








Etymology—This species is named after Wil-

liam E. Duellman, University of Kansas, in rec-

ognition of his many contributions to systematic

biology in the Neotropics and for his efforts in

making RMT's work in Peru possible, productive,

and enjoyable.

Remarks— Eutrichophilus duellmani is very

close to E. andersoni, being distinguished from it

by its consistently much larger dimensions and the

larger number of marginal metanotal setae.

Eutrichophilus maximus Bedford, 1939

Eutrichophilus maximus Bedford, 1939:118, Figure
14. Type host: Coendou rothschildi Thomas.

Male—Unknown.
Female—Eutrichophilus maximus is represent-

ed only by the single female type specimen col-

lected in Gamboa, Canal Zone, Panama. We have

not studied this individual but have noted from

the descriptive details by Bedford (1939) and Wer-

neck (1950) that it is of large size, approximately

comparable to that ofE. duellmani. However, both

authors show only a total of 14 or 16 marginal
metanotal setae, as opposed to at least 20 for E.

duellmani. Because the specimen is from a taxon

of host different from that of E. duellmani and

because the male has not been collected, we feel

the most conservative action is to continue to rec-

ognize it as different from the Peruvian series.

Rothschild's porcupine, Coendou rothschildi, the

host of Eutrichophilus maximus, occurs through-
out most of Panama to western Colombia west of

the Andes. Some authors consider C rothschildi

conspecific with C. bicolor, treating these northern

populations as the subspecies C. bicolor rothschildi

(Corbet & Hill, 1991). Emmons and Feer (1990,

p. 198) probably correctly stated, "If C. rothschildi

is a valid species, the C. 'bicolor' west ofthe Andes
are probably that species."

Eutrichophilus minor Mjoberg, 1910

(figs. 16, 17)

Eutrichophilus minor Mjoberg, 1910:77, Figures 44,

47, 48. Type host: Coendou prehensilis (Linnaeus)—
misidentification.

Male—As in Figure 16. Head wider than long,

with moderately wide slightly indented anterior

portion; short dorsal setae; 4 middorsal setae

aligned transversely; scape moderately enlarged.

Pronotum with 3-5 medioposterior setae on each

side. Metanotum with only medium outer mar-

ginal seta and total of 19-25 somewhat shorter

setae between them; metapleuron lacking any

longer setae. With at most only vague suggestion

of weak median division of tergites. Tergal setae:

I, 3-6; II-III, 21-25; IV-VII, 23-29; VIII, 16-21;

IX with each side having 5-6 setae on small plate

followed by patch of sensilla and several minute

setae; terminal segment evenly rounded, with dense

patch of minute to short dorsal setae. Very long
setae on pleuron VIII. Without evident accessory

tergal plates. Spiracles large. Sternal setae slightly

longer than tergal setae: II, 18-26; III-VI, 17-22;

VII, 15-17; VIII, 16-23. Genitalia (fig. 17) with

tapering straight parameres, small mesomeres, and

oval accessory structure at base ofparameres; with

very small lightly spiculate sac; sides of basal apo-
deme arched outward through entire length. Di-

mensions: TW, 0.46-0.56; HL, 0.46-0.52; SL,

0.17-0.20; SW, 0.11-0.12; PW, 0.35-0.42; MW,
0.40-0.46; AWIV, 0.59-0.66; TL, 1 .6 1-1 .83; GW,
0.10-0.11; GPL, 0.13-0.15; GBAL, 0.24-0.28.

Female—Much as in Figure 25. As for male,

except as follows. Scape smaller. Longer corner

metanotal and metapleural setae. Tergal setae: I,

3-10; II, 19-24; III, 26-32; IV-VII, 28-38; VIII,

26-32. Last segment (fig. 28) with cluster of 3 very

long setae on each side and 7-10 short setae an-

terior to and mediad ofthem. Sternal setae: II, 24-

36; III—VII, 22-3 1
; chaetotaxy and shape of sterna

II-III as in Figure 27. Ventral terminalia (fig. 28)

with very large gonapophyses having striated sur-

face texture, each with 43-53 short to medium

marginal setae, patch of medium setae beneath

each gonapophysis, and gonapophyses so large as

to be sprung out from body; total of 50-65 setae

on subgenital plate, with longer setae toward mid-

line situated on lobe of plate. Dimensions: TW,
0.65-0.71; HL, 0.51-0.60; PW, 0.46-0.52; MW,
0.53-0.63; AWIV, 0.83-0.95; TL, 2.24-2.51.

Type Material—Ex Coendou spinosus: lecto-

type male, 1 6 male, 26 female paralectotypes on

slides, 30 male, 69 female paralectotypes in al-

cohol, BRAZIL: Rio Grande do Sul: Colonia de

Sta. Cruz, 10.VIII.1899, coll. Fr. Stiegelmayr; lec-

totype and most paralectotypes in collection of

Zoologisches Museum, Hamburg; other paralec-

totypes in collections of Field Museum of Natural

History, National Museum of Natural History,

Oklahoma State University, The Natural History

Museum, and University of Minnesota. Other
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Material— Ex Coendou spinosus: URUGUAY:
Montevideo Zoo, 2 males.

Remarks—Eutrichophilus minor is easily sep-

arated from other species in the genus by the male's

unique genitalic features (fig. 1 7) and lack of ac-

cessory tergal plates and the female with the very

large sprung gonapophyses and unique shape and

chaetotaxy of the subgenital plate.

This is the first of three species in the minor

group for which the males apparently lack acces-

sory abdominal tergal sclerites. This is at variance

with the generic characterization by Lyal (1985,

p. 265) in which he stated ". . . male terga, at least

of abdominal segments V and VI, with anterior

and posterior sclerites."

In his description of Eutrichophilus minor,

Mjoberg (1910) stated that he had a large amount
of both sexes from a female Coendou prehensilis

from the collections of the Hamburg Museum. As
with E. cercolabes, Mjoberg (1910) originally re-

ported the type host for E. minor as C. prehensilis,

and Werneck (1936) reported examining a large

number ofexamples ofboth sexes from C. villosus.

Hopkins and Clay (1952) formally corrected the

identification of the type host to C. villosus, and

we further alter this to C. spinosus. This represents

the second of three species apparently occurring

together on C. spinosus in Brazil.

In a situation parallel to that of Eutrichophilus

cercolabes, once we found that what had been rec-

ognized as E. minor by various workers was ac-

tually a complex of species, it became imperative
to determine on which ofthese Mjoberg had based

his species. Fortunately, we obtained two vials with

142 adult specimens from the Zoologisches Mu-
seum, Hamburg, representing the Mjoberg type

series of E. minor. To stabilize the species E. mi-

nor, we are here designating a male as lectotype

and the remainder of the series as paralectotypes.

Eutrichophilus emersoni, new species

(figs. 24-28)

Type host: Coendou spinosus (F. Cuvier).

II, 20-25; III-VII, 21-29; VIII, 18-22; IX with

each side having 6-7 short setae on small plate

followed by patch of sensilla and few small setae;

terminal segment rounded, with patch of minute

to short dorsal setae. Very long setae on pleuron
VIII and long seta on lateral tergum VIII. Without

evident accessory tergal plates. Spiracles large.

Sternal setae slightly longer than tergal setae: II,

23-31; III-VI, 18-25; VII, 16-20; VIII, 19-24.

Genitalia (fig. 26) with tapering curved parameres,

elongate mesomeres, and elongate accessory struc-

ture at base of parameres; with medium spinose

sac; sides of basal apodeme arched outward in

middle. Dimensions: TW, 0.56-0.59; HL, 0.54-

0.56; SL, 0.20-0.22; SW, 0.10-0.11; PW, 0.42-

0.47; MW, 0.47-0.5 1
; AWIV, 0.67-0.75; TL, 1 .97-

2.06; GW, 0.14-0.16; GPL, 0.10-0.12; GBAL,
0.32-0.38.

Female—As in Figure 25; sterna II—III as in

Figure 27; terminalia as in Figure 28. Apparently

inseparable from that of E. minor. Dimensions:

TW, 0.64-0.73; HL, 0.58-0.62; PW, 0.51-0.53;

MW, 0.61-0.64; AWIV, 0.90-0.98; TL, 2.50-2.61.

Type Material— Ex Coendou spinosus: holo-

type male, BRAZIL: Santa Catarina: Nova Teu-

tonia, 6 Jun 1941, F. Plaumann; in collection of

Field Museum of Natural History. Paratypes: 22

males, 24 females, same data as holotype; in col-

lections of Field Museum of Natural History, Na-
tional Museum ofNatural History, Oklahoma State

University, The Natural History Museum, Uni-

versity of Minnesota, and Zoologisches Museum,
Hamburg.
Etymology—This species is named in honor

of the late K. C. Emerson in recognition of his

numerous publications on chewing louse taxon-

omy and his establishment at Oklahoma State

University of one of the world's foremost collec-

tions of chewing lice that made this study, as well

as many other studies, possible.

Remarks— Eutrichophilus emersoni, while hav-

ing many similarities to E. minor, is quite different

for the male in aspects of chaetotaxy, dimensions,

and genitalia.

Male—As in Figure 24. Head about as long as

wide, with moderately wide slightly indented an-

terior portion; 4 middorsal setae variably aligned

transversely to having inner pair medioanterior to

outer; scape moderately enlarged. Pronotum with

3-5 medioposterior setae on each side. Metano-
tum with only medium outer marginal seta and
total of 20-25 shorter setae between them; meta-

pleuron lacking longer seta. Tergal setae: I, 5-8;

Eutrichophilus claytoni, new species

Type host: Coendou spinosus (F. Cuvier).

Male—Much as for E. emersoni, except as fol

lows. Dimensions: TW, 0.5 1-0.52; HL, 0.50-0.5 1

SL, 0.18-0.20; PW, 0.40-0.41; MW, 0.43-0.44

AWIV, 0.65-0.66; TL, 1 .7 1-1 .73; GW, 0. 1 3-0. 1 4

GBAL, 0.30-0.31.
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Figs. 24-28. Eutrichophilus emersoni: 24, male. 25, female. 26, male genitalia. 27, female sternites II—III. 28,
female terminalia.
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Female—Much as for E. emersoni, except as

follows. Tergal setae: IV-VII, 27-35; VIII, 24-30.

Sternal setae: II, 21-28. Dimensions: TW, 0.56-

0.59; HL, 0.51-0.52; PW, 0.46-0.47; MW, 0.52-

0.55; AWIV, 0.77-0.82; TL, 2.06-2.13.

Type Material— Ex Coendou spinosus: holo-

type male, PARAGUAY: [Paraguari]: Sapucai; in

collection of University of California, Berkeley.

Paratypes: 1 male, 2 females, same data as holo-

type; 1 male, 1 female, no locality (usnm 104594);

in collections ofNational Museum ofNatural His-

tory and University of California, Berkeley.

Etymology—The species is named in honor of

Dale H. Clayton, University of Oxford, in recog-

nition of his deep interest in and contributions to

the study of the taxonomy and host-parasite in-

teractions of avian chewing lice.

Remarks— Eutrichophilus claytoni is close to E.

emersoni and, thus, separable from all other species

in the genus by the same features as the latter. The

much smaller dimensions for both sexes ofE. clay-

toni enable easy separation from E. emersoni; the

female ofE. claytoni also tends to have fewer tergal

and sternal setae.

Eutrichophilus cordiceps Mjoberg, 1910

(figs. 29-33)

Eutrichophilus cordiceps Mjoberg, 1910:75, Figure 46.

Type host: Coendou prehensilis (Linnaeus)— mis-

identification.

Male—As in Figure 29. Head wider than long,

with shallow medium-wide medioanterior con-

cavity; short dorsal setae; 4 middorsal setae usu-

ally aligned transversely, less often with inner pair

medioanterior to outer pair; scape much enlarged.

Pronotum with 5-8 medioposterior setae on each

side. Metanotum with long outer marginal seta

and total of 27-33 other setae, with 1-2 of these

typically laterad of long seta; longest seta of meta-

pleuron subequal to long outer metanotal seta.

Tergal setae: I, 3-10; II-III, 29-36; IV-VII, 32-

48; VIII, 28-37; terminal segment broadly round-

ed, with it and IX having dense patch of short

dorsal setae. Very long setae on pleuron VIII and

lateral tergum VIII. Prominent accessory tergal

plates on II-VII, with those on II and VII smallest.

Spiracles large. Sternal setae slightly longer than

tergal setae: II-III, 23-33; IV-VI, 27-38; VII, 29-

37; VIII, 30-41. Genitalia (fig. 31) with large

pointed blade-like parameres, short broad meso-

meres, and slender transverse structure at base of

parameres; with large spinose sac; sides of basal

apodeme straight, divergent, with bifurcation ap-

parent on some specimens. Dimensions: TW, 0.7 1-

0.82; HL, 0.61-0.67; SL, 0.38-0.42; SW, 0.18-

0.23; PW, 0.53-0.59; MW, 0.64-0.73; AWIV,
1.01-1.08; TL, 2.79-3.04; GW, 0.36-0.42; GPL,
0.42-0.45; GBAL, 0.40-0.46.

Female—As in Figure 30. Much as for male,

except as follows. Scape smaller. Tergal setae: II,

30-35; III, 31-39; IV-VII, 36-49. Last segment

(fig. 33) with cluster of 4 very long dorsal setae on

each side and 16-24 short setae anterior to and

between them. No accessory tergal plates. Sternal

setae: II-III, 22-31; IV-VII, 26-38; chaetotaxy and

shape of sterna II-III as in Figure 32. Ventral ter-

minalia (fig. 33) with large rounded gonapophyses,
each with 28-41 marginal setae going from short

to medium to short, with patch of medium setae

beneath gonapophyses, and total of 43-54 setae

on subgenital plate; subgenital plate with deep me-

dioposterior indentation, with setae situated well

anterior of margin. Dimensions: TW, 0.77-0.82;

HL, 0.64-0.67; PW, 0.56-0.62; MW, 0.78-0.85;

AWIV, 0.98-1.10; TL, 2.58-2.73.

Type Material— Ex Coendou spinosus: lecto-

type male, 1 male, 2 female paralectotypes, BRA-
ZIL: Rio Grande do Sul: Colonia de Sta. Cruz,

10.VII.1899, coll. Fr. Stiegelmayr; in collection of

Zoologisches Museum, Hamburg. Other Materi-

al—Ex Coendou spinosus: BRAZIL: Santa Cata-

rina: Nova Teutonia, 10 males, 8 females.

Remarks—This is the third known species of

Eutrichophilus believed to occur together on Coen-

dou spinosus, with E. cercolabes, E. minor, and E.

cordiceps all having been collected from Brazilian

hosts at Colonia de Sta. Cruz and E. cercolabes,

E. emersoni, and E. cordiceps at Nova Teutonia.

As with E. cercolabes and E. minor, the identity

of the type host (C. prehensilis) was changed by

Hopkins and Clay (1952) to C. villosus, and we

are herein correcting that to C. spinosus. Werneck

(1936) reported examining a large number of ex-

amples of both sexes collected from C. villosus.

In his description of Eutrichophilus cordiceps,

Mjoberg (1910) stated that he had a few males and

a few females of this species from the collections

of the Hamburg Museum from a female Coendou

prehensilis. As with E. cercolabes and E. minor, it

was necessary to obtain the Mjoberg type material

of E. cordiceps from the Zoologisches Museum to

confirm its identity. The single vial labeled as types

ofE. cordiceps contained six specimens— four adult

E. cordiceps, one female of E. minor, and one

immature specimen. From these, we designate here

a male as lectotype of E. cordiceps, with the other
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Figs. 29-33. Eutrichophilus cordiceps: 29, male. 30, female. 31, male genitalia. 32, female sternites II—III. 33,

female terminalia.
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three specimens assuming the status of paralec-

totypes.

Separation of Eutrichophilus cordiceps from the

others is based on the unique male genitalia, the

shape and chaetotaxy of the male terminalia, the

shape of the female gonapophyses, the shape and

chaetotaxy of the female subgenital plate, and the

large dimensions of both sexes.

Hopkins and Clay (1952) erroneously listed Fig-

ures 5 and 6 in Mjoberg (1910) as representing his

illustration of Eutrichophilus cordiceps. The cor-

rect illustration is 46; 5 and 6 represent Gliricola.

Eutrichophilus paraguayensis, new species

Type host: Coendou spinosus (F. Cuvier).

Male—Much as for E. cordiceps, except as fol-

lows. Tergal setae: I, 3-7; II, 22-34; III-VIII, 24-

46. Sternal setae: II—III, 19-29; IV-VI, 23-33; VII,

19-30; VIII, 26-32. Dimensions: TW, 0.62-0.67;

HL, 0.55-0.60; SL, 0.34-0.37; SW, 0. 1 7-0.20; PW,
0.50-0.53; MW, 0.58-0.6 1

; AWIV, 0.9 1-0.98; TL,

2.44-2.61; GW, 0.33-0.38; GPL, 0.38-0.41;

GBAL, 0.37-0.41.

Female—Much as for E. cordiceps, except as

follows. Tergal setae: I, 2-5; II, 23-35; III-VIII,

26-45. Last segment with cluster of 2-4 very long

dorsal setae on each side. Sternal setae: II, 16-29;

III-VII, 18-35. Each gonapophysis with 22-31

marginal setae. Dimensions: TW, 0.65-0.72; HL,
0.55-0.6 1; PW, 0.52-0.56; MW, 0.67-0.73; AWIV,
0.90-1.00; TL, 2.18-2.46.

Type Material—Ex Coendou spinosus: holo-

type male, PARAGUAY: [Guaira]: Villarrica, 12

Sep 1938, F. H. Schade; in collection ofOklahoma
State University. Paratypes: 1 8 males, 1 9 females,

same data as holotype; 1 male, 1 female, PAR-
AGUAY: [Paraguari]: Sapucai; in collections of

Oklahoma State University, The Natural History

Museum, and University of California, Berkeley.

Other Material— Ex C. spinosus: BRAZIL: Minas

Gerais: Vicosa, 1 male, 2 females.

Remarks—This species is close to Eutricho-

philus cordiceps, thereby being separable from all

other species in the genus by the same features as

the latter. The smaller dimensions of E. para-

guayensis afford separation from E. cordiceps. The
former also has a tendency for fewer tergal and

sternal setae.

Eutrichophilus paraguayensis, E. australis, and

E. claytoni were all taken in what appears to be

the same collection at Sapucai, Paraguay, and each

is separable from its nearest species, E. cordiceps,

E. cercolabes, and E. emersoni, respectively, by

being consistently smaller. The host for all six of

these species is Coendou spinosus. This occurrence

is extremely curious in that there appears to be

seven species of chewing lice found on the same
host species and that individual host animals ap-

parently may be parasitized by three different

species of Eutrichophilus.

Eutrichophilus hershkovitzU new species

(figs. 34-38)

Type host: Echinoprocta rufescens (Gray).

Male—As in Figure 34. Head about as long as

wide, with shallow medioanterior concavity; short

dorsal setae; middorsal setae with inner pair me-

dioanterior to outer pair; scape much enlarged.

Pronotum with 1-2 medioposterior setae on each

side. Metanotum with long outer marginal seta

and total of 13-16 setae between them; longest

seta of metapleuron subequal to long adjacent

metanotal seta. Tergal setae: I, 2-3; II, 13-18; III-

VIII, 14-22; IX with 19-22 setae and patch of

sensilla on each side; terminal segment with short

dorsal setae and fringe of long setae. Very long

setae on pleuron VIII and lateral tergum VIII. Ac-

cessory tergal plates on II-VII. Spiracles large.

Sternal setae slightly longer than tergal setae: II,

12-16; III, 15-21; IV-VII, 14-18; VIII, 16-20.

Genitalia (fig. 36) with relatively straight tapered

parameres, mesomeres about halfparamere length,

and transverse piece at base ofparameres as shown,

measuring 0.09-0. 10 wide; with large spinose sac;

sides of basal apodeme relatively straight, slightly

divergent. Dimensions: TW, 0.44-0.47; HL, 0.44-

0.48; SL, 0.20-0.22; SW, 0.10-0.11; PW, 0.35-

0.37; MW, 0.37-0.42; AWIV, 0.58-0.62; TL, 1 .68-

1.79; GW, 0.18-0.19; GPL, 0.16-0.17; GBAL,
0.28-0.30.

Female—As in Figure 35. Much as for male,

except as follows. Head slightly wider than long;

scape not enlarged. Tergal setae: IV-VII, 20-25;

VIII, 13-16. Last segment (fig. 38) with cluster of

3 very long dorsal setae on each side and total of

8-10 short setae mostly anterior to them. No ac-

cessory tergal plates. Sternal setae: II, 12-14; III-

V, 17-21; VI-VII, 16-19; chaetotaxy and shape

of sterna II—III as in Figure 37, with fusion lat-

erally. Ventral terminalia (fig. 38) with large elon-

gate gonapophyses each fringed with 21-28 setae,

and total of 40-47 setae on subgenital plate, these

short and following curved margin of plate. Di-

mensions: TW, 0.48-0.51; HL, 0.47-0.50; PW,
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X38-0.42; MW, 0.47-0.50; AWIV, 0.70-0.75; TL,

1.88-2.02.

Type Material—Ex Echinoprocta rufescens

mvz 1 24088): holotype male, COLOMBIA: Valle:

I km NW San Antonio, 6500', 25 Jun 1958, A.

rl. Miller #10,039; in collection of Snow Ento-

nological Museum, University of Kansas, Law-

•ence. Paratypes: 5 males, 3 females, same data as

lolotype; 4 males, 4 females, ex Coendou sp.: CO-
LOMBIA: vicinity of Cali, 8 Feb 1977, RLR
£42691; in collections of National Museum of

Natural History, Oklahoma State University, The

Natural History Museum, University of Kansas,

ind University of Minnesota.

Etymology— Eutrichophilus hershkovitzi is

lamed in honor of Philip Hershkovitz, Field Mu-
seum of Natural History, in recognition of the un-

jaralleled collections from South America that he

las amassed over the past five decades and his

mduring studies on South American mammals,
ind for his interest in mammalian ectoparasites.

He personally collected a wide array of taxa and

i considerable number of ectoparasites over the

jast half century that have contributed signifi-

cantly to our understanding of host-parasite re-

ationships.

Remarks—This species is recognized by the head

with only a shallow medioanterior indentation, the

nner middorsal head setae medioanterior to the

)uter, the pronotum with only 1-2 median setae

jn each side, the female with partially fused sterna

[I—III, and the features of the male genitalia, in-

cluding the size and shape of the accessory piece

it the base of the parameres.

Our initial series of Eutrichophilus hershkovitzi

s from a porcupine identified only as Coendou sp.

ind from "vicinity of Cali, Colombia." We have

seen unable to locate the host porcupine, which

was labeled "RLR-42691," to confirm the host

identification and locality data. If this porcupine
was truly from Cali, then it should represent C.

hicolor richardsoni, the only porcupine known to

accur in that area. Subsequently, after an analysis

af all species of Eutrichophilus, we obtained a se-

ries ofspecimens from Echinoprocta rufescens, the

short-tailed porcupine, a species found only in a

restricted area of Colombia's eastern cordillera in

the vicinity of Bogota. This was a wild-shot host

and we are confident that this host-louse associ-

ation is correct. The specimens we obtained from

the dried study skin of E. rufescens are indistin-

guishable morphologically from our initial series

Df E. hershkovitzi. In no other instance do we see

a single species of Eutrichophilus on two different

lost species. Thus, we are skeptical that E. hersh-

kovitzi does indeed occur on both of these host

species, although we cannot rule that out. There

is also the possibility that the Coendou sp. rep-

resented a misidentified captive animal or that

both species of porcupines were housed together

in a zoo. Cali is a major commercial center, and

animals captured elsewhere in Colombia might
have been held in captivity there and then shipped
elsewhere. Because ofthe confusion over the iden-

tity ofthe porcupine from Cali, we are designating

E. rufescens as the type host of E. hershkovitzi.

Eutrichophilus lobatus Ewing, 1936

(figs. 21-23)

Eutrichophilus lobatus Ewing, 1 936:238, Figure 2. Type
host: Coendou pruinosus Thomas.

Male—Much like that ofE. hershkovitzi, except

as follows. Head with narrow deep medioanterior

concavity (fig. 21). Margin ofmetanotum with 19-

22 setae between long corner setae. More tergal

setae: II, 17-20; III, 21-22; IV-VIII, 25-31; IX
with 1 5 setae on each side; terminal segment (fig.

23) with gentle indentation, fringed with short to

medium setae. More sternal setae: II, 16-17; III—

V, 21-24; VI, 18-21; VII, 21-22; VIII, 24. Ventral

terminalia with cluster oflong setae associated with

other shorter setae (fig. 23). Genitalia (fig. 22) with

gently curved tapered parameres, mesomeres about

half their length, and transverse piece associated

with the base of parameres as shown, 0.13-0.14

wide; sides of basal apodeme straight, parallel.

Larger dimensions: TW, 0.49-0.50; HL, 0.49-0.50;

SL, 0.27-0.29; SW, 0.13-0.14; PW, 0.38; MW,
0.44; AWIV, 0.64-0.67; TL, 1 .82-1 .85; GW, 0.22;

GPL, 0.19-0.20; GBAL, 0.28-0.31.

Female—Unknown.
Type Material—Ex Coendou pruinosus: South

America: no specific locality, 1 male on type slide

(usnm 172985). Other Material— Ex Coendou ves-

titus: COLOMBIA: Cundinamarca: Quipile (W of

Bogota) (amnh 70529), 1 male.

Remarks—This species is close to Eutricho-

philus hershkovitzi but readily separated by dif-

ferences in size and shape of transverse piece at

the base of the genitalic parameres, overall di-

mensions, and placement of setae on the termi-

nalia. At first we thought the differences, especially

those of the terminalia, were illusionary due to

mounting distortion. However, close study has

convinced us that these differences are actual, and

this conclusion is supported by other features of

chaetotaxy.
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Figs. 34-38. Eutrichophilus hershkovitzi: 34, male. 35, female. 36, male genitalia. 37, female sternites II—III. 38,

female terminalia.
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Ewing (1936) did not designate a holotype but,

rather, based his description on the type slide spec-

imen as was his usual practice. We have studied

this slide (usnm 50060) and found that it contains

a mix of two species. The slide contains one adult

male, one adult female, and three immatures. Of
the three immatures, one is definitely a male of

Eutrichophilus comitans within the third-instar

skin; the other two immatures are too young to

identify. We believe the single female is also that

of E. comitans, but this is difficult to say for cer-

tain. Werneck (1950) postulated that the females

of E. lobatus and E. comitans are so similar that

they may not be separated. Both of these species

are sympatric on the same host individuals. Cir-

cumstantially, we believe that the only females

available to us from Coendou pruinosus represent

E. comitans and that we have yet to see females

of E. lobatus; we further suspect that the female

of E. lobatus, when known, will have similarities

to that of E. hershkovitzi, not E. comitans. This

then leaves the single male on the type slide as the

type of E. lobatus and, as such, there is no need

for lectotype designation here. Ewing (1936) de-

voted three times as much space to the description

of the male, giving many more details than for the

female, and his only illustration was that of the

male genitalia. Therefore, the application of the

male description to E. lobatus and consignment
of the female to E. comitans is consistent with

Ewing's emphasis.
Coendou pruinosus is considered by some as a

subspecies of C. vestitus (see Woods, 1993); if that

arrangement is followed, the type host would be

called C. vestitus pruinosus.

Eutrichophilus comitans Werneck, 1950

(figs. 39-43)

Eutrichophilus comitans Werneck, 1950:56, Figures
42, 43. Type host: Coendou pruinosus Thomas.

Male—As in Figure 39. Head about as long as

wide, with narrow medioanterior concavity; short

dorsal setae; middorsal head setae with inner pair

medioanterior to outer pair; scape much enlarged.

Pronotum with 1 , less often 2, medioposterior se-

tae on each side. Metanotum with long outer mar-

ginal seta and total of 13-14 setae between them;

Imetapleuron with only short setae. Tergal setae:

I, 2; II, 16-18; III, 1 6-2 1
; IV-VIII, 18-24; IX with

J22-26 short setae; terminal segment dorsally with

scattered short to medium setae. Very long setae

)n pleuron VIII. Accessory tergal plates on III—

VII, with those on III-IV smallest. Sternal setae

slightly longer than tergal setae: II, 14—16; III—

VIII, 15-20. Genitalia (fig. 41) with long tapered

parameres, short oblong mesomeres, and no ap-

parent accessory structures at base of parameres;
with medium spiny sac; sides of basal apodeme
relatively short, straight, widely divergent. Di-

mensions: TW, 0.46-0.47; HL, 0.45-0.46; SL,

0.23-0.24; SW, 0.11-0.12; PW, 0.34-0.37; MW,
0.39-0.4 1

; AWIV, 0.57-0.6 1
; TL, 1 .65-1 .68; GW,

0.16-0.17; GPL, 0.21-0.23; GBAL, 0.16-0.22.

Female—As in Figure 40. Much as for male,

except as follows. Head slightly wider than long;

scape not enlarged. Metanotum with total of 1 2-

1 7 setae between longer corner setae. Tergal setae

shorter on VII-VIII than on IH-VI: II, 17-23; III—

VII, 22-30; VIII, 17-23. Last segment (fig. 43)
with 12-16 very short setae across posterior mar-

gin of tergum IX. No accessory tergal plates. Ster-

nal setae: II, 14-18; III, 17-22; IV-VI, 20-25; VII,

19-23; chaetotaxy and shape of sterna II—III as in

Figure 42. Ventral terminalia (fig. 43) with very
small gonapophyses, tapered, each with only 4-6

widely spaced marginal setae, and total of 14-22

setae on subgenital plate, with margin of plate

evenly curved. Dimensions: TW, 0.50-0.54; HL,
0.45-0.53; PW, 0.38-0.41 ; MW, 0.47-0.50; AWIV,
0.68-0.75; TL, 1.78-1.98.

Type Material—Ex Coendou pruinosus: ho-

lotype male, 2 male and 1 female paratypes, VEN-
EZUELA: [Merida]: Merida (amnh 21350). Other

Material— Ex Coendou pruinosus: VENEZUELA:
Merida, 3 females (2 of them headless) labeled E.

lobatus on type slide (amnh 21350); South Amer-
ica—on type slide of is. lobatus (usnm 172985), 1

female; no locality (usnm 172985), 5 females.

Remarks—Eutrichophilus comitans is readily

recognized from others of the genus by its sym-
metrical head and configuration ofmiddorsal head

setae, with the inner pair medioanterior to the

outer, along with the unique male genitalia and

the extremely small female gonapophyses with so

few marginal setae on each.

The status ofthe female ofE. comitans and that

of E. lobatus, both of which are sympatric on C.

pruinosus, has been discussed under the latter

species and will not be repeated here.

Eutrichophilus guyanensis Werneck, 1950

(figs. 44-48)

Eutrichophilus guyanensis Werneck, 1950:49, Figures

29-35. Type host: Coendou melanurus (Wagner).
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Figs. 39-43. Eutrichophilus comitans: 39, male. 40, female. 41, male genitalia. 42, female sternites II—III. 43,
female terminalia.
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Male—As in Figure 44. Head distinctly longer

than wide, with asymmetrically broad flattened

medioanterior portion and compression ofcarinae

on shortened side; minute to short dorsal setae;

middorsal head setae minute, longitudinally

aligned on each side; scape much enlarged. Prono-

tum with only 1-2 minute medioposterior setae

on each side. Metanotum and metapleuron with

only short to minute setae, total on metanotal mar-

gin of 16-19. Tergal setae: I, 0; II, 15-17; III, 16-

19; IV-VI, 18-22; VII, 21-24; VIII, 13-16; IX

and terminal segment with dorsal patches of short

setae. Very long setae on pleuron VIII and lateral

tergum VIII. Accessory tergal plates on V-VII,

progressively larger from front to back. Spiracles

large. Sternal setae longer than tergal setae: II, 10-

12; III-VIII, 16-24. Genitalia (fig. 46) with broad

acute parameres, mesomeres and accessory struc-

tures apparently fused with parameres, as shown;
with large spinous sac; sides of basal apodeme
essentially straight, parallel. Dimensions: TW,
0.67-0.72; HL, 0.74-0.80; SL, 0.45-0.47; SW,
0. 1 8-0.2 1 ; PW, 0.5 1-0.55; MW, 0.49-0.57; AVVIV,

0.81-0.88; TL, 2.46-2.74; GW, 0.19-0.21; GPL,
0.20-0.23; GBAL, 0.34-0.39.

Female—As in Figure 45. Much as for male,

except as follows. Head about as wide as long;

scape small. Metanotum marginally with total of

14-17 setae. Tergal setae minute: II, 14-17; III,

17-24; IV-VI, 20-27; VII, 23-31; VIII, 16-20.

Last segment (fig. 48) with cluster of 2-3 very long

dorsal setae on each side and 4 minute setae be-

tween them. No accessory tergal plates. Sternal

setae: II, 10-17; III-IV, 15-24; V-VII, 21-30;

chaetotaxy and shape of sterna II—III as in Figure

47, with II nestled into anterior margin of HI.

Ventral terminalia (fig. 48) with small gonapophy-
ses, rounded, each with 12-13 marginal setae, and

total of 1 9-20 setae on subgenital plate, with mar-

gin ofplate angulate. Dimensions: TW, 0.77-0.80;

HL, 0.72-0.78; PW, 0.57-0.61; MW, 0.58-0.65;

AWIV, 0.86-0.94; TL, 2.61-2.93.

Type Material—Ex Coendou melanurus: ho-

lotype male, 1 male and 1 female paratypes, GUY-
ANA: Mazaruni-Potaro: Kartabo, 24 Mar 1924,

coll. Wm. Beebe (amnh 142955). Other Materi-

al—Ex Coendou melanurus: SURINAM: Maro-

wijne: Moengo, 2 males, 2 females.

Remarks—Eutrichophilus guyanensis is the first

of two species recognized by the asymmetry as-

sociated with the anterior head. It is further dif-

ferentiated from E. exiguus, the only other asym-
metrical species of the genus, by the unique dorsal

chaetotaxy and the details of the male genitalia

and female terminalia.

Emerson and Price (1975) reported specimens
from a porcupine collected at Moengo, Surinam;
this locality, as noted above, is well within the

range of Coendou melanurus, the type host.

Eutrichophilus exiguus Werneck, 1950

(figs. 49-53)

Eutrichophilus exiguus Werneck, 1950:52, Figures 36-
41. Type host: Coendou melanurus (Wagner).

Male—As in Figure 49. As for E. guyanensis,

except as follows. Narrower medioanterior head

margin; many head setae missing or represented

only by alveoli; middorsal setae with inner pair

medioanterior to outer; metanotum with long cor-

ner seta and 17-21 minute setae between them.

Tergal setae shorter toward midline; I, 2; II, 16-

19; III-VII, 18-26; VIII, 16-18; IX rounded, with

short setae; terminal segment truncate, with patch

ofminute setae. With very long setae only on pleu-

ron VIII. Accessory tergal plates on IV-VII. Ster-

nal setae: II, 10; III, 15-18; IV-VII, 18-22; VIII,

16-18. Genitalia (fig. 51) with slender acute par-

ameres, broad mesomeres, and narrow bridge con-

necting base ofparameres; with small spinous sac;

sides of basal apodeme straight, divergent. Much
smaller in all dimensions: TW, 0.46-0.47; HL,
0.48-0.50; SL, 0.21-0.23; SW, 0.10-0.11; PW,
0.37; MW, 0.39-0.40; AWIV, 0.59-0.62; TL, 1.52-

1.54; GW, 0.17; GPL, 0.16; GBAL, 0.21-0.22.

Female—As in Figure 50. Much as for male,

except as follows. Head wider than long; scape

small. Last segment (fig. 53) with cluster of 3 very

long setae on each side and 8 minute setae between

them. Tergal setae all of fairly uniform length. No
accessory tergal plates. Chaetotaxy and shape of

sterna II—III as in Figure 52. Ventral terminalia

(fig. 53) with small gonapophyses, rounded, each

with only 5-6 short to medium setae, and total of

1 8 setae on subgenital plate, with margin of plate

only slightly concave medially. Dimensions: TW,
0.54; HL, 0.5 1

; PW, 0.4 1 ; MW, 0.47; AWIV, 0.70;

TL, 1.86.

Type Material—Ex Coendou melanurus: ho-

lotype male, 1 male and 1 female paratypes. GUY-
ANA: Mazaruni-Potaro: Kartabo, 24 Mar 1924,

coll. Wm. Beebe (amnh 142955).

Remarks—This and Eutrichophilus guyanensis

are the only known members of Eutrichophilus

that have an asymmetrical anterior head. In ad-

dition, they have minute dorsal head setae and

unique male genitalia and female terminalia, to

name some of the more obvious differences. The
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Figs. 44-48. Eutrichophilus guyanensis: 44, male. 45, female. 46, male genitalia. 47, female sternites II-III. 48,

female terminalia.
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two species are easily separated from each other

by the gross differences in size, head shape, general

body shape, and other features.

It is interesting that the two species with the

head asymmetry are sympatric on Coendou mel-

anurus and they represent the only lice known
from this host taxon. Woods (1993) considered C
insidiosus to be the correct name for the porcu-

pines of Surinam. Curiously, C. melanurus does

not seem to have been reported previously from

Guyana.

Eutrichophilus moojeni Werneck, 1945

(figs. 54-58)

Eutrichophilus moojeni Werneck, 1945:143, Figures
63-68. Type host: Chaetomys subspinosus (Olfers).

Male—As in Figure 55. Head about as long as

wide; with only slight medioanterior indentation

and appearance ofbeing nearly round; short dorsal

setae; middorsal setae with inner pair medioan-

terior to outer pair; much enlarged scape. Prono-

tum with 1 medioposterior seta on each side.

Metanotum with long outer marginal seta and to-

tal of 2 setae between them; metapleuron with long
seta subequal to that of the metanotum. Legs II-

III grossly modified, distinctly different from first

pair. Tergal setae: I, 2; II, 12-15; III, 18-19; IV-

VI, 21-25; VII, 14-19; VIII with 2-3 very long
corner setae and 14-17 very short setae between

them; IX with medioposterior concavity and patch
ofvery short dorsal setae; terminal segment round-

ed, with minute to short dorsal setae. Very long
setae on pleura VII and VIII and lateral tergum
VIII. Accessory tergal plate on II-VII. Spiracles

very small. Sternal setae: II, 8-10; III, 12-13; IV-

VIII, 13-19. Genitalia (fig. 58) with markedly
curved parameres flared at distal tip, oval meso-

meres, and elongate accessory structure at base of

parameres; sides of basal apodeme as shown. Di-

mensions: TW, 0.51-0.53; HL, 0.52; SL, 0.27-

130; SW, 0.14-0.15; PW, 0.43-0.46; MW, 0.47-

3.51; AWIV, 0.74-0.77; TL, 2.26-2.34; GW, 0.23-

).26; GPL, 0.18-0.19; GBAL, 0.32-0.35.

Female—As in Figure 54. Much as for male,

except as follows. Scape not enlarged; flagellum
vith weak indication of terminal division. Tergal
>etae: III, 16-22; IV-VII, 18-27. Last segment (fig.

>6) with cluster of3-4 very long setae on each side

ind 16-18 short setae anterior to and between

jhem. No accessory tergal plates. Sternal setae: II,

0-14; III, 12-14; IV-V, 15-17; VI, 20-21; VII,

'.4-25; chaetotaxy and shape of sterna II—III as in

Figure 57. Ventral terminalia (fig. 56) with very

large sharply angulate gonapophyses, each with

28-3 1 long marginal setae, and total of44-45 setae

on subgenital plate, these setae being markedly

longer medially; subgenital plate margin only

slightly concave medially. Dimensions: TW, 0.53-

0.54; HL, 0.53; PW, 0.46-0.47; MW, 0.56-0.58;

AWIV, 0.82-0.87; TL, 2.43-2.44.

Type Material—Ex Chaetomys subspinosus:

holotype male, allotype female, 1 male and 1 fe-

male paratypes, BRAZIL: Espirito Santo: Santa

Teresa.

Remarks— Eutrichophilus moojeni is so dis-

tinctively different from all other porcupine lice

that a case could be made for description ofa new,

monotypic genus for this species. The head shape,

the unique modification of legs II—III, the small

spiracles, and the unusual shape of the male gen-
italic parameres are some of the more obvious

gross differences.

Werneck (1950) believed that the long legs of

Eutrichophilus moojeni were an adaptation for the

large diameter quills of the host, Chaetomys sub-

spinosus.

The bristle-spined porcupine, Chaetomys sub-

spinosus, of the Atlantic Forest region of Brazil is

quite distinctive morphologically from all other

New World porcupines. Chaetomys, like other

members of the Atlantic coastal fauna, is clearly

an old species, and its evolutionary relationships

to other erethizontids are unclear. It has long been

placed as a monotypic genus in the porcupine fam-

ily Erethizontidae; however, it does share char-

acters with the spiny rats ofthe family Echimyidae
and some recent authors consider it an echimyid

(see Discussion, below). Oliver and Santos (1991)

provided a recent review of conservation prob-

lems concerning the bristle-spined porcupines and

a discussion of the confusion surrounding their

distribution.

Discussion

Biology of Eutrichophilus

Eutrichophilus is found only on the New World

porcupines of the family Erethizontidae; it is ab-

sent from all other families of New World ca-

viomorph rodents and the Old World porcupines

(family Hystricidae). There is considerable vari-

ation among species, but little intraspecific vari-

ation. We now recognize 1 8 species in the genus,

and we suspect that additional species will be found

on the South American porcupines. As we see both
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Figs. 49-53. Eutrichophilus exiguus: 49, male. 50, female. 51, male genitalia. 52, female sternites II—III. 53, female

terminalia.
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Figs. 54-58. Eutrichophilus moojeni: 54, female. 55, male. 56, female terminalia. 57, female sternites II—III. 58,

male genitalia.
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males and females in roughly equal numbers (where

adequate sample sizes are available), we see no

reason to suspect that any ofthe species ofEutrich-

ophilus are parthenogenetic. We suspect that por-

cupines are ineffective at controlling louse popu-

lations through grooming. This assumption is based

on the nature of the hairs (many are stout quills),

and we also have observed high louse populations

on porcupines. Conversely, we also suspect that

high louse populations are of little "cost" to por-

cupines.

Werneck (1936) provided an extremely inter-

esting and valuable discussion on several aspects

of the biology of South American Eutrichophilus.

He reported that a number of prehensile-tailed

porcupines were examined specifically to docu-

ment host specificity of these lice. He was able to

capture several hosts alive, shave offtheir hair and

quills, and observe living lice in fair detail, in-

cluding a considerable number of copulations.

Copulations were observed under natural circum-

stances and in detail by placing individuals to-

gether so that they could be studied alive under

magnification.

Werneck (1936) found that porcupines were al-

ways heavily infested with Eutrichophilus, which

he attributed to their difficulty in grooming due to

the quills. For the hosts he examined, three species

of lice (E. cordiceps, E. cercolabes, and E. minor)
were always found together on the same host in-

dividual. He found that E. cordiceps was always
much more abundant than E. cercolabes, and E.

minor was always of intermediate abundance. He
considered the possibility of mating between spe-

cies of lice and reported that in no instance was

copulation between different species ever ob-

served. Copulation takes place with the male be-

neath the female. The male's enlarged antennae

are used to clamp on to the female between her

thorax and abdomen. Werneck reports that the

spines on the last segment are used to prevent the

female from slipping away. Both sexes face the

same direction and there is no movement of the

legs. During copulation, males of the large species,

E. cordiceps, curve the posterior portion of the

abdomen upwards and forwards. The smaller E.

minor males just raise the distal extremity of the

abdomen. Precopulatory behavior in all three spe-

cies is long (up to 2 hours); copulation takes 5

minutes. Following copulation, the male and fe-

male remain attached for some time. He conclud-

ed that E. cordiceps, E. cercolabes, and E. minor
are indeed separate species and that individual

porcupines are parasitized by more than one spe-
cies of louse.

His observations on species distributions and

copulation are critical to current species concepts

about these problematic taxa. The description in

the literature ofthree species ofchewing lice ofthe

same genus occurring on porcupines from the same

locality, and even on the same host individual,

certainly calls into question our understanding of

individual and geographic variation (of both the

hosts and parasites), the accuracy of the data, and

our species concepts.

Three species ofEutrichophilus, E. cordiceps, E.

cercolabes, and E. minor, are reported by Werneck

(1936, 1945) from prehensile-tailed porcupines at

the same locality and even from the same indi-

vidual host. Although we have not collected these

taxa ourselves, we have been able to examine a

considerable number of specimens from collec-

tions. Based upon dimensions and chaetotaxy, we
too conclude that three species of Eutrichophilus

co-occur on individual hosts.

Eutrichophilus contains several closely related

species pairs or sister species. These sister species,

with one exception, are not found together on the

same porcupine host taxon but, rather, occur on

closely related (what we presume are sister taxa)

porcupines. The one exception, the species pair E.

exiguus and E. guyanensis, shows the derived

character of an asymmetrical head (see fig. 44).

Eutrichophilus is unique in that these two species

have quite asymmetrical heads, a condition that

is not found in other Mallophaga parasitizing

mammals (Emerson & Price, 1985). Extremely

asymmetrical heads such as evidenced here are not

known for any of the other 350 recognized species

ofchewing lice found on mammals. Asymmetrical
heads are known, however, from a few genera of

bird chewing lice (i.e., Bizarrifrons Eichler).

Host Relationships

As there is little agreement on the taxonomy of

the South American porcupines and we do not

have lice from all of the taxa of porcupines, we
are not undertaking a comprehensive host analysis

at this time. However, utilizing the lice parasit-

izing these rodents as an independent data set, we
can draw several conclusions pertinent to porcu-

pine taxonomy.
The porcupine family Erethizontidae almost

certainly originated in South America and sec-

ondarily dispersed into Central America and North
America. The oldest fossil porcupines known are

from the Oligocene of South America. The oldest
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porcupine fossils from North America date back

to the late Pliocene.

Traditionally the Erethizontidae has been di-

vided into two Recent subfamilies, the Chaeto-

myinae and the Erethizontinae, and one extinct

subfamily (Simpson, 1 945, and others). The Chae-

tomyinae contains only Chaetomys subspinosus,

and the Erethizontinae three (or four) genera—
Coendou (with a varying number of species rec-

ognized), Echinoprocta (containing the single

monotypic species E. rufescens), Erethizon (con-

taining the widely distributed species in North

America, E. dorsatum), and the recently elevated

(and controversial) Sphiggurus (with a varying
number of species recognized).

Echinoprocta rufescens is known from only a

limited number of specimens collected from a re-

stricted region along the midelevational slopes in

the vicinity of Bogota, Colombia. With the excep-

tion of the short tail, E. rufescens is morphologi-

cally quite similar to Coendou and may not war-

rant recognition as a distinct genus.

Erethizon dorsatum, the North American por-

cupine, is the northernmost and the most widely
distributed of all of the erethizontids, being found

across much ofAlaska, Canada, the United States,

and northern Mexico. It is geographically variable,

and four to six subspecies currently are recognized.

Erethizon dorsatum is the host for a single species

of Eutrichophilus, E. setosus, through its broad

geographic range. We observed no consistent dif-

ferences in dimensions or chaetotaxy of is. setosus

throughout its extensive range that would be sug-

gestive of the occurrence of more than one louse

taxon.

The relationship of Chaetomys subspinosus to

other porcupines and to other caviomorph rodents

is a subject of recent debate. Chaetomys has long
been treated as a true porcupine in the family Er-

ethizontidae. It is so different, however, from all

other porcupines that it has ranked as a distinct

and unusual subfamily, the Chaetomyinae. How-
ever, Patterson and Wood (1982) and Woods
(1982, 1984) challenged this and considered Chae-

tomys to be a distinct lineage of spiny rat of the

family Echimyidae, giving it subfamilial status.

Nowak (1991), following Woods (1984), treated

Chaetomys as an echimyid. Woods (1984, p. 437)
did state, however, "There are problems in placing

Chaetomys as an echimyid." It clearly shares char-

acters with erethizontids that are believed to be

derived.

The lice parasitizing the echimyid rodents are

clearly quite distinct and long separated lineages

from the lice found on erethizontids (including

Chaetomys). Echimyids have two families of

chewing lice, the Gyropidae (with 2 genera and 39

described species) and the Trimenoponidae (with
2 genera and 2 described species). Both families

are members of the suborder Amblycera, whereas

the Eutrichophilinae belong to the suborder Isch-

nocera. In addition to the described species ofam-

blycerans from echimyids, we have undescribed

amblycerans that we have collected in recent years
from echimyids.

From our study of the lice parasitizing these

rodents, we conclude that Chaetomys is most

closely related to the erethizontids, and we would
include it within the family Erethizontidae, as the

sister group to all other living erethizontids. The

single species of louse parasitizing C. subspinosus,

Eutrichophilus moojeni, is clearly a member ofthe

porcupine-infesting lineage, the Eutrichophilinae.

Furthermore, the lice suggest that the New World

porcupines are indeed monophyletic and that this

lineage has been separated from the other cavio-

morph rodents for a considerable period of time.

Sphiggurus are collectively known as the hairy

dwarf or the long-haired prehensile-tailed porcu-

pines; these are the small porcupines with long
dorsal guard hairs that cover the shorter quills.

The taxonomic status ofSphiggurus and the num-
ber ofspecies it contains has been variously treated

by recent authors. Sphiggurus was first described

as a genus, although until quite recently most 20th

century authors treated it as a subgenus of Coen-

dou. Cabrera (1961) included three species in the

subgenus Sphiggurus (insidiosus, spinosus, and

vestitus). Husson (1978, p. 488) elevated Sphig-

gurus to full generic level stating only, "I follow

F. Cuvier [1825] in considering Sphiggurus to be

a genus distinct from Coendou, as these two taxa

differ so strongly both in external and in skull char-

acters, that their separation seems fully justified."

Honacki et al. (1982) followed Husson in recog-

nizing Sphiggurus as a full genus and included in

it four species (insidiosus, spinosus, vestitus, and

villosus). Woods (1982) recognized six species in

the genus Coendou and three species in Sphiggu-
rus. Eisenberg (1989) added mexicanus to Sphig-

gurus. Nowak (1991) recognized two species of

Coendou and six Sphiggurus. The Neotropical

porcupines variously considered as belonging to

Sphiggurus include the following taxa: insidiosus,

melanurus, mexicanus, pallidus, pruinosus, snei-

derni, spinosus, vestitus, and villosus.

In contrast, Emmons and Feer (1990) discussed

the controversy but treated all these as species of

the genus Coendou. Recently, Handley and Pine

(1992), as part of a description of a new species
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of diminutive Brazilian prehensile-tailed porcu-

pine, reexamined all of the characters that had

been used previously to assign porcupines to either

Coendou or Sphiggurus. In rigorously examining

the characters across all species, they concluded

that "[i]n no case do they characterize groups of

species" and that there is no justification for split-

ting Coendou into two genera or even subgenera.

Sphiggurus was regarded by them as a junior syn-

onym of Coendou (but see Concepcion & Moli-

nari, 1991). Thus, in recent years, there has been

little agreement on how to treat these porcupines.

Based solely on the species of lice and their re-

lationships, we suggest that Handley and Pine

(1992) are correct in regarding Sphiggurus as a

junior synonym of Coendou. There is simply no

clear distinction between either the morphology
or taxonomic relationships of the Eutrichophilus

found on the members ofthe Coendou-Sphiggurus

complex that would suggest a major dichotomy in

the hosts. We would also include Echinoprocta

rufescens with the long-tailed porcupines because

their lice suggest that all three groups ofhosts form

a single, quite closely related clade. There are,

however, two very distinctive Eutrichophilus that

clearly represent outgroups to the Coendou-Sphig-

gurus-Echinoprocta complex of lice, these being
E. moojeni on Chaetomys subspinosus and E. se-

tosus on Erethizon dorsatum.

The fact that Coendou bicolor is parasitized by
different, albeit closely related, species of Eutrich-

ophilus in different parts of its range suggests that

it might be a species complex in need of further

study.

In a study ofboth fossil and Recent forms, Woods
and Hermanson (1985) concluded that the erethi-

zontoids (minus Chaetomys) are a monophyletic

lineage and that this lineage split from its sister

group, the octodontoids, at least as far back as the

Deseadan (34 MYBP). The octodontid (family Oc-

todontidae) rodents include five genera and eight

species and are parasitized by sucking lice of the

suborder Anoplura, and not by chewing lice. Oc-

todontids have a single genus of sucking louse,

Hoplopleura (Hoplopleuridae) and several de-

scribed species, although the group is in need of

revision. Judging from the parasitic lice known
from the erethizontids, echimyids, and octodon-

tids, the host lineages are indeed old. We would

add from our study of the lice that the New World

porcupines, the genera Chaetomys, Coendou (in-

cluding Sphiggurus), Echinoprocta, and Erethizon

are a monophyletic lineage and that the split from

its sister lineage is indeed old.

The South American porcupines are in need of

major revision. The lack of agreement in recent

years on how to treat these porcupines at both the

specific and generic levels is indicative of the tre-

mendous array of geographic and individual vari-

ation present in these animals. Hopefully our study

of the parasitic lice will contribute to a better un-

derstanding of speciation in the erethizontids.

Additional collections ofchewing lice from South

American porcupines undoubtedly will produce
additional species new to science and help clarify

host distributions and relationships. Much re-

mains to be learned about this interesting and ex-

tremely complex host-parasite relationship.

Key to the Species of

Eutrichophilus

1. Legs II—III highly modified, femur and tibia curved, with median flange (figs. 54, 55); spiracles
small. Ex Chaetomys subspinosus moojeni Werneck
Legs II—III not modified, similar to leg I, but larger (fig. 1); spiracles large 2

2. Medioanterior head margin essentially straight, asymmetrically slanted (figs. 44, 49). Ex Coendou
melanurus 3

Medioanterior head margin symmetrical, flattened to concave (figs. 1,21) 4
3. Large. Male TW over 0.60. Female TW over 0.70 guyanensis Werneck

Small. Male TW under 0.50. Female TW under 0.60 exiguus Werneck
4. Long dorsal head setae (figs. 1, 2). Male genitalia with long slender parameres and circular fused

mesomeres (fig. 3). Female subgenital plate smoothly curved, with median group of long setae (fig.

5). Ex Erethizon dorsatum setosus (Giebel)
Shorter dorsal head setae (fig. 6). Male genitalia otherwise. Female with subgenital plate shape and/
or chaetotaxy otherwise 5
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5. With only 1-2 median pronotal setae on each side (figs. 34, 39) 6

With at least 3 median pronotal setae on each side (fig. 1) 8

6. Male genitalia as in Figure 41. Female gonapophyses small, with fewer than 10 marginal setae (fig.

43). Ex Coendou pruinosus comitans Werneck
Male genitalia otherwise (figs. 22, 36). Female gonapophyses larger, with over 20 marginal setae

(fig. 38) 7

7. Head with deep medioanterior concavity (fig. 21). Male terminalia posteriorly concave, with chae-

totaxy as in Figure 23; genitalia (fig. 22) with accessory piece at base of parameres over 0.12 wide.

Female unknown. Ex Coendou pruinosus lobatus Ewing
Head only slightly concave medioanteriorly (fig. 34). Male terminalia posteriorly flattened, with

chaetotaxy as in Figure 34; genitalia (fig. 36) with accessory piece at base of parameres under 0.1 1

wide. Ex Echinoprocta rufescens hershkovitzi, n. sp.

8. Male without accessory tergal sclerites (figs. 1 6, 24); genitalia as in Figure 1 7 or 26. Female subgenital

plate medioposteriorly attenuate, with cluster of long setae (fig. 28); with very large "sprung"

gonapophyses with broken surface striation and overlying patch of conspicuous setae (fig. 28). Ex
Coendou spinosus 9

Male with accessory tergal sclerites (figs. 6, 1 1, 29); genitalia much as in Figure 8, 13, or 31. Female

subgenital plate evenly rounded to medioposteriorly indented; gonapophyses otherwise 11

9. Male genitalia as in Figure 17 minor Mjoberg
Male genitalia as in Figure 26 10

0. Large. Male TW over 0.54, MW over 0.46. Female TW over 0.63, MW over 0.59

emersoni, n. sp.

Small. Male TW under 0.54, MW under 0.46. Female TW under 0.61, MW under 0.57

claytoni, n. sp.

. 1. Male terminalia broadly rounded, with many dorsal setae (figs. 6, 29); genitalia as in Figure 8 or

31. Female sternite III lacking partitioned anterior area (figs. 9, 32) 12

Male terminalia otherwise (figs. 11, 19); genitalia much as in Figure 13. Female sternite III having

partitioned anterior area (figs. 14, 18) 14

2. Male with small accessory tergal plates on III-VI (fig. 6); genitalia as in Figure 8. Female with evenly
rounded subgenital plate and angulate gonapophyses (figs. 7, 10). Ex Coendou mexicanus

mexicanus (Rudow)
Male with larger accessory tergal plates on II-VII (fig. 29); genitalia as in Figure 3 1 . Female with

deep medioposterior indentation of subgenital plate and rounded gonapophyses (figs. 30, 33). Ex
Coendou spinosus 13

3. Large. Male TW over 0.70, MW over 0.63. Female TW over 0.75, MW over 0.76

cordiceps Mjoberg
Small. Male TW under 0.68, MW under 0.62. Female TW under 0.74, MW under 0.75

paraguayensis, n. sp.

4. Male terminalia tapered, narrowly rounded (fig. 19). Female sternite III with large anterior parti-

tioned area, nestling into arched sternite II (fig. 1 8); subgenital plate with setae set well anterior of

posterior margin (fig. 20). Ex Coendou spinosus 15

Male terminalia with medioposterior indentation (fig. 1 1). Female sternite HI with smaller anterior

partitioned area behind relatively straight sternite II (fig. 1 4); subgenital plate with setae near posterior

margin (fig. 15) 16

5. Large. Male TW over 0.64, GW over 0.28. Female TW over 0.75, MW over 0.78

cercolabes Mjoberg
Small. Male TW under 0.63, GW under 0.27. Female TW under 0.73, MW under 0.76

australis Ewing
i 6. Small. Male TW under 0.72, GPL under 0. 1 9. Female TW under 0.8 1 . Ex Coendou bicolor simonsi

andersoni, n. sp.

Large. Male TW over 0.78, GPL over 0.19. Female TW over 0.85 17

[7. Fewer than 18 marginal metanotal setae. Ex Coendou rothschildi maximus Bedford

At least 20 marginal metanotal setae. Ex Coendou bicolor bicolor duellmani, n. sp.
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