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ABSTRACT
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the genus in which it was originally described. The following information
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The Type-Material of Central and
South American Clearwing Moths
(Lepidoptera: Sesiidae)

W. Donald Duckworth
and Thomas D. Eichlin

Introduction

This publication completes our efforts to clarify
the considerable confusion which has existed con-
cerning the type-material for the numerous names
applied to species of Sesiidae in the Western Hemi-
sphere. Our initial effort in this regard (Duckworth
and Eichlin, 1973a) brought together all the avail-
able data for the 255 species group names applied
to the Sesiidae of North America, north of Mexico.
In the present paper the 207 names that have been
applied to Central and South American species have
been documented, making a total of 462 for the
Western Hemisphere. Of these 207 names, 50 re-
quired lectotype designations, 146 were described
from single specimens or designated holotypes, and
the remaining 11 are lacking in sufficient data to
determine the number of specimens included in the
original type series. Two names, championi Druce
and verrugo Druce, had been previously included in
the North American types publication and are ex-
cluded here although they were described from
Mexico and Guatemala.

For various reasons 19 types could not be located.

W. Donald Duckworth, Department of Entomology, National
Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20560. Thomas D. Eichlin, Laboratory Services|
Entomology, Division of Plant Industry, California Depart-
ment of Food and Agricultlure, Sacramento, California 95814.

Several of these are assumed lost and are so indi-
cated. Where we indicate the type is unknown, it
simply means that for a variety of reasons we have
been unable to locate the specimens or verify their
past or present deposition.

For the sake of continuity, the same format has
been followed as used in the previous type-specimen
paper, with the names arranged alphabetically by
specific name, preceded by the genus in which it
was originally described. As before, the following
information sequence is presented for each name:
original combination; reference to original descrip-
tion; pertinent quotations of comments from the
original description concerning the number of
specimens, sex, locality, collection, and source of the
types; exact label data on types, their present loca-
tion, and number of syntypes examined; and sub-
sequent pertinent comments and actions.

Unlike the sesiids of North America, north of
Mexico, which have been the subject of several
comprehensive treatments (Beutenmiiller, 1901;
Engelhardt, 1946; McKay, 1968), the Central and
South American fauna has been largely documented
by various workers through periodic description of
species. Zukowsky’s (1936) treatment of the Western
Hemisphere species in Seitz, The Macrolepidoptera
of the World, is the only publication in which an
effort was made to include all the Neotropical
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species known up to that time. However, it pro-
vides very little information on the included taxa
and is of limited value in modern systematic
studies.

In Central America, including Mexico and the
West Indies, 44 species have been described. Except
for 2 species from Costa Rica described by LeCerf,
this diverse faunal area has had species described
only from Mexico (28), Guatemala (9), and Panama
(6). Only one species from Cuba has been described
from the islands of the West Indies.

That the numbers given above fall far short of
providing an accurate indication of the extant sesiid
fauna of the Neotropics is best illustrated by the
results of recent field studies conducted in Mexico.
During a three week period, specimens representing
over 30 species of sesiids were collected, more than
half of which were undescribed! Thus, systematic
studies currently in progress by the present authors
should result in a significant increase in the num-
bers of Neotropical sesiids, as well as an improved
understanding of their relationships.

In addition to presenting a survey of the Neo-
tropic sesiid type-specimens, this paper provides an
abbreviated picture of the family as a whole from
this faunal area. One of the more striking aspects
revealed by these data is the limited extent of our
current knowledge of the Neotropical sesiid fauna.
For example, in South America only 162 species-
group names have previously been proposed for this
vast and diverse area. By comparison, 259 names
have been applied to the North American fauna,
north of Mexico. Of the 162 South American names,
94 (approximately 589,) were described from Brazil,
mostly by Walker (35) from the Amazon region
from collections made by Bates. The remaining 59
names were described by 12 other workers including
Zukowsky (19), LeCerf (12), Meyrick (7), and Butler
(5).

Other areas of South America are very poorly
represented by described species group names (68),
especially the northern portion of the continent
from Colombia to French Guiana from which only
20 species have been described. The western and
southern portions of South America account for the
remaining 48 names distributed in the following
manner: Ecuador (2), Peru (16), Bolivia (7), Chile
(6), Paraguay (4), and Argentina (13).

The institutional distribution of the 207 Central
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and South American sesiid types along with the
institutional abbreviations used in the text are as
follows: American Museum of Natural History,
New York (AMNH), 3; British Museum (Natural
History), London (BMNH), 92; Instituto Miguel
Lillo, Tucuman, Argentina (IML), 4; Museo Argen-
tino de Ciencias Naturales, Buenos Aires (MAC),
?; Zoologisches Museum, Museum fiir Naturkunde
der Humboldt-Universitit zu Berlin, Berlin, DDR
(MNHB), 7; Museo Nacional de Historia Natural,
Santiago, Chile (MNSC), 4; National Museum of
Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washing-
ton NMNH), 7; Naturhistoriska Riksmuseet, Stock-
holm, Sweden (NRSS), 1; University Museum, Hope
Department of Zoology, University of Oxford, Ox-
ford, England (OM), 3; Instituto de Biologia,
Habana, Cuba (PAD), 1; Museum National d’'His-
toire Naturelle, Paris (PM), 38; Natur und For-
schungsinstitut Senckenberg, Frankfurt (SMF), 6;
Zoologische Sammlung des Bayerischen Staates,
Miinich (SMM), 2; Instituto de Biologia, Universi-
dade Federal Rural do Rio de Janeiro, Brasil
(UFRR), 2; Facultad de Ciencias Naturales y
Museo, Universidad Nacional de la Plata, Argen-
tina (UNLP), 3; Universitit des Saarlandes, Saar-
briicken, West Germany (USS), 8; Naturhistorisches
Museum, Vienna (VM), 2; Westf. Landesmuseum
fiir Naturkunde, Miinster, West Germany (WLNM),
2; and either unknown, lost, or destroyed, 22.
AckNOWLEDGMENTS.—The authors wish to ac-
knowledge with gratitude the cooperation and aid
of the following individuals and institutions who,
through their cooperation and assistance, have made
the present publication possible: Dr. Frederick H.
Rindge, American Museum of Natural History,
New York; Dr. Klaus Sattler, Mr. Paul Whalley,
Mr. Allan Watson, British Museum (Natural His-
tory), London; Dr. A. Willink, Instituto Miguel
Lillo, Tucuman, Argentina; Dr. H. J. Hannemann,
Museum fiir Naturkunde der Humboldt-Universitit
zu Berlin; Dra. Grete Mostny, Mr. Ariel Camous-
seight, Museo Nacional de Historia Natural, San-
tiago, Chile; Dr. Raul Cortes, Universidad de Chile,
Santiago; Mr. Bert Gustafsson, Naturhistoriska
Riksmuseet, Stockholm; Mr. I. Landsbury, Hope
Department of Zoology, University of Oxford, Eng-
land; Dr. Pastor Alayo D., Instituto de Biologia,
Habana, Cuba; Dr. P. Viette, Museum Nacional
d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris; Dr. Heinz Schroeder,
Natur Museum and Forschungsinstitut Senckenberg,
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Frankfurt; Dr. Wolfgang Dierl, Zoologische Samm-
lung des Bayerischen Staates, Munich; Dr. Cincin-
nato R. Gongalves, Universidade Federal Rural do
Rio de Janeiro; Dr. Woody Benson, Universidade
Estadual de Campinas, Brazil; Dr. Luis DeSantis,
Universidad Nacional de La Plata, Argentina; Dr.
H. Schreiber, Universitit des Saarlandes, Saar-
briicken, West Germany; Dr. Fritz Kasy, Natur-
historisches Museum, Vienna; Dr. Ludwig Fran-
zisket, Westf. Landesmuseum fiir Naturkunde,
Miinster, West Germany; Mr. Fritz Plaumann, Santa
Catarina, Brazil; Dr. H. G. Amsel, Landessamm-
lungen fiir Naturkunde, Karlsruhe, West Germany,
and Prof. Ramon Agenjo, Instituto Espaiiol de
Entomologia, Madrid, Spain. Special thanks are
extended to our colleagues Dr. E. L. Todd, Sys-
tematic Entomology Laboratory, I.I.B.L.L. Institute,
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U.S. Department of Agriculture, and Dr. J. F. Gates
Clarke, National Museum of Natural History,
Smithsonian Institution, for their suggestions and
advice.

The authors also wish to acknowledge the assist-
ance of Vira Milbank, former Museum Technician
and Mr. Dan Thompson, Museum Technician, for
bibliographic assistance; Mr. John B. Heppner,
Predoctoral Fellow, for examining types in our be-
half in various European museums and Magda R.
Papp, Biological Technician, California Depart-
ment of Food and Agriculture, for technical assist-
ance.
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Catalog

1. Ageria aequalis Walker, 1864:9

“Male.”

“a. Para. From Mr. Bates' collection.”

Horotype: Male, in the BMNH: “LECTO-
TYPE”; “Para”; “Aegeria aequalis”; “B.M., &
Genitalia Slide No. 15128.”

2. Synanthedon aerosa Zukowsky, 1936:1236

“16 to 17 mm. Brazil, Itatiaya, December. Types:
Coll. MARTEN.”

SYNTYPES EXAMINED: 3 males (2 in the USS; 1 in
the SMF): (1) “Type”; “28.XIL25, Mar. Bliit.”;
“Type, S. aerosa Zuk.”; “Marten, aerosa’; *“66
[circled in red] Itatiaya, 28.12”; “Saarbriicken.”
(2) “8”; “Marten, aerosa”; “36 [circled in red]
Itatiaya, 28.12.25”; “Type: S. aerosa Zuk.”; ‘28.XII.
25, Mar. Bliiten”; “Saarbriicken” (head missing).
(8) “2”; “Marten, aerosa” [line through aerosa];
“Syntypus”; ‘“Senckenberg Museum, Frankfurt a.
Main.”

Discussion: The third syntype listed above from
the SMF and noted by Zukowsky to be somewhat
different in color pattern from the others in the
series, is not conspecific with the other two syntypes.
Since the first two syntypes best represent the initial
portion of Zukowsky’s description of aerosa, the
first syntypic male from the USS, being in better
condition, has been selected, labeled, and is desig-
nated as the lectotype.

3. Sesia albicalcarata Burmeister, 1878:361

“Cette éspece se trouve 4 Buénos-Ayres.”

“El tipo se halla en el Museo Argentino de
Ciencias Naturales de Buenos Aires” (Kohler, 1941:
5).

HororypE: Presumed to be in the MAC.

DiscussioN: We have not examined this type
nor received any response to our inquiries to MAC
concerning it.

4. Aegerina allotriochora Zukowsky, 1936:1245
“Brazil, Villa Bella. 1 Q. Type. Berlin Zool.
Museum.”
HovrotypeE: Female, in the MNHB: “Villa Bella,
Hhl”; “238”; “Typus”; “Type”; “Aegerina, allo-
triochora, Zuk.”

5. Aegerina alomyaeformis Zukowsky, 1936:1245

“Brazil. Araraquara and Rio Preto (Sio Paulo,
Brazil). 1 couple collected by Prof. A. SEITZ. Type.
Senckenberg Museum.”

SyNTYPEs ExaMINED: 2 (both in the SMF): (1)
“Araraquara, Mirz 1927, Dr. Seitz leg.”; “Sencken-
berg Museum”’; “49”; ““Aegeria alomyaeformis Zuk.”;
“Typus”; “Senckenberg Museum, Frankfurt a.
Main” (male). (2) “Rio Preto, Mirz 1927, Dr. Seitz
leg.”; “Senckenberg Museum”’; “24”; “Paratypoid”;
“Aegeria alomyaeformis Zuk.”; “Senckenberg Mu-
seum, Frankfurt a. Main” (female).



Discussion: The male syntype from the SMF
has been selected, labeled, and is designated as the
lectotype.

6. Sincara alopecura Zukowsky, 1936:1258

“Colombia, Umbria. 1 &. Type: Coll. ZUKOW-
SKY.”

Hocrorype: Female, in the WLMN: “Columbia
mer. Umbria”; “Type, Sincara alopecura Zuk.”;
“Zukowsky 2”’; “Miinster.”

Discussion: Note that the type is a female and
not a male as indicated in the original description
by Zukowsky.

7. Alcathoé altera Zukowsky, 1936:1247

“28 mm. Mexico. 1 . Type: Berlin Zool
Museum.”

HorotypE: Male, in the MNHB: “6262";
“Mexico Ehrbg”; “131”; “Typus”’; “Type”; “Al-
cathog, altera Zuk.”

Discussion: The antennae are missing from the
specimen.

8. Sesia angarodes Meyrick, 1921:443

“d. 20 mm.”

“Brazil, Manaus, November (Parish); 1 ex.”

Horotype: Male, in the BMNH: “Holo-type”;
“Manaus, Brazil, Parish, 11.19”; “Aegeria angarodes
Meyr.,, 1/1, E. Meyrick det. in Meyrick Coll.”;
“Meyrick Coll., B.M. 1938-290"; “angarodes Meyr.”

9. Aegeria anomaliformis Walker, 1856:47

“Male.”

“a--c. Tapayos. From Mr. Bates’ collection.”

“d. Villa Nova. From Mr. Bates’ collection.”

SyNTYPES ExamiNep: 4 (all in BMNH): (1)
“Tapayos”; “Lectotype”; “82. Aegeria anomali-
formis”; *“Aegeria anomaliformis Wkr. Cat. Lp.
Bm. 8.47 sp. 82 (1856) var x a. Tapayos (Bates, H.
W), 1854:18, TYPE & (1/4) dexr.”; “BM Genitalis
slide No. 151380” (male). (2) ‘“Tapayos”; “82.
Aegeria anomaliformis”; “Aegeria anomaliformis
Wkr. Cat. Lp. Bm. 8.47 sp. 82 (1856) var x b.
Tapayos (Bates, H. W.), 1854:18, TYPE & (2/4)
dexr” (male). (3) “Tapayos”; “82. Aegeria anomali-
formis”; *“Aegeria anomaliformis Wkr. Cat. Lp.
Bm. 8.47 sp. 82 (1856) var x c. Tapayos (Bates, H.
W), 1853:27, TYPE ¢ (3/4) dexr.”; ‘“anomali-
formis WIk. @, F. Le Cerf det” (female). (4) “Villa
Nova”; “82. Aegeria anomaliformis”; “Aegeria
anomaliformis Wkr. Cat. Lp. Bm. 8.47 sp. 82 (1856)
var x d. Villa Nova (Bates, H. W.), 1855:37, TYPE
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d (4/4) dexr.”; “anomaliformis Wlk. &, F. Le
Cerf det.” (male).

Discussion: The first male syntype listed from
the BMNH from Tapayos has been selected, labeled,
and is designated as the lectotype.

10. Aegeria apicalis Walker, 1864:8

“Female.”

“a. Nanta. From Mr. Bates’ collection.”

Horotype: Female, in the BMNH: “Type”;
“Amaz., Nanta”; “Abdomen Missing”; *“Aegeria
apicalis”; ‘““Aegeria apicalis Wkr., Type Q.”

11. Melittia arcangelii Giacomelli, 1911:29

“Conservo los tipos en mi coleccién.”

Types: Unknown.

Discussion:  The type-specimens of this species
may be deposited in the MAC. Our inquiries have
gone unanswered. There is a specimen in the
BMNH from La Rioja, Argentina bearing a label:
“Melitta Arcangelii Gioc., @?” This may possibly
be one of the syntypes; however, there is no sup-
portive evidence that such is the case.

12. Tirista argentifrons Walker, 1864:22

“a. Oajaca, Mexico. From M. Sallé¢’s collec-
tion.”

Hororype: Male, in the BMNH: “Type”;
“58.135, Mex. (Oajaca)”; “Tirista argentifrons Wkr.,
Type g”; “Tirista argentifrons.”

13. Aegeria armasata Druce, 1892:275

“Expanse 114 inch.”

“Hab. Mexico, near Durango city (Becker).”

Hovrorype: Male, in the BMNH: “LECTO-
TYPE”; “Near Durango City, Mexico. Becker”;
“Type Sp. figured”’; “B.C.A. Lep. Het. Aegeria
armasada Druce”; “Godman-Salvin Coll. 97-52";
“B.M. @ Genitalia slide No. 15132.”

14. Synathedon asema Zukowsky, 1936:1219
“Itatiaya Mts. in the State of Rio de Janeiro. &
type in the Coll. MARTEN (Kénigstein i. T.)”
HororvyE: Female, in the USS: “6”; “Marten,
asema’’; “‘asema, Marten”; “Syn. asema Zuk.”; “65
[circled in red] Itatiaya, 1. 27"; “Saarbriicken.”
Discussion:  This specimen was the only one we
have seen from the Marten collection. Even though
it is a female, it was collected in 1927 and labeled
“Itatiaya” and, therefore, is considered by us to be

the specimen from which Zukowsky described the
species.
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15. Chamaesphecia atramentaria Zukowsky, 1950:22

“1 &; 23 mm, Peru (Vulkan Colima), Holo-Typus
in der Zoolog. Staatssammlung Miinchen.”

HovLotype: Female, in the SMM: “Vulkan
Colima, coll. Joh. Laue, 1918”; “Type, Chamae-
sphecia atramentaria Zuk.”; “Original Specimen for
Colour Slide No. LXXXII/67, photogr. 1969, Clas
Naumann”; “Staatssig. Miinchen”; “Genitalia Slide
by M. R. Papp, CDA 216.”

Discussion: Note that the type is a female and
not a male as indicated in the original description
by Zukowsky.

16. Aegeria aurantiibasis Rothschild, 1911:46

“Hab. Marcapata, East Peru, 3500 ft. (Garlepp),
19

HoroTtypE: Male, in the BMNH: “Type”;
“Marcapate”; “E. Peru, 3500 ft.”’; “Aegeria auranti-
basis Rothsch. Type”; (illegible note in French);
“Tring Mus. 194”; *“‘Rothschild Bequest, B.M.
1939-1.”

17. Aegeria aurata Hy. Edwards, 1881:190
“l1 &.Panama. (H.E.)”
“Type. Coll. Hy. Edwards.”

HovroryPe: Female, in the AMNH: “429”;
“Panama”; “No. 15454, Collection Hy. Edw.”;
J&Type"'

DiscussioN: Note that the sex was misidentified

by Edwards in the original description.

18. Myrsila auripennis Boisduval, 1874(75):433
“Envergure ‘24 millimetres.”
“Elle se trouve au Para.”
Type: Unknown.

19. Rhipidura aurora Philippi, 1859:1096

“DISTRIBUCION GEOGRAFICA Y EPOCA
DE VULELO: Chile, Los Chiches, Vicuiia, 640 m.,
prov. de Coquimbo, Ureta coll.; Santiago, Philippi
coll. (Tipo en Col. M. N. n 2064); El Canelo, valle
del Maipo, 6-XII-1936, Ureta coll; Colchagua,
1860, Philippi coll.; Talca, fundo Las Mercedes, I-
1933. H. Flaminio Ruiz coll.; Termas de Chilldn,
1934, H. Fl. Ruiz, coll” (Ureta, 1956:262).

HorotypE: Male, in the MNSC: ‘“Holotipo™;
“Santia., Ph. 1858”; “Rh. aurora Ph.”; “2064";
“Synanthedon aurora Phil.”’; “Chile, M. N. H. N,,
Tipo No 640.”

20. Synanthedon autremonti Le Cerf, 1917:312
“Type: 1 &, Bresil, Etat de Minas-Geraés (1913);
Coll. F.Le Cerf.”
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HororypE: Male, in the PM: “TYPE”; “Bresil,
Minas-Geraes, ex E. Le Moult”; “Synanthedon
Autremonte Le Cerf, & type Et. Lep. comp. XIV,
1917, p. 812, 3947.”

21. Leptaegeria axiomnemoneuta Zukowsky, 1936:
1242

“Rio Songo (Yungas), 1200 m. 1 Q. Type: Berlin
Zool. Museum.”

Hovrorype: Female, in the MNHB: “Rio Songo
(1200 m), Bolivia (Yungas), 1896-Garlepp”; “Typis”
[red]; “Type” [pink]; “239”; “Leptaegeria, axiom-
nemoneuta, Zuk.”

22. Aegeria basalis Walker, 1864:5

“Male.”

“Female.”

“a. Ega. From Mr. Bates’ collection.”

“b. Villa Nova. From Mr. Bates’ collection.”

SyNTYPEs ExaMINeD: 2 (both in the BMNH):
(1) “Lectotype”, “Aegeria basalis Wkr. &', Cat. Lp.
BM. 31.5 (1864) (Nie a E Sa), b. Villa Nova (Bates,
H. W), 1855:44, TYPE & (2/2)”; “original head
off (antennae having been already lacking)” [a head
in gelatin capsule]; “B.M. Genitalia slide No.
15186” (male). (2) See type data for Aegeria confusa
Butler.

OTHER MATERIAL EXAMINED: 1 (in the BMNH):
“Amaz., Bates”; “Felder Colln.”; “Type”; “basalis
WIk., @ Allotype, det. F. Le Cerf”; “Tring Ms.
304”; “Rothschild bequest, B.M. 1939-1" (female).

DiscussioN: The syntype from Ega was used by
Butler as the type of degeria confusa. It is our deci-
sion, based on the label data, that the specimen
determined by Le Cerf to be the allotype of basalis
is not one of the syntypes and that both syntypes
have been accounted for. The male syntype in the
BMNH from Villa Nova has been selected, labeled,
and is designated as the lectotype.

23. Melitta [sic] beckeri Druce, 1892:276
“Hab. Mexico, near Durango city (Becker).”
Hororype: Male, in the BMNH: “Type”;
“Type”; ‘“near Durango city, Mexico, Becker”;
“B.C.A. Lep. Het., Melittia Beckeri Druce”; “God-
man-Salvin Coll. 97.-52"; “Type Sp. figured.”

24. Synanthedon benoisti Le Cerf, 1917:299

“Types: 1 &, 1 @, Gourdonville, Guyane fran-
caise, octobre 1914, ex R. Benoist; Coll. Museum de
Paris.—Guyane francaise, ex Coll. C. Bar, Coll. Ch.
Oberthiir.”



SYNTYPEs ExaMINED: 2 (both in the PM): (1)
“TYPE”; “Gourdonville, Guyane Franz, Oct. 1914,
R. Benoist”; “(fig 3944)”; “Synanthedon benoisti
LeCerf, Et. Lepid. comp. 14, 1917, p. 299, fig. x:3944
(P. Viette, 3-1951)” (male). (2) “Guyane Francaise,
Collection C. Bar”; “Synanthedon Benoisti LeCerf,
¢ Type, Et. Lep. Comp. XIV p. 299 fig. 3969, F.
LE CERF det. 1917”; “Ex. Collection Ch. Oberthiir,
acquise en IV-1925 par R. Biedermann” (female).

Discussion: The male syntype from Gourdon-
ville in the PM has been selected, labeled, and is
designated as the lectotype.

25. Melittia bergii Hy. Edwards, 1883:157
“Exp. wing, 37 mm. Buenos Ayres. Dr. C. Berg.”
Hovrotype: Female, in the AMNH: “Melittia
bergii Hy. Edwards, Type”; “Buenos Ayres, Dr.
Berg”; “No. 15770 Coll. Hy. Edw.”

26. Teleosphecia bibio Le Cerf, 1916:11; 1917:280

“d nov. sp.”

“Bolivie, Cochabamba, Yunga del Espiritu Santo;
ex P. Germain (1888-1889).”

“Coll. Ch. Oberthiir” (Le Cerf, 1917:281).

HorLotyPe: Male, in the PM: “TYPE”; “Teleo-
sphecia bibio Le Cerf, & Type, Et. Lep. comp. XII
fig. 3160, XIV p. 150, F. LE CERF det. 1917";
“Bolivie, Cochabamba (Yunga del Espiritu Santo)
P. Germain, 1888-89"; “(fig. 3160)”; “Ex Collection,
Ch. Oberthiir, acquise en IV-1925 par. R. Bieder-
mann.”

27. Aegeria blaciformis Walker, 1856:55

“Female.”

“Valley of the Amazon. In Mr. Saunders’ collec-
tion.”

HoroTtype: Male, in the OM: ‘“Lectotype”;
“AMAZON, Ex Coll (1830-73) W. W. Saunders,
Presented 1873 by Mrs. F. W. Hope, m.s. locality by
W.WS.” [2 of these labels]; “63”; “33 F. LeCerf”;
“Lectotype J', Aegeria blaciformis Walker, teste K.
Sattler 1968”; “Genitalia, K. Sattler 642¢”; “Geni-
talia 494-1969”; “TYPE LEP.: No. 72, Aegeria
blaciformis Walker, Hope Dept. Oxford.”

Discussion: We believe this specimen to be a
holotype rather than part of a syntypic series. Note
that Walter misidentified the sex in his description
of the species.

28. Chamaesphecia borsanii Kohler, 1953:21
“Cotipos: col. P. Borsani y del autor.”
“Habitat: Mendoza.”

SMITHSONIAN CONTRIBUTIONS TO ZOOLOGY

,“Planta alimenticia: Senecio filogenoides D. C.”
“El adulto hace eclosién al principio del mes de

noviembre (1-XI1-40).”

SynTYPES ExamiNep: 4 (all in the IML): (1)
“Insectario, 1-XI-40, S senecio, Detraj Pargue”;
“COTYPUS”; “Chamaesphecia borsanii Khl., Det.
Koehler” (male). (2) “Mendoza, le. Borsani”;
“COTYPUS”; “Chamaesphecia borsanii Khl., Det.
Koehler” (female). (3) “Mendoza, le. Borsani”;
“COTYPUS”; “Chamaesphecia borsanii Khl., Det.
Koehler” (female). (4) “Mendoza, le. Borsani”;
“COTYPUS”; “Chamaesphecia borsanii, Khl., Det.

Koehler”; “el. ex Senecium filogenoides DL.”
(male).
DiscussioN:  The first male syntype listed above

is in good condition and has been selected, labeled,
and is designated as the lectotype.

29. Synanthedon bosqi Kohler, 1941:6

wgn

“Alotipo en la coleccion del autor.”

“Habitat: Pindapoy, I11-1936, leg. Bosq.”

Hovrorype: Female, in the IML: ‘“Misiones
Pindapoy, I1I-1936; “TYPUS, Alotipo”; “Synan-
thedon bosqi Khler, Det. Kéhler.”

Discussion:  Although the label indicates this
specimen may be an allotype, it is not the usual
kind of designation Kéhler used, and no additional
specimens were located. It is our conclusion that the
above specimen is a holotype.

30. Melittia brabanti Le Cerf, 1917:212

“Fig. 3927. Melittia brabanti, &. Gourdonville,
Guyane frangaise, ex E. Le Moult (1909).”

“Type: 1 &. Guyane francaise, Gourdonville, ex.
E. Le Moult, Coll. F. Le Cerf” (Le Cerf, 1917:212).

Hovrotyre: Male, in the PM: “TYPE”; “Gour-
donville, Guy. Franc., E. Le Moult”; “3927, Melittia
brabanti; Le Cerf. & Type, Et. Lepidopt. compei
XIII (1917) p. 212.”

31. Chamaesphecia breyeri Kéhler, 1941:7

“wo i

“Habitat: Zapala, Neuquén. 1-1938. Breyer leg.”

“Alotipo en Col. Breyer.”

Hororype: Female, in the UNLP: “Zapala,
1938, Argentina”; “Alotipus”; ‘“Chamaesphecia
breyeri Khlr., Det Koehler”; “2250”; “Ageriidae
argentinas, Instituto Lillo, Tucuman 1941”’; “Museo
La Plata.”

Discussion:  Although Kéhler refers to this speci-
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men as an allotype, this usage is incorrect and the
specimen should be considered the holotype.

32. Aegeria buprestiformis Walker, 1856:47

“Female.”

“Valley of the Amazon. In Mr. Saunders’ collec-
tion.”

HorotypE: Female, in the OM: “Lectotype”;
“Amazon, Ex Coll (1830-73) W. W. Saunders,
Presented by Mrs. F. W. Hope, m.. locality by
W.WS.” [two identical labels]; “Amaz.”; “14";
“Lectotype @, Aegeria buprestiformis Walker, teste
K. Sattler 1968”; “Genitalia: K. Sattler, 642d";
“Genitalia 493-1969”; “TYPE LEP: No 67, Aegeria
buprestiformis Walker, Hope Dept. Oxford.”

Discussion: In spite of the labeling, this speci-
men should be considered the holotype.

33. Melittia butleri Druce, 1883:32.

“Hab. MEXICO, Oaxaca (Salle, mus. Brit.).”

Hororype: Female, in the BMNH: “Type”;
“Omilteme, Guerrero, 8000 ft., Aug., H. H. Smith”;
“B.C.A. Lep. Het. Melittia butleri Druce”; “God-
man-Salvin Coll. 97.-52.”

Discussion: Despite the discrepancy in labelling,
the above indicated specimen is clearly the type.

34. Ichneumenoptera
1911:47

“Hab. Marcapata, East Peru, 3500 ft. (Garlepp),
24 3"

SyNTYPES ExaMINED: 1 (in the BMNH): “Type”;
“Marcapate, E. Peru, 3500 ft.”; “Ichneumenoptera
caeruleifascia Rothsch., Type”; “Tring Mus. 1917;
“Rothschild Bequest B.M. 1939-1" (male).

OTHER MATERIAL ExAMINED: I (in the BMNH):
“Cuzco, Peru”; “Tring Mus. 192”; “Rothschild Be-
quest. B.M. 1939-1" (male).

Discussion: The labeling on the first specimen
listed above corresponds to the original description.
Rothschild may have intended for the second speci-
men to be one of the types, but this cannot be
proven by the labels on the specimen. The male
syntype from Marcapate in the BMNH has been
selected, labeled, and is designated as the lectotype.

caeruleifascia Rothschild,

85. Melittia calabaza Duckworth and Eichlin, 1973b:
151
“Types: Holotype: &, Mexico: Mex., Teotihua-
can, July 1, 1965, O. S. Flint, (USNM No. 72384).”
HorotypeE: Male, in the NMNH: “MEXICO:

7

MEX., Teotihuacan, July 1, 1965, O. S. Flint”;
“HOLOTYPE &, Melittia calabaza Duckworth and
Eichlin, U.S.N.M. 72384.”

36. Sincara cambyses Druce, 1884:33

“Hab. PANAMA, Bugaba (Champion).”

“A small species, of which only a single specimen
has been sent.”

HoLorype: Female, in the BMNH: “Type
H.T.”; “Bugaba, Panama. Champion”; “Godman-
Salvin Coll. 97.-52”; “B.C.A. Lep. Het. Singara

cambyses Druce”; “Type. Sp. figured.”

37. Aegeria (?) ceraca Druce, 1893:280

“Hab. British Guiana, Essequibo River (Whitely,
Mus. Druce).”

SyNTYPEs ExAMINED: 3 (2 in the BMNH; 1 in
the PM): (1) “Type”; “British Guiana, Whitely”;
“Presented by J. J. Joicey Esq., Brit. Mus. 1931-
291.”; “Aegeria (?) ceraca Druce, Type”; “53";
“probableint f. geogr. foncee de buprestiformis
WIk.” (female, BMNH). (2) “Presented by J. J.
Joicey Esq., Brit. Mus. 1931-291"; “British Guiana,
Whitely” (female, BMNH). (3) “British Guiana,
Whitely”; “ceraca Dr., @ Cotype, ]J. Joicey ded.
X1-1920, Coll. F. Le Cerf.”; folded note, hand-
written in French, unreadable (female, PM).

Discussion:  The first female syntype listed above
in the BMNH has been selected, labeled, and is
designated as the lectotype.

38. Aegeria cerceriformis Walker, 1856:49

“Male and female.”

“a. Para. From Mr. Bates’ collection.”

Horotype: Female, in the BMNH: “Lectotype”;
“Para”; “87. Aegeria cerceriformis”; “Aegeria cer-
ceriformis @, Cat. Lp. BM. 8.49.50 sp. 87 (1856),
a. Para (Bates, H. W), 1850:4, Type @ (1/1) desc.”;
“myrmosaepennis WIk. @, F. Le Cerf det. 1920”;
“B.M. Genitalia slide No. 15135.”

Discussion:  Although Walker indicates that he
is describing both the male and female, the label
notation “(1/1)” on the female type above was usu-
ally meant to signify that he had a single specimen
in the lot. We feel, therefore, that this specimen is
a holotype and not a lectotype as indicated by the
label which some unidentified person affixed to it.

39. Aegeria ceres Druce, 1883:31
“Hab. GUATEMALA, Totonicapan 8500 to
10,000 feet (Champion).”






