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rugoreticulae (Figure 36B); smaller species (HL 0.55–0.72, HW 0.46–0.64, ML 
0.66–0.85) (southern U.S.A. to Mexico) .................... S. huachucanum (part) 

33 (30) Pilosity on gastral tergites predominately suberect and relatively sparse (Fig-
ure 39A, B); decumbent setae if present very sparse ..................................34

– Pilosity on gastral tergites shorter, denser, and usually distinctly bilayered, 
with a layer of suberect setae and an equally dense layer of decumbent setae 
(Figure 39C–E) ........................................................................................35

34 (33) Entire face and most of mesosoma densely punctate, or densely carinulate 
(longitudinal orientation on face), or intermediate, with carinulae emerging 
from borders of punctae (Figure 40A–C); eye larger (EL 0.15–0.18, REL 
20–25), with 8–9 ommatidia at greatest diameter; propodeal spines absent to 
tuberculate, shorter (SSL 0.09–0.11, PSI 0.9–1.2) (Mexico to Honduras) ....
 ...................................................................................S. stictosomum sp. n. 

– Face less densely sculptured, usually mostly rugoreticulate, but sometimes 
sculpture more polished, with reticulae indistinct (Figure 40D, E); eye small-
er (EL 0.10–0.15, REL 18–22), with 5–8 ommatidia at greatest diameter; 
propodeal spines tuberculate to short, longer (SSL 0.08–0.16, PSI 1.1–1.8) 
(Mexico) .............................................................................S. vexator sp. n. 

35 (33) Propodeal declivity in profile forming a broadly sinuous connection between 
propodeal spine and propodeal lobe (Figure 41A) (southern Mexico [Oaxaca, 
Veracruz]) ......................................................................S. connectum sp. n. 

– Propodeal declivity in profile straighter, leaving propodeal spine and lobe 
separated as distinct features (Figures 41B, 42A–F) ..................................36

36 (35) Petiole in profile appearing longer and more gracile, with node either dome-
like and almost completely smooth and shiny (Figure 42A), or small and 
somewhat compressed dorsoventrally (Figure 42B); pronotum mostly sculp-
tured, with punctae on side (Figure 42A, B), and rugae or rugoreticulae on 
dorsum; frontal lobes often (but not always) distinctly expanded, covering 
the torular lobes in full-face view (FLD 0.15–0.25, FLI 28–46); propodeal 
spines present, short to medium length (SSL 0.11–0.17, PSI 1.6–2.1) .....37

– Petiole in profile usually appearing shorter, more compact, and sometimes 
more robust, with node only shiny on anterior face and usually of moder-
ate size (Figure 42C–F); side of pronotum variably sculptured, often mostly 
smooth, and usually not punctate (Figure 42C–F); frontal lobes almost al-
ways of average width, and never completely covering torular lobes in full-
face view (FLD 0.11–0.20, FLI 23–31); propodeal spines variable, usually 
shorter (SSL 0.06–0.14, PSI 1.0–1.8) .......................................................38

37 (36) Petiole relatively longer (PL/HW 0.60–0.68); petiolar and postpetiolar 
nodes mostly smooth and shiny (Figure 42A); postpetiole relatively smaller 
and appearing more shield-like (PPH/PH 0.75–0.84); scape and metafemur 
relatively shorter (SI 82–89, MFI 102–109); larger species (HL 0.65–0.76, 
HW 0.54–0.66, ML 0.81–0.99) (southern Mexico to Honduras) ...............
 ....................................................................................... S. hojarasca sp. n. 


