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form, Forel’s longiceps, which was unknown to Smith, must take the name pythia, Forel.” A few lines later
Wheeler states that “Mayr probably confused both species” and that “… as [Mayr] introduced no new names
his interpretation is now a matter of little moment.” Finally, Wheeler lists the type locality for pythia as Her-
berton, one of the localities mentioned by Forel (1915) for specimens he examined under the name longiceps.
It seems clear that Wheeler (1916) interpreted Forel’s name pythia as applying to material examined by Forel
(1915) under the name longiceps, and not to material examined by Mayr (1862) (although the comment “…
and the rarer Queensland form” is puzzling as it seems to apply to pythia rather than longiceps).

Smith (1961) next examined pythia during a study of Papua New Guinean species of Aphaenogaster. He
states that “Forel 1915 assigned the provisional name pythia to the specimens studied by Mayr [1862] should
they prove to be not longiceps or any previous described species” and “Wheeler errored however in designat-
ing Herberton, Queensland, as the type locality of pythia as none of the specimens studied by Mayr came from
there.” Thus Smith (1961) interpreted Forel (1915) as establishing a new available name by indication for
material referred to by Mayr (1862) and not for material identified as longiceps by Forel (1915), as Wheeler
(1916) had.

Of these two interpretations, Smith’s (1961) is here accepted as the correct one. Given this, the type mate-
rial for the name pythia becomes that examined by Mayr (1862). Unfortunately this material was destroyed
during World War I (Smith 1961), leaving the name without extant type material. Thus it is currently impossi-
ble to know to what species the name pythia should be applied. Even without type material, essentially all
authors since Wheeler (1916) have followed the concept developed by Wheeler (1916) for the species to
which this name has been applied. This situation is certainly less than ideal and has the potential to cause con-
siderable disruption to the nomenclature of this group. To resolve this confusion a neotype is here designated
for Forel’s A. pythia.

Aphaenogaster reichelae sp. n. 
(Figs 17, 18, 23, 31)

Types. Holotype worker, Australia, Northern Territory, Podocarpus Canyon, 12°38.73’S 133°26.73’E, Dec.
1993, H. Reichel, Nest A3 (ANIC) (ANIC32-031019); paratype workers, 6 (same data as holotype) (ANIC32-
031020), 4 (same data as holotype but Nest B2) (ANIC32-031021) and 6 (same data as holotype but Nest E9)
(ANIC32-000327) (ANIC, MCZC).

Diagnosis. Hairs on venter of head randomly distributed (Fig. 18); scape relatively long (SI greater than
135, Fig. 23); posterior margin of head nearly flat in full face view (Fig. 17); propodeal spines short (Fig. 18).
This species is morphologically similar to A. pythia but differing from it in the relatively longer scapes and in
having the dorsal and posterior faces of the petiolar node only weakly defined.

Description. Posterior margin of head nearly flat in full face view, extending laterally of the occipital col-
lar before passing through a distinct posterolateral corner into the lateral margin of the head. Hairs on venter
of head randomly distributed and not forming a distinct psammophore. Mandibular sculpture composed of
regularly sized striations. Shorter erect hairs on mesosomal dorsum generally tapering to sharp points but
often those on propodeum thickened and more or less blunt. Propodeal spines short. Dorsal surfaces of propo-
deum and propodeal spines connected through a gentle concavity (so that the base of each spine is at approxi-
mately the same level as the dorsal surface of the propodeum). Petiolar node (in dorsal view) approximately
square.

Measurements. Worker (n = 6). CI 83–87; EI 15–19; EL 0.17–0.19; HL 1.12–1.32; HW 0.93–1.14; ML
1.52–1.82; MTL 0.95–1.12; SI 128–139; SL 1.29–1.47.

Comments. This species is currently known from a single location, Podocarpus Canyon, in the East Alli-
gator River catchment, Arnhemland, Northern Territory (Fig. 31). This canyon is approximately 15km long


