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Although both P. roosevelti and P. colaensis were collected over the next century, the only explicit discus-
sions of the group are found in E. O. Wilson’s work on the Melanesian ant fauna. Wilson (1959b), in discuss-
ing the ecology of P. cervicornis, considered the species as belonging to Electropheidole. However, Emery
(1921) had already placed P. cervicornis in its own P. cervicornis-group in the subgenus Pheidole (Pheidola-
canthinus). The next mention of Electropheidole occurs in Wilson’s (1961) argument for the taxon cycle, in
which he discussed the faunas of various Melanesian islands, including both New Guinea and Fiji. Although it
is apparent in the work that Wilson considered Electropheidole distinct from Pheidolacanthinus, it is not clear
if he was including P. cervicornis, or other non-Fijian Pheidole, in the former. Electropheidole is treated as a
provisional junior synonym of Pheidole by Brown (1973), and as a junior synonym by D. R. Smith (1979).
The first use of the nominal P. roosevelti-group appears in Wilson’s (2003) revision of the New World
Pheidole. In a brief discussion of the Old World Pheidole, Wilson ambiguously treats the P. roosevelti-group
as either synonymous to, or part of, Electropheidole, and distinct from the P. sexspinosa-group and Pheidola-
canthinus, although neither group is inclusively defined.

The P. roosevelti-group, as defined here, is reserved for the two Fijian species originally assigned to Elec-
tropheidole by Mann (1921) together with the five new species described below. The wisdom of defining such
a group, to the exclusion of P. cervicornis and other spinescent members of the genus, will be judged by future
phylogenetic analyses of Old World Pheidole.

Sources and deposition of material

Although several museum collections serve as evidence that, over the course of the last century, a few intrepid
individuals managed to obtain specimens of Pheidole roosevelti and P. colaensis from Viti Levu, the majority
of the new records and new species collected since Mann’s initial survey of the archipelago were collected by
the author during three field expeditions from 2005—2007. Additional material was collected by a large sur-
vey of leaf litter arthropods conducted by the Wildlife Conservation Society (WCS) from 2002—2003 (Even-
huis & Bickel, 2005), and by extensive malaise trapping of arboreal and alate arthropods conducted by the
Schlinger Fiji Bioinventory of Arthropods and the NSF Fiji Terrestrial Arthropod Survey with the help of
WCS and local villagers (Evenhuis & Bickel, 2005). All specimens collected by the author are stored in 95%
ethanol until pinned. 

Holotypes and voucher specimens will be deposited in the Fiji National Insect Collection (FNIC), Suva.
Where sufficient specimens allow, paratypes and positively identified specimens will be deposited in the
ANIC (Australian National Insect Collection, CSIRO, Canberra, Australia), LACM (Natural History Museum
of Los Angeles County, Los Angeles, CA, USA), MCZC (Museum of Comparative Zoology Collection, Cam-
bridge, MA, USA), and NMNH (National Museum of Natural History, Washington D.C., USA). The NMNH,
on account of its significant collection of Fijian ants (namely those of W. M. Mann) and active sequencing
facilities is the repository of voucher specimens stored in 95% ethanol. 

Additional identification tools, including a Lucid3 matrix key, images of type specimens, queens and
males will be made available through the portals <http://www.fijiants.org> and <http://www.antweb.org/
fiji.jsp>.

Definition of morphological terms
Unless otherwise noted, morphological terms follow the definitions used in Table 2–5 of Hölldobler &

Wilson (1990) and the glossary with corresponding figures 523–531 in Bolton (1994). Morphology specific to
the queen caste, particularly the mesonotum, follows Richards (1977). Terms requiring further explanation are
defined below, and additional morphological terms are defined in Table 1.


