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3 A. rugifp-ons m: .............. . .....

(Thomson, 1878, pp, 158-160.)
Eight years later, Howard (1886), in a paper entitled "'A Generic

Synopsis of the Hymenopterous Fanily Chalcididie," repeated almost
ecoure, with the exception of two or three sentences of mir.or importance,
thse Coisbect 4ç subgee-im of Thomson gisen in foregoing, and indicated
that the then subgenus was as yet unknown in thse continent of North
Amnerica, forth of Mexico. Howard, however, raised the tribes of Thom-
son t0 the rank of subfatssilies, and his subîribes to the ranIs of tribes. Inthse following year, Cresson (1887) gave Howard's synopsis of thse genus
I'prsrma,ts verbatim, s0 up to that epocîs Arthrolytus was still retainedas a subgenus. 

'In describing the finit North Americas species Ashmead <1893)treated tire group as a genus, and thus in 1893 it first attained to thatranIs, already forshadowed by its treatmnent as such by Moller (1882)eleven years previously and the attitude taIses by Howard in regard tothe larger groups of Thomson. De Dalla Torre (1898) listed the speciesof the genus, and gave J'fYromaies TIhomson (sic) as its synonym,whereas in reality Art hy'o/jtus being a part of Jeeronalus Swederus hasno sysonym strictly, since it was taken out of the latter group and madeindependent of it. Its synonymy, therefore, shosld have been gises asPteroama/uis Swederus (parfia). fteromalus Thomson wis a subgenus ofPlteroma/us Swederus; ait present, the latter, therefore, slsould be Plero-ma/us Swederuis (Thotmson) ; Thomnson practically gave us tIse modernmconception of thse genus »Pero,,a/us. Then Ashmead <( 904) sn bismonumental work on the Chalcidoidea formally defised the genusAr-thro/ytus iii a synopsis of the modemn tribe Pteromalisi Ashmead, 19o04,svhich is practically the oId genus n'eromwalus Swederus raised ta the ranIsof a tribe. Also, Ashmead there, and previously in 1893, formallYdesignated Arthra/ytus puialus Thomoson as type of tIse genus, formerlysuch by page precedence. Finally, Schmiedeknecss <1907, i9091 treatedtise genus in a manner essentially similar to Ashmead's treatment, so thatit is unnecessary to qnsote here.
The following description of tIse genus is based on Thoînson'sdescriptions of the genus and species, that of Ashmead's and Nfoller's


