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Nomenclatural changes in Neotropical Eulophidae, Eupelmidae
and Torymidae (Hymenoptera: Chalcidoidea) relating to parasi-
toids of Cecidoses eremitéepidoptera: Cecidosidae)
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Abstract

Two monospecific genera described by Bréethes (1927) in Eulophidae are newly synonymized under
genera in Torymidae and Eupelmidae; respectivdyasympiesiBrethes is recognized as a junior
synonym of TorymusDalmann. syn. and Tropimius Bréthes as a junior synonym Bfasema
Cameronn. syn. Torymus cecidicolugBréethes)n. comb. andBrasema willei(Bréthes)n. comb.

are rediagnosed, afdrymus alegrensi@Bréthes)n. syn.is recognized as a junior synonymTof
cecidicolus All three species were described as parasitoids of the gall-forming lepidopteran,
Cecidoses eremit@urtis (CecidosidaeBrasema willeis one of 11 species &rasemadescribed

from South America, including. acauda/Ashmeadn. comb, B. aprilis (Ashmeadn. comb, B.
basicuprea(Walker) n. comb, B. chapadag/Ashmead)n. comb, B. corumbag(Ashmead)n.
comb,, B. peruviana(Crawford)n. comb, andB. proxima(Ashmead)n. comb. from Eupelmus
Dalman, and. cyanegAshmeadn. comb.from Zaischnopsi®\shmead.
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Introduction

Bréthes (1927) describdélarasympiesis cecidicoland Tropimius willeias new genera

and species of Eulophidae, as hyperparasitoid and parasitoid, respectivebgidiises
eremitaCurtis, 1835 (Lepidoptera: Cecidosidae), a Neotropical gall-induc&cbmus
(Anacardiaceae) that produces fruit-like stem galls (Parra 1998). Both taxa were regarded
as neaOphelimusHaliday, although reasons for this assessment were not given. Gauthier
et al. (2000) listed the two genera as unplaced genera of Eulophinae and the taxa have
been considered dubiously placed in Eulophidae because the descrifRioreofdicola
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