian Insects, Pt. 28, Serphotdaa, p. 44. 

S u n d h o 1 m (19801 after exarninatian of Phaenopria minutissfma bsbm. as 
well as many other Phaenoprfu-species came to a conclusion that Phaenoprfa 
Ashm. is not tenable as a "good genus" and. says [p. 2201: 'The dlfficultg to 
fix the h i t s  of Phaenopria induces me to hold I t  for a mere p u p  ofi TFf: 
chopria". After ali, this canceptlon seems to be the best solutton of Wtafs 
confused complex. We agree fully wfth SundhoEmas opinian and consider the 
former genus Pheenopria Psflm. for  a mere p u p  of species within Trfch* 
prfa Asha. 

Tstchupria rnlnrrt~sstma (Ashmead, 1893) c o m b. n. 

M93, Phaenonrla mlnutisslrna Ashmead, U.S. N b t  Mus. Bull., 45 : 4%. 
1918, Phaewprin mlnutisslmn: Kieffer, Das Tiemlch, 44 : 80. 
1951, Phaenoprin minutissirno: Muasebeck et Walkley. In Mtleseback et al., U.S. napL 

Agr., Agt. Monogr. No. 2 : 878. 

A female specimen examined. Labels: *Benton Co. Tenn. VIII. 52 T, 1. w u #  
Jr. No. I11 C4 541227"; "54"; 'Phaenopria minuUsslma Ashrn.'. The l a m  Is 
MusseMck's hanwriting. 

T'be specimen comqends with Ashmead's description except perhaps fDF 
smaller dimensions of ~0 body [0.7 mm.j. ~ o s t  likely this is the very sped- 
men (or from the same series] examinad by S n n d h 0 1 m [I960 : n9)- 



F a m i l y  S c e l l o n t d a e  

Subfamily ScelionLnae 

Genus Nmroteleia Westwocd; 1835 
1835, M m t e I e f a  Westwood, PMc. Zoo1 Sot. tondon, 3 : 70; type species - 

Macroreletn clmnymorcIes Westwood. 1835, by monotypy, 
1848, Mamrrtelh Agassiz, ETomencIaW zoolo@cus. Index universalis, p. 221. Emenda- 

tlon. 
1855, Baeaneum Fllrstsr, Hyrnenoptemlogisckte Smdien 2 : 100, 102. No species. 

1887, Ashmead, Ent. Amsr., 3 s 99. Two species; type species - Baea~euru floFidaruz 
~shmead. 1887. Destnnated 4 Muesebeck st Walklev, 1958 U.S. Nar. Mus. Roc.. 
105 : 335. 
1887. Beeeum Ashmead, Ent Amee., 3 : 99. Error. 
1908, R ~ ~ t I p e g P s  Kieffer. Ann. 5oc. Sci, Bruxelles, 32 : 121, 147; type spades - 

hter i s  elongata Ashmead. 1887, by monotypy and orIglnal deslgnatlon S y n. n. 
1926, StlctateIeIa Kieffer, Das Tierreich, 48 : 272, 546; type specles - MacmteIela 

&glnlensts Ashmead, 1893, by monotypy and origfnal deslgnotlon. S y n. a 

The genus Prosapegus Kieff. was erected for Anerris elongata Ashm due 
to Kieffer's erroneous preposition that the antenna in females is not clavate 
and the propleura only with one suture running from tegula to front coxa. 
Acmally, the female of the type species 1s not known so far and the 'p# 
pleura" shows two sutures "furrows"]. D o d d (1933) Wed to separate Pro- 
sapegus KIeff. from Macroteleia Westw. but the characters which he emphasi- 
zes do not seem reIiable, particularly as far as elongata bshm. [i.e. type 
species) Ls concerned. On the other hand, Dmld considers AIlofeIefa KIeIf. 
synonym oi Prosopegus Kieti. 

Stictoteleia Kieff. was erected for MacroteEda ufrgfnknsis Ashm. because 
Kieffer assumed the eyes to be pubescent [cf. A s h  m e a d, 1893 : 218). The 
examinanon of the type species proved this statement not to be correct 

The holotype of Macroteleia cleenymoldw Westw. was examined by Me 
presmt author in Oxford (Hope Department of Entomology). 

EPaeroreIela elangaia [Ashmead, 18871 c 0 m b. n. 
ls87, Anteris elonqata Ashmead, Ent. Amer.. 3 : 118. 
1893, Apegus elongatus Ashmead. Bull. U.S. N a t  MU%, 45 : 227. 
Ism, Apegus eiongarua BN~s ,  in Wgtsmarr, Genera Insectom. 80 : 35 
1908, Prosupegus elongatus: Kleffet, Ann. Soc. Sci. BnrxeIIes. 32 : 147. 
1828. Prosapegns eiongaius: Kieffer, Das Tierreich, 48 : 488. 
1933. Prosapegus elongatus: nodd, Roy. Soc. Queensland Fm., 44 : 81. 
1951. Pmsapegus eiongatus: Muesebeck et  Walklsy. In Muesabeck et at. U.S. Dept. 

Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : M5. 

Male paratype specimen examined. Labels: 'Jacksnvllle Pla."; "Type"; red 
label 'paratype NO. 24538 u.s.N.M."; UProsapegus elongatus 1~shm.1 Paratype*. 
The latter written by Muesebeck. The paratype is dightly damaged [left fore 
.- and apical antennal segments broken off]. 

Formerly included in Anteris Filrst., later transferred M Apegus F B r s t  (in 
both Cases mdsifiterpretation of FBrster's description). K 1 e f f B r (19081 erect- 
& Prosapegus to comprise elongatus ~Ashrn. Only the male is known (cf. 
A s h m e a d ,  1887, 1893 M u e s e b e c k  et W a l k l e y ,  1951) but K i e i f e r  
(1928 : 4881 assumed that the female antenna is withnut club 1.e. filifom 

a mter of fact, nobody had seen the female of elonqams Ashm. so flar 
,Ici. Dodd,  1933 : 801. 

D O d  d [I9331 distinguishes Prosapegus Kieff. frnm Macroteleta WesW. by 



two characters: the fom of propodeum in both sexes and the apex of me 
gaster in male, Futher, refering to the statements of Gahm (tha letter of 
Gahau) he emphasizes {p. 81) the presence ~f median as well as lateral 
carinae on the gaster of elongntus Ashm. Gahan, no doubt, examined the male 
type of elongatus Ashm. and hfs statemats are Comct On the other hand, 
we must contradict both, Gahan and Dodd, because M e  characters given fop 
dIstlnguishIng of Prosrrpegus KiefX. from Mamoteleia Westw. are not Sufficient. 
The propodeum in elongatus Ashrn. is exactly the same as In many Macro- 
telefn-spp. I n  the same way it: should be notfeed that there are no apical 
teeth or spines on the apex of the gaster in the paratype of elongatus Ashm. 
[contrary to D o d  d, 1933 : 75). The lateral carinae On the gaster In e h g ~ r u s  
m m .  occur very often a h  in Macroteleta-spp. The paratype specimen of 
elongatus Asbm. as we have seen it belongs beyand dispute to M~c~oteEefa 
Westw~ There I s  virtually no dlflerence between it and other Mnmoteleia- 
species Since elongafus Ashm. is the type species of Prosapegus Kieff. the 
genus must fall In synonymy with Mocroteleia Westw. Perhaps the AusiraIjan 
species of Prosapegus Kieff. (see Do d d, 19333 beIeng to a new genus [types 
of all these spectes examined in London and Oxford). 

Macroteleia nirginfensfs Ashmead, 1893 
1893, MacmteIele vlrgfniensfs Ashmead, Bull. U.S. Nat. Mus., 45 : 218. 
1908, Macrotelela ulrginlensls: Brues, In Wytmen, Genera Insectomm, Ni : 35. 
1928, SticioteIeia vfrginlensss: Kleffer. Das Tlerrelch, 48 : 547. 
1951. Stictotdela olrgtnlensls: Muesebeck et Walkleg, in Muesebeck et al. U.S. Depc 

Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 706. 

The only difference between Snictotelela KieIf. and Mamotelefa Westw. 
should be in eyes, which are described as pubescent in Stfcroteleia and irra 

bare in Macroteleia. Muesebeck examined the holotype of virgznien~fs Ashm. 
and says [in Iitt.): 'The eyes are bare, I believe the species should go 
Mmroteleia". 

Paphagus rugdsus Pmv. (male] was .placed In Sttctoteleia Kleff. by PecX. 
who has studied the type [cf. M u e s e b e c k  in K r o m b e i n ,  1958). We did 
not see the Provancher's type. 

Genus LeptoteIeia Kieffer,. 1908 

1908. leprutelela KIetier, Ann. Soc. Scl. Bruxelles, 32 : 120. 163; type spscke~ 
Garyconns Decanthi Riley, in Ashmead, 1893. by monoqpy thmugh bibliographfQ 
reference. 

M U e s e b e  c k et W a I k 1 e y (19511 consldeed LeptoteIeia Kieff. synonym 
qf Buryconus Fdmt. In 1956 thsy removed!it from the synonymy since 
ryconus FBrst. replaces Hoploieleis Ashm. [see also M u e s e b e  c k in K r 0 
b e  in, 19581. Actually. Leptoteleia Kieff. is not congenerfc even with B q  
conus auct nec FUrsC; In this point we should contradict M ue  s e  b e  ~ k ' ~  
w a 1 k 1 e y (19581 h t  support s z a b b (19623. Szab6 suggests @at MP~" 
tetefa Kieii. is an independent genus, sharactefized by very long margin4 
vein. Unfortunately, Szab6 dld not recognize [or overlooked] the comet 4' 
nonyrny between Bnryconus Ftlrst nec auct and Hoploteleta Ashm reveal4 
by M u e s e b e c k  et W a l k l e y  [195&). 

The genus Leptotelea Kleff .  fs characterized by long marglnalg (this 
longer than RI), densely hairy eyes, clavara antenna and humped fimr gasw 



segment in females as well as by the absence d parapsidal furrows. It comes 
closely to Oethecoctonus Ashm. but can be disunguished by hairy eyes, longer 
marginalls and humped first tergite in females. From Mamoteleia it dtffers in 
having the eyes hairy as welI as through the absence of parapsidal furrows, 

bptoteteia oecanthi [Riley, 18931 
1893, Bmyconus oecanth! Riley, in Ashmead, Bull. US. Nat  Mua, 45 : 2l5. 
1908, Baqconu* oecantht: Beues. Irr Wytsman, Genera Insectorurn, 80 : 31. 
lXl8. t ep tof~le tu  oecanthi: Kieffer, Ann Sm. Sci. Brugellas. 32 : 183. 
1928, Leptaleleta oecantht: Kiaffer, Das Tlsmlch, 48 . 478. 
1351. Baryconus oecanihi: Muesaback et  Walkley, in Muesebeck at  al., U.S. DepL 

Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 705. 
1958, Leprotelera oecanrhi: Muesebeck in Kromhln, U.S. D e p t  Agr., Agr. Monogr. 

NO. 2, First supplament p. 93. 

A female specimen examined. Labels: *Washington B 11. ID. 31";  eared 
from Oecanthus eggs*; "Cage No 7891-T*; "F. 1- Udine Collr.'; "Bayconus 
wcanthi Riley". Ths latter written by Muesebeck. 

There I s  nothing to add to gmcise Rilley's description. Th0 lateral spfms 
on propodsum are father prominent. 

Genus OetRecoctonus Ashmead, 1900 

11895, Cacus Riley, Bull. U.S. Nat. Mus., 45 : 209, Zl0, 211, 223; type species - 
Cactls oecanthi Riley in Ashmead, 1893, by monotypy and designatlon of Asbrnead, 
Bull U.S. Nat. Mus., 45 : 223. Preoccupied by Gistel, 1848, Seyls, 1854, Costa, 1857. 
1900, Oerhecmfonus Ashmead, Can. Ent., 32 : 368; type species - Cacrts oecanthi 

RLtep, 1893, by Substitution of Oethecoctonus for Cacus Riley. 
1903. Cacellus Ashmead, lourn. New York Ent. Soc,, 11 : 92; type spacles - ~ a ~ s  

owanrhi Rlley, 1893, 111 Ashmead, 1893, by substitution of CaceIlus for CnCus Rlley. 
Unnecessarily proposed for  Cacxs Riley since Oethecocionus Ashmead, 1900 has been 
propassed earller as a new name. 

Oethecoctonus aecanthi I Riley, 1893'3 
Ug3, Cacus oecanthi Riley, in Ashmead, Bull. U.S. N a t  Mus., 45 : 223. 
19M3, Oethecoctonus aecanrfzl: Ashmead, Can. Ent., 32 : 388. 
1903, CaceZIus oecanthi: Ashmead, Journ. New. York Ent. Sac., 11 : 92. 
m8, Cacellus oecmthz: Kieffer, Ann. Soc. Sci. Bruxelles, 32 : 120. 
1808, Cucelfus oecanthf: Brues, In Wytsman, Genera Insecforum, 80 : 38. 
1928, CacelIus oecantht: Kleffer, Das Tierreich, 48 : 414. 
1851. Oethecocronus wcanihi: Muesebeck et  Walklep. in Muesebeck e t  al., U.S. Dept  

W., Agr. Manugr. No. 2 : 7D3. 

Two specimens examined. The paratype female labelled: 'NU. 860 d P, Ger. 
May 28. 81"; red label "Paratype Na 2254 U.S.N.M."; "Oe~ecoctonus oecanthi*. 
The other female - "Mich. Livingston Co. E. S. George Reserve Field, 11-IX 
195&, U. N. hnham"; 'Oethecoctonus oecanthi [Riley)'. Determfned by C. F. W. 
%mebeck. The second female is slfghtly different from the paratype but, 
most probably, only In limits of variability. 

Lt is vary pmblematlc whether Oethecoctonus Ashm. should be considered 
gOOd genusn or not. Actually, the teeth of propodeurn [not matanotum a9 

m ~ l y  given by Riley] are rather minute and can not serve as a goad 
crlwio~ On the other hand, the eyes are perfectly bare and the first tergite 
ts not humped h female. The head fs charactenstlcally square, slightly 
acavated when Hewed from above. I t  can h safd that OethecoCto7-u~ Ashm. 
is more characteristic in general shape of body than in characters emphasized 



tn the desmfptlon. It Is closely related to Leptoielela K i e i i .  end we prefer 
to keep it - at least for the time being - as an Independent genus, 

1828. Pegotelelu Kleffer, D ~ a s  Tleaelch, 48 : 272. 510. Fourteen species: type specim 
- Barymnus ~Ioprems Kiaffar, 1910, by arlglnal designauon. 

Pegoteteta heidemunnlt (Ashmead, 18931 
1893, CaZoteZef~ Aetdemannli Ashmead. Bull U.S. Nat. Mur,  45 : Zl3. 
1908, CaloteIeta heldemnnnif: Brues, In Wytsman, Genera Insectorurn. 80 : 33. 
1908. Cmntoteleia heidemmnff: KieIter, Ann. Soc. Scf. Bruaelles .  32 : IZ1. 
1926, Pegoteleia hefdemannfl: Kleffer, Das Tlerreich, 48 : 513. 
1951, Pegorelela l@idsmnnnlf: Muese-ck et Walkley,  fn Muesebeck et  al., U.S. Dept 

Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 7W. 

Female specimen examined. Labels: "Arlington, Va. VIIf-31-1957 K. V. Kmm- 
Winu; "Pegoteleia heidemannii (Ashrn.] det MuewA. 

Ashmead's descrfptton should be corrected fn that way that the third ter@te 
Is not *smooth, polished and impunctured" but shows a dlstlnct ~ u l p t u r e .  
Dr. Muesebsck who examined the type says (In litt.]: 'In the type of Pegote- 
Iefa hetdemannii (Ashrn.), In which the wings lle clo~Iy adpremd to the 
abdomen, the third tergite is finely longitudinaliy actculated. Evidently 
Ashmead did not r&ss the wings and through the wings he did not see the 
sculpture*. 
The generic s t a b  of Pegotelefa Kieff- remains sUU pmbIematlc. The genus 

is a typical intermediatory type between Leptoteleia Kieff. and Ceratatelsia 
Kieff. resp. all allied genera of this complex. Probably the most proper 
dassification should be the subgeneric status within CerntoteIeiu Kieff.  despite 
the fact that them are no parapsides. The type species of Pegofeleia Kiefi.' 
{Bmyconus calopterue Kietf.] has k e n  examined fn London (British MUSU~: 
Natural Hlstory 1. 

Genus Opistacuntha Ashmeed, 1893 
1893, Oplstacanthn Ashmaad, Bull. U.S. Nat Mus., 45 : 221; tgpe species - Oplst* 

cantha mellipes Asbmead, 1893, by monotypy and origfnal deslgnatlon. 
1893, Aala Ashmead, Bull. U.S. Nat. Mus.. 45 : 221; type specles - OptstncenthQ 

mcllIges Aahmead. 1893: synonyrnl7afl by Ashmead hlmsslf. Preoccupred by C~Pler. 
1798 and Delaroche. 1809. 
190.9, Pmrrlmorus Kleffar, em. Soc. Sci. B m 1 1 e 8 .  32 : 148; type specie$ - M" 

rus ame*icanus Ashmead, 1893, by monotypy. S y n. n 

OptstLECantha mellipes Ashmead, 3893 

113, Opistacnnthu mdli#s Ashmead, Bull. U.S. Nat  Mus., 45 : 221. 
1908, Optstacantha meltpes: Brues, m Wytsmsn, Genera Insectom, aO : 30. 
1928, Dplstacantha nelBpes.. Xieifer, DHS TlerreIch, 48 : 399. 
1951, Oplstaconrho rnetltpes: Muesebck et Walkley, In Muesebeck et  al., U.S. D v t  

Agr.. Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 703. 

The allotype examined. Labels: 'Washington D Cw; red label *Type NO- 2zS2: 
U.S.N.M."; UOplstacantha rnelIipea Ashm. d Allotype". The Iatter written by- 
C. F4 W. Muessbeck. 

There is absolutely nothlng in tha s b p s  Of Oplstacantha to resmbla ~4 
lenominae as A s h rn e a d [I893 : 221) assumed Opisfacantha fs a typfca! 
and very characteristic genus of Scelioninae. 



Profrimorus Kieff,  is treated as a synonym although the type material has 
been not examined dlrectly by the prewnt author but by Dr. Muesebeck. He 
says: "Only the unique type Id wlMout abdomen] In U.SA.M. Cannot be sent 
8xceedingly like Opistacantha and quite p&bJy cangeneric with the type af 
the genus". We are going to do the present synonymy first on the authority 
of Dr. Muesebeck who studied the type, secondly on the experience with 
~shrnead's descriptions. Sometimes there is a considerable discrepancy bet- 
wen his description and the type. We are not inclined to believe the second 
terglte to be the longest and me gaster not &arp aside in Prolrfmorrts amp- 
~icanus ( A h . ] .  K 1 e f f e r (1908) evidently did not see the type when 
cmaflng Protrimorus for amerfcanus kshm. 

Opfstacantha amerfmna [Ashmead, 18933 c o rn b, n. 
1893. T r i m o m  americms Ashmead, Bull. W.S. Mat MU%, 45 : 138. 
1908, Protrimorus arnerfcanus: Klelfer, Ann. Soc. Sci. Bruxelles, 32 : 146. 
ma, Trfmorus amerteanuz Bmes, in Wgtsnan, Genera Insecforum, 80 : 4. 
1926. Protrimoms americanus: Klsffer, Das  Tlerreich, 48 : 18. 
1951, Proir~morvs amerfcaaus: Muesebeck et Walkley, In Muesekck et al., U.S. Dept. 

Agr., Agr. Nonogr. No. 2 : 890. 

Genus Fseudanterls Fouts, 1927 

1927, Pseudanterls Fouh, Pmc. Enr. Sot. Washington, 29 : 177; type species - 
Pseudanterts tnslgnis Fours, 1927, by monotypy and ofiglne1 destgnarlon. 

Pseudanteris fnsfgnis Fouts, 1927 
1927, Pseudanterls tnsignts Fouts, P m .  Ent Soc. Washington, 29 : 177. 
1951, Pseurlanrerts insignis: Muesebeck at WaIkley, In Muesebeck e t  aI.. U.S. Dept. 

Agr., Agr. Munogr. No. 2 : TOO. 

Female paratype examined. Labels: *F. k80n; red label "Paratype"; %len 
Echo Margland"; 'R. Fours july 18th 26"; rad label "Paratype No. 40514 
U.S.N.M."; "Pseudanteris insignis Fouts P paratype". 

Several points should be emphasized here. F ou ts' (1927 : 1771 assumption 
On the relationship to some Platygastend genera Is not correct Most  probably 
he had not seen neither Tfphodytes Bradl. nor PIesrobaeus Kieff. and conse- 
q w t l y  he says mat Pseudanteris runs to Plesiobaetls in K i e f L e r' s key 
(19261. On ths contrary, Pseudanteris is a remarkable and outstanding genus 

'showing the only relatlonshtp to Tiphodytes Bradl. There are  but two import- 
ant characters making if quita distinct: the gaster is dlstlnctly carinated with 
an impressed submarginal ridge like in all typical Seelioninae (this Is absent 
:In Tlphodytes Brad1.j and the marginal vefn together with stigmalis IR1) is  

specific, since b fs extremely short, almost fused with marginalis and 
:hming here a small black spot (Fig. 3) .  This venatton has never been seen 
In Scelfonidae so far. 

Genus I & i s  FLlrster, 1858 
' 1856 Idris Fbrster, Hymenoptarologische Studien, 2 : 102; type w@cies - rdrfs 
h ~ ~ d m t s  ~ r s t e r ,  I ~ S B ,  by monotypy. 
'- 1856, e t  seq. Acolw auct. nec Farster; type specis - AcoIus xanthog0HeP 
h e a d ,  1 8 9 3 ; ' ~ e ~ i ~ a t e d  by Brues, 1908, in wy-aa, Genera In-ctom,  80 : 10 
(S~non~mlzed by M a s n s r B B l b ) .  

1890, Acoloides  owa ad, '~nssct Im, 2 : 269: type specles - Acoloides saifidls 
1890, by rnonotypy (sy  nonyrnlzed hy M as  n e r, 1961bl. 



lm, PsltacaIus Kieffer, Ann. Sac. Sci. Bmxellas, 32 : I7B, 180: type spedes , 
Acolus. xanthogaster Ashmead, 1893, designated by KIeffer. 1928, Das Tierraich, 
48 : 15Z 
1956, Philoptunes Muesabeek et Walkley [- MegamZus Priesner nec Carnew) 

Prnc. U.S. Nat. Mus., 105 : 384: type species - Megacolus desertmum Priesner, 195; 
by swbsUtutim of PhllopEanes for Megacotus Pnesner (Synonymized by M a sn a; 
1981 1. 

Idris saitidis (Howard, 18901 c o m b .  a 
ISFIO, AcoloMes saitfdls Howarb, Insect Ilfe, 2 : 269. 
D08, Acoloides sattldts: Brueg in Wytsman, Genera Insectom, 80 : 17. 
1928, Amloides soitidfs: Kieffer, Das Tierrelch. 48 : 168. 
W51, Acoloides satttdts: Muesebeck et WalkeIy, in Muesebeck st a?.. U.S. Dept. 

Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 896. 

Female pamtype specimen examined. Labels: '4554 par. eggs of spidep: 
a label bearing an empty host-egg [Habrocestrrrn puZex [Hentz1]; red label 
"Paratype No. 2698 U.S.N.M."; "Acoloides saitidis How. Paratype". 
The paratype was dissected for mouth parts; the maxillary palpi am, 

Zjointed, the labial ljointed, just like in other Idris-species. M a s n e s (19Blb] 
synonymized Aco1,oides How. with Idrfs Fllrst. but did not tranfer Howard's 
species in Idris. Consequently, all Nearctic specfes of Acoloides How. (see 
M u e s e b e c k  et W a l k I e y ,  1951) should be - after the examination of 
types - transferred t~ Idris Furst. 
From the taxonumical point of view we do not recognize the subfamily 

Baeinae and range Idris Ftirst. among Seelioninae. 

Genus ErnbEdobta Ashmead, 1895 

1895, Embidobia Ashmead, Journ. Trinidad Field Nat. Club, 2 : 284: type species - 
Embfdobra cr~ichl Ashmead, 1895, by monotypy. 
1951. 6fflatounlna Prlesner, Bull. Inst. Fouad I Des., 1 121 : 128: tppe species -. 

EffIatounina gryontoides Prlesner, 1951, by rnonotypy and original Ueslgnadw. 
S y n. n. 

Ashmead's dexription is wrong and misleading in many points. Doaa 
. (19391 anticipated the possibility of misgivings when says [p. 340): "Whethet 
' B. urichf has 11-Or 12-jointed antennae in the female cannot be determined 

without an examinatton of the type materfal. Ashmead's description may $ 
correct. On the other hand, it woad have been a simpla mistake to ha% 
miscounted the mall lunicle joints." Really, Dodd was right when suspectins 
Ashmead to rniscollnt the antenna1 jofnts The paratypes examined confirmed; 
this suspitfon. There am 31 joints in female's antenna. Dodd's interpretanoy 
of Bmbidobia Asam. was [despite of wrong Ashmead's description) qdm 
correct. On the other hmd, P r i .e s n e r (1951) was evidentIy misled by th 
mispivings In Ashmead's descrIpUon and therefore ha created ~ff la touni  n?! 
In the same way his assumptlon that this genus Is related closely bo 

to Anteris EB&t and allled genera. 
1 Hal. i s  apparently incorrect (cf. M a  a n  e r, 1961b). Embidobia Ashm. is rela* 

The following brief dfagnosfs of Embidobfa Ashm. is based w the examha 
tion of two paratypes of Embidobia urichi Ashm. [see below). 

Head semlgtobose; eyes large, densely hairy. ocelli Ln a mangle, the la@ 
distant from eye.margin at their own diameter; antennae In female If-jointea P J I ~  
elongated, POLIowing 5 join% very short, club serniabmpt, cwslstmg of four jofn't 
meSQSCUtUm withaut furrows; s c u t e l l ~  semicircular, unarmed; metanom eithw 



narrw or raised mediallp In s small plate: propodeurn deeply excavated medially, not 
prominent laterally; fore wings with subcostalis reaching the front mergfn at about 
a halI Of the Iength of t!ae wlng; bafore reaching the  margin the subcostal vein is 
moderately broken and slightly downcurved: rnarginalls very slightly elongated; Rt 
longer than rnarglnalis, postmarglnaIts rather long: gaster moderately elongated, 
sharp-edged, with impressed subrnargind furrow, broadly sesstle and attached to 
pmpadeum: first tergita transverse, sllghtIy humped anteriorly in female, almost a s  
long as temta 11, this somewhat shorter than terglts 111; apex d gaster in female 
sex sharply pointed: legs normal. 

Of course, there are some differences &tween EmbidoBtn Ashm. and Effla. 
tmnfna Priesn. but these are considered not to be of generlc rank. T h  gaster 
of Embfdobia urichf Ashm. (female] is a little more elongated than that of 
Efflatounina gryontoides Priesn., more polntea apically a n d  slightly humped 
anteriorly, while in E. gryontoides PrIesn. the gaster is obtuse apically and 
not at all humped basally. On the other hand, the study of D o d d  (1939) 
comprising several new species nf Embidobta illustrates the inner moqholog!~ 
divergence of the genus. Therefore we prefer to keep Ejflatounina Prfesn. as 
a synonym of Embridobfn Ashm. 

Embidobia urfchi Ashead,  1895 

1895, Embldobla &.chi Ashmead, lourn. Trfntdad Fleld Nat Club., 2 : 285. 
1908, Embtdobta arlchl: Brues. in Wytsman, Genera Insectorurn, W : 32. 
1926, Embldobia urichl: Rieffer, Das Tierreich, 48 : 417. 
1939, Embidobfa urlcht: Dndd, Pmc. Linn. Soc. N. S. W., 54 : 340. 

Two female paratypes exarnlned. Labels: 'Trinidad W. I."; red label 'Type 
No 2541 U.S.N.M."; "Ernbidobia urichi Ashm. Paratype". The latter written by 
Muesebeck. 

We hesitate to give here the redescription of the species. The reason 
preventrng us to do if is me fact that two femaIes sent us from Washingmn 
repwsent not a singIe but two species. AS we did not see the holotype we 
can not decide which of them conforms with the holotype. Ashmead's 
description gives no details ta distinguish from each other. 

EmbidobEa gryontotder (Priesnes, 19511 c o m b. n. 
1g5& Bff ia to~nlna  gryontoldes Pnesner, Bull. Inst. Fouad I du Desert, 1 : 128. 

A female paratype examined. Labels: "Meadi Egypt 28. 6. 33 Dr. H. Prfesner"; 
' ~ d  label uParatypen; "Efflatounfna grgontoldes Pr.". The latter Is Frlesner's 
handwriting. 
The paratype agrees very well with Priesner's description. Male unknown. 

The host unknown [Embitd?]. Type material taken from the demtus Of an 
Inbattan canal. 

EmbidoBia metoIfgotomae Dodd, 1939 

161% Embidobia merollgotomae Dodd, Pcoc. Linn. Sac. N. S. W, 84 : 341. 

A female as well as male paraytpes examined. Female labelled: ,Nowra NSW 
EOU. 8. 10. 37 em. 31. 12. 37 C. Davisn; "Eggs. of Matotigotoma intemedia"; 
;bbidob~a metoligotomae Dodd Paratype 9 " ;  male labelled: "From nests of 
Meto~fg~t~rna Ingens Canberra F. C. T. 25. 1. 35 R. 8. Fyfe"; 'Embidobfa ma- 
tollgotomae Podd paratype dm. 

Bath female and male m p ~ s n t  the tme Embidobfa-species. This Species i s  



rno~pho1ogleally more reiated to 8. gryontofdes fPdesk) than to B. urEcM 
Ashm. The male of E. netoligotomaP shows the flagellum consisting of joints 
somewhat wider than long, their basal and apical margins sharply tnmcaw, 
resembling very much tho= of males of genus ldrfs FUrst 

Subfamily TeleasEnae 

Genus Trimorus Fllrster, 18% 

1858, rrlrnorus Fmter, Hymen~terologische StudIen. 2 : 101, 1W. Two species; 
type species - Gryon nnnno Walker. 1838. Designated by Ashmead, 1903, Iourn. New 
York EnL Sac., 9 : 87. 

1893, Hologryon Ashmead, Bull. U.S. N a t  Mu%, 45 : lsl, 2M). NIne specles; type 
specles - Prosacantha mlnullssirna Ashmead, 1887, by orlglnal daslgnation. 

1910, AIIogryon Kiefler, In Wybmm, Genera Insectom, 80 : 95, Thirty-two species; 
type species - Prosacantha caraborum RtIey ln Ashmead, 1M3. Designated by Mua- 
sebeck e t  Walkley, 195L in M u e s e k c k  et  al., U.S. Dept Agr.. Agr. Monogr. No. 
2 : 697. 
1912, Hernlmoruo Camemn, Soc. En?., 27 : 17, 77; type specles - Hemimoms elmi- 

cornls Cameron 1912, by monotypy. 
The limits of the genus are not considered fixed because of chaos In tax* 

nomy of some genera of TeIeasinae. Most probably In the next future more 
one or two genera will Ank as synonyms in Trimarus FBrst. I t  appears that 
the characters used for the classiflcat!on of genera of TeSeasinae am of 
doubtful value and we have to search for new ones. I) o d d  [I9301 expresed 
the same sceptical standpoint 

Hemimorus Cam. is reaIly a synonym of  Trimorus FBis t  as we examined 
the hoIotype of H. clautcornis Cam, D o d d  (1920) considered Hemimorus Cam. 
synonym of Hoplogryon Ashm 6ut ftl 1930 he  synonymized Hoplogryon Ashm. 
with Trtmorus Farst M u e s e b e c k  et W a l k l ~ y  [1951, 19561 conlder He-. 
mimorus Cam synonym of Trtmorus Fllrst 

Rllogryon Kieff. propowd as a subgenus of HopIogryon Ashm. Ls conslded 
synonym of Trfmorus Fllrst. by M u e s e b e c k  et W a l k l e y  (19511. M a e  
n e r (1962) expmssed the same idea, potnteing out on the doubtful value 0t 
first gastral segment as a genedc character. , 

Trimorus caraborum [Riley fn Ashmead, 1893) 

1893. Prosbcmtha carabarum Rlley, in Ashmead, U.S. Nat. MU=. Butl., 49 : 191. 
1908, Prosacantha camborumn Bruag  In Wytsman, Genera Insactorum, 80 : 22. 
IS10, Hwplogryon (Allogryon] carobmum: Kletfer. in Wytsman, Genera 1hsecm- 

Rn . 45 - - 
~~~B;;Hoptogryon tAllogryon) caraborurn: Kieffer, Das Tlarreicb, 48 : 227. 
2848, Trimorus caraborum: Fouts, Pmc. U.S. Nat Mus., 98 : 128. 
1951, Trtmms caraborum: Muesekck e t  Walkley, in Muasebeck et al., U.S. 

Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 697. 

A female as well as  male Paratypes examined. Female Iabelled: "30984 June 
14.83"; red Iabel "Paratype No. 2241 D.S.N.M."; 'Prosacantha carabod  
RIIey". Male labelled: "Arlington Vaw; "Typen; red label "Pmtype N. zza? 
U.S-N.Mm; "Prosacantha caraborum RIIeym. The detemInation l a b l s  wrimn 
by Muesebeck. Both ma18 and female well preserved. 

It  should he noticed that T. cmaborurn (Riley] is misplaced In both Ash: 
m e a d' s El8931 and F o u t s' [I9481 keys for tha hind coxae are not 'blacK 
or mostly black". In the same way the description of Riley should corn- 



pleted and corrected in several points. Ashmead's figure of the species [PI. 
vIII fig. 4) is a190 not exact shce the third tergite is not smooth but stdated 
~n antedor 415. We prefer to give the following brief redescdptIon of the 
species [bawd on tho examination of the paratype couple]: 

Female - Black, legs and prodma1 half of scape reddish-gallow, htnd wxae basally 
and on dorsal side somewhat darker but by no means black; antennae brown; wings 
dear.  

"Head in dorsal aspect wider than long 135 : 151: fmns In lower part and cheeks 
&mctly sbiated, ?ha striae 8xtendIng particularly along the inner orbit upwards 
but the maln portion of frons Is almost without sculpture; a delicate carlna runnlng 
from nntempl Insertion up to the median ocsllus; vcrtcx almost smooth, without 
sculpture; occiput and temples with rough longitudinal striation: ocelli in a triangle, 
the lateral ones as distant fmm the median one as from the eye rn~rgin; eyes very 
large, ovrll. clothed rvIth minute scattered hairs. 

Antennae rather slender, club not abrupt and not distinctly clawate, IusiIorm 
[proportions ot antenna1 joints - 23 : 3 5 : 2 11 : 2 10 : 2 6 : 2 5 : 2.5 4.5 : 4 
4 : 4 4 : 4 4 : 4 4 : 3 ) .  

Mesoscutum reticulated in antwfor  part, with scattered longittrdlnai elements In 
posterior part. Scutellum with transverse striation anteriorly, m o o t h  and blghly 
shining posteriorly. The metnnotal spine strong, uprised nnd sharply pointed. Winngular 
when viewed Prontally, rather thln and blade like In lateral aspect. Metamturn smooth 
and mirror like shin~ng. Propodcum longitudinally striated all over, clothed w ~ t h  dense 
silvery pubescence; lateral corners not prominent. W ~ n g s  normal, not  Infuseated. 

First tergite s l~gh t ly  w~der  tkan long 1 !] I15 : 121 with percurrent l o n g ~ t u d ~ n a l  
costae: socond terglte wider than long 130 : 151, costate 11ke first tergite; third 
terg~te rvider than long /32 : 25) In proximal 415 longltudlnally strkated, the striae 
becomlng liner towards apex, the hind margin at targlre punctulate; on vary hind 
margtn of third tergite a smooth shining strtpe; IoltowIng tergites punctulate. 

Male - dtfter~ng from female In Iollowing characters: head In dorsal aspect 
:lightly longer 133 : 181, striae on cheeks extend hsghcr on trons; antennae extremely 
ong and f l l~torm,  thln, flagellar lolnts covered with dense hairs. Proportions ol 
oints: 15 : 3 2.5 : 2.5 I8 : 2 22 : 2 24 : 2 22 : 1.5 22 1.5 19 : 1.5 I8 : 1.5 
L7 : 1.2 1s : 1.2 19 : 1.2. Fifth joint In Ilrst thfrd anbulary produced outwardlv. 
Longitudinal: elements In posterior half 01 mesoscutum more distinct. while scutellum 

8 almost entirely smooth. Metanatal sptne slightly curved iI seen laterally. 
Gaster more fuslform basally and more obtuse apicany. 

Subfamily Telenominae 
Genus TrissoIcus Ashmead, 1893 

1893, T ~ r t s s o f c ~ ~  Ashmead, Bull. U.S. Nat Mu% 45 : 138, 181. Slx species: type 
WeciRs - T@lemmus bmchgmenae Ashmead, 188L Designated by Ashmead, 1893. 
Bull. U.S. Nat. Mus., 45 : 161. 

woo. R s o l c ~ ~  Nakagawa, Spec. Rep. Imp. Agdc. Exp. Sta., Japan, 0 : 17: type 
qecfes - Asoleus nigrrpedius Nakagawa. 1904 by monotypy. 3 y n t~ 

1912, Aphonurus Klefler, in Andre, Spec. Hym. Enr. Alg., II : fa. 69. Nineteen 
species, one of them doubuully included: type specks - TeIeus semistrtatus New, 

by original designation. Preoccupied by Lass, 1937. 
F l g a ,  bficrophmums Kieffer, Pas Tierreich, 48 : 16, 91; type. species - Teleas 
4emisf i t~us  Nees, 1834, by substitution of Hicrop?ununrs for Aphanurus Kletfer. 

Formerly, Trissolcus Ashm. was emctsd to comprise the species exhiblflng 
btween abbreviated parapnidal furrows more one ceneal groove. Thus the 
m e s o ~ ~ b m  appeared wl th  three abbreviated Lurrorvs. Recently M a s n e r 
(19581 examined the type series of European Trissolcus sfmoni (Mayr) and 
had found that the centraI furrow is considerably variabil in size and can not 
be Wed even as a specific character. D el uc c h i (39611 conffrmed this 
statement on a large bred material. Even the shape of head can not be used 
as a genenc character In ~risso~cus  A&m. 



TrissoIcus brochymenae [Ashmead, 1881) 

1881, TeIenomus mDcnymenae [I] Ashmead, Fla. Agrtc,, 4 : 193. 
1887, Telenomvs brochymenae Ashmead, Ent. Amer., 5 : 118. 
1893, TrissoIcus bmchymenae Ashmead, Bull. U.S. Mat. Mus., 45 : 164. 
1908, ~ ~ ! s s o f c u s  bmchymenae: Brues, In Wyrsman, Genera I n s e c t m ,  80 : 11. 
1928, Trtssolcus broch yrnenas: Ki effar, Das TIemelch, 48 : 129. 
1951, Trisswlcus brochymenae: Muesebeck et Walkley, In Muesebeck et aL, U.S. aept  

Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 694. 

Two females examined. Labels: 'Pike Co. Ark. V-12-38 Peach orchard*: 
Turner 11447"; "Lot No. 38-8254*; "Trissolcus bmchymenae A s h n .  The 
latter written by Muesebeck. 

As we have na type material we me not gofng to give a redescription of 
the species. Two femates determlned by Muesebeck agree very we11 with 
A s h  rn e a d9s  description [1893]; the only difference is that the eyes are 
perfectly bare and not pubescent as Ashmead states {p. 184) and pedicel is 
not longer than third joint. Second tergite shortly costate basally, othemse 
perfectly smooth and highly shining. The central groove between parapsIdes 
variabll as in European simoni (Mayr). 

TrissoIcus nigripedfus [Nakagawa, 19001 c o m  b. n. 
19W, Asolcus nIgripedlus Nakagawa, Spec. Rep. Emp. Agcic. Exp, Sta., Japan, 6 : 17.' 

F a m i l y  P I a t y g a s t e r i d a e  

Subfamily Inostemminae 
Genus Inostemma Haliday, 1833 

1833. Inostemma Haliday, E n t  Mag., 1 : 270; type species - Pszlus boscN Jurlna, 
1807, by monotypy. 
1858, Acerota Fllrster nec auct. Wymenoptsrologische Studten, 2 : 107. No species? 

1887, Ashmead, Can. Ent, IS : 128. Two species; type specles - Acerura c m y d  
Ashmead, 1887. Designated by Muesebeck et Walkley, W51, In Muesebeck et al., U.S, 
Dept. Agr.. Aw. Monogr. No. 2 : 707. S y n. n. 
1916, BmchImsternrna Kteffer, Zenbralbl. Bakt Faresltenk. Infektlonsk,, Abt. 2; 

46 : 551; type species - Brachinostemma rnedlterrnnea Klefiar, 1916, by monotypy 
and orlglnal designation. S y n. n. 
193g, Inacerota SzelBnyl, Ann. Mus. N a t  Hungaricl, 32 : I 2 L  Twa species: tyP* 

species - Inocemta dtscessus SzelBnyl, 1939, by original designanon. S y a. n 

The Inosternma-species am 'characterized in female sex by a horn I&$ 
process on first gastral tergrte.. The size and shape of the horn are conslde; 
?ably different withfn the genus. In some species the horn overlaps the head,. 
in bulk of species it reaches the vertex of the head, but 1n some species.$ 
fs very &Drt. The species with &~rk horn were Included In 
Kieff., the species without horn to Inocerota Szel. The males however, ca 
not be distfnguished generically. When having a large material at d i s p o ~ !  
we found that there are very niInute transittons between the species wimou? 
horn and species with short horn, and between short- and long-homq 
species. The number of labial palpi proved not to be a good. character since 
In all shod-homed species we found the laMd palpf 1-fohted. With 
te these facts [not to speak on males which c a n  not be associated with anf 
of these genera] we prefer to constder Brachfnost~mma Klsff .  and ~nacer~*$ 
Szel. synonyms of Inostemma Hal. The type of Inocerofa discessus Szel. hns 



been examined and Brachinostemma rnedtrerranea Kieff. is represented in our 
callectlon in several specimens. The lectotype af lnostemma boscit [Jur.] was 
exarnlned too. 

The synonymy of ACerot~ FZlrst. nec auct. 1s due to amther reason. A s  h- 
m e a d  (1887) misinterpreted FtSrster's genus and the type species - Acera- 
fa caryne A s h  belongs in iact to Inocerota Szel. and thus to Inosfemma 
Hal. [see below). On the other hand, Acerota auct nec F6rster [type species - Acerota eumescens Kieff.] desems a new generic name. TMs change Is 
done on another place in this study (see below], 

Inostemma amerfcanum [Ashmead, 18871 c o rn b. a 
1887. Allotropa amerfcana Ashmead, Can. Ent, 19 : 125, 
1893, Allo twpa amerfcana Ashmead, Bull. U.S. Nat. Mu%, 45 : 2% 
1939, Acerota nmerrcana: Hueselreck, Can Ent,  71 : 159. 
1951, Acemta nrnertcuna: Muesebeck et Walkley, fn Muesebeck e l  at, U.S. Dept. 

Age., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 707. 

Synonyms [Muesekck, 19393: Acerola caryae Ashmead, 1887. Monocrita me- 
Zaaostrophn Ashmead, 1887. 

A female paratype examined. labels: U]acksnvtlle Fia"; "Collection Ash- 
mead"; red label "Paratype No. 2859 U.S.N.M."; "Acerota caryae Ashrn.". The 
latter mten by Muesebeck. The specimen is well preserved. 

M u  e ss  b e c k (1939) who examined the types of all species listed above 
came to a conclusion that Aeerota caryae Ashm. is a synonym of Aitotropa 
mericona Ashm. He transfared the latter species in Acerora Efirst. and 
thus amerfcana [Ashm.] E = cnryae Ashm.), as a matter of fact, became the 
type spectes through the synonymy. It is obvlous that M u e s e  b e c  k et 
W a l k 1 e y (1951) were not acquainted with European species of Acerota 
Fllrst. when designating caryae Ashm. as type species. From the nomenclatodc 
point of view, however, their decision i s  quite correct and is to be followed. 

A s h  m e a d* s (18931 description as well as figures of Acerota cmyae are 
wrong and misleading in many respects, The following is a brief redescription 
01 this species (paratype]: 

Female - black, legs except coxae, scape and pedlcd yellow, cnxae dark, flagellum 
Wd club fusmus; wings clear. 

Head seen d o ~ a l l y  wfder than long (30 : 161, uniformly leatherltke scuiptuted: 
frons slightly concave medlally, vertex convex: lateral ocelll Ofstant from eye margrn 
more than a t  their own diameter. 

Antennae 10-jointed, with abrupt 4-jointed club; scape leather+llke sculptured, with 
qPeT and Iower membranes, the latter covenng all funicular joints; the proportions 
of Saints - I8 : 5 5 : 2.5 4 : 2 3 : 2 1 : 2 f :2.5 2.5 : 2.5 : 4 2.5 : 4 3.5:3; 

Joints of club bear sensorlc cupules outwardly. 
Mesoscuhrm with somewhat fiber sculpnrre than head, rather matt; parapsidal 

'f'vrows percment, well Impressed. ScutelIum matt with slightly elevated hind rnargln. 
'SukOstal vein not bent, stralghf, knobbed apically, raachlng fully the prKdInal U3 
:Or the length of the f o r e  wing. No Mnges on the apical margin of the fore wing. 

Gastar rather short and stout 145 : 251, consisting of six segmente First tergl* 
wder than long 113 : 71, strlated longitudinally, second terglte the longest I27 : 251. 
m O ~ t h  and sbinlng rnedrally, striated almost  up to Mnd margin laterally; : ~ i l O W i n g  
Wltes strongly transverse, finely sculptured; last tecgtte wider than iang (11 : 51 ,  

PoInted apically. 

Inostemma discessus (Szel6nyi, 19391, comb.  n. 
Zg18, ~~a~hhos t e rnma  rnedfterraned Kieffer, Cenealbl. Baktsr., Abt. 2, 48 : 551. 
1gZ67 Bm~hirtosternrna mediterraneurn Klefier, D a s  Tierreich, 48 : 593. 



Inostemma discessus [Ssef6nyl, 19391 c o m b, n. 
1939, Inocema dls~essus SzelBnyi, Ann. Mus. Nat. Hungadti, 52 .: 121. 

Genus Acerotella no m. n. 
[type species - Acerota ewnescens Kleffer, 1914, by present designatlonl 

IS50,  e t  seq., Acerota auct nec Fflmtsr: type specias - Acwoia evanescens ~leif&, 
1914. Desfgnatee by Kiefler. in Andrk Spec. Hym. Eur. Alg., 11 : 389. 

AS the type species of AeeTdta FBmt. is transfemd in Inostemma H a l  and 
Acerota Farst. nec auct became a synonym of that genus, there Is n e c e m ~  
to erect a new generic name for the following species: evanescens Xief f .  

type specfes], boter [Walk.), humitis Kreff. and Aungarica Szel. 
Acerotella gen. n is closely related to Inosremma Hal. and we distinguish 

both genara as follows: 

AcwoteEZa nom. n. 

subcostal vein not stta~ght, slightly 
curved downwlirds elther on apex or 
on Its whole lenght; gaster In female 
long, wlthout horn, sixth terglte in form 
of plate not pointed aprcarly; female 
antenna either without distinct club or 
with 3-jointed club, the apical joint UIR 
largest and broadest 

Inostemma Hal. 

subcostal vein quite straight; female 
gaster often with horn-like process on 
first tergrte. sixth tergite always Man- 
gular, sharply pointed aplcally; female 
antennae rvrth distinct abrupt &jointed 
club [except Id two species), the apical 
joint not the largest. 

Acerotella evanescens {Ktelier, 19141 c e rn b. n. 
1914, Acemta cvnnsscens Kleffer, in And*, Spec. Aym. Eut. Alg., 11 : 370. 
1928, Acema emnestens KIeffer, Das Tiemich, 48 : 574. 

Genus Tetmbaeus Kleffer, 1912 
1912. Tetrabaeus Kleffer, in Andi-6. Spec. Hym. Eur. Aig.. 11 : 87: type species- 

Aphonomerus amerlcanus Brutlq 1408. by rnonotypy and odglnal deslgnaliotlon. 
19t13, Crabroborus Muesebeck, Beltr. Ent., 13 : 391, 392; type species - ~rabrOb0d  

krombetnt Muesebeck, 1983, by rnonatypy and orlglnal designation. S y n. n 

We am not inclined to consider this genus ta be a Baeine but an 1nostet 
mine (1.e. Platygasteride). The most related genera are Aphanomerus Perk, 
[this 19 aIso an lnostemmtne and not Basin?] and partfcuarly P$eutiaphano; 
merus Szel, The latter, genus can be dlstingufshed from Tetrabaeus K*q 
by unsegmented antenna1 club and the subcostal vein which is sIlght!j 
u p m e d  apically, almost terminating in front margin of the fore wing 
In Tetraheus Kieff. the antenna1 club (particularly in female] fs dividei 
by sutures [fig. 5 )  in four dlstlnct segments [ the antenna Is thus not 7-join& 
as K i e I f e r (19261 wrongly states) and the subcostal vein is (like in A P ~  
nomerus Perk.] straigbf terminating far from the front margin of the 4 
[fig. 21. The keeIs on propodeurn of Tetrabaeus Kiaf f .  am not so promine,q 
as given by K i e  f f er [1928]. 
Crabroborus Mues. is a new synonym of Tetrabaeus K i e f f .  Dr. ~uese?Eck 

so ktnd to permit us [in 1itt.l m pnblish the synonymy in the present pape! 
M u e s e b e  c k (19831 gives also the descrlptton aP the ma&; I t  diffem f?? 
the closely related Pseudaphanomerus Szel. segmented antenna1 club ?! 
dlfiawnt wing venatlan. The peculiar bIo1agy or Tepabaeus Klef. (a  gmgdO! 



mteml paraslte oi larvas of crabmninae wasps] makes the genus very 
among Platygaste~idae. 

O g l o  b 1 l n 119571 descdbsd a new genus of Scellonfdae from Juan Fernan- 
deZ Isla - Terraheus Qgl. Slnce this name has been used in 1912 by Kieffer 
jn SceZtonidae we are going to avoid the homonymy by proposing a new 

name - Apobaeus no m. n with type species Tetrabaeus insularzs 
~globlin, 1957, by substltufion of Apobneus for  Tetrabaeus Ogl nec KLeff. 

Apobaeus fnsuloris [OglobTln, 19571 c om b. n. 
1957, Tetraheus lnsularts Ogloblin, Rev. ChlE. Ent, 5 : 438. 

Tetrabaeus americanus [ ~rues, 1908 
1908, Aphanomerus amerfcanw Brues. Bull. Wfsconsln Soc.. 8 : 1%. 
1912 Tembaeus nmericnnus- Kleflpr, In Andre, Spec. Hvm. Eur. Alg., 11 : 87. 
1g26, Termboeus mericanuc Kteffer, Das Tl~emich .  48 : 138. 
1951, Tetmbaeur arnerlcanus: Muesebeck ef Walkley. In Muesebeck at al ,  U.S. Dept m., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 695. 
1gS3, Crabroborus krombelnl Muesabeck, Beitr. Ent., 13 : 3n2 s y n. n 

Type material examined [holotype + paratypes). Female holotype labelled: 
red label "Type"; "Milw. Co. WIs. 390 190": "27844"; 'Aphanomems 
americanus Brues Type". There are more four females along the type represen- 
ting victuaily the paratypes yet  not marked as those. The labels are the same 
as i n  halotype but there are more followtng numbers: '27645, 27646, 27847, 
27648". Type materfal preserved In Coll. Mm. Publ. Instr. Milwaukee, Wls. One 
female from Coll. U.S. Nat. Mus. (no type] labelled: "Ex Burdock stem"; 
Quebec Que. Cam. V-4-42 JlBeaulne 12 Lot no 42-1491"; "Tekabaeus arnedcanus 
(Brues) det. Mueam. 

The descriptfons of Brues and particnlarly that of Mu e s e b e c k [I9631 
@ve a clear idea of the speciek In order to make it more Instructive we add 
the figures of antenna (fig. 61 and fore wlng [ f i g .  2 )  of the holotype. 

Subfamily Ptatygmerfnae 
Genus Synopeas Ptirster. 1856 

18m, Synopeos Farster. Hymenqternlogische Studien. 2 : 108, 114, No species. w859 Thornson, tlfv. Vet.-ABad. Farh., 16 : 71. Thirteen SpeCleS; type species - 
pmopeas inermts Thornson, 1859. Designated by Muesebeck et Walklay, in Muesebeck 

al, U.S. Dept Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 716. 
18% Ectadfrrs Farster, Byrnenaptemlogische SmdIen, 2 : 108, lW, 114, 144; type 

b * c i e s  - Plotygasrer craterus Walker, 1835, by monotypp. 
18S6, P~lgm~ccrs  FOrster, Hymenoptemlogische Studten. 2 : 144: type species - 

W g a s t e r  crnterus WaIkeP, 1835, by substltufion of Polymems Ftlrst~r for Ectadfu~ 

6"~ZDorIchor lyw3  Crawlard t t  Bradley, Enf. Sm. Wash.. Roc. IS : 114; type 
penes - Dolzchotrypes hopkfnsi Crawford et Bradley, 1911, by monotypy and orfginal 
esignatlon 

Present interpretati~n 01 Synopeas F 6 s t  is different irom that O f  
[1924a] as well as M u e s e b e c k  et W a l k l e y  (19511; we do not 
Synopeas Ftjrst synonym of Leptacis FBrst. Bath genera are distfnct 

be distinguished from each other f cf. M a s  n e r, 19601. Bctadfus 
= Polymecus FBmt.1 and Dalichotrypes Crawf. et Bradl. were based 
on secondary sexual charactars and are no longer tenable as good 

senera. We examined the type of Piatygaster crarerus Walk. [Bri t ish  Museum, 



Natural History, London). Othm genera llsted as synonyms of Leptacis P6rst 
by M u e s 9 e b e  c k e t W a 1 k 1 b y (1951] are cansidered to belong neither to 
Leptacis FBrst nor to Synopem F(lrst. 

Synopeas hopkfnl (Crawford et Bradley, 19111 c o m b. n. 

1911, nolichotrypes hopklnsi Crawford et Bradley, Pmc. Ent. Soc. Wash., 13 : 124. 
1922, Polymecus (DoIlchorqpes] hopkfnsi: Brues, Pmc. Amet. Acad. Artg sa,, 

W - 765 - . . - - - . 
1924, Zeptacfs hopkinst: Fouts, Proc .  U.S. Nat. Mus., 83 : 125. 
1926, Doitchorrypes hopkinst: Kteffer, Das Tlarriech, 48 : 804. 
1951, Leptacts hopkinst: Muesebeck et Walkley. in Muesebeck e t  al., U.S. Dept 

Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2 : 717. 

Two iernales examined. labels: "Gainesville, Fla. 110 1960 L. k Hetrick"; 
"Dollchotrypes hopklnsi Cwfd. + BradI.". The latter written by Muesebeck. 
The Iength of the tubuIose fourth, flfth and sixth gastral segments in Ternale 

(i.e. the so caIled 'taiIm] are most probably varfabil in each specimen g g  

shown by B r u  e s (19221- Elrues suggests that the length of each of these 
segments is fixed during the pupal stage and can not be extended or Short~ned 
during the life 'of the adult wasp. We may councIude from this that each 
specimen remains such as it  was born and that segments 4 4 t h  can not b4 
telescoped (e.g. during ovlpositton]. I t  fs contrary to many species Ln Procto- 
trupoldea where the aprcal gastral segments may be largely telascopd 
[exserted or retracted) In females. 

The male of Synopeas hopkinsi [Crawf. et Brandl.] fs unknown since that 
descr~bed as male by C r a w f o r d  et B r a  d 1 e y {1911] appeamd to be a 
female of another species (cf. F o u t s, 1924a). 

Genus Eritrissomerus Ashmead, 1893 

1893, Eritrtssornerus Ashmead, Bult. U.S. Nat Mus., 45 : 203, 264, 298; type spec@ - Eritrlssomerus cecldornylae Ashmead, 1893, by monotypy and original designattorl: 

We agree wit3 Faut s [192&] that Erfiripsomerus Ashm. is an arttffciaI 
genus being used rnereIy for convenience. The swolIen fourth antenna1 Joint 
in male is not a generic character and so only the pointed process betweea 
antennae couId be used for separation of Eritrissornerus Ashm. from the 
closely related Platygaster Law. Until the whole genus PIatygaster ktr. an< 
aIlted genera are revised we prefer to keep EriYrtssornenrs Ashm. lor a* 
l ndependen t genus. 

Eriirissamerus cecidomyfae Ashmead, 1893 

1893, Brltrlssomerus cecldomyiae Ashmead, Bull. U.S. Nat. Mu%, 45 : 299. 
1917, BrlM5mmem cectdumytae: Bmes, 22, Corn. Geol. Mat. Htst. Survey, 1918 :'= 
1824. Eriirfssomems cecidornviae: Pouts. Proc. U.S. Nat. Mu%. 83 : 20. 
1928, Eritrissomems cecfdomjriae: K~effer, Das Tierreich, 48 : 707, 
1951. Ertirissornerus cecidornyioe: Muesebeck et Walklay, In Muesebeck et 'd., 

Dept  Agr., Agr. Monogr. No. 2-:-710. 

The male allotype examined. Labels: "Jacksnville Flan; red label 'All0tYp 
No- 2280 U.S.N.M."; "Ceroplatymerus cecidomyfae Ashm.". Most prebabl~ 
Ashmead during the preparation of the manuscript used the generic naF9 
Cmoplatymerus but later when making the final arrangement p e f e d  
Erftrlssomerus. The allotype has been selected from two males by Four'  
[1924a : 211 from Ashmead's type series, As no Pigure of the clypeal procas 



of E. cecfdornyfae Ashm. was published we are givlng that of the aIlotype 
tftg. 81. 

Genus Ruwestonotus Fouts, 1925 
3925, Euxestonottts Fouts. Proc. Ent Soc. Washington, 27 : 98. Four species; type 

species - Platygmtm' error Fltch, 186L by origlnal rlesIgnation 
1947, Boxestonorus Debaucha, Bull. Ann. Sac. Ent. Bslg., 83 : 267. Two species; 

me species - Eoxestonolus pini Debauche, 1947, by orlginal designation 

We agree with G h e s q u 1 r a (19481 who explained the confused synonymy 
of the genus. GhesqufBre's conception should be completed by PA u e s e be c k 
et W a I k l e y [1956) who respect the recent decision of the International 
Gommlssion on Zoologica! Nomenclature /Bull, 2001. Nom, 4 : 160, 346, 1950) 
concerning desfgnatIon of type species. 
The formal keeping on the rule of priority would lead us to retaln X.f?StO* 

notidea Gah. as a genenc name. But as N u e s e b e c k  et W a l k l e y  (19561 
had shown the type specles of this genus 1s Xestonotus andriclphilus Ashm. 
and n o t  Xesronoridea foerserf G h .  Many authors (F o u t s, 1924a; K i e f f e r, 
1926; D e b a u c h e ,  1947; G h e s q u i B r e ,  19481 have pointed out that the 
type species - Xesronotus andrlciphiius Ashm. is decrlbed to have parallel 
furrows on mesoscutum, while h e  figure shows these furrows distinctIy 
convergent. The problem whether the descrtptlon or figure i s  wmng can not 
be solved since the type of andrfciphilus Ashm. is lost [cf. F o u t s ,  1924n; 
M u e s e b e c k  in I f t t . ) .  We agree with G h e s q u l b r e  11948) that X.  andri- 
cfphilus Ashm. would below most probably to Leptacis Fljrst and thus the 
genera Xestonotldea Eah., Axestonofus Kietf. and Xestonotus Ffirst. nec Le- 
conte become synonyms of Leptacis FBrst. 

Euxesronotus Fours i s  closely related to the PIatygasrer-complex but it fs 
dlsthguished by paragsidal furrows, which are widely distant from each other 
posteriorly and dsdnctly divergent at posterior extremities (in fmnt of scu- 
tellurn]. Seutellum separated frnm rnesoscutm by a very ftna suture (not 
hpressed deeply as in Flatygasfer Lam.] and when vfewed laterally at the 
same level, as mssascmrn. Mesasc~rtum highly polished, shining, withour 
any sculpture, perfectly bare. 

Emestonotus Fouts is [so  far the head and thorax are concerned) very 
close parttcularly to Urocyclaps Manev. but in the latter genus the parapsidat 
furr~ws are more convergent and not divergent at posterior extremities, the 
mtellum is fairly different from that of Euxesronotus. Moreover, the formation 
of gaster in females is quite different in both genera. 

E U X ~ S ~ O ~ D ~ U S  error [FItch, l&M] 
18'8l, Plufyqactm m r  Pitch. Rep. Ins. N. York, B : 78. 
1893, Anopedias error: Ashmead, Bull. U.S. Nat. Mus., 45 : 291. 
1924, Platyg~ster error: Fouts. Proc. U.S. Nat. Mus., 83 : 80. 
uz5 ,  Euxesiono~as ermr: Fouts, Proc. Edt. Sot. ivashashington, 27 : 99. 
l926, dnopedfa ermr: Kfeffar, Das TietrIech, 48 : 7[13. 
1948, Euxestonotus error: Ghesquiere, Bull. Ann, Soc. Ent. Belg., 84 : 43 
1951, XesZonotidea error: Muesebeck et  Walkley, in Muesebeck et a t ,  U.S. Depr. 

br., Am. Monogr. No. 2 2: 715. 

: The couple examined. Labels: "Sweeping wheatn; 'Mt Wolly Spgs. Pa 
V. 1921"; 'Cage No 2897"; *Websrer No 13051"; "P. R. Myers ColLn; 

P 1 a ~ g a s t w  error Fitchn. The latter wrltten by Muesebeck. 
we are convinced this couple represent really the Fitcb*s species- It is 



closely related ro European E .  plnl (Deh.1 and there Is absolurely no doubt 
whether the American and RuPpean specles belong to the same spectes. 

S U M M A R Y  

Thlrty Proctorupold genera of North America and one genus fmm West 
Indles Isls. are b-eated in this paper. Many Nearctlc speclas were designated 
a s  types of  the genera and therefore they are of primary importance for 
~ o n o m l c  research. The present paper is a s w e y  ou these specleq Mngs 
the redescrlptlons ( b s e d  on examinatton of the type materials), synonymy, 
a s  well as  taxonomlc and pbylogenetlc discusslaas Several types are  fig- 
In order to make Chelr recogoluon easler. 

Conosrlgmus Dahlbom. 1858 ( =  Conostigmoldes Dodd, 1914 s y o. n.) 
Conostlgmus erylhrothorer (Ashmead, 1893) c o m  b. n. - fmm Conostlgmot&~ 

Dodd resp. Eumegasptlus Rshm ., notes 
Arrftomellus conwentzfae (Gahan, 1819) c o m  b. n. - lrorn Dendrocervs Rak 
AZrltomellus conwentzlae v. rufus (Gahan 1919). c o m b. n. - from Denalro- 

cerus Ratz 
AZlomlcrops Kleffer, 1914 (= Bulogynodes Glraull. 1917 s y n. n.) 
Allomlcrops abnormfs (Perklns. 1910j ( =  Eutagynodes blcolor Gtrault, 1917 
s y n. n.), notes 
Cinetus Jurlne. 1807 ( =  Leptorhaptus Filrsler, 1856 nec auct.. s y a. n.) 
Cfnetus conlcus (Ashmead, 1893) c o m b. a - i r o m  Leprorhaptus Farst nec 
auct., redescribed 
Cinetus Jurlne, 1807 ( = Stylldolon Ashmead, 1897 s y n. n.) 
Clnerus subpolltus n o  m. n. (Stylldolon polllum Ashmaad, 1897 nec Cfneius 
polftus Thomson. 1858) 
Leptoneftis n o  m. n. ( =  Leplorhaptus auct nec FBrster. 1858) 
Leptonems poltius (Thomson, 18581 c o m b .  n. - from LeptorhapW a d  

riec Fdrster 
Leproneius verus (Fout~ .  1927) c o m b. n. - from Scorplotele/rr Ashm., n o t i  
Scorplotelefa Ashmead, 1897 ( =  Mfota auct. nec Farster, 1858, s y n. a), stabd 

dlscussad 
Scorpiotelela compressd (Klefler. 1910) c o m b. n. - from Mlota auct nel 

F6rster 
Scorpioteleta marocera (Thomson, 1858) c o m  b. n. - from Mlora auc t  

C l n W  Jur. 
Scorpiotelela longepetlolala (Thomson, 1858) c o m tr n. - from Miota a& 

rasp. Ctnems Jw. 
Scorplotelela lutelpes [Kieifer, 1910) c 0 m k n. - from Mfora auct. 
SCorploteleIn longluentrls (Kfeifer, 1910) comb. n. - from Miota auct- 
Scorplorelefa cebes (NLxon, 1957) comb. n. - from Mlora auct 
Propsilomma columblanm [Ashmead, 1893) - notes 
Polypza  Fllrsber. 1858 [= Atelopsflus Kleffer. 1908. s y n. n.) 
Polypeza brunnea [Ashmead. 1883) c o m b. n. - from AtelopsUus KlefI- rasp 

Panfolyra FLlrS1. 
S y n m  Fdrster, 1856 ( L  Pararelopsilus LVhlttaker, 1930. s y n.1 
Synacra cmndensfs (Whlttaker, 1930) c o m  b. n. - M m  porotelopd~s m g  

notes 
Mynnecopricr mellea ( m e a d ,  1887) - f e rn 1 n a n o v a, descrlhd, nom 



pentapla Klefier, 1905 [= Xenopria Fou&, 1939, sy n. rt) 
pentapria columbtww [Fmts, 19391 c omb. n. - from Xenopria Fouk 
~ ~ i a r n a c i s  Fllrster, 1856 [ = Adelioprfa Ashmead, 1902, s y n n.] 
~ ~ t o r n a c i s  Iongii [Ashmead, 1902] comb. n. - from Adelfoprh Aahm. 
~ o l i o p r f a  americana Fw* 1926 - notes 
d~opaedeutes Brueq 1903 [= Cracfnoprfa Fouts, 1924, s y n. n.] 
&xopaedeutes marylandicus (Fouts, 1920) c o m b .  n. - from Cmcinopria 

Fouts resp. Trlchoprfa Ashm. 
mhopr fa  mfnutissim [Ashmead, 18931 c 0 rn b- n - from PhaenoprIa Ashrn. 
~mrotelela Westwood, 1835 ( = Prosapegur Kieffer, 1908, s y n. n) 
~mro te l e fa  eiongata [Ashmead, 18&T] comb. L - from Prasapegus Kleff. 

resp. Anteris Forst,, notes 
Macrorerefa Westwod, 1835 [ = Stictoteleia Kieffer, 1926, s p n. n.1 
~~croteZeia uirgfnfensfs Ashmead, 1893 - notes 
~ptoteleia oecmihl, (Riley, 18935 - notes 
gethecoctonus oecmthl f RiIey, 3893) - notes 
pegoteleia heidemannli [Ashmead, 1893) - notes 
Oplstacantha Ashrnead, 1893 [ = P ~ O ~ F I ~ O F U ~  Kieffer, 1908, s y n. n.J 
optstacnntha americana (Ashmead, 1893) c o rn b. n. - from Protrimorus 

Kieff. resp. Trimorus Fflrst 
Pseudanterts fnsfgnis Foutq 1927 - taxonomy, notes 
Idris saitidfs [Howard, 1890) c o m b .  n. - from Acolofder Bow- 
Embidobfa Ashrnead, 1895 ( =  Ejflatounina Priesster, 1951, s y n. n.), taxonomy, 

d iagnm 
Rrnbidobia gryonlofdes [Priesnsr, 1951) c o m b .  n. - from Eff7atounfna Prtesn. 
Embidohia urishl Ashrnead, 1895 - notea 
Embidobia metoligotamae Dodd, 1939 - notes 

. Trhorus  ca~aborum (Riley, 18931 - redescribed 
jTrtssoIcus Ashmead, 1893 ( =  Asu?cus Nakagawa, 1900, s y n. n.] 
iTrlssolcus nigripedius [Nakagawa, lS00) c o rn b. n. - from Asolcus Nak. 
:Trfssolcua brochymenae [Ashmend, 18811 - notes 
,~nostemrna Waliday, 1833 [-= Acerota FBrster, 1856 nec auct, s y  n n.] 
Inostemma americanum [Ashmead, 1887) c om b. n. [ = Acerota Cdryae Ash- 

maad, 1887) - from Acmora Fdwt. - nec auct. resp. Allotropa Fllrst, re- 
&scrlbed 

l ~ s t e m m a  Hallday, 1833 (= Inocerota Szel&nyi, 1939, s y n. nl 
lnostemma dfscessus (SzeIenyi, 2939) c o m R n. - from Inocaota Szel. 
Inostemma Hallday, 1&33 [ =  Brachinostemma Kreffer, 1916, s y n. n.) 
In~sternrna m e d t t e m e u m  (Kieffer, 1918) comb,  n. - from Brachinosternma 

Klef i. 
Acerotella n om. n, ( = Acerota auct nec Farster, 1856) 
" c ~ o t e l ~ a  Puanescem (Kieffer, 1914) comb.  n. - from Acerota aUCt. nee 

Ftr~ter ,  1858 
f*mbaeus Kleffer, 1912 [ -  Crabroborus Muesebeck, 1983, 3 y n. n-] - 37s- 

temat[c pmtlon discussed 
r * ~ b ~ e u s  amerfcanus [Brues, 1908) [ =  Crabroborus krombeint Muesebeck, 

1963, s Y n. n, 1 ,  notes 
'pob~e~s II om.  n. [ =  Tetrabaeus Ogloblin, 1957 nec Kieffer, 1912) 
' A n o h u s  insularis [Qgloblin, 1957) comb. n. - from Tezrabaeus Og1. nec 

Kielf. 



Synopeus Ffirster, 1858 (= Dollchntrypes Crawford et Bradley, 19111, status 
discnw ed 

Synopeas hopkimt Crawlord et Bradley, 1911) c o rn b. n - from Dultchll. 
trypes Cram. et Bradl. resp. Leptacis FFllrst. 

Eritsissomerus cecidemyiae Ashmead, 1893 - notes 
Euxestonoius Fouts, 1925 - status discussed 
Buxestonolus error [Fitch, 18611 - notes 
Leptacis FOrster, 1856 Xestonotus Forster, 1856 nec Leconte, 1853 Axesta. 

notus Kieffer, 1926 Xedonotfdea Gahan, 19191 
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