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Forel's species and a figure that was clearly based on one of the Texas males. Wheeler further noted 
that the specimens bore an unpublished Cresson name, Acamatus fuscipennis. 

M. R. Smith (1942) correctly recognized that the Texas specimens were not the same as Forel's 
species and redescribed the two males as Eciton (Neivamyrmex) fuscipennis, attributing the species 
authorship to Wheeler (1908). Subsequent authors have followed Smith's lead in awarding 
authorship to Wheeler. D. R. Smith (1979), however, determined that the correct author for N. 
fuscipennis should be M. R. Smith, 1942. Watkins (1975) concurred and selected one of the Texas 
males as lectotype. 

Borgmeier (1953, 1955) noted the similarities between his new species, N. macropterus, 
described from Mexico, and N. fuscipennis, but cited relatively larger ocelli and wings as 
distinguishing features for N. macropterus. Watkins (1975) took up the matter and, after examining 
more than 50 males from 9 localities found that the differences in eye length and wing length cited 
by Borgmeier were unreliable. He did conclude that, in N. fuscipennis the distance between the 
lateral ocellus and the margin of the compound eye was slightly greater than in N. macropterus. He 
further noted that this difference could be determined in many specimens only by careful, precise 
measurements. His final determination was that the two species are so closely related that they could 
not be reliably separated, especially in specimens from intermediate localities. 

According to Watkins (1985) in N. fuscipennis the “distance from the lateral ocellus to the 
compound eye was usually about one-half diameter of median ocellus” vs. “about one-fourth (or 
less)” in N. macropterus. We have found that when males are so positioned that the appropriate 
measurements of anterior ocellus and of the distance between the compound eye and the nearest 
lateral ocellus are uniform these differences between the two supposed taxa disappear. Accordingly 
we here treat N. macropterus as a synonym of N. fuscipennis. 

 
Neivamyrmex goyahkla, new species 
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DIAGNOSIS 
 
Worker: Eye spot present; head distinctly longer than broad, sides weakly convex in frontal 

view and upper margin narrowly rounded onto vertex margin; front of head smooth and shiny 
between scattered minute punctures; antennal scape 3.5 x longer than broad; mesosomal dorsum 
smooth and shiny, with widely scattered small punctures; petiole longer than broad in dorsal view, 
sides approximately parallel; node evenly rounded in profile and dorsum smooth and shiny; 
subpetiolar tooth small but distinct; postpetiole broader than long, disc smooth and shiny. Queen and 
male unknown. 

 
DESCRIPTION 
 
Worker measurements (mm) (n = 12). HL 0.45-0.72 (0.64); HW 0.34-0.61 (0.54); SL ).25-0.36 

(0.33); SW 0.08-0.13 (0.095); PW 0.12-0.20 (0.196); PL 0.14-0.25 (0.24); Ppl 0.10-0.20) (0.19); 
Ppw 0.15-0.28 (0.25); HFL (0.48); HFW (0.14). Indices. CI 72-85 (85); FI 26-33 (31); SI 45-57 
(51.5). 

 
Head: distinctly longer than broad; sides weakly convex in frontal view; upper margin narrowly 

rounded onto vertex margin; preoccipital carina sharply angulate laterad. Small yellow eye spot 
present. Front of head smooth and shiny and with scattered minute punctures. Subantennal lamina 
well-developed. Mandible triangular, junction of upper and masticatory margins rounded, small peg-
like tooth present on basal margin; outer surface with fine longitudinal rugulae. Antennal scape 3.5 x 
longer than broad, evenly tapering toward base. 


