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Abstract

The North American fauna of Drymeia Meigen was studied. Four new species are described (Drymeia
hucketti sp. nov., Drymeia ponti sp. nov., Drymeia vockerothi sp. nov., Drymeia woodorum sp. nov.), and
three new synonymies are proposed: Drymeia amnicola (Huckett, 1966) (= Drymeia rivalis (Huckett,
1966), syn. nov.); Drymeia glacialis (Rondani, 1866) (= Drymeia alpicola (Rondani, 1871), syn. nov.); and
Drymeia spinitarsis (Aldrich, 1918) (= Drymeia longiseta Sorokina & Pont, 2015, syn. nov.). An annotated
checklist, DNA barcodes (when available), and keys for each sex of the 24 named species of North Ameri-
can Drymeia are provided. The utility of DNA barcodes for the identification of Drymeia species across a
wide geographical range was explored using sequences from five countries. A match between morphology
and DNA barcodes was found for 71% (22/31) of species studied (including three unnamed taxa). The re-
maining nine species clustered into two groups of taxa with very little interspecific variation within clusters
(groups of two and seven species). Caution is advised against using DNA barcoding as the only determina-

tion tool for Drymeia material without prior knowledge of its limitations for certain species groups.
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Introduction

The genus Drymeia Meigen, 1826 includes more than 130 species of mid-sized mus-
cids that can usually be distinguished from other members of the Muscidae by the
combination of a dilated and densely setose gena, proclinate orbital bristles in the fe-
male, and three or more posterodorsal bristles on the hind tibia. An apical ventral spur
of variable size can be found on the hind tibia of males in many species (see Fig. 2) and
some taxa such as Drymeia pribilofensis (Malloch, 1919) and D. spinitarsis (Aldrich,
1918) exhibit elongated mouthparts (see Fig. 8A, B).

Drymeia is entirely restricted to the northern hemisphere and most species have an
alpine and/or northern distribution. Drymeia segnis (Holmgren, 1883), for example,
is among the few insect species found as far north as Qaanaaq (formerly known as
Thule), Greenland (Michelsen 2015) and Eureka, Nunavut (Huckett 1965a). Eighty-
eight species are recorded from the Palacarctic region (Hennig 1962a, b; Pont 1986;
Fan 2008; Sorokina and Pont 2010, 2015; Michelsen 2011) and 34 from the Oriental
region (Pont 1981; Shinonaga and Singh 1994; Shinonaga 2007; Xue et al. 2007,
2008, 2009; Fan 2008). With at least 75 recorded species, China has the highest
number of Drymeia species of any country, and these are especially diverse in the
Qinghai-Xizang (Tibetan) Plateau (56 species) (Xue et al. 2007, 2008, 2009; Fan
2008; Sorokina and Pont 2015). Prior to the present work, 21 species were recorded
from North America, all found in the Nearctic region (Aldrich 1918; Malloch 1918;
Huckett 1965a, b, 1966) with Drymeia aterimma (Wulp, 1896) being the only spe-
cies also recorded from the Neotropical region (Mexico) (Nihei and Carvalho 2004;
Carvalho et al. 2005).

While these flies can be collected using various passive collecting devices, net
sweeping will often yield a good range of species since many can be found basking on
sunny rocks or visiting flowers. Many species of Drymeia are known to consume pol-
len in addition to nectar, and Michelsen (2011) demonstrated that the morphology of
the labellum has been modified to that effect in several species, including some found
in the Nearctic region such as Drymeia groenlandica (Lundbeck, 1901) and D. segnis.
The contribution of various Drymeia species to pollination services has not been widely
investigated but in a study of the role of insect visitors in the pollination of Dryas in
Northern Greenland, Tiusanen et al. (2016) demonstrated that in spite of comparable
abundances and frequencies of flower visitation, Spilogona sanctipauli (Malloch, 1921)
had a much stronger association with seed set than D. segnis.

Not much is known of the immature stages of Drymeia. Some larvae can be found
in humus soil or cow dung and Skidmore (1985) reported that the larvae of the few
species examined are dimorphic obligate carnivores with an extremely elongate and
highly sclerotised cephaloskeleton.

The vast majority of North American species were originally described under
Pogonomyia Rondani and, to a lesser extent, Bebryx Gistl, Trichopticoides Ringdahl,
Eupogonomyia Malloch, and Pogonomyioides Malloch before these taxa were syn-
onymised with Drymeia by Pont (1986), and Huckett and Vockeroth (1987). Mal-
loch (1915, 1918, 1919, 1921) and Huckett (1965a, 1966) were the most important
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contributors to the Nearctic fauna of Drymeia, describing several species, 14 of which
are still valid today (seven from each author).

Until recently, only Drymeia alpicola (Rondani, 1871) and D. segnis were recorded
as having holarctic distributions. The works of Sorokina (2012) and Sorokina and Pont
(2015) have uncovered several more: Drymeia chillcotti (Huckett, 1965), D. firthi-
ana (Huckett, 1965), D. groenlandica, D. quadrisetosa (Malloch, 1919), D. neoborealis
(Snyder, 1949), D. pribilofensis, and D. setibasis (Huckett, 1965). The northern distri-
bution of many Drymeia species is conducive to a broader distribution range than seen
in most southern taxa and we suspect that several additional species currently known
only from the Nearctic region will eventually be found in the Palacarctic.

All taxonomic contributions to the North American fauna of Drymeia to date
have focused on local fauna, making it difficult to identify specimens outside of these
areas. Consequently, the first objective of this work was to develop comprehensive and
well-illustrated keys to both sexes of all North American species of Drymeia. We also
aimed to produce an annotated checklist of these species (including new synonymies
and updated distribution ranges) and describe four new species. Finally, we explored
the utility of DNA barcodes and Barcoding Index Number (BIN) assignments (Rat-
nasingham and Hebert 2013) for the identification of Drymeia species.

Materials and methods

Drymeia specimens examined in this study are housed in the Academy of Natural Scien-
ces of Philadelphia, Philadelphia, USA (ANSP), the Bishop’s University Insect Collection,
Sherbrooke, Canada (BUIC), the California Academy of Sciences, San Francisco, USA
(CAS), the Canadian National Collection of Insects, Arachnids and Nematodes, Otta-
wa, Canada (CNC), the Centre for Biodiversity Genomics, Guelph, Canada (BIOUG),
the Essig Museum of Entomology, University of California, Berkeley, USA (EMEC),
the Finnish Museum of Natural History, Helsinki, Finland (MZH), the Illinois Natural
History Survey Insect Collection, Champaign, USA (INHS); the Lyman Entomological
Museum, McGill University, Ste-Anne-de-Bellevue, Canada (LEM), the R.M. Bohart
Museum of Entomology, University of California, Davis, USA (UCDC), the National
Museum of Natural History, Washington D.C., USA (USNM), and the Siberian Zoo-
logical Museum of the Institute of Systematics and Ecology of Animals, Novosibirsk,
Russia (SZMN). Limits of the Nearctic and Neotropical regions follow Morrone (2014).

Morphology

Morphological terms follow McAlpine (1981) for external structures and Savage and
Wheeler (2004) for male genitalia. Body length was measured in millimetres (mm)
from the anterior margin of the head without antenna to the apex of the abdomen.
Frons length was measured between lower margin of frons and upper margin of ocel-
li triangle. Genitalia were cleared using lactic acid and placed in a microvial pinned
under the specimen following dissection. Whole specimens and external structures
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were photographed with a Leica DFC450 or Leica DFC5400 camera using Leica Ap-
plication suite X (LAX) and images were stacked using LAS X and Zerene Stacker
1.04. Male genitalia were photographed using a Luminera 1 camera and images were
stacked using Helicon Focus 6.3.0 (Helicon Soft Ltd., Kharkov, Ukraine). Final image
editing and plate assembly was completed in Adobe Photoshop CS.

The following abbreviations are used in the text:

a  anterior; av anteroventral; pd posterodorsal; F  femur;
acr acrostichal; dc dorsocentral;  pv  posteroventral; T tibia.
ad anterodorsal; p  posterior; v ventral;

Label data of primary type material examined are presented verbatim, with “/”
indicating a change of line and “;” a change in label.

DNA barcoding

The Barcode Index Number (BIN) system uses the Refined Single Linkage (RESL) al-
gorithm to group COI sequences in the Barcode of Life Data System (BOLD) (http://
boldsystems.org) into genetic clusters (BINs) representing proxies for species (Ratnasin-
gham and Hebert 2013). While the present work deals mainly with the North American
fauna, we assessed the match between BIN assignment and the morphology of current
specie concepts globally and therefore included all available sequences regardless of geo-
graphical origins. This broad geographical approach had the potential to uncover new
species (and/or synonymies) and yield new data on species distribution ranges. If the
morphology of specimens from BINs that could not be assigned to a named species was
clearly unique and the material in good enough condition, the species was described.

All DNA barcodes (Folmer region of COI gene) were sequenced at the University of
Guelph Biodiversity Institute of Ontario following protocols published in Hajibabaei et
al. (2005) and the LepF1/LepR1 (Hebert et al. 2004) and LCO1490_t1/HCO2198_
tl (Foottit et al. 2009) primers were used for amplification. All sequences were at least
550 base pair long with zero ambiguous base and these were aligned in BOLD) using
the BOLD Aligner tool (Amino Acid based HHM). A neighbour-joining tree was built
in BOLD to provide a graphical representation of pairwise distance between specimens
in the data set, detect potential anomalies, and examine BIN assignments. Uncorrected
pairwise distances (p-distance) were calculated in MEGA X (Kumar et al. 2018).

In the public dataset "Drymeia specimens examined for Savage and Sorokina
2021" (dx.doi.org/10.5883/DS-DRYNEW) available on BOLD. Specimen details,
including BIN assignment, sex, and GenBank accession numbers for this data set can
also be found in Suppl. material 1: Table S1. All specimens were examined by the
authors except for the only representative of Drymeia hamara (Fallén, 1823) (BOLD
process ID: GBDP5828-09); we are, however, highly confident in the identity of that
specimen since the unique elongated mouthparts characteristic of the species are clear-
ly visible in the image of the male for this record.


http://boldsystems.org
http://boldsystems.org
http://www.boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_RecordView?processid=GBDP5828-09
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Results

Drymeia Meigen, 1826

Drymeia Meigen, 1826: 204. Type species: Drymeia obscura Meigen, 1826 [= Musca
hamata Fallén, 1823] (monotypy).

Drymia Agassiz, 1847: 130. Unjustified emendation of Drymeia Meigen.

Eriphia Meigen, 1826: 206. [Junior homonym of Eriphia Latreille, 1817: Crustacea]
Type species: Eriphia cinerea Meigen, 1826 (monotypy).

Bebryx Gistl, 1848: ix. [Replacement name for Eriphia Meigen, 1826] Type species:
Eriphia cinerea Meigen, 1826 (automatic).

Pogonomyia Rondani, 1871 [1870]: 336. Type species: Pogonomyia alpicola Rondani,
1871 (monotypy).

Neoeriphia Schnabl & Dziedzicki, 1911: 195 [as subgenus of Eriphia Meigen, 1820].
Type species: Eriphia metatarsata Stein, 1907 (monotypy).

Neopogonomyia Schnabl & Dziedzicki, 1911: 198 [as subgenus of Pogonomyia Ronda-
ni, 1871]. Type species: Aspilia brumalis Rondani, 1866, by designation of Séguy,
1923, Faune Fr., 6: 295. [A. brumalis is listed by Schnabl and Dziedzicki as a jun-
ior synonym of meadei, and meadei is the first of two included species.]

Pogonomyioides Malloch, 1919: 67. Type species: Pogonomyioides atrata Malloch, 1919
(= Aricia segnis Holmgren, 1883] (original designation).

Eupogonomyia Malloch, 1921: 178. Type species: Eupogonomyia pribilofensis Malloch,
1921 (original designation).

Trichopticoides Ringdahl, 1931: 173. Type species: Musca decolor Fallén, 1824 [= Musca
vicanus Harris, 1780] (monotypy).

Remarks. While the exact systematic position of Drymeia remains debated (Sa-
vage and Wheeler 2004; Kutty et al. 2014) its placement within the tribe Azeliini,
subfamily Azeliinae is broadly accepted (Carvalho et al. 2005; Sorokina and Pont
2010, 2015; Gregor et al. 2016). Monotypic until 1986, the limits of the genus
were greatly expanded by a series of synonymies by Pont (1986) and Huckett and
Vockeroth (1987) (see Sorokina and Pont 2015 for details). The monophyly of
Drymeia is well-supported (Savage and Wheeler 2004; Michelsen 2011) and a de-
tailed generic description is provided in Savage and Wheeler (2004). Members of
the group can be distinguished from other azeliines by the combination of at least
three posterodorsal setae on the hind tibia (these not restricted to the apical 1/2),
hind coxa bare on the posterodorsal surface, a black haltere, and gena usually broad
with numerous upcurved setae. Females have the cruciate frontal setae present in all
Nearctic species and the proclinate lower orbital setae often slightly lateroclinate.
Males of most species in the Nearctic region exhibit a small to well-developed api-
cal ventral projection on the hind tibia (Fig. 2A, C, E G, H, I) and a wide range of
striking leg armature, especially on the mid femur (Fig. 6).
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Key to males of North American species of Drymeia Meigen

(males of D. latifrons (Malloch) unknown)

1

2

Calypter black. Recorded only from Mexico ....c.coveueirieinineninciniecinecnns 2
Calypter pale brown to yellow. Not recorded from Mexico ......c.coeeerueunes 3
Frons at narrowest point at least 1.5 x as wide as ocellar triangle and with
frontal vitta widely exposed (Fig. 1A); T3 with ventral apical process short but
clearly visible and with apical pv absent (Fig. 2A); T2 usually with 2 ad.........
e snnesneeenno . DOTEL SP. MOVL
Frons narrower than ocellar triangle and with fronto-orbital plates usually
touching at narrowest point (Fig. 1B); ventral apex of T3 transverse, without
apical process and with apical pv present (Fig. 2B); T2 usually with 1 ad.......
.......................................................................................... aterrima (Wulp)
Anepimeron haired ........c.ocoveviiiniiiiiininiicc e 4
ANepimeron bare .......ccccevveeieirinieiiiininceeee e 5
Epandrium clotted with very long curly hair forming a distinctive brush at tip
of abdomen (Fig. 3A); fore coxa normal, not prolonged apically into a knob-
like structure; F2 with a row of long straight v of decreasing length on apical
L/ B e et chillcotti (Huckett)
Epandrium with regular setae; fore coxa prolonged into a knob-like structure
(Fig. 3B); F2 with a ventral clump of long curly hair positioned ca. 1/3 from
apex (Fig. 3B) ..o, segnis (Holmgren)
Prealar reduced or absent; if visible, then no longer than 1/2 the length of
posterior notopleural bristle; 244 de......o.covveiviiiiiniiiiiie 6
Prealar strong, approximately as long as posterior notopleural bristle; dc vari-

Lower margin of face strongly projecting beyond lower level of frons (Fig. 4A);
F2 with a line of long dense av starting prebasad and ending before apical
1/4; outer claw of fore tarsus enlarged (Fig. 5A)....... pribilofensis (Malloch)
Lower margin of face not or only weakly projecting beyond lower level of
frons; F2 not as above; outer claw of fore tarsus not strongly enlarged (some-
times slightly larger in D. $e2ibasis) ...........ccccocoveivviiiciinniciiincne, 7
T3 with ventral apical process very strongly developed, longer than width of hind
tibia (Fig. 2C); F2 with tuft of long av near apex....... groenlandica (Lundbeck)
T3 with apical process short to well-developed but always much shorter than
maximum width of hind tibia (Fig. 2D, F, J); F2 without tuft of long av near

F2 with 1 or 2 short stout ventral spines near middle (Fig. 6A).....................
............................................................................. cantabrigensis (Huckett)
F2 without short stout spines near middle but sometimes with short ventral
spines closer t0 Dase ....ccuevriirieiiiiiniiiiccc e 9
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F2 with a very strong clump of curved av near the very base (Fig. 6B); small

species (4.8—6.2 MM .c..oueirieiriiiinieiniecnceeeeseeeenes setibasis (Huckett)
F2 at most with a few long delicate v on basal 1/3 (Fig. 6C); size variable
(7.7=9.5 M) cvieveeteeee ettt ettt et eae et et ennas 10
Fore coxa with a patch of 4 or 5 very long, strong apical bristles, at least as
long as length of coxa; smaller species (5.5 mm) ............ woodorum sp. nov.
Fore coxa without long bristles, only with short spines; larger species (7.7—
0.5 IMIML) oottt ettt ea e et e e et e e et e e et e e te e e e erre e e eeatreeenrreeeeaees 11

Frons broad with black frontal vitta exposed and at least 2 x as wide as fore
ocellus (Fig. 1C); parafacial broad in lateral view (Fig. 4B); acr weak, no
stronger than ground setae..........ccccoeeevvverieiccirininnnenes neoborealis (Snyder)
Frons narrow with fronto-orbital plates touching at narrowest part (Fig. 1D);
parafacial narrow in lateral view (Fig. 4C); acr strong, distinct from ground
SETAC. cvveevettateteaeeteseet ettt et b bttt ettt b ettt ettt vockerothi sp. nov.
Parafacial broad in lateral view, wider than length of first flagellomere mid-
point (Fig. 4D, E); apex of fore tarsomere 1 ending in a sharp ventral spike
(less developed in D. spinitarsis) (Fig. 5D); de variable .........ccoccoeeueueennne. 13
Parafacial in lateral view no wider than width of first flagellomere midpoint
(Fig. 4F-H); ventral apex of tarsomere 1 transverse, not ending in a spike;

Frons broad with black frontal vitta exposed and at least as wide as fore ocel-
lus at narrowest point; fore and mid coxa with very long fine hair, crinkled
near apex; mid tarsomere 1 with spines in v and pv rows long, some longer
than width of tarsomere (Fig. 5B); T3 with ventral apical process short but
clearly visible.......ccooueiriiriniiiniicc e spinitarsis (Aldrich)
Frons narrow with fronto-orbital plates touching at narrowest point; hairs of
fore and mid coxa straight, not as above; mid tarsomere 1 with spines in av
and pv rows shorter than width of tarsomere; T3 with ventral apical process
PIESENT OF ADSENT....eviniiiieiiiiiteiieiiitete ettt 14
F2 with complete row of av and with 2 or 3 long and strong » about 1/3 from
apex (Fig. 6F); T2 without av and ad; T3 with ventral apical process short but
clearly visible (Fig. 2G); 2+4 d.....c.cvvvvvereccncnnnnne. quadprisetosa (Malloch)
F2 with complete row of v but without long and strong » about 1/3 from
apex (Fig. 6E); T2 with 1-4 av (these sometimes weak) and 1-5 ad; T3 with
ventral apical process reduced (Fig. 2H), sometimes absent; dc usually 2+4
but occasionally 2+3 ....cc.ccoviniiiiiiiiiicc glacialis (Rondani)
Wing with membrane and veins conspicuously yellow over most of the sur-
face; T3 with a complete row of numerous short, sub-equal a4, no longer
than diameter of tibia .......cccccceevcvcvcvvvcccncncnnnee.... flavinervis (Malloch)
Wing usually hyaline or infuscated brown but if yellowish, then row of a4 on
T3 N0t as ADOVE ....oviiiiiiiiiic 16
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F2 with av and pv rows short and irregular, restricted to apical 1/2 and with
bristles no longer than diameter of femur (Fig. 6I); T3 with ventral apical
process absent or very much reduced (Fig. 2E).................. similis (Malloch)
F2 with av and/or pv rows variable, but always with some (or many) bristles
longer than basal diameter of femur (as in Fig. 6K, L); T3 ventral apical pro-

cess short but usually distinct (Fig. 2I) ....c.cooiiiiiniiiiiiicce, 17
F2 with both av (Fig. 6D) and pv rows complete and erect...........c.c.c....... 18
F2 with either #v row incomplete (as in Fig. 6]) or with bristles curved on
basal 1/2 (Fig. 6K), pv row variable............ccccccooeiiiiiiiniiniiiiiii, 19

Prementum dusted; scutum dusted, abdomen grey dusted except for most of
tergite I+11, a wide central patch on tergite III and central vittae on tergites
IV and V (Fig. 7A); F2 and/or F3 without long fine and slightly crinkled p-pv
on basal 1/4. ..o firthiana (Huckett)
Prementum undusted, shiny; scutum and abdomen mostly shiny; F2 and/
or F3 usually with a few long fine and slightly crinkled p-pv on basal 1/4
(Fig. 6D) i profrontalis (Huckett)
F2 with pv row incomplete, with 4—7 very long pv on apical 1/2, these at least
2 x as long as width of femur ... 20
F2 with pv row complete, with some bristles longer than width of femur at
least on basal 1/2 (Fig. 6G, H, L)...c.ccovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiciice 21
Lower margin of face projecting slightly beyond lower level of frons (Fig. 16A);
arista with hairs restricted mostly to basal 1/2 and with no or few dorsal setae
on apical 1/2; abdomen lightly dusted and mostly shiny, tergites without
distinct dark central vittae (Fig. 7B) ....ccocvivinniiiiiinnes hucketti sp. nov.
Lower margin of face not projecting beyond lower level of frons (Fig. 4H);
arista with hairs distributed along full length; abdomen grey/brown dusted
with clear dark central vittae on tergites III-V (Fig. 7C) ...cccovvvviiiiininnnnnns
.......................................................................................... minor (Malloch)
F2 with pv row sparse and delicate, with only a few bristles longer than width
of femur (Fig. 6G); scutum and abdomen mostly dusted............ccccoeeinnne,
.............................................................................. santamonicae (Huckett)
F2 with pv row regular and thicker than above, with many bristles longer
than width of femur on basal 2/3 (Fig. 6H, L); scutum and abdomen mostly

T2 without ad on apical 1/3, California records doubtful (see remarks under
D. GAVICHE) .o aldrichi (Malloch)
T2 usually with 1 or 2 ad present on apical 1/3 (these sometimes absent),
recorded only from California.......c.cococeevreenncinecnnn amnicola (Huckett)

Key to females of North American species of Drymeia Meigen

1

Prealar bristle present and strong, as long as 2™ notopleural bristle.............. 2
Prealar bristle absent or short, always much shorter than 2™ notopleural bris-
L1 ettt ettt e e e e e e e e e e e ——eeeeeea——reeeeeanaaaees 19
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Parafacial in lateral view broader than width of first flagellomere (Fig. 8A); F2
with a complete row of long strong av and a complete row of long, delicate,

irregular pv; 2+3—4 de. Larger species, 6.2-9.5 mm long. .........cccccoeuveeeenene. 3
Parafacial in lateral view variable; F2 not as above; 2+3 4. Size variable but
usually < 7.5 MM i 5

Mid tarsomere 1 with spines in v and pv rows long, some longer than width
of tarsomere (Fig. 5C); head in lateral view higher than wide (Fig. 8A).........
.................................................................................... spinitarsis (Aldrich)
Mid tarsomere 1 with spines in @v and pv rows shorter than 1/2 the width of
tarsomere; head in lateral view no higher than wide (as in Fig. 4E) ............. 4
Veins of basal region of wing except costa yellowish to pale brown................
............................................................................... quadrisetosa (Malloch)
Veins of basal region of wing dark brown to yellowish.... glacialis (Rondani)
[Nearctic females of D. glacialis generally exhibit a darker wing base
than those of D. quadrisetosa but females of these two species are diffi-
cult to distinguish (see Remarks under D. glacialis for additional details)]
Entire wing membrane and all veins rich yellow (costa brownish only near
wing tip) (Fig. 9A); parafacial in anterior view with a small to medium-size
undusted shiny patch near antennal base ....................flavinervis (Malloch)
Wing membrane never rich yellow throughout most of the surface and most
veins brownish near apex; parafacial shining or dusted............ccccccoeiininnnes 6
Prementum dusted and no longer than palpus; body light grey dusted; T2
with 2 or 3 ad; T3 with apical pv short or absent; parafacial and profrons in
anterior view entirely dusted. .........ccccoovvviiiininnnnnen. firthiana (Huckett)
Prementum shiny, usually longer than palpus; body mostly undusted and
shiny except in D. santamonicae; T2 with ad variable; T3 with apical pv pre-

sent or absent; dusting of parafacial and profrons variable...................c...... 7
T2 with at least 1 av, costal spinules usually long and strong with costal spine
at least 1.5 x as long as surrounding spinules (Fig. 15A) .......cccccecvviinnnnnne. 8
T2 usually without av; costal spinules and costal spine variable................. 10

T3 with apical pv usually absent but if visible, then no longer than 1/2 the
length of apical av; arista with longest hair no longer than base or arista; fore
tarsomere 5 distinctly flactened (Fig. 10A). Recorded only from Mexico.......
cetreerte ettt DOREE SP. DOV, (part, usually without av on T2)
T3 with apical pv present, at least 1/2 as long as apical 4v; arista with long-
est hair usually slightly longer than base of arista; fore tarsomere 5 at most
slightly flattened (Fig. T0C) ...coviviuiiiiiiiiiiiiiicccceeee e 9
Parafacial entirely dusted or with small undusted line near base of antenna
(Fig. 11A); frons narrow, approximately 1.4 x as long as wide (Fig. 11A);
wing membrane with pale yellow tinge .........ccccccoeiiiniiciiiiinicciie,
...................................... similis Malloch (part, usually without a» on T2)
Parafacial with large undusted shiny patch near base of antenna (Fig. 11B);
frons wide, approximately 0.9 x as long as wide (Fig. 11B); wing membrane

with pale brown tinge ..., latifrons (Malloch)
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Parafacial entirely dusted or with small undusted line near base of antenna
(Fig. 11A); ocellar triangle mostly undusted and shiny; costal spine strong, at
least 2 x as long as other costal setae; F2 without strong long 2v on apical 1/2,
only with weak setae; wing yellow near base............ similis (Malloch) (part)
With different combination of characters.........ccccoeueueuiivinnniecicinines 11
Fronto-orbital plates and ocellar triangle mostly undusted and shiny
(Fig. 11C); parafacial with large undusted shiny patch near base of antenna
expanded ventrally (Fig. 11C); fore tarsomere 5 moderately to distinctly flat-
tened (Fig. 10D); scutum and abdomen black and shiny; recorded only from

California ...c.oocoveveueiiiicccccc e profrontalis (Huckett)
Fronto-orbital plates mostly to completely dusted (Fig. 11A, D, E); other
features variable ..........ccccoiiiiiiiiii e 12
Parafacial in anterior view with large undusted shiny patch near base of an-
tenna reaching up to or almost up to eye (Fig. 11E).....cccoeeiininnncnnen. 13
Parafacial in anterior view completely or mostly dusted, at most with a small
shiny patch near base of antenna (Fig. 11D) .....ccccoeiiininnieiiinienen. 15

Scutum and abdomen dark grey with thin brownish grey pollen; ocellar tri-
angle entirely dusted; parafacial in lateral view no broader than width of first
flagellomere at midpoint; recorded only from California.........cccoeveueuiinnne,
.............................................................................. santamonicae (Huckett)
Scutum and abdomen black and mostly shiny (Fig.18A); ocellar triangle par-
tially to completely shiny; parafacial width and distribution variable......... 14
Parafacial in lateral view no broader than width of first flagellomere (as in
Fig. 15A); wing veins and membrane mostly brown; F2 variable but usually
with 1-3 av, recorded only from California........ amnicola (Huckett) (part)
Parafacial in lateral view broader than width of first flagellomere (Fig. 18A);
Wing veins yellow at least near base, membrane deep yellow near base, the
rest pale yellow to pale brown (Fig. 18A); F2 variable but usually with 4 or 5

av; not recorded from California......ooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenenn. hucketti sp. nov.
Fore tarsomere 5 moderately to distinctively flattened (Fig. 10A, B) ......... 16
Fore tarsomere 5 not or only slightly flattened (Fig. 10E) .........cccccceenenee 17

Costal spinules long and strong with costal spine 2 x as long as surrounding
spinules (Fig. 15A); ocellar triangle completely dusted (Fig. 11D); lower mar-
gin of face projecting very slightly beyond lower level of frons (Fig. 15B); T3
with apical pv usually absent but if visible, then no longer than 1/2 the length
of apical av; recorded only from Mexico .......................ponti sp. nov. (part)
Costal spinules not strongly developed, with costal spine only slightly larger
than surrounding spinules (Fig. 9B); ocellar triangle only partially dusted,
with some shiny areas; lower margin of face not projecting beyond lower level
of frons; T3 with long strong apical pv as long or slightly shorter than apical
av; not recorded from MeXiCo ....eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeen. aldrichi (Malloch)
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Arista with longest hair 1.5-2.0 x width of base of arista (Fig. 12B); F2 usu-
ally with 1 (sometimes 2) distinct @v on apical 1/3, as long or slightly longer
than width of femur; recorded from Mexico and USA........ aterrima (Wulp)
Arista with longest hair as long as base of arista (Fig. 12C); F2 av variable; not
recorded from MEXICO......cvviiueeirieetieeteeere ettt ettt ere s 18
Larger species, 6.2—7.3 mm; F2 usually with av reduced on apical 1/2, these
no longer than width of femur; recorded only from California .....................
.......................................................................... amnicola (Huckett) (part)
Smaller species, 4.5-5.7 mm; F2 usually with 2 strong 2v on apical 1/2, long-

er than width of femur; broader distribution...................... minor (Malloch)
Anepimeron and/or katepimeron with hairs...........ccccccovivnniiiiiiinnnne. 20
Anepimeron and katepimeron both bare.......c.coccceoiiiineiiniiinine 21

F2 with 1 or 2 strong 4v setae on apical 1/2, as strong as or stronger than av
near base; lower margin of face not projecting beyond lower level of frons;
usually a larger species 7.4-9.3 mm. .......c.coceiiininnn. chillcotti (Huckett)
F2 without or with only a short weak 4 in apical 1/2; lower margin of face
slightly projecting beyond lower level of frons; usually a smaller species 6.0—
8.5 MM segnis (Holmgren)
Parafacial in lateral view narrow at midpoint, < 1/2 the width of first flagel-
lomere (Figs 21A, 24A); proboscis short and wide (as in Fig. 19A); presutural
acrostical bristles distinct from ground setulae (Figs 21B, 24B)................. 22
Parafacial in lateral view wide at midpoint, at least as wide as first flagellomere
(Fig. 8B, C); proboscis slender and tubular (Fig. 8B); presutural acrostical
DIiStles Weak....ouviiieieiieiiiciie ettt en 23
Large species (7.5-9.0 mm) (Fig. 21A); scutum and thorax subshiny black,
without marks (Fig. 21A); setulae present near base of posterior notopleural
DIISEIE ottt vockerothi sp. nov.
Small species (4.9-5.5 mm) (Fig. 24A); scutum and thorax covered with thick
grey dust (Fig. 24B, C); setulae absent near base of posterior notopleural bris-

ELE et woodorum sp. nov.
T2 with av present.....ccceeeeeenccnnccincincee setibasis (Huckett) (part)
T2 with a0 abSent.....cocooviiiiiiiiicc e 24

Lower margin of face not projecting beyond lower level of frons; prealar
stronger than ground setulae but always much weaker and shorter than pos-
terior notopleural bristle .........coeoiviniiiiiniiii 25
Lower margin of face projecting beyond lower level of frons; prealar usually
absent (a weak prealar sometimes visible in D. cantabrigensis) ................... 26
F2 with longest av on apical 1/3 as long as width of femur; abdomen lightly
dusted, subshiny ........cccoceoveniinnciniinceee groenlandica (Lundbeck)
F2 with longest v on apical 1/3 shorter than width of femur; abdomen
heavily dusted .......coeoevviiiniiniiiccce neoborealis (Snyder)
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Lower margin of face usually strongly projecting beyond lower level of frons
(Fig. 8B); F2 with av and pv rows usually complete or near complete; T2
with all pd shorter than preapical ; proboscis with prementum longer than
palpus (Fig. 8B); larger species, at least 6.5 mm long........cccceoveincnninin,
............................................................................ pribilofensis (Malloch)
Lower margin of face projecting only slightly beyond lower level of frons
(Fig. 8C); F2 with av and pv rows usually restricted to basal 1/2; T2 with
most pd as long or longer than preapical 4; proboscis with prementum no
longer than palpus, usually as long as palpus; smaller species, < 6.2 mm
long....ccooeiicininns setibasis (Huckett) (part), cantabrigensis (Huckett)
[Some females of D. pribilofensis occasionally do not exhibit the full com-
bination of characters listed in the key and may therefore be difficult to
separate from D. setibasis and D. cantabrigensis.)

Figure 1. Male frons, frontal view A D. ponti B D. aterrima € D. neoborealis D D. vockerothi. Scale

bars: 0.5 mm.
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Annotated checklist and new species descriptions

Drymeia aldrichi (Malloch, 1918)
Figs GL, 9B, 10B

Pogonomyia aldrichi Malloch, 1918: 281.
Pogonomyia unicolor, Stein, 1920: 22.

Type material examined. Pogonomyia aldrichi — Holotype male labelled “INHS/Insect
Collection/238,899; “Moscow Ida/v.22.13”; “T'YPE/ Pogonomyia/ aldrichi/& [red]”
(INHS).

Other material examined. 2 females: NearcTiC: USA: Idaho: Moscow (INHS).

Distribution. NEarcTIiC: Canada (Alberta), USA (Washington to California (see
remarks), Wyoming).

DNA barcode. None available.

Remarks. While California was listed in the distribution of D. aldrichi by Huckett
(1965b), the species was not included in a subsequent work by the same author on
the fauna of California (Huckett 1975). We therefore suspect that early records of
D. aldrichi from California belong instead to another species, possibly the very similar
D. amnicola, described by Huckett in 1966. As mentioned in the DNA barcoding sec-
tion below, both the distribution and the limits of D. aldrichi are currently uncertain
and additional data will be required to clarify the issue.

Drymeia amnicola (Huckett, 1966)
Figs 2B, 4G, GH, ]

Pogonomyia amnicola Huckett, 1966: 291.
Pogonomyia rivalis Huckett, 1966: 293. syn. nov.

Type material examined. Pogonomyia amnicola— Holotype male labelled “Sardine Crk./
Mono Co./ Elev. 8500/ Cal. VI-28-517; “].W. MacSwain/ Collector”; “Pogonomyia/
amnicola/ n. sp./ holotype [red]”; “California Academy/ of Sciences/ Type No. 10149”
(CAS). Allotype female labelled “Sardine Crk./Mono Co./ Elev. 8500/ Cal. VI-28-
517; “J.W. MacSwain/ Collector”; “Pogonomyia/ amnicola/ n. sp./ allotype [orange]”;
“U.C. Berkeley/EMEC 69,278” (EMEC).

Paratypes: all with “Pogonomyia/ amnicola/ n. sp./ paratype [blue]”. 2 males,
“Sardine Crk./Mono Co./ Elev. 8500/ Cal. VI-28-51"; “].W. MacSwain/ Collector”
(EMEC). 5 males, 1 female, same as previous except “CA Downing Collector”. 9
females, 3 males, same as previous except “A.’T. McClay/ Collector” (UCDC).14 fe-
males, 7 males, same as previous except “S.M. Kappos/ Collector”. 1 male, same as
previous except “R.W. Morgan/ Collector”. 1 female, same as previous except “D.P.
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Figure 2. Male hind tibia, dorsal view A D. ponti B D. aterrima C D. groenlandica D D. setibasis E D. si-
milis F D. vockerothi G D. quadrisetosa H D. glacialis | D. hucketti } D. woodorum. Scale bars: 0.5 mm.

Lawfer/ Collector”. 2 males, 1 female, same as previous except VII-11-51; “A.T.
McClay/ Collector”. 4 females, same as previous except VII-12-51. 14 males and 11
females, same as previous except “Sardine Creek/ Mono Co Cal./ VI-28-1951. 1 fe-
male, “Hope Valley/ Alpine Co/ Calif. VII-9-48”; “S.A. Sher/ Collector” (EMEC);
1 female, same as previous except “D. Carter/ Collector”. 6 females, “4 miles north/
Silver Lake Cal./ Amador Co./ VII-25. 1955”; “E.I. Schlinger/ Collector” (UCDC).
1 male, same as previous except “J. C.Downey/ Collector”; 1 male, Echo Lake Cal./
Eldorado Co./ VII-23-1955”; “E.L. Schlinger/ Collector” (UCDC). 1 male, same as
previous except “J. C.Downey/ Collector”. 1 female, “Winnemucca/ Lk. Alpine Co/
Cal. VI-30-1959”; “R.M. Bohart/ Collector” (UCDC). 1 male, same as previous ex-
cept “PM. Maran/ Collector. 2 females, “North Lake/ Inyo Co. Calif/ VI-30-617; “].S.
Buckett/ Collector” (UCDC). 1 female, “5 miles east/ Weber Lake/ Cal. Sierra Co./
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VI1.29.1955”; “R.W. Bushing/ Collector” (UCDC). 1 female, same as previous except
VIIL.30.1955; “E. A. Kurta/ Collector”. 1 male and 1 female, “1 mi.5/ Saddlebag L./
Mono. Co. Cal./ VII.15-19617; “D. R. Miller/ Collector” (UCDC). 1 female, “Lu-
ther Pass Cal./ Grass Lake/ Eldorado Co./ VII-24-1955”; “].C. Downey/ Collector”
(UCDC). 1 female, “Wood Lk. Cal./ Alpine Co./ VII-16 1960”; “C.G. Moore/ Col-
lector” (UCDC). 1 male, “Sonora Pass/ Cal Elev 9624/ VI1.17 1953”; “R.M. Bohart/
Collector” (UCDC). 1 male, “Strawberry/ Tuolumne Co/ Calif. VIL.15 517; “A.T.
McClay/ Collector” (UCDC).

Pogonomyia rivalis — Allotype female labelled “Sardine Crk./Mono Co./ Elev.
8500/ Cal. VI-28-517; “S.M. Kappos/ Collector”; “Pogonomyia rivalis/ n. sp./ Al-
lotype [orange]” (UCDC). Paratypes: all with “Pogonomyia/ rivalis/ n. sp./ paratype
[blue]”. 3 males and 1 female, same as allotype. 1 female, same as previous except
“J.W. MacSwain/ Collector”. 2 females and 1 male, same as previous except (EMEC).
1 male, same as previous except “C.A. Downing/ Collector”. 1 female, same as previ-
ous except “D.P. Lawfer/ Collector” (UCDC). 2 males and 1 female, same as previous
except “Sardine Creek/ Mono Co Cal./ VI1.28.19517; “A.T. McClay/ Collector”. 1
female, same as previous except VII-8-51.

Other material examined. 1 male, 7 females: NearcTtic: USA: California: Leavitt
Mdw, 1 mi. S saddlebag Lake, Sardine Creek (EMEC, UCDC).

Distribution. Nearctic: USA (California).

DNA Barcode. None available.

Remarks. In his original descriptions, Huckett (1966) relied on subtle differences
in variable characters to separate D. rivalis from D. amnicola. Following the examina-
tion of type material from these two taxa we concluded that all features listed in the
original descriptions are variable (including the pollinosity of the female parafacial,
a feature we found to vary from entirely dusted to mostly glossy in the type series of
D. amnicola), and that D. rivalis is a synonym of D. amnicola.

Furthermore, Huckett (1966, 1975) uses the strength of av bristles on the apical
1/2 of F2 to separate males D. santamonicae (strong and long) from D. amnicola (weak)
and junior synonym D. rivalis (weak but slightly stronger). While the male holotypes of
these taxa do exhibit a difference in the strength of the F2 av, we have found this feature
to be variable. The configuration of the F2 pv row and the pollinosity of the thorax and
abdomen appear to be more stable characters to separate the males of D. santamonicae
from those of D. amnicola (and the similar D. aldrichi) (see couplet 21 of male key).

Drymeia aterrima (Wulp, 1896)
Figs 1B, 12B

Pogonomyia aterrima Wulp, 1896: 335.
Type material examined. None.

Other material examined. More than 100 males and females: NEOTROPICAL:
Mexico: Durango: 10 mi W. El Salto. (CNC).
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Distribution. Nearctic: USA (Washington, Montana, but see remark below).
NEoTrOPICAL: Mexico (Durango).

DNA Barcode. None available.

Remarks. This species was recently redescribed by Nihei and Carvalho (2004) but
we are doubtful of the Nearctic records from Montana and Washington (USA). Not
only do they create a highly disjunct distribution pattern for the species, they are based
exclusively on female specimens which are similar to those of a number of other taxa
including Drymeia minor, a species with a widespread distribution in the USA. Having
examined numerous females associated with males of D. aterrima from El Salto, Me-
xico, we observed some differences with the description of Nihei and Carvalho (2004),
mainly longer aristal hair (the longest 1.5-2.0 x as long as base) and the presence of 1
or 2 distinct av on the apical 1/3 of the mid femur (these reduced in a few specimens).

Drymeia cantabrigensis (Huckett, 1965)
Fig. 6A

Eupogonomyia cantabrigensis Huckett, 1965a: 300.

Type material examined. Eupogonomyia cantabrigensis — Holotype male labelled
“Cambridge Bay /N.W.T. 18.VIIL. 1950/ G. K. Sweatman”; “Type [red]”; “HOLO-
TYPE/ CNCNo. 8367 [red]”; “Eupogonomyia/ cantabrigensis Huck./ det. H.C. Huck-
ett” (CNC). Allotype female labelled “Cambridge Bay /N.W.T. 20.VIIL. 1950/ E. H.
N. Smith”; “Allo [red]”; “ALLOTYPE/ CNCNo. 8367 [red]”; “Eupogonomyial can-
tabrigensis Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett” (CNC). 3 paratypes males: “Cambridge Bay
/N.W.T. 20.VII. 1950/ E. H. N. Smith”; “PARATYPE/No. 8367 [yellow]”; “Eupo-
gonomyial cantabrigensis Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett” (CNC). 1 paratype male, same
as previous but 18.VIL. 1950. 2 paratypes males: “Cambridge Bay /N.W.T. 20.VII.
1950/ G. K. Sweatman”; “PARATYPE/No. 8367 [yellow]”; “Eupogonomyial canta-
brigensis Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett” (CNC). 1 paratype male, same as previous but
21.VIL.1950.

Other material examined. More than 100 males and females: Nearctic: Cana-
da: North West Territories: Arviat [formerly Eskimo point], Hooper Is., Mould Bay
(Prince Patrick Is.), Sachs Harbour, Victoria Is.; Nunavut: Banks Is., Cambridge Bay,
Kugluktuk, Masik Riv. (Banks I.); Yukon Territory: Herschel Is. (BUIC, CNC, LEM).

Distribution. NearcTiC: Canada (Northwest Territories, Nunavut, Yukon Territory).

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:AAD7664 (BIN merge with several other
species, see Fig. 25). See Suppl. material 1: Table S1 for GenBank accession numbers.

Remarks. While always lacking an anteroventral bristle on the midtibia, the fe-
males of this species are sometime indistinguishable from those of D. setibasis where
this bristle is either present or absent. DNA barcodes for D. cantabrigensis were very
similar and in some case identical to those of other species forming a cluster (or BIN
merge) of seven named species (including D. setibasis) in BOLD:AAD7664 (Fig. 25).


http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:AAD7664
http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:AAD7664
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The males can be easily identified based on the distinctive chaetotaxy of the mid femur
but since DNA barcodes do not discriminate between D. cantabrigensis and several
other species including D. setibasis, the identification of females from these two species
can be problematic in the Nearctic region.

Drymeia chillcotti (Huckett, 1965)
Fig. 3A

Bebryx chillcotti Huckett, 1965a: 302.

Type material examined. Bebryx chillcorti — Holotype male labelled “Kidluit Bay, N./
Richards Is. W./ 27-VIII 1948. T./ J. R. Vockeroth”; “Type [red]”; “HOLOTYPE/
CNCNo. 8369 [red]”; “Bebryxl chillcotti Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett” (CNC). Allo-
type female labelled “Chesterfiel/ N.W.T. 8.VIII. 1950/ J.G. Chillcott”; “Allo [red]”;
“ALLOTYPE/ CNCNo. 8369 [red]”; “Bebryx! chillcorti Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett”
(CNCQ). Paratype male labelled “Kidluit Bay, N./ Richards Is. W./ 29-VIII 1948. T./
J. R. Vockeroth”; “Bebryx/ chillcorti Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett”; “PARATYPE/ No.
8369 [yellow]” (CNC). Paratype female labelled “Padlei N.W.T./ 6-VIII-1950/ R.A.
Hennigar”; “Bebryx/ chillcotti Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett”; “PARATYPE/ No. 8369
[yellow]” (CNC).

Other material examined. More than 180 males and females: NEarcTic: Cana-
da: British Columbia: Summit of Pink Mtn; Northwest Territories: 20 and 21 m. e.
Tuktoyaktuk; Nunavut: Arviat [formerly Eskimo point], Char river nr Ranking Inlet,
Clyde (Bafhin Island), Coral Harbor (Southampton Island), Ford Lake, Landing Lake

Figure 3. A D. chillcotti, male abdomen B D. segnis, male habitus, frontal view. Scale bars: 1 mm.
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(7.5 km NW of Rankin inlet), Masik River (Banks Island.), Meliadine river, Padlei,
Victoria Island; Yukon Territory: British Mts, Firth River, Richardson Mts, USA: Alas-
ka: Noluk. ParLaearcrtic: Russia: Taymyr Peninsula (BUIC, CNC, LEM, SZMN).

Distribution. Nearcric: Canada (British Columbia, Northwest Territories, Nu-
navut, Yukon Territory), USA (Alaska). PaLaearcTiC: Russia (Taymyr Peninsula).

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:ACA8934. See Suppl. material 1: Table S1
for GenBank accession numbers.

Remark. DNA barcodes for material from Canada and Russia (Fig. 25) were very
similar with a maximum intraspecific p-distance of 0.5%.

Drymeia firthiana (Huckett, 1965)
Fig. 7A

Pogonomyia firthiana Huckett, 1965a: 298.

Type material examined. Pogonomyia firthiana — Holotype male labelled “Firth River,
Y. T./ 14-VII-1956/E.E. Cashman”; “Type [red]”; “Type/ HOLO/ No. 8366 [red]”;
“Pogonomyial firthiana Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett” (CNC). Allotype female labelled
“Firth River, Y.T./ 11-VII-1956/E.E. Cashman”; “Type [red]”; “Type/ Allo/ No. 8366
[red]”; “Pogonomyial firthiana Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett” (CNC). Paratype male
labelled “Firth River, Y.T./ 11-VII-1956/R.E. Leech”; “PARATYPE/ No. 8366 [yel-
low]”; “Pogonomyial firthiana Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett” (CNC); Paratype female
labelled “Firth River, Y.T./ 14-VII-1956/R.E. Leech”; “PARATYPE/ No. 8366 [yel-
low]”; “Pogonomyial firthiana Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett” (CNC).

Other material examined. 12 males and females: Nearctic: Canada: Yukon Ter-
ritory: 14 km WSW Burwash Flats, Firth River; USA: Alaska: Schrader L. PaLAEARTIC:
Kazakhstan: Dzungarian Alatau, Sarkand River; Russia: Altai Republic, Khakasiya,
Tyva (BUIC, CNC, SZMN).

Distribution. Nearctic: Canada (Yukon Territory); USA (Alaska). PALAEARCTIC:
Russia (Altai Mts, Khakasiya, Tyva), Kazakhstan.

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:ADE2127. See Suppl. material 1: Table S1
for GenBank accession numbers.

Remark. Only specimens from Russia were available for DNA barcoding (Fig. 25)
with p-distances ranging from 0.0% to 0.16%.

Drymeia flavinervis (Malloch, 1915)
Fig. 9A

Pogonomyia flavinervis Malloch, 1915: 356.
Spilogaster nitens Stein, 1898: 199 [Junior primary homonym of Spilogaster nitens Mac-
quart, 1855].


http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ACA8934
http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ADE2127
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Pogonomyia flavipennis Stein, 1920: 21.

Type material examined. Pogonomyia flavinervis — Lectotype male labelled “INHS/
Insect Collection/ 238,900”; “N. IIL.”; “LECTOTYPE/ Pogonomyia/ flavinervis/ 3
Malloch [red]” (INHS). Allotype female labelled “INHS/Insect Collection/238,9017;
“Algonquin, Ill./ 5.24.95 -110”; “Lecto-/ALLOTYPE/ Pogonomyia flavinervis/ 9
Malloch [blue]” (INHS).

Other material examined. More than 100 males and females from: NEARcTIC:
Canada: Alberta: Elkwater Park; Manitoba: Aweme, Bald Head Hills, 2 mi. E Doug-
las, 9 mi N. Forrest, Deloraine, Ninette, 30 mi N. Roblin, 3 mi. S. Shilo, 5 mi. SW
Shilo, 2 mi. W Stockton, Teulon, Transcona, Turtle Mt., Virden; Nova Scotia: 4 km
before Meat Cove (Victoria Co.); New Brunswick: Perth; Ontario: Bell’s Cor., Britan-
nia, N. Burgess Twp., Burke Falls, Chatham, Constance L. (South March), Emo, Fin-
land, 7 mi. E. Griffith, Hart L., Leamington, Metcalfe, Midland, Maynooth, March
Twp., Marmora, Muskoka, Ojibway, Orillia, Ottawa, Point Pelee Ntl. Park, Pelee Is.,
Pinewood, Point Pelee, Rainy River, Rondeau Pr. Pk St. Lawrence Is. Nat. Park; Que-
bec: Alcove, Aylmer, Breackenridge; Gracefield, Laniel, Meach Lake, Mt. Auclair, Mt.
Xalibu, Old Chelsea, Petit Mt St-Anne; Saskatchewan: Big River, Canora, Kenosee;
USA: Maine: Tableland (Mt. Katahdin); Michigan: Isle Royale; Minnesota: Lake city;
Virginia: Hawksbill (Shenandoah Ntl. Pk.) (BUIC, BIOUG, CNC).

Distribution. Nearcric: Canada (Alberta to New Brunswick), USA (South Da-
kota, Wisconsin, Illinois to Maine).

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:ACAG6790. See Suppl. material 1: Table S1
for GenBank accession numbers.

Remark. DNA barcodes were available for material from Quebec and Ontario
(Canada) with p-distances ranging from 0.0% to 0.16% (Fig. 25).

Drymeia glacialis (Rondani, 1866)
Figs 2H, 4E, GE

Aspilia glacialis Rondani, 1866: 87.
Pogonomyia alpicola Rondani, 1871: 337. syn. nov.
Pogonomyia alpicola var. tundrica, Schnabl in Becker et al. 1915: 48.

Type material examined. None.

Other material examined. More than 100 males and females: Nearctic: USA:
Colorado: Cameron Pass, Cottonwood Pass (Chaffee Co.), Echo Lake (Mt. Evans),
Floral Park, Independance Pass (Lake Co.), Loveland Pass, Nederland, Summit Lake
(Mt. Evans); Wyoming: Delaey Creek Park, Snowy Range Mts., Togwotee Pass (Teton
Co.). PaLaEaRcTIC: Austria: Hohe Tauern Nat. Pk., Igls, Obergurgl; Italy: Karthaus;
Mongolia: Ara-Khangaiskii aimak, 7 km SW Taryata; Russia: Altai Republic, Khakasi-
ya, Tyva; Switzerland: Julierpass (BUIC, CNC, SZMN).


http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ACA6790
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Figure 4. Male head, lateral view A D. pribilofensis B D. neoborealis € D. vockerothi D D. spinitarsis
E D. glacialis F D. santamonicae G D. amnicola H D. minor. Scale bars: 0.5 mm.

Distribution. NearcTic: Canada (Alberta, Labrado,r and Newfoundland), USA
(Rocky Mts down to New Mexico). PaLaearcTIC: from Europe eastwards to the Far
East of Russia.
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DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:AAC1021 (BIN merge with D. guadrisetosa).
See Suppl. material 1: Table S1 for GenBank accession numbers.

Remarks. We were recently informed that the holotype of Aspilia glacialis Ron-
dani, previously considered lost (Hennig 1962b: 677; Pont 1986: 73), had been lo-
cated in the Museo di Storia Naturale, Sezione di Zoologia “La Specola”, Universita
di Firenze (MZUF). While we did not examine this material ourselves, the specimen
has been unambiguously recognised by A.C. Pont as D. alpicola (pers. comm.) and we
consider his expertise sufficient to recognise that the earlier name of D. glacialis must
be given precedence over D. alpicola. Additional details about this new synonymy will
be published in an upcoming work (A.C. Pont, pers. comm.).

In the Nearctic region, females of this Holarctic species can be distinguished from
those of D. guadrisetosa only by the slightly darker wing base. However, this colour
character appears variable in the Palaearctic region where Russian material shows a
darker wing base (congruent with Nearctic females) while females from a series we
examined from Austria as well as the holotype of D. glacialis (A.C. Pont pers. comm.)
display a pale wing base similar to that of D. quadrisetosa, a species known only from
the Nearctic region.

DNA barcodes for D. glacialis (all from Russian specimens) were very similar to
those of D. quadrisetosa (specimens from Russia and Canada), forming a cluster with
p-distances ranging from 0.0% to 1.72% for BOLD:AAC1021 (Fig. 25). Males of
these two species can be easily distinguished based on distinctive leg chactotaxy (see
key to males) but since DNA barcodes do not discriminate between the two species,
the identification of females can be problematic in the Nearctic region, as differences
in wing base colour between the two taxa can sometimes be very subtle, especially for
material kept in ethanol for long periods.

Drymeia groenlandica (Lundbeck, 1901)
Fig. 2C

Ophyra groenlandica Lundbeck, 1901: 281.

Type material examined. None.

Other material examined. More than 100 males and females: NearcTic: Canada:
Manitoba: Churchill, Wapusk Ntl. Pk; Northwest Territories: Tuktoyaktuk; Nunavut:
Arviat [formerly Eskimo point], Axel Heiberg Island, Aulavik Nat. Pk, Baker Lake,
Coral Harbour (Southampton Island), Clyde (Baffin Island), Ellesmere Island, Eureka
(Ellesmere Island), Forsheim peninsula (Ellesmere Island), Hazen Camp (Ellesmere
Island), Kugluktuk [formerly Coppermine], Lake Hazen (Ellesmere Island), Masik
River (Banks Island), Padlei, Tranquary Fiord (Ellesmere Island); Yukon Territory:
North Fork Crossing mi 42 peel plt. Rd, Ogilvie Mountains. USA: Alaska: Schrader
L. Greenland: Nedre Midsommer S6, Zackenberg. Paraearctic: Russia: Chukotka:
Pevek, Taymyr Peninsula: Ary-Mas cordon, Sakha Republik: Chokurdakh, Indigirka
River (BIOUG, BUIC, CNC, LEM, SZMN).
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Figure 5. Tarsomeres A D. pribilofensis, male fore tarsomeres 3—5 B D. spinitarsis, male mid tarsomere 1
C D. spinitarsis, female mid tarsomere 1 D D. quadrisetosa, male fore tarsomeres 1-5. Scale bars: 0.25 mm.

Figure 6. Male mid femur, anterior view (except G, H, L) A D. cantabrigensis B D. setibasis C D. vocker-
othi D D. profrontalis E D. glacialis F D. quadrisetosa G D. santamonicae, antero-dorsal view H D. amnicola,
postero-dorsal view | D. similis ) D. amnicola K D. hucketti L D. aldrichi, ventral view. Scale bars: 0.25 mm.
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Distribution. Nearctic: Canada (Manitoba, Northwest Territories, Nunavut,
Yukon Territory), USA (Alaska), Greenland. ParaearcTIC: Russia (Chukotka, Taymyr
Peninsula, Sakha Republic).

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:AAL9801. See Suppl. material 1: Table S1
for GenBank accession numbers.

Remark. DNA barcodes for material from Canada, Greenland, and Russia
(Fig. 25) were similar with a maximum intraspecific p-distance of 0.76%.

Drymeia hucketti sp. nov.
http://zoobank.org/FCA7C9F9-E170-4DCD-A7DB-3DC0A14D0DA4
Figs 21, 6K, 7B, 11E, 12A, 16-18

Type material. Holotype male labelled “Wood Mountain/ Sask 17.6.1955/ A.R. Brooks™;
“HOLOTYPE/ Drymeia hucketti ¢/ Savage & Sorokina [red]” (CNC). Paratypes: all
with “PARATYPE/ Drymeia hucketti/ Savage & Sorokina [yellow]” (CNC unless other-
wise indicated): 1 male, same as holotype. 1 male, same as holotype except (BUIC) 1 male
and 1 female labelled “Scout Lake/ Sask. 17.V1.1955/ 49°20', 106°0'/ J.R. Vockeroth”. 1
male labelled “Val Marie, Sask./ 49°15'", 107°44'/ 12.V1.1955. 1 female same as previous
but 9.VI.1955. 1 female labelled “Elkwater L.,/ Alta, 10.VI-1956/ E.E. Sterns” (BUIC).
1 female labelled “Elkwater Alta/ 8.VI. 1952/ A.R. Brooks”. 1 male labelled “Elkwater
park, Alta/ 31.V. 1952/ L. A. Konotopetz”. 1 male same as previous but 29.V.1952. 1
female labelled “Banff, Alta./ 4.VI1.1924/ Eric Hearle”. 1 female labelled “12 mi. N. of
Banfl/ Banft-Jasper Hw./ 4500' 26-VII-55/ R. Coyles”. 1 female labelled “Manyberries,
Alta/ 4-VI-.1956/ E.E. Sterns”. 1 male “Manyberries/ Alta. 6.VI 1955/ A.R. Brooks”. 1
female labelled “Highwood Summit/ Kananasksis-Coleman/ Hwy., Alta, 72-8000'/ 14-
VIII-1955/].R. McGillis”. 1 male and 1 female labelled “Waterton, ALTA/ 11 June 1962/
K.C. Hermann”. 1 male labelled “BIOUG04930-G08/ CAN: AB: Waterton Lakes NP;
Red/ Rock Parkway moraine/ grassland 49.0813°N -113.8792°W/ 1335 m as IBIOBus
2012 6/27/2012” (BIOUG). 1 female same as previous except BUIOUG05064-E03. 1
female same as previous except BIOUG05064-D12. 1 female same as previous except
BIOUG05064-D11. 1 female same as previous except BIOUG05064-B07. 1 female
same as previous except BIOUG05064-D03 and (BUIC). 1 male same as previous ex-
cept BIOUGO05213-G11 and 6/24/2012. 1 male labelled “BIOUG08066-D02/ CAN:
BC, 10 km W Kamloops; New/ Alton Mine Grassland Protected/ Area (control side)
— Site 4/ 50.655°N, 120.655°W Chrystal/ Simon 6/13/2013” (BIOUG). 1 female same
as previous except BUIOUG07269-F05. 1 male same as previous except BIOUG08066-
F06 and (BUIC). 1 male labelled “Mt. Lolo/ Kamloops, B.C./ 2.V1.1938/ G.S. Wal-
ley”. 1 female labelled “Moosehorn L.,/ B.C. 28.VII 1960/ 58°10', 132°07'/ W.W. Moss
4500". 1 male same as previous except 27.VIL.1960, R. Pilfrey. 1 male labelled “Chilco-
thin/ 5/27/29 BC”. 1 male and 1 female labelled “B.C. Anarchist/ Mt. 21.V1.1982/ B.V.
Peterson”. 1 female labelled “BIOUG03134-E09/ CAN: SK; Grasslands National Park;/
just past bridge over Frenchman/ River 49.1494°N, 107.5302°W R./ Sissons 06/05/2012
t0 06/12/2012” (BIOUG). 1 female labelled “BIOUG51024-D11/ USA: MT; Missoula
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Figure 7. Male abdomen A D. firthiana B D. hucketti C D. minor. Scale bars: 1 mm.

County/ Florence MPG Ranch — Site 3/ 46.6905°N, 114.0265°W 1136m 13-/16 May
2019 Mat Seidensticker” (BIOUG). 1 female, same as previous except BIOUG24024-
E02. 1 female, same as previous except BIOUG24024-E07. 1 male, same as previous ex-
cept BIOUG24024-E03. 1 male, same as previous except BIOUG24024-E10. 1 male,
same as previous except BIOUG24024-F01.

Other material examined. 2 males: NEarcTic: Canada: Alberta: Banff National
Park; Saskatchewan: Grasslands National Park.

Etymology. The species name is a patronym in honour of Hugh C. Huckett, a
major contributor to the study of Nearctic Muscidae.

Diagnosis. Small glossy black species with a long, strong prealar, lower margin of
face projecting slightly beyond lower level of frons (Fig. 16A, 18A), and 2+3 dc. Male
F2 with av row strong and regular, covering apical 2/3 to 3/4, and with pv row long and
strong, at least 2 x as long as width of femur on apical 1/2, and T3 with a short but dis-
tinct ventral apical process (Fig. 16D). This species is similar to Drymeia minor (Malloch,
1918) but can be distinguished from it in the female by the presence of a large undusted
glossy patch on the parafacial near the base of the antenna (Fig. 18B) and, in both sexes,
by the projecting face, broader ventral margin of parafacial, pubescence pattern of arista
and mostly shiny abdomen. Females are also similar to those of D. amnicola (see couplet
14 of female identification key) but these taxa have very different distribution ranges.

Description. Male. Body length: 4.6-6.6 mm; wing length 4.1-5.1 mm.

Head: Ground colour black; eye bare; fronto-orbital plate and parafacial silvery pru-
inose; face grey, gena and lower occiput grey pruinose; fronto-orbital plates touching in
the middle; frons at narrowest point 2-3 x as wide as width of anterior ocellus; parafacial
in lateral view with ventral margin broader than width of first flagellomere; lower margin
of face projecting slightly beyond lower level of frons (Fig. 16A); gena at narrowest point
1.3 x length of first flagellomere, densely setulose and with a group of upcurved setae on
anterior part of genal dilation; 11-13 frontal setae (including interstitials) reaching to an-
terior ocellus; antenna black; first flagellomere 1.2 x as long as wide; arista with hair much
denser on basal 1/2 (longest hair as long as basal diameter of arista) and usually with sparse
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Figure 8. Female heads A D. spinitarsis B D. pribilofensis C D. setibasis. Scale bars: 0.5 mm.

and very dorsal short hair on apical 1/2; palpus black; proboscis elongate with premen-
tum much longer than palpus, mostly undusted and shiny; labella moderately developed.

Thorax: Ground colour black; scutum, postpronotal lobe, notopleuron, postalar
callus and pleuron subshiny and light grey dusted; anepimeron and katepimeron bare;
notopleuron densely setulose; 2+3 de; prealar long and strong.

Legs: Black; T1 with 1-3 pw; F2 with av row strong and regular, slightly longer
than width of femur, covering apical 2/3 to 3/4 and with bristles curved on basal 1/2
(Fig. 16C), 2 or 3 preapical pd-p, with complete row of long strong pv, at least 2 x as
long as width of femur on apical 1/2; T2 usually without 2v (one paratype with 1 short
av on one side), 3—6 pd, 2—4 pv (some specimens also with 2 or 3 p); F3 with av row
stronger on apical 1/3, without pv except one hair near base; T3 with 4 or 5 av, 6 or 7
ad, 4 or 5 pd, 4 or 5 short hair-like pv in middle part, ventral apical process short but
distinct (Fig. 16D), apical pv distinct but no longer than 1/2 the length of apical av.

Wing: Brown, darker near base; basicosta and tegula black; costal spinules weak
and costal spine reduced; calypters with membrane and edges yellow.

Abdomen: Conical, ground colour black; lightly grey dusted and mostly shiny, tergites
without distinct dark central vittae (Fig. 16B); sternite I bare; sternite V as in Fig. 17C.

Terminalia: Fig. 17A, B.

Female. Body length: 5.7-6.5 mm; wing length: 4.6-5.0 mm (Fig. 18A). Differs
from the male as follows:

Head: Frontal triangle undefined; ocellar triangle mostly glossy; frontal vitta black,
deep brownish dusted; parafacial with large undusted shiny patch near base of antenna
reaching up to or almost up to eye (Fig. 18B); frons at midpoint approximately 0.35
x as wide as head and approximately 1.2 x as long as wide; fronto-orbital plate nar-
row, approximately as wide as distance between inner margins of posterior ocelli; 3—6
medioclinate frontal setae and several weaker interstitials, two short reclinate and late-
roclinate orbital setae followed by one (occasionally two) stronger proclinate orbital
seta; arista as in male (Fig. 18C).

Thorax: As in male.
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Legs (chaetotaxy described in full): T1 with 2 pv; F2 variable with 1-6 2v (most
specimens with 4 or 5), approximately as long as width of femur, and no py; T2 with
2 or 3 ad, 3 or 4 pd, 2 pv; T3 with 3-5 av, 3-6 ad, 4 pd, and usually without pv (if
present then very weak and short), apical pv distinct, at least 1/2 as long as apical av.

Wing: Veins yellow at least near base, membrane deep yellow near base, the re-
mainder pale yellow to pale brown.

Abdomen: With little to no dusting, shiny.

Distribution. NEearcrtic: Canada (Alberta, British Columbia, Saskatchewan),
USA (Montana).

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:ACA9214. See Suppl. material 1: Table S1
for GenBank accession numbers.

Remarks. The discovery of this species resulted from an exploration of all public
Drymeia COI sequences found in BOLD (> 2800) which brought our attention to
BOLD:ACA9214, a BIN including several well-preserved undetermined specimens of
both sexes which turned out to be morphologically distinctive from any other species
previously known to us. DNA barcodes for material from Canada and the United States
(Fig. 25) were available with intraspecific p-distances ranging from 0.0% of 0.35%.

Drymeia latifrons (Malloch, 1918)
Fig. 11B

Pogonomyia latifrons Malloch, 1918: 281.

Type material examined. Pogonomyia latifrons — Holotype female labelled “INHS/ In-
sect Collection/ 238,9027; “Tenn. Pass. Colo./Jul.24" 17-JMA”; “TYPE/Pogonomyia/
latifrons/ @ Malloch [red]”; “Pogonomyia/ latifrons/ Mall. Type” (INHS).

Other material examined. None.

Distribution. NearcTic: USA (Colorado).

DNA Barcode. None available.

Remarks. The female holotype, with its unique combination of a broad frons, mid
femur with weak av setae on apical 1/2, mid tibia with a single strong @, hind tibia
with a strong apical pv, and wing membrane pale brown, is distinctive from any other
specimen we have examined.

Drymeia minor (Malloch, 1918)

Figs 4H, 7C, 10E, 12C

Pogonomyia minor Malloch, 1918: 280.

Type material examined. Pogonomyia minor — Holotype male labelled “Top of Las/

Vegas Range/V1.28.02 NM”; “HoloTYPE/6201 [red]”; “HoloTYPE/ Pogonomyia/
MINOR/ Mall. [red]” (ANSP).
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) ToL A
Figure 9. Female wings A D. flavinervis B D. aldrichi. Scale bars: 1 mm.

Other material examined. 9 males, 3 females: Nearctic: USA: Colorado: Gun-
nison, Mt. Evans (CNC, BUIC).

Distribution. NearcTic: Canada (British Columbia, Alberta, Saskatchewan but
see remark below); USA (California, Colorado, New Mexico, Oregon, Wyoming) (but
see Remarks).

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:ADZ5293. See Suppl. material 1: Table S1
for GenBank accession numbers.

Remarks. Based on the distribution of examined specimens (including the holotype
of D. minor) as well as on the distribution of all public sequences for BOLD:ADZ5293
(D. minor) and BOLD:ACA9214 (D. hucketti sp. nov.), we suspect that previously
published Canadian records of D. minor may actually belong to D. hucketti sp. nov.
but additional data will be necessary for confirmation. Only specimens from Colorado
(USA) were available for DNA barcoding (Fig. 25) with p-distances ranging from
0.0% to 0.47%

Drymeia neoborealis (Snyder, 1949)
Fig. 1C

Avricia borealis Malloch, 1919: 64.
Helina neoborealis Snyder, 1949: 122 [replacement name for Aricia borealis Malloch,
1919].

Type material examined. Aricia borealis — Holotype male labelled “Bernard/ Harbour/
N.W.T./ July”; Canadian/ Arctic/ Expedition/ E. d. 1916”; TYPE/ H. borealis/ Mall./
No. 1176 [red]”/ “374” (CNC). Allotype [belongs to Spilogona tundrae Schnabl] fe-
male labelled “Helina/ PARATYPE/ borealisl Mall/ No 1176 [yellow]”/ Cape Bathurst/
N. W. T.”; “Arctic/ Expedition/ July 26 191[no last digit]”; “F. Johansen/ Coll.”; “3877;
“Spilogonal tundrae Schn./ det. V/ Sorokina, 2019” (CNC).

Other material examined. More than 50 males and females: NEarcTIiC: Canada:
Northwest Territories: Banks Island, Masik River, Victoria Island; Nunavut: Aulavik,
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Baker Lake, Cambridge bay, Char river nr Ranking Inlet, Chesterfield, Landing Lake
(7.5 km NW of Rankin inlet). PaLaearcTiC: Russia: Chukotka AO: Wrangel Island
(BUIC, CNC, SZMN).

Distribution. NearcTic: Canada (Northwest Territories, Nunavut); USA (Alaska,
California, Colorado). Paraearctic: Russia (Wrangel Island).

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:ACA8935. See Suppl. material 1: Table S1
for GenBank accession numbers.

Remarks. Huckett (1975: 103) mentions an undescribed Eupogonomyia species
from California (female only) that would be distinguished from D. neoborealis based
on the complete absence of a prealar bristle (the prealar is short but often visible in
D. neoborealis) as well as projecting oral margins. We have found these features to
be variable in the material we have examined (including specimens with DNA bar-
codes) and conclude that the unnamed species mentioned by Huckett (1975) falls
within the range of known variations for D. neoborealis. While the COI sequence
from the only Russian specimen in our data set showed a minimum intraspecific
p-distance of 1.37% with the Canadian specimens, all DNA barcodes for D. ne-
oborealis clustered together in BIN BOLD:ACA8935 (Fig. 25) with a maximum
intraspecific p-distance of 1.52%.

Drymeia ponti sp. nov.
http://zoobank.org/ DCDED5B3-721C-442C-A16C-590AD57F5D4D
Figs 1A, 2A, 10A, 11D, 13-15

Type material. Holotype male labelled “W. Side Cortes Pass/ 1100" Mexico, Mexico/
13-VIII-1954/ J.G. Chillcott”; “HOLOTYPE/ Drymeia ponti &/ Savage & Sorokina
[red]” (CNC). Paratypes: all with “PARATYPE/ Drymeia ponti/ Savage & Sorokina
[yellow]”: 2 males and 15 females, same as holotype. 1 male and 2 females, same as
holotype except (BUIC). 1 male and 5 females labelled “Rio Frio/ Fed. Dist. Of Mex./
L.IX.69/ D. Kritsch” (CNC). 1 male, same as previous except (BUIC). 1 male labelled
“Rio Frio, MEX./ MWX.,27-VIII-69/ D. Kritsch BL 10,000 (CNC).

Etymology. The species name is a patronym in honour of Adrian C. Pont (UK),
an exceptional dipterist and mentor to both co-authors.

Diagnosis. Small dark species with strong prealar, 2+3 de and strong costal spine.
This species is similar to Drymeia aterrima (Wulp, 1896), especially in the dark male
calypter, but can be distinguished from it in the male by a broad frontal vitta (Fig. 13B)
and a distinct ventral apical process on T3 (Fig. 13D), and in the female by the pre-
sence of a flattened fore tarsomere 5 (Fig. 15C).

Description. Male. Body length: 4.1-5.7 mm; wing length: 3.8-5.2 mm.

Head: Ground colour black; eye bare; fronto-orbital plate and parafacial dark
brown pruinose; face black, gena and lower occiput dark brown pruinose; frons at
narrowest point approximately 1.5 x width of ocellar triangle with black frontal vitta
exposed (Fig. 13B); parafacial in lateral view equal to or slightly wider than width of
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Figure 10. Female fore tarsomeres 3—5 A D. ponti B D. aldrichi C D. similis D D. profrontalis E D. minor.
Scale bars: 0.25 mm.

first flagellomere along most of its length (Fig. 13A); lower margin of the face project-
ing slightly beyond lower level of frons in lateral view; gena at narrowest point as high
as length of first flagellomere, densely setose and without a group of upcurved setae on
anterior part of genal dilation; 9-12 frontal setae (including interstitials) reaching to
anterior ocellus; antenna black; first flagellomere 1.2 x as long as wide; arista swollen
near base and pubescent, with longest hair as long as basal diameter of arista; palpus
black; proboscis long and narrow with prementum approximately 2 x as long as pal-
pus, undusted and glossy; labella small.

Thorax: Ground colour black; scutum, postpronotum, notopleuron, postalar cal-
lus and scutellum with dense brown dusting; pleuron dark brown, slightly shiny with
brown dusting; katepisternum with small anterior undusted glossy patch, meron en-
tirely dusted; anepimeron and katepimeron bare; notopleuron setulose; acr 0+1; 2+3
de; prealar long and strong, as long as second notopleural.

Legs: Black; T1 with 2 pv on apical 1/2; F2 straight, with matching rows of long
strong av and pv on apical 2/3, these much longer than width of femur (Fig. 13A, C), a
complete row of short ad, and 2 or 3 preapical pd-p; T2 with 1 long and 2 shorter ad on
apical 1/2, 4 pd and 1 pv; F3 with a complete row of ad, a row of av, longer on apical 1/2,
a row of p on basal 2/3 and a row of long strong pv on apical 1/3; T3 with 2 av, 4 ad, 3 pd
and with 4 short delicate pv on apical 1/2, ventral apical process short but distinct (Fig.
13D), apical pv absent or reduced, no longer than 1/2 the length of apical v when visible.

Wing: Brown, darker at base with dark brown veins; basicosta and tegula black;
costal spinules strong, with costal spine 2 x as long as costal spinules; calypters with
membrane and edges dark brown.

Abdomen: Conical; ground colour black; brown dusted, subshiny with no median
vittae; sternite I bare; sternite V as in Fig. 14C.

Terminalia: Fig. 14A, B.

Female. Body length: 4.5-6.5 mm; wing length: 4.0-5.5 mm. Differs from the
male as follows:
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Head: Frontal triangle undefined; frontal vitta black; parafacial mostly dusted,
with a small narrow shiny patch near base of antenna (Fig. 15A, B); frons at midpoint
approximately 0.4 x as wide as head and approximately 0.9 x as long as wide; fronto-
orbital plate narrow, approximately as wide as distance between inner margins of pos-
terior ocelli; three or four medioclinate frontal setae and several weaker interstitials,
three orbital setae, the upper two reclinate and lateroclinate, the lower one proclinate.

Thorax: As in male.

Legs (chaetotaxy described in full): T1 with 1 or 2 pu; fore tarsomere 5 distinctively
flattened (Fig. 10A, 15C); F2 with 1 or 2 prebasal and 2 or 3 preapical av without pv;
T2 with 0 or 1 av (most without), 2 or 3 ad, 4 or 5 pd and 2 pv; F3 with av row com-
plete, without pv; T3 with 2 or 3 av, 3 or 4 ad and 3 pd, apical pv usually absent but if
present, then no longer than 1/2 length of apical av.

Wing: Light brown, darker near base; with membrane and edges dark yellow.

Abdomen: as in male.

Distribution. NeoTROPICAL: Mexico (Mexico).

DNA Barcode. None available.

Drymeia pribilofensis (Malloch, 1919)
Figs 4A, 5A, 8B

Eupogonomyia pribilofensis Malloch, 1921: 179.
Pogonomyia inaequalis Malloch, 1922: 81.

Type material examined. Eupogonomyia pribilofensis — Holotype male labelled “St.
Paul Isd./ Alaska/ VI-21-207; “Presented by/ G.D. Hanna/ Collector”/ “HOLOTYPE/
pribilifensis [red]”; “Eupogonomyia/ pribilofensis/ Mall. Type” (CAS).

Other material examined. More than 400 males and females from: NEARcTIC:
Canada: Manitoba: Churchill; Northwest Territories: Aklavik, Aulavik Nt. Pk. (Banks
Island), Kidluit Bay, Mould Bay, Tuktoyaktuk; Nunavut: Arviat [formerly Eskimo
point], Bathurst Inlet, Cambridge Bay, Chesterfield, Coral Harbour, Frobisher Bay,
Kugluktuk [formerly Coppermine], Landing Lake (7.5 km NW of Rankin Inlet),
Naujaat [formerly Repulse Bay], Padlei, Williamson Lake; Quebec: Inukjuak [formerly
Port Harrison], Kangirsuk [formerly Payne Bay], Sugluk; Yukon Territory: Herschel
Island. PaLagarcTic: Russia: Taymyr Peninsula: Ary-Mas cordon, 90 km N'W Kha-
tanga, Dixon; Yamalo-Nenez AO; Chukotka AO: Wrangel Island; Sakha Republic:
Chokurdakh, Indigirka River (BUIC, CNC, LEM, SZMN).

Distribution. Nearctic: Canada (Manitoba, Northwest Territories, Nunavut,
Quebec, Yukon Territory), USA (Alaska). ParaearcTic: Russia (W Siberia, Far East
(Wrangel L.)).

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:AAD7664 (BIN merge with several other
species, see Fig. 25). See Suppl. material 1: Table S1 for GenBank accession numbers.

Remark. Males of this species can be readily identified based on the combination
of a reduced prealar, strongly projecting face (Fig. 4A) and distinctive chaetotaxy of the
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mid femur but the females can be difficult to distinguish from those of D. setibasis and
D. cantabrigensis (see key to females). All barcoded specimens of D. pribilofensis from
our dataset clustered closest to one another on the neighbour-joining tree (Fig. 25)
with a maximum intraspecific p-distance of 0.15% but the distance to D. cristata, one
of the seven species found in the BOLD:AAD7664 BIN merge was very low (min
p-distance = 0.61%). We would therefore not recommend using COI to discriminate
specimens of D. pribilofensis from those of other species in this BIN.

Drymeia profrontalis (Huckett, 1966)

Figs 6D, 10D, 11C

Pogonomyia profrontalis Huckett, 1966: 293.

Type material examined. Pogonomyia profrontalis — Holotype male labelled “Big

Spring/ Shasta Country/ Calif. v-23:41”; “E. G. Linsley/ Collector”; progonomyia/
profrontalis/ n. sp./ holotype [red]”; “California Academy/ of Sciences/ Type No.

101507 (CAS). Allotype female, same as holotype except “Progonomyia/ profrontalis/
n. sp./ Allotype [orange]; “U.C. Berkeley/ EMEC 69,279 (EMEC). Paratypes: all with
“Pogonomyia/ profrontalis/ n. sp./ paratype [blue]”. 4 males, 4 females “Baxter Cal./

Figure 11. Female frons A D. similis B D. latifrons C D. profrontalis D D. ponti E D. hucketti. Scale
bars: 0.5 mm.
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Placer Co./ v.20 19527; “A. 'T. McClay/ Collector” (UCDC). 5 females “Hope Valley/
Alpine Co Cal/ vi.7 1952”; “R.M. Bohart/ Collector” (UCDC). 1 male, 1 female “10
mi. 3/Johnville/ Cal. Plumas/ Co. vi-12-1961 (UCDC). 2 females “Wright's Lake/
Eldorado Co./ Calif. VII-2-48”; “R.C. Bynum Collector” (EMEC, UCDC). 1 female
“Dutch Flat Cal/ Placer Co./ v-13 1956”; “H.R. Mofhitt/ Collector” (UCDC). 1 male
“Truckee Cal/ vi-10 19537; “A.D. Teiford/ Collector” (UCDC).

Other material examined. 5 males, 3 females: Nearctic: USA: California: Buck’s
Lake, Wright's Lake (EMEC).

Distribution. Nearctic: USA (California).

DNA Barcode. None available.

Drymeia quadrisetosa (Malloch, 1921)
Figs 2G, 5D, 6F

Pogonomyia quadrisetosa Malloch 1919: 77.
Pogonomyia amurensis Lavciev, 1971: 220

Type material examined. None.

Other material examined. More than 300 males and females from: Nearcric: Can-
ada: Manitoba: Churchill, Fort Churchill; Labrador: Cutthroat Harb., Hebron, Nutak;
Northwest Territories: Muskox L., Salmita Mines, Tuktoyaktuk, 21 mi E. Tuktoyaktuk;
Wholdaia Lake; Victoria Island; Nunavut: Baker Lake, Bathurst Inlet, Cambridge Bay,
Chesterfield, Kugluktuk [formerly Coppermine], Landing Lake (7.5 km NW of Rankin
Inlet), Padlei; Quebec: Kangirsuk [formerly Payne Bay], Sugluk; Yukon Territory: British
Mits, 17 km WNW Burnash Flats, km 159 Dempster Highway, Firth River, Herschel Is-
land; USA: Alaska: Cape Thompson, Isabel Pass, Schrader L., Umiat, Unalakleet [Noluk
68N, 160W]. PaLaearcTIC: Russia: Taymyr Peninsula: 90 km NW Khatanga; Yamalo-
Nenez AO: 73 km NE Labytnangy; Chukotka AO: Pevek; Republic of Buryatia: Baisa;
Sakha Republic: 100 km NW Oymyakon (BUIC, CNC, LEM, SZMN).

Distribution. NearcTic: Canada (Manitoba, Northwest Territories, Nunavut,
Quebec, Yukon Territory; USA (Alaska). PaLaearcTic: Russia (Siberia).

Figure 12. Female arista A D. hucketti B D. aterrima € D. minor. Scale bars: 0.25 mm.



Review of North American Drymeia (Diptera, Muscidae) 63
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Figure 13. Drymeia ponti sp. nov. A male habitus, paratype B male head, frontal view € male mid
femur, anterodorsal view D male hind tibia, anterior view. Scale bars: 1 mm (A, B); 0.5 mm (C, D).

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:AAC1021 (BIN merge with D. glacialis). See
Suppl. material 1: Table S1 for GenBank accession numbers.
Remarks. See comments about DNA barcodes under D. glacialis.
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Drymeia santamonicae (Huckett, 1966)
Figs 4F, 6G

Pogonomyia santamonicae Huckett, 1966: 294.

Type material examined. Pogonomyia santamonicae — Holotype male labelled “Sta-
Monica Mts./ L.A. Co. Cal./ VII-3-50”; “Pogonomyia/ santamonicae/ n. sp./ holo-
type [red]”; “California Academy/ of Sciences/ Type No. 10151” (CAS). Allotype fe-
male, same as holotype except “Pogonomyia/ santamonicae/ n. sp./ Allotype [orange];
“U.C. Berkeley/ EMEC 69,280 (EMEC). Paratype male labelled “Keen Camp Cal/

Figure 14. Drymeia ponti sp. nov., male terminalia A lateral view B posterior view C sternite V.
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Riverside Co/ v-18 19517; “EI Schlinger/ Collector”; “Pogonomyia/ santamonicae/ n.
sp./ paratype [blue]” (EMEC).

Other material examined. 7 males, 1 female: NearcTIC: USA: California: Cleave-
land Nat. Forest, Cuyamaca L., Laguna Jct. (EMEC, CNC).

Distribution. Nearctic: USA (California).

DNA Barcode. None available.

Figure 5. Drymeia ponti sp. nov. A female habitus, paratype B female head, frontal view C female
tarsomeres 3—5. Scale bars: 1 mm (A, B); 0.5 mm (C).
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Drymeia segnis (Holmgren, 1883)
Fig. 3B

Aricia segnis Holmgren, 1883: 169.
Pogonomyioides atrata Malloch, 1919: 67.

Type material examined. Pogonomyioides atrata Malloch. Holotype female (with pu-
parium) labelled “Bernard/ Harbour/ N.W.T./July 7. [vertical]”; “Canadian/ Arctic/
Expedition/ EJ. 19157; “1215”/ “Type/ No. 1180 [red]”; “SLIDE Coll./ A 162 [blue]”
[head mounted on slide] (CNC).

Other material examined. More than 500 males and females: NEARrcTIC:
Canada: Alberta: Eisenhower Jct., Snow Creek Pass (Banff N. P); Northwest Ter-
ritories: Holman, Banks Island (Aulavik, Masik river), Sachs Harbour, Tuktoyaktuk;
Victoria island; Nunavut: Alex Fiord, Arviat [formerly Eskimo point], Axel Heiberg
Island, Baker Lake, Cambridge Bay, Chesterfield, Clyde, Coral Harbour, Devon Is-
land, Ellesmere island, Eureka, Hazen Camp, Kugluktuk, Landing Lake (7.5 km N'W
of Rankin inlet), Meliadine river, Naujaat [formerly Repulse Bay], Taloyoak [formerly
Spence Bay], Tranquary Fjord; Quebec: Inukjuak [formerly Port Harrison]; Yukon
Territory: British Mts, Firth River, Herschel Island, Richardson Mts. USA: Alaska:
Upper Colville River; Colorado: Mt. Evans. Greenland: Nedre Midsommer S6. PAL-
AEARCTIC: Russia: Taymyr Peninsula: 90 km N'W Khatanga, Ary-Mas cordon, Dixon;
Chukotka AO: Wrangel Island; Sakha Republic: 19 km SE Kyusyur, (BUIC, CNC,
LEM, SZMN).

Distribution. NearcTic: Canada (Alberta, Manitoba, Northwest Territories, Nuna-
vut, Quebec, Yukon Territory), USA (Alaska, Colorado), Greenland. ParaearcTiC: Russia.

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:AAD7664 (BIN merge with several other
species, see Fig. 25). See Suppl. material 1: Table S1 for GenBank accession numbers.

Remark. DNA barcodes for D. segnis material from Canada and Greenland were
very similar to several of the seven species found in the BOLD:AAD7664 BIN merge
(Fig. 25) and in some cases, identical to those of D. setibasis. However, both sexes of
D. segnis can easily be distinguished from all other species in this BIN by the presence
of a haired anepimeron. We would therefore not recommend using COI to discrimi-
nate specimens of D. segnis from those of other species in this BIN.

Drymeia setibasis (Huckett, 1965)
Figs 2D, 6B, 8C

Eupogonomyia setibasis Huckett, 1965: 301.
Thrichopticoides gymnophthalma sibirica Lavciev, 1971: 220.

Type material examined. Eupogonomyia setibasis — Holotype male labelled “Lady Mel-
ville L./ 93°15"W, 69°25'N/ NWT 3.VII 19517; “Type [red]”; “HOLOTYPE/ CNC-
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Figure 16. Drymeia hucketti sp. nov. A holotype habitus B male abdomen, dorsal view € male mid
femur, anterior view D male hind tibia. Scale bars: 1 mm (A, B); 0.5 mm (C, D).
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No. 8368 [red]”; “Eupogonomyial setibasis Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett” (CNC). Allotype
female labelled “Spence Bay NWT/ 6. VIL. 1951/ A.E.R. Downe”; “Allo [red]”; “AL-
LOTYPE/ CNCNo. 8368 [red]”; “Eupogonomyial setibasis Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett”
(CNC). Paratypes: last 2 labels identical for all and as follows “Eupogonomyial setibasis
Huck./ det. H.C. Huckett”; “PARATYPE/No, 8368 (CNC). Remaining data as fol-
lows: 2 males same as allotype, 1 male and 1 female same as allotype but 1.VII, 2
males same as allotype but 6.VII, 1 male same as allotype but 22.VIIL., 1 male and 2
females same as allotype but collected by J.G. Chillcott, 1 female same as allotype but
14.VIL., ]J.G. Chillcott. 1 male “Aklavik, NWT/20.VI-1953/ JS Waterhouse”; 1 female
“Clyde, Baffin Is./ N.W.T. 27-VI-1958/ G.E. Shewell”. 1 female “Herschel Is. Y. T./
11-VII-1953/ ].S. Waterhouse”. 1 female “Holman, N.W.T./ Victoria Is./ 26 VI 1952/
D.P. Gray”. 1 male and 5 females “Padley N.W.T./ 24-VII-1950/ R.E. Duckworth”.
1 male same as previous but 27-VII-1950. 1 female “Firth River, Y.T./14-VII-1956”
2 females, same as previous but 17-VII-1956 and 2-VIII-1956. 1 female “Baker Lake
N.W.T./ 13.VIII 1947/ T.N. Freeman”. 1 female “Eskimo Point/ N.W.T. VIII 1950 [2
handwritten above 0]/ G.R. Roberts”.

Other material examined. More than 50 males and females from Nearcric: Cana-
da: Northwest Territories: Tuktoyaktuk; Nunavut: Arviat [formerly Eskimo point],
Cambridge Bay, Landing Lake (7.5 km N'W of Rankin inlet), Taloyoak [formerly Spen-
ce Bay]; Yukon Territory: 17 km WNW Burwash Flats. PaLaearcTic: Russia: Taymyr
Peninsula: Ary-Mas cordon, 12.5 km S. Dikson settlement, 90 km NW Khatanga;
Altai Republic; Chukotka AO: Wrangel Island (BUIC, CNC, LEM, SZMN).

Distribution. Nearcric: Canada (Northwest Territories, Nunavut, Yukon Terri-
tory), USA (Alaska). PaLaEARCTIC: Armenia, Georgia, Kyrgyzstan, Russia.

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:AAD7664 (BIN merge with several other
species, see Fig. 25). See Suppl. material 1: Table S1 for GenBank accession numbers.

Remarks. See comments under D. segnis and D. cantabrigensis.

Drymeia similis (Malloch, 1918)
Figs 2E, 61, 10C, 11A

Pogonomyia similis Malloch, 1918: 279.

Type material examined. Pogonomyia similis Malloch — Holotype male labelled
“Top of Las/ Vegas Range/V1.28.02 NM”; “HoloTYPE/6200 [red]”; “HoloTYPE/
Pogonomyia/ MINOR/ Mall. [red]” (ANSP). Paratype male labelled “Elev. 48007;
“Pogonomyial PARATYPE/Q similis Mal./ No. 2748 [yellow]”; Bozeman Mont./ July
7-19027; “PARATYPE/ Pogonomyial similis/ 3 Malloch [blue]” (CNCQ).

Other material examined. NearcTic: Canada: Alberta: Acme, Banff, 20 mi W
Calgary, Drumheller, Eisenhower Jct., Elkwater Lake, Frank, Hinton, Lethbridge,
15 km east Morley, Waterton, British Columbia: Atlin, Cathedral Mtn, Clinton,
Crowsnest, Liard Hot Spg., Vernon, Victoria; Manitoba: Carberry, Gimli, Husavick,
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Figure 17. Drymeia hucketti sp. nov., male terminalia A lateral view B posterior view C sternite V.

Pierson, Reynolds, 30 mi N Roblin, Taulon[a], Virden; Northwest Territories: Fort
Liard, Hay River; Ontario: Moosonee, Thor Lake; Quebec: Mistassini, Rupert House;
Saskatchewan: Big River, Cypress Hills, Kenosee, Melfort, Prince Albert; Yukon Terri-
tory: Dawson. USA: Colorado: Chicago Cr., Estes Park, Gilpin, Idaho Springs, Jeffer-
son, Loveland Pass, Mt. Evans (Doolitle Ranch, Echo Lake), Nederland, Niwot Ridge;
Utah: Daniels Pass; Wyoming: Togwotee Pass, Union Pass Road. Greenland: Nedre
Midsommer S6. (CNC).

Distribution. Nearcrtic: Canada (Yukon Territory and British Columbia to New-
foundland and Labrador), USA (Alaska to New Mexico), Greenland.

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:AAG1776. See Suppl. material 1: Table S1
for GenBank accession numbers.

Remark. All three specimens of D. similis in our DNA barcoding data set were
from Saskatchewan (Canada) with p-distances ranging from 0.0% to 0.16% (Fig. 25).
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Drymeia spinitarsis (Aldrich, 1918)
Figs 4D, 5B, C, 8A

Pogonomyia spinitarsis Aldrich, 1918: 184.
Drymeia longiseta Sorokina & Pont, 2015: 181. syn. nov.

Type material examined. Drymeia longiseta Sorokina & Pont. Holotype male labelled
“Russia, Republic Altai/ Kosh-Agash area, 7 km N'W/ Kuray, 2251 m, Kurayskiy/
mt. ridge, 50°17'N, 87°51'E/ Coll. V. Sorokina, 17.07.2013”; “Holotype/ Drymeia
longiseta Jd'/ Sorokina & Pont sp.n. [red]” (SZMN). Paratypes: 1 male, same as pre-
vious but “Paratype/ Drymeia longiseta &/ Sorokina & Pont sp.n. [red]” (BUIC). 1
male, 2 females labelled “Russia, Republic Altai/ Kosh-Agash area S slope/ of Kurays-
kiy mt. ridge,/ 2726 m. 50°18'N, 87°51'E/ Coll. V. Sorokina, 19.07.2013”; “Paratype/
Drymeia longiseta Jd'lor ]/ Sorokina & Pont sp. n. [red]” (BUIC).

Other material examined. Over 400 males and females from: Nearctic: USA:
Colorado: Corona Pass, Cottonwood Pass, Estes Park, Loveland Pass, Mt. Evans, Ned-
erland, Niwot Ridge, Summit Lake (Mt. Evans) (CNC).

Distribution. NearcTic: USA (Colorado). PaLaEarcTic: Russia (Altai-Sayan region).

DNA Barcode. BOLD BIN: BOLD:ACT4320. See Suppl. material 1: Table S1
for GenBank accession numbers.

Remarks. The comparison of type material from D. longiseta Sorokina and Pont
from Russia with a series of high elevation specimens from Colorado, USA, housed in
the CNC and matching the original description of D. spinitarsis has led us to recog-
nise D. longiseta as a junior synonym of D. spinitarsis. This change effectively expands
the distribution of D. spinitarsis to the Palaearctic region and while DNA barcodes
are currently only available for Russian specimens, D. spinitarsis is such a large, dis-
tinctive species (strong spines on mid tarsomere 1, distinctive chaetotaxy of fore and
mid coxae in the male, high elevation distribution) that we are quite confident in this
new synonymy.

Drymeia vockerothi sp. nov.
http://zoobank.org/294CCCE6-6029-4877-AA3E-19E8BFDD1C0A
Figs 1D, 2, 4C, 6C, 19-21

Type material. Holotype male labelled “Rigaud, QUE./ 11.VI. 1981/ J.R. Vocke-
roth”; “Summit of/ Mt. Rigaud”; “CNC 91243”; “HOLOTYPE/ Drymeia vocker-
othi &/ Savage & Sorokina [red]” (CNC). Paratypes: all with “PARATYPE/ Drymeia
vockerothi/ Savage & Sorokina [yellow]” (CNC unless otherwise indicated): 4 males
same as holotype. 1 male same as holotype except (BUIC). 1 pair in copula and 1
male labelled “QUE Cté Vaudreuil [currently MRC Vaudreuil-Soulange]/ summit Mt
Rigaud/ 6.VII1.1992/ D.M. Wood 220m” (SZMN). 1 male labelled “QUEBEC, Sum-
mit/ Rigaud Mtn./ 2.VI.1981/ D.M. Wood”. 1 male labelled “QUE., Rigaud/ Sum-
mit Men./ 18.V1.1986/ H.C. Walther”. 3 males labelled “Masham Twp. [currently La


http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ACT4320
http://zoobank.org/294CCCE6-6029-4877-AA3E-19E8BFDD1C0A

Review of North American Drymeia (Diptera, Muscidae) 71

B @

Figure 18. Drymeia hucketti sp. nov. A female habitus, paratype B female head, frontal view C female
arista. Scale bars: 1 mm (A, B); 0.25 mm (C).

Péche], QUE./ Gatineau Co./ 10-20 VII.1974/ D.M. Wood”. 1 male same as previous
except 28-31.VIL.1974. 2 males same as previous except 27-31.V.1974. 1 male same
as previous except 22-26.V1.1974. 1 male same as previous except 20-24.V.1974. 1
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Figure 19. Drymeia vockerothi sp. nov. A holotype habitus B male head, frontal view € male hind tibia

D male mid femur, anterior view. Scale bars: 1 mm (A, B) 0.5 mm (C, D).

male same as previous except 25-31.VII.1974. 1 male same as previous except 1-5.
VII.1974. 1 male same as previous except 6-8.VII.1974.1 female labelled “Summit
King Mt./ Old Chelsea QUE/ 1150" 24.VIIL.67/ J.R. Vockeroth” (BUIC). 1 male
labelled “SH58; June 27/65/ St Hilaire/ P.Q. Canada” [collector unknown]. 1 female
labelled “Duncan Lake,/ Nr Rupert, Que/ 31.VIL.1971/ J.E McAlpine”. 1 female la-
belled “Kouchibouguac N. P/ N. B. 12.VI1.1978/ S.]. Miller/ Code-7267M”. 1 female
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Figure 20. Drymeia vockerothi sp. nov. A male terminalia, lateral view B posterior view C sternite V.

labelled “2.Mi.N./ Metcalfe, Ont./28.V1.1982/B.E. Cooper”. 1 male labelled “Metcal-
fe, ONT./ 2.VII1.1984/ B.E. Cooper”. 1 male, same as previous except 24.VII.1984.1
female labelled “Maynooth ONT./10 VII.1965/ ].E. McAlpine”.

Etymology. The species name is a patronym in honour of famous dipterologist
John R. Vokeroth (Canada), who collected the holotype and several paratypes and
designated these specimens as a “new species near D. neoborealis”.

Diagnosis. Large glossy black species with short proboscis, very narrow parafacial
in lateral view, arista almost bare, prealar weak or absent, 2+3 or 4 dc and well developed
presutural acr. Males with narrow frons (Fig. 19B), F2 with at most a few long av near
base and with ventral apical process of T3 short but distinct (Fig. 19C). This species is
similar to Drymeia neoborealis (Snyder, 1949) but can be distinguished from it in both
sexes by the presence of strong presutural @cr and a narrow parafacial in lateral view.
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Male. Body length: 7.2-9.5 mm; wing length: 6.0-6.7 mm (Fig. 19A).

Head: Ground colour black; eye bare; fronto-orbital plate and parafacial yellow-
ish silver pruinose; face grey, gena and lower occiput grey pruinose; frons at narrowest
point 1.5-2.5 x width of anterior ocellus with fronto-orbital plates touching or nearly
touching (Fig. 19B); parafacial very narrow in lateral view, < 1/2 x width of first flagel-
lomere along full length; lower margin of the face equal to or slightly behind lower
level of profrons in lateral view; gena at narrowest point 0.5 x length of first flagel-
lomere, densely setulose and with a group of upcurved setae on anterior part of genal
dilation; 1416 frontal setae (including interstitials) reaching almost to anterior ocel-
lus; antenna black; first flagellomere 1.3 x as long as wide; arista swollen near base and
almost bare, with longest hair much shorter than basal diameter of arista; palpus black;
proboscis broad with prementum shorter than palpus, mostly undusted and glossy;
labella large and fleshy.

Thorax: Ground colour black; scutum, postpronotum, notopleuron, postalar cal-
lus, pleuron and scutellum black and shiny, mostly undusted; large undusted glossy
patches on anterior part of katepisternum and ventral area of meron; anepimeron
and katepimeron bare; notopleuron densely setulose; acr 2 or 3+4 or 5, stronger than
ground setulae and with preapical series at least as long as preapical dc; 2+4 de; prealar
weak or absent, always much shorter than 2™ notopleural.

Legs: Black; T1 with 1 or 2 pv; F2 straight, slightly flattened anterodorsally, with
3 or 4 long delicate upcurved 2v on basal 1/3 and short setae on remaining av surface
(Fig. 19D), 2 or 3 preapical pd-p, and a row of fine dense pv; T2 without av, 5-7 pd
and 2 or 3 pv; F3 with av row stronger and longer than width of femur on apical 1/2,
without pv; T3 clothed on most surfaces with short erect setae, 4-6 pd of irregular
length on basal 1/2 and occasionally 2 or 3 short pd on apical 1/2, ventral apical pro-
cess short but distinct, apical pv absent (Fig. 19C).

Wing: Light brownish, yellow at base; basicosta and tegula black; costal spinules
weak and costal spine reduced; calypters with membrane and edges yellow.

Abdomen: Conical, ground colour black; densely grey dusted with narrow black
median vittae on tergites I[I-V; sternite I bare; sternite V as in Fig. 20C.

Terminalia: Fig. 20A, B.

Female. Body length: 7.5-9.0 mm; wing length: 6.2-6.8 mm (Fig. 21A).

Differs from the male as follows:

Head: Ground colour black with grey dusting; frontal vitta brown with grey dusting;
frontal triangle indistinct, ocellar triangle undusted and shiny; parafacial entirely dusted,
without shiny patch near base of antenna; frons at midpoint 0.36 x as wide as head
and approximately 0.85 x as long as wide; fronto-orbital plate wide, at midpoint 0.4 x
as wide as frontal vitta; seven medioclinate frontal setae (including several interstitials),
three orbital setae, the upper two reclinate and lateroclinate, the lower one proclinate.

Thorax: Ground colour as in male but with light grey dusting (Fig. 21B); acr as in
male but often in irregular row.

Legs (chaetotaxy described in full): T1 with 1 or 2 pv; F2 not flattened anteroven-
trally, with 2 or 3 short v, 2 or 3 short v on basal 1/3, and with a few short fine pv on
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Figure 21. Drymeia vockerothi sp. nov. A female habitus, paratype B female, dorso-lateral view. Scale

bars: 1 mm.

apical 1/3; T2 with 1 or 2 ad, 3-5 pd and 1 or 2 pv; F3 with av row stronger on apical
1/2, without pv; T3 with 3 or 4 short av, 3 or 4 ad, and 3-6 pd, apical pv absent.
Wing: As in male.
Abdomen: Without distinct median vittae.
Distribution. Nearctic: Canada (New Brunswick, Ontario, Quebec).
DNA Barcode. None available.

Drymeia woodorum sp. nov.
http://zoobank.org/73505025-739A-476C-9B2C-AF548257085B
Figs 2], 22-24

Type material. Holotype male labelled “MI. 87, Y.T./ Depmster Hwy./ 4-8.
VIIL.1973/ G. & D.M Wood”; “HOLOTYPE/ Drymeia woodorum J/ Savage &
Sorokina [red]” (CNC). Paratypes: all with “PARATYPE/ Drymeia woodorum/
Savage & Sorokina [yellow]” (CNC unless otherwise indicated): 1 female labelled
“Swim Lakes, Y.T./ 133°, 62°13'/ 3200' 25.V1.60/ J.E.H. Martin”. 1 female, same
as previous except 12.VIL.60 and (BUIC). 1 female labelled “La Force L., Y.T./
132°20', 62°30'/ 3300" 10.VIL.60/ J.E.H. Martin”. 1 female labelled “La Force L.,
Y. T./ 132°20', 62°41'/ 3300' 29.V1.60/ J.E.H. Martin”. 1 female, same as previous
except 5.VIL.60. 1 female, same as previous except 10.VIL.60. 2 females, same as pre-
vious except 13.VIL.60. 2 females labelled “La Force L., Y.T./ 132°20'", 62°41'/ 3300’
25.V1.60/ E.W. Rockburne”. 1 female, same as previous except 26.V1.60. 1 female,
same as previous except 11.VIL.60. 1 female, same as previous except 12.VIL.60. 1 fe-
male, same as previous except 12.VIL.60 and (BUIC). 1 female labelled “Whitehorse,
Y. T./ 29/VIII 1949/ L.C. Curtis”.


http://zoobank.org/73505025-739A-476C-9B2C-AF548257085B
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Etymology. The species name is a patronym in honour of the late Canadian
dipterologist D. Monty Wood and his wife Grace Wood (Canada), who collected
the holotype.

Diagnosis. Small grey species with short proboscis, narrow frons and narrow parafa-
cial in lateral view (Fig. 22A), arista almost bare, prealar absent in male and weak in fe-
male, 2+4 dc and well developed presutural zcr. Male with patch of four or five very long,
strong apical bristles on fore coxa and with a row of a4 on apical 2/3 of T2. This species
is similar to Drymeia neoborealis and Drymeia vockerothi sp. nov. but can be distinguished
from them in both sexes by the smaller size, in the male by the bristles of the fore coxa
and T2, and in the female by the combination of strong presutual acr, completely dusted
prementum, and parafacial in lateral view nearly as wide as width of first flagellomere.

Description. Male. Body length: 5.5 mm wing length: 4.5 mm.

Head: Ground colour black; eye bare; ocellar triangle, fronto-orbital plate and par-
afacial silvery pruinose; face grey, gena and lower occiput light grey pruinose; fronto-
orbital plates touching in the middle; frons at narrowest point as wide as width of ante-
rior ocellus; parafacial very narrow in lateral view, < 1/2 width of first flagellomere along
full length (Fig. 22A); lower margin of the face equal to or slightly behind lower level
of profrons in lateral view; gena at narrowest point 0.5 x length of first flagellomere,
densely setulose and with a group of upcurved setae on anterior part of genal dilation;
12 frontal setae (including interstitials) reaching almost to anterior ocellus; antenna
black; first flagellomere 1.3 x as long as wide; arista swollen near base and almost bare,

A

Figure 22. Drymeia woodorum sp. nov. A holotype habitus B male hind tibia. Scale bars: 1 mm (A);
0.25 mm (B).
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Figure 23. Drymeia woodorum sp. nov.: male terminalia A lateral view B posterior view € sternite V.

with longest hair much shorter than basal diameter of arista; palpus black; proboscis
short, with prementum shorter than palpus and heavily dusted; labella large and fleshy.
Thorax: Ground colour black; scutum without distinct vittae; postpronotum,
notopleuron and postalar callus with dense brown dusting; pleuron brownish grey
dusted; undusted glossy patches on most anterior part of katepisternum and on a
small ventral area of meron; anepimeron and katepimeron bare; notopleuron densely
setulose; acr 2 or 3 + 4 or 5 (+1 prescutellar), stronger and longer than ground setulae
(and with preapical series at least as long as preapical dc); 2 or 3+4 di; prealar absent.
Legs: Black; fore coxa with patch of four or five very long, strong apical bristles, at least
as long as length of coxa; T1 with 1 or 2 pv; F2 with a row of short 2 on apical 1/3, 5 or 6
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Figure 24. Drymeia woodorum sp. nov. A female habitus, paratype B female frons and scutum, dorsal

view C female, dorso-lateral view. Scale bars: 1 mm (A); 0.5 mm (B, C).

a on basal 1/2, these longer than width of femur, 3 preapical pd-p, and dense fine pv over
most of the surface; T2 without av, with a row of ad on apical 2/3, these longer near apex,
4 pd and 2 pv; F3 with av row stronger on apical 1/3, without pv except for a few hairs
near base; T3 with 3 av, 3 long ad, a row each of short erect uneven « and ad, 2 long and
2 or 3 short pd, ventral apical process very short but distinct, apical pv absent (Fig. 22B).

Wing: Mostly dark brown; basicosta and tegula black; costa with short weak spi-
nules and costal spine reduced; calypters with membrane and edges deep yellow.

Abdomen: Conical, ground colour black; densely grey dusted with a black median
vitta on tergites II-V; sternite I bare; sternite V as in Fig. 23B.

Terminalia: Fig. 23A, B.

Female. Body length: 4.9-5.5 mm wing length: 4.3-4.7 mm (Fig. 24A). Differs
from the male as follows:

Head: Ground colour grey with grey dusting; frontal vitta black with brownish
dust; frontal triangle indistinct, ocellar triangle covered with heavy grey or brown dust;
parafacial completely dusted but with large area near base of antenna appearing velvety
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brown in anterior and lateral views (Fig. 24B, C); frons at midpoint approximately 0.4
x as wide as head and approximately 0.75 x as long as wide; fronto-orbital plate narrow,
at midpoint 0.16-0.2 x as wide as frontal vitta; gena approximately as high as length
of first flagellomere; five or six medioclinate frontal setae (including interstitials), three
orbital setae, the upper two reclinate and lateroclinate, the lower one proclinate.

Thorax: Scutum with whitish grey dust and, when viewed from the front, with 3
brown vittae with diffuse margins (Fig. 24B); postpronotum, notopleuron, postalar lobe
and pleuron grey dusted; acr as in male but with slightly uneven rows; prealar distinct
but weak in all females from the type series, always much shorter than 2™ notopleural.

Legs (chaetotaxy described in full): Fore coxa without patch of long strong bristles;
T1 with 1 or 2 pv; F2 with a row of short v, no longer than width of femur and a row of
delicate pv-v, no longer than diameter of femur; T2 usually with a row of 5-7 irregular
pd, (these sometimes reduced) and 1 pv; F3 with av row stronger on apical 1/3, without
pv except for a few hairs near base, T3 with 2-3 av, 5-6 short irregular ad and 5-6 pd,
apical pv usually absent but if visible, then no longer than 1/2 the length of apical av.

Wing: Clear with slight pale brown to pale yellow tinge, veins pale brown; ca-
lypters whitish.

Abdomen: Densely whitish grey dusted with slight brownish tinge along posterior
margins of tergites II-IV.

Distribution. Nearctic: Canada (Yukon Territory).

DNA Barcode. None available.

Remarks. See notes on problematic taxa.

Notes on problematic North American taxa

Huckett (1965a: 297) provided a key (but no descriptions) to females for three un-
named species of northern Drymeia with a short prealar, short proboscis and pro-
clinate anterior orbital setae (as Trichopticoides sp. A, sp. B, sp. C). While we could
not trace the specimens listed by the author, females of Drymeia woodorum sp. nov.
(Fig. 24A—C) would key out to Trichopticoides species B (recorded from Alaska and the
Yukon Territory) and one paratype from Whitehorse, Yukon Territory, bears a yellow
label written “Trichopticoides” in what appears to be Huckett’s handwriting. The taxa
referred to as Drymeia sp.1 (BOLD:ACA9236) and D. sp. 2 (BOLD:ACZ1539) in
the present work (Fig. 25) would also have keyed out to “7richopticoides” in Huckett
(1965a); specimens of D. sp. 1 were too damaged for additional assessment but those
of D. sp. 2 (two females from Kluane, northern British Columbia) would key out to
“Trichopticoides” sp. C, recorded from nearby Alaska. Unfortunately, as we have not
located the specimens listed in Huckett (1965a) we remain unable to assess if one or
more of his unnamed species are a true match for some of our material.

Drymeia vockerothi sp. nov. is another species with a short prealar, short proboscis
and proclinate orbital setae but it is much larger than the other taxa discussed above
and does not fit the features listed in the key or the distribution of any Trichopticoides
spp. mentioned in Huckett (1965a).


http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ACA9236
http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ACZ1539
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Drymeia cilitarsis BUICD1760. OLD:ACT1698
Drymeia cilitarsis BUICD1774-20|Russia BOLD:ACT1698
Drymeia cilitarsis|BUICD128-15|Russia BOLD:ACT1698
Drymeia cilitarsis BUICD127-15[Russia|BOLD:ACT1698
rDrymeta chillconiMOTW164-12|Canada/BOLD:ACA8934
Drymeia OTW165-12|CanadaBOLD:ACA8934
|_| Drymeia chillcoti]MOTW163-12|CanadaBOLD:ACA8934
-Drymeia chillcottilBUICD1759-20[RussiaBOLD:ACA8934
Drymeia grandis BUICD1775-20|RussiaBOLD:ACT1697
Drymeia grandis BUICD130-15[Russia BOLD:ACT1697
Drymeia grandis|BUICD129-15|Russia BOLD:ACT1697
Drymeia grandis BUICD1771-20[Russia|BOLD:ACT1697
Drymeia grandis BUICD1770-20|Russia BOLD:ACT1697
Drymeia grandis BUICD1772-20|Russia BOLD:ACT1697
\Drymeia taymirensis|BUICD1794-20Russia/ BOLD:AED4807

1Drymeia taymirensis|BUICD1793-20Russia BOLD:AED4807
Drymeia glabralBUICD1766-20[Russia BOLD:AED6123
Drymeia glabralBUICD1765-20[Russia BOLD:AED6 123

[PromeiafirthianalBUICD1055- 16 RussialBOLD:ADE2127
Drymeia firthianalBUICD176 ia] BOLD:ADE2127
Drymeia firthianalBUICD1053-16|Russia BOLD:ADE2127
Drymeia firthianalBUICD1054-16[Russia BOLD:ADE2127
Drymeia firthianalBUICD1050-16|Russia BOLD:ADE2127
-Drymeia firthianaBUICD1052-16[Russia/ BOLD:ADE2127
— \Drymeia tetra|BUICD1795-20[Russia|BOLD:AED4809
\Drymeia tetra|BUICD1796-20[Russia|BOLD:AED4809
—| Drymeia triseta|BUICD122-15[Russia]BOLD:ACT5172
Drymeia triseta|BUICD121-15[RussiaBOLD:ACT5 172
|Drymeia trisetaBUICD120-15Russia BOLD:ACTS172
Drymeia minor[BUICD1709-19|United States BOLD:ADZ5293
Drymeia minorBUICD1710-19]United States|BOLD:ADZ5293
Drymeia minorBUICD1707-19|United States|BOLD:ADZ5293
L Drymeia minorBUICD1706-19|United States|BOLD:ADZ5293
Drymeia minorBUICD1705-19|United States|BOLD:ADZ5293
Drymeia minor|BUICD1708-19|United States BOLD:ADZ5293
Drymeia similis BUICD1068-16/Canada BOLD:AAG1776
Drymeia similis BUICD1067-16/CanadaBOLD:AAG1776
|Drymeia similis|BUICD1066-16/CanadalBOLD:AAG1776
Drymeia flavinervis MOTWO18-12|CanadalBOLD:ACA6790
Drymeia flavinervis CNPPB1707-12|CanadalBOLD:ACA6790
— Drymeia flavinervisMOTWO017-12|Canada|BOLD:ACA6790
Drymeia flavinervisMOTWO016-12|Canada|BOLD:ACA6790
Drvmeia flavinervisMOTWO15-12|Canada|BOLD:ACA6790
Drymeia flavinervisMOTWO014-12|Canada|BOLD:ACA6790
Drymeia sp. nov. nr aldrichilSSBCA4771-15|Canada BOLD:ACY7523
Drymeia sp. nr. aldrichiSSBCA4770-15|Canada BOLD:ACY7523
Drymeia sp. nr aldrichi)SSBCA4761-15|Canada]BOLD:ACY7523
Drymeia sp. nr. aldrichiSSBCA4586-15|CanadalBOLD:ACY7523
-Drymeia huckettiiNGNAI1330-13|Canada/BOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia LB1085-13|CanadaBOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia huckettil CNGSC629-15|Canada]BOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia hucketti NGNAA2229-13|CanadaBOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia hucketti MPGC1316-19|United States BOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia huckettil SSWLB1053-13|CanadaBOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia hucketti| SSWLB356-13|Canada|BOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia huckettil SSWLB5102-13|Canada/BOLD:ACA9214
|—Drymeia hucketti MPGC1313-19|United States|BOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia huckettiMPGC1319-19]United States|BOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia huckettiMPGC1305-19|United States|BOLD:ACA9214
|— Drymeia hucketti]MPGC1308-19|United States|BOLD:ACA9214
-IDrymelu hucketti]MPGC1309-19|United States BOLD:ACA9214

Drymeia huckettil CNGSC295-15|CanadaBOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia hucketti NGNAJ1302-13|Canada]BOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia huckettil CNGRB177-12|Canada|BOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia huckettilSSWLB1081-13/CanadaBOLD:ACA9214
L Drymeia huckettilSSWLB1073-13|CanadaBOLD:ACA9214
Drymeia longisetalBUICD126-15[Russia| BOLD:ACT4320
Drymeia longisetaBUICD125-15[Russia BOLD:ACT4320
Drymeia longisetaBUICD124-15[Russia BOLD:ACT4320
Drymeia longisetaBUICD123-15[Russia BOLD:ACT4320
Drymeia hamata[FIDIP2991-12[FinlandBOLD:AAY0235
Drymeia quadrisetosaMOTW177-12|Canada]BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia glacialis BUICD1046-16|Russia BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia glacialis BUICD1047-16|Russia BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia glacialis BUICD1048-16|Russia BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia glacialis BUICD1049-16[Russia BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia glacialis|BUICD1147-17[Russia|BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia quadrisetosaBUICD1786-20|RussiaBOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia quadrisetosaBUICD1785-20|RussiaBOLD:AAC1021
— Drymeia quadrisetosaBUICD1784-20|RussiaBOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia glacialis BUICD1146-17|Russia BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia quadrisetosaBUICD1787-20|Russia]BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia quadrisetosa]MFDC201-09|Canada|BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia quadrisetosa MFDC197-09|Canada|BOLD:AAC1021

Figure 25. Neighbour-joining tree based on p-distance of all COI sequences (> 550 bp) for which speci-
mens were examined. Each terminal includes the species name, BOLD process ID number, country of
collection, and Barcode Index Number. Red text indicates the presence of more than one named species
grouped under a single BIN (BIN merge).
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DrymeiaquadrisetosaMOTW179-12|CanadalBOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia quadrisetosa]MOTW178-12|CanadalBOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC204-09|CanadaBOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC202-09|Canada|BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC200-09|Canada|BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC199-09|CanadalBOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC198-09|CanadalBOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC196-09|Canada]BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC195-09|Canada|BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC194-09|CanadalBOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC193-09|CanadalBOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC192-09|Canada]BOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia  quadrisetosaMFDC191-09|CanadalBOLD:AAC1021
Drymeia quadrisetosaMFDC203-09|Canada|BOLD:AAC1021

[— Drymeia acrostichalisBUICD137-15|Russia BOLD:ACT2136
'Drymeia ichalisBUICD135-1 ssia BOLD:ACT2136

Drymeia segnis]MOTW232-13|GreenlandBOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia  segnis| AOTW002-14|Greenland|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia  segnis AOTW004-14|Greenland BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnis| AOTW005-14|Greenland BOLD:AAD7664
|— Drymeia segnisMOTW167-12|CanadalBOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnis| AOTW006-14|Greenland BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnisMOTW235-13|GreenlandBOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnis MOTW250-13|Greenland BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnisMOTW254-13|Greenland|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnis MOTW 166-12|CanadalBOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnisMOTW168-12|CanadalBOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnis MOTW 169-12|CanadalBOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnisMOTW233-13|Greenland|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnisMOTW234-13|Greenland|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnisCNQUG001-14|CanadaBOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnisMOTW252-13|Greenland|BOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia segnis MOTW253-13|Greenland BOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia segnis MFDC1029-10|CanadalBOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia segnis MFDC1030-10|CanadalBOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia setibasis MOTW170-12|Canada|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia setibasis MOTW171-12|Canada| BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia setibasiss MOTW173-12|Canada|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia setibasis MOTW 172-12|Canada|BOLD:AAD7664
ymeia cristataBUICD134-15|Russia BOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia grisea AOTW093-14[Russia BOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia grisea AOTW094-14|Russia BOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia cantabrigensis|BUICD1060-16/Canada|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia cantabrigensisBUICD1061-16/Canada|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia cantabrigensis|BUICD1064-16|Canada|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia puchokanalBUICD1782-20Russia BOLD:AAD7664
-Drymeia griseal AOTWO095-14|Russia BOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia pribilofensis MFDC189-09|Canada|BOLD: AAD7664
Drymeia pribilofer
Drymeia pribilofensisMFDC704-10|CanadalBOLD: AAD7664

MFDC190-09|Canada]BOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia pribilofensis]MOTW185-12|Canada|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia pribilofensisMOTW 184-12|Canada/BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia pribilofensis MOTW183-12|CanadalBOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia pribilofensisMOTW182-12|Canada|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia pribilofensis]MFDC188-09|CanadalBOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia pribilofensisMFDC 187-09|Canada|BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia pribilofensisMFDC186-09|Canada]BOLD:AAD7664

'meia pribilofensis MFDC185-09|Canada| BOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia cristataBUICD1761-20|Russia BOLD:AAD7664
Drymeia cristata BUICD133-15|RussiaBOLD:AAD7664

Drymeia cantabrigensis BUICD1063-16|/Canada|BOLD:AAD7664

[,

Drymeia cantabrigensis BUICD1065-16/CanadalBOLD:AAD7664

ymeia canta JICD1062-16|Canada|BOLD:AAD7664

|L)/‘ymum cantabrigensis|BUICD1059-16/Canada] BOLD:AAD7664

1%

Drymeia vicanaBUICD1056-16|Russia BOLD:ADE2169
| Drymeia vicana|BUICD1058-16|RussiaBOLD:ADE2169

Drymeia vicana|BUICD1057-16|Russia BOLD:ADE2169
|Drymeia vicana|BUICD1798-20|Russia BOLD:ADE2169
'Drymeia vicana|BUICD1797-20|Russia BOLD:ADE2169

Figure 25. Continued.

\Drymeia sp. 2|SSKUB10412-15|Canada|BOLD:ACZ1539

1Drymeia sp. 2|SSKUB389-15|CanadalBOLD:ACZ1539

Drymeia neoborealis MOTW176-12|Canada|BOLD:ACA8935

Drymeia neoborealis MOTW175-12|Canada|BOLD:ACA8935
Drymeia neoborealis MOTW174-12|Canada|BOLD:ACA8935

Drymeia

borealis|BUICD1778- ia[BOLD:ACA8935

Drymeia landicaBUICD1777-.

OLD:AAL9801

neia licalBUICD1776-

OLD:AAL9801

Drymeia groenlandicaMFDC976-10|Canada|BOLD:AAL9801

Drymeia icalZERO047-11|G OLD:AALI801
Drymeia groenlandica]MFDC977-10|CanadalBOLD:AAL9801

Drymeia ica|ZERO049-11(G OLD:AAL9S01
| Drymeia l ica|ZERO048-11|G: land|BOLD:AAL9801
Drymeia ical AOTW003-14/G OLD:AAL9801

rymeia sp. 1|CNGRH025-13|Canada|BOLD:ACA9236

|_|—Drymeia sp. 1[CNGRA002-12|CanadalBOLD:ACA9236
D

Drymeia sp. 1|CNGRH271-13|CanadalBOLD:ACA9236

|_|Drymeia sp. 1[CNGRHO038-13|CanadalBOLD:ACA9236
Drymeia sp. 1|CNGRHO012-13|CanadalBOLD:ACA9236
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Morphology

Three new synonymies are established here (the recognition of D. longiseta Sorokina &
Pont, 2015 as a junior synonym of D. spinitarsis (Aldrich, 1918), of D. rivalis (Huck-
ett, 1966) as a junior synonym of D. amnicola (Huckett, 1966), and of Drymeia al-
picola (Rondani, 1871) as a junior synonym of Drymeia glacialis (Rondani, 1866)).
These synonymies are based exclusively on morphology and details are provided in the
checklist section of this work.

Most species of Drymeia show distinctive and discrete morphological differences
between species (at least in the males). However, the four species described in Huck-
ett (1966) from California turned out to be especially challenging. Specimens of
D. profrontalis (Huckett, 1966) can usually be distinguished from other similar species
but we found that even following the synonymy of D. rivalis with D. amnicola, some
specimens (mostly females but even some males) could not be unambiguously assigned
to either D. amnicola or D. santamonicae (Huckett, 1966). While the type series for
these taxa are generally long, we could not find recently collected material; we therefore
plan to prioritise western California in future collecting efforts.

DNA barcoding

A total of 175 sequences were included in the DNA barcode data set (Suppl. mate-
rial 1: Table S1). The majority (150) were from specimens assigned to named species
while the remaining 25 could not be matched to any known taxa. This material came
from Canada, Russia, Greenland, the United States, and Finland; COI sequences were
assigned to 24 BINs in BOLD (Fig. 25).

Eighteen named species and four unknown taxa matched a single BIN.
These numbers were compiled after we re-examined material (all paratypes) from
BOLD:ACT1697 (males and females assigned to D. grandis Sorokina & Pont,
2015) and BOLD:ACT1698 (a mixture of males D. cilitarsis Sorokina & Pont,
2015, and females originally assigned to D. grandis). The female of D. cilitarsis is
currently undescribed and the re-examination of specimens from these two BINs
led us to the conclusion that the paratype series of D. grandis is mixed, containing
properly identified females as well as some belonging to D. cilitarsis (both taxa have
similar distributions). The description of the female of D. cilitarsis, a Palaearctic
species, is outside the scope of the present work and will be completed in a separate
contribution.

Following the examination of material from the four BINs containing specimens
we could not assign to known species based on morphology we described one new
species, Drymeia hucketti sp. nov. (BOLD:ACA9214). Due to the very poor condi-
tion of available specimens (BOLD:ACA9236), combined with a lack of males for
BOLD:ACZ1539 we chose to leave these two clusters unassigned as Drymeia sp. 1
and Drymeia sp. 2, respectively (Fig. 25), until more material becomes available. Both
were relatively small (< 6.5 mm), had short mouthparts, non-projecting faces, prealar


http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ACT1697
http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ACT1698
http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ACA9214
http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ACA9236
http://boldsystems.org/index.php/Public_BarcodeCluster?clusteruri=BOLD:ACZ1539
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absent, and 2+4 dc; in males of sp. 1, the apical ventral process on T3 was very short
(see notes on problematic North American taxa for additional details).

The four specimens (two from each sex) available for BOLD:ACY7523 (Drymeia
sp. nr. aldrichi), were most similar to D. aldrichi Malloch, 1918 but differed slightly
from material examined (holotype male + two females from same series) in the follow-
ing features: females with very short #v and pv near the base of the mid femur and with
tarsomere 5 not flattened, males with projection of frons slightly more pronounced
and with slightly longer pv on the apical 1/2 of the mid femur. Since no DNA barcodes
were available for material matching the morphology of specimens of D. aldrichi exam-
ined here, we chose to leave this cluster unresolved as we are unable at present time to
determine if the material from BOLD:ACY7523 belongs to a new distinct species or if
D. aldrichi is more variable morphologically than currently understood.

While the congruence between BIN assignment and morphology was good for 71%
(22/31) of species studied here (including the three unnamed taxa), a significant pro-
portion of species (9/31) presented no or very low interspecific distance to other mor-
phologically distinct taxa. These taxa were grouped under two BIN “merges” including
two (BOLD:AAC1021) and seven (BOLD:AAD7664) species (Fig. 25). In both cases,
obvious and discrete morphological differences (at least in the males) exist between all
species from these mixed clusters (see identification keys; remarks under D. cantabrigen-
sis, D. glacialis, D. pribilofensis and D. segnis; and Sorokina and Pont (2015)).

Low interspecific distance between sequences from Canadian specimens of D.
pribilofensis and D. segnis had previously been flagged by Renaud et al. (2012) but our
wider taxon sampling uncovered a more complex issue, now with seven species clus-
tering together in BOLD:AAD7664 with p-distances ranging from 0.0% to 1.83%.
Of these taxa, only D. cantabrigensis is restricted to the Nearctic region. Drymeia
pribilofensis, D. setibasis, and D. segnis are Holarctic and the remaining species (D.
cristata Sorokina & Pont, 2015, D. grisea Sorokina & Pont, 2015 and D. puchokana
Sorokina & Pont, 2015) are known only from the eastern Palacarctic region. Drymeia
pribilofensis was the only species from BOLD:AAD7664 where all sequences in the
data set shared unique nucleotides at several positions in the alignment (50, 58, 300,
475) but these differences were not enough to provide an unambiguous species-level
match in BOLD and classify these sequences in a separate group under the BIN sys-
tem (Ratnasingham and Hebert 2013).

Male specimens were included in our dataset for all species involved in the two
BIN merges except D. puchokana; we therefore exclude misidentification as a possible
explanation for the mismatches between BIN assignment and morphology reported
here. Low genetic divergence in COI sequences between closely related species has
been reported in the literature for different groups of animals (e.g., Whitworth et al.
2007; Gibbs 2018; Tizard et al. 2019) and can result from a number of non-exclu-
sive causes such as polymorphism, hybridisation and/or incomplete lineage sorting
(Funk and Omland 2003). Additional data based on other genetic markers and/ or
reproductive compatibility experiments will therefore be required before modifying
the current taxonomy for members of the two BIN merges reported here in Drymeia.
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Conclusions

We found both advantages and limitations to using DNA barcodes and BIN assign-
ments for the identification of Drymeia species. They allowed us to resolve the issue
of male/female associations in the Palacarctic species D. grandis and D. cilitarsis, to
discover one new species, D. hucketti sp. nov., and to focus our attention on three
potentially new taxa (Drymeia sp. 1, D. sp. 2, D. sp. nr. aldrichi). BINs were also a
good match for 22 of the 31 species included in our data set, regardless of geographical
distance. However, the nine remaining species could not be distinguished from at least
one other species; we therefore caution against using BIN assignments based on COI
DNA barcoding as the only determination tool for Drymeia material without prior
knowledge of its limitations for certain species groups. This is especially important for
the Nearctic fauna where only 65% (11/17) of the species represented in our DNA
barcode library (including the three unnamed taxa) have a match between BIN and
morphology while the remaining six show no or very low sequence divergence with
one or more morphologically distinct species.

Considering the taxonomic changes presented here, the North American fauna of
Drymeia now includes 24 species; 22 are found in the Nearctic region, D. ponti sp. nov.
is recorded only from Neotropical Mexico, and D. aterrima has been recorded from both
the Nearctic and Neotropical regions. Furthermore, the synonymy of D. longiseta with D.
spinitarsis now brings the number of Holarctic species to ten. Whereas the present study
provides the first comprehensive taxonomic treatment of Drymeia for North America,
ten of the 24 named species of Drymeia are still missing DNA barcodes and some ad-
ditional work remains. The most important gap in knowledge concerns the fauna of the
southwestern United States and Mexico and the collection of additional specimens from
those areas are likely to result in further changes to the taxonomy of the genus.
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